
IC Union is supporting FELIX

‘Editor Hugh Southey in an

effort to disuade College

administration from

implementing plans to move the

FELIX office. Mr Southey

presented a paper detailing

problems associated with the

proposed move at a meeting

with College Secretary John

Smith and Union President Carl

Burgess last Friday. A motion

expressing support for Mr

Southey’s response to the

College authorities was passed

without objection at Monday’s

meeting of IC Union Council.

Mr Burgess was first informed

of the plans for a FELIX move in

a meeting with Mr Smith and

the Rector two weeks ago. Mr

Smith intends to give the

Biology Department control of

the present FELIX Office and

the Beit Hall TV Lounge. Ina

letter to Mr Burgess three days

after the meeting Mr Smith said

that College was planning to

refurbish the derelict kitchen

area behind the Lounge to

provide new offices for FELIX,

and an additional double room

and a new TV Lounge for Beit

Hall. Before meeting Mr

Burgess and Mr Southey on

Friday, Mr Smith admitted that

Keep The Cat Free

Hugh Southey and J Martin Taylor: Alarmed about the move

there was insufficent space

available for all these needs.

Mr Southey’s paper listed

several major difficulties

associated with the move of the

FELIX office. Significant

structual alterations would be

needed to the north side of Beit

Quad in order to move and

house the larger and more

delicate pieces of FELIX

equipment. In addition there

would be a great deal of work

required in order to make the

derelict area suitable for the

production of FELIX. Mr

Southey also stressed that the

position of the FELIX office was

of prime importance since

student involvement was ‘the

London

Attacke
A motion which would have

closed London Student, the

London-wide newspaper for

students, was defeated by only

two votes at the meeting of the

University of London General

Union Council on Tuesday. IC

Union buys 250 copies of

London Student which are

distributed free from outside the

FELIX Office.

The delegation from the

London School of Economics,

who proposed the motion,

complained that an issue last

term headlined ‘School for

Drugs’ gave the false

impression that LSE had a

major drugs problem and that

hard and soft drugs were freely

available. They said that since

the publication of the article,

LSE had received several visits

by the Drugs Squad. The LSE

Delegation wanted a front page

right-of-reply, and felt that if

this was not forthcoming ULU

should withhold funds from the

tudent

paper until the Editor, Miss

Joanne Toch, either resigned or

finished her term of office.

Miss Toch had offered LSE a

space for reply but reserved the

right to decide where to print it.

She also pointed out that the

paper was for students at

London’s Polytechnics and

Further Education Colleges and

that it was ‘elitist’ for ULU to

attempt to force its policy onto

the paper. During the meeting

the LSE delegation were

threatened with expulsion for

unruly behaviour. At one point

the chairperson, Duane

Passman, walked out.

Of the ICU delegation eight

voted against the LSE motion

and one abstained. After the

meeting Miss Joanne Toch said

that although she resented the

allegations made by LSE about

her professionalism made by

LSE she was still prepared to

print a reply to ‘School for

Drugs’ in the next issue.

life blood of a student

newspaper’. He felt that to move

the office to such a remote

position would be to the

unavoidable detriment of FELIX

and everyone in College. A

further problem was that the

area available could not be

utilised so as to provide

adequate office space.

Mr Southey’s paper suggested

that it would be more sensible

for the Biology Department to

make use of the kitchen areas

for the office space which they

required. Mr Smith was

sympathetic towards Mr

Southey’s comments, but felt

that, if Biology took over the

kitchen area, they might at a

future date attempt to gain

control of more of the north

side of Beith Quad. He agreed

that there would be significcant

problems if a move of the FELIX

office wére attempted, and said

that he would look into the

costs involved in greater detail.

He added that he was prepared

to put resources into the

development of the west

staircase of the Union Building.

When Council met on

Monday there was some

support for a move of the FELIX

office although Mr Southey and

FELIX Business Manager J

Martin Taylor confirmed the

inadequacies of the schemes

proposed. Deputy President

Dave Kingston adhered to the

view that to move the office

would strengthen the Union's

position by securing control of

the whole of the north side of

the Union Building. Civil

Engineering Dep Rep Victor

Freeney argued that it was

unecessary to move the FELIX

office and that the kitchen areas

would be more sensibly used as

offices for the Biology

Department. He did not feel that

having full Union control of one

side of the Quad would prevent

Biology from trying to takover

Union rooms in future.

Mr Burgess and Mr Southey

will be meeting the College

Secretary later today to discuss

the matter further.
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m Editorial

Union

There seems to be some

feeling among departments

that academic needs are

more important than the

welfare and social needs of

students. Many College

administrators know that

the welfare and social

needs of students are as

important as those of the

departments. They know

that if sixth formers think

that the College has no

clubs and societies etc,

applications will drop. The

departments, though, seem

to be only interested in

expanding their research

work. | know that the UGC

cuts have made it difficult

for departments. This

doesn’t mean, though, that

they should try to take

student union resources.

For example the FELIX

Office and Beit TV Lounge

being asked to move. One

of the things that they want

to do with the area is build

a seminar room. There is

an excess of seminar

rooms. Does it seem

excessive for the College to

ask biology students to use

seminar rooms in other

departments?

FELIX

As you can see from the

letters page there has been

a certain amount of

criticism of my decision to

publish the ‘Strike FELIX’. |

decided that education cuts

are not a party political

issue and so could be

covered as a feature. When

| came to College almost

31% years ago it was only

‘lefties’ who went on demos

and joined protests against

education cuts. Since then

it seems to me that Mrs

Thatcher has united

student unions against the

cuts. Several of my friends

vote Conservative. Since

they came to College they

have decided that they

must join protests against

their party’s education

policies. This is because

they see the harm that

these policies are doing to

Britain’s economy. When |

went to lobby MPs |

discovered that many back

bench Conservative MPs

oppose the present

Government's education

policy (unfortunately, they

haven't got the guts to

oppose it in the House).

For this reason | decided

that the article on cuts was

a feature, not an opinion. |

am, though, a great

believer in the right of reply,

so if John Martin or the

Conservative Society would

like to produce two pages

(approx 1700 words)

defending the

Government’s education

policy, I'll print it. | find it

difficult to believe its

possible to defend the

Government, but I’m

prepared to listen to Mr

Martin’s arguments.

While on the subject of

articles for future FELIXs,

I'd like to challenge the

people who wrote to FELIX

last term saying that FELIX

is boring, to write 400 words

on rhino’s willies (as

promised) so that | can

print it. Generally, I’m

running out of ideas for

features so if you have any

ideas for opinions or

features contact me and

either you or someone else

can write the article.

FELIX Office

FELIX is your newspaper.

This is why | am replying to

recent criticism. If the

proposed move of the

FELIX Office (as reported

in FELIX last week and this

week) goes ahead, this may

no longer be the case.

FELIX may become the

Newspaper of Imperial

College Union Hacks. This

is because the proposed

site is out of the way. The

present site 1s passed by

large numbers of students.

Students see FELIX staff at

work. They know where the

office is. This means that

feel they can contribute. A

student newspaper must be

in contact with students.

This means that it must be

in a prominent position.

You're lucky to have one of

the best student

newspapers in the country.

Defend it by preventing the

move (campaign details in

a future FELIX).

Editorial

John Martin has attacked

my editorial comments on

Nicaraguan coffee. He has,

in my view every right to

attack my views. However,

he has no reason to attack

the fact that | express them

in the editorial. The

editorial is meant to be

intelligent comment. It is

meant to be my views. That

means that it is meant to

provoke thought. Hopefully,

it will also attract a

response in the letters

page. The editorial is not

meant to be facts that every

student will agree with. It is

meant to provoke debate.

Valentine’s Day

FELIX is planning a

Valentine’s Day special.

We're going to print the

Small Ads over a pink

heart. If you want to send a

message to the love of your

life, then drop them into

FELIX by 1.30pm on

Monday February 10. If

you have any ideas for

features in FELIX in the

Valentine’s issue, contact

me in the Office.

Credits

It's been an odd week.

Thanks to the following for

putting up with me and still

contributing to FELIX: Dave
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Jones, J Martin Taylor, Jim

Clayden, Sarah Kirk, Mark

Cottle, Mark Hunter, Bill

Goodwin, Richard Smith,

Pete Hobbis, Richard Ellis,

Rosemary Hosking, Rob

Dwyer-Joyce, Kamala Sen,

Jane Spiegel, Chris

Stapleton, Nige Atkinson,

Aaron Kotcheff (Sorry |

forgot to add to your

article), Chris Edwards.

Chris Dodge, Pete Wilson

Alan Rose, Pete Klemperer,

Mike Stone, Gaynor

Whyles, Jelly, Dave

Kingston, Nick Shackley,

Andy Vickers, Eugene Zhog

and Sunny Bains.

Megabrain

The answer to last weeks

problem and the winner will

be published in the next

FELIX.

leTthrS
Bouncers Go

Bananas

Dear Mr Southey

| wish to inform all the

readers of this newspaper

of a particularly unpleasant

experience which | had

recently, in the hope that it

will not happen to them.

Last Monday | went to

the discotheque ‘Bananas’

in Wardour St. WI, to

attend the much publicised

‘Krazy Tie and Loony

Sunglasses’ party. When |

got there, | was told by one

of the ‘bouncers’ that he

would not allow me in. It

was not because of my

dress, as | was wearing a

decent jacket and tie, and |

was certainly not drunk.

When | asked him why he

would not let me in, his

immediate answer was

‘because you're a f-cking c-

nt’, said in those words. He

and the other ‘bouncer’

then proceeded to spit on

me.

Today | rang the

manager of the night club,

and he stood by his

bouncers’ actions one

hundred per cent. He told

me that, had he been in

their shoes, he would have

done exactly the same. He

finished by saying he had

better things to do than talk

to me.

| am not objecting to the

fact that | was denied entry

in spite of there being no

apparent reason to do so,

every night club has and

should have the right to

refuse admission. | do,

however, object to being

spat on and insulted in the

manner which | have just

described. | see no reason

why people like myself or

indeed any reader of this

newspaper should be

humiliated in this way for

no apparent reason, so |

would ask and advise all

the students of Imperial

College not to visit this

night club..the same or

worse things may happen

to them.

Yours sincerely,

Alastair Seymour

Elec Eng 7.

Party Political

FELIX

Dear Sir,

| write to express my anger

and disappointment at the

way in which under your

editorship the Newspaper

of ICU has degraded into a

Party Political publication. |

do not object to your

reporting current political

events which affect

students, but feel strongly

that the coverage given to,

for example, the recent

AUT strike has been

excessive and biased, and |

believe, judging by your

editorial remarks, tainted

by your own politics.

This in itself would not

be a complaint if you had

declared your intentions in

the election manifesto last

year. Instead, you promisea

to relieve us from the

boredom of last year’s
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FELIX. | would also like to

remind you of your

criticism of Mr Rowe’s

efforts:'FELIX hasn't been

lively and innovative,’ ‘This

year FELIX has reported on

boring news.’
Your last three issues

incorporate anti- government

propaganda in articles

covering ninety per cent of

the front and back covers.

You do not, however give

any mention of the struggle

at Kings College to remain

outside the NUS closed

shop union, with which

cause many students, at

Imperial have great

sympathy. Neither do you

resist the chance to

quash any moderate

opinion which does appear

with your own, often

unjustifiable comment.

Here | refer particularly to

your comments on

Nicaraguan coffee: ‘It may

not make commercial sense

but if you want a

commercial meal you go to

Macdonalds. Dave Kingston

should not have opposed

the motion’. Obviously

your opinion is that every

morsel we eat must be on

our behalf, a political

statement. As a sabbatical

Mr Kingston has a duty to

represent students like

myself, which he did, in a

way in which he thought fit.

Come on Hugh, toe the

line and keep your

promises. Be controversial,

but fair and get the other

half of the story then, as

before, you'll get my vote

and support.

Yours faithfully,

John Martin.

Born Again...

Dear Hugh

| thought that this week’s
centre pages on the faces

of Christianity were very

interesting. The opening

lines expressed some

common criticisms of

Christianity that are usually

voiced by non-religious

people. The article clearly

showed there are many

types of Christians, but |

should like to say that there

are many types of non-

religious people as well,

and not all are as

antagonistic towards

Christians as the opening
comments suggest.

Certainly, there are

people who often attack

Christians, trying to show
their creed as a fraud, and

scrutinising the Bible to try

and discredit it. As an

alternative such people

usually offer science and

logic, but | would venture

to suggest that such people

are more narrow-minded

than Christians. There are

few things which cannot be

explained logically but

such people are, in my

Opinion, taking current

scientific thought as

gospel, and see Christianity

as a threat to their own

religion. These are the

people who treat lecture

notes as infallible

documents.

Also, there are cynical

sceptics who seem unable

to believe in anything,

possibly because they do

not believe in themselves.

Such people are often

depressed, and attack

religion because they are

jealous of the happiness

and contentment that

religious people have, and

they are the most insecure.

However, there are non-

religious people who are

not dismissive about

religion. | am always

interested in what religious

people believe, not as a

joke or a Curiosity, but

because | think that there

isn’t one true and right way

to live your life, and that by

listening to everyone

around you, you'll end up

moving in approximately

the right direction. A

Buddist said on television

that most people see life as

a long and narrow road,

from which any deviation is

wrong, but that he saw it as

a circle, with many possible

ways of reaching the

centre. Although I’m not a

Buddist, | remember

thinking how much |

agreed with that part of

what he said.

Richard G Fincher

Chem 1

Porn Again...

Dear Sir

First, | apologise to those

who found it illiterate and

‘non-sensical’-next time |

shall tone down my article

to avoid inflaming the

FELIX typists and so
hopefully their fingers will

not slip so much.

Back to the replies:
As a point of information

none of our films portray

violence, and especially not

rape.

The question of morals

reappears-| think we shall

have to agree to differ as

neither of us is immoral yet

we always reach different

conclusions. | still believe

watching this event for 2

hours a year, can no way

dominate our behaviour for

the other 8758.

It was said that ‘Hon

Porn...degrades and

humiliates men and

women, portraying them as

Objects to be used and

abused’. This is a very low

opinion of mankind-if either

party don’t want sex, then

that’s where they use the

word ‘No’.

Yet again, the critics try

to ridicule and humiliate

supporters of the event. I’d

like to turn Mr Harman’s

point around-| was not

trying to portray opponents

as ‘self-righteous purists’,

but rather condemn the

portrait of supporters as

dirty perverts. Respect our

opinion as we respect

yours.

Let’s take a different

view, supposing Hon Porn’s

Night was banned, what

will it achieve? Will the

sexist, chauvinist attitudes

at IC disappear? Or even

diminish? | think not,

infrequent pornography is

not the problem.

Always our critics want

to ban the event. This is a

negative attitude, changing

nothing. If they want to see

sexism at IC eradicated, try

positive solutions, getting

to the root of the problem.

I’m sure a lot of you will

say ‘fine words, where’s the

beef?’. Last year RSMU

made a point of holding all

parties first with one or two

female colleges. At some

parties the women

outnumbered the men. This

year, RSMU has initiated a

Ladies Sports team for

those who want to play for

their CCU. Both these

decisions are aimed at

removing the sexual

pressure resulting from IC’s

poor ratio, and

encouraging social

intercourse from a base of

equality.

Finally, Mr Preece asked

‘why RSMU has to place

such importance on this

event’. We don’t but we do

believe people have the

right to chose if they want

to see it or not.

| remain yours etc

David Pearce

FELIX

Sherfield Building,

_ Prince Consort Road,

London SW7.

ULU Travel, Imperial College,

Tel: 01-581 8882

STA:
The Worldbeaters
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