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Don’t forget to be
in the Beit Quad next

TUESDAY at 1 pm.

THE NEWSPAPER OF IMPERIAL COLLEGE UNION

REFECTORY MINUTES COOKED?

The internal mail last Wednesday brought
some surprises for the student representatives on
the College Refectory Committee. Along with a
copy of the minutes of the last meeting came a
notification that the next meeting, (scheduled
for Thursday 21 February) had been cancelled

“as there are no issues which require the
immediate attent:on of the Refectory Commit-
tee”.

The element of surprise was further increased
when on reading through the minutes of the last
meeting the student delegates were amazed to
find the phrase “. . . say in three months time”
croping up with reference to the scrutiny of
processed information from the new tills, and
presumably discussion on altering the service the
outlets offered.

What is more, they found no reference to the

“one month” all five of them. thought they
remembered being said by the Refectory
Committee Chairman, Dr R R Schroter.

At a meeting on Friday of all the student reps
plus the Complaints Committee reps, Chris Fox
reported that his conversation with Dr Schroter
had yielded no real information except that the

turnover for the last few weeks had increased °

relative to last year, (even taking into account
price increases). One of the reasons he went on to

suggest might be responsible for this was the
“mature” attitude the Union had taken, (ie, not
being stroppy). This attitude had been a
deliberate policy from the beginning of the new
session which coincided with a new and more
reasonable Chairman. The feeling of thé student
reps was that their patience was being somewhat
tried.

The reps, along with the PWP, are therefore
attempting to prepare a full reply to the Refectory
Committee, in which they hope to put forward
some positive ideas, something so far missing
from the Refectory Committee.

Friday, February 15th, 1980

Will you be one
of the lucky
1in 10
to receive an
accomodation
guestionnaire
next week?
check your pigeon hole

HAPPY BIRTHDAY STOIC
TEN vyears old this week
Magnus-Pike being interviewed on STOIC

Issue No. 544

PRESIDENT
MEETS
HEATH

Chris Fox took a 2,000 signature
petition to the RT. Hon Edward Heath,
MBE, MP. The theme of the petition
was, ‘Overseas students are of cultural
and economic benefit to the United
Kingdom and we believe the current
government’s proposals concerning
them are not only detrimental to the
possible economic recovery of this
country, but wrong.’

Mr Heath was impressed by the large
number of signatures from college staff.

EGM

STATEMENT J

A signed petition was received
on Tuesday night calling for an
Extraordinary General Meeting to
discuss business left over from the
last UGM and a motion proposing
a referendum on NUS affiliation.
Thus, as Union Secretary, I was
compelled to organise a meeting
within three College weeks. Due to
the conjested timetable of events,
the date chosen is Tuesday 26th
February at 1:00pm in the Great
Hall. The required fourteen days
notice of UGMs is not strictly
adhered to. This I have considered
not necessary, as the meeting is
really a continuation of the adjourned
previous meeting.

NOTICE

Papers for the posts of the
President, Secretary, Deputy
President and FELIX Editor will go up
on the Union Noticeboard, Lower
Lounge, Union Building at 10:00am
on Monday 18th February. They will
be removed at 5:30pm on Fnday 29th
February.

PS

Don'’t forget to be in Beit Quad on
Tuesday lunchtime for the Pancake
Race.

Roger Stotesbury
Union Honorary Secretary




COETTTER s S e e i e e R R,

Dear Colin

Tony Cox’s letter must
inevitably be answered, but it is
with a sigh that I do so, as |
can do little more than reiterate
my reasons for proposing the
bye-law change which will
dissolve ICWA if passed on the
second hearing.

In direct reply to Tony, I
would like to make two things
clear about the lounge. Firstly,
the ICWA Lounge is reserved
for the use of women during
every weekday lunchtime and
is not available for normal
union booking despite the fact

. that the SCR often has to be
double booked. Secondly, the
ICWA Committee were the
first to ask that the Crash Pad

be moved out of the Lounge as
it was inconvenient and thus it
was moved to the SCR.

Also, I am well aware that to
reduce ICWA’s grant does not
require a bye-law change and I
did say this at the UGM,
making no further comment
about money. | am sorry that
Tony has fallen into the trap of
many others and has been
unable to separate me from the
CCUs and could not resist an
uncalled for dig at the CCU
VPs.

As Tony says, representation
should be the most important
function of ICWA. But the
women in College are not
reached by ICWA and nor are

they contributing their views to

the ICWA President. It is .

therefore unrealistic to believe
that the ICWA President can
represent the women in College.
The mere existence of a
women’s association does not
mean the problems are solved
and yet | am often told “women
are OK, they've got ICWA,”
which is not the case.

Tony is looking at ICWA from
the outside, he is kindly saying,
why not let the women have their
little room and organise their
little functions (I might add here
that ICWA have cut their social
functions by half this year and
support for those remaining is
hard to come by). It would help if
he knew what ICWA did rather

than know what he thought
ICWA did. He is talking about
ICWA in theory not ICWA in
pracitce and his closing para-
graph puts this in a nutshell: “to
sweep away an established
traditional and dignified organ-
isation” is all well and good but I
would add “that can no longer
define its role, nor identify an
area of College life in which
function and, consequently, that
does nothing”.

I believe that the dissolution of
ICWA will give women the
chance to re-establish their
status as individuals instead of
apathetically allowing them-
selves to be replaced by an
outdated institution.

Jo Armitage

Dear Sir
In response to Tony Cox’s
letter last week, I would like to
point out that it is hardly
surprising that most of ICWA’s
supporters are men. It certainly
deserves no support from
women, because every time one
of the six active members of
ICWA opens her mouth, she
insults most of the women in
College. Most women are quite
able to get on in an atmosphere
where they are in a minority
(indeed, a lot of women get on
much better then they would ina
more even one), and so they do
not like to hear ICWA telling
them that they can’t. Those
women who have gone a long
way in College or the Union do
not like to hear ICWA ignoring
this fact and saying such things
are impossible.
As for the ICWA Lounge —
such a large room is entirely
unnecessary for such a small
group. They have never had
more than fifteen people at any of
their meetings (and four of those
"“only went to hackle) except for
the meeting to discuss closing
them down. The room could be
put to much better use by, say,

the overseas students, whose
clubs are supported by large
numbers of members. Tony Cox
said that ICWA only use it when
it is not being used for anything
else, but as they have first
refused on it, it cannot be used
for anything else when they are
using it. In fact, they are refusing
to let anyone else use it. These
six women frequently infest the
Maths Common Room and will
probably continue to do so when
the ICWA Lounge becomes the
Upper Lounge.

To say that ICWA represents
anyone, either on Council or
otherwise, is totally ridiculous.

Merche Clarke represents only .

the six active members of ICWA
(she does not bother to find out

. the views of the other 400 or so

women). By contrast, Katy
Tatchell represents 150 women
and Kirsten Pratt represents 60.
Also, Council certainly has more
than 10% women — try counting
them sometime. There are more
women involved in just about
anything you can mention than
there are in ICWA. Why should
you assume that women need
special representation anyway

— that is as insulting as to
assume that they are incapable
of opening doors for themselves
or standing up on buses. How
about having someone on
Council to represent men?

They say they do not want to
break a 59 year old tradition,
but there are a lot of other
traditions which they would not
like to see back — for instance,
the ICWA Lounge was founded
at a time when women were not
allowed in the Union Bar — do
ICWA really want to go back to
those days?

Every hypocritical statement
that the six active members of
ICWA make is almost totally
false. To give a few examples:

1. They say they will run

several things, including

playgroups yet ICWA refused
to have anything to do with
the créche for the Chilean

Women’s Conference which

ICCAG ended up running

instead. None of them have

ever been to Holly Street
either or Great Ormond

Street Hospital (both ICCAG

projects with children).

2. They claim to believe in a

“woman’s right to choose”,

yet they deny any woman the
right to choose whether to be
in ICWA or not.
3. Although they claim to
stand for the interests of all
women, they refused to have
anything to do with the
German measles publicity
campaign, (presumably be-
cause it concerned women
who did not want abortions).
In short, ICWA is a gross insult
to all women, and detrimental to
their integration into the College.
As men know very little about
ICWA and it does not concern
them anyway, [ appeal to them to
abstain from votng — as Merche
and Co. are so against male
support, they should not accept
your votes anyway. To para-
phrase ICWA — a woman needs
ICWA like a fish needs a bicycle.
Yours in disgust
Fiona Sinclair
Maths 2
PS: If they really want to belong
to a club where women arein the
majority, I could suggest Ladies
Rugby, or even Opsoc (65%
female, as anyone who saw The
Sorcerer this week will have
noticed).

Dear Colin '

I would like to use FELIX to
tell members of the C&G
Union that they are the most
apathetic and ungrateful lot of
students I’'ve had the misfortune
to know. Next time you go to a
Halloween party, Valentine’s
party, or just about anything
that’s worth going to, spare a
thought for the small group of
people who hve given up their

. time to organise it!

What am I on about? Well,
99% of you lazy lot wouldn’t
know, I refer to today’s UGM,
which, in fact, wasn’t. It was
cancelled because only 20 or
so students could be bothered
to turn up, what happened to

the couple of hundred that
went to the various things
organised by the Union, is
what [ want to know.

The meeting was to have
discussed a constitutional
change which will effect the
way next year’s responsible few
will be elected. Again few qf
you will know what I'm talking
about, as so few of you came
to the last UGM. In a vain
attempt, therefore, I will try to
explain, in brief so as not to
take up to much of your
valuable time, the two major
changes involved were:

1. Exec posts will be voted for
by secret ballot.
2. Stand downs will be limited

‘to the top?hree posts (president,

vice president and honorary
secretary).

I will not pass comment on the
first part as this seems to be a
generally accepted idea. As for
the second part, [ will firstly agree
with what Jo has already said,
that is, that it is a compromise
between those who want to keep
stand downs, as they feel what
few interested people there are in
the Union will be lost from the
.Exec if they are not allowed to
run for a second post, and those
who feel that if you think that
you’re good enough for one post,
then you’re not the best person
for another.

The real reason for trying to

drop stand downs is an admin-
istrative one. However, by
allowing limited stand downs
these problems can be overcome
by spreading out the elections for
those posts. In my opinion the
best solution is to decide which if
any, of the Exec posts require a
person of similar character to do
them well. Stand downs could
then be limited to these posts
only.

I do hope I've insulted you all
enough to raise some sort of

* reaction, even if it is a groan, and

that you will try and drag
yourselves along to the next
UGM. Be there or I'll send the
boys round. S M Cox
Yours very annoyed CCD 3
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