
 
Student Representative Assembly Meeting 14P 

Sunday, March 8, 2015 at 6:30 pm 
Council Chambers, GH 111 

 
 

Called to Order at 6:33pm 
 
CALL OF THE ROLL 
Present Abbas, Brodka, Chennabathni, Craig, D’Angela, D’Mello, Gill, Guarna, Khanano, King, 

Kousoulas, Mallon, Mazza, Modi, Mohamed, Mordhorst, Narro Perez, Nestico-
Semianiw, Oliveros, Osazuwa, Paul, Soubas, Soukvilay, Stegmaier, Sun, Tambakis, 
Tweedie, Wilson, Zacharewicz  

Absent Excused Saull 
Absent  
Late  Dufault, Gillis, Jama, Lehwald 
Others Present Nicole Burke (MSU Member), Lindsay D’Souza (FYC Advocacy Director), Jess Shoker 

(Advocacy Director), Shaarujaa Nadarajah (MSU Member), Corey Helie-Masters (Kin 
Society President), Kaitlyn Gonsalves (MSU Member), Emilia Lussow (MSU Member), 
Gabriel Charrera (MSU Member), Jon Champagne (CASA Executive Director), Christine 
Yachouh (MSU Member), Megan Hsu (MSU Member), Kevan McDouggall (MSU 
Member), Natasha Sandhu (SRA Services Commissioner), Naomi Pullen (DRO), Kayla 
Enriquez (MSU Member), Naz Pakkal (MSU Member), Miranda Clayton (MSU Member), 
Matthew Brodka (Community Engagement Coordinator), Emma Perin (WGEN), 
Shanthiya Baheerathan (WGEN Coordinator), Sheldon Smart (Public Relations 
Manager), Melissa Pool (Registrar), J. Bauman (Recording Secretary) 

Chair Mike Cheung 
 
ADOPTION OF AGENDA 
 
Moved by Osazuwa, seconded by Sun that the agenda be adopted as presented.  
 

Passes by General Consent 
 
ANNOUNCEMENTS FROM THE CHAIR 
 
 The Chair reminded all members to clean up at the end of the night, and asked observers to sign the observers 

list at the back. The Chair asked all members to arrive early so they can set up the room and get started on 
time.  

 
ADOPTION OF MINUTES 
 
Moved by Tambakis, seconded by D’Mello that the minutes from SRA 14O – February 22, 2015 be adopted as 
circulated.  
 

Adopted by General Consent  
 

DELEGATION FROM THE FLOOR 
 
Moved by Narro Perez, seconded by Mallon that the parameters for the delegations be 15 minutes for the 
presentation and 15 minutes for questions.  
 

Passes by General Consent  
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1. Canadian Alliance of Student Associations – Jon Champagne presented 
 
 Champagne went over the CASA presentation with the Assembly.  
 
Questions 
 
 D’Angela asked if it was fair for the MSU, as full members, to pay over 10% of CASA’s operating budget but 

only receive one vote.  
 Champagne noted that proportional voting has been a discussion topic since CASA was created. The 

membership and the Board made a decision that proportional voting would not be the most effective way of 
voting for the membership. 96% of motions pass unanimously, and CASA is very much a consensus based 
organization. Champagne noted that some resolutions do require a 50%+1 vote based on full-time enrolment 
(FTEs), which prevents smaller schools from passing a resolution without the support of the majority of the 
membership. Champagne asked what the MSU had brought forward whose outcome would have been 
different had there been proportional voting. Champagne did not see proportional voting making a difference 
in the outcome.  

 Nestico-Semianiw asked for clarification on the differences between being an observer and being a member, 
besides having a vote.  

 Champagne stated that by convention, and not policy, schools that have left CASA have not been observers in 
the following year. A previous concern from the membership is that either schools are committed to the 
organization or they are not. Observers do not have a say around the table or a vote at plenary. If observers 
attend lobby week, they might have the opportunity to sit in on a few meetings, but not with Ministers of 
party leaders. These meetings would be with “back benchers”, and be for the experience. Champagne stated 
that all students would benefit from the work CASA does, regardless of the school’s membership status. 
Champagne noted that access to research is a private benefit to CASA members.  

 D’Angela stated that three schools, including the MSU, wanted to leave CASA last year, but had to drop down 
to Associate Member status due to CASA’s rules. D’Angela asked how it was fair to say that schools could 
easily leave the organization. D’Angela asked why the CASA Board was not in favour of a fairer fee structure, 
despite the MSU and two other schools repeatedly bringing the issue forward.  

 Champagne noted that the changes to make membership entry and exit easier would be voted on at the 
March AGM. Champagne stated he could not speak to why the membership did not make a change to the fee 
structure. CASA is comprised of larger schools and smaller schools. Most members felt that the current fee 
structure was the one that best represented their students and they were happy to continue with that 
structure. Champagne stated that fees are based on what each school could contribute. Those schools that 
have more students and more money will pay a higher fee to the organization.  

 Osazuwa asked if Champagne saw CASA changing their fee structure. Osazuwa asked that if the MSU were to 
remain members of CASA, and decide to leave in October, how much money would the MSU need to pay.  

 Champagne noted that the CASA Board has agreed to extend the MSU’s current fee for another year while the 
membership evaluates the fee structure. Champagne noted that the MSU would not be liable for fees as it 
currently stands, but the Board and the membership could make changes.  

 Gillis asked what CASA’s stance was on tuition.  
 Champagne stated that CASA was not in favour of any increase, and certainly not anything more to tuition 

being tied to CPI. CASA does not advocate directly on tuition because the Federal Government does not 
regulate tuition. CASA advocates for increased transparency on the transfers to the Provincial Governments so 
that the provincial organizations, like OUSA, can better understand and advocate for lower tuition.  

 Khanano stated that general students do not know what or who CASA is. Khanano asked what steps were 
being taken to increase CASA’s presence on campus. 

 Champagne stated that CASA would not visit campuses unless they are explicitly invited by the member 
school. CASA does provide informational brochures and swag to student unions to represent CASA, to be used 
as each member sees fit. If a member would like CASA to be more active on campus, they would be happy to 
do so, but CASA will not represent themselves on campus without permission.  
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 Oliveros asked why member schools have not been invited back as observers in the year following their 
departure from CASA.  

 Champagne stated there was nothing from stopping the MSU from asking the Board to be observers for a 
year. In the past, no school who has left has asked to be observers.  

 D’Angela asked how it was fair that schools who are paying a lower fee for the same representation as the 
MSU’s members could use the argument that “it made a lot of sense for them not to change the fee 
structure”.  

 Champagne suggested that the MSU take a leadership role on the Board of Directors and bring about change 
in that manner. Champagne stated there was a lot more to CASA than just votes around the table. Champagne 
asked again what was the basis, or the policy, that the MSU wanted to bring forward that would be affected 
by a change in the voting structure. Champagne noted that when the MSU speaks, the message is not lost 
upon the other members.  

 
Moved by Gillis, seconded by Narro Perez to exhaust the Speaker’s List.  
 

Passes by General Consent  
 
Questions 
 Gillis asked Champagne to identify the most significant positive impact CASA has had on students, and where 

the focus on the vehicle exemption came from. Gillis stated that MSU members have a bus pass, and it feels 
out of place for many members.  

 Champagne noted that the vehicle exemption when applying for OSAP has been a long-standing issue with 
CASA that precedes his time with the organization. Champagne stated that many students, including mature, 
part-time, and those with children, need a vehicle, and OSAP sees owning a vehicle as a luxury. Champagne 
noted that one of CASA’s most significant accomplishments was in 2010 with the introduction of the 
Repayment Assistance Program. Over 100,000 Ontarians are currently enrolled in the program.  

 Osazuwa stated that the MSU needed federal advocacy. Osazuwa noted that CASA’s presentation made it 
seem like this was the MSU’s disagreement, and argued that CASA could meet the MSU half way by making 
changes.  

 Champagne stated he could not negotiate on behalf of the Board and the membership. Champagne stressed 
that the MSU was an important member of CASA, and saw the extension of ½ fees for a year and a 
commitment to continue looking at the fee structure was a gesture.  

 
2. MOSAIC Changes – Sheldon Smart and Melissa Pool presented 
 
 Smart and Pool went over the presentation with the Assembly.  
 
Questions 
 Gillis asked how many students could use MOSAIC at one time.  
 Smart stated that course registration would still be divided by academic level. However, MOSAIC will give each 

student an entry time, to prevent all students from trying to register at midnight. Smart noted he was not sure 
of the theoretical upper limit, but there are currently 10,000 daily users and there have been no issues with 
handling that load.  

 Brodka asked how much the project cost and how long it was intended to last.  
 Pool stated it was a multi-million dollar project, but she did not have the final cost on hand. Pool stated 

MOSAIC is meant to grow and expand over time, and it has the option for customization.  
 Smart added that MOSAIC is a move towards a continuous improvement model, whereas SOLAR and MUSGI 

could only go so far.  
 Oliveros was concerned that students might not have time during the workday to register for courses.  
 Pool hoped that the process would be less stressful, as students will be able to enter MOSAIC as soon as their 

registration time slot is open. MOSAIC will remain open until add/drop, meaning students will not be kicked 
off after a few days.  
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 Smart added a feature of MOSAIC is to pre-register, similar to an online shopping cart. Students will be able to 
see, prior to registration, if there are course conflicts and if they have the necessary pre-requisites for their 
courses.  

 Gill noted that Level I Science is a “gateway program”, and students select a program for Level II. Gill asked if 
students would only be eligible for their top choice, and if the process of program selection will be emphasized 
as it is more rigid.  

 Pool noted that MOSAIC would auto-adjudicate most of this process, taking away a lot of pressure from the 
faculty offices. Pool hoped that the time MOSAIC frees up would allow faculty advisors to spend more time 
speaking with students and setting academic paths. Pool added that the assumption is that if the student 
ranks programs, students would want their first choice. This change will also help determine if the right 
courses were being offered. Program change requests will also be online, and will not be a barrier for 
students.  

 Jama asked if there were features to assist students with low vision.  
 Pool stated that McMaster’s Human Resources Department was concerned with ensuring MOSAIC was 

compliant with AODA.  
 Smart added that accessibility for all users was included as a requirement when the request for tender went 

out.  
 Tambakis asked how Pool and Smart thought the transition for faculty members would be and how a 

resistance to change could affect students.  
 Pool noted that McMaster does have long-standing staff members, and a number of things have been done to 

support these staff to ensure they understand and feel comfortable with the program. Pool stated it would be 
a struggle, and it takes a lot of work, but they have tried to prepare staff as best as possible.  

 Khanano asked if there was an opportunity to demo MOSAIC before it launches.  
 Pool stated they did user acceptance training with students. Pool has frequently called on student staff for 

feedback, and changes have been made because of this feedback.  
 Gillis asked if the design of MOSAIC was responsive, if any testing had been done with assistive devices and 

software, and what would happen if students miss the deadline for course registration.  
 Smart stated that having the design respond on mobile devices would be coming in the following months.  
 Pool stated that she did not have the answer on testing MOSAIC on assistive devices, but would follow up and 

find the answer. Pool stated that students no longer have to worry about missing the registration deadline, as 
MOSAIC will open for registration on their pre-determined appointment time, and remain open for course 
registration until the end of add/drop.  

 Narro Perez asked if there would be a way for students to get information that allows them to vote in federal, 
provincial, and municipal elections.  

 Pool stated that the information was not available right now, but there would be an enrolment letter online 
that an address could be added to, and students could print that information off at home, instead of going to 
the Registrar’s Office.  

 Tweedie asked if there were things besides the Work Study programs that would be moving from OSCARplus 
to MOSAIC.  

 Pool noted that MOSAIC does not currently offer what co-op offices need to facilitate those placements. Pool 
stated she was meeting with each co-op office this week, and thought that career and co-op placements 
would remain on OSCARplus.  

 D’Angela noted that many students are concerned that MOSAIC would have the same issues as SOLAR.  
 Pool stated that MOSAIC would not increase the number of seats available in a course, so if that were an issue 

before, it would continue to be a concern. Pool stated the major change is the enrolment appointment, and 
once MOSAIC opens for a student, it would remain open, with no issues to log on for course selection.  

 
Moved by Mallon, seconded by Gillis to extend the MOSAIC presentation question period by ten minutes.  
 

Passes by General Consent  
 
Questions 
 Gill asked if there was going to be continued increased overhead costs.  
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 Smart stated that with any system, there was an overhead costs. The costs would be for ongoing maintenance.  
 Gillis asked if there was a more solid timeline for responsiveness of MOSAIC. Gillis asked how much 

customization McMaster did, and how much was done by an external company. Gillis asked if MOSAIC was 
hosted internally or externally.  

 Smart stated that MOSAIC was hosted internally.  
 Pool noted that when you purchase something off the shelf, you try to use it as much as possible out of the 

box. Both internal and external developers working together developed around 20% of MOSAIC.  
 Gill asked if there were firm plans to continue to reach out to students actively for feedback.  
 Pool noted that the original plan was to have a student work on the project from start to finish, but the 

interest was not there. Pool noted it was important to bring in the student voice without asking students to do 
too much work. It is on the University to ensure that student needs are met. Pool stated she is fortunate that 
students are always in her office, and that feedback is used regularly and informally.  

 Jama asked if Student Accessibility Services was consulted for the website. If not, would Pool be looking for 
feedback from SAS?  

 Pool stated there were regular meetings with the Director of SAS, but more consultation is always better.  
 Gillis asked how much of the total cost was licensing versus the development of the software.  
 Pool it was an exhaustive process two years ago, and she could not recall the breakdown. Pool stated she 

would like to take this question back and get a firm answer, rather than pulling numbers off the top of her 
head.  

 Gillis asked how much user testing had been done. Gillis stated that it would be beneficial to do hands-on 
testing before the launch.  

 Pool stated that extensive user testing has been done, and University staff have been using MOSAIC for a 
number of months.  

 Tambakis asked if anything was being done to alert students that transcripts would not be available during 
March.  

 Smart stated that every undergrad and graduate student received an email advising that transcripts would not 
be available from March 12-22. There has been information on social media and on the website, trying to let 
students know. Smart stated that on March 23, unofficial transcripts would be available online. Smart 
encouraged the Assembly to tell their constituents.  

 
REPORT PERIOD  
 
1. Health Sciences Caucus – Mordhorst presented  
 
 Mordhorst summarized her report.  
  
2. Humanities Caucus – Lehwald presented 
 
 Lehwald summarized her report.  

 
3. Kinesiology Caucus – Wilson presented 
 
 Wilson stated that Kinesiology has an election for the SRA this year, and she is excited to transition the new 

SRA members. Wilson stated she and Khanano have begun working on their transition report. The Kin Society 
is finalizing details for the Heimbecker Cup.  

  
4. Finance Committee – D’Angela presented 
 
 D’Angela summarized his report.  
  
5. University Affairs Committee – Rheaume presented 
 
 Rheaume summarized his report.  
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6. External Affairs Committee – Nestico-Semianiw presented 
 
 Nestico-Semianiw summarized his report.  
 
7. Operations Committee – Paul presented 
 
 Paul summarized his report.  
 
8. Executive Board – Craig presented 
 
 Craig summarized her report.  
 
9. Vice President Finance – Mallon presented 
 
 Mallon summarized his report.  
 
INFORMATION PERIOD 
 
 Osazuwa congratulated the Elections Department for doing a great job promoting the SRA General Election. 

Osazuwa thanked the current Assembly members for doing a great job, as if they had not done a great job, no 
students would have wanted to run for the SRA. Osazuwa noted there were very few returning members, and 
encouraged those returning to help transition the new members. Osazuwa stated that VP and Speaker 
elections would be held on April 12, and encouraged candidates to meet with him. Running for elections can 
be tough and intimidating. 

 Guarna reported the science survey just finished, and she hoped to have the results and a report for the next 
SRA meeting. The survey will give the next science caucus lobbying points.  

 Mallon noted that The Silhouette published the annual Sex and the Steel City magazine, and the ANDY 
magazine would be released before the end of the year. Mallon stated that an invitation was sent out to all 
SRA and PTMs to sign up for MOSAIC user testing, and no one registered, so it was cancelled. Mallon stated 
that the Board of Directors was available for meetings if anyone was interested in running for a VP position.  

 Narro Perez thanked everyone for participating in #mactalks week. The MSU hosted a mental health 
roundtable with MPP (Burlington) Eleanor McMahon to highlight what the MSU and McMaster do for mental 
health and what the province can do to help. Narro Perez stated he also advocated for better student financial 
assistance, and is optimistic that there will be changes in the budget. Narro Perez stated that OUSA GA would 
be held at McMaster, and focus groups are being held to discuss the topics of the policy papers that will be 
coming forward. Narro Perez reported the Teaching Awards Committee ceremony was on March 18 at 6pm in 
Council Chambers. Narro Perez invited everyone to attend to celebrate great teaching at McMaster. Narro 
Perez thanked the Research Assistant and University Affairs Commissioner for creating the space report. Narro 
Perez met with members of the University, and they have agreed to look into some of the suggestions. Change 
Camp is on March 25, and it is an opportunity for University staff, students, and community members to come 
together and have meaningful conversations.  

 Gill thanked the Assembly for sharing the CLAY staff applications, as over 200 students applied, representing a 
70% increase over last year’s applications. Gill reported he and Tweedie would be meeting with the chairs of 
each department, the Dean, and the Associate Deans in the Faculty of Science to discuss mid-term evaluations 
of Teaching Assistants. Gill encouraged everyone to participate in the Services Survey that is online right now, 
as it is a great opportunity to give feedback on MSU services.  

 Jama reported the Diversity Services Abilities Committee is hosting an open mic night at Bridges.  
 Narro Perez reported that at the March 22 meeting, a report would be coming forward on the idea of a pilot 

service for students with disabilities.  
 Baheerathan reported that International Women’s Week was just ending, and WGEN ran many successful 

events during the week. Baheerathan noted that a decision on WGEN’s status as an MSU service will be 
coming forward to the Assembly on March 22, and she would be available for in-person meetings or through 
email if there were any questions.   
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 Mazza ceded to Shaarujaa Nadarajah. Nadarajah reported that Relay For Life was happening on Friday, and 
encouraged the Assembly to register for a team.  

 Rheaume noted if anyone wanted to provide feedback on an Accessibility Operating Policy to come to the 
University Affairs meeting this week.  

 Brodka reported he had been working on getting permanent space for WGEN from the University. Brodka 
noted he met with S. Van Koughnett (Dean of Students) to talk about the existing space WGEN is operating out 
of, and will be meeting with the Student Affairs staff members who currently work out of that space to 
address their needs. Brodka hoped to have a firm solution on what space for WGEN would look like by March 
22. Brodka added that there are many job and volunteer opportunities posted on the MSU website and asked 
the Assembly to share these opportunities with their constituents.  

 Shoker stated first and final year students received links to the student engagement survey in their email, and 
encouraged those who received the survey to fill it out.  

 Stegmaier reported that March was the SWHAT Walk-A-Thon, and SWHAT will donate $1 for every walk in the 
month of March to Relay for Life. The goal is to get to 200 walks.  

 
QUESTION PERIOD 
 
 Gill asked if the “Day in a Life” offer for VP candidates would be extended again this year.  
 Brodka stated that if anyone were interested, to reach out to a Board member and they would be happy to 

work out job shadowing times.  
 Gillis asked why volunteer positions were advertised as jobs on the MSU website, and why heavy lifting and 

administrative duties were not worth of remuneration.  
 Mallon noted that the MSU Jobs page is a one-stop shop for students. Having “volunteer” in the remuneration 

line is so that students know it is a volunteer position. The job description is a standard template that is used. 
Mallon asked if there was a specific instance where heavy lifting was a duty of a volunteer.  

 Gillis noted that one of the CLAY volunteer positions had that requirement.  
 Mallon stated that with the SET team for CLAY, it is a lot of set up and moving items around throughout the 

conference. SET members are volunteers, as it does not cost them to participate in the conference.  
 Brodka asked if it the question was whether these people should be paid or the communication of these 

positions as volunteer. Brodka stated that if it was about communication, he could look at setting up a 
separate tab for volunteer positions.  

 Guarna asked when the March 22 meeting would be starting.  
 The Chair responded the meeting was scheduled for 6:30pm, and could not be moved earlier due to OUSA 

Plenary being scheduled in the same room.  
 Lehwald asked if the jobs page on the website could be titled to “available positions”.  
 Mallon stated he would bring the issue up at the next Information Systems Committee meeting for discussion.  
 Gillis asked for clarity of the postings in the MSU’s social media communications.  
 Mallon stated that “staff” does not mean it has to be a paid position. Mallon stated he would look into better 

distinguishing paid and volunteer positions online.  
 D’Angela asked if someone on the Bylaws & Procedures Committee could advise when the report would be 

circulated, as it was not on the agenda.  
 Gillis stated he was on a leave of absence and could not respond. Gillis speculated that a report would be 

circulated after 5pm tomorrow.  
 D’Angela stated there were five days after the report was due and before the leave of absence during which a 

report could have been circulated.  
 
BUSINESS 
 
1. Recess for Meeting of MSU Inc 
 
Moved by Brodka, seconded by Mallon that the Assembly recess for a meeting of MSU Inc.  
 

Passes by General Consent  
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Recessed at 8:37pm  
Called to Order at 9:14pm 
 
CALL OF THE ROLL 
Present Abbas, Brodka, Craig, D’Angela, Dufault, Gill, Gillis, Guarna, Jama, Khanano, King, 

Kousoulas, Lehwald, Mallon, Mazza, Mohamed, Mordhorst, Narro Perez, Nestico-
Semianiw, Oliveros, Osazuwa, Paul, Soubas, Stegmaier, Sun, Tambakis, Tweedie, Wilson, 
Zacharewicz  

Absent Excused Saull 
Absent Chennabathni, D’Mello, Modi, Soukvilay 
Late   
Others Present Nicole Burke (MSU Member), Lindsay D’Souza (FYC Advocacy Director), Jess Shoker 

(Advocacy Director), Shaarujaa Nadarajah (MSU Member), Corey Helie-Masters (Kin 
Society President), Kaitlyn Gonsalves (MSU Member), Emilia Lussow (MSU Member), 
Gabriel Charrera (MSU Member), Jon Champagne (CASA Executive Director), Christine 
Yachouh (MSU Member), Megan Hsu (MSU Member), Kevan McDouggall (MSU 
Member), Natasha Sandhu (SRA Services Commissioner), Naomi Pullen (DRO), Kayla 
Enriquez (MSU Member), Naz Pakkal (MSU Member), Miranda Clayton (MSU Member), 
Matthew Brodka (Community Engagement Coordinator), Emma Perin (WGEN), 
Shanthiya Baheerathan (WGEN Coordinator), J. Bauman (Recording Secretary) 

Chair Mike Cheung 
 
2. Close SRA Seat on Bylaws & Procedures Committee 
 
Moved by Gillis, seconded by Khanano that the Assembly close one (1) SRA seat on the Bylaws & Procedures 
Committee.  
 
Nominations 
 Osazuwa nominated Soubas – declined 
 Lehwald nominated Craig – declined 
 Soubas nominated self. 
 Osazuwa nominated Tambakis – accepted 
 Soubas withdrew her nomination.  
  
Vote to Close Seat 
 

Passes by General Consent  
 
 Tambakis won the SRA seat on the Bylaws & Procedures Committee by acclamation.  

 
3. Committee of the Whole – CASA  
 
Moved by Narro Perez, seconded by Osazuwa that the Assembly move into Committee of the Whole to discuss 
CASA.  
 

Passes by General Consent  
 
Moved by Narro Perez, seconded by Brodka that the Assembly move out of Committee of the Whole and to Rise 
and Report 
 

Passes by General Consent  
 



SRA 14P Page 9 
March 8, 2015 

Rise and Report 
 Narro Perez summarized the discussion. Some members felt that CASA did not represent the MSU’s best 

interest right now, and felt that the blame was on the MSU for being unhappy and needed to fit into what 
CASA needed and wanted. A restructuring in the MSU part time staff to cover more advocacy work on the 
federal level would provide supplementary support for advocacy, but does not replace federal advocacy with 
CASA. The largest concern is the membership fee, and it is important that the money collected from students 
gets them the best bang for their buck. Extending ½ fees by another year is just delaying the MSU’s decision by 
another year. The Assembly stressed that the work CASA does is very beneficial and the relationships and 
rapport of CASA on the Hill is positive. Some members were concerned with a Federal Election called for the 
fall and the MSU not being a member of a federal lobbying organization, but the Get out the Vote Campaign 
developed by CASA could be used by the MSU for a small fee. The next step for the Assembly was to vote on 
the MSU’s membership in CASA on March 22. 

 
COMMITTEE BUSINESS 
 
1. Maroon Paper – Access Copyright  
 
Moved by Nestico-Semianiw that the Assembly approve the Access Copyright Maroon Paper, to be placed as the 
first page of the MSU General Policy on Access Copyright.  
 
 Nestico-Semianiw explained that the PCRs are the same, but the summary is a bit different from the policy.  
 

Passes by General Consent  
 

2. Operating Policy – Role of the MSU in Elections 
 
Moved by Nestico-Semianiw that the Assembly adopt the Operating Policy titled the Role of the MSU in Federal, 
Provincial, and Municipal Elections, as presented.  
 
 Nestico-Semianiw recommended that this be an operating policy. The general plan will remain as a general 

policy, but this outlines the Assembly’s expectations of the MSU.  
 Narro Perez stated this was created in consultation with the Elections Department. It gives the MSU a good 

structure on who is in charge of what during an election. The general policy outlines a bigger plan with the 
University, and the MSU only approves our part.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes by General Consent  
 
3. MSU General Policy – Examination and Term Work Scheduling  
 
Moved by Guarna that the Assembly approve the changes to the MSU General Policy – Examination and Term 
Work Scheduling.  
 
 Guarna noted this was extensively updated to reflect proper terminology and the inclusion of principles and 

concerns associated with each recommendation. Extensive consultation was done with the Operations 
Committee, University Affairs Committee, and the Vice President (Education).  

 Narro Perez was confused as to why this was coming through Operations, and thought that future changes 
should come through the University Affairs Committee.  

 Guarna stated it came through the Operations Committee because if there was a need to create a policy to 
enforce any of the recommendations, the committee wanted to be informed. Guarna stated it was passed 
through University Affairs.  
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Vote on Motion 
 

Passes by General Consent 
 
4. OPERATING POLICY 1.9.10.2 – VICE PRESIDENTIAL AND SPEAKER ELECTIONS 
 
Moved by Paul that the Assembly approve the changes to OPERATING POLICY 1.9.10.2 – VICE PRESIDENTIAL AND 
SPEAKER ELECTIONS as circulated.  
 
 Paul went over the memo with the Assembly.  
 Jama stated that $300 per person was a lot of money to spend and reimburse students for VP Elections, and 

asked why the cost was so high.  
 Mallon stated that for an 11-page, double sided, full colour print, the cost was around $180 for 35 copies, and 

a larger package could cost over $300.  
 Nestico-Semianiw interpreted this to be an area for sustainability. Nestico-Semianiw noted that he found the 

packages wasteful, and imagined they would be requested similar to agenda packages for SRA meetings. 
Nestico-Semianiw was disappointed that this was not reflected in the operating policy, and noted that the 
current wording encourages more waste.  

 Paul stated the reasoning behind the reimbursement was that it would incentivize candidates to submit 
materials early and encourage transparency.  

 Mallon stated that he did not meet with Paul about the finances until after this had been submitted to the 
Assembly. Mallon stated he would like to the system to be where everyone submits documentation with the 
SRA agenda documentation, which would have it all placed in one location for MSU members to access. 
Anyone who wanted a physical package would need to ask for it by a certain deadline, and it could come out 
of the admin budget instead of reimbursing candidates. Mallon agreed it would be better if the packages 
needed to be requested by SRA members, as it saves time and money. Mallon did not want to see this passed 
today, and would like to send it back to the committee for changes to be made.  

 Gillis disagreed, and stated that it would result in an operating policy being delayed until very close to the 
elections.  

 Jama stated that if there were problems with the operating policy, it should be sent back to the committee. 
Jama did not think it would be confusing.  

 Mallon stated that if this came forward at the March 22 meeting, there would still be three weeks between 
when it is passed and VP elections. Mallon asked the Assembly for their thoughts on not being allowed to 
bring materials to the meeting if the deadline was missed.  

 Nestico-Semianiw was confused as to why these concerns were not discussed at the Operations Committee, 
as they were the same concerns he brought up earlier.  

 Narro Perez if Section 4.1 was referring to commissioners and VP candidates.  
 D’Angela asked why packages were something standard for the VPs to submit, as they are more of a window 

dressing for people to hand in for no reason. D’Angela stated that this was telling candidates they had to 
submit a package to run in a VP election, and this could discourage people. D’Angela felt the SRA should be 
able to make a decision based on the presentations, and he was not comfortable codifying a reimbursement 
because it sets a standard that should not be the norm.  

 Paul stated the committee did look at these concerns. Candidates are coming in with 10-20 page packages, 
and the role of the Operations Committee and Bylaws & Procedures Committee is to adapt how we govern 
ourselves and to change policies. Paul did extend an invitation for the SRA to talk about their concerns over 
the week. Paul stated the Operations Committee discussed this numerous times, and no SRA members came 
by.  

 Gillis stated this was an operating policy of compromise. The Operations Committee passed this unanimously. 
Gillis stated he has not heard anyone disagree with the core principles of the policy.  

 Jama did not think the policy was as effective as it could be, and it should be sent back to the committee.  
 Mallon stated the policy says “campaign material”, and not specifically packages, so it would be up to the 

candidates to determine what was most appropriate.  
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 D’Angela stated the point of SRA meetings was to be able to discuss concerns as an Assembly. If there are 
disagreements, they should be said at an SRA meeting so it is on the record. D’Angela stated that if there were 
reimbursements and materials posted online, he should be able to bring in documentation if something 
changed.  

 Osazuwa asked if the candidate could bring additional packages to the meeting.  
 Paul stated that the interpretation of the policy was that no new material could be provided.  
 Gillis stated the incentive made the process more equitable. If someone who could not afford to print the 

packages without the reimbursement, and needs to change something after printing, they would be unable to 
do so. Someone who has more money could reprint his or her packages. Gillis stated it needed to be more 
equitable for everyone.  

 Brodka noted that the conversation seemed sporadic, and the concerns should be worked out at the 
committee level.  

 
Moved by Mallon, seconded by Paul to commit to the Operations Committee.  
 
 Mallon suggested that the feedback be sent to the Operations Committee so a policy that everyone could 

agree with could come forward.  
 Paul stated if members had concerns to communicate those for discussion at the committee level. Paul stated 

that the nature of the Assembly was to have discussion, but it is important to have consultation before the 
meeting. Paul stated he would like more direction, but there was no consensus from the Assembly.  

 Guarna stated that the policy put forward was a compromise from the Operations Committee. While some 
members have concerns, not everyone will be happy with the policy. Guarna felt the proposed policy was a 
good first step to make the VP elections process more equitable.  

 Gillis was against committing the policy to committee, as countless hours had been spent working on getting it 
to this point. It will be more difficult to pass changes at the committee level. Gillis stated the policy should be 
passed, and the committee can look at concerns moving forward.  

 Lehwald stated there was a lot of consultation done on the policy. The intent of the changes was to add the 
Speaker, make it in line with the MSU’s sustainability policy, and to make it more financially viable for 
everyone. Lehwald stated that the Operations Committee agreed with the policy before the Assembly, and the 
policy would look the same if it were to come back to the Assembly.  

 Gill agreed that the committee work had been done, but there was a disconnect between the SRA and the 
committee. Gill did not think it was fair to push this back onto the committee, and the Assembly should 
engage with those concerns.  

 Nestico-Semianiw disagreed with Mr. Gill. When a committee brings work to the SRA, it is not the purpose of 
the SRA to pass the policy. The SRA does not have to mould its opinions to the will of the committee. Nestico-
Semianiw would like to talk about the concerns raised.  

 Jama was uncomfortable with the statement that just because a lot of work had been done on a policy meant 
that it should be passed. Jama stated there were serious concerns raised that need to be discussed at the 
committee level.  

 Mordhorst did not see a point to put this back onto the committee, and noted there were opportunities to 
bring concerns forward.  

 
Moved by Mallon, seconded by Guarna to call to question.  
 

In Favour: 25 Opposed: 2 Abstentions: 1 
Opposed: Osazuwa, Gillis 

Abstentions: Paul 
Motion Passes 

 
Vote to Commit 

 
In Favour: 10 Opposed: 15 Abstentions: 2 

Opposed: Wilson, Khanano, King, Soubas, Oliveros, Kousoulas, Gill,  
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Mazza, Guarna, Abbas, Tweedie, Mordhorst, Sun,  
Gillis, Mohamed 

Abstentions: Lehwald, Stegmaier 
Motion Fails 

 
Main Motion 
 Gillis suggested the policy be passed, but encouraged the Operations Committee to consider the suggestions 

mentioned.  
 Paul stated that regardless of if the policy passes, he will take the feedback from the Assembly to the 

committee. Paul asked for more direction from the Assembly on what changes they wanted to see.  
 Jama felt forced into voting for the policy. Jama stated that the Assembly just voted down a motion to send 

this back to the committee, and now the committee is saying they will look at this again. Jama asked what the 
purpose was.  

 Paul thought the reasoning was that if the policy is passed tonight, the changes could be communicated to VP 
candidates to provide a general framework. If the changes were made on March 22, there is less flexibility for 
communicating the changes.  

 D’Angela agreed with Jama. D’Angela did not think it made sense to pass the policy when the Assembly agrees 
there are changes that need to be made.  

 Mallon was not in favour of passing this and then bringing more changes forward. 
 Gillis stated that the policy is the results of weeks of work, and there has only been a single suggestion for 

improvements. The core tenets of the policy are something that MSU members would benefit from. Gillis 
stressed that the feedback would go to the committee. Gillis stated the Assembly should pass the policy with 
the understanding that the Operations Committee would review the financial component.  

 
Moved by Khanano, seconded by Mallon to call to question.  
 

In Favour: 23 Opposed: 6 Abstentions: 0 
Opposed: Brodka, Osazuwa, Gillis, Jama, Paul, D’Angela 

Motion Passes  
 
Vote on Main Motion 
 
Moved by Paul that the Assembly approve the changes to OPERATING POLICY 1.9.10.2 – VICE PRESIDENTIAL AND 
SPEAKER ELECTIONS as circulated.  
 

In Favour: 17 Opposed: 8 Abstentions: 3 
Opposed: Brodka, Mallon, Narro Perez, Osazuwa, 
Dufault, Zacharewicz, Nestico-Semianiw, D’Angela 

Abstentions: Wilson, Abbas, Craig 
Motion Passes 

 
NEW BUSINESS 
 
Moved by Mallon, seconded by Brodka that the Assembly consider the following motion as new business: “Moved 
by Mallon, seconded by Brodka that the Assembly open nominations for the Vice-President (Administration), Vice-
President (Finance), Vice-President (Education), and MSU Speaker.” 
 

In Favour: 26 Opposed: 0 Abstentions: 0 
Motion Passes 

 
1. Open Nominations for Vice Presidents and MSU Speaker 
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Moved by Mallon, seconded by Brodka that the Assembly open nominations for the Vice-President 
(Administration), Vice-President (Finance), Vice-President (Education), and MSU Speaker. 
 

Passes by General Consent  
 
Nominations 
 Guarna nominated Abbas for Vice-President (Education) – accepted 
 Nestico-Semianiw nominated D’Angela for Vice-President (Finance) – accepted 
 Oliveros nominated Paul for Vice-President (Education) – accepted 
 Mallon nominated Brodka for Vice-President (Administration) – accepted 
 Mallon nominated Narro Perez for Vice-President (Education) – declined 
 D’Angela nominated Mallon for Vice-President (Finance) – declined  
 Tweedie nominated Kalia Akkad for Vice-President (Finance) - accepted 
 
Moved by Narro Perez, seconded by Nestico-Semianiw that the Assembly consider the following motion: “Moved 
by Narro Perez, seconded by Nestico-Semianiw that the Assembly ratify the following  as MSU OUSA General 
Assembly delegates: Narro Perez, Saull, Nestico-Semianiw, Jama, Joseph Palladino, Christine Yachouh, Sutina Chou, 
Inna Berditchevskaia, Jess Shoker, and Alan Rheaume.”  
 

In Favour: 28 Opposed: 0 Abstentions: 0 
Motion Passes  

 
2. Ratification of OUSA GA Delegates 
 
Moved by Narro Perez, seconded by Nestico-Semianiw that the Assembly ratify the following as MSU OUSA 
General Assembly delegates: Narro Perez, Saull, Nestico-Semianiw, Jama, Joseph Palladino, Christine Yachouh, 
Sutina Chou, Inna Berditchevskaia, Jess Shoker, and Alan Rheaume. 
 
 Narro Perez stated that OUSA GA was hosted at McMaster, and he is excited about the delegation. 

Applications were received, interviews were held, and it was a difficult decision. Narro Perez stated he tried to 
bring a diverse delegation.  

 Gillis asked if there was a limit on the number of delegates the MSU could bring.  
 Narro Perez stated there were eight voting delegates and two observers. Narro Perez wanted to increase the 

number of MSU members at OUSA GA, noting many of the delegate spots are outlined in the operating policy.  
 Gillis asked if the process could be made more transparent. Gillis stated he knew people who were interested 

in attending and did not hear anything back.  
 Narro Perez stated he was open to suggestions, adding that there were numerous news articles outlining the 

process, that he made a number of announcements to the Assembly, and was actively promoting the 
opportunity on social media.  

 
Vote to Ratify 

 
Passes by General Consent  

 
Moved by Gillis, seconded by Guarna that the Assembly consider having a five-minute discussion about a meeting 
on March 29. 
 

In Favour: 23 Opposed: 0 Abstentions: 1 
Abstentions: Mohamed 

Motion Passes 
 
3. Meeting on March 29 
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Moved by Gillis, seconded by Guarna that the Assembly have a five-minute discussion about a meeting on March 
29. 
 
 Gillis thought there were merits on whether there should be a meeting on March 29. 
 

Passes by General Consent  
 
Discussion 
 Guarna stated that if there were students coming to the March 22 meeting and then business is postponed, 

that decision should be made now.  
 Mordhorst stated that if there was an option to call an emergency meeting, the March 22 meeting should go 

as long as possible. If it gets too late, the Assembly can call an emergency meeting.  
 Gillis asked the VP Finance how many days notice was required for employees to request a day off. Gillis 

stated that the Assembly should avoid calling an emergency meeting unless it is an emergency. Gillis stated 
that the MSU would be paying for cab rides and he would want pizza if the meeting goes past midnight.  

 Jama asked the Assembly to consider members who need to arrange for rides home, which is more 
complicated when the meetings go late. 

 Soubas stated there were a number of members who needed to work on March 29, and believed the 
Assembly could get through all of the business in one meeting.  

 Brodka noted that when an additional meeting was added, everything was pushed to the last meeting 
anyways.  

 Gillis asked if the agenda could be limited.  
 The Chair explained that if it was an emergency meeting because items were postponed, only those items 

could be considered. If a regular meeting were called, agenda items would be accepted.  
 Tambakis asked if the meeting on the 22nd could be cancelled and move it to March 29 at noon.   
 
Moved by Gillis, seconded by Narro Perez to extend the discussion by five-minutes.  
 

Passes by General Consent  
 
Discussion 
 Narro Perez cautioned against cancelling the meeting on March 22 as the SRA is voting on the MSU’s 

membership in CASA, and he would not be available on March 29.  
 Mallon was against moving the meeting on March 29 because the Dean of Students is scheduled to attend the 

March 22 meeting to speak on amendments to the CAF.  
 Mordhorst asked when OUSA plenary ends.  
 Narro Perez stated that plenary is scheduled to being at 10am and ends whenever business is finished, similar 

to an SRA meeting.  
 Baheerathan added that a decision on WGEN would be made on March 22, and if WGEN becomes a full 

service, she would like to see the hiring process begin as soon as possible.  
 Rheaume suggested hosting feedback forums before the meeting to answer any questions.   
 
TIME OF THE NEXT MEETING 
 

Sunday, March 22, 2015 
6:30pm 

Gilmour Hall 111 
 

CALL OF THE ROLL 
Present Abbas, Brodka, Craig, D’Angela, Dufault, Gill, Gillis, Guarna, Jama, Khanano, King, 

Kousoulas, Lehwald, Mallon, Mazza, Mohamed, Mordhorst, Narro Perez, Nestico-
Semianiw, Oliveros, Osazuwa, Paul, Soubas, Stegmaier, Sun, Tambakis, Tweedie, Wilson, 
Zacharewicz  
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Absent Excused Saull 
Absent Chennabathni, D’Mello, Modi, Soukvilay 
Late   
Others Present Nicole Burke (MSU Member), Lindsay D’Souza (FYC Advocacy Director), Jess Shoker 

(Advocacy Director), Shaarujaa Nadarajah (MSU Member), Corey Helie-Masters (Kin 
Society President), Kaitlyn Gonsalves (MSU Member), Emilia Lussow (MSU Member), 
Gabriel Charrera (MSU Member), Jon Champagne (CASA Executive Director), Christine 
Yachouh (MSU Member), Megan Hsu (MSU Member), Kevan McDouggall (MSU 
Member), Natasha Sandhu (SRA Services Commissioner), Naomi Pullen (DRO), Kayla 
Enriquez (MSU Member), Naz Pakkal (MSU Member), Miranda Clayton (MSU Member), 
Matthew Brodka (Community Engagement Coordinator), Emma Perin (WGEN), 
Shanthiya Baheerathan (WGEN Coordinator), J. Bauman (Recording Secretary) 

Chair Mike Cheung 
 
ADJOURNMENT  
 
Moved by Mallon, seconded by Osazuwa, that the meeting be adjourned.  
 

Passes by General Consent.  
 
Adjourned at 11:48 pm 
 
 
/jb 
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