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Anger at new buildin
Academics at Imperial have hit

out against the University Funding

Council’s decision to allocate only

£3.56m for an extension to the

Chemistry department. They claim

that the extension will not be large

enough for the department’s

requirements and are concerned

that safety standards will be

compromised because of shortage of

funds.

The building, which is due for

completion by 1993 was given the go

ahead two weeks ago, 20 years after

the initial application to the

Univeristy Grants Committee. As

part of the deal, the ‘volley ball’

block and parts of the Old

Chemistry building will be

demolished.

College officials are _ still

negotiating with the Science

Museum to retain possession of the

lecture theatre block, as no

provision for replacement theatres

has been made by the UFC.

Head of the Chemistry

Department, Professor Steve Ley

has complained that ‘There are no

lecture theatres and it will severely

damage our ability to recruit

students.’

He went on to say that the

building would not allow the

department room for future

expansion and pointed out that the

money allocated by the UFC would

not allow a sufficient number of

fume cupboards to maintain current

safety standards.

The department had originally

applied for a building of 5000 square

meters in 1965 to rehouse

laboratories and lecture theatres

held in the old chemistry block.

Because the UFC award will only

allow for a building of 2000 square

meters the college will be unable to

replace the labs and lecture theatres
in the old blocks and plans to site

an Interdisciplinary Research Centre

for semi conductors in the new

building have been dropped.

This has angred many academics
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Chemistry building

An artist’s impression of the controversial new

who are conerned that the

delapidated state of the lecture
theatres will discourage top

students and academics from

applying to Imperial.

‘We have lost three senior

professors in two years’ said

Professor Ley.

The College has not undertaken
any repair work on the old

Chemistry building since the

application for Chemistry II was

made 20 years ago in the belief that

the older buildings would be

entirely replaced.

The nine storey extension will be
constructed in two stages, with

work on the foundations and an

electrical sub-station due to begin in

April.

Imperial’s first application for a

new Chemistry building was turned

down in 1965 after the UGC had re-
adjusted their assessment criteria. A

second application for a smaller

building was turned down in 1972

because the UGC were already fully

committed financially. The College

applied for a building of 4000 square

metres of usable space in 1982

following recommendations by the

Physical Science Sub Committee

who were ‘sympathetic with the

conditions in the old buildings.’

This application was postponed

until the College could produce an

appraisal of the amount of free space

available elsewhere in the College

and had determined valid reasons

for these being unsuitable for use by

the department.

The UGC accepted that the

department needed a building with

3000 square metres of floor space but
reduced this figure to 2000 square

metres when they applied

assessment criteria more stringently.

Initially the UGC required the old

Chemistry buildings to be

demolished.

‘It led us to the point where we
couldn’t see how to run the

department with that amount of

space’ said a spokesman from the

department.

The UGC relented in April,

allowing the department to retain

the lecture theatre block, subject to

agreement with the Science

Museum who own half of the land

occupied by the building.

The department has tried,

unsuccessfully to obtain extra

funding for the building from

industry.

‘Industry is willin§ to invest in

research, but not in buildings’ said

a spokesman.

Senate
Library
to go
Senate House library may be

forced to throw away thousands of

science textbooks because London

University lacks the money to

redistribute the books to its

‘| constituent Colleges.

The library’s 17,000 textbooks

were due to be redistributed to

Imperial, Royal Holloway and

Bedford, Kings, Queen Mary, and
University College, but neither the

library nor the colleges are likely to

be able to afford the costs of

recataloging and transporting the

books.

‘It would be easier and cheaper for

the colleges to buy new rather than
to pay for recataloging new stock’

said a spokesman from the Senate

library.

Dr Bernard lamb, a member of the

library’s Science Working Party,

told FELIX that many of the books

would have to be ‘recycled for waste
paper’ because of the costs

involved.

Senate house library is due to

become an ‘arts only’ library in 1990

following the recommendations of

the Ryan report on the library’s

future.

A working party is currently

considering the future of the

library’s medical collection which is

also due to be redistributed

throughout the constituent colleges.

The University of London Union

(ULU) headed a campaign last year

to retain the science and medical

collections of the library and to

prevent the library from becoming

reference only. Although the plans

for a reference only library were

dropped, ULU President, Ruth

Benzimera told FELIX that there was

nothing ULU could do to save the

science and medical collection.
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Letters

The return of

Saradakis

Dear Mr Goodwin,

| read with disgust in FELIX about the intention

of the Union concerning the reduction of stocks

and cleaning of ‘unpopular recommended

textbooks’ from the Bookshop.

A students’ union has to run some profit-

making places and events in order to generate

money for social and academic services, which

are not run on a_ profit-making basis. Ir

opposition to the current opinion in IC, | strongly

believe that a library or, indeed, a bookshop is

much more of a service to students than, for

example, a pint of cheap beer and, therefore, that

the Bookshop should remain a good students’

bookshop, not a successful stationery shop.

Mr Baker and his Council have sold many

things this year: they sold the ICU to NUS...the

Anti-Loans Campaign to SWSS...and now, the

ICU Bookshop to toiletries’ merchants. I am glad

to see them leaving.

Emmanual Saradakis, Physics 1.

Fusion

Dear Bill,

A generalised mathematics exists covering both

the ‘cold fusion phenomenon’ and Stepher

Hawking’s ‘time’ (FELIX 834). Verification of this

mathematics could be done by examining

theoretically suggested similar phenomena, tc

that of the ‘cold fusion’, at room temperature

with routine materials, as IC UROP projects

However the implications of success in this

endeavour are all important.

In particular, and computer simulation verifiec

this, this generalised theory leads to the possible

creation of a three dimensional energy force

shield-through which ‘solid objects’ could not

pass. In addition it would make possible the
generation of entirely new sets of unstoppable

weapons placed in outer space and targetted ontc

the earth.

Clearly the implications of all new

developments need to be analysied in depth and

military developments avoided...but how?

Yours sincerely,

Harry Fairbrother.

LSE
Dear Bill,

The recent events at the LSE must go down in

history as testimony to the stupidity of the 320

people who, on Tuesday 2nd, voted against the

motion to repeal the decision to elect Winston.

Silcott as honorary union president.

James Nathan claims Silcott is a hero. Silcott’s.

letter of 29th April to The Independent maintains

this illusion, that he is an innocent victim of

institutionalised racism. ‘I was locked up for.

thirty years....with no evidence that I had.

committed or been involved in any crime’. He.

describes himself as a scapegoat. ‘This shame of

°

a case will always he a thorn in the side of the

British judiciary.’ One is moved to pity at his

poignant tale of ‘injustice and lies...a black man

who has been used.’

The name Tony Smith probably means nothing

to most of you. His father, George Smith, says

about Silcott, ‘I saw the way this gangster

lived...He controlled people by fear and

terror....this man is a monster.’ Twenty year-old

Tony was murdered by Silcott in early 1985.

Despite strenuous police objections, Silcott was

granted bail. Soon afterwards the Broadwater

Farm estate erupted in violence. Silcott helped

to murder the unarmed PC Blakelock, who died

whilst trying to protect ambulance crews.

The O.E.D. says a hero is a ‘man admired for

great deeds’. I see nothing great, nothing heroic,

in the senseless, violent murders of a young boxer

and a young policeman. The real thorn in the side

of the British judiciary is that Silcott was released

from prison on bail, and allowed to murder again.

Yours sincerely,

Ultan McCarthy, Physics 1.

Converted

from Socialism
Dear Bill,

May | start by saying | do exist; | am not a

pseudonym. I did not use ‘Christianity as a mere

facade’ to promote my beliefs. My beliefs come

from Christianity; | was converted from socialism

by US tele-evangelist Pat Robertson.

It is clear that the letter by J Healer and co. was

not written by a Christian. True, the early Church

‘held everything in common’ but they chose to

do so and it was not enforced by government.

Free will is a central part of Christianity and we

should choose to follow Christ.

The introduction of the Welfare State is not

evidence that we cannot rely on charities. It was

introduced by a socialist government after the war

when the economy and country was in ruins. We

have a very different situation today. The Welfare

State causes people to feel the state looks after

others and that they need only look after

themselves. It is this, not Thatcherite wealth

creation, that has led to our self-centréd society. .

An indication of how generous a society is, is it’s

level of personal charity and this has risen under

Thatcher.

I challenge any Christian Socialist to a debate

in a DebSoc forum.

Yours in Christ,

Dylan James.

PS. | resent being associated with the Bishop

of Durham. He is a lefty, a liberal, and is trying

to destroy the Church.

Saradakis II
Dear Mr Goodwin,

I was shocked of the election of W. Silcott, a

convicted murderer of a policeman, as the

Honorary President of LSE’s student union.

As a foreign observer, permit me to say that

a youth that elects a murderer to lead them, might

create some more wealth for the stockbrokers of

their country but will certainly not create a future

for the nation.

Throughout history, wealth has been at most
a measure of living standards, but, whether a

country was rich or not, whenever basic

traditional moral values such as respect of human

life in all its forms, respect for the Nation and its

representatives, respect to one’s family and the

elders, were not upheld, the country in question

-\vas eclipsed from the face of history.
When a country’s future leaders (like the ones

at LSE) elect a murderer to lead them, it’s as if

they spat on the face, not only of the dead

policeman but of all his family, of the other

vouths who fight for life and against violence and

of all the soldiers and policemen who die on the

tield of honour.

Yours sincerel,

Lutmanuel Saradakis, Physics 1.

Loonie-left

radical sheep
"Dear Bill,

We were dismayed to read James Nathans letter

in Felix 834. It was naive of us to believe that I.C.

students were at a level above the general mass

of loony-lefty, liberal minded, ‘free Nelson

Mandela’ radical sheep that is often associated

with other colleges.

It only proves what an idiot James Nathan

really is that he agrees with the LSE Students

Union in its decision to elect the police murderer,

Winston Silcott, as Honorary President.

Racism is probably the most misused word in

this country (and in most other western societies)

today. As soon as a black man commits a crime

(which statistically they seem to do more often)

and gets put in jail for it; it’s racial discrimination.

lf anything, the police should be given more

power—and guns—so that law and order can be

properly maintained. If PC Blakelock had been

armed, he could have probably protected himself

from these murderous Tottenham tribesmen and

would be:alive today.

These views are not borne out of prejudice

against- ethnic minorities, but have been
developed from a genuine respect for law and

* order, which should be applicable to everyone,

_and should not be waived with respect to colour!

The police and courts have seen their active

powers eroded away, partly due to the trite,

fashionable, left-wing views of James Nathan and

fellows.

If anything hanging (and even boiling) should

be a statutory punishment for these sorts of

crimes, and the sooner we develop a stronger and

less tolerant attitude towards these viscious

enemies, of society, the sooner we will have a

safer place for everyone to live in.

The use of the words ‘working class’ in Mr.

Nathan’s letter is itself the height of hypocracy

and just shows what a naive and gullible person

he is, with no real mind of his own. He is exactly

the type of fodder an effectively run left-wing (or

right- wing) organisation would love to have as

a —pliable and manipulable.

James Nathan should grow up!

Yours,

Ole Lie and Bill Bailey MRE 4.
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Opinion

C—A Worse Class of Degree?
By Sydney Harbour-Bridge

I feel compelled to write a second article concerning the academic situation

at IC. Over the past two weeks, following the last article, many people
have spoken to me. With the exception of one person, who said it was

depressing, everyone else liked it. Many have stated they are seriously

considering leaving IC and a number had sent it home to their parents.

Among other comments I was told ‘I f**king agree with everything you

wrote’ and someone else said ‘Why didn’t you write it last year, I’d have

left if it wasn’t my final year’. The biggest question people have asked

is ‘Is it all true?’. The answer is, of course, yes, but I have to admit picking
the two most obvious examples of those friends who entered with me but

did not graduate.

Considering the impact of that

article I feel it important to outline

the fate of the others who did not

graduate. The only people I know,

other than Giles and Caroline, who

did not graduate from that year of

entry in my department, were four

men and one woman. We will call

these people Simon, John, Robert,

Chris and Sarah. Simon finished his

first year with a third and promptly

left to go to Reading, changing his

course from Geology to Geophysics.

When I spoke to Simon two months

ago he informed me that he had

graduated with a 2:1 and, although

he said so himself, was unlucky not

to get a first. He is presently earning

a considerable sum of money with

a geological firm in Africa. (Less

than five of the original IC set got

jobs in geology on graduation.)

John also got a third and left to go

to Durham, a university he had

qualified for through UCCA but had

rejected in preference to IC.

Although I hear this by word of

mouth alone, | believe John also

graduated with a 2:1.

Robert failed to complete his first

year due to glandular fever and quit

his resit year in March, becomingan

accountant in the City, a job many

of his fellows took up after

graduation.

Sarah was resitting her first year

as | entered and she eventually

failed completely at the end of the

year. Depressed and dejected she

returned home to Sweden to restart

her degree there. I have not heard.

from Sarah since.

IC really screws you up

[ have purposely left Chris until last

as this is a rather different story.

Chris entered the department as an

enthusiastic and socially active

character. He _ scored well

throughout the first year, coming

top nearly every week in one

particular subject, despite being

dissatisfied with the course and the

amount of work. By half-way

through the year he had given up

all sport, which he was very good,

and, as exams approached, he

became more depressed. He hardly

attended more than an hour of any

of his exams and continually

suffered from bad migraine

headaches.

Chris failed his first year exams,

he did not resit or re-enter education

elsewhere. He became a waiter in a

London hotel and, when I last

heard, was a heroin addict and

unemployed.

IC rid Chris of all his faith in the

education system and though many

of his College friends tried to help

him get off drugs he showed

nothing but hostility towards them.

What makes people leave?

Imperial College surveys all of its

students six months after

graduation to ascertain their success

in finding a job. Outside of asking

a student who is leaving why he is

doing so, they do not make any

attempt to find out anything about

those who do not graduate. Surely
these people hold the key to how to

improve the standard of education

here.

All of the people who fail at IC

have passed the entry requirements

and hence we can presume have

achieved good enough ‘A’ level

grades to enter almost any

university in Britain. At the same

time the vast majority of students

entering IC enjoyed their work at

‘A’ level and have obviously

developed a strong understanding

of the subject. -

The academic staff of IC have

often told me that ‘A’ level grades

are not a good indicator of success

at degree level. If this is so, why are

people chosen on the basis of these

grades? If you managed to get good

‘A’ level grades and failed your

degree whilst someone with lower

grades passed with flying colours at

another university, there is

obviously something wrong with

the system and not you.

In my mind the problem lies‘in the

amount of work that this college

expects of its students. Compare

your situation to that of your friends

at home. Consider what they

thought to be hard work at school

and think about what they are doing

now. In almost all cases you will

find they are doing considerably less

work—staff-student contact hours

and private study.

College ignores the facts

So, is it just the author’s opinion

that the amount of lectures and

quantity of material covered at IC is
stifling for an adventurous mind?

Every five years each undergraduate

course is reviewed and ‘external

assessors’ are invited to comment.

Almost every assessor suggested a

dramatic cut in the lecture and other

contact time. This point is ignored

by the College. The College

Undergraduate Studies Committee

and Board of Studies have

recommended a weekly contact time

of twenty hours with a maximum of

25 hours. Nearly every department

breaks this regulation; my

department does so almost every

week.

So, do we really work.too hard?

I believe so, having spoken to

geologists from other universities.

The best example of how hard we

work was demonstrated in a

convention to which IC invites

teachers from schol to convince
them of IC’s excellence During a

discussion I was asked if IC was

hard work. I said it was very hard

and that it tended to squash one’s

enthusiasm for the subject. I

qualified this by saying that this

prepared students for the outside

world. Immediately three of the four

teachers present said that I should

wait to get into the ‘outside world’

and insisted I would find it even
harder work. I retorted saying that

I'd worked in industry twice for

more than a year and it was easy

and enjoyable compared to life at IC.

They were obviously not convinced

then the fourth teacher spoke up. ‘I

was at IC’ (doing Maths, the course

with the lowest contact hours). ‘You

work hard, you work bloody hard,

you worked so hardI left and went

to Southampton where I had a good

time and got a good degree. I

wouldn't recommend one of my

' students to come here unless they
were absolutely brilliant, would

walk through Oxbridge and didn’t

want a social life.” She hadn’t even

bothered reaching her exam term to

leave IC. To her it just wasn’t worth

all that hassle.

Ail work and no play

I believe that students at IC do want

to work hard, they enjoy doing well

and generally enter College filled

with enthusiasm for their course,

but the workload at IC rids them of

this.

The College will tell you that it is

impossible to cut the size of the

course and contact hours. This is

absolute rubbish. The courses that

have to be approved by external

bodies are described in one

paragraph. The questions set in the

exams rarely cover more than 15%

of the course that is lectured, hence

the same exam and course

description could be applied to a

lecture course half as long.

The lecturers of this College do

not understand what they are doing
to the social development of their

students by making them work so

hard. The year before I joined this

college I played bridge every day

and was involved in national

competitions. I played hockey every

day and badminton once a week. I
still had the time to get four ‘A’

levels and gain entry to IC. Within

one term at ICI found I could only

afford to play hockey once a week

and I haven’t picked up a

badminton racket since.

I was conned when I joined
Imperial College.
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