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Yesterday afternoon a group of 300 students and

staff gathered in the Pippard Lecture Theatre

to hear Dr. Magnus Pyke, a scientist noted

for his arm-waving gestures on television

give a lecture on “Understandability

of Science”.
He said he had been involved

in the —

interpretation “

of science to

ordinary people #
explained

his televisionfor about _— oe ei Seteias
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Science “the uninhibited gesture of here has been heated discussion over the last week as to whether ICU’s

is a way of

thinking. Mathematicians were

not included, as they didn’t

bother about facts. Science is

concerned about observations

and measurement.

He spent twenty-five years

working as a biochemist in the

drink industry maximising the

output of Scotch whiskey. Louis

Pasteur started by finding out

why his father-in-law’s wine had

fermented, and this led to the

widespread study of bacteria.

Napoleon’s war minister’s son,

M Carnot discovered the cycle

which bears his name, but it was

“not generally known until Lord
Kelvin publicised it. This cycle is

used in refrigerators, and out of it

came the generation’s greatest

invention — fish fingers, and

rockets to the moon, which can

now carry liquid oxygen.
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getting it right got me where I

am today”.

In answer to questions, Dr

Pyke reinforced his view that

science can’t answer all ques-

tions, e.g. computers could not

govern, and soya beans have not

been accepted. Scientists should

publish their work, as not doing

so held back the development of

mankind.

Dr Pyke’s lecture was punctu-

ated with many witty remarks

which brought roars of laughter

from his audience. Although he

had no apparatus, he used his

arms often to explain further a

particular point. He received

loud and long applause at the

end, and the lecture was enjoyed

“enormously” by those people

there, although it was suggested

that a larger theatre would have

been more appropriate.
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affiliation to the Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament would be legal.
After a motion was passed at the end of last term resolving such

affiliation, it was suggested to John Passmore that such action might be
illegal.

He was given a copy of a 1972 court case ‘‘Baldry v Feintuck and others”

before Judge Brightman wherein a student, ‘“‘a member of the students’
union of Sussex University” made an “‘application . . . to restrain the use of

union funds for certain purposes said by [the student] to be foreign to the
true purposes of the union”. Three members of the exec, were sued on their

own behalf and on behalfof all members of the union. The action sought to
restrain the defendents from, inter alia, “causing or permitting any
payment to be made out of the funds of the union for political or charitable

purposes other than those expressly authorised by its constitution or other

purposes ultra vires its constitution”’.

In his judgment, Judge Brightman, noted the aims of the union, which
included, “to encourage and develop the corporate life of the Union in
cultural, social and athletic fields’. He continued, “‘the union is treated by
the inland revenue authorities as established exclusively for charitable

purposes. The union is accorded tax exemption on that basis. This

recognition of the union as an educational charity seems to me clearly to be

correct”. He explained how the Union AGM passed a budget for the year

which included two payments, one of £500 to War on Want and another

of £800 to “what I think might be described as a political campaign against

the government’s policy of ending free milk for schoolchildren”. The

meeting also altered the aims of the Union for ‘“‘promotion of any matter

Continued on page 3
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Letters to

the Editor

Dear Steve

In reply to D V Molesworth’s

letter of last week, I would like to

make several points.

South Africa has been domin-

ated by an oppressive regime for

many years, during which time

the whites have exploited the

blacks and the natural resources

of their country (and those of

Namibia) to create an industrial-

ized nation.

Now however they are becom-

ing aware that if they are to keep

up with the other western

industrialized nations, they have

to find skilled workers from

outside the boundaries of the

white ruling class. They have

several options: 1) to import

whites from countries like Britain

and Institutions like Imperial

College; 2) to try and divide the

internal ethnic groups and to

train, say, the asians (although

such policies would not be liked

by hard-line Afrikaaners, and

would probably flounder, when

faced with black loyalty inside

these ethnic groups); 3) to train

and educate black people. This

last option they like least,

because an educated black

working class, perhaps.in control

of vital sections of the economy

would be a very potent internal

_ enemy. Also black people already

have strong organisations and a

great deal of solidarity, and in

order to get these people to work

for them, they would have to

introduce substantial reforms

first,

This is the situation facing

graduates who could go to South

Africa; they will be helping the

racists and postponing the end of

apartheid.

Most graduates from Imperial

admit apartheid to be morally

unjustifiable, but believe the

system to be libralising. However

they neglect to ask themselves

why any system changes. Op-

pressors, who have an advantage

in maintaining a particular state

of affairs (which would be

Imperial students’ position in

SA) do not institute reforms out

of kindness. The force for change

is the oppressed group and it’s

allies. “
In South Africa the oppressed

group is the black population; it’s

allies are the third world countries

who have pushed resolutions

through the United Nations

forcing mandatory arms embar-

goes, etc., the front-line states

who offer shelter to political

refugees and keep alive the

dream of freedom, and the

solidarity organisations like the

Anti-Aparthied Group which

operate in those countries whose

governments do not already give

full support to the liberation

movements.

If the students of Imperial

College wish to see an end to

injustice, they must become allies

of the black people, and those

people, through their organ-

izations SWAPO and the ANC

are clear: they say stay at home,

to come to South Africa is to side

with the racists.

With Love

Kevin Courtney

Physics PG

Dear Sir

I write in response to last

week’s letter, which supported

firms recruiting graduates to

work in South Africa.

It may not be fair to discrim-

inate against them, but then

neither is it fair for the firms

themselves to discriminate against

black people. They do need to

to recruit abroad when unem-

ployment among South African

blacks is running at 25%. Murray |

and Roberts Group at least, and

many others I should think, do

not recruit black employees from

Britain (a British firm exercising

the same rascist policy could be

prosecuted under the Race

Relations Act). Black South

Africans, for doing the same

work, do not receive the same

amount of pay as whites, despite

the profits that these firms are

making.

I doubt that many of these

firms are significantly narrowing

the gaps’ between blacks and

whites standards of living. And

even if they are, this is not a

solution to the South African

problem. I have spoken to people

who lived in South Africa, and

what they have told me surprises

my own faith in human nature.

I suggest to students of this

College, as members of the

Union, that they are at least

partly responsible for the various

ways in which the College

supports the Apartheid system in

South Africa.

Yours sincerely

Robert Kelsey

Civ Eng]

Dear Sir

I write in response to the letter

in FELIX no 576, from D R

Morris. He appears to believe

that I am not Jesus Christ. At

first sight, this would appear

reasonable. However, I can

testify that he has at no time

actually checked that this is so,

which undermines his case

somewhat. I would also like to

say that I repudiate the sentiments

expressed by Paul in his letter to

the Romans. He obviously

disliked humanists and homo-

sexuals, and temporarily ignored

the teachings of old JC about

love (something which Mr

Morris has little of for his fellow

men it seems). Presuming to

know the mind of God is a sin of

which Paul was often guilty. A

more fruitful Bible study might

be of Elijah, in which several

children are torn apart by wild

bears for jeering at the prophet,

or the Incarnation, which says

many sensible things about how

to behave, which many world

leaders would do well to read.

But Romans?! Fire and_ brim-

stone! Mr Morris would have to

believe in the devil to take it as

fact. Ah well, he’d better take

that up with my pal Damien

Thorne.

Yours Eternally

Jesus Christ

Physics 2

(K C Mann)

PS: Try reading Revelations

while stoned. Far out!

Dear Sir

The magic number strikes

again and another IC UGM bites

the dust.

The call of quorum is rather

reminiscent of the nauseous

effects of a scratched record. On

the other hand, those who

advocate discretion when faced

with inquoracy pave the way for

a vindictive quorum call before

a vote which looks like “‘going the

wrong way. In similar vein, the

ignominious tactic of stopping

things “‘going the wrong way” by

organising a walk-out (to produce

inquoracy) has been successfully

applied in past years.

Perhaps someone can explain

to me why 299 students unani-

mously supporting a motion is

invalid, whereas a vote of 151 to

149 is supposed to give a true

reflection of the views of the

College population?

On a more extreme level,

provided 290 students are

prepared to sit dormant in the

Great Hall, a vote of six to four

has the power to make or break

Union policy.

I suggest, therefore, that a

minimum number of votes be

required to pass a motion.

To this end I will propose by-

law changes to the effect that: the

quorum for an IC UGM be

deleted, motions should be passed

by a simple majority with not less

than 150 votes in favour of the

motion, by-law changes should

be passed by a two-thirds

majority with not less than 200

votes in favour of the by-law

change.

These changes would pre-empt

quorum calls to prevent a vote,

and organised walk-outs.

If a meeting were attended by

over 300 (the present quorum),

the only effect of these proposals

would be to prevent policy

making by small votes.

If less than 300 were to attend,

any motion passed would have

been passed even if 300 were

present.

I welcome any comment on

these proposals and suggestions

to amend them.

Cheers my dears and thanks

for reading this tedious letter.

Andy Rushton

Dear Steve

Like many people, I was

appalled at the low turnout at

last week’s UGM, and in response

to Liz Lindsay’s appeals, I would

like to offer some ideas on

improving attendance:

1. Put Exec News in with the

last FELIX before the UGM, or

better still, print Exec News as a

pull-out part of FELIX. Then

everyone who takes FELIX takes

Exec News as well.

2. Keep the posters simple.

The last ones showing the cats

was was well drawn, admittedly,

but they just don’t get the

message cross clearly enough.

Just the letters U-G-M and the

time and place are sufficient,

printed on day-glo.

3. Fix the dates of the UGMs

at the start of each session so that

it is possible for bye-law changes

to be read twice without having

to change previously announced

arrangements. Having fixed the

dates, fine any society organising

an event at the same time.

4. Leaflet the refectories

fifteen to thirty minutes before

the UGM. That way people have

no excuse for not coming if they

had nothing better to do in the

lunch-hour. If it sounds a bit last-

minute-ish, it«does work.

I will discuss these ideas with

Liz if she thinks they’ll do any

good — but I know they will.

Yours sincerely

Tim Lawes

Maths 3

More letters on page 4.

wR rma yg RS ama RUF Sar 5 Aan SSP RA EST ec
FELIX, February 13, 1981Page2



PWP

Slams

Southside

Refectory
THE UNION Permament Wor-

king Party has made a number of

recommendations concerning

College refectories. These re-

sulted from investigations after

the planned changes to the

Southside Refectory complex

were suggested by College, which

included proposals to incorporate

a post-experience centre in place

of the Refectory.

The committee agrees that the

Southside outlet whould be

heavily reduced, the 300/400

meals it serves per day could

easily be supplied by the other

refectories. The Sherfield Refec-

tory, the committee argues, is

ought to remain almost the same

still able to cater for formal

functions. It is proposed that the

Buttery should stop serving hot

food and instead serve snack

foods and salads, though it

should be open all day to provide

a continuous service. PWP feel

that the Union refectory is

satisfactory and that here there is

no real need for change.

These recommendations still

require Council approval before

they become official Union

policy.

Prof Slams

Nuclear

Arms Race
LAST THURSDAY, Prof Pentz,

of the Open University, gave a

talk about the present status of

the nucelar arms race. He argued

that the US has consistently led

the race, with the USSR fran-

tically trying to catch up. We are

now at a critical point, since the

introduction of further missiles

and particularly Cruise and MX

systems would threaten to make

the arms race irreversible. This is

‘because it is very difficult for

either side to verify that the

opposite side is keeping to an

arms limitation agreement when

the missiles are very small or

mobile. He concluded by em-

phasising the role people with a

scientific education should play

in countering the distortions and

misuse of statistics which regu-

larly occur in this area. The

lecture was well attended and

lively.

Rag

Rumpus

LAST SATURDAY, IC’s inter-

Hall Rag competition took place.

Students from all Halls parti-

cipated in the hope of winning a

free barrel of beer for their Hall.

Some went to Trafalgar Square

to be ‘“‘foamed” for 20p, whilst

others stuck to the more usual

haunt of Harrods. The event was

“won”? by an ad-hoc group from

Chemistry 2, not living in Hall,

who collected over £290.

FELIX moles discovered that

at least three Halls had con-

sidered cheating by adding

amounts to their total, from Hall

funds, in the hope of winning by

underhand scheming and devi-

ous methods.

Student

Journalists

Knees-up
THE LONDON Students’ Jour-

nalists’ Group are holding a

conference at the London College

of Printing on Saturday, eight

FELIX representatives are

attending. The day long confer-

ence is modelled on the recent

NUS Student Journalist Confer-

ence, at which FELIX also was

represented. The Conference will

cover all areas of newspaper

production, including adver-

tising, layout, sources of informa-

tion, journalism and the law,

sub-editing, writing and re-

viewing, pictures and pitchihg at

an audience. In the evening, the

Inaugural AGM of the group will

be held.

Stop

Thief!
A FLAT in 9 Princes Garden was

broken into on Wednesday

afternoon. The door was jemmied,

and an amount of small jewellery

was stolen. The theft occured

between 4:30 and 5:00pm on

Wednesday. The victims asked

anyone who saw suspicious

people in Princes Gardens to get

in touch with the police. This was

the second theft in two days from

IC premises. An Opsoc member

had £50 stolen on the Tuesday

afternoon from some unattended

possessions in the Union Building.

The message seems to be ‘Watch

Out — There's a thief about’.

Continued from front page.

Ultra Vires or not?
999

whatsoeverof interest to its members’’’. He went on by saying ‘“‘the union is,
‘clearly, an educational charity and the officers of the union who have

power to dispose of the union’s funds are, clearly, trustees of those funds for

charitable educational purposes. It is not, therefore, open to the union, by a

purported amendment of its constitution, to authorise the use of the union’s

funds for the purpose of promoting any object which may happen to

interest the members of the union regardless of whether such object is

charitable and educational or not . . . that is a result which no charitable

body such as the union is capable of achieving.”

“It is plainly proper and desirable that students should consider and

discuss social and economic problems of the day; that is part of the

‘educational process.’ Counsel for the defendents submitted that “‘students

are not bound to confine expenditure to matters which . . . are more

directly concerned with their own personal interest. It is right that they

should be able to give up a reasonable part of their union’s moneys as a

concrete expression of their corporate views. . . It should not be confined to

oral expression, but should include a reasonable financial expression’’.

The Judge said: “I do not think that he is right as a matter oflaw. If the

members of the union wish to express their views financially, that money

should come from their own personal funds and not from trust money.

Admittedly, part of the educational process is research, discussion, debate

and reaching a corporate conclusion on social and economic problems, but, °

in my view, the provision of money to finance the adoption outside the

university of that corporate conclusion does not form any part of the

educational process.”’

“T turn to the proposed milk campaign fund. That is, admittedly,

according to the literature, a political purpose. It is, therefore, inevitably

not a charitable purpose, educational or otherwise, because political

purposes are not charitable. It follows on that count alone that charitable

funds cannot lawfully be used for setting up such a fund. Charitable funds

cannot be applied to non-charitable purposes’.

Expert advice

FELIX sought the opinion of a member of the Inns of Court on this
matter. He referred to this case, and the Charity Commission report for

1972. He said that this all revolved around the principle of “esjudem

generis” that limits the way in which words which indicate varigus fields

can be construed. For instance, ICU by-laws lb and lc give the Union

objects as ‘‘the encouragement of interest by students in matters outside the

College curriculum, especially cultural and athletic interests’”’ and “the

provision ofa corporate body of students . . . to represent and to safeguard

and advance the interests and welfare of the students of the Imperial

College’’. Whilst it may be argued that a campaign to save ICU from

nuclear obliteration would ‘‘safeguard the interests and welfare of the°

students’, the words could not be interpreted in a law court in this way.

Also, the President cannot place bets on Irish sweepstakes with Union

money. He said it was not charitable to advocate reform, and added ‘“‘for

such an overtly political and controversial group as CND, the decision was

clear cut, such payments are ultra vires”. He said the case was heard in the

court of first instance, i.e. no appeal was made against it. It stands as legal

precedent, and any judge hearing a similar application would have to

follow that precedent.

President to be sued

Meanwhile in Leeds, the University Union President, Chris Shenton, is

facing legal action because he has not made payments that he claims are

ultra vires. This matter arose in October when the Third World Society

proposed a motion to donate £700 to build a school in Gambia. There is a

difference of opinion between the Union solicitors, the law department,

and the college solicitors as to if this would be ultra vires. A leading

member of the Third World Society is filing a Court Order against Mr

Shenton, asking that he be directed to allow the donation to be made. Mr

Shenton said “It is the charitable status and not the Union constitution

which is preventing the donation to Gambia’’.

The NUS has published a pamphlet called ‘Student Unions and Ultra

Vires’’. It states: ‘It should be stressed that in considering any payments by

charitable students’ unions the courts would refer to objections acceptable

to the Charity Commisioners, and not solely the union’s own constitutional

objects clause . . . To act as if legal constraints on unions do not really exit .

. would not only be shortsighted, but also highly irresponsible to the

membership. If any one studens union is found by the courts to be making

ultra vires payments this would have implications for the whole student

movement’.

FELIX asked John Passmore if he had heard from the Union Solicitors.

He rang the solicitor on Wednesday afiernoon, who said that there was

nothing in the bylaws either way, and he would have to read _ the

constitution before expressing an opinion. Mr Passmore presumed the

solicitors had read the relevent case.

The affiliation fee ICU would have to pay is only £10, but most people

involved agree that “‘it’s the principle that matters’’.
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