
   
 

Senate Minutes 

Meeting attended by: a full list of attendees is available from frances.muscatelli@manchester.ac.uk 

Apologies:   

Date: Thursday 8th December 2016 

Time: 18:25 – 20:30 

Secretary: Freya Potter 

Part 1: Annual Members Meeting 

Agenda Topic 1:  Introduction 

Naa Acquah (NA) introduces the AMM and explains why we have this meeting. The meeting is declared 

quorate. 

Action items: 

Agenda Topic 2:  Approval of the Annual Report and Financial Statements for 2015-16 

NA presents Annual Report and Financial Statements for 2015-16 which are approved by a majority. 

Agenda Topic 3:  Approval of the appointment of Student Trustees 

NA presents Deej Lashley-Johnson, Sara Khan, and Leigh Johnson as Student Trustees for 2016-17. 

All  are approved by a majority.  

Agenda Topic 4:  Appointment of the Auditors 

NA explains that the Auditors have not yet been appointed by Trustees but that a tender process will 

begin soon. 

Agenda Topic 5:  Approval of existing affiliations to external organisations 

NA reminds members of affiliations to: 

Citizens Advice Bureau  for £725.80  approved with a majority 

Advice UK - £240 approved with a majority 

National Union of Students - £52,652  approved with a majority 

Agenda Topic 6:  Questions to the Trustees 

There were no questions for the Trustees 

Agenda Topic 7:  Happy Birthday to the Union! 

NA announced that it was the Union’s 155th Birthday on the 11th December and invited everyone to the 

birthday party on the 9th December 2016. 

Part 2: Senate 

Agenda Topic #1: Welcome, quorum and apologies 

Senate Chair Ruth O’Sullivan (RO) opens the meeting by welcoming Senate and audience members. 



   
 

The meeting is declared quorate and begins at [18:30] 

RO invites Senate members to start with an ice breaker – students introduce themselves. 

Action Items: None 

Agenda Topic #2: Explanation of process 

RO uses a PowerPoint presentation to cover the rules and regulations of the meeting. This covers the 

agenda, rules relating to debate, the warning card system, the use of hand signals, and elections taking 

place at Senate.  

She stressed the importance of abiding by the rules and reiterated the safe space policy. 

Action Items: None 

Agenda Topic #3: Minutes of the Previous Senate 

RO presents the minutes of the previous Senate. No one objects or offers corrections so the minutes 

are approved. 

Action Items: None 

Agenda Topic #4: State of the Union Report 

Naa Acquah (NA) presents the report. 

NA introduces herself and what State of the Union is (that it updates Senate on what is happening in the 

Students’ Union). 

NA briefly explains the plan for the building works and the timeline for this over the next year.  

NA asks people to think about who they would like to nominate for an honourary degree from the 

University. 

NA also asks people to think about people they would like to nominate to have new rooms named after 

them. 

 

Action Items: None 

Agenda Topic #5: Steering Report and Committee Minutes 

Greg delivered the report. 

Two amendments on the motion that ‘The Students’ Union should Support the Boycott, Divestment and 

Sanctions (BDS) Campaign’ have been rejected.  

-The first was found not to add, alter, or delete the lines from the motion and the submitter was 

encouraged to voice their views in senate.  

-The second was found to delete and re-write the motion in a manner which contradicts the motion’s 

purpose. A modified version was permitted. 

All other amendments were allowed. 

The Steering Report and Committee Minutes are approved.  



   
 

Action Items: None 

Agenda Topic #6: The Students Union Should Say Yes to Boycotting the NSS 

Deej Lashley-Johnson (DLJ) presents the policy and argues that boycotting the NSS was the only way 

for the students to act against the TEF. 

Amendment 1 presented by Emma Atkins (EA).  

There are no comments from the floor. 

The Amendment passes with 48 votes for, 2 against, and 3 abstentions. 

Amendment 2 presented by EA.  

There are no comments from the floor. 

The Amendment passes with 42 votes for, 7 against, and 3 abstentions. 

Amendment 3 presented by EA on behalf of Edward Dickson. 

Ally Routledge asks for a clarification of the difference between a boycott and a sabotage. 

EA clarifies that a sabotage will be more difficult. 

Ilyas Nagdee asks which would be easier. 

EA says that a boycott will be easier. 

A student from the floor asks whether a lack of feedback will be a drawback. 

EA clarifies that they will be encouraging students to fill out the MSS. 

A student from the floor asks what the difference was. 

EA clarifies that the University could not use the MSS in exactly the same way as the NSS. 

EA clarifies that this amendment is asking for a sabotage which means asking students to fill out the 

NSS in a certain way. 

The amendment falls with 1 vote for, 52 against, and 1 abstention. 

Back to the main policy debate. 

No one wanted to speak against the main policy. 

DLJ summarises the proposal. 

The policy passes with 47 votes for, 4 votes against, and 1 abstention. 

 

Action Items: None 

Agenda Topic #7: The Students’ Union should support the Boycott Divest and Sanctions (BDS) 

Campaign 

RO begins by reading out a statement from the trustees of the Students’ Union clarifying the legal 

implications of a boycott. 

The policy is introduced by Huda Ammori (HA). 

HA thanks the SU for allowing her to speak. 



   
 

HA clarifies some claims made by opposition leaflets given out at the start of the senate. 

HA acknowledges that there were tragedies on both sides of this conflict and that the aim of this policy 

was to bring about the end of the conflict. She argues that this boycott would be in line with the 

Universities’s social responsibility policy. 

Questions and clarifications. 

Q: How will this policy impacts on students at this university. 

A: This policy is about peace and is supported by many Jewish and Israeli students inside and outside 

of the University. 

EA proposes to make the voting on this policy secret. 

RO clarifies what this would mean. 

EA clarifies that this request was for student’s safety. 

Laura Allman suggests that representatives should be held accountable. 

Izzy Gurbuz (IG) clarifies that no one was elected on this issue and that student safety was paramount. 

The vote for a secret ballot passed by a show of hands vote. 

 

Back to main policy debate: 

The first speech against the policy came via a pre-recorded video from Jonathan Ajah (JA) the distance 

learner representative. 

 

Speech for: from DLJ 

DLJ draws parallels between this boycott and the boycott of South African apartheid and spoke about 

the history of activism from this University. 

 

Speech against: Lawrence Rosenberg (LR) 

LR reminds Senate of the history of the University’s Jewish Society, including 2001 vote to ban the 

Jewish society. There has been an increase in members this year, but numbers are still low.  

 

Speech for: Sara Khan 

Speaks about the ANC and Nelson Mandela being called terrorists at the time. Says that a vote against 

this policy is a vote for violence and oppression. 

 

Speech against: A student in the audience. 

The student wants to make it clear that she does not support the occupation. However, she disagrees 

with the tactic of boycotting. This would be a boycott including academics who are progressive. The 



   
 

Israeli government is different to the Israeli people. She is concerned for the safety of Jewish students 

because of the assumption they are Zionist. 

 

Speech for: IG 

Clarifies that this is about the violations of international law, not Israel as a whole. 

 

Speech against: A student from the audience 

Clarifies that the motion calls for a public endorsement of BDS which does include a boycott of 

academics and universities. Academics in Israel often criticise the government and this shouldn’t be 

boycotted. This policy singles out Israel and doesn’t mention other countries currently have violent 

occupations. Believes the boycott is not the right tactic. 

 

Speech for: A student from the audience 

The student is from Palestine, he disagrees with the claim that 85% of Palestinians are against BDS. He 

says that his family are treated as worse than second class citizens. He has Jewish friends who do 

support the BDS campaign. He supports of a two state solution as well as a BDS campaign. 

 

Speech against: Ally Routledge 

Says that everyone who has spoken against the policy is Jewish. JSoc doesn’t speak for all Jews but 

they are an autonomous group who are concerned about  Jewish students being welcomed on campus 

need to be taken seriously. 

 

Speech for: Ilyas Nagdee 

Clarifies that we are talking about complying with international law. 

 

Speech against: A student from the audience 

Says that as a member of the Jsoc, she doesn’t represent all Jewish students on campus, but if this 

policy passes it will make her feel unsafe. All four grandparents live in Israel and were refugees from 

Arab countries. Believes in the one state solution and BDS makes this impossible.  

 

Speech for: Bethan Turner 

Asks how can we have a dialogue between two countries who have unequal support from America and 

Britain. 

Asks why don’t Palestinian students have the right to feel safe on campus? 

 



   
 

Speech against: A student from the audience 

The student agrees with many points in the motion, for example the boycotting of arms manufacturers. 

But as a student of religion and theology this situation is not the same as South African apartheid. A 

vote against this is not a vote against the idea of boycotting some companies. Would encourage 

policies about boycotting individual companies and boycotting powers at home who still support Israel. 

 

HA summarises the policy. She appreciates all the comments and welcomed the debate. Her family 

members were killed in Palestine. As a Palestinian with a UK passport she can speak for those who 

cannot. Diplomacy and negotiations have been tried but have not worked. 

 

The policy passes with 32 votes for, 13 against, and 8 abstentions. 

Action Items: FM to update bye-laws and policy book 

Agenda Topic #8: The Students’ Union should challenge the University’s corporate affiliations 

that contradict the University’s ethics and social responsibility policies. 

Policy presented by Leigh Johnson (LJ) 

The Uni has many contracts eg. With BAE systems which is the main motivation for this policy. The 

BAE contract does not benefit students, it is a way to generate income for the business school. 

Q: How do we deem what’s ethical and what’s not. 

LJ: They would be researched on a case by case basis, there is a lot of evidence against BAE systems  

Q: How will the Uni manage its contractual obligations if this policy is passed. 

LJ: Ethics should be considered prior to taking out contract. 

Q: Why are we singling out BAE systems when most companies are unethical. 

LJ: Because BAE systems contradicts humanitarian laws. 

IG: Should the Union be challenging each contract or is this about the University’s process? 

LJ: The Uni should develop a procedure for vetting contracts. 

Q: Doesn’t a country have the right to defend itself? 

LJ: This is about unethical behaviour and violations of humanitarian law. 

 

Speech against: a student from the audience 

Says that this contract is about teaching opportunities for students, and does not invest directly in 

weapons. He is from Barrow where BAE Systems is based. The people he knows who works there do 

not support war crimes but they want to be educated and have work opportunities. 

 

Speech for: EA 



   
 

Clarifies that the principle of the policy is not about denying education. This contract means that the Uni 

I training employees of BAE and does not benefit students. It’s an income generator. 

 

Speech against: a student from the audience 

Believes there should be more specifics in this policy about what this would look like. 

 

Speech for: Laura Allman 

Thinks that the policy is clear and we don’t need to lay out a framework this is for the Uni to do if this 

passes. 

Q: Is this about any company deemed unethical not just BAE? 

LJ: We would focus on BAE at first but then move on to a more general policy. 

 

LJ summarised the policy. Students should take ownership of their education. 

Policy passes with 35 votes for, 10 against, and 7 abstentions.  

Action Items: FM to update bye-laws and policy book. 

Agenda Topic #: The Students’ Union should lobby the University to provide a Printer Credit 

Allowowance for Humanities students. 

Presented  by LJ. 

This policy focuses on Humanities as the feedback has been that this is not relevant to other faculties. 

Humanities students have to do a lot of printing and pay the same fees as students with many more 

contact hours.  

C: Some schools do have this already eg. Law. 

LJ: Will be looked at on a case by case basis. 

Q: How much does this credit allowance equate to? 

LJ: This is a rough idea and would be worked out later. 

SF: How much roughly do you think this would be? 

LJ: will be worked out later. 

Q: Will this be for all years? 

LJ: Yes 



   
 

Q: Is this a waste of paper? Should we lobby for online submission. 

LJ: sometimes paper is necessary and online versions wont work. 

Q: Should this be means tested? As this cost isn’t a problem for all students and could be a waste of 

money. 

LJ: Means testing is problematic and not everyone is supported by parents if they don’t qualify for 

bursaries. 

Speech against: a student 

Waste of paper and online submissions would be more environmentally friendly. 

Speech for: NA 

This isn’t about submissions, as there is already a policy about this. Sometimes paper is necessary as 

not everyone likes to read from screens. Schools to have the money to do this. 

Summaries by LJ: the Uni charges more from printing that the basic costs so they already profit from 

our printing so the cost wouldn’t be as high for the Uni as it is for students.  

 

The policy passes with 44 votes for, 4 against, and 4 abstentions 

Action Items: FM to update bye-laws and policy book. 

Agenda Topic #10: The Students’ Union should lobby the University to include staff members’ 

pronouns alongside their contact details. 

Policy presented by Rob Noon 

RN is a trans officer and cis people often take for granted that people respect the pronouns that they 

use. Explains that you can’t assume a person’s pronouns based on their appearance. This policy will 

really help non-binary students who want to use gender neutral pronouns. 

Q: Will this policy force people to out themselves? 

RN: Talked to many other trans students and they didn’t think that this would be a problem and no one 

will be forced to use any particular pronouns. The aim is to normalise. 

Rianne Desouza: Could people not stating pronouns be interpreted as transphobic? 

RN: Everyone has pronouns it’s just like stating your name 



   
 

Amendment 1 presented by IG: 

Two aspects: to include SU staff, and to make it non-compulsory so that people can stay ambiguous if 

they want to. But people should have a good reason to opt out. 

Q: Does then opting out highlight that you have an issue? 

IG: this could be an issue discussed with managers, and opting out probably wouldn’t be noticed.  

Speech against: Laura Allman 

Is pro the section about SU staff. But believes that it should be mandatory. 

Procedural motion to split the motion. 

That passes by a show of hands. The amendment is split. 

Voting on the first part – Passes 

Voting on the second part – Passes 

Back to debate on the whole amended policy  

No further speeches are made for or against 

RN declines to summarize policy 

Policy passes with 44 votes for, 4 against and 4 abstentions. 

Action Items:  FM to update bye-laws and policy book 

Next meeting: 9th February 2017 

 

 

 

 

  


