
Student Representative Assembly Meeting 17K 
Sunday, November 26, 2017 at 5:00pm 

Council Chambers, GH111 
 
 
 

Called to Order at 5:01pm 
 
CALL OF THE ROLL 

Present:  Ahmed, Anas, Anbalagan, Aoki, Arnold, D’Souza, Fama, Florean, Gardner, Hackett, Lao, 
Lee, Lightstone, McGill, Nwamadi, Patel, Sabra Salim, Sabrin Salim, Senthillmohan, 
Webb, Wilson 

Absent Excused:   
Absent Chestney, Deshpande, Ibe, McNally, Obaidullah, Risi, Szeliga, Vlatkovic, Zhang 
Late  Ochocinski, Stott 
Others Present:  Stephanie Bartolo (AVP Municipal Affairs), Brett Cox (OPIRG/MISCA), Sahra Soudi 

(OPIRG/Womanists), Rashmi Rajendran (EWB), Neha Malhotra (EWB), Ross Edwards 
(EWB), Daksh Datta (MSU Member), Justin Lee (FYC Chair), Hazra Chowdhary (FYC 
Coordinator), V. Scott (Recording Secretary) 

Chair Helen Zeng 
 
TERRITORY RECOGNITION 
 

 The SRA would like to recognize today that we are situated on traditional Haudenosaunee and 
Anishnaabe territories through the ‘Dish with One Spoon Wampum Treaty’. 

 
ADOPTION OF AGENDA 
 
Moved by Anbalagan, seconded by Patel that the Assembly adopt the agenda, as presented.  
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
ANNOUNCEMENTS FROM THE CHAIR 
 

 The Speaker asked for observers to please sign the list at the back. The Speaker asked for clear and 
concise arguments as they will be having a lot of discussions today, and to stay germane to the topics at 
hand.  

 
DELEGATION FROM THE FLOOR 
 
Set Parameters 
Moved by D’Souza, seconded by Lightstone to set parameters for Delegation from the Floor #1 be 15 minutes for 
presentation, and 10 minutes for questions.  
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
1.  Engineers Without Borders –Rashmi Rajendran, Neha Malhotra, and Ross Edwards presented 
 

 The members from EWB went over the presentation with the Assembly. 
 
Questions  

 D’Souza stated that he noticed that they have a $5,000 sponsorship. He asked if this was yearly. 
Rajendran responded that this goes towards global engineering conference. 



SRA 17K Page 2 
November 26, 2017 

 Anbalagan stated that the junior fellowship was $8,000 and that it was 75% of student money for one 
individual to do so. She asked what they do with the remaining funds, specifically for conferences. 
Malhotra responded that clubs bring in a lot of students and they take students from all faculties. 
Edwards added that the national level was re-branding and will be opening it up to the rest of the 
community.  

 Ahmed asked about the mobile budget. Edwards responded that this was in Ghana and it aggregates all 
sorts of data; medical and health stats.  

 D’Souza asked why there was a difference between engineering and non-engineering delegates for the 
conference reimbursement. Edwards responded that reimbursement comes from the individual faculties, 
and engineers get their own funding. Rajendran added that they usually have more engineers apply, 
which is why those students get less funding as it’s split up amongst them. She explained that the way 
that it works is that everyone will apply for USIF and faculty funding, and depending on how much they 
received from that the rest of the money gets split up so that everyone pays the same amount to go to 
conference.  

 
REPORT PERIOD 
 
1.  First Year Council – Justin Lee presented 
 

 J. Lee summarized the report.  
 
Questions  

 Senthillmohan asked about council events, and residence Olympics. She asked how they were accounting 
for off-campus students. J. Lee responded that the external chair had been meeting with SOCS and that 
they would like to bring more unity to off-campus students.  

 D. Lee asked about the ancillary policy. J. Lee responded that they had advocacy training on Thursday, and 
that it was beneficial and informative and that they would apply that training to read policy. 

 Patel asked if they were partnering with Athletics and Recreation for the residence Olympics next 
semester. J. Lee asked Chowdhary to answer. Chowdhary responded that the money was coming from the 
resident activity fund and FYC was taking a lead on that this year.  

 D’Souza asked if they had a lot of connections with Residence Life, and wondered what they were 
planning on advocating for student concerns. J. Lee asked Chowdhary to respond. Chowdhary responded 
that they had a meeting last week and expressed their concerns. She added that they will be having a core 
meeting this week to work towards it.  

 Anas stated that he noticed that a lot of FYC events were being held in specific residences. He asked if 
they had look into other residences to hold events. Chowdhary responded that they will be handing out 
study packages in the other residences during exams.  

 
2.  Nursing Caucus – Nwamadi presented 
 

 Nwamadi summarized the report.  
 
Questions  

 Deshpande asked how she and MUNNS navigated the college strike, and if any action was required on her 
end. Nwamadi responded that she only represents McMaster students, so the president of MUNNS would 
go to the faculty meetings and bring student concerns there.  

 
3.  Science Caucus – Sabra Salim presented 
 

 Salim summarized the report.  
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Questions  
 Patel stated that one of the challenges talked about was about reaching out to Community Advisors. He 

asked what avenues did they use. Anas responded that they spoke to Jenn at OCRC, and that they would 
help reach out to the CAs.  

 Deshpande stated that it was cool that they were doing office hours together. He asked if they were using 
service spaces after consultation with the PTMs. He asked about the clustering of projects and why it 
wasn’t being done through the Internal Governance committee. Sabra Salim responded that they would 
get PTM permission. She added that for their projects there was a larger theme base and that it was very 
specific and oriented to science students. Wilson added that it was important for people to take initiative 
for their projects and move with momentum.  

 Anbalagan asked if they spoke to the AVP Internal Governance about some of the projects they were 
focusing on. Sabra Salim responded that when they came up with their ideas it was independent of what 
was going on with Internal Governance, and they wanted it to be informal instead of part of the 
committee structure.  

 Lee asked about clustering platform points, and asked if they were reaching out to respective standing 
committees. Wilson responded that the purpose was to consult students in what they wanted, and if MSU 
resources were required then they will go through formal channels.  

 Anbalagan asked about the science caucus yearplan, and how they wanted to reach 2-3,000 likes on 
Facebook. She asked how it was progressing. Sabra Salim responded that it was went through surges and 
that they were slowly progressing, and they were at 1,500 likes.  

 
4.  Social Sciences – Patel presented  
 

 Patel summarized the report.  
 
Questions  

 Deshpande stated that he was confused as to why some of the issues raised in the report weren’t brought 
to Provincial and Federal Affairs. He asked why they didn’t go through the Committee. Patel responded 
that this was something that they decided to take on, and that they would be reaching out to the Board 
and Committees once they were ready to move forward with the projects.  

 
5.  Municipal Affairs Committee – Bertolo presented 
 

 Bertolo summarized the report.  
 
6.  University Affairs Committee – Lee presented 
 

 Lee summarized the report.  
 
7.  Executive Board – Deshpande presented 
 

 Deshpande summarized the report.  
 
8.  Vice-President (Administration) – Anbalagan presented 
 

 Anbalagan summarized the report.  
 
9.  OUSA GA – Deshpande presented 
 

 Deshpande summarized the report.  
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10.  URCU Federal Advocacy Week – Deshpande presented 
 

 Deshpande summarized the report.  
 
11.  President – Ibe presented 
 

 Ibe summarized the report.  
 
Questions  

 Wilson asked if the MSU was considering revisiting the workplace harassment policy. Ibe responded that 
this was something they were thinking about.  

 Lightstone stated that bus shelters are expensive, and asked if they would be the best use of SLEF money 
if McMaster ends up making campus pedestrian friendly and re-route the buses. Ibe responded that he 
didn’t say they would be using SLEF money. He explained that this was something raised with the VP 
Admin of the University.  

 Webb asked about the section on Homecoming, and about the events fund. She asked who was this done 
with, and would it take into account the student codes of rights and responsibilities on campus. Ibe 
responded that there was no commitment made whatsoever, and that they were just ideas and concepts.  

 Arnold asked if there was specific protocol that has to be followed if someone who comes forward with a 
disclosure for a follow-up. Ibe responded that it was. He stated that if it wasn’t raised to the Board of 
Directors it could go to the General Manager, and if not them to EIO or Ombuds.  

 Patel stated that for the last reporting periods, the president has consistently handed theirs in late. He 
asked if Ibe planned on handing them in on time and doing a better job next time. Ibe responded that he 
wrote this while in the office and then circulated it. He stated that given his schedule it was very hard to 
hand things in on time, and he also wanted to be very thorough with reports.  

 Lightstone asked about CLAY saying that the report said that it was revised. He asked Ibe to specify the 
changes to documents and documented mandate, was this just the way they will be putting on CLAY this 
year. Ibe responded that the job description was revised on what the expectation was of the CLAY PTM.  

 
INFORMATION PERIOD 
 

 Lightstone shared the following statement with the Assembly: There is an ancient Jewish poem means a 
lot to me, and I’d like to share part of it with all of you.  
“Man is like a passing shadow and a vanishing cloud, like a breeze that blows and dust that scatters, like a 
dream that flies away.”  
So that's pretty dramatic, but it's very applicable to the student experience at McMaster. You're here for a 
few years and then you're gone. And you have the knowledge you've gained, the friends that you've 
made, and memories of all those experiences, but have you left many changes behind? 
I'm very proud of the work that I've been able to do as a member of this assembly. I've been to meetings, 
put forward ideas, participated in dramatic debates, done a few bits of theater here and there. And I've 
had successes, I've had failures, I've gotten so annoyed at the union and the university that I wanted to rip 
my hair out on occasion.  
But I think my career here has been successful overall. I think that I've represented students to the best of 
my abilities, I've gotten some things done, and I'm very proud of all of that. I'm so proud that I'll be able to 
look back and think that I made an impact on the university around me something that will last after I'm 
gone.  
I hereby announce my resignation from the Student Representative Assembly, effective December 31st, 
2017. I will be staying on until the end of the semester and will be fulfilling my responsibilities to the 
union and to students as long as I am here, but today is my last meeting. This is probably the last time I'm 
going to appear before this assembly, and I'm going to miss it. Thank you all for the friendships, the great 
times, and the opportunities. 
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  Anbalagan reported that she appreciated the Assembly holding the Board of Directors accountable, and 
they know that when missing deadlines there is no excuse. She explained that sometimes it was hard for 
them to make deadlines because of the obligations they have in their calendars.  

 Sabra Salim stated that Lightstone has done so much for the Assembly, and thanked him for all of the 
work he has done with Interfaith Council.  

 Webb announced that they were less than two months away from Charity Ball, and that the Committee 
was holding a bottle drive with proceeds going to the Eva Rothwell Centre.  

 D’Souza thanked Lightstone for all of his hard work of being on the Engineering Caucus and bridging the 
gap between the MSU and MES.  

 Deshpande thanked Lee, Stephanie Bertolo, and Urszula Sitarz for all of their hard work, and stated that 
he was very proud.  

 Ibe gave the appreciation award to Arnold and Stephanie Bertolo.  
 Sabra Salim announced that the Science PNB talk will be on Wednesday. She thanked her caucus for doing 

a good job while she was MIA.  
 
Moved by Anbalagan, seconded by Ahmed to recess for 15 minutes 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
Recessed at 6:57pm 
Called to Order at 7:13pm 
 
CALL OF THE ROLL 

Present:  Anas, Aoki, Arnold, Fama, Florean, Gardner, Hackett, Lao, Lee, Nwamadi, Patel, 
Ochocinski, Sabra Salim, Sabrin Salim, Senthillmohan, Webb, Wilson 

Absent Excused:   
Absent Chestney, McNally, Obaidullah, Risi, Szeliga, Vlatkovic, Zhang 
Late  Ahmed, Anbalagan, D’Souza, Deshpande, Ibe, Lightstone, McGill, Stott 
Others Present:  Stephanie Bartolo (AVP Municipal Affairs), Brett Cox (OPIRG/MISCA), Sahra Soudi 

(OPIRG/Womanists), Rashmi Rajendran (EWB), Neha Malhotra (EWB), Ross Edwards 
(EWB), Daksh Datta (MSU Member), Justin Lee (FYC Chair), Hazra Chowdhary (FYC 
Coordinator), V. Scott (Recording Secretary) 

Chair Helen Zeng 
 
QUESTION PERIOD 
 

 No questions were asked. 
 
BUSINESS 
 
1.  OPIRG Referendum 
 
Moved by Aoki, seconded by Wilson that the SRA send the OPIRG fee of $8.07 to referendum in January of 2018. 
 

 Aoki stated that this has been an issue that their engineering constituents have.  
 Wilson stated that there are genuine concerns with several things with OPIRG. Wilson stated that they 

were hoping to have creative solutions for multi-year problems. They explained that the Assembly has 
discussed sending OPIRG to referendum for awhile now.  

 Sabra Salim stated that they would be taking away from their wages, and jobs would be on the line. She 
explained that cutting the funding won’t fix the issue.  

 Ahmed stated that it would be unfair to say that the fee wasn’t a big deal. He explained that the Assembly 
was there to represent the interests of students, and they haven’t been handled well in regard to OPIRG. 
Ahmed added that even if this does go to referendum, a chapter will still remain in operation as 
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evidenced by the Kingston chapter. Ahmed stated that the service that OPIRG offers, such as the working 
groups, would be fully able to integrate into the MSU groups.  

 Wilson ceded to Brett Cox. Cox stated that he was a student at McMaster and on the OPIRG Board. He 
explained that he would like to address some key points. Cox stated that effective September 2018 the 
opt-out will now be hosted online, and be administered by OPIRG, as well as advertising to a larger 
audience. Cox added that they will be raising funding for their working groups from $250 to $300, and 
make sure they meet twice a semester. Cox explained that OPIRG was willing to try and relieve some of 
the communication barriers that had occurred in the past. He added that he couldn’t speak to the admin 
fees as those are HR issues. 

 Lightstone stated that living wages in Hamilton would be $14.60 per hours, and comparatively OPIRG pays 
around $22. He explained that OPIRG has been widely ignoring the recommendations from the MSU for 
years, and now while having the possibility of being sent to referendum they finally put them in place. 
Lightstone went over the history of how OPIRG was put together for McMaster with the Assembly, and 
stated that any time that this fee went to the general population students decided that they didn’t want 
it. Lightstone stated that this fee hadn’t been looked at in 22 years irrespective of funding structure or 
opt-out, and that students deserve to have their say in what fees they’re paying. He added that the 
working groups get less than $4,000 of the student money from OPIRG, so they’re getting less than 4% of 
the total amount collected. He felt that the working groups could be fine within the MSU structures.  

  D’Souza explained that this was brought forward based on the fact that OPIRG has not done any of the 
recommendations made by the Assembly for the past four VP Finances. He stated that it was interesting 
to see the changes being made now even though these conversations have been happening over the past 
four years, and asked why now. D’Souza explained that the MSU’s role in this was based of the 
conversations with McMaster about who was in control of the organizations receiving the money from 
students, as no one knew where the money was going. He added that while the University could be the 
ones to look into it, the MSU felt that it was their responsibility to make sure that these groups were using 
student money effectively. D’Souza asked if students were getting value from the money being put in 
OPIRG, and he didn’t think so. He urged the Assembly to think critically if students were getting the best 
value and let the students have a voice.  

 Ahmed stated that when the fee was added social justices weren’t a priority for some groups, but 
advocacy is now one of the most common things McMaster is recognized for. He explained that have 
services providing this, so why were they paying $200,000 to OPIRG when very little goes to the working 
groups.  

 Wilson ceded to Sahra Soudi. Soudi stated that speaking to years in the past, a lot of other OPIRGS have 
been concerned about being defunded from the alt-right. She explained that with the recent 
communication with the SRA she acknowledged that it was about proper accessibility.  

 Sabrin Salim stated that if they agreed to send the fee to referendum, as much as they would like student 
to evaluate this for themselves, it’s clear students don’t care. She added that if students see the chance to 
opt-out of a fee they will do it. She felt that this wasn’t fair as the issues they were concerning themselves 
with are now in the past, and some things need improvement. Salim stated that the price for OPIRG was 
not that big, and didn’t think sending the fee to referendum was the solution.  

 Ibe explained that he was not satisfied with the answer that they weren’t able to speak to or give 
information about staffing costs, which is three-quarters of the funding given. He asked for someone to 
speak to why. Ibe ceded the rest of his time to Jonathan Patterson.  

 Patterson responded that staffing costs make up more than half of what was spent each year, and added 
that living wage doesn’t set the costs for employees. He explained that these costs are set through the 
union and they dictate what the wages and benefits are, which is why it takes a large percentage. 
Patterson stated that the employees bring value into the organization, and provide financial and 
volunteer management. He added that they also will help with events, and room bookings.  

 Florean stated that any time she spoke to her constituents about OPRIG, they didn’t know what it was. 
She explained that was concerning because of the amount of funding they receive from students. She felt 
that if there was a referendum then this will give the students an opportunity to learn more about the 
organization.  
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Amendment  
Moved by D’Souza, seconded by Ibe to amend the motion to read: “Moved by Aoki, seconded by Wilson that the 
SRA send the OPIRG fee to referendum in January of 2018, to give the option of $8.07, reduce to $5.50, or not 
have the fee at all, with option to opt-out.” 
 

 D’Souza stated that this will give students a choice, and if the $5.50 option was chosen it would give them 
a budget of $120,000 and it would still be enough to have two part-time staff, and support the working 
groups. He added that any working groups who choose to leave OPIRG could become members of MSU 
clubs.  

 Ibe stated that in 1995 the University had 13,000 full-time undergraduate students, and now there are 
23,000. He stated that his questions to OPIRG to provide answers if it was worth $200,000. Ibe stated that 
he wasn’t interested in defunding OPIRG, but they had to ask if they provided a value to students at the 
current costs, and based on the information presented it does not. Ibe stated that if this was based on 
volunteer management and working groups, it wasn’t worth it for paying for staffing concerns. Ibe added 
that he was interested in seeing this fee go down to a meaningful and sustainable number.  

 Webb asked why not just the two options of the original fee, and lowering it.  
 D’Souza stated that they should be giving students a choice if they want this or not.  
 Arnold stated she supported the amendment, and that students should have the opportunity to have 

their say. She added that she didn’t think it was fair to say a lack of knowledge meant that students didn’t 
care.  

 Deshpande stated that he would be sad and upset if OPIRG was defunded completely, but agreed with 
Ibe’s statement that he wasn’t sure the current fee was needed to operate. He added that OPIRG can 
provide a platform that the MSU doesn’t necessarily provides.  

 Sabra Salim stated that she had a couple of concerns, and one of them being that students would vote no 
if it was sent to referendum. She explained that the fee reduction would cause the service to shutdown. 
Salim stated that this was an equity based group on campus that does work, and that students already 
have a choice to opt-out at the beginning of the year. Salim stated that this amendment puts OPIRG at 
risk of being defunded.  

 Florean stated that she didn’t see how reducing the fee would be helpful, and she will be voting the 
amendment down.  

 Wilson ceded to Jonathan Patterson. Patterson stated that he met with D’Souza regarding this suggestion, 
but he wasn’t sure where the amount came from. He explained that if they look at the OPIRG budget it 
would require reducing one staff member. Patterson added that if the questions was about not putting 
enough money into programming then that was a conversation they could have.  

 Anbalagan stated that there were a couple of concerns raised that she didn’t want to go unnoticed. She 
explained that they weren’t cutting grassroots initiatives, and don’t want to see OPIRG defunded. 
Anbalagan stated that they have had fruitful programming and she would like to see more. She explained 
that if they sent this to students she didn’t think they would vote blindly on this.  

 
Moved by Lee, seconded by Stott to Call to Question 
 

In Favour: 12 Opposed: 11 Abstentions: 3 
Opposed: Ibe, Anbalagan, Sabra Salim, Sabrin Salim, Anas, Wilson, Fama, McGill, Patel, Webb, Arnold 

Abstained: D’Souza, Deshpande, Ahmed 
Motion Fails 

 
Back to Amendment 

 Sabrin Salim stated that this value was just made up, and there was nothing to back it up. She asked if 
D’Souza consulted anyone about this. Salim ceded the rest of her time to D’Souza. D’Souza stated that 
this was not an arbitrary number. He explained that looking at the numbers in 1995, $5.50 with 13,000 
students was $70,000 but with CPI that number would be $100,000 today, and that it would be $120,000 
with today’s students. He felt that this number was solid to look at and think about. He stated that it was 
the duty of the Assembly to oversee these groups, and the reduction of the fee should be decided by the 
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MSU. He added that they don’t have to necessarily agree with the fee, but it should be acknowledged and 
ask the students to vote on what’s appropriate.  

 Anas stated that given the MSU admin costs of $126 per student, only 11% of that goes to employment. 
He explained that the MSU was providing more money to students’ services compared to OPIRG. Anas 
added that he would hate to see OPIRG be defunded, and didn’t think students would blindly make that 
decision.  

 D’Souza addressed the notion that students don’t care or see value in fees. He explained that it was 
insulting to students. He explained that the Health plan was increased, and students chose not to have 
the Marmor. He explained that they should be giving students more credit.  

 
Moved by Lee, seconded by Stott to Call to Question 
 

In Favour: 13 Opposed: 6 Abstentions: 8 
Opposed: Sabra Salim, Sabrin Salim, Anas, Wilson, Fama, Patel 

Abstained: Anbalagan, Ibe, D’Souza, Deshpande, McGill, Webb, Arnold, Ahmed 
Motion Passes 

 
Vote on Amendment 
Moved by D’Souza, seconded by Ibe to amend the motion to read: “Moved by Aoki, seconded by Wilson that the 
SRA send the OPIRG fee to referendum in January of 2018, to give the option of $8.07, reduce to $5.50, or not 
have the fee at all, with option to opt-out.” 
 

In Favour: 21 Opposed: 3 Abstentions: 1 
Opposed: Lightstone, Aoki, Florean 

Abstained: Patel 
Motion Passes 

 
Moved by Anbalagan, seconded by Ahmed to recess for 10 minutes. 
 

 Anbalagan stated that she would like to take a break.  
 Wilson responded that they had time to debate, and this wasn’t one of the break times for staff.  

 
Vote to Recess 
 

In Favour: 15 Opposed: 8 Abstentions: 1 
Opposed: Stott, Sooriyakumaran, Sabrin Salim, Anas, Wilson, Florean, Patel, Hackett 

Abstained: Webb 
Motion Passes 

 
Recessed at 8:27pm 
Called to Order at 8:40pm 
 
CALL OF THE ROLL 

Present:  Ahmed, Anas, Anbalagan, Aoki, Arnold, D’Souza, Deshpande, Fama, Florean, Gardner, 
Hackett, Ibe, Lightstone, McGill, Nwamadi, Patel, Ochocinski, Sabra Salim, Sabrin Salim, 
Senthillmohan, Stott, Webb, Wilson 

Absent Excused:   
Absent Chestney, McNally, Obaidullah, Risi, Szeliga, Vlatkovic, Zhang 
Late  Lao, Lee 
Others Present:  Stephanie Bartolo (AVP Municipal Affairs), Brett Cox (OPIRG/MISCA), Sahra Soudi 

(OPIRG/Womanists), Rashmi Rajendran (EWB), Neha Malhotra (EWB), Ross Edwards 
(EWB), Daksh Datta (MSU Member), V. Scott (Recording Secretary) 

Chair Helen Zeng 
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Back to Main Motion 
Moved by Aoki, seconded by Wilson that the SRA send the OPIRG fee to referendum in January of 2018, to give 
the option of $8.07, reduce to $5.50, or not have the fee at all, with option to opt-out. 
 

 Webb stated that she will be voting this down, and while a reduction was step forward she didn’t agree 
that sending it to referendum would be productive. She explained that OPIRG’s reasoning on why they 
don’t want to be a part of the MSU was valid, and it wasn’t the MSU’s place to debate it. She felt that the 
most collaborative approach would be to ask OPIRG to report at the end of the year to ensure that 
recommendations were being followed.  

 Fama stated that he would like to speak to the value of staff versus students. He stated that students 
can’t provide the same value of that as a paid member devalues students on campus. Fama pointed out 
that they were sitting in a room and representing an organization made of students that turns over yearly. 
He explained that it was demeaning to them and showed a lack of respect to the organization and the 
students who are paying the fees, which funds OPIRG.  

 Lee stated that he conducted some polls to the Health Sciences students, and they would like to see this 
go to referendum. He explained that it was the Assembly’s responsibility to look at this critically. Lee 
stated that this was his second time on the Assembly, and the second time that concerns have been 
raised.  

 D’Souza agreed with Lee. He stated that OPIRG has been around for 22 years, and sending them to 
referendum was the best option, and now they have choices in having a reduced fee. He stated that they 
should put this to referendum and would like students to have a say.  

 
Moved by Sooriyakumaran, seconded by Lee to Call to Question 
 

In Favour: 21 Opposed: 4 Abstentions: 1 
Opposed: Wilson, Ibe, Fama, Webb 

Abstained: Sabrin Salim 
Motion Passes 

 
Vote on Motion 
 

In Favour: 21 Opposed: 5 Abstentions: 1 
Opposed: Sabrin Salim, Wilson, Sabra Salim, Patel, Webb 

Abstained: Senthillmohan 
Motion Passes 

 
2.  Committee of the Whole – Engineers without Borders 
 
Moved by D’Souza, seconded by Lightstone that the Assembly move into Committee of the Whole to discuss 
Engineers without Borders, as per BYLAW 5 – FINANCIAL AFFAIRS 
 

Motion Passes due to General Consent 
 
Moved by D’Souza, seconded by Ibe that the Assembly move out of Committee of the Whole and to Rise and 
Report.  
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
Rise and Report 

 D’Souza reported that the Assembly discussed the delegation. They commended EWB for presenting to 
the General Assembly each year, and having a sizable portion of non-engineering students going to their 
conferences. D’Souza reported that the Assembly would like to know if the referendum was for funding a 
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junior fellowship. D’Souza reported that the Assembly had two recommendations, one was that they 
would like to see the EWB and the junior fellowship be better promoted, and come report to the SRA 
about how promotions had changed. The second would be to have expanded opportunities.  

 
3.  Open SRA seat on Other Committee 
 
Moved by Hackett, seconded by Webb that the Assembly open one (1) SRA seat on the Elections Committee. 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
4.   Close SRA seat on Other Committee 
 
Moved by Hackett, seconded by Stott that the Assembly close one (1) SRA seat on the Elections Committee. 
 
Nominations  

 Lee nominated himself 
 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 

 Lee won the SRA seat on the Elections Committee by acclamation.  
 
5.  Yearplan  
 
Moved by Patel, seconded by Stott that the Assembly approve the updated Social Sciences Caucus Yearplan, as 
circulated. 
 

 Patel went over the yearplan with the Assembly. 
 Ibe stated that the MSU already had an elections how-to guide.  
 Patel stated that it was different from what they already had. He explained that they wanted to give 

students templates for what to do.  
 Hackett went over his contributions to the yearplan, which was reconstructing the application process for 

Welcome Week, and increasing mental health initiatives.  
 Ahmed went over his contributions to the yearplan, which was optimizing the booking system of rooms, 

and having a centralized system for after hours bookings. He added that his second point was to look into 
cheaper food options on campus.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
COMMITTEE BUSINESS 
 
1.  BYLAW 15/A – FACULTY CUP AWARD 
 
Moved by Anbalagan that the Assembly approve changes to BYLAW 15/A – FACULTY CUP AWARD, as circulated.  
 

 Anbalagan went over the Bylaw with the Assembly. 
 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
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2.  Rescind BYLAW 15/B – RESIDENCE CUP AWARD 
 
Moved by Anbalagan that the Assembly rescind BYLAW 15/B – RESIDENCE CUP AWARD 
 

 Anbalagan stated that they now need to remove this bylaw as they merged the original two into one.  
 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
3.  OPERATING POLICY – VICE-PRESIDENTIAL, SPEAKER, AND COMMISSIONER ELECTIONS 
 
Moved by Anbalagan that the Assembly approve OPERATING POLICY – VICE-PRESIDENTIAL, SPEAKER, AND 
COMMISSIONER ELECTIONS, as circulated. 
 

 Anbalagan went over the memo with the Assembly.  
 Lee stated that his concerns were still the same from the last time this was presented, as they were 

putting more time for questions and presentations. He felt that this wouldn’t be conducive, and it was a 
lot on VP candidates to speak for more than 10 minutes.  

 Lightstone asked Deshpande if one minute answering the questions in this process would be sufficient. 
Lightstone ceded to Deshpande. Deshpande responded that one minute was good, as the debate gets 
long and this would allow for more questions. He added that he didn’t want to answer questions after-
hours last year.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

In Favour: 22 Opposed: 1 Abstentions: 2 
Opposed: Ibe 

Abstained: Lee, Lao 
Motion Passes 

 
NEW BUSINESS 
 
Moved by Deshpande, seconded by Lightstone that the SRA consider the following motion for New Business: 
“Moved by Deshpande, seconded by D’Souza that the SRA endorse the ‘$5.50’ option on the OPIRG referendum 
questions, to appear on the ballot.” 
 

 Deshpande stated that he wanted to introduce the motion so that the SRA had a firm mandate.  
 Lightstone stated that regardless of if the Assembly adds this to the agenda, it is now late and so everyone 

should be succinct.  
 
Vote on Motion 
 

In Favour: 17 Opposed: 7 Abstentions: 1 
Opposed: Lightstone, Stott, Aoki, Nwamadi, Lao, Lee, Florean 

Abstained: Senthillmohan 
Motion Passes 

 
1.  MSU Endorsement for OPIRG Referendum Option  
 
Moved by Deshpande, seconded by D’Souza that the SRA endorse the ‘$5.50’ option on the OPIRG referendum 
questions, to appear on the ballot. 
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 Deshpande stated that there was a lot of concern about the room whether that OPIRG was doomed to fail 

during the referendum. He explained that in the spirit of the previous discussion of a reduced fee, this was 
what a lot of people agreed with.  

 Lightstone stated that the money OPIRG wasn’t being used for student services. He explained that clubs 
cost students $30,000 less than OPIRG. Lightstone felt that fully removing the fee entirely was best for 
students, and that they shouldn’t be recommending the middle option as it was just a number they came 
up with. He felt that it was best for students to just have the full opt-out.  

 Ahmed stated that they should let students know their position on this, as they are representing the 
students. He added that OPIRG has a right to advertise their preference for what students should vote, 
but that won’t be added to the ballot.  

 Lee stated that he was uncomfortable making the stance for this referendum, as this has financial 
implications.  

 Deshpande stated that as the SRA they should be empowered to take stances, and that they analyzed the 
finances of this group. He added that they should put this forward if they don’t want to see OPIRG fail.  

 
Moved by Sabra Salim, seconded by Ahmed to Call to Question 
 

In Favour: 22 Opposed: 2 Abstentions: 0 
Opposed: Lee, Florean 

Motion Passes 
 
Vote on Main Motion 
 

In Favour: 12 Opposed: 10 Abstentions: 2 
Opposed: Lightstone, Stott, Aoki, Gardner, Fama, Lao, Lee, Ochocinski, Florean, Arnold 

Abstained: Sooriyakumaran, Hackett 
Motion Passes 

 
TIME OF NEXT MEETING 
 

Sunday, January 7, 2017 
5:00pm 

Council Chambers, GH 111 
 
CALL OF THE ROLL 

Present: Ahmed, Anas, Anbalagan, Aoki, Arnold, D’Souza, Deshpande, Fama, Florean, Gardner, 
Hackett, Ibe, Lao, Lee, Lightstone, McGill, Nwamadi, Patel, Ochocinski, Sabra Salim, 
Sabrin Salim, Senthillmohan, Stott, Webb 

Absent Excused:   
Absent Chestney, McNally, Obaidullah, Risi, Szeliga, Vlatkovic, Wilson, Zhang 
Late   
Others Present Stephanie Bartolo (AVP Municipal Affairs), Daksh Datta (MSU Member), V. Scott 

(Recording Secretary) 
Chair Helen Zeng 

 
ADJOURNMENT  
 
Moved by Lightstone, seconded by Patel that the meeting be adjourned.  
 

Passes Unanimously  
 
Adjourned at 9:46 pm 
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