MUSG Senate 2016-17
Marquette University Student Government

Monday, April 10th, 2017
8:00 PM – AMU 227
1. [bookmark: _GoBack]Call to Order 

2. Roll Call

3. Reflection

4. [bookmark: spnTN]Presentation    
A. Brent Ribble – Campus Sustainability Coordinator
1. Started at Marquette in July 2016
2. Sustainability – meets meeting the social, financial, and environmental to meet the needs of the present without damaging the future
3. Dr. Lovell signed the St. Francis Pledge (April 2015)
4. Campus Master Plan
i. Senator Evans: Is there a way for students to suggest ideas about how to improve sustainability on this campus?
A. Ribble: You can send the information directly to me. I would be happy to interact with you directly. 
5. Fall 2017 Goal: Issue campus-wide survey about sustainability to gain feedback
i. Senator Warren: Is Marquette reaching towards more standardized sustainability program like LEED?
A. Ribble: “Standardized” is the key word here. Not seeking to reach LEED status on every building. 
ii. Senator O’Rourke: I am familiar with LEED and how it is expensive to achieve, will our tuition be going up to accommodate this? 
A. Ribble: If they are striving to achieve LEED certification it will be rolled into the project total
iii. President Dombrowski: How can we address the use of paper on campus? And what can we do to reduce trash?
A. Ribble: Some departments are working to reduce paper use on an individual basis (Humphrey) and it was a student-led effort. There are no current studying happening about what Marquette is doing about the trash on campus now.
iv. Senator Santos: Is the Humphrey Program doing well and will it be implemented university-wide?
A. Ribble: It has been going well and is also present in McCormick. This is student-led and I think she will be working with RHA.
v. Vice President Thiry: How does curriculum play into this?
A. Ribble: The implementation of the new Core will include changes to curriculum, hoping to emphasize less paper
6. Ribble asks that MUSG reach out to him if MUSG decides to seek out projects regarding sustainability. Ribble invited MUSG to present to the sustainability committee as well.

5. Forum For Concerned Students

6. Officer Reports
President	Ben Dombrowski 
1. New MUSG website being developed, on track to be ready for next year fall. 
Executive Vice President	Allie Bitz
2. SOF elections today
3. Bulk funding starting ASAP
4. Only 2 seats filled – academic seats
Communications Vice President		Tiffany Gantz
1. Communication Department is hiring for the fall, you can apply online
Program Vice President	Molly Welch
1. Disney Late Night 
Financial Vice President	Bridget Ryan
1. Budget
a. Senator O’Rourke: Was the University censoring the posts for facebook live?
i. President: No, I was reading them off a feed from the University OMC
b. Food truck Wednesdays
i. President: Yes, Gouda Girls hopefully in a couple weeks
c. Senator O’Rourke: Bitz, are we hiring desk receptionists for the fall? The office was locked completely at 12:15 pm on Tuesday
i. Bitz: Potentially looking into the hiring process and how to get this solution
d. O’Rourke: CVP Gantz; can you update the website and the calendar
i. Gantz: We will not be using the calendar for the rest of the year
ii. O’Rourke: How many staff members are in your department?
1. Gantz: 14 members 
Outreach Vice President	Hannah Thiry
1. OVP applications still open
2. Looking for members for the DISJ and CEC committees 
3. Earth Week
Parliamentarian	Marcus Hill
1. Legislative Clerk Approval
2. SOF Committee Approval
Legislative Vice President	Ricky Krajewski
1. Agenda has changed significantly; pulled amendment 5
2. SOF Applications will be sent out again to fill the resident seat
3. Budget Elections next week
4. Budget Approval tonight
5. Next week a new LVP will be elected
a. Senator Santos: Who from OSD was pushing back on Amendment 5?
i. LVP: Department as a whole, OSD was taken aback by it because it was not something LVP had previously mentioned to them
b. Senator O’Rourke: We should know who from OSD is pushing back so we can work on the amendment together
i. LVP: You can meet with me and the person from OSD to discuss it with myself then, just shoot me an email.
Advisor		Jennifer Reid
1. Gender Resource Center needs volunteer
2. Search for Assistant Vice President of student affairs is underway
a. 42 applications
b. Skype interviews next week with 8 applicants to see who we want to bring to campus
3. MUSG appreciation: 7:30 pm on the 24th. There will be food and we will give out the MUSG awards
a. President: We might also do something fun to engage Marquette community as well
4. NJSLC applications due soon
a. O’Rourke: Only one application?
i. Reid: Yes, people wait until the last minute.

7. Committee Reports
President Pro Tempore 					Christian Evans
1. Committee Chairs: Put me on your email lists
2. Reiterate NJSLC application
Academics							Dan Brophy
1. Welcome new senators
2. New chargers are in and will be in CLSI after break 
3. Academic stay afterwards to discuss new meeting times
Business and Administration			         	Blake Hartman
1. Approve 7 and 8
Student Life							Roberto Santos
1. Student life stay afterwards 
Student Organizations					Sam Dorow
1. Made criteria for legislation that was tabled

8. Outreach, Council, and All-University Committee Reports
A. Marquette Law School hosting Enron Executive 
B. O’Rouke: Can you send out the budget application?
C. Ruppe: Reached out to person who runs bystander intervention program to do better programming for sexual assault
D. Brophy: New dining contract has been discussed, close to signing contract this week.

9. Approval of Minutes
A. Approval of Minutes from 4/3/2017
1. 

10. Old Business

11. New Business
A. Legislative Clerk Approval
1. Santos Abstained
2. 23-1
B. Resolution #7 – Endorsing the Work of the Campus Sustainability Committee
1. Brophy: Thank you Ribble for coming to speak to us. This commits MUSG to working with the campus and lets it be known that MUSG supports the moral and scientific call for sustainability. A nice acknowledgement for where MUSG stands on sustainability. 
i. O’Rourke: I am in favor of this bill. If the conservative and the socialist can agree on the bill then I think it is a good piece of legislation.
ii. Santos: Amendment for paperless Senate meetings
A. PPT: Is it necessary to discuss this tonight or can we when we vote on it?
B. 	It will not be voted on tonight
C. Senator Becerra seconded that motion
D. LVP moved to period of questioning for Senator Santos
iii. O’Rourke: Are we going to amend the budget that we are about to see to remove all photocopier expenses. I don't want to send that money to the reserve fund because that is a waste.
A. O’Rourke: Senator Brophy do you support this amendment?
B. Brophy: I do. I think it is a great way to show that MUSG is not just using its influence in terms of legislation but is putting us in action.
C. LVP: I ask everyone to be respectful of everyone else’s time 
D. Brophy: I call to question
E. 	LVP: All those in favor of moving to a period of voting on the amendment to the resolution raise your hand.
2. LVP: All those in favor of moving to a period of voting on the amendment to the resolution that is not being voted on tonight?
i. PPT: All in favor of going into a period of voting? 
ii. 	LVP: Yes
iii. 13 in favor, 10 opposed, 1 abstention 
A. Passes
iv. Wording of amendment: “Furthermore, let it be resolved that MUSG Senate effective immediately becomes paperless” 
A. LVP: We will not be voting on this tonight. I am not going to entertain a motion to vote on this tonight. Going paperless is a huge extreme that should definitely be talked about.
B. O’Rourke: What do you mean MUSG Senate? Does this apply to all MUSG, does this apply to Senate, does this apply to all committees? Or just the Monday night MUSG Senate body?
1. Santos: Just Monday night. When we have 10, 20 pieces of legislation when everything is sent electronically.
2. O’Rourke: I don't have a problem with this as long as we remove the allocation for this in the budget because I want to save our constituents every cent possible.
C. Warren: This is pretty extreme to do for all of senate. Could we consider a half step rather than to move directly to paperless?
D. Steinfeld: Would Santos be open to amending this amendment to change the “effective immediately” part?
E. O’Rourke: Can we amend this outside of this body and bring the amended legislation back to Senate?
F. LVP: That is an excellent idea Senator O’Rourke. Can anyone who wants to amend this amend it outside this period which is the purpose of the introduction period? 
1. Senator O’Rourke: I move to table this until next week.
2. Seconded by Dorow
3. All in favor, Consent
C. Resolution #8 – Appointment of Executive Board Assistants
1. Ruppe: Resolve miscommunication with the hiring process. We are hoping that by officially recognizing our hiring process with will ensure out integrity and maintaining a diverse and inclusive group within our organization.
2. Warren: So with this resolution, would you entertain the idea that would require everyone who applied to submit a letter of intent along with their application?
i. Ruppe: I am open to the idea as long as it is to reduce confusion.
3. O’Rourke: Are we voting on this tonight
i. LVP: No, just an introduction
D. Budget Approval
1. O’Rourke: I move to table this until the 24th
i. LVP: If we table it then we wouldn’t be passing the budget until our very last week before finals. So we would have one week to vote and the new LVP would have to call a special session of senate.
A. O’Rourke: Would you like to pause this speech to see if I get a second first? 
B. LVP: I am just making it very clear to everyone
C. LVP: I am not seeing a second
D. LVP: I will turn this over to budget committee and FVP Ryan.
2. FVP: This is our budget. Everyone has it in front of you on your wastefuly sheet of paper. Anyone not have it? It is pretty self-explanatory. FY17 is what is already there and FY18 is what we are proposing and you see the differences.
i. O’Rourke: Can you give an explanation of the administrative salaries?
A. FVP: Ok, so I think this was mentioned earlier in the session today. We are looking to increase the number of employees, not just in the normal executive board staff but also but possibly having an administrative clerk or a secretary. These are things we are considering and in order to consider them we need to increase the budget. As you pointed out, having the office be closed and dark at certain hours of the school day, that is something we want to avoid and to do that we need more people. So we increase the budget for that. 
B. O’Rourke: Something you told me during our meeting was that more people are going towards the Communications Department? 
C. FVP: I think yea that is up in the air. The comm department is opening applications. 
D. O’Rourke: Seeing has the department already has 14 people can we move these administrative salaries to other people who are staffing?
E. FVP: The administrative salary line is not just for the comm department
F. O’Rourke: I just don't want to set a precedent
G. President: The positions in the comm department: I don't believe that any are new additional positions, just to clarify. There are just 4 old positions that are reopening to be refilled.
H. O’Rourke: So there are no new positions? They are just old ones reopening? 
I. President: Yes, this is what I am clarifying.
ii. Jaroor: The revenue has increased. Is it because we have more students or because the Student Activity Fee increased? 
A. FVP: Both. The student body has increased but I think that the Student Activity Fee was increased earlier in the year.
B. Brophy: Some of the increase came from that our freshman class was so large and that the incoming freshman class is so large. I don't think the student activity fee has increased.
C. LVP: It came from a larger student body
iii. Ruppe: So I was looking at he budget and noticed two things that caught me by surprise, the decrease in DISJ Committee and Community Engagement. I noticed that if you take both of those combined it is reduced by $2,600. As an organization that represents the community don’t you think we should be spending more money on that? And my follow up question is where is that money being reallocated.
A. Brophy: The money that they have was used directly through the programming expenses. When you look at the programming board and all the work the programming department does, that’s where most of that is put into action. I can yield to anyone on the community engagement committee or DISJ to explain what work they do and what budget they used. 
B. OVP: I don't sit on budget committee so I don't think that I can comment. First of all, my first impression is that there must be a typo from the budget from last year because I can’t believe that we ever had $2,900 or that might be a miscommunication or something. That’s just my impression of it. It looks like a very drastic cut because it was always around $500, that was my understanding coming into OVP. Again, I think that just from my experience is that we work collaboratively with these committees with other organizations to work with other MUSG initiatives. I believe the budget line is sufficient for our own programming but also building up those friendships, if that makes sense.
C. Ruppe: Yes, that makes sense. My concern is that should we have to review the budget if that was a typo of $2,900.
D. Brophy: The increase from FY16 to FY17 reflects the increase from FY15 to FY16 it was a change for student advocacy. It was in 2016 a lot closer to that $500 number and it looks like it was a specific program or initiative that was the reason for that increase.
E. FVP: I can speak to that. The community engagement is a whole line, not particular to the Community Engagement Committee. It is for all of MUSG to utilize for community engagement activities, included the community engagement committee, so that's where the discrepancy was this time. I just wanted to clarify.
F. O’Rourke: I am looking at a budget I did get earlier today Hannah for FY17. It does say that there was $2,900. Did you not know about that?
G. Thiry: No, I didn't frankly, no. I think what Ricky is saying is that I was at around that $750 range and I didn’t know that and it might have been going to other initiatives that were related to community engagement that the organization was using prior to this. 
H. O’Rourke: The Outreach line was that under your discretion? 
I. OVP: No
J. O’Rourke: Was that under the discretion of the executive board? 
K. OVP: Yes
L. O’Rourke: Mary, can I ask you a question? Since you are the committee chairman of DISJ
M. Cordes: No, CEC
N. O’Rourke: Who is DISJ?
O. Cordes: Eva Schons-Rodrigues. 
P. O’Rourke: Okay, I am looking at the budget right now and it says that they did not use their $300, do you know if that is true?
Q. OVP: So that is because we worked in partnership with both of the committees for the Christian-Muslim Symposium
R. O’Rourke: So the money was used?
S. Cordes: The entire DISJ line of $300 was used this year.
T. O’Rourke: I’m asking the budget committee, if they obviously used their $300, why are you taking $200 away from them? Daniel, would you like to clue me in on this?
U. Brophy: I am not privy to that. I missed two early budget meetings, I don’t know.
V. FVP: Taking the $200 away. If you look at the budget, all that has been used by now from DISJ has been used but it hasn't been billed. 
W. O’Rourke: I understand that. The one we are looking at a few hours ago is from July 16-March 17. So I’m assuming the budget committee made their decision to cut the $200 on the fact that they haven’t been billed for the $200 yet. They in fact did use their entire line and they use it well. Is there going to be reconsideration to give them back the $200, which was taken away from them?
X. Brophy: Absolutely
Y. O’Rourke: What I am getting from this conversation is that we don't know where else this happened to and we haven’t even gotten to Senior Week and our films are not completed, if that's correct Molly, so there is no need for us to cut funding for them. Am I correct in saying that? If we’re are looking at an old budget, how can you decide whether or not we should cut funding from things?
Z. Brophy: Hold on. This discrepancy is that this $300 has not been billed yet. It’s up to date.
AA. O’Rourke: I understand that but how can we make a budget decision if we don't know what lines were used correctly.
AB. Brophy: That was one line that was up do date. If you have other lines specifically that you would like to point out that you notice that have not been billed or are up to date, point them out.
AC. O’Rourke: Photocopier expense! It hasn’t all been used. If we use that $430 before the end of the year are you going to give it back to that line?
AD. LVP: Do you mind if OVP Thiry added to your comments?
AE. OVP: To clarify a little bit about the Christian-Muslim Symposium. It was put on over the course of the whole semester by the Community Engagement Committee and we were like hey this would be a really great obvious partnership with our own DISJ committee and rallied them and so it was definitely spearheaded by community engagement and those funds were planned by DISJ. Those funds weren’t for that intent but through that partnership they were used. The overall impression of it is that as the budget meeting would have sit down and looked at this and saw that DISJ didn’t spend their line with no intentions of to spend that line, but the spending came about later. 
AF. O’Rourke: I understand, I want to make sure that DISJ doesn't get their funding stripped because they simply haven’t been billed yet. I refer back to my pervious question, will the $430 be returned to the photocopier budget?
1. FVP: That is a bad comparison 
AG. O’Rourke: What about SOF funding?
1. FVP: SOF Bulk funding – 30% revenue. Activity fee revenue went up, so we increases bulk funding spending.
2. FVP: 
AH. O’Rourke: LVP, what is the timeline to vote on this budget?
AI. LVP: I sent this around to the committee chairs over the weekend. We are going to vote on April 24th. 
AJ. O’Rourke: Where does each of these sections go? 
AK. Santos: Why isn’t the reserve fund on this budget?
1. FVP: Because it is not part of the budget
2. Santos: Shouldn’t we have it on here?
3. FVP: In my opinion, no. 
AL. Santos: Senator Dorow, are there organizations applying for non-club sports? 
1. Dorow: Yes
2. Santos: So FVP, wouldn’t you agree that there are more non-club sports than club sports?
3. FVP: Yes
AM. EVP: There have been about the same amount of applications for clubs and non-club sports. We are trying to fund equitably. In general, we have more money requested from us from non-club sports.
AN. Ruppe: I do not feel comfortable about voting on this budget with the problems it has. Is this something that can be addressed in a committee setting? 
1. O’Rourke: Shouldn’t we send this back and tweak it before we send it out to be voted on? 
AO. FVP: I see what you are saying, can we work through that small section regarding DISJ 
AP. O’Rourke: Can we send out a revised budget over email? 
1. FVP: Yes
AQ. Ruppe: Until the entire committee can reach a consensus, can we reevaluate the budget?
iv. Steinfeld: Why was there a $9,000 increase in Senior Week?
A. PVP: President Wallace increased the budget for it and reamped it previously. There was no new money added, there was just a movement of lines from within the programming department
1. O’Rourke: What is the new programming initiative?
1. PVP: We have plenty of ideas for that line
2. Steinfeld: Was there an attempt to lessen the budget for senior week?
1. PVP: We raised prices and now students will expect more bang for their buck.
3. Steinfeld: So you increased the budget line and increased the revenue?
B. Jen Reid: The past Senior Week events have been over the budget significantly and we just allocated more for it now.
1. Crunkhorn: Why the increase?
1. Reid: The block party only started last year. 
v. Hartman: Can you explain the rationale for the budgetary changes between the fall and spring elections?
A. President Dombrowski: We didn’t use the money that was allocated for the fall elections. We moved it to spring elections.
B. Hartman: Why is there less advertising done for fall elections? Are senators less important?
1. LVP: No, we poured all of our resources into the fall via free advertising. 
2. OVP: The spring has a budget because there is a physical table with catering for people to go to for voting
3. Hartman: Since the Spring elections are more self-promoted, why are we funding that?
1. Brophy: Election turnout was 23% and if we did less advertising that would be less. If you want lower
4. LVP: You are equating effort and resources and money, which is not the case. We do all the same stuff promotion-wise for both.
5. Hartman: I don’t know why we are funding something with poor turnout
6. O’Rourke: Do we have proof that more than 20 people showed up to the voting table? 
7. Becerra: There were more than 20 people in the hour I was there
C. O’Rourke: Can we send this budget back to committees to vote? 
1. LVP: Yes, it is a recommendation
2. O’Rourke: FVP can we have all VPs know what their budget lines entail?
3. FVP: That is a great idea 
vi. Herrera: In the past there have been conversations about attendance to programming. Is that happening now?
A. PVP: We do not keep a real headcount from events, but there have been good turnouts this year. 
B. Herrera: Can we get the numbers for how much we pay each speaker? 
vii. Warren: Line Item 8074: Student Organization Funding, what does that mean and why was it cut?
A. FVP: We didn’t know what it meant so we cut it
B. Reid: It is the cost of getting student organization 
E. SOF Elections
1. Dorow and Ruppe were elected with unanimous consent

12. Announcements
A. Evans Scholars raised over $17,000 for St. Baldrick’s
B. Jaroor: Reminder of Enron event

13. Adjournment
