MUSG Senate 2017-18
Marquette University Student Government

Monday, May 1st, 2017
8:00 PM – AMU 227
1. Call to Order
2. Roll Call
3. Reflection
A. Former LVP Krajewski – Reflections of MUSG
1. Wanted to say some words last week but I unfortunately ran out of time. I have been in MUSG for four years, and I enjoyed my entire time, and I have made some great memories sitting in those seats. This year was another good year but there was a lot of tension. Don’t dwell on the past, keep working hard and move forward. Good luck to all of you and thank you for all the memories <3
2. O’Rourke: Would we be able to put parliamentarians report before the New Business?
i. LVP Hartman: Yes	
4. Forum For Concerned Students
A. No students spoke
5. Parliamentarians Report
A. OVP Approval: 2/3 Present 
B. Clerk/Parliamentarian: Majority Seated
C. PPT Elections: Majority of seated
D. Recommendation 1: Majority Present
6. New Business
A. OVP Approval
1. Senator Becerra Motioned, Senator Santos Second
2. President Dombrowski- Having technical issues connecting with the candidate at this time, recommend to keep moving on with the meeting and come back to this.
B. Legislative Clerk Approval
1. Senator Dorow Motioned, Senator O’Rourke Seconds
2. LVP Hartman: Kevin is a good guy, great typer, I know he will do well.
3. Senator O’Rourke: Call to question, voice vote passes unanimously 
4. Legislative Clerk Voice Vote Approved Unanimously
C. Parliamentarian Approval 
1. Senator Steinfels Motioned, Senator Feeney seconds
2. LVP Hartman: Demmy is intelligent, will do great, I’ll make sure he knows the constitution better than me.
3. Senator O’Rourke: Call to question, voice vote passes Unanimously
4. Parliamentarian Voice Vote Approved Unanimously 
D. PPT Elections
1. Senator Santos Motioned, PPT Evans Seconds
2. Santos: I feel that the PPT elections be moved to meeting after fall 2017 flections
3. Senator O’Rourke: I move to table the current PPT election until the fall and hold them the first meeting of fall semester
i. Senator Crunkhorn seconded
ii. PPT Evans: if we don’t do it tonight, why are we postponing it until fall 2017? What’s the point?
A. Senator O’Rourke: You’re not going to be here for the first meeting. The concern is leaving a vacant position
iii. Senator Santos: Is it true we only have one meeting before elections
A. Senator O’Rourke: Yes
iv. Senator Touhy: what is the rationale behind doing it before elections
A. We cannot have a vacant seat before elections
v. Senator O’Rourke: When will the elections be held?
A. Advisor Reid: Typically we have not met during the first week of classes
vi. Senator O’Rourke removes motion
4. Senator Santos – Motion to move PPT to first meeting after elections
i. Seconds
ii. Senator Santos: Rationale is we want all candidates from the fall elections to be involved
iii. Do you have a specific date of when you want the first meeting?
A. Senator Santos: After the first retreat. Will agree with LVP’s opinion
iv. Debate
A. PPT Evans: Affirmative 
B. Senator Murphy: Affirmative, beneficial for senators 
C. Senator Steinfels: Affirmative, terrible for senate to elect PPT who if they were a residential senator to have one meeting as PPT.
5. Voting: Tabling PPT election until after the Fall Elections 
A. Approved Hand Vote Yay: 18, Nay: 3, Abstain: 0
7. Officer Reports
President	Ben Dombrowski 
Executive Vice President	Allie Bitz
A. Giving Bridget’s report today, and she apologizes for not being here tonight. 
i. SOF Spot reimbursement forms due Wednesday
A. Will take leeway, however
B. Note on the door on the finance office
B. SOF Appeals due tomorrow on Marquette involvement link
Communications Vice President		Valerie Del Campo
C. Move Deadline back for applications for Comm department
D. Last senate meeting, but goals are as follows:
1. Working with outreach for publicity
2. Find new ways to get information out to the student boyd
3. Find new ways to promote events

Program Vice President	Molly Welch
E. Pet Therapy May 8th 4:00pm-5:30pm and 12th 12:00pm-2:00pm
Financial Vice President	Bridget Ryan
Outreach Vice President	Hannah Thiry
F. Fixing bugs on the website. FALL LAUNCH
G. Writing reviews for students of their landlords as a good tool to help them in their search
H. Thank you for an exciting year
Parliamentarian	Ademola Adeboyejo
I. Gave Report Earlier
Legislative Vice President	Blake Hartman
J. Waiting on OVP
K. PPT Fall once we finalize schedule
L. Thank you all for the contribution to senate
Advisor		Jennifer Reid
M. Assistance VP for student affairs
1. 2 Candidates. Meeting over lunch 
2. Looking forward to a decision very soon
3. Senator O’Rourke -Were you on the committee to review Sodexo
i. Yes
4. Senator O’Rourke: Why was Sodexo was given a second contract?
i. Advisor Reid: Between the two vendors, Sodexo responded to RFP most closely, had a more student centered model. Other wanted centralized manager in one position, Sodexo has managers in each facility. Sodexo also had a better outlook on how to better serve food. Also, in terms of investment in dining facilities and programs, Sodexo had a higher contribution.
5. O’Rourke: Who was the senator representative?
A. Parliamentarian Adeboyejo and Senator Brophy acknowledge.
8. Committee Reports
President Pro Tempore 					Christian Evans
A. Really appreciate the talk from Krajewski.
B. For those interested next semester, would like to discuss goals for the future. Reach out with any questions.
Academics							Dan Brophy
C. Thank you PPT Evans for your service and passion for the organization.
D. Finals week: Memorial bottom floor will be open until 2am during finals week. Sensenbrenner will have swipe access till 12AM. They will not allow students to come to the Al McGuire center because they made room in the other buildings
E. Looking forward to next year, we are excited to get chargers out and will be available next semester. (Fall 2017)
1. Senator: O’Rourke -how many weeks did the charter take?
i. Senator Brophy: The initial process of researching and working on the legislation stalled the process
2. Senator O’Rourke: the legislation took a while
i. Senator Brophy: however they were pretty quick with shipments got them in a week. 
3. Senator Brophy: Needed labels that said property of MUSG, and to advertise them.
4. Senator O’Rourke: Why do we have to advertise them?
i. Senator Brophy: So people know we have them, otherwise no one would know
Business and Administration			         	Josh Steinfels
F. Good discussion about working on legislation over the summer
1. Senator Warren made a good point of working with CVP Del Campo and discussed those legislative pieces about outreach and communication.
Student Life							Roberto Santos 
G. Discussed on voted on Recommendation One with the help of LVP Hartman, 4-0-0
H. Did reflection of ourselves from letters from the beginning of the year
Student Organizations					Sam Dorow
I. Didn’t meet last week or this week due to finals
J. SOVP Legislative Form if we still want to work on that as well as Ricky’s Amendment Five
K. Always looking for input on how these should work
9. Outreach, Council, and All-University Committee Reports
A. No Reports
10. Approval of Minutes
A. Approval of Minutes from 4/24/2017
1. No changes, passed unanimously voice vote
11. Old Business
A. Recommendation #1— Implementation of Co-ed Floor Options in Residence Halls
1. Senator Santos motions, Senator Ruppe Seconds
2. Senator O’Rourke : Call to question 
i. Seconded by Senator Dorow
ii. Vote: Yay: 6 Nay: 10
3. Presentation: See presentation
4. Senator Santos: Will the price of Mashuda increase as a result?
i. EVP Bitz: Incredibly shocked if that is the case. I don’t think so
ii. Senator Brophy: There was not any price bump as a result of co-ed dorms
5. Senator O’Rourke: No-Brainer Issue. Is there pushback to this issue?
i. EVP Bitz: What we have consistently heard is that Honors students are more responsible. Pushback has come from administration. We’re looking at dorms that are not associated with honors students. We were explicitly told that we needed information. Have met with administration and they didn’t believe that this was necessary. 
6. Senator O’Rourke – Given special privilege to honors students?
i. EVP Bitz: No because it is easier to implement with a smaller base of students
7. Senator Becerra: how do envision for Mashuda to plan regarding RAs?
i. LVP Hartman: Positively, there are more female slots for RA’s. Forms a better pool of RA’s overall because of flexibility.
ii. EVP Bitz: Also talked with RA advisory board. We would be selecting RAs who want to be in this environment. Would be helpful for LGBTQ+ community.
8. Senator Ruppe: in regards to safety- when you taking school surveys, were there less crime when implementing gender based floors?
i. EVP Bitz: No, we weren’t looking for it. First, when it comes to visitation, it would be a good focus. Wouldn’t change much, but it will be concentrated on. IF you think, if you live in a dorm with many dorms, they’re just a staircase away. Shouldn’t be that different. When it comes to safety, where would the safety concern be? It would all be the same concern.
9. Senator Wallace: Would the same rule of visitation apply for this as well?
i. EVP Bitz: Visitation would not change for all the dorms. The visitation policy would only affect Mashuda, but it won’t be changed. 
ii. LVP Hartman: RAs have voiced how to determine which room is either a male or female room such as implementing codes to determine which room is associated with a females or males rom
10. Senator Becerra: Will more dorms in the future implement this co-ed idea?
i. EVP Bitz: Pilot program, if it goes well, dependent on administration. To start, we will just implement in Mashuda. 
11. Senator O’Rourke – what is up to us?
i. EVP Bitz: We have been partnering up with administration. Tackling visitation. With co-ed floors, policy would have to change. Blake and I would do our best to be part of the process.
12. Senator Warren: 1. Does the ORL have the idea to implement this idea on paper 2. Pushback against legislation to be admitted in the future 3. Can you provide examples to other universities that have co-ed floors 4. Yes or no, do partnering Jesuit institutions
i. EVP Bitz: We would have a year to implement. Yes. Need talks with administration as well as campus ministry. We recommended to administration. Backed all information with research. Much feasible
ii. EVP Bitz: Parental and administration concerns that we need to have coherent information that is easy to understand. We just don’t know until it happens. 
iii. LVP Hartman: Xavier and Creighton that have co-ed by door. 
iv. EVP Bitz: Information is found in report of specific methodology
13. Debate
14. Voting on Recommendation 1
i. Approved Hand Vote Yay: 19, Nay: 1, Abstain: 0
B. OVP Discussion
1. Senator O’Rourke: move to table with stipulation of one extra round of interviews, candidate will be selected by committee then senate gives consent.  
i. Senator Murphy seconds
2. Who is the other candidate?
i. President Dombrowski: .is the other candidate
3. Senator Becerra: What is your reasoning behind this motion
i. Senator O’Rourke: There were two candidates that applied that included questions with resume. They were submitted to the committee and one of the candidates were under the time of stress. Asked for one more round of interviews for a reason of a level playing field. This is not something we have done before. But is called for special measures so that it will be fair. Another round of interviews for each candidate.
4. Senator Brophy: Senator O’Rourke, where are you coming from? How are we supposed to believe you?
i. Senator O’Rourke – I want to make sure that we are a body that follows fair judgement. 
5. Senator Brophy: Did the individual talk to you about doing this?
i. Senator O’Rourke: Yes
6. PPT Evans: Hypothetically, Would it have been fair to the candidates? 
i. There are extenuating circumstances, and due to the fact that we are here to serve one another. It would not be fair to the other candidate.
7. PPT Evans: What is to say that the other individual will be under the same stress?
i. It will be under the committee discretion.
8. Senator Becerra: would you let the other candidate speak?
i. LVP Hartman: not allowed.  
9. Senator Jaroor: Do we have a resume or any other information on the candidate?
i. LVP Hartman: Stays within the committee, so no.
10. Senator Jaroor: Why do we Gillespie’s?
i. LVP Hartman: The point of the approval was to assess the credentials not compare candidates, was already compared in committee.
11. Senator Santos: For clarification, if we go for this process, Meredith could be picked again?
i. President Dombrowski: Yes
12. PPT Evans: Who are on the selection committee?
i. Senator Brophy, OVP Thiry, President Dombrowski, Advisor Reid Acknowledge. 
13. PPT Evans: Do you think this would be a gesture of courtesy?
i. President Dombrowski: I am confident on our pick. I do appreciate the idea of this concept.  Only if they are willing.
14. Senator Warren: President Dombrowski, with consent from both candidates, would it require both candidates to reinterview?
i. President Dombrowski: Both candidates will be reinterviewed.
15. Senator Jaroor – what if Gillespie doesn’t want to reinterview?
i. President Dombrowski: I don’t have an answer right now.
16. Senator Jaroor- did the other person tell the committee he was under duress?
i. President Dombrowski: No.
17. Senator O’Rourke: All this motion is saying is implementing a second interview. 
18. Senator Matich – What would our other options be?
i. LVP Hartman: If we do not approve the motion of O’Rourke, we would have to talk about the candidate without her being here.
19. Senator Matich: Can we still vote today?
i. LVP Hartman: No, I wouldn’t be comfortable without her being here. 
20. Senator Ruppe: Call to question on O’Rourke’s motion
i. Senator Murphy seconds
ii. Approved: 17 Opposed: 3 
21. Senator Becerra: Could we table the period of voting on OVP until candidate is available?
i. LVP Hartman: That would be difficult since it is finals week. If someone has a motion to hold a special session. If we table until next year, it will be detrimental to transitions for next year. Heeding caution about tabling could be present.
22. Debate
23. Vote to have committee reinterview/select OVP
i. Approved Hand Vote Yay: 15, Nay: 4 Abstain: 1
C. Senator O’Rourke: Motion to cut funding for basketball team
1. Seconded by Senator Ruppe.
2. Senator O’Rourke: ESPN released a list of largest funded basketball team, and we are listed as number 2. Second to duke. Funding has not been the issue to how bad we are. Money could be used for putting down a down payment on dorm, etc. 
3. Senator Becerra: where did you get 25%?
i. Senator O’Rourke: Article. 
4. PPT Evans: Do you think that you have enough information on this to use this 25% to make a recommendation?
i. Senator O’Rourke: Yes, the Marquette university alumni have been donating for scholarships for the basketball team. Should be used for resident hall. 
5. Senator Becerra: How many authors and sponsors on the recommendation?
i. Senator O’Rourke: 4 people sponsor
6. Senator O’Rourke: Motion to make it a Secret ballot vote
i. Senator Santos: Second
ii. Secret Ballot vote passes
7. Senator Warren: I speak on tabling this indefinitely. 
i. Senator Jaroor Seconds 
8. Senator Ruppe: Negative, we need to focus on academics and not focus on making Marquette better for future generation. 
9. Senator Santos: Negative, good experience of tabling this indefinitely. We are top 5 in the nation for spending. We need to cut in to that
10. Senator Steinfels: Affirmative, We do not have accurate information at this time. I would encourage to table this indefinitely would still mean we can bring it up in this current session.
11. Senator Warren: Affirmative, I agree to vote in the affirmative. Senators were not given formal pieces of legislation.
12. Senator Murphy: Negative, current number is 10,300,000 for spending 
13. Senator O’Rourke: List off a few of the things we spend money on regarding our athletics: Members of our get spending cards, scholarships, Extra-large rooms in Humphrey with Tempur-pedic beds
i. We are here to safeguarding money when we know facts like this. 
14. Senator Ruppe: Negative, give money to help students.
15. Senator Steinfels: Affirmative, because we do not have the full story regarding the revenue associated to the athletics. We are lacking the background, even if this just a recommendation.
16. Senator O’Rourke: LVP Hartman do you agree to have a committee look into this?
i. LVP Hartman: Agree.
17. Senator O’Rourke: President Dombrowski, do you agree to create a committee to look into this?
i. President Dombrowski: No I do not.
18. Senator O’Rourke: Why?
i. President Dombrowski: Senators time could be better spent furthering the community not in committee on this. 
19. Senator Brophy: Instead of doing an ad-hoc committee, it can be moved to one of the four committees to work on?
20. Senator O’Rourke: LVP Hartman would you be agree to have a committee work on this?
i. LVP Hartman: Like any piece of legislation, any senator can work on it it does not need a committee.
21. Senator Warren: is it possible to recognize concerned students
i. LVP Hartman: No. 
22. Senator Brophy: Senator O’Rourke, if senators look into this next year will you remove this from the table?
23. Senator O’Rourke Rescinds Motion.
12. Announcements
A. EVP Bitz: SOF committee needs to meet after the meeting.
B. President Dombrowski: OVP Selection Committee meet quick after meeting. Thank you for a year. We’ve had one heck of a year in MUSG with another week of classes. Get through finals, and have fun this summer. I am looking forward to next year. Have goals ready for next year. I am looking forward to working for you next year.
C. Senator Brophy: Thank you to PPT Evans for being a guiding force. Thanks to all seniors.

13. Adjournment
A. Senator Santos Motions
B. [bookmark: _GoBack]Senator O’Rourke Seconds
Absent:
Senator Kowalski: Excused
Senator Shambeau: Not Excused
Senator Van Zeeland: Not Excused
Senator Vargas: Not Excused
Senator Waldschmidt: Excused
Senator Zeitler: Excused
FVP Ryan: Excused
