
 

 

 

I. Call to Order - 7:41 
II. Opening Roll Call 

III. Approval of the Agenda 
a. objection, Efe 

i. add AR 7 - 044 to new business 
ii. seconded, approved 

b. objection, Hafsa 
i. add AR 7 - 045 to new business 

ii. seconded, approved 
c. objection, Zeke 

i. add Zeke to rep reports 
ii. seconded, approved 

d. objection, Efe 
i. motion to move AR 7 - 044 to top of new business 

ii. a resolution to provide funding for a town hall 
iii. seconded, approved 

e. motion to approve agenda as amended, seconded, approved 
IV. Approval of the Previous Minutes 

a. Minutes from 21st meeting of Seventh Assembly on February 13th, 2018 (Sent 
via email) 

b. motion to approve, seconded, approved 
V. Guest Speakers 

a. Jeff Irwin 
i. Nadine: Jeff is a great guest speaker, former CSG speaker, in the 

current house and running, talking about the Ann Arbor Tenant Union, 
everyone should be informed about it. Solid information from an expert 

ii. Jeff; 
1. I spent many years serving the community in an elected office, 

student office, here on campus, through involvement appointed 
to the board of the Ann Arbor tenants union. Talk about the 
union and what it does. When first on the board, the board had 
been around for 30 years, organized a rent strike and the tenant’s 
union came out from this strike. Organize for better off campus 
housing. existed through 2004, then shut down. Supported 
mainly through CSG. Appropriating roughly 5-10% of budget to 
the Union. Goal of the Union was to provide off and on campus 



 

 

housing tenant counseling, as well as low-income residence of 
the county. Email, walk in, over the phone, pamphlets. Would 
come to the Union to address problems, of a variety of issues, 
union provides information to students in these situations. Helps 
students get correct information about rights, communications, 
legal advice, etc. Shows them sample text for students. Also had 
student legal services to represent students in court when facing 
eviction or dragged into court. Try to prevent the issues coming 
to this front. Try to prevent the problems from reaching the 
court. Also has an advocacy role in the Union to advocate for 
better off campus housing within the university and the city. 
Want to make sure that landlords using university legal leases, 
work to get students valuable information they can use. Want 
university to only advertise for legal leases. Work with the city 
to increase inspections, advocate for other ordinances, tyr to 
give students information that will help them.  

2. Off campus housing is the biggest issue that students must deal 
with at the university of michigan. substandard leases, complex, 
expensive, big impact on people’s life. Cost of rent was so high 
even back in the day, same now. Need to educate thoroughly. 
When I came along, the tenant’s union was on the last leg. Got 
moved outside of the union, lost funding, lost visibility. Every 
year, have to battle to get more stable funding. Try to get a 
student fee for the students to pay $1 a year, and would fund the 
Union. Passed initiative among students, Vice President of 
Student Affairs did not want this to happen, closes the Union.  

3. Try to get all of these things going, want a new level of public 
education. Want a Rate Your Landlord service so that students 
can learn about their landlords and get good landlords, get 
landlords to step their job up. Strongly encourage you to lean 
back into this approach, educate the community, help the 
students.  

a. Haya: why do you thing the VP of Student Affairs 
refused the fee 

i. University largest landlord in the town, would 
have been bad on the university, VP did not 
support it  



 

 

b. Nadine: Have you been able to talk to regents about what 
you feel now? 

i. yes, have been able to talk about it to those who 
are looking at Regents. Regents should take a 
harder look at off campus housing. University 
should focus on improving campus life. 

c. Nadine: what was the actual budget of the Union? 
i. Usually between $30,000-$40,000 students, work 

study students fluctuate slightly. 
d. Zeke: do you think recent construction of high rise 

buildings make it difficult for the Union to exist? 
i. This would only elevate the importance of the 

Union to strengthen the community, but would 
not make a difference. Still hundreds of landlords 
all over town, these new units are just an addition 
to the stock.  

e. Shihab: what was the staff like? 
i. coordinator was the director of the org, along with 

work study was the only employees of the Union. 
work with volunteers to make the union run 

b. Brian Koziara 
i. Few updates for the week. UEC issued first two advisory opinions in 

response to requests last week. One of the opinions that UEC make 
ruling or advice for the unconstitutional part of the code, I want to 
inform you all that we have issued a per curiam opinion, declining to 
advise on the request, the compiled code only judged by CSJ. strong 
preference for a legislative remedy over judicial activism by passing 
AR 7-040 to remove this provision. Request by AJ Ashman 

ii. Second request by Anushka, for the reuse of a previously used party 
name. Also in AR 7-040, would require a majority of the candidates 
from the previous party year to sign off on it. Denied to issue an 
opinion, code is already clear, will be voted on this evening and thus 
does not need an opinion. also per curiam. Represents unanimous 
opinion of the commission. As for other outstanding business, second 
reads on AR 7-039 and AR 7-040, strongly encourage to pass. There 
was some discussion following rules committee to strike F3A1, to 
remove all campaigning before season, would be considered a friendly 



 

 

amendment to the resolution. would be a cleaner way to remedy the 
amendment. Would appreciate full support in passing these resolutions. 
In other news, I will have the candidate packet ready in the next several 
days, will include a form in the package, will wait until Assembly 
makes its votes. Parties, please remember to be civil and to be kind. 
Includes conducts during campaigns and before and after. Be 
professionally.  

1. Whit: are advisory opinions available anywhere? 
a. online shortly, sent to petitioners and sent to Alex Contis 

and Anushka.  
VI. Community Concerns  

a. My name is Julia, this is Zach, wanted to talk about issues with food on 
campus. On weekends, dining halls open as late as 10:30 am, gap to close in 
middle, close earlier on weekends. close at 9:00 on the weekdays, students are 
up much later than this. As a south quad resident, faced with choices on how to 
eat after the dining hall closes. Would like to see this addressed in order to fix 
food security problems. Michigan state has a food bank since 1993, OSU has 
Food alliance to partnership with foodbank, Penn State and Maryland have 
pantries, almost all Big10 schools have food banks and have secured 
university funding. It is estimated that 41% of respondents on campus 
experienced food insecurity, campus is a food desert, without fresh food.  

VII. Executive Communications 
a. Anushka: I have 5 quick projects to update you on, want to reiterate something 

important for the last leg of our terms. I know many of you are planning to run 
in this election, remember your commitment to your current position. Show up 
to events, meetings, Assembly, remember your commitment. We have only a 
few meetings of these Assembly left, lets make it count.  

i. Community service connector program is a small student org 
programmed to help connect students to service orgs on campus, want 
to emphasize the importance of these smaller orgs. Will be doing two 
of those in March, we would love to connect with you and the interns.  

ii. Wellness Zone focus groups, wellness zone is in the CAPS office, very 
small scale. Heat lamps, massage chairs, etc. Want to create one on 
North campus in partnership with Engineering student gov. Doing 
focus groups with students to see what they want there.  

iii. Food Insecurity, resolution that was brought forward last week is here 
tonight. Want a foodbank on campus, we have also asked for resources 



 

 

in longer term measures, such as affordable housing benefits, SNAP 
benefits on and around campus, etc.  

iv. ICE to meet you event is a student meet-and-greet at Yost Arena. Is 
with the reps and students to meet.  

v. Demographic report for CSG members is being put out in the next 
week or so, there have been a lot of reference to last years report.  

b. Nadine 
i. Some of the work CSG has been doing with underrepresentation in 

STEM, look at over the past few years to see how students are 
represented in these STEM courses. Efe’s resolution pertains to town 
hall, the email I sent yesterday about compiling resources is important, 
try to help students connect with resources for those who want to join 
these STEM fields. Try to make a resource list for those coming to the 
STEM town hall. At the town hall, talk in focus groups about what you 
want to see in these courses in the future. Invite friends and share with 
people.  

ii. Voting: survey on myths around voting and information about what 
they know about voting, will send out a survey in the coming times 
about what students knows and how they vote.  

iii. Her and I have been talking about autism acceptance work, guest 
speaker next tuesday morning. will share the facebook event, please 
share the event. will be breakfast and coffee. she has experience in the 
field.  

c. Olivia 
i. another podcast dropped on sunday. called Michigan time on 

soundcloud. next episode on sunday with Anushka. Rediscovering 
resources this week, about STEM resources.  

d. Joe 
i. commission, demographic report coming out shortly. SOFC is giving 

money, calculator project moving forward well, available slightly 
before finals. Rep Round table was successful 

1. motion to extend time by 3 minutes, seconded, confirmed 
ii. pushing these events on facebook. Wolverine consulting group is 

redoing the voting website, campus climate commission is working on 
a cultural event to bring lots of religions and cultures together. Want to 
bring people together. If ever interested in commissions, let us know.  

VIII. Report of the Speaker 



 

 

a. We have a recall of a member today, introduction of new reps. Lots of 
business, please stay so that we can get through it today.  

IX. Representative Reports 
a. Zeke 

i. Olivia alluded to the video about community concerns about bussing, 
may do some more stuff after that to work more about these bus issues. 
I am sending a link to everyone, to a Department at the University of 
Wisconsin. Trying to come up with a catalogue about all the university 
sponsored leadership training competency events, Wolverine consulting 
is trying to do the same thing. Will show you what opportunities are 
available. Any recommendations? 

1. Nadine: do you want to put a survey out? 
a. yes will do 

X. Committee Reports 
a. Rules Committee 

i. We talked about the two resolutions the UEC director discussed, back 
to us for second reads. Meet tomorrow at 5:30 on couches or via a link. 

b. Resolutions Committee 
i. Last thursday talk about two resolutions, one is tabled. Other one is 

Julian’s resolutions. We do remote meetings as well. Can watch and 
discuss, except if author, please be there in person.  

c. Communications Committee 
i. Instagram hunt for password is not going well, probably going to 

change the instagram. Will be launching next tuesday if we cannot have 
the password. The algorithm is still an issue, please like and share on 
the page so that people are seeing it. Ben is on twitter, AirBus stuff will 
be posted soon. There have been a few donut events, trying to do 
another one before Assembly, might be too contentious. Please go to 
the skating event then. Please give comms and give suggestions about 
how to give to students.  

d. Finance Committee  
i. Big thing is in regards to AR 7-044, for underrep in STEM fields. Efe 

made appropriate accommodations to see us. We recommend it.  
XI. Election and Recall of Members 

a. Recall of Rajiv Joseph as a Rackham Representative  
i. Is there a motion to recall Rajiv Joseph as a Rackham Rep 

1. motion, seconded, recalled 



 

 

b. Seating of the Newly Appointed Representatives 
i. Shihab  

1. I am a junior in LSA studying econ and poli sci, used to be in 
engineering. Joined LSA student gov and CSG to look at how to 
make an impact on campus 

a. Zeke: what major did you transfer from 
i. mechanical engineer, computer engineer, now 

LSA 
b. Haya: why? 

i. I was pigeon-holed into it, opened eyes to other 
classes to take 

c. Izzy: what’s your spirit animal? 
i. No answer 

XII. New Business  
a. A.R. 7-044 A Resolution to Provide Funding for a Town Hall Addressing 

Underrepresentation in STEM Fields 
i. Efe: This is more so to get funding for the event next week. 6-8 next 

week in Michigan room at the League. Great opportunity to engage in 
specific kind of topic with students. Have CSG on the forefront, bring 
more dialogue and student groups together. Do community building on 
campus. Asking for $300 to go to various expenses.  

1. Charlie: when does it close 
a. The 19th, upcoming Monday 

ii. Comments to improve resolution 
1. Charlie: should put in the final date, just for clarity sake 

iii. Motion to suspend the rules and move to second reads 
1. seconded, approved 

iv. Efe: Added final date to the resolution 
1. Kevin: would you be willing to delete “boost social media 

presence” in final clause, it is comms role 
a. yes 

v. Comments:  
1. do you want to add the time to the resolution 

vi. Are there any amendments to the resolution? 
1. none 

vii. Justin: motion to vote by acclamation 
1. seconded, approved 



 

 

viii. Resolution passes 
b. A.R. 7-038 A Resolution Calling on the University of Michigan to Invest 

Resources into Addressing Food Insecurity  
i. motion to suspend the rules to move down resolution doc 

1. seconded, approved 
ii. Food insecurity is about equitable access to healthy and affordable 

food. University of Michigan does not offer these, this is in a food 
desert. Students cannot purchase subsidized or free groceries. Calls on 
investment of university resolutions and a foodbank. Does not solve 
problem, but gives a temporary resolution. Second ask for long term 
investment important, such as: investment of education in SNAP 
benefits in local businesses, financial aid programs for food insecurity, 
basic skills training that happens are pre-admissions level, will give 
students perspective for debt. Sponsored by a majority of student govs 
here, want to bring to Regents on Thursday. 

1. Joe: are we the only Big10 university without a school 
sponsored food pantry? 

a. yes 
2. Whit: did you hear back from med school student gov? 

a. no 
iii. Comments:  

1. Whit: echo the comments put in the document 
iv. Motion to suspend rules and move to second reads 

1. point of information: why? 
a. need to bring to Regents 

2. seconded, approved 
v. Anushka: will keep the two clauses as stated before 

vi. Motion to vote by voice 
1. seconded, approved 

vii. resolution passed 
c. A.R. 7-041 A Resolution Confirming CSG’s 90% Pledge in Support of the Big 

Ten Voting Challenge 
i. Nadine: we just need to formalize statement from the Assembly that we 

support the pledge. Want 90% of those affiliated with CSG to register 
to vote in election 

1. Whit: is that 90% for those eligible to vote? 
a. yes, pledge is more so a public awareness campaign 



 

 

2. Jared: how will we know if we made our pledge? 
a. I will not be here, but will be figuring it out with next 

administration. Thinking about putting out a joint 
statement about how many students register on 
TurboVote. 

3. Zeke: any idea if we in this room are at 90% 
a. would include more than just this room. Have pushed 

this advocacy before, but pledge came after the 
advocacy. Modeled after another university.  

ii. Comments on how to improve: 
1. None 

iii. Referred to resolutions 
d. A.R. 7-042 A Resolution Supporting the Establishment of Wholly 

Representative Primaries 
i. Nadine: organizing is great about spreading awareness, policies are 

effective. Some laws in Michigan that impede on Students right to vote. 
Plan is that this resolution with the resolution next week will 
accompany students at advocacy day, College Dems and Republicans 
will take it with them to advocacy day 

1. Whit: do you know how many 17 year olds able to vote in 
general election but not primary? 

a. not totally sure, will ask on it 
2. Zeke: right now, if you are 17, cannot vote in primaries even if 

you are 18 by the time of the general election? 
a. correct, Michigan does not allow it 

ii. Comments on how to improve resolution: 
1. None 

iii. Referred to resolutions 
e. A.R. 7-043 A Resolution to Support La Casa’s 11 Point List of Demands for 

Representation for Latinx Students 
i. Tonight we are introducing a proposal to support La Casa’s 11 points. 

Want to meet these points and pledge support to them. Basis is that the 
Latinx population on campus is fasting growing, and is significantly 
underrepresented on campus. Want to outline what we would like to 
see from the University.  

ii. We were previously here during the divestment debate, here to tell you 
how to help the Latinx population. We are talking to administration 



 

 

now to show the university that these concerns are prominent and 
should be addressed. Demands revolve around two things: 
representation in the offices. Need those who can cater to our needs, 
these demands hone into that. The needs of communities can get lost 
sometimes in these diversity initiatives. This is a gross cutting proposal, 
will be talking with the board members about the constitutional 
constraints presented in the resolution. 

1. Zeke: is use of the word demand strategic?  
a. We demanded for a strategic purpose, felt that our voices 

were not being heard, having the same conversations and 
no action. However, we are open to changing it 

2. Marianne: the “therefore be it” clause, is a little bit vague, rest 
of it makes sense on how we can help. this is vague though.  

a. Yes, just looking for support 
3. Kevin: what responses have you been getting from 

administration 
a. Have talked to Rob Sellars and Jones,  have given us a 

lot of false promises after the Rock Incident, want to 
hold them accountable to their promises. MESA was 
supposed to help us with these process to look for new 
director, did not hold up on this. There is a lot of 
understanding, but no urgency attached to it. Want this to 
be long lasting change for future individuals 

4. Kevin: on the 8th demand, requesting support from the 
University. Uncertain timeline, wondering if you were aware of 
funding support from CSG.  

a. Yes, but will be competing with other student groups. 
Looking to get funding sooner and more directly. Want 
to continue all of these events and program in a timely 
manner. Want to talk to you about it, but want to plan 
things in a quick manner.  

b. Kevin: CSG gives money to student groups on campus 
through SOFC 

iii. Comments on how to improve 
1. Whit: mention in introduction for 3rd Whereas clause, I would 

cite that . Also make 2nd resolve clause more active.  



 

 

2. Thaddeus: The language in the first two whereas clauses needs 
to be changed, essentially asking for the University to break a 
variety of statutes and constitutions to ask to hire based on race. 
Is legal to ask to recruit for a certain race, but not to hire based 
on affirmative action. Happy to talk to you about this resolution 
and turn it into something that is legal.  

3. Marianne: make it more clear exactly what you are asking for. 
Get rid of the first resolve clause to make it more clear.  

4. Iptihal: when students try to do advocacy, try to be less 
aggressive in order to be passed. Recommend to keep the word 
demand.  

5. Zeke: change all of the bold wants to “demand” 
6. Thaddeus: highlight why it is important for everyone to have 

this. Studies that support the idea of a diverse learning 
environment, look into and cite these 

iv. Referred to resolutions 
f. AR 7-045 A Resolution to Support an Investigation of Potential Conflicts of 

Interest in the University Endowment 
i. Debate about the university endowment. Detroit Free Press published 

report about some conflicts of interest in the endowment, reinforce the 
accountability for those who hold the endowment. About 2% of 
university endowment controlled by those who sit on the advisory 
committee for the endowment. Still over $200 million dollars. Have not 
done a good job at saying that this is not affecting student tuition or that 
there is a conflict of interest. Has support of the Roosevelt Institute, 
College Dems, and College Republicans. LSA student gov is looking 
into this as well.  

1. Whit: do you have any form in mind for investigation? 
a. We lay out our plan based on precedent in the third 

whereas clause in the resolution.  
2. Kevin: who manages the endowment? 

a. the people we are concerned with are the Investment 
Advisory Committee. There is a Chief Investment 
Officer who does a lot of this stuff. Must be approved by 
Board of Regents, have never been turned down by one 
brought forward by staff. Have been conspicuous cases 
in the past.  



 

 

3. Lloyd: with investigation, would you look into the CIO 
a. The investigation should look at if there are conflicts of 

interests, and how these are being made. Should be 
keeping forms on this, the Detroit Free Press has asked 
before and did not get it.  

4. Anushka: Schlissel put return track in the Free Press about the 
mix between Michigan State and Michigan’s gov. What is the 
symbolic importance? 

a. Shows that the students are interested in what the 
university is doing with their money 

5. Zeke: the last whereas clause on first page, can you explain what 
this means 

a. University endowment is $10.9 billion dollars. 2% 
controlled by those on advisory committee. The data in it 
refers to the rate of investment. 25% more likely to 
receive a second investment in donated to university.  

6. Marianne: have other universities getting the same press, and are 
other student govs doing stuff about it? 

a. yes, Anushka in contact with others this weekend about it 
7. Whit: how to make more transparent in endowment 

a. admit that there is an issue first off 
8. Joel: do you recognize that the goal of the endowment is to 

maximize returns, do you know what the success rate has been 
over the past years? 

a. yes, but these prominent alumni can declare that there 
have been a conflict of interest.  

9. Kevin: walk through conflict of interest process 
a. fill out form, but did not have it.  

i. internal or for the public 
1. internal, but as a public university 

10. Anushka: are these conflict of interest forms one that you can 
request? 

a. believe that university is in lawsuit with Free Press, but 
not entirely sure 

ii. Comments to improve resolution 
1. Zeke: clause at bottom with the statistics should be cleared up. 

Also more than just the factor of UMich graduates good at what 



 

 

they do, show that these numbers are more than confounding 
variables in analysis.  

XIII. Old Business 
a. A.R. 7-035 A Resolution to Put SAPAC Resources on the CSG Website Under 

Student Resources  
i. Izzy: yield speakership to Jared 

ii. Only change has been the last resolve clause, CSG will advertise the 
information on the website. Put a two page resource guide as a google 
doc under resource guide. Makes it simpler for survivors to understand 
what their resources are 

1. Zeke: Why does this need to be in a resolution? 
a. could would with person who updates the website, this 

brings attention to fact that this is added to the website 
iii. Amendments to resolution 

1. none 
iv. Motion to vote by voice 

1. seconded, approved 
v. resolution passes 

b. A.R. 7-037 A Resolution to Encourage the University of Michigan to Look in 
to Transitioning from Fossil Fuels to Cleaner Energy Sources 

i. Changed a variety of things in the resolution. Added statistics to total 
energy consumption by the University, added future projections based 
on new data. Added and rearranged resolve clauses to flow and make 
more concise. Encourage Schlissel to take necessary steps to put Planet 
Blue goal in effect, work with Clean Wolverines to bring their work to 
Schlissel through CSG. Focus back on the 25% reduction goal, also 
consider transition to cleaner energy 

1. Mackenzie: Where did you get the statistics 
a. on the Planet Blue website, footnote at the bottom of the 

first page 
ii. Proposed amendments to the resolution 

1. Whit: clean up the footnotes 
a. amendments pass 

iii. Motion to vote by voice 
1. seconded, motion fails 

iv. 23 in favor, 2 against, 4 abstentions, resolution passes.  



 

 

c. A.R. 7-039 A Resolution to Define and Regulate Endorsements in CSG 
Elections 

i. Same resolution presented last week for first reads 
ii. Proposed Amendments to the Resolution: 

1. Austin: change the definition of an unauthorized endorsement, 
to “endorsements made by individuals or entities outside the 
student body”. Students and professors have an odd power 
dynamic, especially when students are able to advocate in front 
of a class. Student gov has some latitude on the these 
restrictions. 

a. Thaddeus: Student general counsel may violate some 
first amendment amendments. Courts hold first 
amendments extremely high, getting around the 
amendment would be difficult. Limiting professor’s 
abilities to speak may result in a lawsuit. CSG has the 
ability to go forward with it, it is a gray issue. Arguments 
to be made for this.  

i. This amendment does not prevent professors or 
faculty from making statements of support for 
candidates. Does restrict students coordinating 
with their professors to get these statements of 
support from their professor.  

b. Whit: students would not be prevented from soliciting 
endorsements? 

i. the wording in this and the current compiled code 
holds this.  

c. Whit: are you aware that unauthorized endorsements are 
only penalized under specific rules? 

i. yes, would not be penalized for this 
d. Objection, move into debate 
e. Motion for a two minute recess 

i. seconded, passed 
f. Speak in favor: Austin 

i. Austin: Not my intention to stop non student or 
non-student entities from speaking in favor of 
candidates. Narrows the scope of these. Trying to 
limit this. This limits the free speech of students. 



 

 

Granted certain latitude to limit speech of 
candidates. Outside influence on elections by 
non-members of students. Cannot allow 
candidates to unfairly utilize statements of 
support 

g. Speak Against: Justin 
i. Justin: I understand spirit of the amendment, but 

with penalty already in resolution, does not affect 
candidate. Endorsement already out there. Does 
not effectively do its job 

ii. Thaddeus: Austin is correct in a certain way, can 
limit free speech if a compelling way. Not in this 
case. Individuals need to express first amendment 
rights. Might encourage people to come to 
campus and speak in favor of them. Cannot have 
endorsement on paper, would have to endorse in 
person. 

iii. Kevin: Why vote for something that opens us up 
to lawsuits 

iv. Efe: I agree with spirit of the amendment, but do 
think that we are getting into a gray area of law, 
not what assembly is seeking to do. Would 
encourage that instead of an amendment, can do a 
blast to professors that does not conflict with 
interests.  

h. Vote on Amendment: the amendment does not pass 
2. Propose to strike F3C in Appendix 1. Presents first Amendment 

concerns. Believe it is unconstitutional. As public university 
using public funds, those outside university have a vested 
interest in our doings. 

a. Zeke: do you believe that it would be fair to tout an 
endorsement by those outside the university? 

i. it is unfair, but is unconstitutional to not allow it 
1. similar to what austin said earlier, it affects 

the validity of elections, should regulate 
speech, but we shouldn’t? 



 

 

a. yes, but clarify that SCOTUS holds 
first amendment and free speech in 
high regard 

b. Jared: why do you feel this is limit speech? Does this not 
prevent candidate from disseminate these endorsements? 

i. If candidate is unaffiliated with endorser, and we 
try to stifle it, it is chilling free speech. 
Contraining ability to express free speech. The 
“unaffiliated” part is the problem 

c. Justin: why do parties outside of the university care 
about the business of CSG? 

i. as a public university, state tax dollars go here, 
federal tax dollars go here, resolutions affect more 
than just those on campus.  

ii. Money comes from tuition dollars, that comes 
from federal gov, tax dollars 

d. Austin: at private universities, are they bound by federal 
disclosure laws? 

i. In some cases yes, especially if the university 
receives federal funding through loans.  

1. motion to extend time by five minutes, 
seconded, approved 

e. Austin: can you explain how you view CSG as a public 
institution within the university 

i. Our entity structured is a sponsored student org, 
we are an extension of the university. As an 
extension, we are constrained the same way the 
university is.  

f. Austin: we are concerned that as an extension of the 
university, we cannot restrict free speech? 

i. as extension, we are chilling free speech by the 
endorsers, have been found unconstitutional 

g. Zeke: how much trouble are we in if we leave as is? 
i. University would be sued. Opens avenue where 

we can be sued.  
1. If we take it out, how susceptible are we to 

be controlled by outside powers? 



 

 

a. anyone outside university can back 
anyone running for a seat, might 
get people to back people.  

h. vote on proposed amendment 
i. amendment passes 

iii. 25 in favor, 0 against, 2 abstentions, resolution passes  
d. A.R. 7-040 A Resolution to Further Amend the Election Code 

i. For the same reasons as last time, we should pass this. This will prevent 
free speech concerns on campus. can campaign before campaign 
opening day. constrain right to free speech. good for university as a 
whole. 

1. Whit: would you consider the amendment to be friendly to 
separate the DPSS elections 

a. yes 
ii. Proposed amendments to the resolutions 

1. Whit: adding text within the resolution. UEC will seperately 
email students for the position of DPSS oversight committee, as 
it is a separate election 

2. Thaddeus: propose amendment. Unsure if we should allow 
chalking and posting of materials prior to the campaign period. 
Strike the section all together. F3A1 

a. Hafsa: would this open the possibility to campaign at 
anytime throughout the academic year? 

i. yes, but could not violate a campaign rule.  
1. Would the UEC have to monitor this the 

entire year? 
a. Once UEC is created, any 

complaints from prior its creation 
can be brought forward to them. 
Would have to wait to bring until 
march. Would get many demerits if 
continually  

b. Zoha: Would this affect campaign launch? 
i. potentially 

c. AJ: housing sets window for campaigning in dorms. 
Would there be incentive to move it earlier? 



 

 

i. Housing sets their own rules, we can make a 
request but would not be in their interest. There is 
a chance that complaints could get stale, but 
should bring complaints with sufficient evidence.  

d. Zeke: Could this turn into a rolling policy that hits all 
elections, to keep UEC the whole year 

i. motion to extend time by 5 mins, seconded, 
approved 

ii. Yes, this could turn into rolling elections. Not in 
good interest to annoy classmates all year. Makes 
zero sense for someone to campaign for longer 
than a month, do not think that people will be 
campaigning early. Is very early and expensive.  

e. Efe: there are restrictions with money, Does this take 
away the worth of a campaign season? 

i. falls on candidates to follow the rules. would still 
be a technical campaign season, where you need 
to file for candidacy.  

f. Hafsa: given context, need to define campaigning. Can 
campaign however intensely throughout the year. Could 
give names higher recognition. Can you define 
campaigning.  

i. campaigning will be posting campaign materials, 
soliciting votes, definite chance that things are 
unfair. First amendment rights if we restrict 
campaigning.  

3. objection, go into debate 
4. In Favor of Amendment:  

a. Charlie: have good faith in the student body, would have 
the self-awareness that students know that running all 
year round would be exhaustive.  

b. Thaddeus: Want to say that you should vote in your own 
accordance. This will get you sued; codes in elections are 
most contested. Expecting that you will be sued soon. 
Gives advantages to certain groups of people. 
Constitution is imperfect, despite it being flawed, it is 
document that we agreed to be constrained by.  



 

 

c. Zeke: I think that this amendment could be stepping 
stone to a reformation of how we do the elections. Open 
up campaign process for the whole year. Have parties 
that stand around longer. can help you navigate the crazy 
election cycle.  

d. Kevin: follow the advice of counsel. People’s 
constitutional rights are more important than that of our 
own feelings.  

e. Whit: the concern that those who are not familiar with 
elections code and may violate it will fall upon them only 
without the amendment. If extend that we can campaign 
at any time, will not have this risk. 

5. Against Amendment: 
a. Hafsa: I think that this is scary to get rid of any campaign 

period at all. It helps to make elections legitimate. 
Students have right to put their name out throughout the 
year, but to extend to entire year, puts students who are 
not prepared at a disadvantage. People vote whether they 
recognize names or not, with all of the social aspects and 
rules. Doesn’t make sense to have someone monitoring 
these violations, then to have candidates disqualified in 
March. 

b. Joe: the argument for constitutionality is valid. In my 
experience running in campaigns, and if no regulated 
period to do it, there are no different people brought into 
the equation and into the parties. Makes the system 
interesting. Launching period gives people a chance to 
see the elections and can run. 

c. Efe: Share the concerns of Hafsa. Think that this is unfair 
and advantages people. I believe that this could work in 
favor to restrict some people. If open it up that 
complaints could come to UEC, could work in the 
inverse in that complaints are brought forward. I think 
there are ways to level the playing field. Having an 
awareness of how to gauge interest, or other avenues. 
Concerns of the constitutionality of it are valid, but could 
be good.  



 

 

d. Austin: Want to remind everyone that campaigning is 
defined in election code. Forms of campaigning would 
be allowed, caution against that. To make this change so 
close to the election period would be unwise. Create a 
period of time to evaluate that. Students who know they 
want to run early on are at an advantage.  

e. Marianne: All of the concerns are valid, but if you 
haven’t read the elections code and are thinking about 
running, will not know about running and could get 
demerits. Campaigning is important, and to be published 
is risky. 

f. Voting on the amendment 
i. Amendment does not pass 

6. Whit: Change to “campaign in public areas” instead of 
“chalking and posting”. This will despecify to incorporate more 
actions 

a. Marzia: how does this improve the resolution? 
i. more clearly tells people that they can’t do things 

that we assume they can’t do. Rule is written so 
narrowly to still allow people to prepare for 
campaign.  

b. Soto: is this a further prohibition of free speech in public 
spaces? 

i. I don’t believe so 
c. Thaddeus: how do we have jurisdiction of spaces outside 

of campus? 
i. not regulating space, but regulating the action 

done in the space.  
d. Vote for proposed amendment, object, go into debate 

i. Against: 
1. Zeke: I think we should have fewer 

restrictions on the campaign. Think that 
saying we have these restrictions are an 
issue of the free speech. 

2. Kevin: no right to tell people what they 
can’t say in public spaces  



 

 

3. Thaddeus: wrote it in this way to not 
infringe on rights on Ann Arbor and 
people in general. Do not have compelling 
reason to infringe.  

ii. For: 
1. Whit: Agree with Zeke in general, would 

be preferable to not draw lines. But since 
we are drawing lines, better to state it 
more broadly. Not passing this would 
invite creativity in weaving way around 
the rules 

2. Austin: we have certain latitude for our 
certain elections. Better to make it more 
general and interpretable to UEC and CSJ. 
Need to make it more general and 
interpretable.  

e. Vote on proposed amendment 
i. amendment does not pass 

iii. 25 votes in favor, one against, 4 abstentions, resolution passes 
1. Zeke: read resolution before today, thought would be against 

amendments, want a different way to do campaigns. Want UEC 
around all year, would make what we do more meaningful. 

XIV. Motions and Other Business 
XV. Announcements and Matters Arising 

a. Joe: hydration stations on saturday. great way to meet people 
b. Zoha: friday is Hijabi Monologue, Rackham, 4th floor. Arab Expressions is on 

Saturday, $5, power center 
c. Efe: Having a growing STEM town hall on Monday, Michigan Room in 

Michigan League, 6-8. Issues important for STEM kids on campus 
d. Zeke: MLead and leadership programs. Michigan Quidditch team piloting 

leadership program. learn how to build quidditch and build leadership.  
e. Nadine: For Zoha’s point, come support! 

XVI. Closing Roll Call 
XVII. Adjournment - 11:26 






