MUSG Senate 2014-15
Marquette University Student Government

Monday, April 13, 2015
8:00 PM – AMU 227
1. Call to Order

2. Roll Call

3. Reflection
A. President Zack Wallace
1. Real work we do is the bonds we create and friendships we make


4. Forum for Concerned Students

5. [bookmark: spnTN]Presentations 
A. Dr. Dan Bergen, Director of Off-Campus Student Services
1. If interested, go and check out Boston Globe Documentary, documents incidences that occurred in the off campus neighborhood of Boston University. They struggle with a dense population and a lot of their off campus housing violated rooming house laws. For the most part our neighborhood is not in that state at this point. 
2. I’ve worked in university apartments for the last ten years, only recently have I been a liaison for off campus buildings. We are seeing a shift in understanding. More and more universities are looking to increase engagement. Marquette’s has been the most impactful that it has ever been, at least in my ten years. 
3. Talking tonight about good neighbor designation – strengthening relationships and increasing accountability in the near Marquette neighborhood. Want to ensure there is a landlord component to good tenant program. Ensuring we’re working with property owners where off campus housing exists. Goal is to build relationships with property owners and get them on board in terms of thinking about this as not just a business venture but a community. I toured properties and we hold triannual landlord tenant council meetings. We would love to have you at those meetings. Neighborhood excellence committee is a committee that we founded last year, meet second Wednesday of every month (DPS/public affairs/RL, property owners, students, community prosecution unit). 
4. Increasing accountability – good neighbor designation and good tenant training. Process is based primarily on city code and some work that Ohio State University put together (off campus excellence program). We use some of that framework to move forward with implementation. If they want this designation they can come to our office and ask for it. They sign a disclaimer for liability in terms of designation, then we sent out a group to do the property assessment and make a decision whether or not the property meets the criteria. Then they decide to designate that property with good neighbor designation. 
5. Next year is the pilot year, I’m sure we’ll learn a lot but it’s a great first step for our community. As we get more property owners involved it will improve as well. We’ll also check the code to make sure it’s being met. I’ll guess four of five property owners will get this in the next year which will change the Marquette and encourage other landlords to come for the designation as well. I invite any of you who are interested in joining us for inspector training. 
A) Questions:
a. Senator Elizondo: I’m familiar with boston college campus and the story behind it – in terms of Marquette, is it a concern that houses are not keeping their properties up to code?
i. Yes it’s a major concern. One of the challenges with this particular issue is that students are incentivized not to talk about it because it’s saving them money. This issue is a challenge. In terms of the tours I’ve taken, I haven’t noticed it as an issue for our housing in the area. If you or any of your constiuents feel like property owners aren’t meeting code you should call me or the city to manage those property owners. I think this is a way that we acknowledge property owners that are doing good work, and holding the others accountable. 
b. Senator Schmidt: Is part of the good tenant training learning expectations of landlords and who to contact if they aren’t being met?
i. Yea, not only will we cover tenant responsibilities, but also landlord responsibilities
c. Senator Kouhel: Where do you see land lord rating site fitting in with everything?
i. I’m not sure how it will impact things. But in a market with not a lot of information, the more information we can get, the better. So I think this rating system is great. It could really change the game. 
d. Senator Drake: You mentioned how this would help the relationship with Marquette students and the community over all – what is this focusing on? Marquette community currently or those living on properties as well? My only concern is that this will further encourage the “Marquette Bubble”
i. Near west side partners initiative have developed four sub committees addressing various issues, one of them is housing. Right now this designation is only focused on property owners and managers that rent to Marquette and Marquette students. I don’t see why in the future this couldn’t be extended to other owners in the city. It’s a great way to attract tenants and to hold property owners accountable.  
ii. I agree with your concern, and I think as we roll this out next year and see what the impact is, that will be a question we will have to continue to ask and observe. Because there are properties that house community members as well as students. 
e. PRD Markun: What’s in it for the landlords? Especially the ones like Rene Row that are already established and don’t need help marketing for residents. Would this program affect graduate students, would they also go through good tenant training?
i. It’s one way they can set themselves apart, giving them a competitive advantage. I think the only response I have for those property owners is to say that if you want to take a step back and watch for the first year to see how that unfolds, that’s okay. We recognize the demand of the good neighbor designation to get buildings up to good standard, and some might not think it’s worth it. But if it grows and carries the weight we think it will in the future, then they might have to adapt to the changes to keep up with the other community owners. In terms of property owners, it’s their decision. If they want to participate they can, but we aren’t forcing anyone to do it. If property owners feel as though they aren’t in a position where they want to meet those standards then they can step back, watch, and see. It could have a complete null effect, but we have to try. 
ii. Certainly I think if we see the training in the fall is popular we will add dates in the spring and push for graduate student participation as well
f. Senator Elizondo: one of the things I admire is that you brought in big competitors from the neighborhood. However, I feel as though a program like this could be giving an advantage to the big guys around the neighborhood, weeding out the smaller scale landlords that can’t afford or won’t want to get into the program. How would you reach out to individual property owners? Is there a possibility that it could include a measurement for what a cost of living in a specific apartment compared to the value so you can get an idea of what students should actually be paying?
i. The neighborhood excellence committee was comprised of small, medium, large, and national local owners. We had two small land lord owners involved so we could have everyone’s perspective when developing this program. One concern I would have is if they aren’t up to code they’re running illegal rentals, so if they can’t afford it it’s still not okay. Things that aren’t code driven we would give exceptions for as long as plans for completion of what needs to be met are submitted. We don’t want to squeeze out small locals. 
ii. What you’re talking about is market forces. Proximity to campus will make living spaces more expensive. What changes that is newer construction. So in terms of newer construction, the price market will change but primarily proximity drives cost. Pricing structures are difficult. You can always look up property values online at city web page. Majority of property owners that have been in the game a while have probably paid of mortgages. At this point, it’s too early to say if we will build in a pricing structure to good neighbor designation. At this point we need to worry about getting property owners involved, and wade into these waters carefully to see how it works. But two years from now, MUSG could look into implementing a new designation and changing the criteria. 
g. Senator Demme: How concerned are you that they won’t participate?
i. Not that concerned, I think they’re looking for competitive edge. 
h. Senator Kouhel: How is this going to help with signing leases and working with property owners?
i. The good neighbor designation doesn’t include any sort of lease timeline because we recognize that is an issue that comes up every year. It’s a chicken or an egg thing, do we educate students to not sign a lease in August? This summer I’m going to send a letter to all the rising sophomores detailing these programs and asking parents to talk with students about neighborhood timeline and ask them to wait until after midterms and see what happens. I’m doing our students a disservice if I’m giving them that information and through your parents is one way that I can do that. Property owners don’t want to support that because they don’t want to sit on vacant properties, so I understand that but I think students need the information as well. 
ii. PRD Markun: because of the good tenant training, Rene Row has pushed back their leasing three weeks because they’re interested in getting tenants that go through the training program. 
iii. I think there’s an understanding that it’s not good to push signing so early, question is how do you fix it. 
	
6. Officer Reports
President	Zack Wallace
A: Any mission you guys work on you’ll be fully supported, I’ll be there as a resource for you. 
B: I value each of your inputs and really want you to be involved in anything we may be thinking. Collaboration is important and opposition is even more valuable
C: I have initiatives to open up to the floor for you guys. Good neighbor program will begin training next Saturday the 25th, if you’re interested in walking around and evaluation properties let me know and we’ll get you trained. That Saturday we will have tour of avenues west neighborhood as well. We’ll stop at daddy’s for lunch, it will be exciting. 
D: Working with SEAC to work on sustainability efforts. If you’re interested, we’ll be setting up a meeting with them soon
E: SOF workshops this past week – one group (emergency medical association) graduated from a program we started through MUSG – EMT course. They all have jobs now which is cool. This is a cool recent example of the impact of the work you all do
Executive Vice President	Aliya Manjee
A: SOF deadline was yesterday, extended it from Friday because a lot of people were having trouble with their applications and with involvement link. Held SOF office hours last week and they went really well, busy busy busy. Problems with MIL website so groups have been e-mailing applications to me instead. 
B: SOF elections tonight. We’ll meet this week to deliberate on applications and there will be applications for other positions available next week on Monday
Communications Vice President		Sarah McClanahan
A: Student interviews tonight and tomorrow for positions, hiring decisions by Friday
Program Vice President	Sarah Beattie
A: Laverne Cox and Night of Chocolate still available in CLSI
B: Going to NACA starting on Thursday and have already started working on calendar for next year
Financial Vice President	Theodore Eberle 
A: Experienced a lot of problems with MIL ad application so people might come up to you the rest of the week with questions please direct those to EVP Manjee or myself
B: If you’re applying for SOF committee the next three nights of your life will suck, just know that. 
Parliamentarian	Olivia Slusarek
A: Old business (FY16) – majority of the seated (so 15 votes)
B: SOF election - Majority of present (13)
Interim Legislative Vice President	Thomas Schick
A: Be sure to attend your office hours. New senators – put aside one hour a week that you can be in the MUSG office and be available for your constituents. 
B: Welcome new senators!
Advisor		Jennifer Reid 
A: Senior survey runs through the 26th
B: Course evaluations run until May 3rd
C: Met as selection committee for NJSLC and chose 8 delegates. I’ve gotten 4 acceptances, waiting to hear from the others before we announce them and communicate to the rest of the applicants about acceptance. We had a range of academic majors, fairly evenly distributed so we feel good about who we chose. It was a hard decision, a lot of people were very worthy. People who were not chosen could attend if they wanted to fund themselves. Not a lot of internal candidates in MUSG which is good but also disappointing at the same time. If any of you have interest come talk to me and I can give you information on how to register independently. 

7. Committee Reports
President Pro Tempore 					Thomas Schick
A: No update. Thank you everyone for being flexible!
Business and Administration				Cameron Vrana
A: Met yesterday and today and passed our section of the budget and amendments 1 and 2 and the divestment legislation which you’ll see next week
B: Moving forward with landlord rating program
Student Life							Estefania Elizondo 
A: Met on Sunday. Would like to see a line for diversity inclusion and social justice committee so budget was amended
B: Company that will do a showing of the mask you live in, more on that later. Want to partner with a company to do a joint showing for Marquette community
C: Meet with office of marketing and communication regarding student participation in sexual assault awareness week and future films etc. 
Academics							Ricky Krajewski 
A: Met yesterday, passed budget, discussed initiatives. 
B: Extending course evaluation time line – starting to shift it back to get those published online kind of like a rate by professor website. Our new provost is from Notre Dame and they have a program like that
C: Draft out finals week policy to present first Wednesday in May
D: Letter from student regarding academic experience saying it was impaired in Marquette Hall because the walls were too bright
Student Organizations					Amanda Stolz 
A: Met yesterday to pass the budget

8. Outreach, Council, and All-University Committee Reports
A. EVP Manjee: Master plan steering committee met for the first time today and talked about how there will be different working group sub committees. General overview of the plan and different companies we will be working with (infrastructure, parking, technology, etc.) attend the kick off tomorrow in Weasler auditorium at 2pm if you want more information! Presentation will answer lots of questions about plans for the master plan
B. Senator Touhy: Mug Monday went really well, thank you guys for your support! Everything went excellent

9. Approval of Minutes
A. Approval of Minutes from 03/30/2015

10. Old Business
A. Vote to Approve the FY16 Budget
1. FVP Eberle: Only change is program and services section, outreach was cut and designated to DISJ line. 
A) Questions: none
B) Debate: none
C) Voice Vote: passes unanimously

11. New Business
A. Introduction of Amendment #1 – Creation of a Coordinator for Community Engagement
1. Senator Kouhel: When Wallace was LVP he called special ad hoc committee on community engagement. Think it’s important to have a committee to continue these programs and different programs like relationship with neighborhood community clean ups. Most important think is the last furthermore.
2. EVP Manjee: like Adam said, the format will be like DISJ committee, which was done through application process for coordinator position. Structure for this will be similar. Hoping that if this does pass we will be able to get this person appointed by end of academic year, if not we will interview at the beginning of next year. Kelly Walker will be advisor for this committee. 
D) Questions: none
a. Senator Murrar: what kind of student engagement was there when making this committee?
i. President Wallace: We met with Kelly Walker and envisioned this would involve service groups on campus, and also met with Change Maker group. Exciting to see enthusiasm around it
b. Senator Vrana: just passed $750 to community engagement, how will those funds be dispersed in this committee? 
i. President Wallace: committee will come together and allocate funds accordingly. It will likely be used to continue neighborhood clean up
c. Senator Drake: do you have ideas about types of programs? Just cleaning up and safety walks?
i. President Wallace: those are just examples of what we have done this year. We welcome any new ideas to expand that. Milwaukee Rescue Mission is excited to work with students more as well. 
ii. Senator Kouhel: A lot of people refer to this as the Marquette bubble and this is to help break that concept 
iii. Senator Miller: there are more partnerships we have, like WCLL, to work with them to foster change within the community. We also have a student at large who represents Circle K. Trying to work with them to do book drives, etc. 
d. Senator Elizondo: event is similar to hunger clean up, how would we look to make it different and better?
i. Senator Kouhel: I don’t think of this as just an event. Neighborhood clean-up is just a part of this committee, it’s not all that we will be doing. There’s a wide range of things and connections that we are working off of. 
ii. Senator DiVittorio: hunger clean-up is also a fundraiser, which is another difference
B. Introduction of Amendment #2 – Reassignment of All-University Committees Duties to the President
1. President Wallace: this is an update to governing documents, transferring this duty from EVP to president. With all the SOF changes we underwent this year, it’s a lot for a student to take on as EVP. Decided to add it to president’s role since there isn’t too much administrative work at this point. These roles just align a little bit better. I also want to say that the experiences of students that have been appointed to these committees are people that aren’t directly affiliated with MUSG and they haven’t necessarily had the best experience. We want to make sure the position that is coordinating all of those students has time to dedicate to it and their concerns. 
A) Questions:
a. Senator Vrana: The second to last furthermore clause, what do you envision that contact looking like? Just an e-mail update?
i. President Wallace: talking with Jen we talked about how vice president used to convene all of the students together so they could give reports and feedback. That is the vision that we have moving forward, so president with MUSG would convene these students appointed to these committees, maybe once a month, to give their report. Committee chairs could come to meetings as well to give feedback to help connect committee chairs as well. 
ii. EVP Manjee: these meetings will also give students a chance to come together and show that their position does have merit
b. Senator Elizondo: committee chairs with E-board and student representatives come together for joint meeting?
i. President Wallace: not necessarily all of E-board, just president, vice president, and LVP. Meetings would be open for anyone to attend though
C. SOF Committee Elections (Residential – 1 seats) 
1. Senator Bowman: SOF will be meeting soon, so we need to fill this seat, want to find someone to run for this position. 
A) Questions: none
B) Debate: none
C) Voice Vote: suspend section – passes unanimously
2. Nominations:
A) Senator Kouhel: nominate Senator Dearden. Good perspective
B) Questions:
a. Senator Kouhel: room, desk, or car what do you clean first?
i. Senator Dearden: room
b. Senator Elizondo: when is the next SOF meeting? Would you be available?
i. Tomorrow, yes
C) Debate: 
a. Senator Touhy: speaks in the affirmative
b. Senator Stolz: speaks in the affirmative
D) Voice Vote: passes unanimously
D. SOF Committee Elections (Academics – 2 seats)
1. Senator Krajewski: a lot of you know I’ve sat on SOF for the last three semesters. I took a brief time away to sit on budget committee for a little bit. I want to come back. SOF is going through a funny time right now, I think it’s crucial we have senators that are familiar with how the old process works so we can better understand the changes that have been made. Also important to reach out to student orgs when they are going through the funding process. It’s crucial SOF is up to par and going smoothly 
2. Senator Miller: I’m the newbie, never sat on SOF before. My experience, and reason I want to get into it is because I have served as president and treasure for student org. I’m very familiar with filling out SOF applications from other side, and the frustrations people go through. I could help connect with other club treasurers and presidents knowing what it’s like to be in their shoes, and knowing the ropes to help guide them. 
3. Senator Stolz: I sat on SOF and have gone through the transition process and worked with the committee to get the process to where it is today. I would like to see the process go further, and help others with the transition making it less confusing. I’m passionate about SOF and continuing my work with the committee
A) Questions:
a. Senator Kouhel: Thoughts on SOF changes? Any of you filled out application due Friday? Thoughts on it? Room, desk or car which do you clean first or why?
i. Senator Miller: I very much like SOF changes, makes it a lot easier and stream lines it without the multi-tier process. It also puts a lot more responsibility on organizations. I did fill out the application, and I really liked the new process. There were a couple wording issues but overall it was good. Car, always out and about. 
ii. Senator Stolz: I like the changes. I think with the change it can only get better. It isn’t exactly where it needs to be, but this will be a trial year and it is a step in the right direction. I like how orgs are forced to look ahead for the whole year. I have not filled out the application but I have seen it and I like how it has changed and is more mainstream, and easier to follow. Desk, work first. 
iii. Senator Krajewski: I haven’t filled out the application either. I know there were some kinks that have been worked out. I think the two period system is great, but I’m excited to see how it works and how it truly plays out. Spot funding throughout the year is not set in stone either, and this year will be exciting to see how it works. There is a lot of potential in the new system. Room, live life first work second. 
b. Senator DiVittorio: strategy to work with students that would be upset with process?
i. Senator Krajewski: beneficial to have students sit down and walk through funding policies and what can’t get funded. Funding for conference travel is often an issue, and other groups might have other complaints. No one answer, but I think dialogue would be best solution. 
ii. Senator Miller: in order to cut down on complaints I think training policy as thorough as possible will cut down on complaints. And if we can work and get trust established with orgs we work with often, then they will come to us on a more regular basis instead of just during SOF
iii. Senator Stolz: Natalie’s initiative to divide up student orgs and club sports each having an SOF representative and I think that would be great so they can have one person they can build a connection with. As well as just letting know people are taking their concerns to heart and seeing where changes can be made. 
c. Senator Schmidt: within SOF meetings, how can you stay objective when comparing applications?
i. Senator Miller: I’ve had experiences with multiple clubs, and I’m very much a checklist person and I like following those guidelines so having the attribute templates will be a big plus. I really want to do this in order to help ease people’s tension.
ii. Senator Stolz: my time on SOF has helped me to remove any ties I have so I know how to look at what an event has to offer as a whole for the entire Marquette community. Taking my interests out and looking at the event as it is
iii. Senator Krajewski: financial policies are there to make sure the events are in line with them. The attribute system is to help make the process more objective, but at the end of the day it won’t be completely objective. 
d. Senator Elizondo: would you see the merit in doing surveys?
i. Senator Stolz: I think it’s a good idea to engage the students since they pay the SAF, I want to see where they want money to be spent. I don’t know if a survey would be the best option, but maybe face to face interactions would be better. Engage student interest for sure, I don’t know what the best way would be. 
ii. Senator Krajewski: at the end of the day a lot of orgs want to travel even though majority say money should stay on camps. I don’t think there’s a lot of merit to have another survey since we know the answers, but there is merit in talking to student orgs about it. 
iii. Senator Miller: I don’t think a survey is the best option. Open forum would be better idea. Then those who actually want to be there and care with show up, so input you want will be there. That eliminates people who would give useless information and you save other people’s time who aren’t interested
B) Debate:
a. Senator Kouhel: speaks in favor of Senator Miller
b. Senator DiVittorio: speaks in favor of Senator Stolz
c. Senator Murrar: speaks in favor of Senator Krajewski
d. Senator Thiry: speaks in favor of Senator Stolz
e. Senator Dearden: speaks in favor of Senator Miller
f. Senator McInerney: speaks in favor of Senator Stolz
g. Senator Schmidt: speaks in favor of Senator Miller
h. Senator Elizondo: speaks in favor of Senator Stolz
C) Closed Ballot Vote: 18-22-12 congratulations to Senator Stolz and Senator Miller
E. Budget Committee Elections (Residential – 1 seat) – NO CANDIDATES RUNNING
F. Budget Committee Elections (Academic – 1 seat)
1. Senator Elizondo: I sat down with student council to help them with budget. They’re pretty new to Marquette and college of comm. as a whole, so they reached out to me as their senator to set that budget, and we did so successfully. I’m excited about three main issues; a critical analysis of supply and demand for SOF budget line – more and more student applications and continuously lack of funding or under funding. Also, using another platform other than MIL, using OrgSync which involves an app and it could be the one location for student orgs to advertise their events – benefits students and less cost for posters around campus. Lastly, the SOF over allocation and underfunding. Balance budget line to make it more effective. 
2. Senator Vrana: I sat on the budget committee for my last term, so I have a lot of experience working with budgets. Back at home I sat at my church’s budget committee which was larger than MUSG. I also worked for personal budgets at the credit union where I work. I’ve also been the chair of B&A and we have tackled some difficult subjects, I’ve been part of conversations with strong sides which is important experience when working with a budget and deciding where to most effectively spend the money provided. I hope to reflect views of MUSG and students on campus as well. I think doing something or looking at data of past survey to see where our money is going would be beneficial to make sure it is going back to the students in a most effective manner as possible. Look to increase lines for fiscal year 17. SOF is an interesting topic because it has fluctuated so much. With the increase in applications it has set a trend going forward. 
A) Questions:
a. Senator Kouhel: what’s your main concern in the budget? If you could have your way, where would you want most of the SAF to go in the budget? What song best describes your work ethic?
i. Senator Vrana: my main concern is just finding the happy balance between programs and SOF and using their money in the best way possible, so evaluating what students want. Ultimately, it’s the students’ money and that is who we’re here to represent. I don’t know that one specific cause should get all of the money. We have the responsibility to distribute money to all of the causes on campus and they all have value and I wouldn’t want to pigeon hole any line item. “Eye of the Tiger”
ii. Senator Elizondo: main concern would be the lack of funds for programs students want to put on. I want to see how the data will change now that we’re looking at the whole budget and what are the needs for the organization for the whole year as well as not having the over allocation problem throughout the year. I would split program board and SOF evenly. “The Sound you Know”
b. Senator Biagi: how do you feel about raising the SAF?
i. Senator Vrana: referendum on the past election – students thought the fee was sufficient, and as a representative of those students I think it’s important that we go with what they say. 
ii. Senator Elizondo: I think there’s a huge learning code for average Marquette student about what the SAF is, where it goes, how you get it back, etc. I would first like to see an educated population’s opinion on the student activity fee, and see from those students what they think we should do with the fee. If they would be okay with it, then I would too. 
B) Debate:
a. Senator Canting: speaks in favor of Senator Elizondo
C) Closed Ballot Vote: 13-12-0 congratulations to Senator Elizondo


12. Announcements
A. EVP Manjee: steering committee kick off tomorrow!
B. Senator Krajewski: Marquette wind ensemble concert Sunday at 2pm in the Varsity
C. Senator Miller: next Tuesday 21st sign up to be part of bone marrow registry. Tonight at midnight senator McInerny’s 21st birthday!
D. President Wallace: one of the program coordinators can’t go to the NACA conference this weekend because her grandmother passed away last night. I know that I’m making a card with program coordinators, if senate would like to make one as well that would be nice. Her name is Molly Welch – card in office to sign. If you would be interested in going to conference invitation is open to all of you. Leave at 11am Thursday, back Sunday by the reception in the afternoon. You could go up Friday as well. E-mail Sarah or myself if you are interested. E-mail you about updates I mentioned early
E. Advisor Reid: there are helpful educational sessions, and it’s helpful to see what programing looks like. I encourage you if you have criticisms to go so that you can actually see the models used to make decisions
F. [bookmark: _GoBack]RHA little sibs weekend this weekend – register in Marquette Place

13. Adjournment
