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Date: 28th August 2019 
Time: 6.00 pm. 
Venue: LT6003 
 
Members of MUSA 2019 that are present: 

1. Vice President- Nikita Matilda Fernandes 

2. Vice President- Hiba Khaleeq 

3. Treasurer- Minal Nadeem Kiani 

4. Treasurer- Marium Imran 

5. Heads of MUISS - Samuil Khan 

6. Heads of MUISS- Charlotte Squier 

7. MUISS CRO- Dua Fatima Basheer 

8. MUISS Treasurer- Vania Abbey Tan 

9. MUISS ISO- Abdullah Miuvan Shareef 

10. Heads of CnS- Jayasree Ananda Raj 

11. Welfare Officer- Chow Jia Xin 

12. Welfare Officer- Lai Kin Lok 

13. Publicity Officer- Venia Damara 

14. Publicity Officer- Chong Kar Meng 

15. Wom*n Officer- Charulatha Pitigala 

16. Wom*n Officer- Fizzah Riaz 

17. Editors- Celine Chua Yen Qing 

18. Editors- Fatyn Afiqah  

19. Editors- Ma Zhung Khoon 

20. Editors- Samuel Mui Shern 

21. School of Arts and Social Science Representatives- Uzair Kidwai 

22. School of Business Representatives- Matthew Ooi Lee Jin 

23. School of Business Representatives- Low Jingjing Christy 

24. School of Engineering Representatives- Wail Gourich 

25. School of Engineering Representatives- Marian Yeow Chee Yen  

 



 
 

26. School of Information Technology Representatives- Daniel Goh U-Sheng 

27. School of Information Technology Representatives- Amber Song Xin Ying 

28. School of Medicine and Health Science Representatives- Sethu Paramasivam 

29. School of Medicine and Health Science Representatives- Thisansa Warnakulasooriya 

30. School of Science Representatives- Yeoh Ying Shan 

Student Representative: 

Sanif Daniyal School of Engineer 

Bala Murugan School of Arts and Social Sciences 

Anjika Goel School of Business 

Taimoor Khan School of Business 

Jonathan Rutayebsiwa School of Business 

Wong Chun Yin School of Engineering 

Elle Sophia School of Science 

Asma Shuaban School of Business 

Maisarah Firdaus School of Science 

Everyl Yevita K. School of Arts and Social Sciences 

Bulsan Ahmed School of Business  

Raf Rasheid School of Business 

Rashik Sharankhan School of Business 

Jaohaz Ifosian School of Business 

Joe Wong School of Medicine 

Amanda Chan School of Medicine 

Framjee Hathy School of Business 

Ashley Wong School of Science 

Alyssa Chin School of Medicine 

Farwa School of Science  

 



 
 
Natalie Loke School of Science 

Melvin School of Business 

Valerina School of Arts and Social Sciences 

Chieng Xiao Shuen School of Science 

Stuti School of Pharmacy 

Maha Nasim School of Business 

Insha Mujeeb Malik School of Business 

Qistina Bumisin School of Arts and Social Sciences 

Lim Zai Jie School of Engineering 

Manzil School of Medicine 

Brenda School of Science 

Rachael Elena School of Business 

Adelya Zevania Mikha School of Arts and Social Sciences 

Alyson Lee School of Arts and Social Sciences 

Faris Khelasy School of Business 

Praney Kothari School of Business 

Fahad Ridwan School of Business 

Izyan Iman Zainuri School of Arts and Social Sciences 

Kaio Fiock School of Business 

Aishatu Eman Fatin School of Medicine 

Tejas Saraf School of Medicine 

Hamza Salman School of Science 

Madi Fon Benecke School of Medicine 

Chin Joe Yee School of Medicine 

  

 



 
 
Murtaza Halim School of Engineering 

Ng Chung Hou School of IT 

Kanoklada Sethichaiyen School of Arts and Social Sciences 

Muhammad Hyqel School of IT 

Wong Hon Mun (Nelson) School of Business 

Lee Lin Jun(Rain) School of Engineering 

Thet Ei Hnin(Tania) School of Engineering 

Andita Maharani School of Engineering 

Jesslyn Clarissa School of Medicine 

Amanda Liew School of Arts and Social Sciences 

Taaha Waseem School of Engineering 

Shibil Basheer School of Business 

Nur Sharikul Huda School of Science 

Junita Lewis School of Science 

Low Quan Wei(Mika) School of Science 

Tan Li Wen(Sandra) School of Arts and Social Sciences 

Jason Han Zhai Kwang School of Engineering 

Sabrina Liong Tong Tao School of IT 

Emily Chin Jia Xuan School of Pharmacy 

Dulya Wijeratne School of Business 

Lakshikan Shithar School of Arts and Social Sciences 

Madhav Lajpal School of Business 

Nirvanee Islam School of Arts and Social Sciences 

Kieran Li Nair School of Arts and Social Sciences 

  

 



 
 
Low Chan Yew School of Pharmacy 

Felicia Santosa School of Business 

Wong See Aik School of Arts and Social Sciences 

Tracy Leong Pui See School of Arts and Social Sciences 

Denishia Noviamsyah School of Arts and Social Sciences 

Nur Lisa School of Arts and Social Sciences 

Remi School of Science 

Kuganeswaran School of Engineering 

Carla Zenia School of Engineering 

Kesnavi School of Business 

Farnikaa School of Science 

Nazza School of Science 

Melissa Looi School of Business 

Yim Kyt Mun School of Business 

Muhammad School of Business 

Tim Areago School of Business 

Liong Qooi Lim School of Business 

Layalee Ibrahim School of Arts and Social Sciences 

Darren Chian School of Business 

Brandon Boey School of Business 

Lim Zhae Sheng School of IT 

Soh Zu Peng School of Business 

 

 

  

 



 
 

1. What is the restructure? 
a. The proposed restructure of MUSA is to only have the Executive Committee 

of MUSA and only one of each school reps to be elected by the students, and 
the remaining departments would be absorbed, combined, or abolished 
under the executive committee. These departments would be appointed by 
the executive committee and there will be a hierarchy of power to the new 
structure. The problem with the restructure, besides its lack of democratic 
representation, is that it did not go through any form of approval process and 
was immediately presented to the ticket holders as the new official structure 

2. What information was the ex-RO given about the restructure? 
a. The ex-RO had no contact with student life, instead she was only told by the 

previous general secretary that the restructure is de-facto structure. The 
justification given by the previous general secretary was she was told that all 
three ticket holders already. However none of the three ticket holders agreed 
to the structure. A form of miscommunication between student life, the 
previous general secretary and the ticket holders is the most accurate 
estimation of what happened. 

3. When did the Excos notified of the new structure? 
a. The remaining Excos, VP and treasurers, found out about the information on 

their own, as they were not informed that the new structure was carried out 
by the ex-RO 

4. How was the restructure planned on being implemented. Who was tasked with 
carrying out the restructuring? 

a. Student Life has provided the ex-RO on the restructured plan, however the 
ex-RO was not aware of the powers she had, or the constitutional procedures 
that are required for the restructure. Due to their absence now, there is no 
information on the actual plan. 

5. Why was the restructure implemented without consultation from the students or 
approval of the MSC? 

a. The restructure was caused by the actions or miscommunications of the 
previous president and general secretary. They have considered their 
resignation as punishment for their actions 

6. Who is eligible to provide information on the elections? 
a. No one other than the returning officer & deputy returning officer has the 

authority to give instructions, briefings or guides towards any candidates or 
persons related to the election. 

  

 



 
 

7. If both the resignation of the general secretary and president constitutes to a 
constitutional crisis, what can be done? 

a. In technical terms, the last one that sent the resignation letter would still 
hold the office as no one will be there to accept the resignation. The 
appropriate step is to appoint the new general secretary or president, 
whichever is vacant, and accept the latter resignation letter. As this was the 
first case since the conception of MUSA, confusion was understandably 
there. The other option is for the MSC to simply remove the other member 

8. Why isn’t the person responsible for the restructure in attendance to the EGM? 
a. Both the previous general secretary and president has sent in their 

resignation letters and has relieved themselves of their duty. Therefore it is 
impossible to hold them against their will to attend the EGM. 

9. Miscellaneous Items 
a. The issue of the cafeteria and the bookstore 

i. As the cafeteria and the bookstore is not under MUSA’s jurisdiction, 
there isn’t any direct actions that can be taken by MUSA, as the 
association only act as representatives on campus level meetings that 
affects involves these decision 

ii. On the issue of the cafeteria, the welfare department has confirmed 
with the university that the current vendors will leave by the end of 
the year, and Monash is now looking for new vendors to occupy the 
cafeteria next year 

iii. On the issue of the bookstore, it was due to poor sales that the 
bookstore had shut down. In another meeting with the PVC, it was 
confirmed that was the case, and Monash is considering to convert 
that area into a “garden” or a new outdoor study area, as the 
university considers that area to be a prime location. 

b. Can MUSA be disbanded in any way? 
i. MUSA is an association that is under the University, therefore only the 

PVC and the university can act outside the constitution and either 
disband or restructure MUSA without going through the 
constitutional process. Simultaneously, a student referenda or an 
extraordinary general meeting is capable of restructuring MUSA 
bypassing the MSC’s approval.  

ii. However it should be noted that MUSA is involved in crucial 
campus-level meetings, as well as smaller school level meetings, 
representing the student body in their decisions. Disbanding MUSA 
would effectively wipe out student representation in the decision 
making process of the university. 

  

 



 
 

(Detailed Discussion of the Meeting) 

1. (Soh Zu Peng is officially appointed as the new president, via the decision of the 

MSC and the consensus of the EGM) 

2. The Executive Committees opinion on the restructure 

2.1. Marium spoke on behalf of the Executive committee that they were all 

against the Restructuring 

3. When was the Executive Committee informed of the restructure 

3.1. Excos elaborated that not informed, sachiko was informed on week 2, but all 

the Excos are not informed 

3.2. A student asked on what is the restructure 

3.3. Excos explained that the restructure would mean that only the Excos will be 

elected 

4. Who was tasked with carrying out the restructuring 

4.1. Excos said it was student life 

5. What information was the Returning Officer given about this 

5.1. Excos said the Returning Officer was in direct contact with student life, and 

any restructuring plans was given to the Returning Officer 

5.1.1. A student claimed that the Returning Officers account of this is 

different, the account was that the Returning Officer did not have any 

contact with Student Life, and the returning officer thought that the 

restructure was the norm, and she also does not have any knowledge 

of the constitution. The only contact the returning officer had was 

with the previous general secretary 

5.1.2. The student elaborated by saying that it was during the confrontation 

in the election briefing with the ticket holders that only she realised 

that the restructure was not constitutional.  

5.1.3. Excos answered that regardless of what happened in the election 

briefing, the restructure would not have happened as the restructure 

was not constitutional and the structure did not go through the MSC 

5.1.4. Another student said that if there was no confrontation in the 

election briefing, the restructure would have happened because the 

Returning Officer ran the unapproved structure during the briefing, if 

no one stepped in the entire election would have been ran with that 

structure. 

 

 

 

 



 
 

5.2. Excos said that the previous general secretary told the Executive Committee 

the restructure was not finalised  

5.2.1. The student reiterated by saying that the restructure turned official 

when it was announced by the returning officer to the ticket holders 

on the new structure. If the structure is not approved then it should 

not be in the slides. 

5.2.2. One of the ticket holders said that in the conversations between them 

and Student Life, no ticket holders agreed to the new structure 

5.2.3. Another ticket holder said that in the conversation with student life, 

the restructure was concluded as just a proposal, but in the election 

briefing it was presented as the official structure 

5.2.4. Another student said that both the returning officer and the previous 

general secretary stated in the election briefing that the structure is 

official as all 3 ticket holders agreed to restructure and therefore it is 

approved. 

5.2.5. The Excos replied by saying that the previous General Secretary 

informed the rest of MUSA regarding the restructure and that it was 

going to be discussed in the upcoming MSC 

5.2.6. The student subsequently asked why it was presented as it was 

official when it is still not fully discussed, and that something should 

have been finalised before the election briefing as the elections have 

already been delayed far enough 

5.2.7. Saad insisted that the restructure bypassed the MSC and that MUSA 

found out about the restructure and the things that happened in the 

briefing by themselves 

5.3. Another student asked if the previous General Secretary was misinformed 

about this entire issue 

5.3.1. The Excos replied by saying they cannot answer that question on their 

behalf as they are not here, and that they did try to request for their 

attendance to the EGM 

5.3.2. The student commented by saying that most of the agenda cannot be 

resolved then as the responsible members are not in attendance to 

the EGM 

5.3.3. Another student asked if before the EGM they talked to the previous 

president and general secretary regarding this 

5.3.4. Excos said that both previous president and general secretary allowed 

them to put the blame for all this towards them 

  

 



 
 

5.4. A student asked if both the previous General Secretary and President 

resigned 

5.4.1. Excos said that both the previous president and general secretary has 

resigned and has treated the resignation as their punishment 

5.4.2. A student stated that it was constitutionally inconsistent as only 

either the president or the general secretary can resign as only these 

two positions can accept resignations. Both positions cannot be 

vacant at any point as no one in MUSA will be able to accept anyone’s 

resignation 

5.4.3. Excos said that the resignation was already submitted to the VP and 

Student Life as well 

5.4.4. The student said that irregardless, constitutionally only both the 

general secretary and president can accept resignation letters, so by 

having both resigning at the same time equates to a constitutional 

crisis. Asked the Exco, what can be done 

5.4.5. Excos said that the constitution was made and created by the 

students, and therefore will have its limitations, if adhered to strictly 

there won’t be any solutions placed on the table. The way forward is 

to inform the students on what is done, and move on electing new 

students to the vacant positions 

5.4.6. Another student stated that the question posed by the previous 

student is on what the current Excos can do now that the constitution 

has been violated 

5.4.7. Excos said that they already told the previous general secretary to not 

step down after the previous president resigned, however they did it 

anyway, and the only way they can move forward was to consult 

student life about it 

5.4.8. Excos asked the students if they have suggestions to how MUSA can 

move forward from this 

5.4.9. The student suggested that since there is a new president, the 

previous general secretary’s resignation letter can be accepted by the 

new president 

5.4.10. The Excos said that it still doesn’t resolve the underlying issue 

regarding the restructure and how everyone can move on from it 

  

 



 
 

5.4.11. The student replied that the underlying issue is on MUSA abiding by 

the constitution, as the only reason students recognise MUSA is due 

to the powers given to the office bearers by the constitution 

5.4.12. The Excos stated that they will follow through with the suggestion, 

but the priority should be on resolving the restructure issue, and as 

this is the first time both general secretary and president have 

resigned simultaneously, MUSA wasn’t prepared for it 

5.5. Soh Zu Peng said that MUSA should uphold its own constitution, but he 

understands the limitations, however the MSC should still do its best to abide 

by it to gain the students' trust. He thanks the students for attending the 

EGM, and that he assures that MUSA will move forward and improve after 

this. 

5.6. A student stated that the constitution written was to protect the student 

body, and that the authors of the constitutions would obviously not be able 

to predict these kinds of scenarios, but the MSC should work on the 

constitution by amending it in the spirit of protecting the student body.  

5.7. Excos asks for understanding as office bearers are still students, and that this 

issue is the first of its kind so there would be a moment of confusion and 

misunderstanding. 

5.8. Excos proceeded to explain what would be the process of the elections now. 

The elections will still go on as planned, just delayed in the process, but 

everything would remain in the same procedure 

5.9. One student asked for elaboration on the restructure, and is the 

restructuring still happening, and if the previously approved addition of the 

psychology representatives is still in place 

5.9.1. The Excos stated that the restructure would not move happen, 

however the psychology representative position will be included in 

the current structure 

5.9.2. Another student asked if the office bearers mainly responsible of the 

restructure is absent in the EGM, has MUSA considered asking 

student life on why they have bypassed the MSC to implement the 

structure  

5.9.3. The Excos said that they already informally met student life already 

regarding the restructure, after the TedX, and spoke a little about the 

resignation of both the previous general secretary and the president, 

as well as the issue of restructuring 

 

 

 



 
 

5.10.  The student brought up the claim that most MUSA members would also 

still be in the dark as the meeting is only between the existing Excos, and 

that the meeting only including Mr. Zebba is not sufficient as he is not the 

one making the decisions on these matters 

5.10.1. The Excos explained that it was not an official meeting, but there 

would be an official meeting soon to discuss the matter with student 

life after the EGM. 

5.10.2. MUSA members commented on the situation by saying that even if 

the meeting, Student Life would simply claim that it is a proposal to 

MUSA, and would still not solve anything 

5.10.3. The student said that it is not a proposal, since structure was pushed 

forward on the basis that all 3 ticket holders agree even though they 

didn’t, and the previous general secretary claims that Student Life was 

the one that told her all three ticket holders agree, then either the 

previous general secretary, or Student Life, had lied. MUSA should 

find out who was the one that was dishonest 

5.10.4. MUSA will ensure that the issue will be discussed with in the planned 

meeting with student life 

5.11. The students asked for the specific timeline for the elections, with specific 

dates and times for the entire process, as the elections have already been 

delayed enough 

5.11.1. The Exco said that most of the information has already been 

published with the acceptance of the new returning officer, and will 

continue to roll out the specific times and dates shortly after 

5.11.2. A student asked if there are any way to prevent this entire situation 

from happening again. 

5.11.3. MUSA members reiterated that all other MUSA members are kept in 

the dark, and the best thing MUSA can do now is to inform all future 

generations of MUSA and what can happen to keep them prepared 

for scenarios like this. The election committee of MUSA also 

apologised to the students for not checking with the ex-RO regarding 

the restructure as they are kept in the dark as well, but reassures the 

students that the elections now is under control and it will resume as 

normal. 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

5.12. One student asked if it's possible to have a constitution amendment to 

ensure that all restructure has to go through MUSA 

5.12.1. MUSA members replied by saying that the measure is already in place, 

but what happened was that there was an attempt to bypass the 

constitution 

6. Elections  

6.1. A student asked if both the president and general secretary departments 

are vacant now, and that the secretaries for both CnS and MUISS is running 

the elections now, is there any way to actually appoint a new general 

secretary 

6.1.1. MUSA members replied by saying the election committee already 

included all 4 secretaries of MUSA, and that they all still maintains 

responsibility to run the election even in the absence of any one of 

them 

6.2. One student asked why students aren’t informed of both the previous 

president and general secretaries resignations 

6.2.1. MUSA members replied that the resignations was submitted very 

recently 

6.3. Another student asked what happens to the subcomms if the department 

becomes vacant 

6.3.1. MUSA members said that the subcommittee members are attached to 

the department itself, so they are still technically part of MUSA, 

though they will still reserve the right to resign should they want to 

6.4. The student asked if there is going to be another election to appoint the 

resigned members of MUSA 

6.4.1. MUSA members replied that since its already passed the by-election 

dates, all vacant positions would be appointed by the MSC 

6.5. MUSA members claimed that all elected members should have read through 

and understood the constitution clearly, thereby ensuring that MUSA 

members understands this point will protect the freedom of the students 

6.6. Soh Zu Peng, said that he will make sure that these processes are 

transparent, and that the independence of MUSA will be the priority. MUSA 

will also meet up with Student Life to discuss this issue, and to revamp the 

constitution to ensure that there will be as little loopholes as possible, and to 

strengthen it to prevent such issues from happening again 

  

 



 
 

6.7. Student asked how can the constitution be changed 

6.7.1. Soh Zu Peng replied by explaining that a motion to amend the 

constitution is required for such cases and changes 

6.8. One student asked on how MUSA is moving forward with the elections, and 

the specific dates of the election deadlines for candidates 

6.8.1. The MUSA members said the new returning officer and deputy 

returning officer has already been appointed, all election procedures 

will remain the same but delayed for approximately 1-2 weeks. All the 

details will be published on all social media platforms. 

6.9. Another student asked if there will be another briefing with the returning 

officer 

6.9.1. MUSA members replied that will be up to the discretion of the 

Returning Officer 

7. Miscellaneous 

7.1. One student wants MUSA to clarify the cafeteria and bookstore is not under 

MUSA’s jurisdiction 

7.1.1. MUSA members agreed that both these parts are not in MUSAs 

control, but it is MUSAs job to bring the students voice to the decision 

makers in Monash. An update from the welfare officer is that the 

current vendors will end their contract at the end of the year, and 

Monash is looking for new vendors currently. 

7.2. One student asked if there is any regulations in the school charter that 

allows the restructure of MUSA to happen without going through the MSC 

7.2.1. Soh Zu Peng answered that is a complicated question as MUSA is not 

an official independent association under the Malaysian Higher 

Education Act, however MUSA and Monash has been working side by 

side thus far to ensure that MUSA remains as independent as possible 

7.3. One student asked on the justification behind removing orientation bash, as 

it was the first entryway for international students to immerse themselves 

into the university 

7.3.1. MUSA members replied by saying the 40/60 budget reallocation has 

made them cut several activities, furthermore Student Life insisted 

that orientation bash should not be carried out this year 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

7.4. Another student asked about the International buddies programme 

7.4.1. MUSA members said that the International buddies programme is by 

the International Student Services, however the department was 

under student life and was removed years ago. But MUISS did try to 

emulate what the International Student Services did however due to 

limitations in budget and manpower they still aren’t able to fully 

compensate what International Student Service was capable of 

7.5. Another student asked if the budget of MUSA for both the MUSA funds and 

the collaborative fund with student life will be fully published.  

7.5.1. MUSA members said that they will discuss and understand the 

situation of the collaborative funding first and will try to publish it in 

the interest of transparency. 

Extraordinary General Meeting ADJOURNED. 

 

 

 

 

Prepared by, 

 

Ng Chung Hou(Skyler) 

General Secretary 

Monash University Student Association (MUSA) 2019 

 

Nikita Matilda Fernandes & Hiba Khaleeq 

Vice Presidents 

Monash University Student Association (MUSA) 2019 

 

 


