






SUC/M/05/5
QUEEN’S UNIVERSITY BELFAST STUDENTS’ UNION
MINUTES

Statutory Meeting of the STUDENTS’ UNION COUNCIL

held on 14 November 2005 in the Conference Room, Students’ Union.



Present:


Mr David Ennis (Union Speaker, in the Chair)





Mr Philip Abraham (Humanities 1)




Mr Philip Allister (LSES 1)




Ms Ciara Brennan (Postgraduate)





Ms Alice Bryant (Medicine 1)




Mr Robert Carlin (Science & Agriculture 3)





Mr Andrew Charles (LSES 3)
Mr Alan Cooper (Engineering 3)

Mr Niall Corrigan (Medicine 2)

Ms Louise Cousins (Medicine 1)
Mr Ciaran Coyle (Humanities 2)

Mr Robert Davis (Science & Agriculture 1)

Mr Mark Dunn (LSES 3)

Ms Lucy Fleck (LSES 2)

Mr Christopher Gaskin (LSES 3)

Mr Rodney Gilmour (Humanities 3)

Mr John Glenn (Medicine 3)

Mr Christopher Goodfellow (Open)

Ms Jennifer Hill (LSES 2)

Mr Mark Hill (Cultural Affairs Officer)

Mr Gavin Howell (LSES 2)
Mr Gareth Keating (Vice President Education)
Mr Conor Lally (Humanities 3)

Mr Seamus Laverty (Open)

Mr Christopher Loughlin (LSES 2)

Mr Peadar Loughrey (Open)

Mr Stephen Martin (LSES 3)

Mr Patrick McAteer (Medicine 3)
Mr Gary McClean (Science & Agriculture 2)

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

Ms Sinead McGuinness (Women’s Officer)
Ms Stephanie McIlreavy (Engineering 1)

Ms Shauna Moss (Open)
Ms Eimear O’Hare (Postgraduate)

Mr Ben Preston (Union President)

Mr Peter Quinn (Deputy President)




Mr Richard Reid (Engineering 2)




Mr Brian Roulston (LSES 1)





Mr Patrick Savage (LSES 3)




Mr Graeme Smyth (LSES 2)





Mr Jonathan Stevenson (Science & Agriculture 3)





Mr Roger Stewart (Medicine 3)




Mr Paul Taggart (Humanities 1)





Mr Timothy Vennard (Science & Agriculture 1)

In Attendance:


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

20.
APOLOGIES

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

Mr Graham Barton (Postgraduate Students’ Officer)

Mr Jonathan Hadley (Medicine 1)

Mr Edward Hanna (Student Community Action Officer)

Mr Christopher Henry (LSES 2)

Ms Aideen McMullan (Humanities 2)

Ms Andrea O’Kane (Vice President Welfare)

Mr Dean Sloan (Humanities 2)

Mr Daniel Waldron (Science and Agriculture 1)
21.
MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETINGS.

The minutes of the Statutory Meeting held on 11 May 2005 (SUC/M/05/3) and the Inaugural Meeting held on 8 August 2005 (SUC/M/05/4) were accepted as a true and accurate record.

22.
ARISING FROM THE MINUTES.


There were no matters arising from the above minutes.

23.
NOTICE OF BYE-ELECTION.
The Council noted the recent resignation of Mr Stuart Christy (Mature Students’ Officer).  The Union President indicated that he has 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.

24.
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS (1)
The following proposed amendments to the Students’ Union Constitution were considered by the Council:


Proposed Recognition of Clubs and Societies
The Vice-President Clubs and Services provided details of the aims and objectives of those clubs and societies seeking the recognition from the Council (paper SUC/P/05/1 refers). 

24.1
Amendment to Rule 8 to include the recognition of the Queen’s University Poker Society
The Union Speaker indicated that the recognition of this society may not be in accordance with Section 1.6 of Rule 6 i.e. that “all forms of gaming, for money or substitutes for money, are strictly forbidden within the premises of the Students’ Union”.
The Council noted that, in the event of this society restricting such activities to areas outside the Students’ Union premises, no contravention of Rule 6 may take place.
Mr Christopher Gaskin (LSES 3) stated that this society should not be recognised if its aims and objectives are incompatible with the Students’ Union Constitution.

The Union President stated that the presence of gaming machines in the licensed areas of the Students’ Union building probably runs contrary to both the letter and the spirit of Rule 6, Section 1.6.
The Vice-President Clubs and Services indicated that the same concerns could be raised with regard to the clubs and societies’ quiz, as it offers monetary prizes.

Following a vote (For 24, Against 2, Abstentions 9), it was agreed that the proposal to recognise the Queen’s University Poker Society would be deferred until the next Statutory Meeting (scheduled to take place on 13 December 2005).
24.2
Amendment to Rule 8 to include the recognition of the Queen’s University Belfast Anarchist/Libertarian Communist Society
Mr Paul Taggart (Humanities 1) opposed the recognition of this society, on the grounds that communism is a failed ideology.
Mr Christopher Gaskin (LSES 3) supported recognition, stating that students are entitled to organise politically and that, in a higher education environment, freedom of thought should be encouraged rather than suppressed.

Mr Graeme Smyth (LSES 2) noted the apparent irony of an ‘anarchist’ group actively organising themselves into a formal society.
Mr Gareth Keating (Vice-President Education) believed that many members of the Students’ Union Council would agree with the majority of the aims and objectives of this society, particularly those objectives relating to education provision.

Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to recognise this society was clearly passed.
24.3
Amendment to Rule 8 to include the recognition of the Queen’s University Belfast LGBT Society
Mr John Glenn (Medicine 3) opposed the recognition of this society on religious grounds.  He believed that the activities of groups of this nature were immoral and should not receive the financial support of the Students’ Union.
Ms Alice Bryant (Medicine 1) supported recognition, stating that the purpose of this society was to overcome prejudice.  She believed that the views espoused by Mr Glenn and others provided justification for such a group to exist.  She further stated that a person’s sexual orientation was determined at birth and that people did not actively choose to be heterosexual, homosexual etc.
Mr Christopher Gaskin (LSES 3) supported recognition, stating that he was opposed to bigotry in all forms.

Mr Christopher Loughlin (LSES 2) stated that religious viewpoints should not be used as ammunition in attempts to constrain the private objectives and activities of societies.

Mr Gareth Keating (Vice President Education) supported recognition, stating that the existence of this society would be of vital importance to many students and he indicated that, in a democratic environment, people should be entitled to organise regardless of moral objections.

Mr Kevin McGourty (Vice President Clubs and Services) indicated that a failure on the part of the Students’ Union Council to recognise this society could leave the Students’ Union open to a legal challenge under existing human rights legislation.  Mr Christopher Goodfellow (Open) agreed that this would be a likely outcome of non-recognition.

Mr John Glenn (Medicine 3) stated that he was unaware of any respected medical studies lending support to the theory that people are born ‘gay’.



Mr Patrick Savage (LSES 3), Mr Stephen Martin (LSES 3), Ms Eimear O’Hare (Postgraduate), Ms Ciara Brennan (Postgraduate) and Mr Seamus Laverty (Open) all spoke in support of recognition.
Mr Gavin Howell (LSES 2) stated that, as fee-paying students, individuals would have an automatic right to organise.

Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to recognise this society was clearly passed.

24.4
Amendment to Rule 8 to include the recognition of the Queen’s University Belfast Boxing Club
Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to recognise this society was clearly passed.

24.5
Amendment to Rule 8 to include the recognition of the Queen’s University Citizens Advice Bureau
Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to recognise this society was clearly passed.

24.6
Amendment to Rule 8 to include the recognition of the Queen’s University Belfast Republic of Ireland Supporters Club


Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to recognise this society was clearly passed.
24.7
Amendment to Rule 8 to include the recognition of the Queen’s University Belfast Orienteering Club
Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to recognise this society was clearly passed.

24.8
Amendment to Rule 8 to include the recognition of the Queen’s University Belfast Antrim GAA Supporters Club
Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to recognise this society was clearly passed.



24.9
Amendment to Rule 8 to include the recognition of the Queen’s University Belfast Young Unionist Society
Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to recognise this society was clearly passed.

24.10
Amendment to Rule 8 to include the recognition of the Queen’s University Belfast Entrepreneurs Club
Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to recognise this society was clearly passed.
24.11
Amendment to Rule 8 to include the recognition of the Queen’s University Belfast Bear Society
Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to recognise this society was clearly passed.
24.12
Amendment to Rule 8 to include the recognition of the Queen’s University Belfast Debating Society
Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to recognise this society was clearly passed.

24.13
Reformed Constitutions
The Council noted that the following clubs and societies have submitted reformed constitutions to the Vice President Clubs and Services:



Judo Club



Nursing Society



Dragonslayers



Wing Chun Kung Fu



Art Society

Mr McGourty indicated that all clubs’ and societies’ constitutions are available for consultation at his office.

At this point in proceedings, Mr Ennis vacated the Chair in order to attend a prior commitment and, accordingly, the Union President took the Chair.

Mr McGourty reported that, whilst the recognition of new clubs and societies was a welcome development, members of the Students’ Union Council should be aware of the attendant funding pressures associated with such recognitions, bearing in mind that many current clubs and societies are significantly underfunded. 

25.
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS (2)
The Vice President introduced a series of proposed constitutional amendments arising from the Constitutional Review Group’s meetings during the 2004-05 academic year.  It was noted that it had, regrettably, not been possible to bring these matters before the Council prior to the summer. 
25.1
Recommendation 1 - Amendment to Section 17 of Part Three – General of the Students’ Union Constitution


Insert after 17.2:
17.3
Where an issue is raised at a Council meeting that requires an interpretation of the Constitution or of the accompanying Rules, the President (or in his/her absence, the Union Speaker) shall decide upon the interpretation, and the business of the meeting shall proceed accordingly.  As soon as possible following the meeting, the President will consult with the University’s Legal Services Manager concerning the interpretation made.  If they are in agreement that the interpretation made was correct, then the business of the meeting relating to that interpretation will stand as valid.  If the President, following consultation with the Legal Services Manager, agrees that the interpretation was incorrect, the business conducted relating to that interpretation will be invalid, and the President will report as such to the Council at a Special Council Meeting convened as soon as possible, to conduct the business conducted under such an interpretation.  If the President and the Legal Services Manager do not agree that the interpretation was correct, the President will report this to the next meeting of the Council and the matter will be referred to the Senate.  The Senate will interpret the Constitution and, as a consequence, rule either that the interpretation of the Constitution was correct and that the business conducted during the meeting is valid, or that the interpretation was incorrect and that a further meeting be convened as appropriate.  

Mr Christopher Gaskin (LSES 3) opposed the amendment, stating that the Union Speaker should continue to interpret the Constitution as required.  He stated that the Executive Committee is responsible to its electorate through the Council and it could be inappropriate for the President to be ruling on contentious constitutional matters that may concern the conduct of either his office or that of his Executive Committee colleagues.  Mr Gaskin paid particular tribute to the fine and impartial work of the previous Union Speaker, Mr Robert Mann, and expressed the hope that Mr Ennis would continue to uphold the high standards associated with the position in recent times. 
Mr Mark Dunn (LSES 3) agreed with Mr Gaskin, stating that the Executive Committee has a different mandate to that of the Students’ Union Council, and that the Council is rightly proud of the independence of the post of Union Speaker.

Mr Stephen Martin (LSES 3) stated that this was undoubtedly a complicated matter and he expressed concerns that Recommendation 1 in its present form could have serious ramifications for the perceived independence of constitutional interpretations.

A number of other members of the Council expressed this same concern and, accordingly, it was proposed that Recommendation 1 be further amended in order that the sentence:
“Where an issue is raised at a Council meeting that requires an interpretation of the Constitution or of the accompanying Rules, the President (or in his/her absence, the Union Speaker) shall decide upon the interpretation…..”


be altered to read,

“Where an issue is raised at a Council meeting that requires an interpretation of the Constitution or of the accompanying Rules, the Union Speaker (or in his/her absence, the President) shall decide upon the interpretation…..”





This new substantive amendment now read:

Recommendation 1 - Amendment to Section 17 of Part Three – General of the Students’ Union Constitution


Insert after 17.2:

17.3
Where an issue is raised at a Council meeting that requires an interpretation of the Constitution or of the accompanying Rules, the Union Speaker (or in his/her absence, the President) shall decide upon the interpretation, and the business of the meeting shall proceed accordingly.  As soon as possible following the meeting, the President will consult with the University’s Legal Services Manager concerning the interpretation made.  If they are in agreement that the interpretation made was correct, then the business of the meeting relating to that interpretation will stand as valid.  If the President, following consultation with the Legal Services Manager, agrees that the interpretation was incorrect, the business conducted relating to that interpretation will be invalid, and the President will report as such to the Council at a Special Council Meeting convened as soon as possible, to conduct the business conducted under such an interpretation.  If the President and the Legal Services Manager do not agree that the interpretation was correct, the President will report this to the next meeting of the Council and the matter will be referred to the Senate.  The Senate will interpret the Constitution and, as a consequence, rule either that the interpretation of the Constitution was correct and that the business conducted during the meeting is valid, or that the interpretation was incorrect and that a further meeting be convened as appropriate.
Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to accept the above substantive amendment was clearly passed.
25.2
Recommendation 2 - Amendment to Section 1.1 (a) of Rule 2 of the Students’ Union Constitution


Delete Section 1.1 (a) of Rule 2 and replace with:
1.1
All elections to the Council and the Executive Committee and all elections to committees and delegations which are elected by the Council shall be:

(a)
held only during University teaching weeks (including reading weeks);”
The Vice President Clubs and Services opposed Recommendation 2, stating that a significant number of students chose to study from home during reading weeks and were therefore unable to exercise their democratic rights at elections staged at such a time.

The Vice President Education stated that reading weeks do not take place at common times across the University and there would be a danger of a number of elections being inadvertently staged at invalid times in the event of Recommendation 2 being passed in its current form. 
Mr Christopher Loughlin (LSES 2) indicated his opposition to any election being timetabled to take place during a reading week.

Mr Christopher Goodfellow (Open) stated that the approval of Recommendation 2 would make it very difficult for any Returning Officer to timetable elections.

Mr Christopher Gaskin (LSES 3) expressed his opposition to Recommendation 2.

Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to accept the above constitutional amendment was clearly defeated.
25.3
Recommendation 3 - Amendment to Section 1 of Rule 3 of the Students’ Union Constitution


Insert the following after point 1.8:



1.9
The Students’ Union Website

Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to accept the above constitutional amendment was clearly passed.

25.4
Recommendation 4 - Amendment to Section 12 of Appendix 1 of Rule 4 of the Students’ Union Constitution


Delete Section 12 of Appendix 1 of Rule 4, and replace with:


12
Students’ Union Council




A Sabbatical Officer shall normally attend Council meetings.

A Sabbatical Officer shall provide a written report of his/her general activities undertaken in the students’ interests to each and every Statutory Meeting of the Students’ Union Council.

Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to accept the above constitutional amendment was clearly passed.

25.5
Recommendation 5 - Amendment to Section 11 of Appendix 2 of Rule 4 of the Students’ Union Constitution


Delete Section 11 of Appendix 2 of Rule 4, and replace with:



11
Students’ Union Council

A Non-Sabbatical Officer shall normally attend Council meetings.

A Non-Sabbatical Officer shall provide a written report of his/her general activities undertaken in the students’ interests to each and every Statutory Meeting of the Students’ Union Council.

Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to accept the above constitutional amendment was clearly passed.

25.6
Recommendation 6 - Amendment to Section 5 of Appendix 1 of Rule 4 of the Students’ Union Constitution


Add the following to Section 5:
A Sabbatical Officer shall inform the President, by contacting the staff in the general office, if he/she intends to be out of the office for more than thirty minutes during normal business hours and shall provide an explanation for this.
Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to accept the above constitutional amendment was clearly passed.
25.7
Recommendation 7 - Amendment to Section 1 of Rule 5 of the Students’ Union Constitution


Insert the following after Section 1.14 of Rule 5:
1.15
Committees of Council should normally meet fourteen days prior to each Statutory Meeting of Council. 

Renumber the existing Sections 1.15, 1.16 and 1.17 as Sections 1.16, 1.17 and 1.18 respectively.

Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to accept the above constitutional amendment was clearly passed.

25.8
Recommendation 8 - Amendment to Section 1.11 of Rule 5 of the Students’ Union Constitution


Delete Section 1.11 and replace with the following:

1.11
The Secretary of each Committee shall provide the Deputy President with a written report following each meeting of the Committee, and the Deputy President shall then present these to the next Statutory Meeting of the Council, to include the following:




Sections 1.11.1 to 1.11.6 to remain unchanged.

Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to accept the above constitutional amendment was clearly passed.

25.9
Recommendation 9 - Amendment to Section 2.13 of Rule 1 of the Students’ Union Constitution



Delete Section 2.13 and replace with the following:

2.13
Dates of Statutory Meetings of the Council shall be scheduled for the year ahead in advance of the beginning of each academic year by the Deputy President, and shall be made known at the Inaugural Meeting of Council.  Meeting dates should be scheduled to avoid coinciding with examinations and annual Students’ Union functions and events. 

Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to accept the above constitutional amendment was clearly passed.
25.10
Recommendation 10 - Amendment to Section 2 of Rule 1 of the Students’ Union Constitution


Insert the following after Section 2.15 of Rule 1:
2.16
Records of Statutory Meetings of the Council shall be taken by a member of University staff and a central record of agreed Minutes of Council Meetings shall be kept by the General Manager (or his nominee) in the Students’ Union.



Renumber the existing Section 2.16 as Section 2.17.

Mr Christopher Loughlin (LSES 2) stated that it was not appropriate for a member of University staff to act as minute-taker for Council.  The following points were noted by Council: 

-
all staff members based in the Students’ Union are technically University employees, and

-
the staff member currently acting as Secretary to the Council is carrying out this function at the request of the Executive Committee and it is accepted that this invitation can be revoked at any time if it is deemed to be appropriate.

Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to accept the above constitutional amendment was clearly passed.

25.11
Recommendation 11 - Amendment to Section 7 of Rule 8 of the Students’ Union Constitution


Delete the following words:


“as part of its grant application”

Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to accept the above constitutional amendment was clearly passed.

25.12
Recommendation 12 - Amendment to Section 7 of Rule 8 of the Students’ Union Constitution


Insert the following after the first sentence:

“Those clubs and societies who fail to provide an annual report by this date shall be required to reapply for recognition as a club or society according to the normal procedures as detailed in Rule 8, Section 3.” 

Following a show of voting cards, the proposal to accept the above constitutional amendment was clearly passed.
26.
ELECTORAL RECOMMENDATION
The following proposed electoral recommendation was submitted by the Election Regulations Committee for consideration by the Council:

“That the elections for all five full-time sabbatical officers be held on the same day, on a trial basis, during the 2005-06 academic year, with the aims of improving voter turnout for the three Vice-Presidential posts, heightening awareness and interest in the elections as a whole and reducing the costs associated with the elections.”

The Deputy President proposed that this item of business be deferred until the next Statutory Meeting of the Council, in order to allow the newly-elected Election Regulations Committee to reconsidering this matter.  Mr Quinn’s proposal was seconded by Mr Christopher Gaskin (LSES 3).

Following a show of voting cards, Mr Quinn’s proposal was accepted.
27.
REPORT OF EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE



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


Report of the Union President (SUC/P/05/2)

Report of the Deputy President (SUC/P/05/3)

Report of the Vice-President Education (SUC/P/05/4)

Report of the Vice-President Welfare (SUC/P/05/5)


Report of the Vice-President Clubs and Services (SUC/P/05/6)

Report of the Women’s Officer (SUC/P/05/7)
28.
QUESTIONS


There were no questions.

29.
MOTIONS

A proposal that, under the provisions contained within Rule 7 Section 1.10.1, standing orders be suspended for a period not exceeding sixty minutes, in order to debate two motions of extreme urgency, was proposed by Mr Christopher Gaskin (LSES 3) and seconded by Mr Gareth Keating (Vice-President Education).
Following a show of voting cards, Mr Gaskin’s proposal was unanimously accepted.


29.1
Emergency Motion 1
This Council asks the University to reconsider moving the Students’ Union into a Directorate of Commercial Services.


Proposer:
Ben Preston (Union President)


Seconder:
Gareth Keating (Vice-President Education)


Mr Kevin McGourty (Vice-President Clubs and Services) took over the Chair.


Mr Preston proposed the motion.  He stated that:

-
the University has recently undertaken an academic restructuring exercise and is now in the process of establishing new arrangements for those areas categorised as academic-support units (including the Students’ Union).
-
as part of the above exercise, the University has indicated that the Students’ Union is to become part of a newly-created Directorate of Commercial Services.  A new Director has been appointed and is scheduled to take post from 4 January 2006.

-
the Students’ Union was not consulted in advance of the proposed academic-support restructuring exercise.
-
the Executive Committee is opposed to the University’s plans for the Students’ Union for a number of reasons, primarily because of the divergence between the traditional ethos of student unionism and the assumed ethos of the proposed Directorate of Commercial Services.

-
the Executive Committee has proposed two potential solutions i.e. that the Students’ Union be managed on a ‘stand-alone’ basis (this situation existed prior to 1999) or that the Union be included within the Directorate of Academic and Student Affairs, another new Directorate created as a result of the University’s restructuring programme.
Mr Preston further stated that the most vital activities of the Students’ Union are those dealing with representation, democracy, campaigning and advice provision.  He pointed out that none of these traditional activities are related to the anticipated aims of any commercially-driven Directorate, and it was his belief that the University’s plans posed a significant danger to the very raison d’etre of this Students’ Union.
A number of members of the Council expressed their serious concerns regarding the University’s proposals.

Mr Christopher Loughlin (LSES 2) stated that Emergency Motion 1 did not go far enough in its demands for a reassessment and he proposed that it be amended to read:

Emergency Motion 1
This Council demands that the University reconsiders its decision to move the Students’ Union into a Directorate of Commercial Services.


Proposer:
Christopher Loughlin (LSES 2)


Seconder:
Stephen Martin (LSES 3)

This amendment to the emergency motion was unanimously passed, on a show of voting cards, and the debate continued.

Mr Stephen Martin (LSES 3) stated that the Council has a responsibility to back the Executive Committee in this campaign.  He further stated that the University is hopeful that the student apathy of recent years will continue, permitting it to implement these damaging proposals with the minimum of objection.
Mr Christopher Goodfellow (Open) supported the motion and he highlighted the dangers that the University’s plans would have for future students of the institution.
Mr Ben Preston (Union President) supported the motion, stating that he envisaged a shift towards ‘US-style’ student politics.  He believed that the relevance of elected student officers was under attack.

Mr Christopher Gaskin (LSES 3) supported the motion, stating that this issue crosses every divide and affects every student.  He further stated that it is essential that the Council expresses its opposition to the University’s plans with a united voice and he called for this motion to be unanimously passed.

Following a show of voting cards, Mr Loughlin’s amended Emergency Motion 1 was unanimously passed.
29.2
Emergency Motion 2
This Council would like to establish a Special Working Group of Council to represent the Students’ Union to the University on the specific issue of Academic Support Restructuring.  The Group would have representatives from Executive Committee and elected members from the Council.  The Group would report back to Council regarding its actions and progress made.

Proposer:
Ben Preston (Union President)

Seconder:
Peter Quinn (Deputy President)

Mr Preston formally moved the emergency motion.
Mr Christopher Gaskin (LSES 3) stated that this Working Group should welcome all offers of help from within the student body, regardless of whether or not individuals were members of the Council.  

Mr Gareth Keating (Vice-President Education) stated that this is the most important issue that the Students’ Union has faced in many years and he expressed the hope that new members of the Council would volunteer to serve on the Working Group.

Following a show of voting cards, Emergency Motion 2 was unanimously passed.
The following members of Council immediately indicated their willingness to serve on the Working Group:
Mr Philip Allister (LSES 1)

Mr Robert Carlin (Science and Agriculture 3)

Mr Robert Davis (Science and Agriculture 1)

Ms Lucy Fleck (LSES 2)

Mr Christopher Gaskin (LSES 3)

Mr Christopher Goodfellow (Open)

Ms Jennifer Hill (LSES 2)

Mr Stephen Martin (LSES 3)

Mr Jonathan Stevenson (Science and Agriculture 3)

The Council noted that any other person wishing to serve on the Working Group should contact the Union President or the Deputy President.

The reinstatement of standing orders was proposed by Mr Christopher Gaskin (LSES 3), seconded by Mr Christopher Goodfellow (Open) and approved by the Council.

There were no further motions.
30.
DATE OF NEXT MEETING

The Chair announced that the next Statutory Meeting of the Students’ Union Council shall take place on Tuesday 13 December 2005 at 6.30 p.m. in the Students’ Union.

DOMINIC DOHERTY

Acting Secretary to Students’ Union Council  

