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Effect of boycotts?

“WE'LL CLOSE

REFECTORIES”
Says Mooney
“Nil” is Mr. Mooney’s. opinion of the immediate

effect that catering boycotts would have on the college.

Mr. Mooney, the college’s catering manager, was inter-

viewed by FELIX on Thursday following the over-

whelming decision of a “meeting of IC students” (the

E.G.M. having just been declared inquorate) to use

this means of pressurising the college authorities to

press our case for higher grants to the DES.

He told FELIX that the

cost. of the wasted food in

any one refectory would

be of the order of £80 per

meal boycotted. He

thought that no effect

would be felt by the col-

lege before the end of the

academic year, “but if it

continues beyond then the

position would have to be

reviewed”. He considers

the likely effects would be

the same as those at Can-

terbury: the college would

start to close down refec-

tories, starting with the

Union. If the Action Com-

mittee picks on the Union

for boycotts, “the closure

of it will be precipitated”.

Next to go would be the

breakfast and weekend

services in Southside.

Mr. Mooney criticised

the. union for picking..on

“the weakest area” of the

college administration. He

told FELIX that, whereas

every other sector received

a grant, the refectories

were meant to pay their

way.

He pointed out that the

effect of boycotts on the

refectory staff had been

disregarded, and said that

the effect when the union

organised such boycotts

two years ago was con-

siderable. “The staff can’t

believe that boycotts aren’t

directed against them,” he

said. He wanted to know

what the union and_ its

members would think if

the staff organised a boy-

cott, and went home in
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No 326 4 The first major national
: : action, apart from rent

strikes and refectory boy-
cotts, will be a set of dem-
onstrations in seven major
regional centres — London,
Edinburgh, Newcastle, Shef-
field, Manchester, Cardiff and
Bristol—on Wednesday, Feb-
ruary 21. There will also be

® a National Day of Action on
March 14.

There are now 42 rent
strikes under way in Britain.
London colleges involved are
Brunel University, City Uni-
versity, Queen Elizabeth
College, LSE, Westfield Col-
lege, City Poly, and Central

IN FULL SWING
The NUS Grants Campaign went into full swing

yesterday, starting with six regional press conferences.
(Full coverage of the London one in next week's
FELIX). Digby Jacks, in a speech launching the cam-
paign, said that it would not be an easy or quick cam-
paign. “But I know that students feel angry enough
over the meanness and hypocrisy of this Government
on this issue to sustain a campaign in top gear for as
long as necessary,” he continued.

London Poly. At
where’ hall fees _ include
meals, the authorities
threatened to cut off meals.
The union is thus to hand
over the cost of these from
the rent strike fund. Central
Poly has now switched to a
policy of rent strikes fol-
lowing successful refectory
boycotts last term.
Most areas also have plans

for their own demonstra-
tions in addition to those
planned for February 21 and
March 14. Imperial College’s
one is planned for Feb-
ruary 7.

Westfield,

“Of course, with Vietnam over, there won’t be so
much scope for you younger chaps.”

the middle of a

evening function.

major

If Mr. Mooney is right,

the college will close all

the refectories before they

negotiate with the Gov-

ernment on our behalf as

a result of operating re-

fectory boycotts.

ONLY 190 AT
Last Thursday’s Extraordinary General Meeting was

declared inquorate a few moments before the vote on

refectory boycotts, and so the overwhelming vote in

favour by the “Meeting of I.C. students” which, pre-

dictably, immediately followed the closure of the EGM,

can only be taken as an indication of students’ feelings.

The meeting, only about

150-strong the quorum is

300) was opened 18 minutes

late at 1.18, following the

inevitable late arrival of the

Executive—President at 1.06,

Secretary at 1.10, Deputy

President at 1.12. (‘‘Felix”

reporter at 12.57!)

The impatient audience

became progressively more

so until the motions came to

be discussed at about 1.45.

The Extraordinary Meeting

was petitioned for by Pete

Gillett so that he could pre-

sent his motion on Supple-

mentary Grants. Although he

obtained the necessary 130

signatures to call a meeting

he failed to get that number

of votes—his motion was

overwhelmingly defeated.

DEPARTMENT REPS

CRITICISED

A stir was caused at the

meeting when all the De-

partmental Representatives

present were asked to stand

up—revealing there to be

only one present from a to-

tal of more than ten. The

request followed John Lane’s

condemnation of the _ fact

that only three Dept Reps

had held the meetings they

had been mandated to on the

Grants issue, and that the

others had not even bothered

to contact him.

Pete Gillett told the meet-

ing that the Civil Engineer-

ing representative had not

only not arranged a meeting,

but actually did not believe

in students getting higher

grants. Mr. Gillett said he

had taken it upon himself to

organise a meeting.

The EGM agreed that simi-

lar action by individuals

should be taken in other in-

active departments.

(Minutes—Page 2)

SRC TO BE

‘DEMOCRATISED’
The University of London Union Students’ Representative

Council (ULU SRC) set up a working party at its meeting
last Monday to find ways of democratising its structure by

GORDON REECE

means of constitutional chan-

ges. Much criticism has been

levelled at the SRC and its

degree of representation

over the past year, and this

is the first concrete move it

has made to “put its house

in order.”

The working party will

present such changes as it

thinks necessary to the Statu-

tory Meeting to be held at

Chelsea College on February

17;

Monday’s meeting also car-

ried a motion supporting the

students at Nonington Col-

lege of Physical Education in

their fight for a sabbatical

president, and agreed to send

a special envoy to the college

to give “physical as well as

moral” support.

SRC was reminded of the

existence of its working

party on the Murray Report.

Paul Goddard, Chelsea Presi-

dent, told the meeting that

only one response had so far

been forthcoming to the

working party’s request for

reaction from individual

unions. IC is one of those

not to have yet replied.

ARE YOU A

PATHETIC ...2
There are over four thousand students at Imperial College. The quorum for a union

meeting is, however, only three hundred. Oine would have thought that such a small
quorum, only 73% of collge, would be relatively easy to obtain. Nevertheless, union
meetings are regularly inquorate, or very nearly so. Last Thursday, for example, an
extraordinary geiieral meeting on what one would have thought was a subject vital
to every student, that of grants, was attended, according to the minutes, by only one
hundred and fifty people. In other words, less than 4% of the students here were
sufficiently interested to go along and see what was being said about their main source
of income.

At nearly every meeting important issues are discussed, motions are passed and
then published as the decisions of I.C. union. These pronouncements are put out (1
YOUR name, for you are all members of the union. | have frequently heard people
complain that they never go to union meetings because they are boring and uninterest-
ing. They often couple this with the argument that meetings are unrepresentative so that
there is no reason why they should abide by their decisions. The union is only
unrepresentative because such people are too lazy to attend union meetings and put
forward their views. It cannot function effectively unless the mass of students are
prepared to participate in its discussions éi1d decisions. It exists for your benefit. It
is there for you to have the opportunity to voice your opinions.

Most people at Imperial College appear to ignore their union until it says something
with which they totally disagree. Then, and only then, when a meeting has already
decided on a certain course of action, do they protest. And how do they protest? They
ignore the union ruling ‘because it’s unrepresentative’. No-one has the right to do
this. A union is only a union when its members implement its decisions. If they feel
that, unless they participate, a wrong decision may be made, it is their duty to speak
out before hand. It is only when you take part that the decisions of Imperial College
union are the decisions of the majority of Imperial College students.

There is a union meeting on Thursday at which the motions that ICU may submit
to the NUS conference in April will be discussed. Anybody has the right to submit
a motion before the union meeting. Motions already tabled by the External Affairs
committee and various individuals appear on page 7. Read the moticiis. Unless you
agree with every sentiment of every moticin you must attend the meeting on Thursday.
You don't have to speak—but you must vote. If you don’t, views with which you have
no sympathy may well go forward to the NUS conference as your views.

MICHAEL SILVERLEAF
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JOHN LANE
Yesterday saw the launching of the NUS Grants Campaign

proper, with press conferences in every major regional
centre. Today sees the start of LC.’s build-up to the big
London demonstration on February 21.

The next week must be one of great activity in preparation
for our own LC. demo to the DES on February 7 to deliver
the masses of letters which should be flooding in from
today. Every student should be contacted and asked to
contribute to the write-in. If your Departmental Representa-
tive isn’t doing the job then take the letters round your

class or lab yourself and get them involved. Explain the
issues—the constant drop in value of the grant, the unfair-
ness of the means test, the miserable grant which PG’s

get....

If you have any questions or suggestions come into the

Union Office or ask someone on the Action Committee.
Remember the mass write-in/demo suggestion came from

the rank and file of this union—it’s up to YOU to make it
a success.

~

REFECTORY BOYCOTTS

After last Thursday’s EGM it looks very much as if the
union will be launching a refectory boycott campaign from

the UGM this Thursday as part of the national campaign
for higher grants. We must ensure the quoracy of Thurs-

day’s meeting to get a decision taken. : :

H.M. Government received the original NUS claim a year

ago, and again last September. A fortnight ago with 42 rent

strikes on its hands, it finally got around to telling Digby
Jacks “informally” that they would be getting around to

some preliminary discussions “soon”.

Our claim is just, as the Times Educational Supplement
said a year ago: ‘NUS case for higher grants is good. Cer-
tainly everyone else can moan about the effects of inflation,
and the education system has been as hard hit as any; but
there are not many who need a 25 per cent pay rise merely

to bring them up to their 1962 level’.

The Vice-Chancellors and Principals say we need more,

but the Government hasn’t budged. We must bring every
possible pressure to bear on them, They won’t like “trouble

on the campus” or constant nagging from Principals with
rent. strikes and refectory boycotts to deal with, or being

faced with pickets and demonstrations wherever they go.

MARTIN’S

BIT

on Wrecks

It appears to me that cars,

like elephants, when near-

ing the end of their days, go

to the car park behind Lin-

stead where it can end them

in peace (pieces?). This area

is not the motor cars’ grave-

yard—it is somewhere where

students can park their cars.

Unless the owners of those

wrecks, which are taking up

valuable space, move them

in the very near future, the

Union will take steps to

have them removed.

on NUS
The time is drawing night

for the close of nominations

for the next NUS conference

in Exeter from 2nd-6th

April—5 p.m. today is the

closing time.

on Population
The United Nations Office

at Geneva will again be con-

ducting a Graduate Study

Programme this year, to be

held in Geneva from’ Tues-
day, July 17 until Friday,
August 3. I have a_ small

supply of application forms

which should be endorsed by
the graduate’s supervisor.
Neither the College nor the

Tutorials

Investigation

One of the topics dis-

cussed at this year’s meet-

ings of the Rector’s Special

Committee on Student Wel-

fare has been the personal

tutorial system.

The committee has _ ob-
tained (or is in the process
of obtaining) statements
from each department on de-

partmental policy, and would
like to supplement this in-

formation with comments
and statements from _ stud-

ents. We have _ therefore

drawn up a brief question-
naire which will, we hope,
be circulated to all third
year undergraduates during

the next few weeks. A copy
_of the questions appears be-
“low.

Only if there is a good re-

sponse to the questionnaire
will we be able to conclude
anything about the students’
view of the personal tutorial
system. I hope, therefore,

that all third year under-
graduates will fill in the
questionnaires and_ return

them to the relevant person

in their dept., or to me in

the Union Office.
JENNY ROGERS

1.C.U. Welfare Officer.

See also Page 3, Col. 1

THE QUESTIONS

. Degree Course (Subject).

(a) Do you regard a

personal tutoring

scheme as necessary?

(b) Have you had a per-

sonal tutor?

(a) Should a personal

tutor also be an

academic tutor to the
same students?

(b) Did your personal
tutor also act as one

of your academic

tutors?

(a) How many times
per term did you meet

your personal tutor as

such?

(b) Did you think this
Inadequate?
Adequate?

Excessive?

. Have you had social
contacts with your
personal tutor?

(a) Have you felt able to
discuss problems with
your personal tutor?

(b) If not, was there
another member of

staff whom you felt

able to approach?

. From your point of view,
how effective was the
personal tutoring scheme

in your Department?

. Please add any comments

if you wish.

FREE

GIFTS
This week there are TWO

inserts in FELIX. Once

you’ve completed the _ in-
surance one and sent it’ off

asking for more information
(thereby earning FELIX its

bread and butter) peruse the
other.

It is an unsigned letter,
designed to be sent to Mr.

Norman St. John Stevas,
who is the Parliamentary

Under-Secretary of State for
Education. It is in his hands
that the grants increase de-

mand rests. If you agree with
it, please sign it, add your

hame and department, and
post it in the envelope pro-

vided.
If you disagree or want to

add to it, use the skeleton
and write your own. If you
can write a better one, go

ahead — but send it to
FELIX via Internal Mail.

We'll publish the best ones,

send the best ten by regis-
tered mail, and send the rest
off at union expense (we'll

even address the envelopes!).
There will be boxes pro-

vided in refectories and de-
partments to post the letters.

Finally, you'll be worrying

that, since there are 4,048
students and only 2,000 stu-
dents, 2,048 of you can’t send
a letter. Fear not! Further
supplies are available from

the Union Office or any mes-

senger.

MINUTES OF AN EXTRAORDINARY demand to clear this reactionary Tory

er Cs ee ee ee eee

Remember it is your decision at Thursday’s UGM.
Union have funds to- meet
the travel costs or residen-
tial expenses of the partici-
pants.

U.G.M. MINUTES
MINUTES OF A GENERAL MEETING OF”
IMPERIAL COLLEGE UNION HELD ON
THURSDAY 11th JANUARY 1973 IN THE

GREAT HALL OF IMPERIAL COLLEGE

1 The Meeting was opened at 1.15. The
President, Mr. Lane, was in the Chair and
aproximately 400 members were present.

2 The Minutes were taken as read.

3 The President passed the Chair to Mr.
Black and presented his report.

President’s Report
Implementation of motions.

Thalidomide and Distillers Boycott: the
bar committee agreed to the boycott. The
Union’s 850 shares in Distillers have been
pledged to the Action Committee. I have
written to the Rector asking the College
to consider boycotting DCL products. He
replied mentioning the latest offer but
not committing himself to any action.

Briant’s Colour Printers: I have written
to the “work in” giving our support and
to NUS, ULU, and NCCL asking them to
give support. NUS are already doing this.

Vietnam Demo: NUS have written calling
for support for a demonstration on Viet-
nam called by the British Council for
Peace in Vietnam, on January 20th at 2.30
in Trafalgar Square.

The Chairman announced that IC Rugby
Football Club were playing WASPS on
Sunday 14th January and that free
coaches would be available for suppor-
ters. The President announced that the
Mathematics Department had agreed to
first year students starting their test half
an hour late because of the UGM.

Mr. Black returned the Chair to the
President.

4 The President introduced Mr. M. Terry,
Secretary of the National Union of
Students. Mr. Terry spoke about the NUS
Grants Campaign and the need for a
rent strike. He then answered questions
from: the floor.

Ee reestiamt passed the Chair to Mr.
ack.

The President proposed the motion
(Paper A filed in the Minute Book).

Mr. Phillips proposed an amendment (I
on Paper B filed in the Minute Book).
The President accepted this amendment.

Mr. A. E. Smith proposed an amendment
(II on Paper B) which the President ac-

cepted.

Mr. Corbyn proposed an amendment (III
on Paper B). The President accepted the

ye age paragraph but not the second or
ind.

Mr. Corbyn then spoke at length. After
discussion the amendment was put to

the vote in parts. The second part was
rejected and the third retained.

Mr. D. Brown proposed an amendment:
Delete all and insert:
“ICU recognises and backs the campaign
for higher grants. ICU also recognises that
a rent strike in this College would not

achieve any useful purpose and_= only

aggravate public opinion and therefore

abandons any proposals for the same”.

The Chairman invited Mr. Brown to speak

in favour of his amendment. A member,

on a point of order, submitted that the
amendment was not a valid one and

should not be taken at that time. The

Chairman ruled that the amendment
would be considered and Mr. Gibbons

challenged the Chair. The Chairman im-
mediately passed the Chair to Mr. Jowitt,
who invited Mr. Gibbons to state his chal-
lenge. Mr. Black then replied and on a
vote the Challenge was upheld.
The Chairman returned the Chair to Mr.
Black. Miss Hochfelder asked if it was
in order for a Chairman who had been

successfully challenged to continue. Mr.
Jowitt explained that the Chairman’s rul-
ing had been reversed by the meeting
and that it was in order for Mr. Black to
remain in the Chair.

Mr. Everett proposed that Paragraph C
of the Motion be replaced by:
“This Union demands an immediate in-
crease of £100 p.a. in the Postgraduate
grant, the restoration of the London
Allowance and the NUS _ Executive to
give these two points equal priority with
the four points in clause B”.

Mr. Bannaghan proposed an amendment
calling for a London Weighting but with-
drew it in favour of Mr. Everett’s am-
endment which was adopted.

Mr. Schmetterling proposed an amend-
ment deleting clause E and all references
to a refusal to pay the New Hall Levy.
After considerable discussion the amend-
ment was carried.

The Chairman adjourned the meeting to
the following day, at 2.30 p.m.

—Oo——_0——_on—

The Chairman re-opened the meeting at
1.02 on Friday 12th January, 1973. Approx-
imately 350 members were present. The
Chairman explained that the motion as
amended had been reprinted and was be-
ing distributed.

Mr. Gillett proposed an amendment:
After “the full grant for all who study”
line 2, add “further demands Supplementary
Grants to be paid in cash each time the
cost of living rises 1 per cent”.
Delete all after “ICU resolves on a _ two-

pronged campaign aiming, 1... . living stan-

dards in these two points and add:
2 That since the Tory Government does not

respond to pressure this campaign must
demand the immediate resignation of the
Tory Government and the return of a

Labour Government pledged to Socialist
Policies as the only way of winning any
increases”’.

After Mr. Gillett had spoken in favour of
his amendment, the President spoke ag-
ainst. Mr. Gillett summed up and the am-
endment was defeated on a vote.

The discussion reverted to the substantive

motion. Speeches were made in favour by
Miss Hochfelder and Messrs. Murlis and
Poste 9 and against by Messrs. Brown,
Syrop, Marples and Gerrard.

A member moved the Move to a Vote, which

was carried,
The President summed up.

It was agreed that the Motion would be put
to the vote in parts.

Paragraphs A. B. C. D. E. and F.1 were
assed overwhelmingly.
aragraph F.2 was defeated 166 votes for,

to 175 against with 13 absentions.
Paragraphs F.3, G.1, G.2 and G.3 were passed
overwhelmingly.
Paragraph G.4 was defeated.
Paragraph F.5 was carried: 169 votes for, to
105 against with 14 abstentions.

A member challenged the quorum.

The Chairman closed the meeting due to
inquoracy at 2.10 p.m.

GENERAL MEETING OF IMPERIAL
COLLEGE UNION HELD IN THE GREAT
HALL OF IMPERIAL COLLEGE ON
THURSDAY, JANUARY 28, 1973

The President, who was in the Chair,
opened the meeting at 1.18 p.m.; about 150
members were present.

1,

3.

The President passed the Chair to the

Deputy President and _ presented his
report.

President’s Report Ae

The President reported that significant
developments on the Grants claim by
NUS had taken place.

1. the claim would be increased to
account for this year’s inflation

2. a £100 claim for post-graduates has
been submitted

3. an NUS-DES working party on the
means test has been set up.

The campaign was proceeding very well

with 42 unions on rent-strike throughout

the country. :

The next stage was the build up to

regional demonstrations on February 21

which must be a massive show of
strength.

Departmental meetings had been held in

Chemistry, Chem. Eng., and Botany/

Zoology.

The meeting in Physics was arranged. A

P.G. group had met twice.
The President said that the other dept.

reps had not even bothered to contact
him.

The President asked for a grants action
committee of ten to be set up and sug-
gested: Messrs. David Finn, Keith Nixon,
Malcolm Newman, Miss Rosemary Park-
er, Miss Sonia Hochfielder, Rob Armitage,

Mike’ Silverleaf, John Porter, Alf
Perry and Trev Phillips. President, Hon.

Secretary, Deputy President will be
members ex officio. This was accepted
with Pete Gillett and Pete Lambert
added to the list.
Pete Gillett reported that he was organ-

ising a Civil Engineering Dept. Meeting.

It was agreed that if Dept Reps were
doing nothing students should attempt
to organise meetings themselves.

Hon Secretary’s Business

(i) The Secretary announced that the
NUS were organising a conference on

“Women in Employment” on Feb-
ruary 15 at North London Polytech-
nic. He asked any interested people—
both male and female—to see him
after the meeting.

(ii) As Returning Officer, Mr. Black de-
clared Mr. T. Phillips elected un-
opposed as NUS Secretary, there
being no other candidate.

(iii) Mr. Black then read a letter from the
two candidates for the post of Post-
Graduate Affairs Officer, in which
they explained that Mr. John Porter

had retired from the election as he
had taken up a post on the Campaign
Committee for Grants on the behalf
of P.G.’s.
The Returning Officer then declared
Mr. R. Mounce elected unopposed.

Motions

Mr. Gillett proposed:

Supplementary Grants :

“In recent months prices of essentials
such as food, rents and transport have
risen faster than ever before. In the
last two months alone prices rose by
6 per cent which is an annual ‘rate of
36 per cent. This Union therefore de-
mands Supplementary Grants as cash pay-
ments each time the cost of living rises.
The rapid rate of inflation makes it
essential for students to have more
money now. September will be too late,
many students will be faced with the
choice of looking for jobs in exam time
or going without proper food. Further,
Heath’s White Paper taken away any bar-
gaining rights for grants as with wages.
What is the purpose of a student union
which cannot bargain or take any action
for grant increases without facing stiff
penalties and fines. This makes a grants
campaign absolutely urgent and makes
it clear that it must be linked to the

Government out of office.

This Union therefore resolves to:

1. Campaign for Supplementary Grants
linked to the demand to clear the
Tory Government from office.

2. Immediately elect from the Union
Meeting an 8-member action commit-
tee to organise the following cam-

paign:

A one-day strike on Thursday, Febru-
ary 8 and a demonstration in prepara-

tion for the day of action on February

21. That in order to ensure the maxi-
“mum possible support for the cam-

paign the action committee must con-

tact and work with London Region
NUS and all student bodies, arrange

speakers at meetings and organize

meetings where student unions are

weak or non existent. Further, con-

tact local Trades Councils, Union

Branches and shop stewards commit-

tees for support for the campaign.”
Messrs. Mounce and Woosey gave infor-
mation and Miss Hochfelder spoke
against.
There was a move to the vote which was.
carried.
Mr. Gillett summed up and the motion
was defeated overwhelmingly.

Miss Hochfelder proposed:
The Union notes:

i its decision to support the campaign
for higher grants

ii its support for any College on rent
strike

iii its lack of action so far in the grants

campaign

iv the various statements of the Vice

Chancellors in support of higher
grants.

This Union considers:

i that the best way of giving support

to the Colleges on rent strike is to

take action ourselves for the same
aim.

. that the Vice Chancellors will press

the Government even more firmly for
higher grants if pressure is put on
them by the students in the colleges.
that putting pressure on the Vice
Chancellors is the most important tac-
tic we can use in conducting our cam-
paign since we cannot put direct pres-
sure on the Government but must
fight where we are.

iv that lightning boycotts of one canteen
at a time is a method of putting such
pressure on the College Authorities
without inconveniencing the students.

This Union therefore:

1. Instructs its members to take part in
one or more canteen boycotts starting
next week (on Tues., Jan. 30)—the
days to be decided by the campaign
committee. The canteen to be boy-
cotted will be decided by the commit-
tee at 11.45 am. on the day of the
boycott.”

Mr. Foot spoke against and Mr. Finn
spoke for, Mr. Black gave information in
a speech against, Mr. Corbyn gave infor-
mation.

Mr. Smith proposed an amendment to
alter the motion to read:
“This Union considers...

2. That the Vice Chancellors and the
Government will be pressed even
more firmly for higher grants if action

is taken in colleges.

3. That taking action in the Colleges is
the most important tactic we can

use in conducting our campaign since
we cannot put direct pressure on the
Government but must fight where we
are”.

and to add at the end:
“Our relation with the College workers
involved to be as for the rent strike
motion.”

There was a move to the vote which was
passed.
A member challenged the quorum.
The President closed the meeting at 2.10)
The President opened a “Meeting of I.C.
Students at 2.10”.
The Motion was put to the meeting and
passed.
The President closed the meeting of I.C.
Students at 2.15.

_ii


