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This is effectively the third issue of the Newsletter, following those mailed by Liz

in February and by John in May. The aim is to provide a congenial medium so that
members may work out and express their views, read what others are articulating, and
give and receive feedback. (Following the view that it is at least as blessed to give
as to receive, your editor has provided a Feedback Form on the last page of this issue.,)
We will also announce as many events as readers let us know. See the "Announcements"
section for news of our September weekend conference.

The views expressed may be on the evolving role of statistics and of statisticians, as
well as on wider social and political issues. The main thing is that people should

feel free to "try out" their ideas "among friends" as part of the process of articulating
and elaborating them.

Much of the activity of the RS group is centred around the activity of the study groups.
Those currently active are: Education, Health, Statistician as Employee, and Teaching/
Methodology. (See the "News" section, for reports from these groups.) In addition,
there i1s a proposal to resurrect the Economics group (especially with reference to prices
and wages) and others to create a "Community Advice" group. (See the '"Letters" section.)

Use the Feedback Form if you wish to be informed of the meetings of amy of the study
groups.

It is planned that the Newsletter should appear bi-monthly, around the middle of "even-
numbered" months. (A little bit of quantification there, just to indicate that this is
a serious publication .....) Each issue will be edited by a volunteer editor or group

- of editors; it is hoped that the editorship will thereby circulate as widely as possible.

It is the responsibility of the current editor to arrange for (a) successor(s) from the
volunteers at the most recent general meeting. The ‘editors for RS, are John Irvine and
Paul Dixon (c/o 14 Upper Wellington Road, Brighton, Sussex; tel. Brighton 684424),

Contributions for the next issue should be sent to the editors by 30th September; they
should ideally be typed single—spaced on one side of A4.

Production and mailing may be arranged by contacting John Bibby. This process will take
about two weeks (longer if any typing is needed).

Readers who have not yet contributed to the funds are asked to send something between
50p and £1.50 (according to ability) to Liz Atkins.
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Radstats General Meeting -~ Issues and decisions

This report is going to suffer from all the methodological weAKnesses of participant
observation - and probably have none of its virtues. I make that remark in both a
Jocular and serious sense since it is intended to underline both my own limitations
and two of the problems the group left unresolved at the end of this meeting - the
problem of defining what the "Group's View" is - and whether, if it existed, it
could ever be presented by a "representative'. Since I doubt the existence of the

first and the possibility of the second, this description of the meeting can only

be partial, subjective, and therefore misleading representation of what it was

!

about, « Perhaps this has implications .cecceecee

The discussion at the meeting centred around two aspects of the group}s development,
what one might describe as its "aims" and its '"methods'". I shall try and describe

each separately although it's obvious that one can't really separate them.

"Aims"

The central point made was that as a group we have no "Party Line" and no common
view of what our aims should be. We are united at the moment more by our ‘criticisms
of the existing use and methods of statistics than by any‘shared view of how our
analysis of the present situation can lead to Radical alternatives - and what these
should be. This presents problems in terms of presenting the group to potential
members - and to the "publice". This was clearly pointed out by the comments of a
newcomer to the group. Other radical groups, he said, were involved both in critic-
ising and analysing their discipline's philosophical foundations and in making their
expertise available to people who want to challenge the "official view. Since the
group did not seem to be involved in either of these, he couldn't see what was radical
about us. One suggested meaning of radical was offered in terms of the e xposing of

assumptions and misuse in application of statistics, as was being attempted by the








