
Student Government Association 
The University of North Carolina at Greensboro
89th Session of the Student Senate
Tuesday, February 7, 2012, 7:00 p.m. 
Maple Room, Elliot University Center
-This meeting was called to order by Vice President John Johnston at 7:07 p.m. 
-Brittany Butler, Legislative Assistant was present and recorded the minutes

-Roll Call

-Quorum exists 

-Approval of Minutes:


-Approved without debate 

-Approval of Agenda:


-Approved without debate

-Appointment of Senator At-Large: Brenda Barnett: 


-Questions: 

-Cassidy Norris: How many Senator At-Large positions are filled and how many are open?




-Answer: Two positions open and four filled, with five remaining appointments 


-Voted by Senate and approved by the body


-Brenda Barnett, New Senator At-Large 

-Student Forum:


-No students wish to speak 

-Reports: 


A. President Isaac Miller: 



-Board of Trustees meeting next week 


B. Vice President John Johnston:



-Met with Brenda Barnett for position



-Let John know of any concerns or questions 


C. Attorney General Emmy Downs: 

-Fall Semester Conduct Violations: Assisting in the violation of University policies or public law 1; Misuse of any other lawfully available chemical substances, compound or combination when used for any other purpose other than its intended use 1; Trespass on University property or premises 1; Violation of a University No Contact Order 1; Disruption of University operations 2; Disorderly Conduct 2; Key Acces/Fobs 2; Possession of stolen property 3; Misuse of identification cards 4; Misuse of restricted areas 4; Violation of University policy or law regarding firearms or other weapons 4; Falsification 5; Theft 5; Violation of the fire code 6; Infringement on the rights property of member of the University community 7; Violation of University policy or law regarding drugs 7; Furnishing false information to any member of the University community 8; Misuse of access privileges to University premises 8; Guest Visitation policy 11; Threatening or causing physical harm or harassment 14; Facilitating or accepting improper behavior 16; Quiet/Courtesy hours 19; Attempted or actual damage to property 22; Conduct which disturbs the peace of the community 27; Failure to comply with directions of University officials 32; Conduct which is disorderly 53; Misuse of University computing facilities, passwords, accounts, or information (DMCA) 74; Violations of federal or state law, or local ordinances which affect the interests of the University community 123; Violation of University policy or law regarding alcohol 222; 



-Constitutional Revision: a refresher



-Handout sent to Senate to print out and bring to meeting 

-Old Business: 

-New Business: 


-Constitutional Revision: Emmy Downs 


-5 person committee


-Questions: 



-Crystal Bayne: Why did you change the number of Senators for certain positions:

-Answer: Too complicated to have two student bodies, so they were merged, which the old numbers are in red. These new numbers now match our demographics. For the past couple of years there has been special elections, this has put a strain on Senate. Take away some of the seats to take away the pressure from Senate. 



-David Vreeland: How often are the organization Senators filled?

-Answer: We have two of the organization Senators, they are more often filled than graduate Senators 



-David Vreeland: Is there a requirement for any other Senators? How is it reinforced?




-Answer: Will check to see if they are in an organization on campus to reinforce


-Moved and seconded to approve the amendments to Constitution


-Moved and seconded with consent to approve the Preamble to the Constitution


-Moved and seconded with consent for approval of Article I 


-Moved and seconded with consent for approval for Article II


-Moved and seconded with consent for approval for Article III


-Moved and seconded for approval for Article IV


-Article V: Structure: 



-Section 1: Moved and seconded to be approved without debate with consent 



-Section 2: Moved and seconded 




-Cassidy Norris: Point of Information: Won’t that overlap? 

-Answer: just appropriated the term of school year with the term of office



-Approved 

-Article VI: The Legislative Branch:


-Section 1: Student Senate



-Questions: 

-David Vreeland: Why was there so many positions empty in the fall that had to be filled? How were the elections publicized? 




-Answer: Deferred to Ashley 



-Motion to approve



-Seconded

-David Vreeland: Elections are not publicized to get enough people in the positions. 

-Answer: Not sure if we even over publicize it, we might not have enough people to fill 66 seats. We wanted in the committee to create a smaller and more competitive race for seats. Want to have contested elections. We are focusing on quality. 

-Caleb Patterson: Point of order: We wanted to reduce the number of overall Senators, we decided to have 5 organizational Senators as opposed to cutting a few positions. 

-David Vreeland: Being a part of club sports I am involved with the organization, with a broad position, it would be hard to reach out to people 

-Dillon Tyler: Point of order: Having access to those constituents are the most important 

-Cameron Green: We have to reach out to people in the best way we can as Senators, as a commuter senator, I attend as much as I can to make events to reach out 

-Ryan Redd: Point of information: Are we looking for diversity within these 5 organizational Senators


-Caleb Patterson: We are looking for diversity 

-Jarad Hance: Having 5 generic seats, it allows for a lot of members of one organization to run and take those seats 

-Caleb Patterson: Some of that may be lost, but as the committee, reducing the numbers seemed to best for more competitive numbers, and reach out to other students groups to get involved, to appoint delegates 

-Ariana Bushweller: Point of information: How many people do we have on Senate:




-Emmy Downs: We have 50 seats 

-Charlene Grunenwald: The 5 organization Senators is good, gives more responsibility. This would force to go talk and speak with everyone 

-Juan Vasquez: Motion to take out amendment of section k in Article 6 and keep as written

-Seconded

-Debate: 

-Juan Vasquez: Would not be good to have 5 generic seats, because of the specific lists of organizations are able to reach out to that organization 

-Reed Sheffield: See points from both sides, as Senators we need to be accountable for these positions, rise in opposition 

-Ashley Muyst: Point of order: Has there ever been a member who has sat and not actually been a  member of that organization


-Answer: Potentially 1 

-Charlene Grunenwald: What is the possibility for being responsible for certain Senate positions?


-Answer: John Johnston: All of the 5 Senators will represent all organizations, no focus on one specific organization

-Cassidy Norris: Point of information: Why would we necessarily do what other schools are doing since we are a diverse campus

-Cameron Green: Goal was to reduce the number of Senators, informed that we could not cut in any other areas and violate any other University policies

-Caleb Patterson: Some of the specific positions are not filled currently, we have some Senators in more than 1 organization 

-Emmy Downs: Would add more diversity to allow someone to represent more organizations 



-Jarad Hance: Rise in support of this bill

-Reed Sheffield: If we were to keep all of the existing Sentors, there would be more students in different organizations 

-Joyce Booth: To reach students on a personal level would be to go to an organization than to represent something wider 

-Jarad Hance: Not over throwing any kind of balance, will allow Senators to reach out to all 

-Motion for previous question, approved 

-Motion to vote to remove the strike from sub letter k and keep the positions currently  

-Amendment fails 

-Return to debate on letter A 

-Letter A has passed, 18 for, 16 against 

-Letter B section 1 


-Motion and approved with consent 

-Section 2A



-Motion and approved with consent 

-Section 2B

-Motion and approved with consent 




-Section 2C





-Motion and approved with consent 




-Section 2C amended 





-Moved and seconded with consent 





-Section 2D 






-Motion and seconded with consent 





-Section 2E: addition of all text in blue 






-Motion and seconded with consent 





-Section F: 






-Section i: Voted upon without debate 






-Section ii: Motion and seconded with consent 







-Sub-letter a: Motion and seconded with consent 







-Sub-letter b: 

-Rebecca Church: Point of information: What is the superior court? Is there a process outlined?

-Answer: Under the judicial branch, changed the process of the superior court. Later in the amendment 

-Moved and seconded with consent

-Sub-letter c: Moved and seconded with consent





-Section iii: Moved and seconded with consent 






-Sub-letter a: Moved and seconded






-David Vreeland: Does this include too many absences

-Rebecca Church: Wouldn’t ‘they’ be more gender neutral than ‘he or she’ 

-Answer: Used when appropriate 



-Letter C: Office and Members: 




-Section A: 





-Sub-letter i: Moved and seconded with consent 





-Sub-letter ii: 






-Sarah Howle: Why not increase it a little bit






-Answer: Caleb Patterson: We left it the same 






-Sarah Howle: Motion to amend gpa from 2.75 to 3.00 






-The 3.00 average is a good start, and is reasonable 

-Charlene Grunenwald: Disapprove, leadership skills do not have an effect on gpa 

-Dillon Tyler: Could weed out good representation that could be good for SGA

-Ariana Bushweller: Disagree with Dillon, needs good representation 

-Eden Cassidy: We are here for education purposes

-Caleb Patterson: Disagree, does not affect their position 

-Reed Sheffield: Rise in opposition to the rise in gpa 

-Rebecca Church: Speak in support of this amendment 

-Reed Sheffield: What is the gpa’s for President and Senators?

-Answer: 2.75 for President and 2.25 for Senators 

-Charlene Grunenwald: Still disapprove, but if approved would like to make a future amendment for the President’s gpa 

-Caleb Patterson: hold everyone to a universal standard, would like to raise gpa for everyone in SGA to a 2.5

-Dillon Tyler: Agrees with Caleb 

-The amendment is voted upon and the amendment fails 

-Voted, division has been called 

-Motion has been approved and is passed for sub-letter ii





-Sub-letter iii: Motion to approve 

-Rebecca Church: Why is the Vice President allowed to be part time student?

-Isaac Miller: Full time for financial aid purposes, 9 hours is before the add/drop date 

-Consent has been called 





-Sub-letter iv: 

-Rebecca Church: Should we rewrite this to include special circumstances?






-Caleb Patterson: This is looking at the bigger picture 






-Moved and seconded for approval with consent 





-Sub-letter v: 

-Caleb Patterson: A bad conduct standing with holding the position, can they reapply?

-Answer: Emmy Downs: Can go through the process to reapply 





-Sub-letter vi: 






-Moved and seconded for approval with consent 





-Sub-letter vii: 

-Reed Sheffield: Point of information: What does it mean to forward to proper mandates?

-Emmy Downs: Means that if there is no action which is then forwarded to proper mandates 






-Moved and seconded with consent 




Section B: 





-Sub-letter i: 






-Moved and seconded for approval with consent 





-Sub-letter ii: 






-Moved and seconded for approval with consent 





-Sub-letter iii: 






-Moved and seconded for approval with consent 





-Sub-letter iv: 






-Moved and seconded for approval with consent 





-Sub-letter v: 






-Moved and seconded 

-Cameron Green: Move to include ‘Chancellor, incoming Vice President’ 

-Would like to know what we are doing

-No further debate 






-Voted upon, and motion is moved 






-Moved and seconded as a whole for approval 





-Sub-letter vi: 






-Moved and seconded for approval with consent 





-Sub-letter vii: 

-Caleb Patterson: The reason behind this was because of the decrease in the number of Senate seats, to make it proportional 






-Moved and seconded for approval with consent 





-Sub-letter viii: 






-Motion and seconded for approval with consent 





-Sub-letter ix: 






-Motion and seconded for approval with consent 





-Sub-letter x: 






-Motion and seconded for approval with consent 



-2. The Chairman Pro-Tempore:




-Section A: Qualifications:





-Sub-letter i: 






-Moved and seconded for approval with consent 





-Sub-letter ii: 






-Moved and seconded for approval with consent 





-Sub-letter iii: 






-Moved and seconded for approval with consent 





-Sub-letter iv: 






-Moved and seconded for approval with consent 





-Sub-letter v: 






-Moved and seconded for approval with consent 





-Sub-letter vi: 






-Motion to amend to take away ‘or’ and put ‘and’ 






-Caleb Patterson: Defer 






-Consent is called 






-Motion has passed 

-Charlene Grunenwald: The Pro-Tempore should be elected by the Vice President instead of the Senators 

-Motion to change Senators to Vice President so that the Vice President appoints the Chairman Pro Tempore 

-Seconded 

-Charlene Grunenwald: Should be the VP’s duties to entrust in the position 

-Reed Sheffield: Rise in opposition

-Caleb Patterson: Also disagree with this motion, would give the VP more power 

-Mark Ramsey: Previous question 

-Previous question has been moved directly to a vote

-The amendment fails by vote 

-Moved and seconded for approval 

-Jarad Hance: Motion for a 10 minute recess due back at 9:48 


-10 Minute Recess, motion has passed 


`-Meeting adjourned at 9:38 


-Meeting called to order at 9:48 


-Attendance taken, and quorum exists 







-Sub-letter vii: 








-Moved and seconded 






-Section B: 







-Sub-letter i: 








-Consent







-Sub-letter ii: 








-Consent







-Sub-letter iii: 








-Consent 







-Sub-letter iv:








-Consent 







-Sub-letter v: 








-Consent 






-Section D: The Legislative Board:







-a. Consent, no debate







-b. Consent, no debate







-c. Consent, no debate 



-Section 4. Senators: 




-Section a. Qualifications: 





-Sub-letter i: 






-Moved and seconded for approval with consent 





-Sub-letter ii: 






-Carley Burroughs: Motion to amend the 2.25 gpa to a 2.5 






-Sarah Howle: Motion to amend the proposed amendment

-To make the required gpa a 2.75 with the undergraduate gpa as a 2.9 

-Dillon Tyler: Rise to oppose this amendment, gpa does not accurately define leadership roles

-Caleb Patterson: Oppose this, would like to level this, this could hurt our Senator retention 

-Charles Needham: In opposition, will dramatically decrease the pool of applicants 

-Charlene Grunenwald: Oppose it, there are external factors that could hurt students gpa, that should not allow them from student government 

-Chelsea Boccardo: What is the current gpa that you have to obtain to off of academic probation?


-Answer: Below a 2.0 

-Caleb Patterson: Can be a lot of factors that affect other students, we need to look at it with the association retention rate which will affect sga

-Dillon Tyler: Previous question 

-Voted upon, the 2.75 motion was voted upon and did not pass 

-The motion to increase the Senator gpa from 2.25 to 2.5 has passed 




-Sub-letter iii: 





-Moved and seconded for approval with consent 




-Sub-letter iv: 





-Moved and seconded for approval with consent 




-Sub-letter v: 

-Caleb Patterson: This amendment would help with Senator retention 

-No discussion or debate



-Section B: Duties, Powers, and Responsibilities: 




-Sub-letter i: 





-Moved and seconded for approval without debate 




-Sub-letter ii: 





-Moved and seconded for approval without debate 




-Sub-letter iii: 





-No discussion or debate 




-Sub-letter iv: 

-David Vreeland: Motion to amend to say ‘A report of said communication will be submitted to the Vice President by the end of the semester’ 

-Caleb Patterson: We shifted this to an honor system, this was previously not enforced 

-David Vreeland: We should have a report for both fall and spring 

-David Vreeland: Motion to resend the motion


-Seconded


-Move to a vote, consent has been called 

-Sub-letter iv has been approved 




-Sub-letter v: 

-Cassidy Norris: Why was the ‘written’ part taken out of the warning? 





-In case a verbal warning is given out 

-Caleb Patterson: Would like to amend to say ‘written or electronic warning’

-Crystal Bayne: If absent, are we able to give excuses after the fact if plausible? 

-Answer: Can take excuses and will determine based on excuse 





-Motion to approve amendment, motion approved 

-Cassidy Norris: Point of order: Could electronic also include text messages

-Motion to amend to say ‘he or she shall receive a warning via email’ 

-Motion approved

-Debate: 

-David Vreeland: The student Senate should be able to decide the removal of a Senator 

-David Vreeland: Motion to amend to say that the student Senate will vote upon removing a Senator because of absences

-Motion not seconded 

-Voted upon to approve the original sub-letter v

-Approved 




-Sub-letter vi: 

-Charlene Grunenwald: With different organizations they ask for different funds, can the finance committee be more in tune with the allocations 

-David Vreeland: Point of order: How many people that are in finance committee are in other organizations?

-John Johnston: Someone cannot serve both organizations because they have a specific job to that organization, this would not work with the finance committee 

-Caleb Patterson: Would like to amend to say ‘any Senators serving on the finance committee must disclose all other organizations he or she is a member of’ 

-Moved and seconded 

-Cassidy Norris: Point of Information: Wouldn’t it be better to clarify

-Isaac Miller: Point of order: This is too detailed for the Constitution

-Point of order upheld

-Caleb Patterson: Would like to allow Senators to be able to have the opportunity to serve on other organizations 

-Ryan Redd: Understand this amendment, difference in participating than representing organizations, have been disclosing the whole time 

-Caleb Patterson: Now we have gotten rid of other positions, there are no long specific organization representation 

-David Vreeland: There are officers that are also in finance committee 

-Move to a vote

-This motion has passed 

-Charlene Grunenwald: Motion for grammatical changes for proper grammar 

-Seconded 

-Ryan Redd: This should be with finance bylaws and not including for the body in the overall Constitution 

-Ryan Redd: Motion to strike sub-letter vi from the Constitution 

-Seconded 

-Caleb Patterson: Support this motion 

-No further debate 

-Voted upon and approved 

-John Johnston: Would like to entertain a motion to table this until the beginning of old business on February 14, 2012 

-Seconded and approved 

-Senator Forum:

-Charlene Grunenwald: This Saturday, great networking, do need to register online, southern entrepreneurship, see Charlene for details 

-Cameron Green: Would suggest Senators to review the Constitution and come prepared 

-Luis Juarez: March 1st, 5-9 free food 

-Announcement:


-Will meet on Valentine’s Day 


-John Johnston: Motion to postpone committees to next week’s meeting 


-Seconded and approved 

-Adjournment to Committees postponed 


-Current Concerns: Azalea 


-Elections: SGA Cubicle 


-Publicity: Cone Ballroom A


-Finance: Long Leaf Pine


-Legislative: Joyner 

-Meeting adjourned at 11:00 pm 


