






SUC/M/06/8
QUEEN’S UNIVERSITY BELFAST STUDENTS’ UNION
MINUTES

Statutory Meeting of the STUDENTS’ UNION COUNCIL

held on 13 December 2006 in the Club Rooms, Students’ Union.



Present:


Mr Graham Barton (Union Speaker, in the Chair)





Mr Philip Abraham (Humanities 2)





Mr Philip Allister (LSES 2)





Mr Daniel Brown (Postgraduate)





Ms Claire Bullock (LSES 3)

Mr Richard Cairns (Humanities 3)





Mr David Cather (Engineering 4)





Mr Colin Caughey (Vice President Welfare)





Mr Andrew Connor (Engineering 3)





Mr David Crowe (LSES 3)





Mr Michael Currie (Postgraduate Students’ Officer)





Mr Alexander Davis (Engineering 2)

Mr Mark Dodds (LSES 2)





Ms Jennifer Dunn (Humanities 2)





Ms Ayomide Esan (Medicine 2)





Ms Jamie Gianoutsos (Postgraduate)

Mr Andrew Gillan (Humanities 3)

Mr Andrew Gordon (Science and Agriculture 2)

Mr David Graham (Humanities 3)

Mr Edward Hanna (Student Community Action Officer)

Mr Ciarnan Helferty (Humanities 2)

Mr Kevin Henry (Humanities 1)

Ms Jennifer Hill (Women’s Officer)
Mr Thomas Hogg (LSES 1)

Mr Gabril Hoskin (Postgraduate)

Mr Gavin Howell (Open)

Mr Charlotte Kirkham (LSES 1)

Mr Philip Lynn (Humanities 1)

Mr Ciaran Magee (Medicine 2)

Mr David McKeown (Deputy Editor of the Union Newspaper)

Mr Gerard McPeake (Science and Agriculture 1)

Mr Sam Moore (Postgraduate)

Mr Samuel Morrison (Postgraduate)

Mr Ben Preston (Union President)

Mr John Rafferty (LSES 1)





Mr Richard Reid (Engineering 2)





Mr Brian Roulston (LSES 2)





Mr Mark Scott (LSES 3)





Ms Natalie Simpson (Cultural Affairs Officer)





Ms Sharon Simpson (Science and Agriculture 3)





Mr Graeme Smyth (Open)
In Attendance:


Mr Dominic Doherty (Deputy General Manager, as Acting Secretary)
103.
APOLOGIES.
Apologies for inability to attend were received from the following members:




Ms Ruth Annett (Open First Year)

Mr Elliott Bell (Open)

Mr Michael Bower (Science and Agriculture 2)

Mr James Campbell (Open)

Ms Helen Ford (Medicine 2)

Mr Michael Forde (Vice President Education)


Mr Jonathan Hadley (Medicine 2)

Ms Sarah Harris (Open)

Ms Julie Henderson (Science and Agriculture 4)

Mr Peter Huey (Humanities 3)

Mr Andrew Linton (Engineering 2)

Mr Fergus McAleavey (LSES 2)





Mr Aaron McMenamin (Medicine 1)





Mr Peter Quinn (Deputy President)





Ms Laura Warke (Humanities 2)

104.
MINUTES OF THE STATUTORY MEETING OF 28 NOVEMBER 2006. 

The minutes of the Statutory Meeting held on 28 November 2006 (SUC/M/06/7) were accepted as a true and accurate record, subject to the following provisions:
Minute 101.2
Mr David McKeown (Deputy Editor of the Union Newspaper) stated that he had not asked for the staff members in question to be identified.

Minute 101.3
Mr Samuel Morrison (Postgraduate) disputed that he would have used the term ‘bar dwellers’, as contained in the minutes.  He stated that, whilst he did not condone the consumption of alcohol, Council should be aware that his comments were somewhat tongue in cheek.

Minute 101.4
Mr Thomas Hogg (LSES 1) stated that he had not been afforded the opportunity to summarise by the Union Speaker, and that he had not simply declined to summarise.

105.
ARISING FROM THE MINUTES.

There were no matters arising from the minutes of the Statutory Meeting held on 28 November 2006 (SUC/M/06/7).

106.
COMMUNICATIONS.
The Union President reported that the official photograph of the 2006-07 Students’ Union Council was taken on Wednesday 6 December 2006 and would be e-mailed to all members of the Council in due course.

107.
BYE-ELECTIONS.


There were none.

108.
ELECTIONS.

108.1
ELECTION OF REPRESENTATIVES TO SERVE ON THE STUDENTS’ UNION CONSTITUTIONAL REVIEW GROUP.

The Union President reported that an election would be held in order to nominate four representatives of the Council to serve on the Students’ Union Constitutional Review Group.  Mr Preston gave a brief verbal report regarding this forthcoming review.

The following nominations were received:

Mr Philip Allister (LSES 2) was proposed by Mr David Cather (Engineering 4) and seconded by Mr Michael Currie (Postgraduate Students’ Officer).
Mr David Cather (Engineering 4) was proposed by Mr Andrew Connor (Engineering 3) and seconded by Mr Thomas Hogg (LSES 1).
Mr Ciarnan Helferty (Humanities 2) was proposed by Mr David McKeown (Deputy Editor of the Union Newspaper) and seconded by Mr Ciaran Magee (Medicine 2).
Mr Richard Reid (Engineering 2) was proposed by Mr Gavin Howell (Open) and seconded by Mr Graeme Smyth (Open).

There being no further nominations, the above four candidates (Messrs Allister, Cather, Helferty and Reid) were duly declared elected by the Union Speaker. 

109.
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS / RULE AMENDMENTS.

109.1
RULE AMENDMENT 1 (regarding Clubs and Societies)


Amend:
Paragraph 820 as follows, to delete:

1. Queen’s University Biology Society

and replace with:

1.
Queen’s University B.A.B.S. (Biology and Biochemistry Society)

Proposer:
Ben Preston (Union President)

Seconder:
Kevin McGourty (Vice-President Clubs and Services)
The above Rule Amendment was unanimously carried.

109.2
RULE AMENDMENT 2 (regarding Clubs and Societies)

Amend:
Paragraph 820 as follows, to include:


1.
Queen’s University Irish Folk Music Society

Proposer:
Ben Preston (Union President)

Seconder:
Kevin McGourty (Vice-President Clubs and Services)
Mr David Cather (Engineering 4) requested that members of the Council should have sight of the Constitution of this proposed society, prior to voting upon whether or not to grant recognised status.
As the document in question was unavailable for consultation, it was agreed that this matter would be deferred until the next Statutory Meeting of the Council.

109.3
RULE AMENDMENT 3 (regarding Clubs and Societies)

Amend:
Paragraph 820 as follows, to include:


1.
Queen’s University Underground Comedy Society

Proposer:
David McKeown (14296039)

Seconder:
Michael Forde (12833037)
Mr David Cather (Engineering 4) again requested that members of the Council should have sight of the Constitution of this proposed society, prior to voting upon whether or not to grant recognised status.

The document in question was available for consultation and, following a show of Council voting cards, the above Rule Amendment was clearly carried.
110.
REPORT OF EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE



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


Report of the Union President (SUC/P/06/25)


Report of the Cultural Affairs Officer (SUC/P/06/26)


Report of the Women’s Officer (SUC/P/06/27)


Report of the Deputy Editor of the Union Newspaper (SUC/P/06/28)
The Postgraduate Students’ Officer reported that the Postgraduate Students’ Association had been successfully launched.  Mr Currie stated that the Association’s first event had taken place in the Great Hall on 12 December 2006 and had attracted over 150 attendees.
The Cultural Affairs Officer was asked by Mr Daniel Brown (Postgraduate) to supply a translation of the Irish sections of her Report to Council, which Ms Simpson was happy to provide.

In response to a question from Ms Jennifer Dunn (Humanities 2) regarding the absence of a Report to Council from the Vice President of Clubs and Services, the Union President stated that, whilst the provision of such reports to Council was not a constitutionally-binding requirement, it was nonetheless good practice for individual officers.
Mr Gavin Howell (Open) disputed this interpretation of the Students’ Union Constitution by Mr Preston, stating that the Appendices within Rule 4 clearly indicated the requirement by both sabbatical and non-sabbatical officers to provide such reports to Council. 

The Vice-President Welfare stated that, amongst the principal issues that he had been dealing with since the last Statutory Meeting, were the following:

· ongoing advice work.

· work with regard to World Aids Day.

· sexual health awareness work.

· the Rag Santa project.

· Amnesty International event on domestic violence.

-
Elms Village contract negotiations.
The Student Community Action Officer stated that, amongst the principal issues that he had been dealing with since the last Statutory Meeting, were the following:

· work with regard to the Residents’ Groups party on 8 December 2006.

· Student Community Action website.

· Liaison with the Lord Mayor’s Office regarding St Andrew’s Night event.

The Deputy Editor of the Union Newspaper suggested that it might also be appropriate for the Union Speaker to provide a Report to Council in the future.

111.
REPORT OF UNION COMMITTEES.

There were none.

112.
REPORTS FROM UNIVERSITY COMMITTEES.


There were none.

113.
CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTIONS.


There were none.

114.
SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS.

Mr Mark Scott (LSES 3) proposed that, under the provisions contained within Rule 7 Section 1.10, standing orders be suspended in order to enable Motion 14 to be debated at this time.  This proposal was seconded by Mr Thomas Hogg (LSES 1).
Following a show of Council voting cards, the above proposal received the required two-thirds majority of those present and voting (for 25, against 7, abstentions 5) and standing orders were duly suspended.

114.1
MOTION 14
This Council notes the current situation between certain students’ unions and their Christian Unions in the United Kingdom.


This Council acknowledges the work done by Queen’s University Belfast Christian Union within the Queen’s community and also in the South Belfast area. 

This Council believes that Christian Unions should have the right to free speech, the ability to democratically elect their own executives and the availability of services in their students’ union.


Proposer:
Mark Scott (15925048)


Seconder:
Philip Allister (12153052)
Mr Scott proposed the motion.  He stated that a number of media outlets had recently reported that Christian Unions based at four students’ unions in Great Britain were being denied financial support and access to facilities.
Mr Scott indicated that, if the current situation was to continue, it would be inevitable that a court case would follow and that the four students’ unions in question would lose and potentially be exposed to significant punitive costs.

Mr Scott emphasised that Queen’s University Belfast Students’ Union should avoid such a scenario and should continue to recognise the good work carried out by our own Christian Union.
Mr Kevin Henry spoke against the motion, stating that action was being taken by the students’ unions in question against on-campus groups that were engaged in homophobic activities.
Mr Ciarnan Helferty spoke on the motion, stating that a number of Christian Unions required members to undertake an oath or a pledge that is inconsistent with equality legislation.  He further stated that the fact that Christian Unions cannot exclude from membership non-Christians, homosexuals etc. was somewhat oxymoronic. 
Mr Andrew Connor (Engineering 3) spoke for the motion, quoting extensively from a document produced by the Christian Institute.  He stated that the actions of the students’ unions in Great Britain represented a breach of the Education No.2 Act and an infringement of equality legislation.  He further stated that a students’ union would not dare to tell a Muslim society that it must allow non-Muslims to run it. 
Mr Sam Moore (Postgraduate) spoke on the motion, stating that the Christian Union at Queen’s University Belfast required no oath or pledge and was open to all of the students of the institution.
Mr Samuel Morrison (Postgraduate) spoke for the motion, questioning why persons who did not hold a Christian faith would wish to become involved in the management of a Christian Union.
Mr David McKeown (Deputy Editor of the Union Newspaper) spoke on the motion, stating that more research was required and that it might be inappropriate for the Students’ Union to adopt a particular position on this issue at this time.
Mr David Cather (Engineering 4) spoke for the motion, refuting claims of homophobic conduct on behalf of the Christian Unions in question.  He stated that it was a basic premise of Christian doctrine that homosexuality was wrong and he believed that some people wished to infiltrate Christian Unions in order to subvert them.
Mr Cather stated that a liberal and free society should also afford the same liberty and freedom to Christians.  He further stated that some of the Christian Unions that were being threatened were very small in size and vulnerable, and he emphasised that the right of these organisations to exist must be protected.

Mr Philip Lynn (Humanities 1), on a point of information, questioned whether Mr Cather would be so emphatic in his call for the freedom to exist and organise, if the organisations under threat were socialist societies.
Ms Jamie Gianoutsos (Postgraduate) spoke on the motion, paying tribute to the range of activities offered by the Christian Union at Queen’s University Belfast.

Mr Robert McClure (Engineering 4) spoke for the motion, quoting from the 2nd Book of Timothy, Chapter 3, Verse 1.
Mr McClure stated that the days of persecution were now upon us and it was therefore time for Christian Unions to stand up and be counted.

Mr Edward Hanna spoke on the motion, stating that he concurred with the praise of our Christian Union’s services previously expressed by Ms Gianoutsos.
The Union President spoke for the motion, indicating that the key issue was that of freedom of speech.  Mr Preston stated that all Christian Unions wished to seek and recruit new members, and it was entirely proper that the good works undertaken by our Christian Union should be recognised.

The Council noted that no political or religious society may receive any financial support from the Students’ Union at Queen’s University Belfast.

Mr Gavin Howell (Open) proposed that, under the provisions contained within Rule 7 Section 1.9.1, this motion should now be put.  This proposal was seconded by the Postgraduate Students’ Officer, and was clearly carried.

Mr Scott declined to summarise, the motion was put to the vote and, following a show of Council voting cards, the above motion was clearly carried.
Mr Scott proposed the reinstatement of standing orders (seconded by the Postgraduate Students’ Officer), and this proposal was also clearly carried.
115.
QUESTIONS.

115.1
Question to the Union President
Does the President of the Students’ Union believe that the procedures and preparations for the election of Councillors to the SRC were satisfactory?



Proposer:
Jennifer Dunn (13136054)


Seconder:
Richard Cairns (12501042)
Mr Preston stated that he believed that the procedures and preparations were robust, and he paid tribute to those involved. 


Supplementary Question
Ms Dunn asked whether the Union President was aware that there had been a shortage of ballot papers at the Medical Biology Centre and that, on a number of occasions prior to the closing of nominations, no arrangements were in place to process nomination forms during office hours as a result of the absence of the Returning Officer.  

Ms Dunn further stated that a number of people appeared to be unaware of the fact that they were standing for Council, nor were they aware of the date of their election, as this information had not been communicated to them effectively by the Returning Officer.
Mr Preston stated that he would speak to the Returning Officer with regard to these matters, and would e-mail a response to members of the Council at the earliest opportunity.  He further stated that he would raise Ms Dunn’s concerns at the next meeting of the Election Regulations Committee.
115.2
Question to the Union President
It has come to my attention that the minutes of the Executive Committee meetings are no longer available on the Students’ Union website.  Can you please give an explanation as to why this is?



Proposer:
Richard Cairns (12501042)


Seconder:
Gavin Howell (13777041)
Mr Preston stated that this assertion was correct, and the minutes of Executive Committee meetings were normally only available on the Students’ Union website, where non-QUB students could also download them.  He stated that it was hoped to identify a secure system for display purposes that would restrict viewing to students of this University.

Supplementary Question
Mr Howell asked whether minutes of Executive Committee meetings could be viewed by means of the Queen’s Online system.
Mr Preston replied that he would investigate this option and report back to Council at the earliest opportunity.
115.3
Question to the Union President
Can the Union President outline his involvement in the hugely successful ‘Stop Aids Campaign’ which took place in the Students’ Union?



Proposer:
Ciarnan Helferty (13681052)


Seconder:
Fergus McAleavy (14374056)

Mr Preston stated that the Executive Committee had decided to highlight this campaign and his involvement had been at committee level rather than ‘on the ground’.  He emphasised his support for the campaign, and further stated that this issue was a matter of great personal concern to him, as he had travelled to South Africa and had witnessed the devastating effects of this illness at close hand.

Supplementary Question
Mr Helferty asked why the Union President had not made a point of being present during the campaign events at any stage of the three-day period over which they were primarily being held.

Mr Preston stated that Mr Helferty had made a fair point, which he would take on board as a valid criticism.

115.4
Question to the Union President
Does the Union President ever try to take credit for campaigns in which he has had minimal or no involvement?


Proposer:
Ciarnan Helferty (13681052)


Seconder:
Fergus McAleavy (14374056)
Mr Preston accepted that, as a student politician, he did attempt to take such credit, particularly during the Fairtrade campaign.

Supplementary Question
Mr Helferty asked whether this attitude was appropriate, given the amount of hard work produced by other students who were unlikely to get the recognition that they actually deserved.

Mr Preston stated that he did not intend his earlier answer to sound frivolous and he emphasised that all of those who had contributed to the success of the Fairtrade campaign should obviously have this contribution recognised.

115.5
Question to the Deputy President
Can the Deputy President give the Council an update on recent RAG activities and their relative success?


Proposer:
Ciarnan Helferty (13681052)


Seconder:
Fergus McAleavy (14374056)

The Vice President Welfare answered this question, in the absence of the Deputy President.

Mr Caughey stated that the Rag Organisation had been involved in raising money for members of the local community who had suffered financial hardship as a result of the recent collapse of the Farepak company.  He further stated that planning was underway for events to be staged in the New Year.
There was no follow-up question from either the proposer or the seconder of the original question.

115.6
Question to the Vice President Clubs and Services
When will the Clubs’ and Societies’ Resource Room be opened and what services will it provide?


Proposer:
Thomas Hogg (12862061)


Seconder:
David Cather (14708027)

It was noted that, under Rule 7 Section 1.8.3, Mr McGourty 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).
115.7
Question to the Vice President Clubs and Services
Can the Vice-President of Clubs and Services state exactly how much funding was available for clubs and societies this year?


Proposer:
Ciarnan Helferty (13681052)


Seconder:
David McKeown (14296039)
It was noted that, under Rule 7 Section 1.8.3, Mr McGourty 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).

115.8
Question to the Student Community Action Officer
Can the Student Community Action Officer outline his role in the Residents’ Christmas Party that took place in the Students’ Union last Friday?


Proposer:
David McKeown (14296039)


Seconder:
Ciarnan Helferty (13681052)
Mr Hanna stated that, as a result of family commitments, arrangements had been put in place for Mr David Cather to attend this event in his place.  He further stated that the input and assistance of members of Council such as Mr McKeown and Mr Helferty with regard to community-based projects was always welcomed.
In addition to Mr McKeown and Mr Helferty, Mr Hanna stated that he wished to express his gratitude to Mr Michael Forde, Mr David Cather, Mr Thomas Hogg, Ms Sharon Simpson and Mr Denis Monaghan (Bars Manager, Students’ Union).

Mr Hanna stated that he was somewhat disappointed by the poor turnout at this event by members of the Executive Committee, although he noted that the Cultural Affairs Officer had attended.  He further stated that the party is not technically a Student Community Action event.


Supplementary Question
Mr McKeown asked which specific residents’ groups were represented at the event.

Mr Hanna stated that residents from Lisburn Road, Stranmillis and the Holylands area were in attendance.

116.
MOTIONS.

116.1
MOTION 1
This Council vehemently opposes racism and sectarianism in all its forms.  

This Council recognises the suffering caused by this blight on our society and commits itself to the ideal of a Students’ Union, and indeed a world, in which all people are treated with respect, and in which racism and sectarianism no longer exist.

In accordance with the above, this Council pledges its full support to the National Union of Students / Union of Students in Ireland (NUS/USI) in their efforts to stamp out racism and sectarianism amongst the student body.

This Council acknowledges the many benefits of diversity, and commits itself to ensuring that racism and sectarianism have no place amongst the student body, or within society.   


Proposer:
Natalie Nic Shim (15182037)

Seconder:
Colin Caughey (12246034)
Ms Simpson proposed the motion, stating that there was no greater challenge facing society than that of combating racism and sectarianism.  She further stated that the endorsement of this motion would signal the Students’ Union’s intention to oppose mindless prejudice and direct its anger at the twin evils of racism and sectarianism.
On a point of order, Mr Philip Allister (LSES 2) questioned the legitimacy of a motion being submitted with the proposer’s name being displayed in the Irish language.

Ms Simpson stated that, under the terms of the Good Friday Agreement, she was permitted to address herself thus.

On a further point of order, Mr Allister asked whether he would be permitted to amend his name to, for example, Santa Claus, and he stated that if anyone could amend any name to a motion, proceedings would become farcical.

The Union Speaker indicated that he would be prepared to accept motions that contained the student numbers of both the proposer and the seconder.
On a point of information, Mr Richard Cairns (Humanities 3) asked whether the NUS/USI organisation had any other live initiatives at this time.

On a point of order, Mr Ciarnan Helferty (Humanities 2) questioned the relevance of these interjections to the debate, referring to such contributions as ‘stolen business’.

Ms Simpson stated that NUS/USI would be bringing forward specific motions opposing racism and sectarianism in order to develop policy in this area.

Mr Mark Scott (LSES 3), on a point of order, requested that future motions should be specific and should avoid meaningless phraseology such as “support to the National Union of Students / Union of Students in Ireland (NUS/USI) in their efforts to stamp out racism and sectarianism”.

Mr Gavin Howell (Open) expressed concern that the Union Speaker had appeared to have lost control of the debate.   Mr Barton invited Council to resume the debate in a procedurally-correct manner.

Mr Ciaran Magee (Medicine 2) spoke for the motion, stating that the Students’ Union should send a clear message that it was against racism and sectarianism in all of its forms.  He argued that the points of order that had been raised were of less importance than the major principle within the motion.
Mr Andrew Connor (Engineering 3) spoke against the motion.  He emphasised that, whilst he opposed and condemned all forms of racism and sectarianism, it was an inescapable fact that the terminology of the proposal was too ambiguous to be approved as a recommendatory motion. 
Mr Richard Cairns (Humanities 3) spoke on the motion, noting that many speakers had found the wording of the third paragraph of the motion to be particularly vague and problematic.  He suggested that it might be more appropriate to withdraw the motion, until such time as specific proposals for action had been produced by the national students’ unions.
Mr David Cather (Engineering 4) proposed that this motion be deferred until the next meeting of the Council.  This proposal was seconded by Mr Cairns, and was carried.  It was noted that the motion in question would be included on the agenda for the Statutory Meeting of 8 February 2007.
116.2
MOTION 2
As it is meant to represent and serve all of the students of the University, this Council recognises the importance of all Councillors working together in unity on student issues.

In order to serve this goal of representing all students, Councillors should work together with those elected from within their Constituency, in order to put forward the views of the students whom they have been elected to represent.

This Council notes that, regrettably, there appears to be a division within the Council, particularly between two main groups.  

This Council further notes that such division causes some Councillors to be caught in-between these two groups, and this harms the overall representation of students of the University, especially those students not associated with either group.

In order to further the promotion of unity within the Council and within the Constituencies, this Council proposes the following:

· that Councillors elected from a Constituency (e.g. Medicine 1, 2 etc.) should sit together whilst in attendance at meetings of the Council.

-
that those Councillors elected from Open Constituencies should join their relative group (i.e. those Open Constituency Councillors from Engineering and Physical Sciences should sit with those elected from that School, and so on, for each of the Schools).

This Council believes that this arrangement will allow Councillors to get to know one another, and work together in order to better represent all of the students in the Constituencies from which they were elected.


Proposer:
Ciaran Magee (14457016 – Medicine 2)

Seconder:
Jamie Gianoutsos (10421068 – Postgrad, School of English)
Mr Magee proposed the motion, stating that this was his first year as an elected member of the Council.
Mr Magee stated that he had noticed that there appeared to be two distinct ‘camps’ with the Council and he felt that such a development did not promote the forum as a community of students.  He further stated that he believed that he had been elected to serve all of the students from within his constituency regardless of any other considerations or affiliations.

Mr Daniel Brown (Postgraduate) spoke against the motion, stating that he was unaware of the two distinct groupings to which Mr Magee was referring.

Mr Sam Moore (Postgraduate) spoke on the motion, stating that he too was serving on the Council for the first time.  He stated that he had decided to stand for Council, as he wished to do something positive for students, and he acknowledged that much of the business of Council had ‘political’ overtones.  He further stated that he also felt that there were distinct groups present at Council.

On a point of information, Mr Samuel Morrison (Postgraduate) stated that it was debatable whether there were two groups within Council.

Mr Gavin Howell (Open) spoke against the motion, stating that members of the two groups referred to had brought forward many items of useful and positive business during his time on Council.

Ms Ayomide Esan (Medicine 2) spoke on the motion, stating that the fact that she did not know the other Council members from the Medicine 2 constituency suggested that it might be useful for Councillors to be seated according to constituency, at least during the initial Council meetings of the academic year.

Ms Jamie Gianoutsos (Postgraduate) spoke for the motion, stating that because of the existence of distinct interest groups at Council, she had felt that she had to abstain from voting on a number of issues, as she did not wish to be perceived as being aligned with any particular political party affiliation.

Mr David Cather (Engineering 4) spoke against the motion, stating that whilst he accepted the positive intentions behind the proposal, it was nonetheless an unworkable suggestion.

On a point of information, the Union Speaker stated that he interpreted the motion as being aspirational in nature, and the proposer of the motion agreed with this analysis. 
The Vice President of Welfare spoke on the motion, stating that he found it to be more effective during his first year on Council when he sat alongside other representatives from his LSES constituency.  He further stated that, whilst it would not be appropriate to compel Councillors to sit together, he saw no reason why they would refuse to do so, if it could be displayed that the representative function of the forum would be thus improved.

Mr Richard Cairns (Humanities 3) spoke against the motion, stating that most meetings of the Council would be inquorate were it not for the regular attendance of those Councillors who are perceived to belong to a party political grouping.  He further stated that such Councillors attended meetings in order to scrutinise the activity or non-activity of elected student officers and, in doing so, they performed a very important function.

On a point of information, Jamie Gianoutsos (Postgraduate) asked whether Mr Cairns believed that the debate over the appropriateness or otherwise of the Cultural Affairs Officer’s name being expressed in English or Irish represented important scrutiny or mere nitpicking.  Mr Cairns stated that he had not been in favour of those particular interjections.
Mr David McKeown (Deputy Editor of the Union Newspaper) spoke on the motion, stating that whilst he appreciated the sentiment behind the motion, it would not be realistic to prevent free association by members of the Council.  He further stated that the regular absence of a significant number of Councillors was a matter of greater concern.
Mr David Cather (Engineering 4) proposed that, under the provisions contained within Rule 7 Section 1.9.1, this motion should now be put.  This proposal was seconded by the Deputy Editor of the Union Newspaper, and was clearly carried.
Mr Magee summarised, stating that the purpose of the motion was to encourage greater representation on issues that are important to constituency members and to explore common ground between members from a similar academic discipline.  He further stated that he was not proposing to overhaul the existing seating arrangements.
On a point of information, Mr Andrew Connor (Engineering 3) stated that cooperation between members of Council on a constituency basis should have occurred within the Student Staff Consultative Committees, prior to the Inaugural Meeting of Council

Following a show of voting cards, Mr Magee’s motion was defeated (for 11, against 18, abstained 4).

116.3
MOTION 3
This Council would like to commend the Women’s Officer for submitting a written report to the last meeting of SRC.  It is regretted that this was the only written report received by the Councillors of this Union.

This Council believes that, by failing to provide a written report to the SRC, an officer is showing a lack of respect for their office.

This Council further believes that, at every meeting of the SRC, each officer should make available a written report of their activities.


Proposer:
Richard Reid (15778045)


Seconder:
Gavin Howell (13777041)

Mr Reid proposed the motion, stating that the production of regular written reports by elected student officers, especially by those in paid posts, was a simple matter of expressing respect for Council.
The Vice President of Welfare spoke against the motion, stating that there was not always time to produce a written report.

On a point of information, Mr Reid stated that the presentation of a summary of a student officer’s electronic calendar would probably be acceptable on those occasions when there was not time to produce a written report.
Mr Ciarnan Helferty (Humanities 2) spoke on the motion, stating that he was more concerned with effective actions by elected student officers, rather than the production of written reports.

Mr Gavin Howell (Open) spoke for the motion, stating that what was being proposed was a matter of accountability and a constitutional requirement, regardless of whether the elected student officers liked it or not.  He further stated that, at the last meeting of Council, the Vice President of Clubs and Services and the International Students’ Officer produced no written report, nor had they been present in order to give a verbal report.
Mr Howell stated that, in his opinion, democracy within the Students’ Union was already being undermined by low electoral turnouts and, in the absence of written reports from elected officers, it was extremely difficult for Councillors to report back effectively to their electorates.  He further stated that sabbatical officers were being paid approximately £15,500 per annum and it was not unreasonable for these officers to report in writing with regard to what their plans were to deal with issues such as the proposed introduction of rates increases, water charges and waste management charges, which are likely to affect students directly or indirectly.
Mr David McKeown (Deputy Editor of the Union Newspaper) spoke against the motion, stating that some members of the Executive Committee would be too busy to produce these reports.
Ms Jennifer Hill (Women’s Officer) spoke on the motion, thanking the proposer and seconder for the sentiments expressed therein.

Mr David Cather (Engineering 4) spoke for the motion, stating that it was disgraceful that some members of the Executive Committee believed themselves to be too busy to be held to account.  He reiterated the constitutional requirements with regard to the production of written reports and he stated that he believed that the Vice President of Clubs and Services had no respect for Council.
The following amendment to the motion was proposed by Mr Philip Allister (LSES 2) and seconded by Mr Andrew Connor (Engineering 3):
ADD

“Furthermore, this Council views any failure by members of the Executive Committee to produce answers to unanswered questions by Council, on the appropriate noticeboard and within the appropriate timeframe, to be an insult to the body that holds them to account.”
This amendment was accepted by the proposed and seconder of the original motion.
Mr Graeme Smyth (Open) proposed that, under the provisions contained within Rule 7 Section 1.9.1, this motion should now be put.  This proposal was seconded by the Deputy Editor of the Union Newspaper, and was clearly carried.

Mr Reid summarised briefly, stating that the written reports in question did not have to be of epic proportions but should nonetheless be informative and complete.  He further stated that it was not unreasonable for Council to expect regular feedback from all members of the Executive Committee.
The motion was duly put to the vote and, following a show of Council voting cards, was clearly carried.
At this point, a quorum count was requested as some Councillors had left the meeting.  The Union Speaker stated that, under Section 1.3.1 of Rule 7 of the Students’ Union Constitution, one-quarter of the total elected membership of the Council shall form a quorum.  Mr Barton further stated that thirty-five members of the Council would therefore have to be present in order that the meeting be quorate.

Mr Barton, under section 1.3.2 of Rule 7 of the Students’ Union Constitution, permitted the designated ten minute period for a quorum to be formed and, when it became clear that fewer than thirty-five members of the Council were present, he declared the meeting inquorate and adjourned business for the evening.

It was noted that the following items of business could not be considered at this time:
Motions 4 to 13 inclusive
The Union Speaker stated that the above motions would be included on the agenda for the next Statutory Meeting of the Council.

117.
DATE OF NEXT MEETING.

The Chair announced that the next Statutory Meeting of the Students’ Union Council would take place on Thursday 8 February 2007 at 6.15 p.m. in the Students’ Union.


DOMINIC DOHERTY

Acting Secretary to Students’ Union Council  
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