Motions 
Attendance – 21
Constitutional Amendment Motion – Proposed by Amrit, seconded by Brad
Amrit – Thank you Connie, I’d like to say I appreciate the JCR’s intentions and I understand why they wished to postpone this. At the heart of the concept of law is that society is governed by law, people must in principal have non impeded access to law etc. This is a matter I raised last year and I’d like it to come to a conclusion without litigation. The new provisions in combination with the old ones cause confusion and fail to address the issue, as they oust the jurisdiction of the courts. I am also aware that postponement was due to consulting with college, as I received an email advising me what governing body would ratify from my motion. Its unfortunate I have not had the email for very long. What the college are saying and what they will agree to is that the constitution doesn’t want to oust the courts, but they still want to say minor issues don’t fall in the jurisdiction of the courts. But this means it is still ousting the courts. Intention is irrelevant. I cannot agree with that position from college and would reject an amendment. Litigation would be necessary if we can’t resolve this. 
Brad – I’m going to try and add another perspective as the motion is very long. We believe it is important that the constitution lawful and robust and watertight. I don’t think there would be any actual difference practically, but you should be lawful through any opportunities. I don’t think there is a danger of the courts – Brasenose and New have the same provisions as what we’re proposing. The internal framework for disputes still can happen but you can’t refer to it as final. We’d like to hear everyone’s feedback. 
Connie – Any questions?
Freddie – I’d like to oppose this – to make it clear I’m going to share the email from college. *Freddie reads the email*. College say it is a matter for the JCR, and their key issue is that the constitution and any changes have to be ratified by the governing body and there are terms that they’re not likely to ratify. Any votes aren’t useful if they aren’t going to be passed by college. A number of amendments have been suggested and I would propose a procedural motion to make the changes College suggest. They can seek legal advice on what they ratify. There have been legal experts who have been consulted and we’re looking at the result of that. I would emphasise that we’re very grateful that this flaw has been brought up. We would defer to what college has received as advice from lawyers. 
Amrit – If you’re requesting a procedural motion that request is refused. 
Freddie – Without a procedural motion to change it college will not ratify this so it would be nearly void.
Vihan – Can we vote in favour and let college decide what they want to ratify.
Damon – I’d suggest voting for a referendum and opening up college’s advice to the whole a JCR for the referendum. Information will be available.
Amrit – I will make a few further points. The first point is that it isn’t necessarily true that college wouldn’t ratify if – if the JCR members decide to approve this, I think College would need to reconsider it. I should emphasise that if this motion does not pass litigation through the courts would be the next step – it would be personal against Connie and Grace and if I won, they would be liable for any payments and if they could not pay said payments they could become bankrupt or their assests would be seized. The college has said that Freddie has suggested that there should be some prior requirement for minor issues, but this would be still unlawful. I would refer to a recent case which concerned the constitution of the BNP which suggested a procedure before going to the courts similar to what college has said. The ruling supports my beliefs and constitution. I think we should resolve this at this meeting today rather than worry about what college may say.   
For – 5 Against – 12 Abstentions – 15
The motion does not pass. 
Damon – Can I propose an emergency motion to the agenda please.
Class Act Officer motion - Proposed by Eleanor, seconded by Ursula
Eleanor – What I’d like to do is use this as support so I can take this to college and then come back with a constitutional motion.
Amrit – The motion asserts that adding this to access and admissions would require
Eleanor – I am the officer. My predecessor said she wished she had more time to focus on inreach, as it’s stretched by access work.
Ellen – I fully support the contents of this but this needs to come back with a mandate. There’s a difficult line to draw by categorising who is working class etc. But that’s for the mandate motion.
Eleanor – It’s state comprehensive rather than state educated but basing a minority on a number alone probably isn’t helpful. 
Joe E-P – I proposed a similar thing last trinity and maybe a better wording would be an inreach officer rather than using class.
Eleanor – I think referring to it as Class Act links it back to the Class Act Campaign and mitigates any uncomfortable uses of class. 
Grace – I think linking it directly back to Class Act Campaign really helps raise the profile of the campaign also. 
For – 17 Against – 6 Abstention – 7
The motion passes.
Emergency motion – proposed by Damon, seconded by Danlei.
Household dining.
Damon – I have nothing to add.
Connie – This is an easy thing to bring to the COVID bronze group. This would also involve tabby as well etc but I’m happy to take things like this to the COVID group.
Amrit – Opposition – The motion asserts that social distancing between members of the same household has no benefit and would be safe. It is extremely unwise to adopt this when none of us have the proper understanding of the risks involved. As information comes in the potential for airborne transmission where only social distancing is the only method to combat. A cautionary approach must be taken. 
Freddie – If we keep hall capacity the same, we can achieve a significantly larger distance between household groups.
Amrit – Is there any evidence that having longer distance would help?
Freddie – Households do not social distance and it is just generally an improvement
Amrit – There is no reason to increase the risk further. We can see the legislation is inadequate from lockdown being enforced. 
Damon – This is on the assumption that we allow household to not social distance – this is totally safe within current procedures. It would be better to have groups together so we can have proper social distancing between households. 
For – 28 Against – 1 Abstentions – 3
The motion passes
Plastic bottle motion – Proposed by Imogen, Seconded by Kealan
Imogen – Cutlery can be reused so glasses could be. If not, you should have to ask for a bottle.
Mary – I have been bringing this up with college - they’re not responding to my emails. The JCR can’t resolve to remove them ourselves, but we can ask someone to take it to college and lobby.
Mary proposes a procedural motion to change it, so the resolution suggests that the JCR will lobby college to remove the bottles. 
Brad – Last year we had glasses so is the change based on COVID rules. 
Mary – It has changed because of COVID but some studies show that as long as they’re washed there is no increased risk.
Brad – I assume college has glasses as we used them last year, so I don’t see a reason why not. 
Procedural Motion 
For – 26 Against – 0 Abstentions - 3
Motion
For – 25 Against – 1 Abstentions – 2
The motion passes
Living wage motion – Proposed by Vihan, Seconded by Hannah Powell
Vihan – I have nothing else to add.
Brad – Are you happy to be mandated to lobby the college about this Connie? 
Connie – Yep – it’s already on the JCC agenda and I’m happy to. 
Ellen – I think it is awful that we don’t do this already and good luck!
For – 23 Against – 0 Abstain – 3 
The motion passes
Greenhouse gases motion – Proposed by Vihan, Seconded by Mary
Connie – Hannah Louise said I am concerned that people who follow a flexible diet may be quite limited. This might pose problems for people with eating disorders. Many people don’t have time to cook. Maybe we reintroduce meat free Monday and have fish Friday. Muslim students cannot eat pork, so they have no red meat, and many Asian women have iron deficiencies. 
Vihan – She mentioned eating disorders and iron deficiency – they’re welcome to let the chefs know as a dietary requirement.
Freddie – It leaves Islamic students with very few other options. 
Vihan – Islamic students may ask under religious reasons – I’m happy to change this.
Connie – This also may be difficult for freshers with no kitchens, especially considering restaurants are shut.
Vihan – Unless they have a health reason, they may just eat the other options in hall. 
Connie – Meat free Mondays were a thing last year.
Mary – I don’t understand why meat free Mondays have been stopped. I’m iron deficient and I am vegan and vegetarian. We have a choice and many other people do not, so it’s up to us to lower greenhouse emissions.
Riyad – Is meat currently Halal or Kosher?
Ellen – There is currently no provision – we ask these people to eat vegetarian.
Guy – I’ve heard of people eating kosher meat in hall.
Ellen – That’s good!
Brad – I do agree that this is the right thing to do and there are a lot of people who will not like this. In college you’re assured meat is coming from a good welfare background and farm. People will eat meat elsewhere. 
Vihan – I’m interested in reducing them from an anti-racist praxis – I don’t think there’s any welfare involved in animals being killed. I think looking at the welfare of the meat is a good idea however.  
Ellen – College will have no problem and the chef will be. Gareth used to be in charge of food waste in the whole country, so they’ll be super keen. College should set the moral high ground so I’m in support.
Joe E-P – If you agree with the last two resolutions but not the red meat can those be separated? 
Connie – You could propose a procedural motion or just not pass it.
Joe E-P – I know we tried to get an ethical stash motion passed – there is so much food produced in an unethical way. When you look at the environmental impact of almond milk it is massive. I think an ethical food motion in general could be better so the JCR constantly lobby college for ethical food. 
Vihan – I think beef and lamb would be the best way to start but all the food should be looked at. 
Mary - Cambridge, LSE, Goldsmiths have banned beef and/or lamb and have had massive successes with it. Cambridge's ban resulted in an 11% reduction in carbon emissions for the whole university and a 33% reduction of carbon per kilo of food reduced.
Damon – We could make it a referendum?
Vihan – I will reject that procedural motion.
Jigyasa – Hall is convenient lots of people eat there so reducing those emissions from hall means we can reduce people’s consumption without making a personal choice. If people can avoid eating red meat and go to hall it will make a big difference. 
Danlei – I think right now it isn’t the time to burden college with this issue and ethic sourcing – with lockdown approaching it isn’t the time. Freshers with no kitchens and no restaurants are so restricted. I don’t get the anti-racism point.
Vihan – The number of choices remains the same and people are very welcome to request red meat for health reasons. I don’t think we’re burdening anybody by asking them to choose new recipes. It doesn’t have to be a priority it’s just a statement of our support. You can read the article linked in regards to the anti-racist view. 
Holly – When we introduced meat free Monday less people attended and if we restrict that the effect will just continue. If all you’re served is chicken or pork you’re less likely to go. I don’t agree with the anti-racism point as it says if we don’t pass this motion we’re being racist.
Mary - Cambridge reported a 2% increase in profits after their ban on beef and lamb.
Vihan – There are other alternatives to chicken and pork. Hall sales at Cambridge increased once they banned beef and lamb. Beef and lamb cause so many greenhouse gas emissions which have a disproportionate effect on Black and brown peoples.
Mary – COVID is an emergency and so is the climate crisis. We should take urgent action and reducing greenhouse gas emissions is an emergency and urgent. If we continue to consume as we are, we will have to make even more drastic changes. We have to think about this as a crisis. 
Danlei - I really disagree that you're not restricting Freshers without kitchens, especially in lockdown where everyone is finding lifestyle tough enough as it is. We're not doing this for financial gain so I don't see how profit makes a difference? Past performance is not indicative of the future anyway.
Jigyasa - It might be a 'restriction' you have fewer options yes- but still other meat options, and still other veggie options- but because something is a restriction- does that automatically make it wrong?
Freddie – This would be a comprehensive change, so it really is suited for a referendum. It is wrong for just the people in this meeting to have a say in this. A referendum would be important. You need to address opposition through a referendum.
Vihan – I don’t see any arguments against this – there is really no reason for us not to ask college directly. 
Damon - I strongly think this is a contentious enough issue that it should be voted on by referendum
Brad - I agree with Damon
Guy D-J - Agreed
Danlei - Yes if the freshers are not here to vote
Sophie - Also agree with Damon
Hannah Roberts - I agree with Damon
Holly - Damon's right, this is something that impacts the eating habits of the whole student body and shouldn't be decided by 32 JCR members
Clementine -  Agree with damon
Jigyasa A - I agree with Damon also
Artjom - I agree with Damon
Holly – The SCR and MCR would have to have a say. 
Connie – I’m uncomfortable lobbying college if I only had enforcement from 32 members and not a referendum and I would want to consult the MCR. 
Luke - Of all colleges activities, is the carbon emissions of beef and lamb really that big of a contributor? What percentage does it contribute to colleges total carbon emissions, because I assume there are many other things that could be changed in college which would have a far larger impact on reducing carbon emissions?
Mary - College haven't undertaken a carbon audit recently that could provide that sort of information that I know of Luke. The Cambridge statistic could be a useful port of call though, an 11% reduction in total carbon emissions as a result of the beef/lamb ban
Mary - And yes the Cambridge change was catering not colleges, they are setting a moral example.
Brad - To be fair, luke, i dont think that the existence of larger contributing factors negates the importance of this particular factor. That being said, I agree with the sentiment that everyone should be involved in this decision.
Sophie - Of course, just the phrasing seemed to imply that the entire of the university, including colleges, was in favour, which I do not believe is the case and could be misleading
Danlei - Again that's extra burden for college who are busy enough isn't it - keeping a list and serving red meat purely for people with health issues and cooking exclusively for them on top of creating a varied menu outside that
Mary - It'll be a burden for the earth if we continue consuming the way we are. 
Vihan – Options aren’t restricted they’re just different. Other universities found financial gain once banning lamb and beef. There are already people who need to have special meals.
Danlei – I think it is a big burden on college.
Damon – I would like to propose a referendum via procedural motion and if that is rejected, I would like it to be voted against. 
Vihan – I am rejecting it.
Jigyasa – I think the problem here is that it is easy for people to say that they like the food they like. This isn’t about what it is easy it’s something that is important on other levels than taste. It’s easy for people to decide because it’s inconvenient. We could trial it. We can’t solve all issues at once and this is one way we know we can make a difference. I don’t think COVID is a fair excuse. 
Riyad - I agree with Jigyasa
Holly - As Damon said, I'd also urge you to vote against the motion because this is a matter that should be decided by the whole college, including the MCR and SCR 
Damon - (This is a principle of good governance - how people come to their decision shouldn’t really be relevant, if it is a contentious/important enough issue we shouldn’t be deciding this as the 31 of us)
Vihan - We can’t consult the MCR and SCR, the college will consult them when the time is right
Artjom - We should not attempt to sneak this in with 32 people pretending like we know what's best for everyone, especially with something as personal as food choices
Ciaran - 'sneak in' is a bit unfair
Holly - Especially when motions is currently at a time when some people can't contend and can't vote in absentia 
Ciaran -  this was advertised to everyone  I know of
Freddie - And so we should consult  the JCR as well as the MCR/SCR
Danlei -  Agreed if not everyone can attend motions also but have 24hrs to vote
Brad - I would urge people to agree to a referendum because this is an important matter and should be decided democratically. Just as it is not right to pass the motion with just 32 of us, it is also not right to oppose it with this minimal electorate.
Joseph EP - Agreed
Vihan – The college can consult the MCR and the SCR if Connie is lobbying them. 
For – 13 Against – 14 Abstentions – 3
The motion does not pass. 
Emergency Motion
Vihan’s original motion – Add a clause “hold a referendum asking ‘Should the college stop serving beef and lamb, the worst offenders per unit weight and per calorie when accounting for greenhouse gas emissions, responsible for 50% of all animal -related greenhouse gas emissions?”
Vihan proposes, Mary seconds.
Damon – I think it’s unfair to propose a loaded question.
Vihan – It isn’t loaded it’s fact.
Joe E-P – Will the minutes to this be published to the JCR?
Connie – Yep.
Danlei - I agree with Damon that the question shouldn't be so loaded when taken to a referendum
Holly - Please oppose - questions shouldn't be phrased like that
Vihan - Climate emergency is real, guys
Artjom - I agree with Holly
Danlei - This should be rephrased
Damon - Tbf it is fact - still shouldn’t be there
Vihan - We’re trying to save our planet :)
For – 20 Against – 6 Abstentions – 3
The motion passes
