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Committee Members PresentActivities Committee
20th November 2025  

Emeline Brown – Activities and Employability Officer
Abhijeet Patel – Sports Officer
Abby Kenrick – Welfare Officer
Matthew Widdop – Student Groups Rep
Skylar Schwartz-Smith – Student Groups Rep
Debaarjun Dasgupta – Student Groups Rep 

Staff Members Present
Samantha Macbeth – Student Activities Manager 
Harriet Berrington-Hughes – Senior Student Groups Co-ordinator 


Trigger Warnings: 

	Item No.
	Item Title
	Meeting Notes
	Actions

	Start
	
	
	

	1
	Welcome & Introductions
	EB: Welcome to all, I am chairing today, as it is the first full meeting shall we do some introductions?

All introduce themselves and their roles

EB: delegation of duties paper – HBH?

HBH: all should have seen the paper sent round before the meeting. Does anyone have any queries or do you all agree?

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD agree to delegation of duties 


	

	2
	Constitutional Changes
	South Asian Law
EB: has been before, they have added some context, everyone okay with this? Looks good to me 

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to approve constitutional change 

Economics
EB: lots of back and forth, getting rid of senior advisor role which we queried, and presented a few other changes – comments on this?
MW: what were the objectives before?
HBH: shares these
DG: unsure on the name, is BECs confusing as there are many Birmingham societies
SM: would point out the wording of work experience for you to consider
MW: yes it also ties them in to doing a newsletter every week. I am not too bothered about the name issue.
EB: okay, any other comments? Additions of all the roles or is it just objectives?
MW: all roles seem reasonable, seems standard

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to send back for further information

Further information required: adjust the wording of 2.1.4, currently this ties the group in to doing a newsletter weekly 

ElecSoc
EB: been to us before and we queried why the additional roles were needed and they responded with justification
MW: all looks fairly standard to me, historically not too worried about too many committee members. No issues from me 
SS: do we know what these extra events are?
HBH: I am not aware of too much 
SM: I have not had anything escalate to me but hopefully they will be more active
MW: their members have voted on this and I wouldn’t want to turn them down having more committee members

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to approve constitutional change 


Quiz
EB: wanting to add two more roles, thoughts and feeling? Looks fine to me 

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to approve constitutional change 


Middle Earth
EB: doing quite a bit, changing name, committee roles etc 
MW: roles seem reasonable
AK: I think they struggled with the previous name so makes sense to me 

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to approve constitutional change 


Hindu
EB: want to add an additional acts co-ordinator, have provided justification, happy with that?

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to approve constitutional change 

PPE
EB: split up social sec role to socials and events, I’m happy

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to approve constitutional change 

Somali
EB: context on the ‘save a society’ reference?
HBH: explains it is a group who have picked up from save a society, and so are wanting to make some changes to the previous constitution
EB: events co-ord and vice chair, looks okay?

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to approve constitutional change 

Arab
EB: also SAS, swapping second vice chair for sports rep
MW: would have liked more in responsibility, but I’m not too bothered?
EB: want to go back?
MW & DD: no 

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to approve constitutional change 
	

	3
	New Groups
	Dialogue Club
EB: do people want to have another look over the proposal?
AK: is this kind of like a group discussion group, what is the overall aim? Having cross culture, faith convos?
EB: that’s how I have interpreted it
MW: that’s what I thought, nice place for people to come together
EB: wondering how this would be different to Real Talk which we are discussing today? Shall we discuss those both at once?
AK: is it worth getting those to work together?
HBH: I think the Real Talk one is concerned with a specific religious church, whereas this is general, so not sure if they would go together
DD: What they plan to do is very generic, not sure what separates them from other societies that do similar things
SM: a lot of the religious groups do inter faith activities, such as Bahai is technically an interfaith based group. 
EB: one minor point is the expression of interest, seems to be some who are not students any more – for Real Talk
DD: I think they should sit together with Real Talk and rework what they aim to do 
MW: Real Talk is more interfaith within Christianity, whereas this one is for all religions 
SM: my suggestion would be if we know for a fact they don’t have 15 then it’s a no and then it is back in their court to come back with updated numbers 
EB: why does this not stem from CU?
HBH: I know CU do sessions open to all faiths but think it is always from the Christian angle 
MW: reject this one and go back to Real Talk?
EB: sorry, real talk is the one without 15 members
AP: can we go back and ask how they can differentiate from others?
EB: seems like the consensus is to reject Real Talk, and go back to Dialogue for more information?
DD: Real Talk has problems, reject that and go back to Dialogue and tell them they need to elaborate on what makes them stand out

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to reject new group proposal - Real Talk 

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to send back new group proposal for more information – Dialogue Club 

Further information needed: unclear how this society is unique, further explain aims and planned events

Physician Associate
EB: why is this coming to us and not MDX?
HBH and SM: may have not wanted people to have to join medsoc in order to join
EB: any other comments?
MW: seems reasonable to me
DD: seems clear and doesn’t overlap, no issues 

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to approve new group proposal 

Muslims in Law
HBH: sharing crossover feedback
EB: I feel like this is okay
DD: they have a lot of interest which is good
HBH: SALs and Isoc are not happy
EB: We do already have Sikhs in law, so feel this is similar
MW: can we see the other groups objectives?
MW: Isoc I don’t think there are any concerns, SALs have a bit of a stronger argument 
EB: don’t think it crosses over in terms of objectives

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to approve new group proposal 


Midwifery
EB: are there any similar groups?
SM: think it is a new course so no
EB: checking indication of interest, 21 followers?
MW: real followers?
EB: they look real to me. Would them not being under medsoc cause any issues?
SM: dn’t think so, we have other groups e.g nursing
AK: nurses and midwifes tend to see themselves as separate
EB: great 

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to approve new group proposal 


Fashion and Law
AK: can see fashion society are in the process of being saved, were this group offered that?
HBH: different focuses, this is specifically law
MW: yes seems wider too such as ethical issues which is interesting
AK: how many followers?
EB: 41, all good

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to approve new group proposal 

Burma
MW: have these been to us before?
SS: yes, de-recognised last year
MW: is that an issue?
SM: policy says a reason to not approve is if it has been recognised in the last year, but for those derecognised at audit they can be considered. It can be due to the demographics of the university changing 
MW: yeah I think it looks okay
EB: any other feelings about this?
AK: interested as to why they are not ‘myanmar’ as Burma is the old name, just a comment but happy to approve otherwise
DD: In my experience people from Myanmar have an attachment to the old name, cultural reasons 
AK: interesting thanks!

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to approve new group proposal 


PhD
HBH: feedback from Post Graduate society, happy with It
EB: do we have indication of interest?
HBH: shares this
EB: looks good
DD: I know that a community for phds would be really good
MW: surprised we’ve never had this before, looks good!

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to approve new group proposal 

Iranian
SS: like how they have referenced events with non Iranian students too. Good evidence of interest 
DD: yes very good application 
E: great, happy to approve?

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to approve new group proposal 



Neuroscience
MW: these were de-recognised recently too. Having the Guild in affiliations section is a bit weird, and the school 
HBH: in previous cases we have just removed that as they are not proper affiliations, can double check with the group
EB: neuroscience as a degree is growing too
MW: yes had lots of interest from students 
SM: are you approving with affiliations in there?
MW: chairs action? 
AK: politics for example is in there as they get funding from the school of gov 
MW: doesn’t have to be in there for them to get funding 
EB: so recommendation to remove?
HBH: yep, chairs action?
EB: yep

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to send back for further information on new group proposal 

Further information needed: double check that the affiliations are wanted/necessary 

Black Voices
AK: to give context, this used to be a Voice campaign and they had paid ambassadors to help guild engage with black students but has since been recognised. I think it is the same group of students but have started to set it up to focus on campaign issues for black students. Support this 
MW: yes think it was a funding thing, previous knowledge from prior president 
EB: everyone happy? 

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to approve new group proposal 

	

	4
	AOB
	Emergency Grant 

HBH: starting with Catholic society, damaged cause during their ball by a member from an incident.
EB: is the balance up to date?
HBH: shares current account balance 
DD: even if it was unavoidable it was something which happened so we should help
MW: I think we should cover some
EB: 50%
MW: I agree
EB: feels like helping them out but being reasonable 

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to give 50%

Sign Language 
EB: as it is a small cost I think why can they not cover it, any thoughts?
MW: I think they have already struggled with their finances as the teacher costs are a lot, I think it’s fair
EB: yes the originals were lsot
MW: yes its what the grant is for really, I’m happy
DD: yes not like they have tried to cover up anything, transparent budgeting 

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to give full amount 

Cheese
EB: so they lost the membership money?
HBH: yes context on membersip fee
MW: yes im happy 
BE: approved 

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to give full amount


Postgrad Community Constitution 
HBH: Shares constitution, election already done for this
EB: declares conflict of interest
AK: like that they have a taught rep and research rep 
MW: 
EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to send constitution back for further information

Further information needed: specify the numbers of people in roles 

Meal Deal Society
DD: everything they are aiming to do is already done by the companies, for me I don’t see the plausibility of this 
MW: don’t think those would be grounds for rejection. Could we see constitution?
EB: it feels like it is done as a joke. Love that the membership price is a meal deal price
MW: yes, but also can’t think of a reason to reject
SS: they have come to the counter so they do seem serious
EB: we can’t reject just because we don’t like it?
MW: don’t think it fits anything in the policy
EB: looks like we’re approving then!
EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to approve new group proposal 

WISE:
AK: there is already Ostem and BEAMs so like the idea of a women’s version
EB: yep
SM: MW, does volunteering seem right or would it be academic?
MW: I’m not too sure, I’m keen to just go with what they say 
[bookmark: _GoBack]HBH & SM: think it is up to us in the end, to be wherever the support is best

EB, AP, AK, MW, SS, DD vote to approve new group proposal 

AOB:

SM: M365 – a couple of groups have already moved over but the roll out has started from next week so there may be some disruption, There’s a plan in place to try and make it as smooth as possible
EB: I grilled EP on this to make sure it would work!
MW: yes specific set blocks, everyone moving over next week has had an email.
SS: why is it changing over?
SM: it is around single sign on, trying to remove multiple people having a password to one account no longer falls under the Universities IT policy 
SM: the other thing was we are starting work on a new groups interest page, so when a proposal comes in we can put a page on the website and people will be able to show their interest and this will come through to AC as part of the new groups proposal. Means those need to be students 
MW: is that going to be a requirement?
SM: not fully confirmed but I think we would want them to do it, due to inconsistencies we have had and helps to demonstrate genuine student engagement
MW: would this add more time to the new groups process
SM: there is always a bit of time when they submit the form that they are working on their constitution, we are not at that level of detail yet but we are wanting it to fit into the process so that it would not add any additional time 


End of meeting
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Date & Time of next meeting:
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