MINUTES OF AN OPEN POLICY FORUM
HELD ON 3RD MARCH 2008 AT 5.30PM

IN WHEATSHEAF 3



Chair:

Ed Marsh, President



Secretary:
Warwick Norris, VP(W&E)

The Chair welcomed everyone to the Open Policy Forum.  The Chair again explained the format of the meeting as follows:

1. Policies to be proposed
2. Speeches for the policies

3. Take any amendments or questions

4. Voting

Chair stated that the 3 top policies voted for would be taken to referendum in 2 weeks time.

PROPOSED POLICIES
The following policies were proposed:
1. HUU condemns the government’s decision to cut vital funding in Physic Departments and shows solidarity for fellow student physicists.
2. Standing Order 2003 should be reviewed and, if needed, rewritten.

3. HUU should review and rewrite, if necessary, the Constitution in its entirety.

4. HUU should review the role of  Council with the purpose of more clearly defined duties and powers of Council.

5. The Union believes Turnitin is an insult to both students and lecturers and would like to lobby the University to remove it.

6. Could you please address the rumours about voting irregularities and illegal tactics used during campaigns:

· against Standing Orders;
· against UK law – canvassing without licence or ID.

SPEECHES FOR THE ABOVE POLICIES
1.
HUU condemns the government’s decision to cut vital funding in Physic Departments and shows solidarity for fellow student physicist.

For:
· It directly impacts any undergraduate Physics students wanting to continue to post grad.
· The government shouldn’t cut any funding – we should support the physics department.
· Already 20 other Universities have shown solidarity.
Against:

· None.
Summation
-
£80 million is the proposed funding cut so it is vital for the future of the department that we help fight the cut.

2.
Standing Order 2003 should be reviewed and, if needed, rewritten.

For:

· Current SO is vague and needs reviewing. 
· It is difficult for campaigners to find out where they stand in terms of publicity.

Against:

-
None.
Summation
-
The Standing Orders are vague and can be misinterpreted.

Ed Marsh stood down from the Chair to present this policy.  H Shooman took the Chair.

3.
HUU should review and rewrite, if necessary, the Constitution in its entirety.

For:
· We should not limit the review to just Standing Order 2003.  There should be a review of the whole Constitution.
· An example of a current problem in the Constitution is that 2 out of 4 of our charitable aims are not representative on the Board of Trustees. There are also many other anomalies in the current Constitution.

· In a proposed review, we would use 3 random students to gain their opinion on the Constitution with the UEC and external trustees also contributing.

Against:
· None.
H Shooman stood down from the Chair and Ed Marsh re-took the Chair.

Summation
-
A full, inclusive and in depth review is what is needed. This should go ahead.

4.
HUU should review the role of  Council with the purpose of more clearly defined duties and powers of Council.

For:

· The Constitution needs a revamp and Council needs a clearly defined role. There are currently 16 people representing different committees and they are not giving proper consultation to the students they are representing.
Against:

-
None

Summation
-
Vote for this if you are on Council and you think it would be better for future councillors.

5. 
The Union believes Turnitin is an insult to both students and lecturers and would like to lobby the University to remove it.

For:

· Have consulted many students and staff – the current opinion is that Turnitin is “gash”.  
· Using Turnitin takes away the trust – it makes lecturers think that they cannot do their jobs properly.  
· We need the lobby the University to remove it so we can save money from the subscription.
Against:

-
None. 
Summation
-
This software is not “bulletproof”.

-
You can already tell plagiarism via the student style of writing. Tutors can already pick this up themselves without the software.

6.
Could you please address the rumours about voting irregularities and illegal tactics used during campaigns:

· against Standing Orders;
· against UK law – canvassing without licence or ID.

For:

· The election was a farce. There were many irregularities.
· Many people have heard a lot of anecdotal evidence of these irregularities and rule breaking.

· This election is in line with what you would expect in Russia and Cuba.  We cannot have a voting system that no-one has confidence in.

Against:

· Questions about the elections should be directed to the sabbaticals in Council.
· If you would like to vote to change the election rules, then vote for the Constitution change instead.

Summation
· None

VOTING
Voting took place on all of the above policies and the results were as follows:

	Policies


	Votes

	1. HUU condemns the government’s decision to cut vital funding in Physic Departments and shows solidarity for fellow student physicists
	43

	2. Standing Order 2003 should be reviewed and, if needed, rewritten.


	0


	3. HUU should review and rewrite, if necessary, the Constitution in its entirety.
	56


	4. HUU should review the role of  Council with the purpose of more clearly defined duties and powers of Council.


	1

	5. HUU believes Turnitin is an insult to both students and lecturers and would like to lobby the University to remove it.


	15


	6. Could you please address the rumours about voting irregularities and illegal tactics used during campaigns:

· against Standing Orders;

· against UK law – canvassing without licence or ID.

	0


Policies 1, 3 and 5 above were put forward as policies to go to referendum.  
1

