STUDENT GOVERNMENT

GENERAL MEETING
March 20, 2011
I. Preliminary Items

a. Roll Call
b. Changes to the Agenda
i. Add OAF as last item of discussion
ii. Suspend reports to add time
c. Gallery Introductions
i. Multiple Reps for athletic department to answer questions and concerns on OAF reports
ii. FAC Chair here for OAF
iii. SAB and reps here for OAF
iv. Laura Bates Director of Student Involvement and Campus Acitivities
v. Program Advisor in Center of Student Involvement
vi. Dr. Paino President on behalf of University
vii. H.E.A.L. Japan Rep
viii. Dean Gilchrist Dean of Student Affairs
ix. Index Rep
d. Membership Appointments
e. Oath of Office
II. Executive Reports

a. President of the Student Association
i. MO House Budget committee approved 7% cut
ii. Senate Bill 200 deals with way public institutions can take on debt; Senate will oppose this bill
iii. Internal search to replace dean minner and didn’t have a student Rep, now it does
b. VP of the Student Association
c. Secretary
d. Treasurer
III. Auxiliary Reports

a. Student Representative to the Board of Governors
b. Faculty Advisor
c. Staff Advisor
d. Speaker of the Student Senate
e. Academic Affairs
f. Environmental Affairs
g. Student Affairs
i. Hopefully launch branding campaign next week
h. External Affairs
i. Diversity Chair
i. Diversity Week starts this week, posters will be here SOON!
ii. Have a resolution later
iii. Need a member to be on the gender neutral forum (Tuesday of Next week at 6 pm)
iv. Diversity Roundtable—want ACTIVE senate participation
j. Communications 
k. Webmaster
l. Technology Director
IV. Other Reports
V. Old Business
V.
       New Business
1. Truman Capitol Standing Budget Item Veto override (Cline) [Fail]
a. Brett- Override veto, the amount is necessary

b. Danny- 2 options for a veto situation: We can negotiate—allow amendments and both parties agree, which would lead to creation of a new bill, making tonight a first reading; OR disallow amendments and have a vote, and there must be a 2/3 vote to override veto
c. Brett- there wasn’t much discussion in the meeting last week; hope you still support it

d. Isaac- it’s much more successful when less money is spent; also everyone would like to have this kind of cushion but it’s too expensive
e. Michael-has been successful without that kind of money; also it seems fiscally irresponsible to spend money on something that doesn’t need that money
f. Bridget- $2,053 unbudgeted

g. Brett- it’s easier to add the extra money now than in the future, it’s planned too far ahead to have to worry about where money’s going to come from for things that change such as gas

h. Kathleen- don’t know what’s going to happen in the next 3 years, so we should plan for the lower end if possible- 500 extra dollars seems a little high

i. Slok- need some cushion ($1800-$2000) may not be a big enough one but $2500 may be a bit much; approves of a compromise?
j. Michael- disagrees with the assertion that we should spend money not budgeted; it’s still not in the best interest of anyone to budget much higher than is needed
k. Brett- costs will not be the same every year, and gas prices and transportation can fluctuate a lot over a short period of time
l. Michele- a $200 cushion could probably cover the gas issue

m. Deanna- willing to spend own money on gas (as a freshman) for the next three years of attending
2. Environmental Action Committee posters [$85] (Nolan) [PASS]

a. Money comes from unbudgeted account for environmental affairs for posters about turning off lights/saving electricity

b. Isaac- it is already budgeted, posters are hilarious
3. H.E.A.L. Japan Resolution (Gyawali) [Withdrawn]

a. Part of diversity committee because it brings the campus together, and comes from its budget
b. Discussion ensued over whether H.E.A.L. Japan should file for a grant

c. Grants can be given out as fast and Bridget and Michael can read through them

d. Slok agrees to withdraw the resolution and suggest to H.E.A.L. Japan to apply for a grant 

VI.        Discussion Items
1. Grants Committee Notice of Funding (Dijak)

a. Got a letter with the agenda

b. Brett- we should be getting notification of event before it happens

i. We funded this event retroactively, but normally yes
2. OAF Report (Robinson)

a. Have printed copies + there’s an electronic supplement that is part of full report; includes how to better future OAF and ballot suggestions
b. Presentation is just a summary, read the full report to understand everything
c. Discussion went along with a PowerPoint presentation

d. FAC Report: 

i. FAC hasn’t been able to fund as many organizations as they’d like—in the spring semester they could only possibly fund 37.8% of requests

ii. Basically FAC is following ’05 recommendations very well—they’re doing what they’re supposed to be doing

iii. Wanted to add $7.80 per student, but budget constraints force a change 

iv. Recommendations include: fix the website, publicize better—organizations should know FAC can help them fund events—keep office budget as low as possible

v. Total increase in funding is going to be $3.50 (.75 from readership program and $2 from activity fee) and would like them to be on different items on ballot so they can be passed separately if necessary

e. Readership Report:

i. What funds the newspapers on campus

ii. Originally $9 per semester, now it’s about $8.50 a student

iii. Covers for each newspaper that is removed from the racks; amount we have been paying has decreased possibly from internet

iv. So they thing there should be a cut to reduce surplus to $15,000, and reflect decreasing of readership

v. Senate would have control of money if program ended, which isn’t an ideal situation

f. SAB Report:

i. Requested no fee increase

ii. Doing what they need to be doing and pleasing students

iii. Would like survey results to be posted, have retreat expenses looked at because they have the highest retreats on campus, and to look into expenses from NACA (helps network and get new ideas)

g. Senate Report:

i. Most students don’t know about our budget or where to find it

ii. No fee change
iii. Recommendations: continue trying to gain attention, each committee final report are posted to the website, number and quality of organizational visits should increase to spread knowledge, create lasting events, and ethical guidelines should be updated and conflict of issues should be explicitly stated and code of ethics should be updated

h. Athletic Fee:
i. Helps us catch up to other school’s athletic departments; conditions were awful before it was started
ii. Improvements include redoing parts of Stokes Stadium, new weight room equipment, new tennis courts, and batting cages for softball

iii. Half of students didn’t know how the fee was being used, but most agreed with leaving fee where it is after being informed (approval went from 57%-73%)
iv. Recommendations: keep fee amount the same, have senate decide on whether or not to keep it (by accepting the OAF report) send to ballot- have a review every 6 years instead of 3
i. Non OAF Organizations

i. Senate is not made to fund long term organizations

ii. Process should be developed to better manage new fees

j. Future Reviews

i. What OAF does should be put into senate constitution because it’s important to students, and will make it harder to skip out on
ii. Should be separated from senate to remove it from political influences
iii. Senate should create a task force to help form the review 

iv. Ask for 3 athletes to sit on the board; it’s important to be represented; will also help scheduling be easier (1 from each season) so it can be fully heard

k. Questions

i. David- how will the 3 athletes be selected?

1. No recommendations for process, just what types of athletes are available—one from each season

2. There should be a written process for future use
ii. Colleen- was it considered to use some of the supplementary money from readership program?

1. Fees are slowly being used from this huge amount, and just taking a flat amount would not be practical at the moment
iii. David- who in the athletics department will be responsible for the $100 fee?

1. Hopefully task force from senate would figure this out—maybe from the activity fee

iv. Michael- opposed to not putting fee onto the ballot; student opinion should be more important for such a student oriented fee; hard to just let student opinion go; agrees with the fee, but student’s input on the fee has not been listened to

1. Students have been consulted, members have been on advisory committees; yes there are some issues with matching student opinions because of some issues and failures on all parts
2. Erin disagrees- Senate has opposed fees which was overturned because of student support

v. David- internal structure of the committee- how malleable is that, because issues of how money is used could be eliminated; could it be possible to have a student elected member to committee
1. Reason they don’t support a vote

vi. Isaac- in the process of restructuring the committee and creating better guidelines for this committee

vii. Kathleen- assuming that students don’t know what is going on is offensive; students should be able to know what their fees will cover, so 6 years is a long time for them to find out what’s going on next
viii. Dr. Paino- always looking to reduce the budget; deeply concerned about the option of potentially losing ½ million dollars; importance is to work to keep from cutting from education; MO is 45th state for public university funding

1. Sports facilities are very far behind, and this fee helps close the gap; enrollment is becoming more and more important as we become more tuition based and recruitment is aided with better athletic facilities

2. Will support what senate says—will campaign if necessary—but doesn’t have much time because he’s lobbying so hard for other issues across the country

3. Students need to be informed of how the fee is being used, but that’s a failure on many people’s parts and for now we must do what’s most important for full body of both present and future, not just what’s going on right now
ix. Charles- If athletics fee is put on ballot, so should other fees

x. Isaac- questions wisdom of extending to 6 year review—it eliminates all institutional knowledge for students; also won’t allow students to have a say over what happens while they’re in school

1. Also, it’s about time FAC received an increase in funding—it has a direct effect on our mission and ideals

xi. John- projects that will make an big impact will take longer than 3 years; 6 years will allow for better planning and completion of projects
xii. Kristin- FAC is very crucial and they look forward to helping future students

xiii. Charles- (reasoning behind 6 year review) there won’t be very many students in 3 years that remember what’s going on anyway; OAF will still have a ‘review’ over the fee, just no vote

1. Also, students always have the option of putting things on the ballot if there’s a huge problem
2. Also recommend to make OAF independent to help create better communication amongst present and future OAF’s
xiv. Kathleen- size of Truman is built to sustain less sports teams than we do, so hanging on to these teams may be bad economically; also thinking that students will come up with referendum and put something up to vote but not look into the fee is silly

xv. Colleen- would like to see OAF be completely independent from Senate—have reps but be independent to alleviate worries; having a standing committee to check up on everything

xvi. Erin- OAF should be an independent body; we do need to look at the big picture and vision documents, which have continually advocated to improve athletics program

xvii. Matt- if there was a 3 year review fee, there might be just complicated and unnecessary overlap of projects and paperwork 

xviii. Luke- it’s dangerous to place burden on overburdened administration; but SAB and FAC is very tied to students, and this committee doesn’t seem to be very tied to students, so these ties to students need to be better instilled
xix. Brett- with a review session every 6 years, might be an issue with running out of projects

1. No, there will never be an end to the needed projects because of how far behind our facilities are

xx. Matt- (response to students wouldn’t bring up referendum) students were out in force to oppose senate bill they didn’t agree with; Putting something up to the ballot this late in time would be a mistake
xxi. David- there’s no document on who should be on athletic fee advisory committee or what it does; right way to express this is in a founding document of what the committee does and who should be a part of it
xxii. Colleen- over 400 people directly benefit from fee, and this fee is just as important as the activity fee; we need to do everything we can to make our campus more enticing because of our location

xxiii. Matt- people here should know now that the fee does help everyone
xxiv. Isaac- there is a direct link to the report on the senate homepage, and the supplement will be put up

1. In the executive committee meeting, we will draft exact wording for approval then bring to senate meeting

Announcements


Erin shaves head SOON

Truman for diversity is starting this week


Luke- big event was awesome


Lauren- educator of the year is Monday night!!
