FOUNDED IN 1949

NEWSPAPER OF IMPERIAL COLLEGE UNION

No. 434

Friday, 12 November, 1976

EREE!

Action taken on overseas
students

Measures are to be taken to create a new Union major
sub-committee (of Union Council) to cover overseas
student affairs. The move came at an informal meeting on
Wednesday evening, designed to revamp interest in the
Union’s ailing Overseas Students Committee (OSC):

The meeting was convened
by Academic Affairs Officer
Paul Ekpenyong and External
Affairs Officer Hugh Barrett,
both of whom had become
deeply concerned that the
OSC’s nine elected posts
were all vacant. These should
have been filled in March.

Low level of activity

The two were also perturbed
about the absence of an
Overseas Students Freshers
reception and the low level
of activity among overseas
students on the issues
affecting them. This they
found disturbing in the wake
of increasing constraints on
overseas students studying
in the UK. ‘IC is one of the
few colleges not openly
involved in fighting these
constraints and supporting
the NUS campaign on overseas
students’ said Paul Ekpenyong.

The unanimous decision
to scrap the existing committee
was taken by an invited group
of foreign students comprising
leaders of ICU’s national
societies and others interested
in promoting overseas student
activitys Under the plan
devised on Wednesday, these
societies would come under
the jurisdiction of the new
sub-committee.,

New proposals

The plan would eftecuvely
fuse the aims and organisation
of the SCC national societies
with those of the existing
Students Committee, to
produce a cohesive voice for
overseas students. T'he
meeting acknowledged that
the present system failed to
bind individual active
national societies together
on the issues common to all
overseas students.,

The sub-committee would
be represented on Council by
its chairman, Its composition
would be the chairmen of the

national societies and elected
representatives of overseas
students.

Executive backing

The proposals have yet to
be finalised and will have to
be approved by Union Coungil
and General Meetings. Initial
Union reaction has been
favourable and informed
sources believe the idea will
receive ascent, in principle,
at next week’'s Executive
meeting. President Nick
Brayshaw and SCC Chairman
Alan Lodge have already
welcomed the proposals.

Action committee

An ad hoc ‘Overseas
Students Activists Committee’
was set up ‘at the meeting.
This body will decide the
exact formal structure of the
new sub-committee and present
its proposals to Council, It is
hoped the Activists Committee
will also instigate new
enthusiasm in cverseas
student affairs, publicise the
main issues affecting these
students and devise prelimin-
ary arrangements for next
year’s freshers’ reception,

Food prices to
stay constant

The College Refectory
Committee decided last week
to recommend to the Governing
Body that refectory prices
remain at their present level
after Christmas, Suggestions
that the Committee look
deeply into what the customer
wants from the catering
service were welcomed by
chairman, Professor Eilon, He
has asked the Union to conduct
a survey to determine this.
See Editorial (page 3) and
Pres Cuttings (page 10).

THIS PLAGUE WAS UNVERED ¥

WHEN HE OPENED
THE HUXLEY BUILD

ON
4 NOVEMBER 1976

-

Professor Sir Andrew Huxley, FRS, who last Thursday

opened the new Huxley Building

in Queensgate. The

building is named after Thomas Huxley, a professor in
Biology, who was Dean of RCS and RSM from 1881 — 1895.
Sir Adrew is the grandson of Thomas Huxley.

The new building houses the departments of Maths,
Physics and Computing & Control.

Brunel reject Izzy

Izzy, the six foot high fibreglass dinosaur captured by IC
students over the summer, will not be returning to its original
owners, Brunel University Students Union. The Executive of
Brunel Union has told Izzy’s captors that his Union does not
intend to meet the conditions laid down for the mascot’s return,

These included the payment
of £50 to the IC Rag charities
and the donation of 150 pints
of blood by Brunel students,
all by November Ist. The
mascot’s captors had been
prepared to extend the dead-
line, but this suggestion was
rejected by the Brunel
Executive.,

Another College has shown
interest in borrowing the
dinasour for their Rag pro-
cession and negotiations are
now underway to sort out the
details.,

These developments weren’t
the only mascotry activities
in the last week, RCS Union
tried unsuccessfully to steal
Spanner and Bolt, the Guilds
mascots, at last Thursday’s

Electrical Engineering
Freshers’ Dinner, RCSU
sealed all the entrances to

the College forcing Guilds to
keep their mascots on the
campus until the RCSU groups
groups had dispersed. Spanner
and Bolt finally left College

via the Chemical Engineering
building at about 10.20pm,
No trouble was reported.

Another mascot, Phineas,
which was acquired last year
from University College by
Guilds is due to be returned
to UC at this Sunday’s Guilds
bar night,
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letters

to the

editor

Dear Editor, — May I make a
few comments on the proposed
Linstead Extension. Firstly,
on reading last weeks article,
the most elegant and appealing
scheme was clearly that of the
Knightsbridge Association.Be-
sides providing accommodation
which normal human beings
would enjoy living in, as
opposed to the ‘rabbit warrens’
which students are expected

to live in, the scheme also -

provides for extending the
present sporss facilities and
- maintaining the space available
for parking.

Unfortunately the scheme
has many equally clear dis-
advantages. The cost would
probably be prohibitive, and
the low rise aspect does not
meet with the DAPWCC’s idea
of boxing the Gardens into
another of Londons typical(?)
squares,

Although clearly aimed at
keeping within the budget, the
College proposals seem to
show a complete absence of
any new thoughts in design.
It appears to mirror the present
Linstead design — with the
top chopped off to save the
expense, and the exterior
tarted up a bit to give it a
newer look — and add to the
expense.

The final scheme, proposed
by Wiggins and Gardiner, I
feel is totally ludicrous. Having
been privileged enough to see
their plans — which appear
to be newly incomprehensible
— 1 shall point out my main
points of objection.

a) The tennis courts and car
park are used indiscriminately
without any thought of replac-
ing these facilities,

b) The space available
would limit the size of the
courtyards, making them into
unsocial wastages of space
and only useful for accumulating
litter,

c¢) The courtyards could only
be centres of social activity if
warm and well lit — impossible
in the population density
suggested.

1 have been unable to see

any advantages in their
scheme whatsoever.
One final point on the

present, and proposed density
of population: whilst high
density is obviously favoured
financially (especially when
space is limited), a density
even as high as at present can
only lead to a feeling of
impersonality and a lack of
respect for the property. This
leads directly to vandalism, or
at least misuse of the availate
facilities, and a corresponding
reduction in useful lifetime.
Please Messrs Wiggins and
Gardiner and whoever is
responsible for the college
plans, rethink and consider
the quality of life of all
Students and Mews residents
alike.
H. CHEETHAM
Met Post-Grad.
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A plan view of the scheme for the Linstead Hall extension as

Linstead extension submitted by David Wiggins and Stephen Gart{iner.

Dear Sir, — You report that
I have ‘“‘extensively lobbied...
against the height of the new
building and the density of
student numbers’’,

The truth is that I have
made argued representations
in writing, all of them acces-
sible to Imperial College,
and not against numbers —
the right number in my opinion
is the largest number compatible
with good environment and
good architecture — but
solely against the suitability
of the proposal to all human
inhabitants of the neighbour-
hood, whether ~ student or
non-student. Evidently every
councillor “ was persuaded
that the building would
aggravate and reinforce the
harsh and overpowering
quality of what is already in
the square; destroy the light
and air which demolition on

the east has fortuitously
created in a potenually
dark place; and result in a
massive infringement of
daylighting regulations at
Phase Three (not given in

your pretty picture), an
infringement from which IC
students would principally

suffer. My low-rise (3% storey)
alternative could house more
students for your £350,000,
and could house more students
more cheaply and more quickly
in subsequent phases.

If the College had heeded
properly the summer meeting
of the Town Planning
Committee, it could have
predicted the refusal it has
suffered.

DAVID WIGGINS
Professor of Philosophy
Bedford College

8 November 1976

Discount foilies

Dear Sir, — There has been
much debate over the attempt
by Imperial College Students’
Union to sell the National
Student Discount Scheme below
the NUS recommended price
of £2.00.

We are just one of many
small colleges who have
invested a considerable
proportion of our total income
into the NSDS scheme. We
are attempting to increase
the income of our 'union by
selling these cards and
receiving commission from
NUS for the cards that we
sell. If Imperial College
Students’ Union begin selling
their cards cheaper than we
can, (If we sell them at that
price it is not worth us
selling them), then we will be
unable to sell our cards to

the students from our college
because they will just go to
Imperial,

Our total investment in the
NSDS scheme is £500 and
we cannot afford to have un-
sold cards and handbooks.
I sincerely hope that Imperial
Union decide to forget about

this idea because it will
cause severe financial
difficulties to small unions

such as ours, and that they

accept that NUS had their
reasons, (this is only one),
in fixing the price of the
NSDS Cards at £2.00,

Yours sincerely,

STEVE WILLIAMS,
President.

Hammersmith & West London
College Students’ Union.
8November 1976

Your paper?

Dear Sir,: — As the three
students who share the
writing of FELIX Theatre
reviews, may: we reply‘to
Mr Davey’s extraordinary
attack in last week’s issue?
We would not seek to
disagree with his contention
that better qualified critics
can be read in the national
press, What we aim to do is to
give a students’ eye view of
productions; if we sometimes
sound pretentious then we
apologise, it is unintentional,

It is unfortunate that Mr
Davey should draw comparisons
between our aspirations and
his Olympic qualifications.
We do not pretent to be
world class critics, We are
solely reporting events as we
see them just as he does,
with the difference that we
do not digress into praise of
the beer consumed and the
public houses visited.I’m sure
you would be pleased to
receive a report of any public
sporting occasion which Mr
Davey has visited, which
would be of interest to
readers. .

In conclusion may we
applaud the sentiments,
expressed in your editorial,
that the tastes of FELIX
readers cover a wide ‘range,
and thanks all those who
contribute to FELIX in any
way, particularly those who
cover IC events, which must
on any .onsideration be the
prime concern of the Newspaper
of Imperial College Union,
Thomas Stevenson
Eric Stovell
Steve Grove.

More letters page 3






