GMA 12th of March

19:34 at the Vergulde Kruik (written by Francesco Limacher, Ab Actis)
1. Opening

1934 - GMA Opened
2. Present:

Lotte, Jelle, Hidde-Bas, Tillie, Cato, Siebren, Loren, Helsy, Fabius and the board
is present. 15 in total.

1935 - Esmeée explained how voting works for new people who may not know
how it works, the general structure of today, and what the next GMA will look
like, including any questions anyone may have or add a topic to the agenda.

1938 - nobody had anything to add to the agenda.
3. Confirmation of the agenda

1938 - the agenda was confirmed unanimously.
4. Accepting last GMAs minutes

1939 - the last GMAs minutes were accepted unanimously.
5. Presentation of the roles in the policy

1940 - Esmeée introduces the roles in the policy as is detailed in the GMA script,
summarised below:
- ‘At the last GMA we voted in the Policy and Budget for this year.
However the specific roles for the board members that are in the
Policy were not voted in. You all received our Policy in the email that
was sent out and there you can find the role specifications on page
7-9. We have tried to make them more connected to the rest of the
policy by describing which board member will focus on which

specific aim in our policy. Are there any questions about this part of



the policy or anything specific you would like to know?’

1941 - Fabius asks: does anyone else have the issue that opening the link in the
email doesn't work? (We figured out it might be an individual issue with Fabius’
phone, it works for other people and Fabius got access to it).

1943 - There were no questions about the policy roles specifications.
1944 - 14 voted in favour of the policy roles restoration. It passed unanimously.
6. By-law restoration

1945 - Esmeée introduces the by-law restoration specifications as detailed in the
GMA script, shown later in these minutes.

1948 - Lotte doesn’t see blue bylaws in the second bylaw document. Esmée
realised that she made them purple. We clarified what the categories for bylaw
changes were.

1949 - Esmeée continues with the GMA script, as shown below:

For this point we will be referring to the first 2 by-law documents. After the last
GMA, and the discussion that arised there about the nature of accepting by-laws
during GMA's (see the minutes of the last GMA, which are attached), there was a
meeting between the board and the COA to discuss how to go about the by-laws.
At this meeting it was discovered that not all of the by-law changes made
throughout the years since the document has existed are well documented. This
means that according to the records some of the by-laws are not officially voted
in. Before we will be able to decide more on the previously mentioned discussion
this problem needs to be solved. To solve this problem, we did a deep dive into
the archives and tried to find the origins of all of the by-laws. Most have been
accounted for, however a few had some complications. We have discussed these
at length and decided what to do with them.

1954 - We finished the GMA script on informing people on the by-law
restorations and started a 5-minute break.

Break

2002 - The break is not over, but Diederic joined, making the attendance count
16 now.



2005 - we resumed the GMA and the record reflects that we all enjoyed the
cookies.

2005 - Esmeée: what we are doing now is restoring the bylaws to reflect a correct
document. We aren’t making additions now.

2006 - Esmeée repeats what category 1 means in the script, giving the old- and
the new formulation first for 3.8, reminding everyone that we have decided to
go with the old formulation. We decided to state the old, new, old formulations.

NB: what category 1 entails as written in the script is detailed below:

Category 1

These are by-laws that have been voted in, but have a different formulation in the
current document which is unaccounted for. For these by-laws we have decided
to go back to the old formulation which already has been voted in. These by-laws
are: 3.8; 6.4; 6.16;

Reminder:

For Category 1, no votes will be necessary since we are leaving behind the
formulation that was not voted in and we are choosing to go back to a previously
documented voted in by-law.

2007 - the old formulation was read out of 3.8.

If Board has an appointed Assessor Education, this Assessor is responsible for
maintaining, expanding, and nourishing the philosophical development of the
Members, and to this end chairing the Education Committee.

2008 - the new formulation was read out of 3.8.

If The Board has an appointed Assessor Education, this Assessor is responsible
for maintaining, expanding, and nourishing the philosophical development of the
Members, and to this end facilitating conversation and cooperation with the
Institute for Philosophy of Leiden University

2008 - the old formulation was read out again.

2008 - Inga: we wanted to go back to the old version because with the

mentoring programme being a part of assessor education, there is a need to
have a connection with the institute of philosophy. And the old formulation
reflects that. Esmeée: having contact with the professors also means being in



contact with the institute of philosophy. Inga: the assessor is a possible bridge
with the institute. Loren: in the old formulation with members was as a capital
letter, but the word is with a capital letter, but is this necessary? Lotte: the
members are a definition in the bylaws, so they are capitalised. Loren: |
understand that may be the reason, but is it necessary, formally? Fabius: Yes,
because we clarified what a definition is in the text, and it is coherent, and since
we have established it functionally, it makes sense. It also looks cool. Esmeée: If
we refer to Members as members, we could name members generally, not
Symposion members. Loren: Oh so there are two types of members. Esmeée: Yes,
there are honorary members that have an honorary role and do not need to pay
the fees. But then we also have paying members, so there are two types of
members contained in the term Members.

2013 - Fabius: Can anyone propose an honorary member? Esmée: Yes, but we
can do that next GMA.

2013 - Fabius: If you guys have done this research work now, you could make it
into an article for Symposion to show how the movements happened historically
in the bylaws.

2014 - Siebren: An article on the history of Symposion seems more boring than
about the bylaws.

2015 - Loren: I'm not really convinced by the argument of the capitalised letter.

2015 - Siebren: Shouldn’t we talk about the stuff that actually matters and not
stuff about the capitalised letters? Esmeée: people can still add stuff.

2016 - Lotte: In the next GMA can we add the honorary members as a
definition in the bylaws? (Yes)

2016 - Article 3.8 was accepted.
2016 - the new formulation was read out of 6.4.

Members can apply for the Formation Committee. However, members of the
Formation Committee cannot apply for a Board position.

2017 - the old formulation was read out of 6.4.

Members can apply for the Formation Committee. Yet, an applicant cannot
themselves be applying to become a board member.



2017 - the new formulation was read out again.

2017 - Loren: the part marked in red is the new formulation, which is
swapped...? Esmée: the new one is with the line through it, the old one is
without the line through it, and the one we want to go back to is the one
without the lines. The way it’s written down now is not how it’s in the bylaws.

2019 - Fabius: Aren’t we losing something for people to apply to the formation
committee and board members? Esmée: the point of application happens at
different times. Jelle: can you be applied by other people to be a board member?
Esmeée: Well, the way it works now is that you apply yourself to be a board
member.

2020 - we return to the old formulation for bylaw 6.4, there are no objections.
2021 - the old formulation was read out of 6.16.

Candidates must be made aware of the formation process. They have to be
given a sufficient understanding of their rights to privacy, their right to be kept
informed of any non-confidential information and their responsibilities to speak
truthfully during interviews

2021 - the new formulation was read out of 6.16.

Candidates must be made aware of the process and their own position within
the formation of the board. They have to be given a sufficient understanding of
their rights to privacy, their right to be kept informed of any non-confidential
information and their responsibilities to speak truthfully during interviews.

2021 - the old formulation was read out again.

2022 - Siebren: It should be added that the chair of the formation committee
should perform the tasks of the formation committee - aka making candidates
aware of the formation process. Esmée: So you're saying about how the process
should go, specifically. Fabius: Is there a bylaw already about the chair of the
formation committee and if we should add it to that article?

2025 - we take the old formulation for bylaw 6.16, there are no objections.

2025 - Esmée moves onto category 2, which has not been voted in and needs to
be voted in now. She will read out the formulations. The categories should be in
orange. Shown below is what is written in the script regarding category 2:



Category 2

These are by-laws that have been voted in, but have a different formulation in the
current document which is unaccounted for. We have decided to use the new
formulation that wasn’t voted in officially. These by-laws are: 3.2; 3.7; 3.12; 3.33;
5.21;6.9;6.13; 9.2;

Reminder:

For Category 2, there will need to be a vote, these are the current formulations
that are in the by-laws, however they are not the formulations that were actually
voted in. If these formulations are not voted in, we will have to go back to the
previous formulation, which has been voted in before.

2026 - the new formulation was read out of 3.2.

Board is responsible for convening the GMA atHeastthree-at least four times
during its term. In particular, it is necessary to hold the transfer, policy-budget
presentation, check up and present the board FC. For all of these the agenda
needs to be sent a week before to all members.

2026 - the old formulation was read out of 3.2.

The Board is responsible for convening the GMA at least three times during its
term.

2027 - the new formulation was read out again.

2027 - Lotte: for the next GMA | want to change the formulation for the board.
Loren: it should also be clearer that FC means Formation Committee. Tillie:
what does it actually mean? I don’t know. Loren: Does it also have a meaning in
English? It’s slightly odd also.

2029 - we had a discussion about latin abbreviations and the fact that the
abbreviations that we have should be changed.

2029 - Fabius: Gijs popularised these abbreviations; that was the logic behind
it.

2030 - The vote was unanimous. Article 3.2 is now voted in.
2031 - the new bylaw was read out of 3.7.

If Board has an appointed Assessor Extern, this Assessor is responsible for



maintaining, expanding, and nourishing communications and partnerships with
parties outside of Association. As well as working with social media platforms to
promote and create a database of event documentation.

2031 - the old bylaw was read out of 3.7.

If The Board has an appointed Assessor Extern, this Assessor is responsible for
maintaining, expanding, and nourishing communications and partnerships with
parties outside of Association.

2031 - the new bylaw was read out again.

2032 - Siebren: I have something else for the future to say, the next GMA. It
should be added that they should also organise the Cobo, you know? (Fabius
and Lotte find this controversial). Hannah: It’s also about external
communications and so on. Cedric: if some boards don’t want to do it, it
shouldn’t be in the bylaws. Esmée: Cobos can be a collaborative thing. Lotte: We
can talk about it next time.

2034 - Loren: So in the added sentence, working with social media, it's about
working with instagram accounts, not working with instagram as the
institution, right? Esmée: The first one doesn't mention social media, but good
point, we could look at changing the formulation. Lotte: We could reformulate it
in a way that it is worded as distributing promotional content through social
media like, etc etc. Fabius: I like the current formulation, I think we know what
working with means. Lotte: | think it’s bad to translate it into English, since it
means something else in Dutch so it may be unclear. Lotte: I want to add that
we are also promoting to add attendance to events and also to recruit members.
But I guess it’s all about semantics in the end.

2038 - Loren: As well as working with, is that a correct sentence? Esmeée: Yes.
We can discuss the formulation now but we vote for either the old or new
formulation now, not at another time. The document first needs to be correct.

2041 - The vote for was 14, vote against 1, none withheld. The new bylaw 3.7 is
voted in.

2041 - Iza walked in.
2042 - the new bylaw was read out of 3.12.

The Ab Actis is responsible for preserving the member registry of Association,



taking minutes in Board meetings, and organisational tasks Board may deem fit
to assign to them, like making reservations at locations for a variety of activities.
They also are responsible to create and distribute the monthly mail.

2042 - the old bylaw was read out of 3.12.

The Ab Actis is responsible for preserving the member registry of Association,
taking minutes in Board meetings, and organisational tasks the Board may
deem fit to assign to them, like making reservations at locations for a variety of
activities.

2042 - the new bylaw was read out again.

2043 - Lotte: I want to change the version for next GMA and remove the
making reservations at locations.

2043 - The vote was unanimous for the new bylaw 3.12.

2044 - Esmeée: 3.33 and 5.21 are in the wrong category, so we move them to
category 3. So now we move to bylaw 6.9.

2046 - the new bylaw was read out of 6.9.

Each member of the formation committee shall be present for meetings,
interviews and presentations. Exceptions being other serious commitments.

2046 - the old bylaw was read out of 6.9.

Each member of the Formation Committee shall be present for meetings,
interviews and presentations. Exceptions being unforeseen circumstances
beyond their control

2046 - the new bylaw was read out again.

2047 - Lotte: Can we combine the two formulations - as unforeseen
circumstances or beyond your control? Esmée: We can, but we do that next time.

2048 - The vote was unanimous for the new bylaw 6.9.
2049 - the new bylaw was read out of 6.13.

Members are allowed to create a counter board and present that at the transfer
GMA with or without informing the Board. There will then occur an election of
either the options, voted in through majority vote.



2049 - the old bylaw was read out of 6.13.

Members are allowed to create a counter board and present that at the GMA
with or without informing Board, which will be voted on through maijority vote.

2049 - the new bylaw was read out again.

2050 - Lotte: I'm guessing that the election will occur at the GMA but it doesn’t
say so. So if we want to include it as a bylaw, we should name it, at the GMA
where the candidate board is proposed. Iza: the proposed board should be
known in advance what the board will be so they have a week before to form a
different board. The candidate board is known before the GMA. Esmeée: we
have to propose the counter board at the GMA but we can know the counter
board before the board is formed.

2052 - Loren: Maybe we change the versions of bylaws in a different version.
Esmeée: yeah but we also already had 4 different formulation bylaw documents.

2053 - Siebren: If candidate board is denied, a counter board can be proposed,
even though that seems very mean. Iza: There are 2 options; there is a board
that we propose, people propose a different counter board, but it could also be
the case that there is a proposed board that we disagree with, and then there
will be a new proposed board. Siebren: I disagree but I don’t know why, ya
know?

2055 - Esmeée: | will read them out loud again and except if there are questions,
we can vote on them. What do we find more important that is included in the
formulation?

2058 - Lotte: My comment is that I would change the transfer GMA with the
election GMA, where we propose the candidate board. But I'm weighing for the
new one.

2059 - Vote for - 8, Vote against - 7, withheld - 0. The new formulation of 6.13
won.

2101 - the new bylaw was read out of 9.2.

The CoA exists as an advisory body for both the board and general members.
They are to be consulted in case doubt arises regarding Symposion matters,
while also consisting of at least two specific confidential advisors for discreet
matters. It is advised to have at least two confidential advisors that are male and



female representing.
2101 - the old bylaw was read out of 9.2.

The CoA exists as an advisory body for both the board and general members.
They are to be consulted in case doubt arises regarding Symposion matters,
while also consisting of at least two specific confidential advisors for discreet
matters

2101 - the new bylaw was read out again.

2101 - Esmeée: disclaimer, we want to separate the mediator role with a contact
person role, so we want to change the wording in the bylaw anyways later on.

2103 - Helsy: we find the male and female representing a weird wording, what
does it even mean? Esmeée: we agree with this, it’s just how it was formulated at
this stage and we want to reformulate it too. The point is that there is a range of
people whom you feel more comfortable approaching. Fabius: There can be
gendered differences for contact persons, and this can be helpful.

2105 - Loren: In the third line it says discrete and not discreet. Maybe we
should change that in another GMA.

2107 - Siebren: Why don’t we cut out everything about gender that makes
people uncomfortable? Esmeée: We thought this diversity claim there is good to
have. Jelle: We can also keep it a bit more vague, also. We don’t seem to have
the perfect language for this.

2110 - There was a broader discussion about the bylaw formulation that didn’t
definitively reach a consensus.

2112 - Esmeée: talk about diversity can be useful if we apply this to confidential
contact persons but it’s still in the works.

2113 — the discussion continued.
2116 - The bylaw formulations were repeated to refresh everyone’s memories.

2117 - Vote for - 12, Vote against - 2, withheld - 0. The new bylaw 9.2 is
accepted.

2118 - we have a 20 minute break.



2135 - we resume the GMA.

2135 - Esmeée: we move to category three (reads out the script) We vote on
keeping the formulation, they were never voted in, and the bylaw. The details
regarding category 3 in the script are outlined below:

Category 3
These are by-laws that have never been voted in officially, but we do want to
keep in the document. These by-laws are: 9.7; 10.1; 10.2;

Reminder:

For Category 3, we will also need to have a vote. There is no documentation that
these by-laws were ever voted in in the first place. If they do not get voted in at
the GMA, these by-laws will cease to exist and be taken out of the document.

2136 - the bylaw was read out of 3.33. [because the categorisations for bylaws
3.33 and 5.21 were wrong|

The Board will do everything in their power to make the GMA a well attended
gathering.

2137 - Cedric: doing everything in their power is a vague term, so that’s also a
fair thought. Jelle: the exact same bylaw will also be in 10.3 - which do we
strike? Esmeée: either we didn’t see that, or we thought that it is something that
the board does. We thought it would still be good to vote for it now.

2139 - Loren: In the board it is singular and not plural. If people agree that it is
not grammatically correct, then we should perhaps not be in favour. Esmeée: the
point now is to question whether we want it in the bylaw. It’s easier to change it
rather than add a new bylaw.

2142 - Siebren: I don’t know what we are talking about, but the bylaw is vague
as shit. Esmée: If you think it should be deleted, vote against. Siebren: So it’s so
vague that you need to make sure it’s well-attended, so people are just attended
by weird little hairy guys, they don’t care about cookies and drinks and just
want strippers and shit. Fabius: the vagueness is fine because in the transfer
document, we can add free food, for example. Everyone should vote in favour
because it gives us more food and allows you to act to increase activity.



2145 - Vote for - 12, vote against - 1, withheld - 1. The bylaw is voted in.
2145 - the bylaw was read out of 5.21.

5.21
All committee members are expected to attend GMA's.

2145 - Jelle: this combined with 4.14... the committee members are expected,
what does this mean? Esmée: just inform them about the GMA and ask them to
come. Siebren: I think it’s stupid again, ya know? I think it does nothing. It’s
entirely useless, it says that we as a board would really like you to come. It
doesn’t tell or obligate people to come. Esmée: the point is that we emphasize to
committees and their chairs that their increased involvement in our board year
means that they have a stake in it which makes attendance important.

2151 - Siebren: Committee members aren’t gonna come, maybe some nerds, but
the rest aren’t gonna come. It does nothing, I think.

2151 - Vote for 13, vote against - 1, withheld - 0. The bylaw 5.21 was voted in.
2152 - the bylaw was read out of 9.7.

9.7
The CoA will be represented by one of their members in the formation
committee.

2153 - Iza: Now there can be only one, not at least one, right? Because now it’s
incorrect. What was the other one? Esmée: There’s not another one. Either we
accept it or it’s removed. Cedric: It shows us who is responsible in the formation
committee. Fabius: It shows what part of the essential characteristic of the
article is. Loren: Even if we vote in garbage sentences, it’s very bad if we vote in
contradictory sentences. Iza: can we put it in the next GMA to add in a better
version of the bylaw?

2157 - Vote for - 3, vote against - 8, withheld - 2. The bylaw is no longer a part
of the document.

2158 - article 10 was also not ever voted in so we need to vote in the article as a
whole into existence.

2159 - Vote for - 14, unanimous. The article is voted in.



2159 - bylaw 10.1 was read out.

10.1
The Board will hold, at least, a total of 4 GMA's throughout the year. 1) The
Transfer & Realization
GMA, in which the h.t. Board will present the realization of the policy & budget,
as well as the transfer
of the Board. 2) The policy & Budget GMA, in which the policy and budget are
presented to the
members. 3) The Election GMA, in which the current state of the realization of
both budget and policy
will be presented, as well as the presentation of the formation committee 4) The
Formation GMA, in
which the f.t. Board is presented and during which Members may propose a
Counter Board.

2200 - Cedric: The counter board is still proposed in the formation GMA, which
is an important thing to note. The election and the formation GMA are different
things. Esmeée: everything about this bylaw will be better-formulated next
GMA, I promise. But we need it to be there to show which GMAs need to
happen.

2205 - Vote for - 14, unanimous. The bylaw 10.1 is voted in.
2205 - bylaw 10.2 was read out.

10.2
During all GMA’s, members can voice reasonable feedback that the Board will
have to let influence their mode of working.

2206 - Vote was unanimous. The bylaw 10.2 is voted in.

2207 - categories 4 and 5 do not need to be voted on, they will be removed
because they haven’t ever been voted in and we don’t want to vote them in.
Fabius: I don’t agree with the board rejecting one of these bylaws, actually.

NB: categories 4 and 5 as written in the script are shown below:

Category 4

These are by-laws that have never been voted in officially and we have decided
are to be removed. These by-laws are: 3.32; 9.3;

Category 5



These are by-laws that were voted in under article 10, which has no record of
creation or proof of vote. However, if article 10 is voted in these by-laws will be
voted in already by default. These by-laws are: 10.3; 10.4;

Reminder:

For Category 4, no vote is necessary, these by-laws will be taken out of the
document, since they have never been voted in.

For Category 5, there will not be a vote, but a previous vote will determine their
fate. These special by-laws in article 10 are by-laws that were officially voted in,
however the article they are under was never voted in. If

2208 - Esmée read out 3.32 in category 4.

3.32

The Board will hold a, at least, a total of 4 GMA's throughout the year. 1) The
transfer/Wiesel ALV GMA 2) The policy and Budget presentation 3) A
presentation on the current state of realisation of both budget and policy, as well
as the presentation of the formation committee 4) The transfer GMA. During all
GMA's, members can voice reasonable feedback that the Board will have to let
influence their mode of working.

2210 - 3.32 was dropped as there were no objections to keep it.
2211 - Esmeée read out 9.3 in category 4.

9.3

Confidentiality is in particular defined by the listening parties'parties pledge to
keep any information private. Any breakage of this agreement will be punished
in an appropriate fashion.

2212 - Esmee: for CoA and CCPs we want to add separate bylaws with byword
discretion; confidentiality is a legal term.

2215 - Loren: I don't like the first sentence. Cedric: We're removing the whole
bylaw.

2216 - 9.3 was dropped as there were no objections to keep it.

2216 - Category 5 was outlined and explained why we accept the bylaws 10.3
and 10.4 by virtue of having voted in article 10.



10.3
The Board will do everything in their power to make the GMA a well-attended
gathering.

10.4

The Agenda, by-laws, minutes from the previous GMA and any other relevant
information will be distributed

to the members at least 7 days before the GMA.

2217 - Lotte: We change the wording to make it more nuanced and less
confusing - to specify which exact agenda is meant.

2217 - we start a 15-minute break.
2230 - GMA resumed.

7. By-law addition
=> The Praeses is responsible for the flow of the GMA and hence can take measures to limit
the discussion; These measures can include, but are not limited to: a vote of hands,
implementing breaks, summarizing the discussion or postponing the conclusion of a
discussion to the next GMA.

2231 - the next point is the bylaw addition read out for clarity from the script
and as the exact wording.

2232 - Esmée: | want to clarify that there is an established way of accepting
bylaws through majority vote and that if there is a change in formulation
through discussion this must first be voted on before it can be voted in. This also
means that the bylaw we made is to guide the course of discussion. We want to
make it clear that there is a mediator and that there are measures to calm
down the discussion, for example through a vote of hands. This bylaw can be
used productively to extend and support discussions. We don’t want the bylaw
to be more precise because we think it can be more restrictive to members.

2234 - Lotte: this is not only relevant to this year but also the past year where
there have been discussions for guidance from the chair. It’s a problem that
needs to be addressed for the sake of all years, including future years. Cedric: in
the first read through it seems to give the chair too much power, but it should
be noted that it only restricts the praeses/chair in regards to the flow of the
discussion. Esmée: last GMA there was a circular discussion taking place, and



we want to prevent this sort of thing; there is no solution for this kind of thing at
that time. It gets impossible to solve in the GMA.

2238 - Jelle: I would add perhaps to make it reasonable bounds in influencing
the flow of discussion.

2238 - Siebren: Some creepy Praeses could abuse that, perhaps, ya know?
Cedric: In the GMA, people are able to oppose the Praeses, so there are
measures to prevent this already, by majority vote, for example. And if it’s
abused, then the Praeses would go against the flow of discussion which goes
directly against the bylaw itself.

2240 - Esmeée: we should make it clear to the new board what the role of GMA
is and that people are able to voice their concerns.

2241 - Loren: | would suggest removing capital letter T, for example.

2243 - Lotte: The Praeses is the mediating role, who cannot vote on the
content, so there’s also restriction on power there. They can only influence
it indirectly. They have no power to vote. So it’s important to make that
distinction; Praeses has mediating and not a judging, executive power.
2250 - Siebren: If we change the small t to the correct one, does it mean
weTe done earlier? Esmée: Okay, let’s vote.

2251 - First voted on the old, unamended formulation of the bylaw: none
in favour, 12 against, 1 withheld.

2252 - Voted on the amended formulation, with the change of a lower ‘t’ -
12 in favour, 0 against, 1 withheld. The new formulation is accepted.

2253 - Esmeée: we discuss the placement of this bylaw; we think that, since
it’s based in GMAs, that it would be better in the GMA article instead of
the board article, so it becomes 10.5, at the end of the GMA article. We
can vote on this if there are no objections.

2254 - Voted on placement of bylaw as 10.5 - unanimously accepted,

article 10.5 is voted in.

8. By-law stylistic changes



2255 - Esmeée reads from the script regarding stylistic changes for the bylaws.
The stylistic changes are highlighted in pink in the shared document. The
formulation from the script is as follows:

- Now that we have established how we can vote in by-laws we would
like to do one last thing with the by-laws. We think changing anything
substantial will be too much for this GMA but we do want to fix two
stylistic changes. For this we will be referring to the fourth by-law
document, if you want to read with me. During this point we want to
fix 2 minor errors in the by-law document. In by-law 4.14, 5.21, 10.1
and 10.2 GMAs is written with an incorrect apostrophe and in article
11, 12 & 13, the counting of the numbers of by-laws is incorrect. We
want to fix these small changes at once, since they do not influence
the meaning of any of the by-laws. In order to vote on this we will
vote in the entire by-law document at once, implementing these

changes. Are there any questions on this?

2257 - Loren: | cannot propose another stylistic change, can I? If it’s
grammatical? Esmeée: If it's grammatical, no. Loren: No, then nevermind.

2258 - stylistic changes adopted unanimously.
9. Any other business

2259 - Jelle: I had an idea that for other associations, instead of asking
members to come to GMAs, we could ask members to sign off. I don’t know if
it's a good idea, it’s just perhaps a discussion point.

10.Ask around
Cedric: Thanks for the cookies, they were amazing.
Siebren: Oh yeh no I don’t know how or why but I have a knife.
Iza: You guys did well, you look great and also with the organisation, petje af.

Helsy: Move on.



Loren: I think we had a lot of unanimous decisions, so who knows who is lying.

Tillie: OhhHHHHhHHOhHH I like cookies.

Hidde-Bas: In vino mag dat? In vino frigido confidimus.

Lotte: Love you all.

Jelle: No questions, thank you.

Inga: Thank you all.

Simone: Good night and sweet dreams.

Hannah: I think next time we can have weed cookies.

Francesco: Yes.

Esmee: Like I said in our meeting today, thank you and goodnight.
11.Closing

Esmée: My last words will be that I will close the GMA at 23:03.

This meeting closed at 23:03
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