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Letters

to the

Editor

Dear Mr Marshall

I was pleased with the com-

promise reached at the UGM

between a majority of opinion

and achieving your resignation.

The latter would have caused

upheaval and extra burden on

the other Union officers which

also would not have been to the

benefit of the Union.

However, may I ask that you

show kindness, toleration and

consideration to others. The

following is the reason for my

recent attitudes:

‘We are all influenced by

everybody around us. Especially

by the media. From reading this

year’s FELIX, it is easy to gain

the impression that Mr Marshall’s

attempts at handling various

ideas and people are normal

human behaviour. In the years to

come, if he is to continue and set

the precedent for future editors,

we are all liable to be nastier

people as a result. Is any

employer then going to take on

anybody from IC? Or, will we be

nasty employers?

I realise that my above argu-

ment is subjective and not easy to

prove, but I fear that it may

contain truth.

I would hope that this issue

need never be raised again.

Yours faithfully

David Pinnegar

Dear Sir (Stevie baby mate)

Just a quick word about the

self-styled nutcases who are at

present trying to get rid of you on

a motion in the next UGM,

which if this letter is published

will have already occurred. As

you probably realise I mean that

Pinnegar fellow, the little runt.

Any normal person with a small

enough sense of humour could

see that your editorials along the

lines of two weeks’ ago are not

exactly to be taken 100% seriously!
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Which is presumably Pinnegar

and his smelly little friend could

not see this. I have talked to a

number of people in the physics

department of pin beggar is a

member, and the general feeling

- out of about 160 people is that

this little medlomaniac gets all he

has coming to him in the form of

letters like this and promised

muggings. (No, that has abso-

lutely nothing to do with me).

OK OK, so 48 people did sign

the letter with him that appeared

in last week’s FELIX. But my

investigations tend to suggest

that not all those signatures were

actually backed up by the people

to whom they were supposed to

belong. No of course I’m not

suggesting the letter was forged,

but just that some of the people

on it have perhaps in some way

been misrepresented.

Also, Steve, there was a vicious

rumour going round that pin

sucker just wanted to get onto IC

Radio or something.

Yours against self-styled gadaffis

Eric the Mutilated Camel

C Hatton, DoC Research Group

Dear Sir

As author of the article entitled

“Study in the Shadow of the

Gun” (FELIX 578) I should like

to add one or two further points.

The purpose of the article was

to give advance notice of a talk

by two Palestinian students from

a university on the Israeli

occuppied West Bank about

alleged interference by the

occupying authorities. The

article also served as a_back-

ground to the talk and the

underlying Middle East conflict.

The Middle East problem is both

old and very complex and hence

to do any justice to the subject

the article necessarily had to be

long.

I do not claim for a moment

that the history of Palestine and

Israel given in the article is a

completely objective account,

but I cannot accept Messrs

Cooper and Axelrod’s statement

in a letter in last week’s issue

(FELIX 579) that Bir Zeit

‘““enjoys complete academic

freedom’’. This is quite untrue.

Most universities in the world

encourage freedom of thought

and expression, and as soon as an

outside influence curtails that

freedom, the university’s very

existence is threatened. Bir Zeit’s

existence is being threatened by

the military authorities as

reported by the student at the

talk. This is certainly not

creating peace, and since the

purpose of the UN is to create

and maintain peace and justice

in the world this offensive is not

being taken lightly.

Yours faithfully

Nick Bedding

UN Soc

Dear Sir

I find it scandalous that a

famous author should be visiting

IC without massive publicity.

The Bookshop hasn’t got any of

his books in, he’s not appearing

in the Read or Pippard Lecture

Theatres (not famous enough say

College authorities), and yet this

is the man described by Tom

Disch as ‘‘one of the science

fiction field’s top bananas’’. I

don’t know what Mr Disch

meant, but in any case JOHN

SLADEK’s visit is an event

which deserves to be more well

known. If FELIX doesn’t send a

reporter along to Physics Lecture

Theatre 2 on Tuesday March 17

at 1:30pm, I would like to know

the reason why.

Yours frantically publicising

K C Mann (Miss)

Dear Sir

I would like to reply to your

journalist’s (sic) article (sic)

about the Labour Club’s meeting

with Chris Price (Labour MP for

Lewisham).

Whatever Zarathustra’s opini-

on of the meeting, it was clearly

serious and did not warrant such

a juvenile report.

Furthermore, it may be of

some interest to those people who

have been to comprehensive

schools to know that the remarks

“simian morons” was addressed

to them and not to Chris Price. In

addition, the phrase, ‘‘addled

brained baboon’’, was not used

and Zarathustra was merely

quietened and not evicted.

An accurate account of the

meeting would have been as

follows: Chris Price talked about

three main areas of policy,

namely housing, health and

education. He concentrated on

arguments against the present

government’s policy of privatisa-

tion in these areas.

He took great pains to explain

that he was not opposed to home

ownership as such (stating that

“most Labour MPs own their

own houses’), except where it

interfered with housing provision

for large numbers of people. Such

a case is council housing, the

money coming in from rents

provides the finances for the next

generation of houses and although

householders will pay more

money during a lifetime of

paying rent that the amount

needed to buy theirs, this is

absolutely necessary at a time

when private sector housing is

almost at a standstill and in

London alone approximately

30,000 people are forced to squat

short life property.

He then went on to criticise

private medicine and in parti-

cular pay beds in NHS hospitals.

It is not at all certain that pay

beds bring substantial amounts of

money to the NHS, but it is clear
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that private patients leave

themselves wide open to corrupt

practices. Apart from the money

they pay to the Area Health

Authority, private patients also

pay a fee directly to the con-

sultant, based on what treatment

is given. This obviously gives an

unnecessary incentive to consul-

tants to give expensive unneeded

operations.

Finally, he launched into

private schools, criticising the

charitable status that public

schools enjoy, and the resulting

subsidisation of the wealthy by

the poor. A small example of this

is the way in which over the last

six years Eton College (at present

having the exclusive fee of

£3,500pa) has been receiving

butter through a charitable EEC

scheme at 32p.a pound saving the

College an estimated £10,000 a

year.

Yours fraternally

B Alexander and D Gunawardena

for Labour Club

Dear Sir

Last week’s FELIX contained

an article which degraded and

humilated the IC Labour Club’s

Chris Price meeting.

It is deplorable that any club

or society within Imperial

College should suffer such an

unwarranted attack in the Union

newspaper, especially outside the

editorial or letters section.

No doubt it provided a good

giggle for some childish Tories at

IC but I believe the sensible

majority of students here would

agree that the small, but enthusi-

astic, Labour Club is a coward’s

target for blind right-wing abuse.

I hope the writer responsible for

the report will apologize (mat-

urely) to the Labour Club in this

weeks FELIX.

Yours faithfully

A.M. Kellerman

Civ Eng |

Ed’s Note

(I find it very difficult to defend

our (new) reporter's actions. So I

won't - I trust that he will do the

decent thing.)

Sir

These are just some personal

opinions on the Hustings UGM

and the candidates involved.

Why were contentious political

issues such a central point in the

election speeches of the candi-

dates claiming to be a-political? I

make a special reference to South

Africa. The candidates who were

perhaps more ‘political’ (although

this term is generally used to

discredit people with left-wing

views) took the trouble to stress

the importance of student issues

and their impartiality to political

affairs only to have apartheid

and other essentially irrelevant*

issues dragged up by candidates

Continued on page 4



Hustings UGM

UGM Shocker.

FELIX Editor

thwarts bid to oust him

Last Thursday the Hustings UGM was held before a packed

Great Hall, and broadcast live on STOIC and IC Radio. The

meeting also discussed a motion of dismissal of the FELIX

Editor.

The meeting opened after 1:00pm with over five hundred people

present. The STOIC lights glared down on the Exec table at the front,

and the first of the large number of paper planes to be thrown during |}
the meeting took to the air. Mark Gillette quickly moved that the

motion on the FELIX Editor should be discussed after the Hon Sec’s

Business, and this was accepted on the vote. The President, DP and

Hon Sec gave their respective Exec News reports, and_ these

were all accepted.

Dave Pinnegar then proposed the motion against the FELIX Editor.

Mr Pinnegar relied heavily on the argument that by his editorial

comments and otherwise Mr Marshall had laid the Union open to suits

for defamation of character and libel. He argued that the editor should

not have made the comments he did about Princess Anne. Mr Pinnegar

received two extensions to give him four minutes speaking time. These

were readily agreed to by the meeting.

At this point, Graham King proposed an amendment to delete the

clause ‘“‘the present FELIX Editor shall be deemed dismissed” and

to insert a clause withdrawing the Editor’s sabbatical grant for one

week. He thought a ‘“‘no confidence” motion was too severe, but that the

Editor needed to be reprimanded. David Pinnegar spoke against the

amendment and it was not carried.

At this point Patrick Coll, FELIX Staff Orator rose to address the

meeting. Speaking on behalf of Mr Marshall, he outlined the

procedure by which a sabbatical can be dismissed, pointing out that a

motion passed at two UGMs with two thirds majority were required to

remove the Editor. It would take to the middle of next term to remove

him from office. ‘“This meeting,’ he said, “is probably the best

attended and most representative UGM this session and therefore it

provides the best test of opinion of the student body at this College. The

voting on this motion will be more than a test of opinion, it is a vote

of no confidence in Steve Marshall, and in FELIX this year.

“Unlike the Union Executive, Mr Marshall is a man of definite

opinion and beliefs and does not treat this motion lightly. He is only

willing to edit the newspaper as his judgment allows, or not at all, and

he has no wish to stay in office on technicalities. Therefore, if this

motion is passed against him by the required majority here today, he

will immediately tender his resignation as FELIX Editor. Ifa motion

of no confidence is to be passed, then it should mean what it says. If it is

honestly your opinion that he should go . . then he will.

“In that event FELIX will be edited by the Hon Sec who cannot

realistically be expected to do two people’s jobs well. The standard of

FELIX will fall, and an outlet for student opinion would be lost.

Voting for this motion serves no useful purpose ..... vote against it”’.

After this, Mark Gillette summed up for the motion, referring to the

libel issues, adding that Dr Monro was considering suing the Union,

but he made no reference to the editor’s threatened resignation. The

motion then went to a vote, which was a hand count as the issue was

regarded as sufficiently important. The voting was 232 for, 227 against

with 46 abstentions. Therefore, the motion was not passed by the

required majority.

The meeting then moved on to the hustings for sabbatical president,

deputy president and honorary secretary. After this, a procedural

motion was passed to allow the El! Salvador motion to be considered

next. The motion expressed solidarity with the people of El

Salvador in their current situation. An amendment, to send John

Passmore to El Salvador, was not put, and the motion was deleated.

At this point Daré Afolabi proposed a procedural motion that the

Brandt Report motion be considered next. Jon Firth, UGM

Chairman, however refused to accept the motion, and Mr Afolabi then

proposed a motion challenging the Chairman’s ruling. This was

overwhelmingly defeated on the vote. The meeting went on to pass

three Bye-Law changes on their first reading. These concerned

extending the grounds on which College staff may become life members

of the Union, disbanding ICWA and placing the Ents Chairman on

Council. At this stage, Steve Goulder moved a motion for adjournment

and this was passed 75-67 at 3:20pm.

Results UGM
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Next year’s Sabbaticals: Mark Smith (FELIX Ed) in foreground and (left to right)

Marco Ledwold (Hon Sec), Nick Morton (President), Barney McCabe (DP).

Next Year’s Sabbaticals
Next year’s Sabbatical Officers are to be Nick Morton,

President; Barney McCabe, Deputy President, and Marco

Ledwoild, Honorary Secretary. The results were announced at

the Results UGM yesterday afternoon.

The meeting opened at 1:15pm to about 350 people in the Great

Hall, but without ‘Mike’, ICU’s mascot, present.

The President briefly pointed out an article in that day’s Times

which said that the University Grants Commission were going to make

representations to the Government about education cuts. The Deputy

President, announced that the Union estimates would go in to College

for considerations next Tuesday.

The Hon Sec, Liz Lindsay, announced the retirement of John Fuller

a popular College Traflic Warden, and presented him with ICU Social

Colours.

John Passmore, as sabbatical returning officer announced the

election results. These were:

President Hon Secretary

Nick Morton £121 First Allocation

Aftab Gujral 5 7 | Marco Ledwold 647

Abstentions $3 Pete Newman 348

Spoilt 19 Kirsten Pratt 490

Deputy President Abstentions 103

B McCabe 1,042 — Spoilt 106
N Moran 462 Afler reallocation

Abstentions 74 Marco Ledwold 804

Spoilt 116 Kirsten Pratt 536

The total poll in each election was 1,694. After these results, Mark

Smith, next year’s FELIX Editor, made a short statement outlining his

plans for his term of office.

Liz Lindsay took over as returning officer at this point in the

meeting. Hustings were held for UGM Chairman, between Steve

Goulder and Phil Merryman. The meeting ratified the election of Ian

Greenwood as ULU Rep, Martin Taylor as External Affairs Officer,

and Sean Coyle as ICCAG Chairman (the only candidates). Hustings

were held for the post of Rag Chairman between Mark Wilkins, Bid

Durodie and Deborarh Nicholls.

A point of order was made asking the Chairman to tell the STOIC

cameraman to turn his headphones down as it was disturbing having to

listen to them. This request was accepted.

Husting was thus held for the post of Academic Affairs Officer,

between Lee Paddon and Mike Booty.

The UGM went on to the motions, and a procedural move was

made to place a motion on William Cortazzi (instructing that he

should be thrown in the ‘Round Pond’) at the head of the agenda.

Before it could be voted on, William Cortazzi successfully challenged

Quorum, showed his Unioncard and withdrew hastily from the Great

Hall.

Most other people there though stayed on for an informal discussion

on the motion.

The results of the elections held by paper ballot at the UGM were

announced later, and Steve Goulder, Bill Durodie and Mike Booty

were elected. Papers for Welfare Officer are to remain up on the Lower

Lounge noticeboard as no one has stood for the post.
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