






SUC/M/05/6
QUEEN’S UNIVERSITY BELFAST STUDENTS’ UNION
MINUTES

Statutory Meeting of the STUDENTS’ UNION COUNCIL

held on 13 December 2005 in the Conference Room, Students’ Union.



Present:


Mr Ben Preston (Union President, in the Chair)





Mr Philip Abraham (Humanities 1)




Mr Philip Allister (LSES 1)




Mr Graham Barton (Postgraduate Students’ Officer)





Mr Wesley Brown (LSES 1)





Ms Alice Bryant (Medicine 1)




Mr Robert Carlin (Science & Agriculture 3)





Mr Andrew Charles (LSES 3)




Mr Andrew Connor (Engineering 2)

Mr Alan Cooper (Engineering 3)

Mr Niall Corrigan (Medicine 2)

Ms Julie-Ann Crowe (Humanities 1)

Mr Michael Currie (LSES 2)

Mr Mark Dunn (LSES 3)

Ms Lucy Fleck (LSES 2)

Mr Christopher Gaskin (LSES 3)

Mr Rodney Gilmour (Humanities 3)

Mr Christopher Goodfellow (Open)

Mr Ian Gow (LSES 1)

Mr Edward Hanna (Student Community Action Officer)

Mr Michal Harkin (Humanities 1)

Mr Christopher Henry (LSES 2)

Ms Jennifer Hill (LSES 2)

Mr Gavin Howell (LSES 2)
Mr Gareth Keating (Vice President Education)
Mr Stephen Martin (LSES 3)

Ms Joanne McCracken (Open)
Mr Kevin McGourty (Vice President Clubs and Services)

Ms Anne McGrady (LSES 2)

Ms Sinead McGuinness (Women’s Officer)
Mr Gregory McLarnon (Science and Agriculture 2)

Ms Aideen McMullen (Humanities 2)

Mr Patrick Meehan (LSES 1)

Ms Andrea O’Kane (Vice President Welfare) – until item 35
Mr Peter Quinn (Deputy President)




Mr Richard Reid (Engineering 2)




Mr Brian Roulston (LSES 1)





Mr Patrick Savage (LSES 3)




Ms Natalie Simpson (Humanities 2)





Ms Sharon Simpson (Science and Agriculture 2)





Mr Graeme Smyth (LSES 2)





Mr Sean Smyth (Humanities 2)





Mr Roger Stewart (Medicine 3)




Mr Daniel Waldron (Science and Agriculture 1)

In Attendance:


Mr Dominic Doherty (Deputy General Manager, as Acting Secretary)
The Chair welcomed councillors to the December 2005 Statutory Meeting of the Students’ Union Council.

31.
APOLOGIES

Apologies for inability to attend were received from the following members of the Students’ Union Council:




Mr Jonathan Campbell (Humanities 3)



Mr Ciaran Coyle (Humanities 2)




Ms Linnea Eden (Postgraduate)
Mr David Ennis (Union Speaker)

Mr Jonathan Hadley (Medicine 1)

Mr Mark Hill (Cultural Affairs Officer)

Mr Seamus Laverty (Open)

Mr Patrick McAteer (Medicine 3)

Ms Wendy McCallin (Engineering 0)
Mr Gary McClean (Science and Agriculture 2)

Ms Maria McGill (Medicine 4)

Ms Shauna Moss (Open)
Mr Paul Taggart (Humanities 1)
32.
MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETINGS.

The minutes of the Statutory Meeting held on 14 November 2005 (SUC/M/05/5) were accepted as a true and accurate record, with the following amendment inserted.


Minute 24.1
It was noted that Council had granted recognised status to the Queen’s University Poker Society.
33.
ARISING FROM THE MINUTES.


There were no matters arising from the above minutes.

34.
NOTICE OF BYE-ELECTION.
The Council had previously noted the resignation of Mr Stuart Christy (Mature Students’ Officer).  
The Union President indicated that, having instructed Mr Brian Heading (Returning Officer) to arrange for a bye-election to be held at the earliest opportunity in order to elect a new Mature Students’ Officer, nominations had been duly opened in accordance with the provisions outlined in the Students’ Union Constitution, and one valid nomination had been received within the stipulated timeframe.

The Union President stated that, having consulted with the Returning Officer, he wished to propose that, rather than stage a costly bye-election in order to confirm the election of the one candidate who had submitted a valid nomination, the Council would approve the co-option of the candidate in question to the post of Mature Students’ Officer for the remainder of the 

2005-06 academic year. 

Mr Patrick Savage (LSES 3) opposed the proposal, indicating that it was both unconstitutional and a bad precedent.  He stated that, in accordance with Section 8.16 of Rule 2 of the Students’ Union Constitution, an election should take place and students should be offered the opportunity to cast a vote for Re-Open Nominations (RON). 

Mr Christopher Gaskin (LSES 3) opposed the proposal, stating that neither the Executive Committee nor the Students’ Union Council had the power to co-opt a candidate in this manner.  He stated that, whilst he understood and sympathised with the economic argument behind the proposal, the Executive Committee and the Council are legally compelled to act in a constitutional manner at all times.
Mr Peter Quinn (Deputy President) supported the proposal.  He stated that a precedent for the proposal existed from 2003, when Andrew Watt resigned from the position of Student Community Action Officer, to be replaced by the co-opted Adam Shanks.  He further stated that the nominations process that had been recently concluded was entirely constitutional.
Mr Preston indicated that, as Mature Students’ Officer, the candidate in question would have no voting rights at meetings of the Students’ Union Executive Committee and he stated that this proposal had been suggested by the Returning Officer.

Mr Kevin McGourty (Vice President Clubs and Services) opposed the proposal.  He stated that the planned co-option was unconstitutional and that all members of the Executive Committee should abide by the Students’ Union Constitution.
Mr Edward Hanna (Student Community Action Officer) supported the proposal.  He stated that a failure to fill the position of Mature Students’ Officer until at least February 2006 would be detrimental to the good work of the Students’ Union.  He further stated that the nominations process had offered all interested students the opportunity to indicate their willingness to stand for this important post.

In response to a question from Mr Savage, it was noted that the planned 

bye-election for the post of Mature Students’ Officer had been scheduled to take place earlier that day (Tuesday 13 December 2005).
Mr Andrew Connor (Engineering 2) supported the proposal.  He stated that the staging of a bye-election with only one candidate would represent an unjustifiable waste of resources and, given the certain outcome of the poll, would be a pointless exercise.
Mr Sean Smyth (Humanities 2) suggested that a stand-in officer be appointed until such time as an election could take place.


In response to a question from Ms Alice Bryant (Medicine 1), it was noted that Council could not stage an election for this post without involving the ordinary members of the Students’ Union.

Mr Gaskin demanded to know why the bye-election of 13 December 2005 had been cancelled, and on whose authority such a decision had been taken.
Mr Quinn indicated that the bye-election had been cancelled at the suggestion of the Returning Officer and that the Council was now being asked to provide its approval of such a course of action.

Mr Gaskin stated that he was disappointed that no member of the Executive Committee appeared willing to accept any responsibility for the decision to cancel the bye-election for the post of Mature Students’ Officer.
Mr Connor proposed that Mr Preston’s proposal be put to the vote without further debate.  This was seconded by Mr Christopher Goodfellow (Open), and was clearly carried.

Mr Preston’s proposal that the one candidate who had submitted a valid nomination for the bye-election for the post of Mature Students’ Officer be 
co-opted onto the Executive Committee for the remainder of the 2005-06 academic year was put to the Council, and was clearly carried.

A proposal that, under the provisions contained within Rule 7 Section 1.10.1, standing orders be suspended for an unspecified period, in order to debate the decision just taken, was proposed by Mr McGourty and seconded by Mr Gaskin.


Following a show of voting cards, Mr McGourty’s proposal was defeated.


35.
REPORT OF EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE



The following reports were tabled for the consideration of the Council:


Report of the Union President (SUC/P/05/8)

Report of the Deputy President (SUC/P/05/9)

Report of the Vice-President Education (SUC/P/05/10)

Report of the Vice-President Welfare (SUC/P/05/11)


Report of the Vice-President Clubs and Services (SUC/P/05/12)

Report of the Women’s Officer (SUC/P/05/13)

Report of the Student Community Action Officer (SUC/P/05/14)


Report of the Postgraduate Students’ Officer (SUC/P/05/15)

The Council noted a tabled statement (SUC/P/05/16) from the Cultural Affairs Officer, within which he offered his apologies regarding his inappropriate conduct during the non-sabbatical elections of May 2005.  It was noted that this matter has been dealt with by means of the University’s Disciplinary Procedures.  
In response to a question from Mr Patrick Savage (LSES 3), the Postgraduate Students’ Officer stated his intention to investigate the feasibility of establishing an ‘Executive Committee Surgery’ in order to deal more effectively with the problems encountered by students.  Mr Barton also indicated that he wished to seek an improved service from the national student unions.
In response to a question from Mr Christopher Gaskin (LSES 3), the Postgraduate Students’ Officer stated that there were many difficulties associated with his post, as a result of the ineffectiveness of past postholders.  Mr Barton indicated that he hoped to establish a new network of contacts, improve web-based information for postgraduate students and bring forward recommendations to the Postgraduate Committee.

36.
REPORT OF UNION COMMITTEES.


The following reports were tabled for the consideration of the Council:


Report of the Election Regulations Committee (SUC/P/05/17)

Report of the Education Committee (SUC/P/05/18)
The recommendations contained within the Report of the Election Regulations Committee were agreed by Council.
The Union President reported that the Special Working Group of Council, which had been established at the Statutory November 2005 Meeting, had met on 9 December 2005.
Mr Preston stated that the Working Group was in the process of developing strategies to oppose the University’s Academic Support Restructure in its current proposed form.  It was noted that the University had offered to change the name of the Commercial Services Directorate and had requested alternative suggestions.

37.
QUESTIONS.


37.1
Question to the Union President
What measures are being undertaken by the Students’ Union and the University to increase students’ sense of belonging, following the reports of last year’s Student Survey?


Proposer:
Roger Stewart (15298035)



Seconder:
Andrew Charles (12257036)

The Union President stated that the findings of the Student Survey had already been considered by the University Senate and Academic Council.

Mr Preston further stated that the Students’ Union would be bringing forward proposals to address the concerns raised in Mr Stewart’s question, including a strategy for improving branding and merchandising to create a greater ‘spirit of Queen’s’.
Mr Andrew Connor (Engineering 2) stated that a significant proportion of the student body did not feel part of Queen’s, as they have experienced a ‘chill factor’ with regard to the Students’ Union. 

Mr Preston stated that he believed that the Students’ Union was moving forward in a positive and unified manner.
Mr Edward Hanna (Student Community Action Officer) noted the positive effect of the promotional garments being sported by members of the Executive Committee, in order to increase visibility and approachability.  He highlighted events that were staged to promote inclusiveness, such as the Executive Committee Party Night, the Fair Trade Fashion Show and the Community Games.

Mr Christopher Goodfellow (Open) welcomed these initiatives, but stated that it was more important to create an atmosphere of belonging prior to launching any merchandising drive.



There was no follow-up question from the proposer.


37.2
Question to the Vice President Education
Do the Vice Presidents agree that participation on their part in any kind of political demonstration and/or protest would be perceived as a breach of the neutrality that their office requires as an elected representative of the Students’ Union?



Proposer:
Graeme Smyth (16029046)


Seconder:
Gavin Howell (13777041)

The Vice-President Education stated that he did not believe that any such participation would constitute inappropriate conduct on the part of an elected student officer.
Mr Keating further stated that elected officers were entitled to articulate their political beliefs and he contended that it would be inappropriate to expect them to relinquish passionately-held viewpoints.

Mr Keating stressed that he absolutely respects any person’s right to hold a political viewpoint that may be contrary to his own, and he merely expects the same consideration in return.  He pointed out that he does not believe that the neutrality of his office is affected and he emphasised that every student who seeks his assistance is treated with absolute respect, courtesy and fairness, regardless of their background. 



There was no follow-up question from the proposer.

A proposal that, under the provisions contained within Rule 7 Section 1.10.1, standing orders be suspended for an unspecified period, in order to debate the appropriateness or otherwise of elected officers participating in political demonstrations, was proposed by Mr Mark Dunn (LSES 3) and seconded by Mr Andrew Connor (Engineering 2).



Following a show of voting cards, Mr Dunn’s proposal was defeated.



37.3
Question to the Vice President Welfare
Do the Vice Presidents agree that participation on their part in any kind of political demonstration and/or protest would be perceived as a breach of the neutrality that their office requires as an elected representative of the Students’ Union?



Proposer:
Graeme Smyth (16029046)



Seconder:
Gavin Howell (13777041)

Council noted that the Vice President Welfare had left the meeting earlier, as a result of a prior commitment.  It was further noted that, under Rule 7 Section 1.8.3, Ms O’Kane would be obliged to provide a written response to the tabled question posted on the Council noticeboard in the Students’ Union within a period of five clear days (excluding Saturday and Sunday).

37.4
Question to the Vice President Clubs and Services
Do you believe that Council should reject future applications for
 recognition from clubs and societies on the basis of limited Union resources?



Proposer:
Roger Stewart (15298035)



Seconder:
Andrew Charles (12257036)

The Vice President Clubs and Services stated that he welcomed this question and he indicated that, within the current funding environment, a debate on the means by which clubs and societies are funded is long overdue.
Mr McGourty expressed concern that a number of clubs and societies are being formed, to promote activities that require significant resources and facilities that do not currently exist within the University

He stated that he would give consideration to bringing forward a motion on this issue to the Statutory Meeting of February 2006.


There was no follow-up question from the proposer.

37.5
Question to the Vice-President Clubs and Services
Do the Vice Presidents agree that participation on their part in any kind of political demonstration and/or protest would be perceived as a breach of the neutrality that their office requires as an elected representative of the Students’ Union?



Proposer:
Graeme Smyth (16029046)



Seconder:
Gavin Howell (13777041)

The Vice-President Clubs and Services stated that he had no issues with regard to other people’s political viewpoints and he stated that he had been extremely supportive of attempts to provide recognition of unionist societies in the past. 
On a point of order, Mr Mark Dunn (LSES 3) expressed thanks to Mr McGourty for his support for the recognition of the Young Unionist Society.


Mr Smyth’s follow-up question was:



Who is paying the wages of the sabbatical officers?

Mr McGourty stated that the University pays the wages of the sabbatical officers and that, in common with other employees of the University, officers are entitled to a lunch break.  He stated that the University is unconcerned about how people conduct themselves during their free time.

38.
MOTIONS.

38.1
Motion 1
This Council opposes the movement of the Students’ Union into a Directorate of Commercial Services.

The Union exists to defend students’ rights and speak on their behalf, not to provide profit-opportunities for private business.

This Council opposes the re-organisation of academic faculties and services in Queen’s University.  This is part of the University’s 

pro-business agenda and will lead to worse facilities and services for all students.
This Council calls on the Students’ Union Executive Committee, in conjunction with this Council, to organise a protest in February 2006 against this ‘rationalisation’, and for free, properly funded, public education and a living grant for all students.  This could take the form of a rally with speakers from the Students’ Union, student societies and other groups on campus, and could involve live music to attract students to the event.

To build for this protest, this Council and the Students’ Union Executive Committee should place a petition in the foyer of the Students’ Union and organise postering and leafleting campaigns and well-advertised public meetings, to inform students of what these changes mean for their education.

All students should also be e-mailed this information and all trade union groups and student groups on campus invited to take part in the protest.
Proposer:
Daniel Waldron (16304055)

Seconder:
Patrick Meehan (15181057)

Mr Waldron proposed the motion.  He stated that this was a straightforward and clear motion.  It was Mr Waldron’s view that the British government, with the assistance of the universities, has embarked upon a drive to reduce education spending and expenditure on other key public services. 

Mr Waldron stated that students should believe that being part of Queen’s University and being part of the Students’ Union should actually mean something.  He noted that no member of the Students’ Union Council had been actively elected to their representative post and he believed that this indicated that Council and the Students’ Union as a whole are irrelevant to the majority of Queen’s University students.

Mr Meehan supported the motion.  He stated that collective action was required and he doubted the effectiveness of ‘talking shops’ such as the Council.

Mr Meehan stated that business interests were taking over the Students’ Union and students needed to take immediate action to resist this development.  He stressed that the cosmetic step of changing the name of the Directorate of Commercial Services made no difference to the business aims of that directorate and he called for high-profile student resistance akin to that of the 1970s.

Mr Christopher Gaskin (LSES 3) opposed the motion.  He stated that, whilst he supported the spirit behind Mr Waldron’s motion, the means of combating the University’s proposals should be determined by the Special Working Group that Council had established.
Mr Gaskin stated that the issue of the University’s proposed academic support restructuring had met with opposition from unionist and nationalist members of Council and he urged the proposer and seconder to support and participate in the efforts of the Special Working Group. 

Mr Andrew Connor (Engineering 2) spoke on the motion.  He stated that he was opposed to ‘fighting’ against contentious proposals and he emphasised that this is not a party-political issue.
Mr Connor stated that it would be desirable if the Students’ Union’s financial accounts were transparent.

Ms Alice Bryant (Medicine 1) agreed with the spirit of the motion but she expressed concern that people might not sign a petition or attend a rally in great numbers, given the other pressures on their time.  She felt that a poorly-attended demonstration could be counter-productive to any campaign.

Mr Christopher Goodfellow (Open) empathised with the spirit of the motion but called upon students to back the Special Working Group.
Mr Kevin McGourty (Vice President Clubs and Services) opposed the motion and he expressed the concern that, under the proposals contained within the motion, the campaign could be hijacked by external interest groups.

Mr Edward Hanna (Student Community Action Officer) opposed the motion and he shared Mr McGourty’s concerns regarding the campaign being hijacked.  He called for interested parties to contact the Special Working Group.

Mr Waldron summarised the motion.  He stated that he was aware of the Special Working Group that had been established at the Statutory Meeting in November 2005.

Mr Waldron believed that it was necessary to involve students in much greater numbers, in order that they might claim proper ownership of their campaign.  He stated that he was unconvinced of the Special Working Group’s ability to defend student rights.  He further stated that the credibility of the Council was low, given its well-merited reputation as a sectarian talking shop.  He emphasised that in the absence of properly contested elections, members of the Council could not legitimately claim to represent anyone other than themselves.

Following a show of voting cards, Mr Waldron’s motion was clearly defeated.


38.2
Motion 2


This Council:
(1)
commissions a Student Alternative Optional Module Guide – a means by which members of this Union may volunteer information to their following peers as to the benefits and detriments of optional modules in all degree pathways.

(2)
understands the need for independent, moderated advice pertaining to module choices and foresees the limitations of relying solely on the advice of Schools.
(3)
commands the creation of a Union operated and implemented website as a host to the opinions and reviews of optional modules by Union members. 
(4)
empowers the Executive Committee with responsibility for this project’s implementation, with discretion as to its content within the following boundaries:
4.1
that the full title of the project will be “Student Alternative Module Guide by order of the Students’ Union Council”.

4.2
that the full title of the project will be visible in some form on every page of the guide.
4.3
that it will be absolutely clear that this project is one that is instigated by the Council, in pursuance of the Students’ Union’s general policy of increased membership of Union bodies.

4.4
that the guide will take the form of a website, separate from the Students’ Union website, though accessible through it, and stored on the same domain name.
4.5
that submissions to the guide will be made in a voluntary and anonymous basis.
4.6
that submissions to the guide will be made through an online form and, after moderation, will be available for viewing through a branch directory structure.

(5)
requires that all submissions to the Student Alternative Optional Module Guide shall be moderated by a member of Students’ Union staff, who shall have responsibility for balancing the need to be independent with the need to spare the Students’ Union from legal liability.


Proposer:
Graham Steven Barton (11896035)


Seconder:
Andrew Charles (12257036)

Mr Barton proposed the motion, indicating that what was being suggested was essentially an alternative student prospectus in the form of a website, into which students could input detail regarding academic modules.



Mr Barton stated that it was important for this matter to be brought to Council, a body that he believed to be able to make a positive contribution to student life at Queen’s University.

Mr Christopher Gaskin (LSES 3) proposed that Mr Barton’s motion be put to the vote without further debate.  This was seconded by Mr Andrew Connor (Engineering 2), and was passed.

Following a show of voting cards, Mr Barton’s motion was unanimously carried.


38.3
Motion 3
This Council regrets the closure of the Ashby Building’s canteen at the end of the 2003-04 academic year.

This Council asks that Hospitality Services will actively review this action.  From the start of the 2004-05 academic year, students using this building were unhappy at its closure and resented the high prices in the surrounding shops and the time taken to walk between the Ashby Building and the Students’ Union building.

Last academic year, the Ashby canteen was used as an examination hall but was free for use, between examinations, by other students.  This year (2005-06), the room has been locked to prevent access when examinations are not taking place.
This is a hindrance to engineering students as they can no longer use the room as a resource for eating packed lunches or for group projects (for which it was regularly used).  This issue was raised by students as part of a Student-Staff Consultative Committee meeting, but a satisfactory answer was not given.

This Council asks for the University Senate to investigate the following options:

(1)
to reopen a canteen in the Ashby Building. 

(2)
to provide a room in the Ashby Building dedicated for eating lunches and for group projects.
(3)
to review the selection of vending machines so that hot drinks may be purchased.



Proposer:
Alan Cooper (14791021)



Seconder:
Andrew Connor (14777029)

Mr Cooper proposed the motion.  He stated that the canteen had been a vital resource for engineering students and he noted that no adequate consultation with students and staff had taken place in advance of the closure of the facility.
Mr Cooper stated that, as a Students’ Union Council representative, he had been approached by a number of engineering students and had been asked to raise this issue at Council on their behalf.

Mr Ben Preston (Union President) stated that he supported the motion and he indicated that the Executive Committee is currently addressing the concerns raised therein.

Mr Kevin McGourty (Vice President Clubs and Services) noted that this issue had already been raised at Academic Board.

Mr Christopher Gaskin (LSES 3) proposed that Mr Cooper’s motion be put to the vote without further debate.  This was seconded by Mr Edward Hanna (Student Community Action Officer), and was passed.

Following a show of voting cards, Mr Cooper’s motion was clearly carried.

39.
DATE OF NEXT MEETING.
The Chair announced that the next Statutory Meeting of the Students’ Union Council would take place on Tuesday 31 January 2006 at 6.00 p.m. in the Students’ Union.

DOMINIC DOHERTY

Acting Secretary to Students’ Union Council  

