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c o u n c i l     a g e n d a

5th week Council to be held at 2.30pm on Friday 20th February 2009

Moser Theatre, Wadham College

Sign in from 2.15pm

a. Minutes of the Previous Meeting

b.
Matters Arising from the Minutes


c.
Ratifications in Council




d.
Elections in Council

e.
Reports from the Sabbatical Officers


f.
Reports from the Executive Officers who wish to make reports

g.
Questions to Members of the Executive


h.
Emergency Motions




i.
Passage of Motions Nem Con

j.
Motions of No Confidence or Censure

k.
First readings of Motions to Amend the Constitution or Standing Orders

l.
The Budget or Amended Budget

m.
Motions Authorising Capital Expenditure

n.
Other Motions

i.   motions affecting ousu members as ousu members

ii.  motions affecting ousu members as students at Oxford University

iii. motions affecting ousu members as members of the student movement

iv. motions affecting ousu members as residents of Oxford

v.  motions affecting ousu members as residents of the United Kingdom

vi. motions affecting ousu members as citizens of the world

o.
Any Other Business

 SHAPE 



 c. Ratifications in Council

1. Ratifies the changing of the BME Campaigns name to the 'campaign for Cultural and

Racial Awareness and Equality (CRAE)'.

2. Ratifies the campaign for Cultural and Racial Awareness and Equalitys (CRAE) amended constitution
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k. First readings of Motions to Amend the Constitution or Standing Orders

1. Proposed Amendment to Statutory Annual Elections for NUS Delegates

Council notes:

1. That in statutory annual elections for NUS delegates, there is no RON option made available in the constitution. 

Council believes:

1. A RON option should be made available, so that students can make their preferences concerning who will represent them to the National Union of Students clearly known.

Council resolves:

1. To amend the constitution and the standing orders as laid out in the attached appendix in order to allow for a RON option when electing NUS delegates. 

Proposed: Paul Dwyer (Keble)

Seconded: Lewis Iwu (New)

2. Proposed Amendment to By-elections to the OUSU Part-time Executive

Council notes:

1. In the electoral regulations that were passed in Trinity 2008, all by-elections to the OUSU part-time executive were to be via a cross-campus ballot.

Council believes:

1. As a result of this change, there are weeks, even months where it is not possible to fill vacant positions on the OUSU part-time executive.

2. That an election in council, while perhaps not as fully representative as a cross-campus ballot, is a more practical method of filling vacancies on the OUSU executive.

Council resolves:

1. To amend the constitution and the standing orders as laid out in the attached appendix, in order to allow vacancies on the OUSU part-time executive to be filled via a by-election in council, and not to require a cross-campus ballot. 

Proposed: Paul Dwyer (Keble)

Seconded: Lewis Iwu (New)

3. Proposed Amendment to allow Sabbatical Officers to run for more than one term of Office

Council notes:

1. That OUSU is one of only two student unions in the country that does not allow its sabbatical officers to run for more than one term of office.

Council believes:

1. As a result of this prevention for officers to stand for another year of office, or to run for another position within the student union, no real political continuity can be built up over time.

Council resolves:

1. To amend the standing order and constitution as laid out in the attached appendix, in order to remove the prohibition on elected sabbatical officers from running again, or from running for another position. 

Proposed: Paul Dwyer (Keble)

Seconded: Lewis Iwu (New)

4. Amendment of Standing Orders - Voting on issues that affect students indirectly

Council notes:

1. The recent debate at OUSU Council on the situation in Gaza

Council believes:

1. That while OUSU should primarily be focused on issues of student welfare, all members should continue to be able to propose or second any motion of their choice to Council

2. That all policy statements passed at Council should represent the majority of student opinion as far as possible

Council resolves:

1. To amend both the existing and new Standing Orders with the addition of B4.1(g): "No Motion that does not directly affect members of OUSU (as decided by the Chair of Council), including motions that affect members of OUSU as citizens of the world, may be passed unless at least two-thirds of all votes cast, including abstentions, are in favour of the motion."

Proposed: Thomas Haynes (St Catherine's)

Seconded: Sanjay Nanwani (St Peter's)

 SHAPE 



n. Other Motions

1. College Welfare Survey Working Group

Council notes:

1. Oxford University is comprised of many different colleges

2. That these colleges all have different welfare structures in place.

3. There is no central document that outlines welfare provisions at the individual colleges.

Council further notes: 

1. Due to differences in funding and structure the welfare provision at different colleges may vary greatly.

2. This difference in colleges may lead to an inequality in the provision and adversely affect some students at a college with a less comprehensive welfare structure in place.

3. The welfare structure for undergraduates and graduates may also vary within the same college

Council believes:

1. That students shouldn’t be subjected to a lottery system when it comes to welfare provisions at college.

2. There should be a base standard across the colleges of welfare provision so that each student can expect a certain level of provision from their college.

Council resolves:

1. To mandate the VP (Welfare and Equal Opportunities) to set up a working party to investigate the current welfare provision of colleges. The working party will also look in to a proposal of a base standard of welfare provision for the colleges.

2. To mandate the VP (Welfare and Equal Opportunities) to write a report based upon the findings and to submit this paper to the relevant University committees for their consideration.

Proposed: Rosanna McBeath (St Hugh’s College)

Seconded: Paul Dwyer (Keble College)

2.  Proposed Detention Centres
Council notes:

1. Campsfield House is an immigration detention centre just a few miles from Oxford.

2. The Government plans to open a new 800 bed detention centre near Bicester.

3. The Coalition Against the Bullingdon Immigration Removal Centre (CABIRC) was launched in November 2008 to oppose the Government's plan.

4. Oxford STAR is focussing on detention this term and supports CABIRC.

5. OUSU has previously supported Oxford Students to Close Campsfield and Oxford STAR

6. On the 26th of February at 1.30pm Oxford STAR will hold a rally on Broad Street to protest against Campsfield and the proposals for the Bullingdon centre.

7. The Council of Europe's Commissioner for Human Rights, Thomas Hammarberg, stated in 2008: 'The Commissioner is concerned at the United Kingdom Border Agency's public commitment to expanding the immigration detention facilities. He urges the authorities to consider the possibility of drastically limiting migrants' administrative detention.’

Council believes:

1. That indefinite detention (some people spend years in detention) is inhumane ˆ as shown by the high rates of depression and self-harm, and the hunger strikes that occur in other detention centres.

2. That detention is enormously expensive ˆ CABIRC claims the latest government figures show that detaining someone costs £130 per day or £47,450 a year. Liam Byrne stated in 2006, Œ The average direct cost (not including overheads) of holding an individual in an immigration removal centre for one week is £812.

3. That detention of 'failed' asylum seekers is unacceptable given the flaws in the asylum system, with many cases (23%) overturned on appeal and many more failing because of poor legal representation and a system based on deterrence and removal rather than sanctuary.

4. That detention is often justified on the basis that unsuccessful asylum seekers and foreign nationals will otherwise abscond or deliberately lose contact with the authorities, yet the Home Office has no facts to back this up.

5. That detaining people without charge or time limit is unacceptable in a civilised society.

Council resolves:

1. To support the aims of STAR and CABIRC.

2. To encourage JCR and MCR Presidents and others to advertise and attend the rally on 26th February.

3. To mandate the OUSU president to write letters to MPs and councillors expressing OUSU’s beliefs.

Proposed by Dom Weinberg (Balliol)

Seconded by Elle Mortimer (St Catz)
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