
 





[image: image1.png]



Pembroke College Junior Parlour.
Minutes for the open meeting held Monday 10th May 2004.

Present: Iva Gaberova, Dan Shouler, Amit Shah, Emma Robinson, Varsha Jagadesham, Alok Gupta, Sophie Boldon, Roz Eggo.
Apologies: Rob Swan, Nick Allen, Ved Pehar.

Members of the Junior Parlour present: 42

1. Iva took the chair. The Chair made 2 announcements:

(i)The JPC picnic happening on Wednesday,12th May on the Bowling Green from 12-2pm. Free food and drink.
(ii)A Pembroke bop with the theme "Hats" in The Cow on Thursday 13th May, from 8pm-late. Free Entry. 2 4 1 cocktails all night!
2. Security in Pembroke.
The Chair informed students that the matter had been discussed in the JPC meetings, and that the Senior Tutor was having a meeting with the police to discuss it. The Chair announced that the College Consultative Committee was meeting tommorow (Tuesday 11th May) so to put forward any comments or queries they would like mentioned and discussed.

    Suggestions to improve security:

(i)Porter's should be able to be contacted at all times i.e. have a mobile phone                                                                                                               

(ii)Porter's to do rounds of college between 12am -6am.


(iii)Improving CCTV. Is there a possibility of a new infrared camera?

(iv)Barbed wire/Spikes on back wall.


(v)Locks on staircases.

(vi)Having the lamp posts by the back wall of college removed. This would  

                 involve the Local Council.

    Ideas regarding security were discussed. Main points arising were:

-Porter’s Lodge Telephone no. needs to be publicised more. Students ought to have it saved on their mobiles. The number will be publicised in the next JPC email newsletter.

-Locks on staircase doors would be on night key. Other possibilities were combination locks or swipe card. However changing locks would be a very slow and long term process.

The Chair called for a vote on Porter's doing rounds between 12-6am every night. Results were:    

For:24




Against:16



Abstentions:2

And the results for the vote on locks on all staircases:


For:24



Against:7



Abstentions:11

Following the voting, questions were taken from the floor.

Q:Is there any chance of reviewing hostel security such as in 59 Lensfield Road?
A:The matter will be taken to the College Consultative Committee to discuss it’s possibility.

Q: Can we please have the names and photos of porter’s publicised?

A: There will be an article in Pembroke Street and the Fresher’s guide for next year so people can know who they are.

Q: Following a recent incident in Foundress Court, is it possible for the photo of the stalker to be publicised around college so students can be on the watch out if he returns?

A: There is currently a photo of the stalker behind the college bar. The Porter’s are also aware of what he looks like. The possibility of having photos of him in more areas around college will be brought up at the College Consultative Meeting.

Q: Why does the side gate seem to have random closing times? 

A: The side gate normally should close at 6pm. If its shut earlier it’s perhaps due to security reasons. This will be inquired in the meeting tomorrow.

Q: For the coming fresher’s will there be a photoboard made up so that people can easily be remembered?

A: This is a good idea, and the Welfare Officer is keen on that but will have to take it up with college towards the end of term to see if it’s possible due to issues of consent etc

3. CUSU Council
The Chair invited Sarah Kaiser to present the controversial motions proposed at CUSU Council, and gauge student opinion so as to know how to use the two votes Pembroke has. 
Sarah said the Pembroke had already used 2 of their votes( 1 for, 1 abstained) but had 2 weeks from the meeting to change their decision. The initial procedural motion had been watered down and amended.

The amended motion proposed was for CUSU to inform students about the Local and European elections occurring on the 10th of June, and raise awareness of parties with far right policies.
The Chair than invited Sachin Shah, the CUSU Anti-racism co-chair to help elaborate what CUSU intended on doing. Sachin proposed the motion by saying that there were essentially two separate but linked aspects to the motion. The first part was about informing students of the upcoming elections, whilst the second part was mandating CUSU Officers to deal with issues of inequality. Sachin said that such issues do exist and are particularly pertinent around the time of elections. He emphasised that this motion is  not telling students to vote against the BNP, but merely highlighting certain policies, in the same way  as Labour’s Top-up Fees policy had been highlighted earlier in the year. He said that there was evidence which proved that if the BNP were institutionalised, the number of attacks (homophobic, racist, islamaphobic etc) on minority groups would rise and this would directly affect students.

Than followed a HEATED debate amongst members of the Junior Parlour…All very exciting. 

There were than questions from the floor.

Q: If you are raising awareness, why not do it for the other parties as well? If you’re going to say don’t vote BNP, surely you ought to inform them of the alternatives?

A: Sachin “We’re not telling people how to vote. The aim of the motion would be to provide information about all parties, so that the Far Right could not be elected due to low voter turn-out. For example, there will be a Labour and Conservative stance on racism  etc”
Q: How much money is mandated for raising awareness?

A: It will cost CUSU £150-200 to produce enough leaflets to pidgeon hole approximately 18,000 students.

The Chair then called upon a vote to gauge student opinion. A bit confusing this one.

Votes for the motion as it stands:

For: 16

Against: 4

Abstentions: 5

Votes for having the current motion amended:

For: 10
 

Against: 15 


Abstentions: 7

There is a CUSU open meeting in The Keynes Room, King’s College at 6pm on Wednesday 12th May to discuss any suggestions for amendments to be made to this motion. Members who wish to see any amendments made are encouraged to go to this meeting.

Also being discussed at this CUSU open meeting is whether exam results in Senate House should be continued to be publicised by name, or instead by candidate number so that they remain anonymous. A qourate of 100 students required to pass the motion that, results should be published in anonymity.

The Chair called the meeting to an end, and requested students who wished to discuss the amendments further to stay behind.

