
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

July 14, 2020 

 

Dr. Michael R. Lovell 

Marquette University, President 

Zilber Hall Room 441 

1250 W Wisconsin Ave 

Milwaukee, WI 53233 

 

Dear President Lovell, 

For some time I have been concerned about freedom of expression for students and faculty at 

Marquette University. While my attention was initially drawn to Marquette’s inappropriate 

dismissal of Prof. John McAdams, I was recently appalled to learn that one of your incoming 

freshmen, Samantha Pfefferle, was threatened with having her admission withdrawn by Dean of 

Undergraduate Admissions Brian Troyer based on the political views that she expressed on 

social media.  

Basing college admission decisions on political views is the type of abhorrent practice that 

perpetuates the idea that universities are biased against conservatives. Such actions silence your 

conservative students and faculty, ensuring that open and honest dialogues about personal 

political views will never occur on your campus. Students should arrive at your university ready 

to express their personal views and challenge their own thinking, instead you have created an 

atmosphere in which conservative students are expected to conform or suppress their views in 

order to prevent community backlash, including threats of violence, or even sanctions from the 

administration, up to and including the loss of student status. Marquette University is not living 

up to its purpose for existence.  

While Marquette University is not a public university, it is responsible to the oversight of the 

Wisconsin State Assembly Committee on Colleges and Universities that I chair. Marquette 

receives significant taxpayer support through student financial aid and exemption from property 

taxes. The state tuition assistance for 200 students in the Marquette Dental School and diploma 

privilege exempting Marquette University Law School graduates from taking the Wisconsin bar 

examination have both established a special relationship between the state and Marquette 

University. It is also the state’s responsibility to ensure students are receiving the education they 

are promised in exchange for the tuition they pay. The actions taken by your admissions director 



 

do not reflect the values of your institution and they do not instill confidence that public and 

private dollars invested in your university are being well spent.  

Your institution chose to bring the admitted student in question in for a discussion about the 

social media activity, yet I have seen no report of actions taken against students who have 

threatened her on social media. I would hope that threats of violence against a student would be 

taken more seriously than whether or not a student supports a particular politician. Student safety 

is a critical concern that seems to have taken a backseat to your focus on political viewpoints.  

I am considering a future committee hearing on the issue of political bias and intimidation 

utilized in the admissions processes of our public and private universities. I will be frank, I do 

not believe a single state dollar or subsidy should be provided to a university that utilizes 

political bias or intimidation in its admissions process.  

In consideration of further study of this issue, I must ask you to address three questions: 

What is your official position on the use of student political views in your admissions 

process? 

Are you willing to dismiss Dean of Undergraduate Admissions Troyer for the actions he 

has taken and the damage he has done to your university? 

What additional actions will you take to ensure students and faculty are not intimidated 

into silence on their political views going forward? 

I look forward to your considered response. 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Dave Murphy 


