Student Senate Meeting Minutes

Gustavus Adolphus College

September 30, 2013

I. Attendance
I. Absent: Senators Afreh, Burggraf, Patton, and Cabinet member (Health & Housing Chair) Barr. 
II. Call to order @ 7:05pm 

III. Approval of the Minutes 9/23/2013

1. Approved

IV. Community Comment

1. NA

V. Old Business

      a. Approval of the Minutes 9/16/2013


1. Approved

      b. Board of Trustees Update


1. Timmons- Meeting went well, a renewed sense of optimism in the board.  Very interested in student life, asked questions, were receptive to list.  Board thinks that in the future the format of meeting with them may change- make it more of a conversation than a speech. 


2.Discussion



i. Henrickson- Any discussion on the internet situation?




1. Timmons- Not really a discussion setting.  Worked to explain the situation to them.



ii. Siatta- What did the board say about restoration measures, especially in dorms, on campus?




1. Timmons- There was not a specific discussion, but they seemed receptive. 

IV. New Business 

      a. Readership Program


1. This is the program that supplies newspapers on campus.  Intended for student use.  Senate pays for this program.  –Were approached by a representative (Mary Ellen) to the readership program, and she was wondering if we would like to put a copy of USA Today in front of the doors in first year dorms.  (This was done last year). –Senate would have to deliver them.  –This would be a one time/one day thing.


1. Discussion



i. Nigro- Any idea why the NY Times haven’t been delivered on Mon these past few weeks?




-Ask Mary Ellen.



ii. Hare- Why USA Today?



-VanHecke- USA today runs the readership program.



-Hare- Papers were delivered to upperclassmen last year as well. 



iii. Hinnenkamp- As a co-ed rep, supports this idea.  Great opportunity.  



iv. Thayer- This would only happen once a year, or semester?  Would all of senate be involved, or just dorm reps?  Are you looking for early morning delivery?



-VanHecke- Last year, senators picked up papers…but didn’t effectively deliver them. 



vi. Best- How is this different than the typical program?




-Cabrera- Would be delivered outside the dorm room door, as opposed to just being on the stands. (Think of how newspapers are left outside your door when you stay in a hotel…similar concept) 



vii. Hare- Not sure if USA today is the best choice (last year residents weren’t too excited by it).  But, would support it if that’s what people are interested in.  Would suggest teaming up with CFs.



viii. Thayer- Are you looking for a motion?




- Yes



x. Cabrera- Entertains a motion to look at this with Mary Ellen. 



xi. Rasmussen- So moved.

i. Hoppe seconds.

xii. Vote to approve one day readership program 

i. Passes

xiii. Henrickson-  Should this be re-worded?

xiv.  “The co-presidents are charged to discuss the matter of readership with Mary Ellen.”  Motion to reconsider

i. Seconded

xv.  Thayer- Doesn’t think that this needs to be reconsidered.  “It’s dirty, but it will work.”

xvi. Vote to reconsider

i. Division called

ii. Vote by raise of placards.

a. Fails

      b. Public Relations Chair Nomination


1. Nominee is Adam Larson.  –Senior Philosophy major.  Is a transfer form Bemidji.  Worked in an office there making signs/working with advertising, etc.  –Founded the cycling club here.  –Is excited to give back and work with the Gustavus community.


2. Larsen- Philosophy major.  Wants to get more involved on campus.  Wants to give as much as he can to the position. 


3. Discussion-



i. Vogel- What do your time commitments look like?




Larsen- Eppie.  Cycling club (though that’s wrapping up for the season).  Nothing too extensive as far as time commitments for the year.


4. Discussion on the nominee



i. Vogel- He seems nice.  This is a really big position, feel that we should be discussing him if any one knows him.  Thinks it’s great that he’s getting involved.



ii. Best- Lived across the hall from Larsen last year.  Cool guy, laid back, dedicated to all that he does.


iii. Roland- Had a class with him.  Has awesome writing/communication skills.  Would be good for this position. 



iv. Siatta- Mentioned that he had experience in poster making.  Seems like a great fit. 


5. VOTE



i. Passes


6. Adam Larsen appointed to Public Relations Chair.

 c. Ethics Committee


1.  Henrickson- Received 6 applications for the ethics committee.  We have some stellar individuals in this room.  Hard choice, but officially nominating Senators Hoppe and Wiest.


2. Wiest- Interested in ethics committee.  Looking forward to working with campus, discussing issues. 


3. Hoppe- Would be third year on this committee.  Interested in bylaws, etc.  Philosophy major, interested in ethics.


4. Thayer- Have either of you read the constitution?  Would you be willing to go down and read the constitution tonight and look for inaccuracies?  



i. Hoppe- It’s been a year or two, but yes.  Wiest- No, but willing to do so. 


5. Discussion



i. Siatta- Would be a good idea for nominees to read constitution and bylaws.



ii. Henrickson- Has worked with Hoppe in the past.  His knowledge will serve to aid the senate and constitution.  –Wiest is a fresh person.  “The mind that can be molded”.  Someone to introduce to the workings of senate/bylaws.  This is a new opportunity. 



iii. Nigro- Hoppe has worked on ethics as a senator and student at large.  Wiest is a great new addition, someone who can learn from this position and gain experience.  Always good to gain younger senators.  “Get them young”


6. Vote



i. Wiest




a. Passes



ii. Hoppe




a. Passes


7. Hoppe and Wiest appointed to the ethics committee. 

d. Finance Committee


i. Montes- Went through 6 applications for students at large.  Steve and Yue.  Both juniors.  Both have previous experience. Are open minded, tolerant. 



-Yue has been on committee for 2 years.  Passionate, dedicated.



-Steve has worked in the admissions office on campus working with finances.


ii. Best- Both open minded individuals.  This was an important quality when looking at applicants. 


iii. Steve- Financial economics major.  Wanted to get more involved on campus.  Worked with fly in program in admission office. –Thinks it would be an awesome experience, would be open minded.  Thank you for this opportunity! 


iv. Yue- Thanks for the opportunity!  Enjoyed time on the finance committee as a senator first two years.  Wanted to apply again.  Values open-mindedness. Has experience in diverse orgs.  


v. Questions



1. Hoppe- Sometimes on finance you have to tell groups that you can’t fund them.  Have you ever had an experience where you’ve had to tell someone you couldn’t help them/how did you handle it?


i. Steve- This is just part of life.  Would be understanding, explain why.



ii. Yue- Understands needs of groups, but limited budget.  Must be fair.  Would recommend other funding sources.


vi. Discussion



1. Henrickson- Served with Yin on senate two years ago.  She was an outstanding senator.  Currently taking a poli sci class with her, she is a stand up individual.  She is of the caliber of the types of individuals finance needs.


vii. Vote to approve 



1. Yin




-Approved



2. Eiden




-Approved 

   
viii.   Best- Janet has received 3 applications for finance committee.  (We need four).  Thank you to those who have applied.  This is a very important committee and one of the most important things we do.  To those who are thinking about it- please do.  Would like to see at least 3 more apps so to make a well-rounded choice.  There is no timeline. 

e. Henrickson- We’ve run into an unforeseen issue- we do not have enough committee credits to offer for senators to meet their requirements.  We need to suspend the constitution. Entertains a motion to suspend art 7 section 3 of the constitution for the duration of the academic year.  “3) Ad-hoc Committees: Ad-hoc committees, created by the Senate with a majority vote, shall be created to address specific issues. A maximum of five Senators may serve on any ad-hoc committee and Senators must comprise the majority of all committees. The Chair of any ad-hoc committee may appoint students-at-large to serve on the committee with the approval of a majority of the committee.” -This leaves us with not enough committees for senators to maintain their committee credits.  This would remove the 5-member rule for committees.  Otherwise, we have no other way to make our constitution feasible at this time.

i. Timmons- We discovered the language defining standing committees and ad hoc committees is not very clear.  That means that under this constitution each committee could only have 5 members, and this would not allow senators to meet requirements. 

ii. Henrickson- Looking for more finance committee members.  On top of that, this change won’t deny constitutional privileges, will just suspend the part of the constitution that stipulates the five member rule.  Would be brought up in the spring semester to be changed/voted upon.

iii. VanHecke- Clearly this needs to be fixed, so people can get on committees and get working.  –Why not change number of committee credits instead of how many people can serve on each committee?

a. Henrickson- Could be either, both would accomplish the same thing.  We’re getting to the point where need to start making changes, in the mean time, we need a visible fix.  



b. Best- Also, it mathematically still doesn’t work out if number of committees required changes (by changing number of required committee credits).



c. VanHecke- Where are we with the math/finance being 2 credits?




1. Best- Still mathematically doesn’t even out.


iv. Thayer- are we counting faculty committees?



a. Best- No.



b. Thayer- In the past, some senators have been rewarded credit for serving on these committees.


v. Nigro- We should turn this into a motion…what shape would you like to see this take?
vi. Henrickson- Entertain a motion to suspend article 7 section 3 of the student senate constitution for the duration of this academic year or until it may be mended.
a. Nigro- So moved



1. Vogel seconds


b. Discussion

1. Richardson- Would an alternative to this be considering how committees are defined?




-Cabrera- Have been discussing this.  We assumed that these were all standing committees, but after looking further into the constitution it was  discovered that ethics and finance are the only standing committees (implies that the rest are ad hoc)  Ombudsperson has been charged with examining this verbiage.




-Timmons- That is a possible end solution.  But now, bylaw or constitution must be suspended for this to work.


2. Henrickson- 2/3 majority vote is needed.  Recommends a roll call. There is a gravity to this, and we must not take it lightly.


3. Vogel- Suggests a roll call.  Something that needs to be taken care of now.  


4. Kemp- We’re just suspending just this section?



a. Yes, just art 7 section 3.

5. Wiest- We would be reconsidering this part of the constitution sometime in the spring?



a. Henrickson- Need to come up with changes in the fall, will be on the spring ballot. 

6. Hoppe- Thinks that we need to be careful, but this is only a part of the constitution and we won’t go too crazy with power.  Know that this is an extreme circumstance. 

*Marino- According to Parli Pro, a motion to suspend rules is not debatable. 

7. Vote 

a. ROLL CALL

i. Afreh- Absent 


iii. Birkey-Abstain


iv. Burggraf- Absent 


v. Grosshuesch- Yes


vi. Harbeck- Yes


vii. Hare-Yes


viii. Hinnenkamp-Yes


ix. Hoppe- Yes


x. Kemp-Yes


xi. Nigro- Yes


xii. Patton- Absent 


xiii. Rasmussen-Yes


xiv. Schwichtenberg- Yes


xv. Seiness- Yes


xvi. Siatta- Yes


xvii. Thayer- Yes


xviii. Thrash- Absent


xix. Vogel- Yes


xx. Wiest- Yes


xxi. Wilkes- Yes
b. Passes 

f. Thayer- Which committee is in charge of the readership program? (NOTE: To be addressed under topic of old business, listed here for organizational/formatting purposes). 

i. None


ii. Thayer- If you remove a paper we’re charged for it, if put back not charged.  Have noticed board members taking papers. Would like to see more signs noting “Students Only”. 

a. Cabrera- If you charge it to a committee, would recommend PR.

b. Thayer- Not interested in charging, wanted it on the record in the minutes. 

g. Rasmussen- Will the measure voted upon to suspend a portion of the constitution be charged to a committee? 

i. Cabrera- It has been addressed by ethics, will not be charged. 

h. Siatta- Would like to discuss the restoration/renovation of dorms/sanitation.  Uhler in particular, the showers are extremely unsanitary.  What committee could look at this/ what could be done as a senator? Perhaps install easier to clean tiles in bathroom?  Measures should be taken soon. 

1. Cabrera- Recommend charging to health and housing committee.  Also recommend working with hall councils and res life. 

i. Hare- Make a recommendation to PR regarding the readership program letting students know about it, are aware that students pay for it and that it’s for students to use. 
V. Announcements

        a. Committee Expectations



i. Cabrera- Expect senators to have three committee credits.  Both strongly rely on the work done by committees.  Admin director will be following up.  Timmons- These meetings will go by faster with committee work. 

           
ii. Siatta- How do we know what committees we’re on?





1. Timmons-  Contact chairs. 
iii. Roland- If you have to miss a committee meting, it is respectful to email your chair letting them know. 

b. Vogel- Personally really like motions.  

c. Henrickson-There will be another parli pro session at 6:30 next Monday.  

d. Nigro- Good work!  We got through pretty quickly, but there were some times when we slowed down. Be brief!  Attend parli pro meeting!

e- Montes- Thanks for your work!  Can’t emphasize how important finance is to the student body- impact nearly a quarter of the student body.  Hope for more applications.

f- Hoppe- Echoes Vogel’s sentiments.  If you need help with motions, don’t be afraid to ask for help!
g- May- Send me your office hours if you haven’t yet ASAP!

VI. Meeting adjourned.
