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Trigger Warnings: 

	Item No.
	Item Title
	Meeting Notes
	Actions

	Start
	
	
	

	1
	Welcome & Introductions
	AP: Chairing today 
	

	2
	Constitutional Changes
	Economics
MW: looks good to me
EB: happy woth this
AP: looks good to me, any other thoughts?

Approve


Afropology
MW: can we look at the previous objectives please?
HBH: shares these
MW: okay, making it more specific. I am cautious of them putting specific events in their objectives, e.g the summer ball. I’m not too bothered butwould be in breach
SM: you could say the same for sports in the case of not getting a team
AP: think its looks fine, happy to move on?

(Later in the meeting, the committee returned to this and so the following discussion took place)

SM: have just noticed I missed the afropology constitution, as they have tried to rename secretary to vice president
MW: is this like other groups where they have ‘master of coin’ ?
HBH: think that is different as this is two distinct roles, wouldn’t make sense to be Secretary (Vice Pres)
MW: further info, change it, and then chairs action?

Send for further information. Inform the group that they need to have a Secretary, and so they cannot change the name to Vice President. Do they want to add VP as an additional role, or remove?
	

	3
	New Groups
	Data Analytics
HBH: has feedback for this. All groups back and said they have no concerns
MW: they have put other groups in the affiliations
DD: everything apart from that seems good to me
MW: can we bounce back? Chairs action approval?
AP: any other concerns?

Further information required – the group have put other groups as affiliations, this is not what affiliations are for so do they want to remove this?

ForBlackBoys
AP: got a good number of followers
MW: my only thoughts is, when we have these types of groups, it doesn’t inspire me with confidence that they would be open to everyone. 
AK: we do have black womens project so suppose this is like the mens version 
NW: think their objectives were written a bit wider, for anyone who may be interested. Maybe just a reminder to the group that they need to be open to all and not closed off? Think the rest looks good though. 
AK: does it say it is specifically for black boys?
MW: think it is jujst the wording of the objectives
AK: I think it’s fine
SM: want to bring up the welfare role, where they have spoken about support groups and mental health discussions. It is how they deliver that, if they have the skills to do that properly – bit of a risk
MW: got the usual signposting wording we look for. Think that would more come up with a specific risk assessment for an event, rather than querying the constitution.
AP: any other thoughts?
AK: I am happy to approve as it is
EB: me too
DD: they have already posted events on Instagram?
EB: they can do that, they are just trying to become affiliated with the guild
DD: I don’t see a problem then
AP: all happy to approve then?

APPROVED

Afghan
MW: have we had them before?
HBH: yes think so, think they are one of the cultural ones which comes and goes
SM: definitely had them a while back
AP: any thoughts?
MW: similar to the other one, they have explicitly put things in the constitution such as using whatsapp, Instagram. Not a major issue but wanted to raise
AP: looks fine to me
AK: don’t think they have put how many roles there will be for additional roles?
HBH: they have, just a bit hidden
MW: do we want to do that as an admin action.
HBH: I can do this, just move the numbers. 
AP: apart from that, happy to approve?

Approve 

JigSoc
AP: sounds good
MW: they have added 9.2, is this okay?
HBH: yes just adding to, not changing template.
SM: had a look at their Instagram and not sure it is obvious that it is students who are following them
MW: let’s have a look. Most look standard to me, some are questionable. They have 32 
AP: a few don’t look genuine 
MW: do you want to bounce it back?
DD: at least 10 seem genuine, with UOB in their bio.
MW: I am fairly happy the majority are students
AP: fine then, happy to approve

APPROVED

All Things AI
AK: I know we have the generative AI policy, does that affect anything?
HBH: is that a policy or a student vote?
MW: so the group was essentially discussing the guild reducing and discouraging the use of AI
HBH: don’t think it is currently a polocu that you would need to take into account
MW: I think that looks fine 
AP: objectives look good. Any other thoughts? 

APPROVED

South Indian
HBH: Indian society have been happy with this
S: there are already existing south Indian society, e.g Tamil and Malayalee 
AS: there is no clear show of interest
MW: there is an Instagram page 
HBH: I think they want to represent all of south india rather than those that exist for specific communities already 
ZL: were those groups reached out to?
MW: look at their obejctvies? As this is all we would be doing when we get the feedback 
AS: how would this affect grant for the same event?
MW: we would just look at that in the grant meetings, not consider here 
MW: looking at the constitutions, there is a little bit of overlap by my reading
AP: I think south Indian covers all states rather than these being specific 
SM: the new group could potentially make these groups redundant if they are doing the same things as the smaller groups 
MW: don’t think we have had this situation before. Tempted to say we reach out and get the feedback from these groups.
AP: sounds good to me.
HBH: want to refer back and tell them it is being looked into?
AP: okay, do this and get the feedback

Further information – nothing is needed from the group, but we are looking into gaining feedback from other groups and so this will return to the next AC

Dialogue Club
HBH: were at the last meeting, sent back as it wasn’t clear how they differed from others. They have come back with information responding to this. 
AP: sounds good to me
MW: sounds reasonable, sounds like a community versin of debating
EB: yes has maded it a bit clearer for me 

APPROVED

Share and Learn
Mw: interesting way to demonstrate interest 
HBH: shares constitution for productivity hub as there may be some crossover. They were contacted but didn’t respond
MW: think it doesn’t overlap but only as it is so generic 
EB: think they’re too similar personally
ZL: yes think they’re very similar
AS: yes think the fundamental is the same
MW: yes tend to agree
HBH: is there anything you think they could do if bounced back, or is it a reject?
S: think it could be good to see what events they want to do
MW: yes give them the opportunity to show how they are different
 ZL: productivity haven’t posted since sept?
MW: still an active group to consider 

Request for further information – can the group explain how they differ from The Productivity Hub?


ISA
EB: why were they derec’d?
SM: didn’t elect a committee, were previously on SAS. As they are a representation association they can be derec’d
MW: wellbeing in the objectives but say signposting 

APPROVE

Lib Dem
MW: derec’d fairly recently I think. Yes got 400 followers 
EB: personally don’t see any issues 
MW: what about the affiliation?
SM: explains it is supposed to go through external speaker process 
MW: I would bounce back anyway based on the vice chair role not having long responsibility 
AP: okay, any other thoughts?
Go back for further information re affiliation and vice chair responsibilities. 

Further information – affiliation will need checking through freedom of speech process, do the group want us to go ahead with this or remove from constitution? Please can they also add more detail to the vice chair responsibilities.

	

	4
	AOB
	Committee discussions
Reminder to not discuss outcomes outside of meetings until outcomes have been communicated with groups 

Grant date requests 
Burn FM and Folk grant extension requests – both approved 

Interest form for new groups
SM: update on where the interest form is currently
MW: think we discussed this last time but will it be mandatory?
SM: think it is that we will make it the default position, maximum 2 months to get the requirement

HBH: feedback from Econ Soc about constitutions going back and forth. This is affecting groups and so consider all changes when bouncing back rather than going back over several meetings
MW: could invite groups to meetings if they are in that position again?
SM: also could have the chairs to meet groups and bring back context from them 

HBH: next meeting to be scheduled for Jan!
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Date & Time of next meeting:
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