






SUC/M/06/7
QUEEN’S UNIVERSITY BELFAST STUDENTS’ UNION
MINUTES

Statutory Meeting of the STUDENTS’ UNION COUNCIL

held on 28 November 2006 in the Club Rooms, Students’ Union.



Present:


Mr Graham Barton (Union Speaker, in the Chair)





Mr Philip Abraham (Humanities 2)





Mr John Adams (Science and Agriculture 4)





Mr Philip Allister (LSES 2)





Mr David Baker (Postgraduate)





Mr Michael Bower (Science and Agriculture 2)





Mr Wesley Brown (Open)





Mr Richard Cairns (Humanities 3)





Mr James Campbell (Open)





Mr David Cather (Engineering 4)





Mr Colin Caughey (Vice President Welfare)





Mr Michael Collins (Humanities 1)





Mr Andrew Connor (Engineering 3)





Mr David Crowe (LSES 3)





Mr Michael Currie (Postgraduate Students’ Officer)





Mr Mark Dodds (LSES 2)





Ms Jennifer Dunn (Humanities 2)





Ms Ayomide Esan (Medicine 2)





Ms Roisin Fanning (Science and Agriculture 1)





Ms Helen Ford (Medicine 2)





Mr Michael Forde (Vice President Education)





Ms Jamie Gianoutsos (Postgraduate)

Mr Andrew Gillan (Humanities 3)

Mr Edward Hanna (Student Community Action Officer)

Mr Michal Harkin (Humanities 2)

Mr Ciarnan Helferty (Humanities 2)

Ms Julie Henderson (Science and Agriculture 4)

Mr Kevin Henry (Humanities 1)

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

Mr Gavin Howell (Open)

Mr Peter Huey (Humanities 3)

Ms Charlotte Kirkham (LSES 1)

Ms Sarah Lavery (Humanities 3)

Mr Andrew Linton (Engineering 2) 

Mr Ciaran Magee (Medicine 2)

Mr Fergus McAleavey (LSES 2)

Mr Jamie McCloy (LSES 2)

Mr Robert McClure (Engineering 4)

Mr David McKeown (Deputy Editor of the Union Newspaper)

Mr Sean Mitchell (Humanities 2)

Mr Sam Moore (Postgraduate)

Mr Samuel Morrison (Postgraduate)

Mr Richard Nevin (Engineering 3)

Mr Ben Preston (Union President)

Mr Peter Quinn (Deputy President)

Mr John Rafferty (LSES 1)





Mr Richard Reid (Engineering 2)





Mr Brian Roulston (LSES 2)





Ms Natalie Simpson (Cultural Affairs Officer)





Ms Sharon Simpson (Science and Agriculture 3)





Mr Graeme Smyth (Open)





Mr James Sneddon (Open First Year)





Mr William Wallace (Engineering 2)





Ms Laura Warke (Humanities 2)

In Attendance:


Mr Dominic Doherty (Deputy General Manager, as Acting Secretary)
89.
APOLOGIES.
Apologies for inability to attend were received from the following members:




Ms Ruth Annett (Open First Year)

Mr Elliott Bell (Open)

Ms Sarah Buchanan (Humanities 1)

Ms Lucy Fleck (Open)

Mr David Graham (Humanities 3)

Mr Jonathan Hadley (Medicine 2)

Ms Kerrie Hall (Open First Year)





Mr Dermot Keenan (Open)

Mr Christopher Loughlin (Humanities 2)

Mr Philip Lynn (Humanities 1)

Ms Joanne McCracken (Humanities 3)

Mr Kevin McGourty (Vice-President Clubs and Services)

Mr Gerard McPeake (Science and Agriculture 1)

Mr Aaron McMenamin (Medicine 1)

Mr Alan John Mitchell (Science and Agriculture 2)

Mr Mark Roy (Postgraduate)

Mr Mark Scott (LSES 3)

Mr Roger Stewart (Medicine 4)
90.
MINUTES OF THE STATUTORY MEETING OF 9 MAY 2006 AND THE INAUGURAL MEETING OF 13 NOVEMBER 2006. 

The minutes of the Statutory Meeting held on 9 May 2006 (SUC/M/06/5) and the Inaugural Meeting held on 13 November 2006 (SUC/M/06/6) were accepted as a true and accurate record.

91.
ARISING FROM THE MINUTES.

91.1
Minutes of the Statutory Meeting of 9 May 2006
Minute 78.1
Mr David Cather (Engineering 4) stated that a motion had been passed with regard to the Rag organisation, and he wished to know what progress had been made in relation to the actions stipulated within Mr Stewart’s motion.
Mr Peter Quinn (Deputy President) stated that the following progress had been made since the meeting of 9 May 2006:

· a new Rag Committee had been elected.

· additional student recruits had joined the organisation.

· money had been raised for the Oxfam organisation.

· three separate fundraising events had been staged to date, and additional events were planned.

· the PTQ publication was on sale.

· a ‘Rag Santa’ event was scheduled to take place over the coming week.

· Christmas charity collections were planned.

Mr Cather stated that the Rag organisation was one of the most positive aspects of life within the Students’ Union and he further stated that he had been most concerned in relation to the apparent demise of the organisation during the 2005-06 academic year.
92.
COMMUNICATIONS.
The Union President reported that the official photograph of the 2006-07 Students’ Union Council would be taken on Wednesday 6 December 2006 at 1.00 p.m. and he stated that all Councillors should assemble at the main foyer.

93.
BYE-ELECTIONS.


There were none.

94.
ELECTIONS.


There were none.

95.
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS / RULE AMENDMENTS.

95.1
RULE AMENDMENT 1 (regarding Clubs and Societies)


Amend:

Paragraph 820 as follows, to include:

1. Queen’s University Brazilian Ju Jitsu Club

Proposer:
Ben Preston (Union President)

Seconder:
Peter Quinn (Deputy President)

Mr David McKeown (LSES 3) asked for clarification regarding the difference between Brazilian Ju Jitsu and Ju Jitsu, which was already represented by a successful club at the University.
In response to this enquiry, Mr David Baker (Postgraduate) stated that the discipline of Brazilian Ju Jitsu was akin to the sport of judo and he added that the local student practitioners of this activity had already won awards at national and European levels.
Mr Edward Hanna (Student Community Action Officer) expressed his support for the proposed Queen’s University Belfast Brazilian Ju Jitsu Club.
The above Rule Amendment was unanimously passed.

95.2
RULE AMENDMENT 2 (Regarding Elections)

This Council proposes to amend Rule 2 of the Students’ Union Constitutional Rules to have the effect of changing the way in which sabbatical officers are elected to the Executive Committee.  This motion does not affect the election of non-sabbatical officers, although non-sabbatical elections are an issue to which we feel that Council should return at a later date.

The following amendments are proposed in block:

(i)
Edit Paragraph 8.1 of Rule 2, to insert at the end of the paragraph the following additional sentences:

These five posts shall be elected together in a single election to the Executive Committee.  Candidates shall be nominated, not for specific posts but rather, they shall be nominated as candidates for the sabbatical posts of the Executive Committee.  Those candidates duly elected, will then proceed to declare which post they wish to take.  They shall declare in the order in which they were elected as laid out in Paragraphs 6.11 and 6.12 of this Rule.
(ii)
Insert the following new Paragraphs, 6.11 and 6.12, between the existing Paragraphs 6.10 and 7.

6.11
In the case of an election to the Executive Committee, the Returning Officer shall further declare the order in which the candidates deemed elected were elected:
(a)
Candidates elected in an earlier count shall be considered to have been elected before those elected in a later count.  For example, a candidate elected in the 1st Count shall be considered to have been elected earlier than a candidate elected in the 2nd Count etc.
(b)
Where two or more candidates are elected in the same count, a candidate with a greater total vote at the end of that count shall be considered to have been elected earlier than a candidate who has a lower total vote at the end of that count.
(c)
Where two or more candidates have the same vote at the end of the count, the candidate who had the greatest vote at the earliest stage at which they had unequal votes shall be considered to have been elected earlier.
(d)
In the event of two or more candidates being elected in the same count with the same total and in the event that these candidates have been equal at all stages of the count, the Returning Officer shall decide by lot which candidate shall be considered to have been elected earlier.

6.12
Candidates deemed elected shall then declare which post they wish to

take, and they shall declare in the order in which they were elected.

(iii)
Delete Paragraph 8.16 in order to remove from the ballot the option 

‘Re-open Nominations (RON)’.


Proposer:
David Cather (14708027)


Seconder:
Philip Allister (12153052)
The Union President, raising a point of order, indicated that a proposed amendment of this nature needed to be submitted in accordance with Paragraph 18 of the Students’ Union Constitution in order to be valid, and Mr Preston indicated that Councillors had not obtained the required period of notification in this case.
Mr David Cather (Engineering 4) stated that he would like Council to debate and vote on this matter, and he accepted that the outcome of any such vote would be indicative rather than binding.
It was agreed that this proposed rule amendment would be debated as a standard motion at a later stage of the meeting.  The Union Speaker reported that the University Senate is scheduled to undertake a full review of the Students’ Union Constitution and any indicative views expressed by Council would help to inform this process.

96.
REPORT OF EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE



The following report was tabled for the consideration of the Council:


Report of the Women’s Officer (SUC/P/06/24)

The Union President reported that minutes of the Executive Committee are available to all students and these represent the best source of updates regarding the activities of the elected student officers.

Mr Preston stated that, amongst the principal issues that he is currently dealing with, are the following:

· negotiation of the planned Student Contract, which is proposing compulsory lecture attendance etc.

· the provision of social space for students within the Students’ Union premises, including the planned refurbishment of the Beech Room and the Snack Bar.

· planning for a major review of communications and marketing within the Students’ Union.

The Deputy President stated that, amongst the principal issues that he is currently dealing with, are the following:
· the implementation of recommendations arising from the recent review of the Rag organisation.

· production of the opening 2006-07 edition of the Students’ Union newspaper.

· production of the Students’ Union handbook, including the provision of adequate advertising revenue and the introduction of a new format.

· involvement in the recent Political Activism Week.

The Vice-President Education stated that, amongst the principal issues that he is currently dealing with, are the following:
· ongoing advice work, accounting for approximately 70% of Mr Forde’s workload at present.

· involvement in the recent Political Activism Week.

· involvement in the SSHH! Campaign.

· involvement in organising Freshers’ Week.

· planning for the major review of communications and marketing within the Students’ Union.

· involvement in the Careers Service Ambassadors Scheme.

· negotiation of the proposed Student Contract.

· campaigning for reform of the entry system for the Institute of Professional Legal Studies (IPLS).

The Vice-President Welfare stated that, amongst the principal issues that he is currently dealing with, are the following:
· ongoing advice work.

· campaigning on personal security issues.

· private rental sector work.

· involvement in organising Freshers’ Week.

· management of the Volunteers’ Fair.

· involvement in the SSHH! Campaign.

· participation in Residents’ Committees.

· involvement in the recent Political Activism Week.

· organising the recent Councillors’ tour of Belfast City Hall.

· involvement in Students’ Union events for World Aids Day.

In the absence of the Vice-President of Clubs and Services, the Union President indicated that, amongst the principal issues that Mr McGourty is currently dealing with, are the following:
· general Executive Committee work.

· general clubs’ and societies’ advice work.

· involvement with the University Sports Committee.

· allocation of clubs’ and societies’ grants.

· management of the Freshers’ Bazaar.

The Cultural Affairs Officer indicated that she had provided a written report that would be considered by Council at its meeting of 13 December 2006.
The Student Community Action Officer stated that, amongst the principal issues that he is currently dealing with, are the following:

· production of a Chinese handbook in association with the Quakers, in memory of the late Professor Lunn (lecturer in African Studies).

· involvement in the Young Leaders’ Programme.

· involvement in the recent re-enactment of the Battle of Saintfield.

· participation in the ‘Volunteers for Vouchers’ scheme.

· organising the Residents’ Christmas Party.

· planning of an Ulster Scots Concert, to be held in March 2007.

Mr Hanna reported that his work, and the work of all of the non-sabbatical officers, had been significantly hindered by the failure to provide basic office facilities within their new 2nd Floor accommodation.
Mr Preston agreed that the non-sabbatical officers had been failed by the Students’ Union in this instance and he gave an undertaking that he would meet with the General Manager in order to resolve the outstanding matters.

The Postgraduate Students’ Officer stated that, amongst the principal issues that he is currently dealing with, are the following:

· the formation of a Postgraduate Association or Society, to be considered by Council at a future date during the 2006-07 academic year.

· production of a questionnaire survey in order to ascertain the specific views of postgraduate students at the University.

· working with the University’s Postgraduate Office, on issues of mutual interest.

· organising a postgraduate social event, to take place prior to Christmas 2006.

In response to a question from Ms Jamie Gianoutsos (Postgraduate), Mr Currie indicated that postgraduate students undertaking Masters degrees would be able to participate in all of the above initiatives.

The Women’s Officer tabled her written report (SUC/P/06/24) for the attention of Council.

For clarification purposes, Ms Hill indicated that the acronym PISP stood for Politics, International Studies and Philosophy. 
The Deputy Editor of the Union Newspaper stated that he had only commenced his post and subsequently had no involvement in the production of the first edition of the newspaper.  Mr McKeown stated that he looked forward to working with Mr Quinn on future editions.
97.
REPORT OF UNION COMMITTEES.

The Union President reported that the dates for the inaugural meetings of all Students’ Union committees would be posted on the Students’ Union Council noticeboard in the near future.

98.
REPORTS FROM UNIVERSITY COMMITTEES.


There were none.

99.
CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTIONS.


There were none.

100.
QUESTIONS.

100.1
Question to the Union President

The SSHH! Campaign

I would like to take this opportunity to commend the Executive Committee for taking a proactive approach to a very serious issue that appears over the last few years to have been spiralling out of control.  Many permanent residents within student areas, most notably the Holylands, are tortured during term-time by a clear lack of respect from certain students for their new community.  Through the media reporting of such instance, the whole student body is tarred by the same brush.  This is why, through the SRC and the Executive Committee, we can try to change these misconceptions. 

I am aware of a £3000 grant from the Get Home Safe partnership.  Can you please provide a breakdown of where this has been spent or where it is intended to be spent?


Proposer:
Richard Cairns (12501042)


Seconder:
Gavin Howell (13777041)
The Union President reported that expenditure had been generated in relation to the purchase of tee shirts, printed flyers, posters, promotional beer mats, lollipops and banners.  Mr Preston stated that the costs associated with these items would be claimed against the £3000 grant aid that had been made available by the Get Home Safe partnership.


Supplementary Question
Mr Cairns asked whether the Union President had received any feedback from local residents, the PSNI or any other interested parties.

Mr Preston indicated that he had received significant positive feedback and he reported that he was reasonably pleased with the media coverage of the campaign.  He stated that, although it was early days, the number of problematic activities in the Holylands area had appeared to be in decline at this time. 
100.2
Question to the Union President
Can you provide a breakdown of all expenditure to date, and projections for the remainder of the academic year, with regard to funds set aside for the SSHH! Campaign?


Proposer:
Richard Cairns (12501042)


Seconder:
Gavin Howell (13777041)

The Union President stated that he was unable to provide the requested information at this time, and he stated that any interested Councillor could have access to the data if they called into his office.

On a point of information, the Vice-President Welfare stated that he would need to check the disclosure stipulations associated with the Get Home Safe grant aid, in order to ensure that guidelines would not be breached by disclosure of this information.

On a point of order, Mr David Cather (Engineering 4) stated that, under Rule 7, Section 1.8.2, any question unanswered within the prescribed period shall be displayed on one authorised noticeboard within the Students’ Union along with the answers not later than five clear days (excluding Saturday and Sunday) after the Council meeting. 

The Union Speaker stated that, if the Union President could make the requested information available, he (Mr Barton) would be happy for this information to be attached to the minutes of this meeting.


Supplementary Question
Mr Cairns asked whether the incurred expenditure included any wages costs paid to part-time staff members.
Mr Preston stated that a number of part-time staff members had been paid – from the SSHH! Campaign budget – to distribute campaign lollipops, as members of Executive Committee had not volunteered to assist in sufficient numbers for the hours required.

100.3
Question to the Union President
Is the SSHH! Campaign in coordination with any other initiatives or is it a stand-alone campaign?


Proposer:
Richard Cairns (12501042)


Seconder:
Gavin Howell (13777041)
Mr Preston indicated that the SSHH! Campaign was being coordinated with a number of other projects, including SUBS (Students’ Union Befriending Scheme).


There was no supplementary question.

100.4
Question to the Union President

Is the SSHH! Campaign restricted to Students’ Union premises?


Proposer:
Richard Cairns (12501042)


Seconder:
Gavin Howell (13777041)

Mr Preston replied in the affirmative.

Supplementary Question
Mr Cairns asked whether the Union President was concerned that the use of lollipops would be viewed as a gimmick that would detract from the serious issue of anti-social behaviour amongst young people.
Mr Preston replied that he had been disappointed with some of the media coverage of the lollipop distribution, and he emphasised that the thrust of the campaign was concerned with raising awareness of the core issues, rather than the distribution of sweets.

100.5
Question to the Union President

Are there SSHH! posters, banners, beer mats etc. in other student bars?


Proposer:
Richard Cairns (12501042)


Seconder:
Gavin Howell (13777041)

Mr Preston confirmed that the products listed were confined to the Students’ Union premises but he indicated that NUS / USI might decide to extend the distribution of these items at some point in the future.

Supplementary Question


Mr Cairns asked whether he believed that it would be desirable for University of Ulster students to be involved in the SSHH! Campaign.
Mr Preston stated that he agreed absolutely with such a proposal, as it was evident that the problem of anti-social behaviour was by no means confined to students of Queen’s University.
100.6
Question to the Union President
By now, members of the Executive Committee should have met in order to discuss their plans for the year ahead.  Could members of the Executive Committee outline their plans to Council?


Proposer:
Gavin Howell (13777041)


Seconder:
Richard Cairns (12501042)

Mr Preston indicated that the information requested is readily available on the Students’ Union website, on the ‘Executive Committee’ page.


Supplementary Question
Mr Howell enquired whether the information on the website contained details of campaigns, meetings etc.
Mr Preston stated that this was indeed the case, and the information displayed would be reviewed and updated after the Christmas vacation period.

100.7
Question to the Union President
Could individual student officers disclose their budgets for the year ahead and explain how they intend to allocate them?


Proposer:
Gavin Howell (13777041)


Seconder:
Richard Cairns (12501042)

Mr Preston indicated that the net expenditure budgets for individual officers for the 2006-07 academic year are as follows:

Student Community Action Officer

£1500


International Students’ Officer

  £515


Cultural Affairs Officer



  £515


Women’s Officer



  £600


Postgraduate Students’ Officer

  £600


Mature Students’ Officer


  £800


Vice-President Education


£5000


Vice-President Welfare


£4600


Vice-President Clubs and Services

£5450

It was noted that neither the Union President nor the Deputy President has a dedicated individual net expenditure budget.

Mr Preston stated that individual budgets were primarily allocated on the
 basis of submitted programmes of work.



There was no supplementary question.

100.8
Question to the Union President
Council notes that the Vice-President Clubs and Services is currently “out of the office”.  Council however remains mystified as to the circumstances surrounding the Vice-President’s absence.  Is the Vice President’s absence the result of some disciplinary procedure?  In which case, has he been suspended pending further investigation or is the suspension his punishment in full?


Proposer:
David Cather (14708027)


Seconder:
Philip Allister (12153052)

Mr Preston stated that the Vice-President of Clubs and Services had been suspended following a disciplinary investigation and hearing.  He further stated that the suspension imposed represented Mr McGourty’s punishment in full.


Supplementary Question
Mr Cather stated that the circumstances surrounding Mr McGourty’s current absence from the office were shrouded in mystery and he regretted the fact that Councillors appeared to be deprived of the necessary disclosure of the facts.  He asked whether the Union President believed that the penalty imposed was lenient.
Mr Preston stated that he did not feel that it was appropriate for him to comment upon the findings of the disciplinary panel.

100.9
Question to the Union President
Council notes that, before the Northern Ireland versus Spain game, an attempt was made to stop Northern Ireland fans being served in the Speakeasy Bar and, following this, an attempt was made to remove Northern Ireland fans from the Speakeasy Bar.  Were either of these moves supported by the Students’ Union Executive Committee or by the management? 


Proposer:
David Cather (14708027)


Seconder:
Philip Allister (12153052)
The Union President stated that neither of these alleged actions were or would be supported by the Students’ Union Executive Committee or by the management.


Supplementary Question
Mr Cather asked why the Hatfield Bar, a rival commercial organisation, had been permitted to host a stall at the 2006-07 Freshers’ Bazaar.

Mr Preston stated that the Hatfield Bar was present as a commercial organisation and had been invoiced for the privilege.  He added that the same bar was also being advertised on the official University website.

100.10
Question to the Union President
Were there any staff or officers of the Students’ Union involved in this attempt to remove fans from the bar?


Proposer:
David Cather (14708027)


Seconder:
Philip Allister (12153052)

The Union President stated that there were no staff members or student officers involved in this matter.

On a point of information, Mr Cather disputed this answer on the basis that a member of the Executive Committee had been explicitly involved, and he asked whether the Union President wished to answer the question again.

Mr Preston stated that he would not comment on any staff member or student officer who was acting in an unofficial capacity.


Mr Cather wished to object to Mr Preston’s apparent evasiveness.

Mr Gavin Howell (Open), on a point of order, stated that Mr Cather had already utilised his supplementary question.

It was the view of the Union Speaker that the questioner (Mr Cather) had sought a clarification.

Mr Preston stated that he did not care what student officers do when acting outside their official capacity.

100.11
Question to the Union President
How was this allowed to happen?  Can you guarantee that, in future, Northern Ireland fans will be treated fairly and like any other paying customers in the Students’ Union?




Proposer:
David Cather (14708027)


Seconder:
Philip Allister (12153052)

The Union President stated that he could guarantee that there would be no repetition.  He added that the ‘Our Wee Country’ Northern Ireland supporters’ website had included the Students’ Union as one of its recommended fan-friendly licensed premises.


Supplementary Question
Mr Cather asked whether the Union President would name and shame the individual student officer who had acted in such an abhorrent manner in his premises, regardless of Mr Preston’s stated view that he did not care how individual officers behaved when off duty.
Mr Preston stated that, given the absence through suspension of one particular Vice-President and the fact that an incident had occurred in the Students’ Union on the evening of the Northern Ireland vs Spain game, he was confident that Councillors would possess enough intelligence to draw their own conclusions, rightly or wrongly, from the available facts.

100.12
Question to the Union President
What have the Students’ Union and the University actually done to prevent a repetition of these distasteful events?


Proposer:
David Cather (14708027)


Seconder:
Philip Allister (12153052)

The Union President indicated that a reported incident had been the subject of due process, with an investigation and subsequent hearing taking place, and a penalty being imposed upon an individual. 

Mr Preston further stated that, as Mr Cather would be aware, representatives of the Students’ Union had met with members of the Queen’s University Belfast Northern Ireland Supporters Club and, since the incident in question, a successful pre-match social event had been staged in the Students’ Union prior to the recent Northern Ireland vs Latvia European Championship qualifier.

Supplementary Question
Mr Cather asked what steps would be taken, following the relevant Vice-President’s return to work, in order to ensure that there would be no repetition of this type of incident.
The Union President wondered whether the Council was trying to mandate him to actually line manager the Vice-President of Clubs and Services.
There followed an attempt to suspend standing orders in order to propose that the Union President become the line manager of the Vice-President of Clubs and Services, but this proposal failed to attain the required majority.

The Union Speaker indicated that the allocated thirty minutes for ‘question time’ had elapsed and he suggested that Council vote on whether to extend this section of the meeting in order to consider all remaining questions.  This proposal was clearly defeated.

The Council noted that, under Rule 7 Section 1.8.2 of the Students’ Union Constitution, unanswered questions were required to be displayed on the Students’ Union Council noticeboard in the Union building along with the answers, not later than five clear days (excluding Saturday and Sunday) after the Council meeting.
The unanswered questions were:
To the Vice-President Welfare

What was the cost to the Students’ Union of the SSHH! Campaign?


Proposer:
Mark Scott (15925048)


Seconder:
Mark Dodds (12991058)

Can you please provide Council with a breakdown of how this money was spent?


Proposer:
Mark Scott (15925048)


Seconder:
Mark Dodds (12991058)


To the Vice-President Education
What was the cost of the Political Awareness Week organised at the start of term?


Proposer:
Mark Dodds (12991058)


Seconder:
Mark Scott (15925048)

Can you please provide Council with a breakdown of how this money was spent? 


Proposer:
Mark Dodds (12991058)

Seconder:
Mark Scott (15925048)
101.
MOTIONS.

101.1
MOTION 1
This Council proposes to amend Rule 2 of the Students’ Union Constitutional Rules to have the effect of changing the way in which sabbatical officers are elected to the Executive Committee.  This motion does not affect the election of non-sabbatical officers, although non-sabbatical elections are an issue to which we feel that Council should return at a later date.

The following amendments are proposed in block:

(i)
Edit Paragraph 8.1 of Rule 2, to insert at the end of the paragraph the following additional sentences:

These five posts shall be elected together in a single election to the Executive Committee.  Candidates shall be nominated, not for specific posts but rather, they shall be nominated as candidates for the sabbatical posts of the Executive Committee.  Those candidates duly elected, will then proceed to declare which post they wish to take.  They shall declare in the order in which they were elected as laid out in Paragraphs 6.11 and 6.12 of this Rule.
(ii)
Insert the following new Paragraphs, 6.11 and 6.12, between the existing Paragraphs 6.10 and 7.

6.11
In the case of an election to the Executive Committee, the Returning Officer shall further declare the order in which the candidates deemed elected were elected:
(a)
Candidates elected in an earlier count shall be considered to have been elected before those elected in a later count.  For example, a candidate elected in the 1st Count shall be considered to have been elected earlier than a candidate elected in the 2nd Count etc.
(b)
Where two or more candidates are elected in the same count, a candidate with a greater total vote at the end of that count shall be considered to have been elected earlier than a candidate who has a lower total vote at the end of that count.
(c)
Where two or more candidates have the same vote at the end of the count, the candidate who had the greatest vote at the earliest stage at which they had unequal votes shall be considered to have been elected earlier.
(d)
In the event of two or more candidates being elected in the same count with the same total and in the event that these candidates have been equal at all stages of the count, the Returning Officer shall decide by lot which candidate shall be considered to have been elected earlier.

6.12
Candidates deemed elected shall then declare which post they wish to

take, and they shall declare in the order in which they were elected.

(iii)
Delete Paragraph 8.16 in order to remove from the ballot the option 

‘Re-open Nominations (RON)’.


Proposer:
David Cather (14708027)


Seconder:
Philip Allister (12153052)
Mr Cather proposed the motion.  He stated that this was a most important motion, despite the fact that it would only have recommendatory status, and he indicated that it was vitally important that the motion be passed and then submitted to the Election Regulations Committee and, in due course, to the University Senate.

Mr Cather stated that, under the current situation, it was possible to control the entire Executive Committee if one section of the student body could gather 51% of the vote at any given election.  He further stated that, under this unsatisfactory system, one section of the community had tended to lose out on representation.
Mr Cather stated that his motion was a fair proposal and he urged members of the Council to vote for it.


The Union Speaker thanked Mr Cather for his brevity.

Mr Richard Reid (Engineering 2) spoke against the motion, stating that candidates would not necessarily be elected to the specific position that they wished to hold, and that the entire proposal was completely unworkable and ill-conceived.
Mr Reid was also opposed to the removal of the ‘Re-Open Nominations’ option, as he felt that it was important for the electorate to be able to register a protest vote without spoiling their ballot.

Mr David McKeown (Deputy Editor of the Union Newspaper) spoke on the motion, indicating that the removal of Paragraph 8.16 would not be sufficient to consign the ‘Re-Open Nomination’ option to the dustbin.  Mr McKeown stated that the option is referred to in other areas of the Students’ Union Constitution.
Mr Philip Allister (LSES 2) spoke for the motion, stating that this proposal represented a unique opportunity to add balance since, under the current system, only the simple majority of students have any real representative power.  He further stated that, if the current Students’ Union Executive Committee electoral system was extended to the Northern Ireland Assembly for each of the 108 available seats, the Democratic Unionist Party would win each and every one of these and, notwithstanding this intriguing prospect, most people would regard such a voting system as being undesirable. 
Mr Allister stated that, in the event of someone standing for a post that was not available to them when they were declared elected, the candidate in question could simply stand down and the next elected candidate could be offered the position in question.
The Union President spoke against the motion although, acknowledging that he was a product of the current system, he stated that he could easily be accused of personal bias with regard to this matter.
Mr Preston stated that the existing system has worked for many years and, despite the fact that students live in a divided community, it should never be forgotten that the University was primarily a seat of learning, where party political differences should be put aside.  He further stated that the current Executive Committee was representative of the student body and was concerned with genuine student issues, rather than the issues of partisan interest groups.
Mr Preston described Mr Cather’s motion as ‘farcical’ and urged Council to reject it accordingly.

Mr Edward Hanna (Student Community Action Officer) spoke on the motion, stating that the current system had not worked for his community over the years.  Mr Hanna further indicated that, under the current system, no international student had any possibility of being elected to a sabbatical position.

On a point of order, the Union President disputed whether Mr Hanna had actually spoken on the motion, as his speech sounded as though it was supportive of the motion.  The Union Speaker was happy to give Mr Hanna the benefit of the doubt on this occasion.
Mr Samuel Morrison (Postgraduate) spoke on the motion, but he felt that the ‘Re-Open Nominations’ option should remain available.
Mr Andrew Connor (Engineering 3) spoke for the motion, taking particular issue with the speech of the Union President.  He stated that the Students’ Union had been a cold house for unionist students for many years and any proposal that could offer representation for all communities should be embraced.  He added that this motion also offered an opportunity to reduce sectarianism on campus.
Ms Natalie Simpson (Cultural Affairs Officer) spoke against the motion, stating that this motion would not reduce sectarianism.  She added that elected student officers should represent all students, rather than only those who had voted for them.

There was a proposal by Mr David McKeown (Deputy Editor of the Union Newspaper) that this motion now be put.  This proposal was seconded by the Union President and was agreed (for 26, against 20, abstained 1).

Mr Cather summarised, calling upon Councillors to look beyond personalities and personal dislikes in order to pass a motion that had been campaigned on for a number of years.
Following a show of voting cards, Mr Cather’s motion was defeated (for 17, against 23, abstained 3).

101.2
MOTION 2
This Council condemns as racist and anti-Semitic the academic boycott of Israel and notes with concern that four members of staff at Queen’s University Belfast have publicly stated their support for it.  This Council supports the principle of academic neutrality; the principle that academics should be free to travel, exchange ideas and meet unhindered by political circumstances.  


Proposer:
Samuel Morrison (10974067)


Seconder:
David Cather (14708027)

Mr Morrison proposed the motion, and he emphasised that he did not wish it to be construed as extreme.  He gave a brief history of 1930s Germany and pointed out that one result of this era had been the denigration of the work of Albert Einstein as ‘Jewish Physics’.  

Mr Morrison stated that a September 2006 letter in the Irish Times had called for an academic boycott of Israel and the letter’s signatories had included four academics from Queen’s University Belfast.

Mr Kevin Henry (Humanities 1) spoke against the motion, stating that there was a massive difference between the Holocaust and the current situation with regard to Israel and Palestine.  He further stated that Councillors should be aware that there is a clear difference between being anti-Zionist and being anti-Semitic.

Mr David McKeown (Deputy Editor of the Union Newspaper) spoke on the motion, asking for the identity of the staff members in question.  Mr McKeown wished to know whether they had been writing in an individual capacity and, if not, whether the University should have had a view regarding this action.

On a point of information, Mr Morrison stated that the individuals in question had signed the letter as members of staff at the University.
Mr David Cather (Engineering 4) spoke for the motion, stressing the importance of supporting individual academic freedom and academic neutrality. 

Mr Cather stated that, during the Cold War, academics from both sides of the Iron Curtain were generally able to collaborate in an educational sense.  He further stated that this motion was not about being for or against the existence of either Israel or Palestine.
Mr Sean Mitchell (Humanities 2) spoke against the motion, disagreeing with an earlier description of the Palestinian issue as ‘a petty squabble’.

Mr Mitchell stated that the academic boycott of Israel is supported by Jewish academics and the Jews for Justice organisation.  He further stated that this is not the 1930s and pointed out that the proposer of the motion had made no reference to the Palestinian people, thus betraying his true sympathies.
Ms Ayimade Esan (Medicine 2) spoke on the motion, agreeing with the need to support academic neutrality, and she proposed that the motion be amended to remove the phrase “as racist and anti-Semitic”.  This proposed amendment was seconded by the Union President, and was accepted by Mr Morrison, the proposer of the original motion.
The amended motion thus read:

This Council condemns the academic boycott of Israel and notes with concern that four members of staff at Queen’s University Belfast have publicly stated their support for it.  This Council supports the principle of academic neutrality; the principle that academics should be free to travel, exchange ideas and meet unhindered by political circumstances.
Ms Jamie Gianoutsos (Postgraduate) spoke on the motion, suggesting that continued debate with Israeli professors could be enlightening.

Mr Michael Collins (Humanities 1) spoke against the motion, stating that Israel was a racist state and that Arabs based there would not even be permitted to participate in a debate of this nature.
Mr Andrew Connor (Engineering 3) spoke on the motion, in order to point out that the reference to anti-Semitism had now been removed from the motion.
Mr Michal Harkin (Humanities 2) objected to an earlier remark by Mr Morrison regarding ‘Arab suicide bombers’.  Mr Morrison was happy to withdraw the remark in question, and this was accepted by Council.

There was a proposal by Mr Andrew Connor (Engineering 3) that this motion now be put.  This proposal was seconded by Mr Philip Allister (LSES 2) and was agreed by Council.

Following a show of voting cards, the amended motion was clearly carried.

101.3
MOTION 3
Following recent reports of somewhat out-of-character behaviour from the Vice-President Clubs and Services, this Council expresses its deep and genuinely-held concern for both the Vice-President and those whom he works with.

This Council mandates the Executive Committee to consider the possible beneficial consequences of the Vice-President Clubs and Services attending an anger management course.

Further, this Council feel that the Executive Committee should carry out a cost benefit analysis of piping soothing music into the Vice-President Clubs and Services’ office.  If the Executive Committee decides that such a policy would positively impact upon the Vice-President’s interactions with the student body, and with the general public as a whole, then Council feels that the cost of some tapes of whale music would be eminently justified.

This Council mandates the Executive Committee to report back to Council, regarding the outcome of such an analysis at the next Statutory Meeting.  Council will, of course, welcome any other novel suggestions that the Executive Committee may come up with during the course of its deliberations.


Proposer:
David Cather (14708027)


Seconder:
Edward Hanna (13614045)
Mr Cather formally proposed the motion, stating that Mr McGourty’s position was both farcical and clearly untenable.  

Mr Colin Caughey (Vice-President Welfare) spoke against the motion, stating that this motion was a waste of Council’s time.
Mr Samuel Morrison (Postgraduate) spoke on the motion, stating that he wished to disassociate himself from ‘bar dwellers’ as he was an upstanding and tea-total Free Presbyterian.
There was a proposal by Mr David McKeown (Deputy Editor of the Union Newspaper) that this motion now be put.  This proposal was seconded by the Union President and was agreed.

Mr Cather declined to summarise.

Following a show of voting cards, Mr Cather’s motion was narrowly carried (for 12, against 10, abstained 12).

101.4
MOTION 4


Following the recent production of sports shirts glorifying convicted terrorists, the so-called hunger strikers, by O’Neill’s Irish International Sports Co. Ltd; this Council calls upon the Students’ Union to stop using O’Neill’s as a supplier.


Proposer:
Thomas Hogg (12862061)


Seconder:
Mark Roy (16115015)

Mr Hogg proposed the motion, stating the production of a commemorative sports shirt by O’Neill’s had been grossly offensive to the unionist community and had caused immense pain to the victims of republican violence.
Mr Hogg stated that the wearing of the garment within the Students’ Union building was most offensive and he called upon the O’Neill’s company to be removed from the Students’ Union’s list of suppliers.

On a point of information, the Union President stated that the Students’ Union used suppliers recommended by the University’s Purchasing Office.

Mr Michal Harkin (Humanities 2) spoke against the motion, stating that O’Neill’s had now withdrawn the garment in question.  He further stated that the company had never endorsed any political views expressed by any groups or individuals who had placed orders for the shirt and they were merely a commercial sportswear company responding to customer demand.
Mr Fergus McAleavy (LSES 2) spoke on the motion, questioning the use of the phrase of ‘so-called’ to describe the hunger strikers and asking the proposer of the motion to provide details of the convictions of the individual prisoners who participated in the republican hunger strikes of the early 1980s.
On a point of information, Mr Hogg stated that Bobby Sands had been convicted of causing an explosion at a commercial store at Balmoral.  He added that many people within his community and beyond would have regarded the actions of Bobby Sands and his colleagues whilst in prison as constituting suicide.

Mr Samuel Morrison (Postgraduate) spoke on the motion, stating that the production of such garments and the staging of commemorative events on GAA premises justified the use of the term Sinn Fein/IRA.
Mr Gavin Howell (Open) spoke for the motion, noting that a motion of similar sentiment had been submitted by Mark Dunn at the Council meeting of 9 May 2006 and he congratulated the Democratic Unionist Association for following the fine example set by Mr Dunn.
There was a proposal by Mr Richard Reid (Engineering 2) that this motion now be put.  This proposal was seconded by James Sneddon (Open First Year) and was agreed.


Mr Hogg declined to summarise.

Following a show of voting cards, Mr Hogg’s motion was clearly carried (for 21, against 6, abstained 9).

102.
DATE OF NEXT MEETING.

The Chair announced that the next Statutory Meeting of the Students’ Union Council would take place on Wednesday 13 December 2006 at 6.15 p.m. in the Students’ Union.


DOMINIC DOHERTY

Acting Secretary to Students’ Union Council  

