
Last year’s editor, Bill Goodwin faces a possible maximum 12 year jail term

tomorrow as he defends his journalistic integrity

Felix Editor to be jailed?
Last year’s FELIX Editor, Bill Goodwin,

may be sent to prison today for contempt

of court after refusing to reveal the source

of a news story he was working on.

Mr Goodwin, who is a trainee journalist

on The Engineer, was ordered to hand

over the notes of a telephone conversation

with the source by 3pm yesterday. He

refused to comply with the order and could

be sentenced to up to twelve years in

prison and fined an unlimited amount at

a hearing at 2pm today.

Mr Goodwin is to appeal against the

judgement in the Court of Appeal next

Wednesday. He has been backed in his

actions by the National Union of

Journalists and the Press Council.

The source is believed to have stolen a

report detailing a draft business plan for

a company which is seeking a large loan

from city bankers. The source telephoned

Mr Goodwin the day after the report went

missing from an unattended room at the

company’s offices.

The company cannot be named, but has

been described as ‘privately owned and in

the past successful in its field’. It wishes

to bring proceedings against the source tor
recovery of the document, an injunction

against further publication and damages

for the expense to which it has been put.

Mr Goodwin gained a degree in

Mechanical Engineering at Imperial

‘College before becoming FELIX Editor

in 1988. He has worked for The Engineer

since leaving College last July.

The case will make legal history if Mr

Goodwin’s appeal fails. It will leave the

path open for many other courtroom

plaintifs to force the imprisonment of

journalists who fail to reveal their sources

in non-state offences.

St Mary’s Dean destroys FELIX in burst of moral outrage and bad manners

And what seems to be your problem?

Farenheit 451
The Dean of St. Marys Hospital Medical

School, Professor Peter Richards, ordered

the ‘binning’ of last weeks Felix following

his disapproval of the cover and contents,

thus denying his students the opportunity

to read it and wasting an estimated £40

of ICU money. Professor Richards refuses

to talk to Felix about the incident, despite

being pressed to do so.

He has sent a memorandum to Felix

‘explaining the reasons for his actions.

Reasons include the possibility of causing

serious offence to patients inside the

hospital, patients often suffering from

sexually transmitted diseases .In this

memo he claimed that students from St

Mary’s and all the other constituent

colleges would support him if consulted.

The Rector of Imperial College told

| Felix that he thought the pornography

‘article ‘was reasonable’, though he

expressed doubts as to the wisdom of the

photographs on the front cover. On being

| asked if he would ever resort to the same
censorious action he replied ‘I’ve been in

many awkward situations in my life—I

don’t have to imagine any new ones’.

responded by saying ’ I cannot believe his

(Professor Richards’) arrogance’.

FELIX Editor, Mr. Dave Smedley”
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Young Science Writer Awards 19
WINA WEEK IN THE USA

A. you aged between 16 and 28? Does the
world of scientific discovery fascinate you?

Yes? Then how would you like to spend a

week in the USA — at the 1991 American

Association for the Advancement of Science

Annual Meeting, in Washington D.C.

YOUR WRITING TALENT

CAN GET YOU THERE.

We are looking for articles of about 700

words on a scientific discovery or research topic

of your choice. It could be anything from

astrophysics to animal behaviour or AI to HIV.

You select the field — and then write an article

that both informs and entertains specialist and

general newspaper readers alike.

THE PRIZES

The competition is divided into two age

groups: 16-2] and 22-28, with a total of 12

prizes in each age group:

@ The best article will earn its authora trip to the

DR. ROGER HIGHFIELD’S

COMPETITION GUIDE

General points:

1. Your article should be about 700 words in length, and

not more than 800 words.

2. Your article should be clear and informative and

understood by the non-specialist newspaper reader.

Scientific jargon should either be explained or avoided.

3. If you feel diagrams or illustrations would be helpful,

include them in your entry. It doesn’t matter how

sketchy they are.

4. 16-21 age group entrants and 22-28 age group

entrants not engaged in original research: Write about

any scientific discovery, for example, a project being

pursued locally or perhaps topics discussed recently in

scientific publications. Whatever you choose, you must

identify your sources.

5. 22-28 age group entrants engaged in original

research: It doesn’t matter whether your research is

complete or not; citing other work is perfectly

acceptable if your own has not yet borne fruit.

For a more detailed guide and copies of last

year’s winning entries, please write to the

competition address.

THE JUDGES

USA in 1991, as well as the satisfaction of seeing

the winning piece published in The Daily

Telegraph’s Monday Science and Technology

page. They will also receive an invitation to

attend Science 90, the British Association’s

Annual Meeting, in Swansea.

TM Second prize is a year’s donated subscription

to Nature, and a year’s subscription to New

Scientist, plus an invitation to Science 90. All

runners-up have a chance of seeing their entries

published in The Daily Telegraph.

@ There are 9 runner-up prizes of a year’s

donated subscription to Nature, and a year’s

subscription to New Scientist.

@ A further 25 entrants whose articles are

of particular note, will be awarded The

Daily Telegraph-British Association Certificate

of Merit.

@ In addition — for every school pupil reaching

the final round of judging, a prize will be

awarded to their school.

Professor Lewis Wolpert: President, British Association for the Advancement of Science. Sir Walter Bodmer: Director of Research, Imperial Cancer Research. Mr. Richard F ifield: Executive Editor, New Scientist

Magazine. Dr: Peter Newmark: Nature Magazine. Professor Sir David Phillips: Laboratory of Molecular Biophysics, Oxford University. Professor Heinz Wolff: Institute of Bio Engineering, Brunel University. Dr. Roger

Highfield: Science Editor, The Daily Telegraph. Dr. Mary Archer: Scientist and Company Director. The judges will assess your articles on content, quality of writing, your age, and any graphic illustrations you may propose.

Send your entry to: Ms. Julie Dallison, British Association, Fortress House, 23 Savile Row, London W1X 1AB, to arrive not later than 24 February 1990. Make sure
that your entry clearly shows the category you are entering, your full name, date of birth, school/university/place of work, contact address and telephone number.

COMPETITION RULES

1. Entrants must be aged between 16 and 28 (inclusive) at 24.2.90. 2. Entries must be typed or legibly written in ink or ballpoint. 3. Entries over 800 words in length (not
including description of any graphic illustration) will be disqualified. 4. The judges decision is final and no correspondence on the nature of assessment or the results will

be entered into. 5. Competition is open to UK residents only. Employees (and their families) of The Daily Telegraph plc, subsidiary or associated companies, advertising”

and promotion agencies are not eligible. 6. The Daily Telegraph Standard Competition Rules apply. They can be obtained by sending a stamped addressed envelope to

Ms. Julie Dallison at the address shown above.
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Back to the future II
At the end of 1985's blockbusting hit Back to the

Future, the time travelling Delorean (so much more

classy than an old police box) crashed back into Marty

McFly’s garden. The Doc lept out and said to Marty—

‘It's your kids, something's got to be done about your

kids!’. BTTF II picks up the plot from here, with the

Delorean making the jump to 2015, but with someone

watching...30 years later this same person sees the

same Deloreon and an implausible young Doc Brown

and starts to put two and two together.

Director Robert Zemeckis has reassembled the

majority of the cast members from the first film. Once

again they get to play their characters at different

stages in their lives (1955/1985 and 2015) in

surprisingly good make-up. Two of the cast actually

get to play different members of the same family—

Michael J Fox as Marty, and his son and daughter (|)

(!), and Thomas Wilson as Biff and Geoff Tannen. The

future handily allows Doc Brown to be rejuvenated

thus letting Christopher Lloyd avoid playing most of

the film under heavy ageing make-up.

The jumping makes for a complex plot, but one that

is reasonably easy to follow—especially as the Doc

draws a diagram to explain it all! The jaunt to the

future is a fairly light-hearted affair with a fair amount

of jokes dependant on comparisons with our

present—an advert for Jaws 14 (‘This time it’s

personal’), a Café 80 nostalgia cafe and a virtual

repeat of the skateboard chase scene from the first

movie—with one vital difference.

When the travellers return to 1985 things take on

a much darker tone, as they find themselves in a bleak

and violent alternative time line, when California is

controlled by Biff, Marty's arch-enemy, and his family

life has taken a horrific new twist.

In an attempt to put this right they travel back to

the same day in 1955 that Marty left in the previous

film, and to another visit to the ‘Enchantment under

the sea’ dance. Now, though, the Doc and Marty have

to avoid their earlier selves! Humour reasserts its grip

as Marty desparately tries to get his hands on a certain

object.

The film is a worthy sequel to its predecessor,

managing to develop the basic idea given there, while

also being much funnier. You could never accuse it

of being an intellectually challenging film—but who

cares? It makes for a great evening's entertainment—

laughs, drama, action—what more do you need?

It also leads directly into BTTF—Part III, which was

filmed back to back with this, and is due in Summer

1990. A Delorean in the Wild West? | can’t wait!

Adam T.

Theatre

The origin of table manners

A siren sounds. Six people in varous stages of undress

burst onto the stage. They walk round and round the

stage in silence, the two of them dress for dinner.

The Origin of Table Manners deals with the

absurdities of our social behaviour. As a liner, on its

maiden voyage, heads for destruction, its passengers

continue the bizarre social dance, that forbids any

breach of normality or deviancy.

The cast of seven perform a very stylised play,

mixing music, movement, commonplace props, and

even speech (occasionally) to try and provide us with

a dark comedy of manners.

Some of their targets are easily identifiable—the

rigid restrictions on eating habits, and the ‘romantic

dinner’, and the social interplay of men and women.

Other messages are obscured by the surrealistic

method by which they are presented. Much of the

comedy is slapstick, and very funny, but you are

always confused as to exactly what it’s there for.

Virtually everything that happens seems to be

symbolic of something—the problem is that you are

never quite sure of what. When you lose sight of what

the actors are trying to tell you, their actions seem

only ridiculous.

As the play draws to a close the atmosphere grows

darker, as they face death and come to terms with

the ghosts that haunt their past.

To be honest, the play left me bemused but

thoughtful. If you enjoy challenging plays that will

keep you thinking for days after, this is for you. If

you're looking for an evening's entertainment —forget

It.

The Origin of Table Manners is on at the ICA, The

Mall, SW1 until Dec 1. A concessionary ticket costs

£4.60.

Adam T.

Theatre

A winter tan
A Winter Tan is based upon the letters written by

Maryse Holder on Holiday in Mexico. It follows her

unabashed quest for sexual gratification through the

‘night clubs of Acapulco. Her encounters are relayed

as frank confessions to camera, and while revelling

in them, she is resentful at being tethered to her base

compulsion. Eventually her exploits lead ‘her into an

affair with whose growing emotional involvement she

is unable to cope, and she rebounds into another bout

of promiscuity.

Maryse as a character is both sensual and

intelligent, yet is wracked by fear of her ageing body,

and its fading ability to attract the Adonises that she

so desires. Although in her behaviour, she is largely

unconstrained by existing roles, she struggles to

discover her own identity. Like many other women

who seek liberation, she is caught in the gulf between

traditional values and newer ideologies; the term ‘slut’

makes her recoil in anguish. Nevertheless she cannot

reconcile the forthright independence of feminism and

her pathetic dependence on men, and is left drowning

in her own angst. It is interesting to note that had the

sexes been reversed, we would probably have

accused this film of being crude and exploitative. As

it is, the clear victim is Maryse herself.

Jackie Burrough’s performance as Maryse Holder

is highly convincing, and is clearly the work of a

talented actress. The cinematography is generally of

a good standard, although it does betray signs of the

documentary background of some of the team of

directors. Whether this democratic approach to film-

making will prove productive remains to be seen, but

this certainly does not discourage it.

A Winter Tan is both bold and incisive. It grabs its

subject matter by the throat and refuses to let go.

However, the film is lacking in content, and tends to

repeat itself. It cannot be criticised for its lack of

answers, for that is not necessarily the role of cinema.

But the questions that it poses have all been asked

before, and that unfortunately is its one weakness.

Matthew G Johnson.
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