April 26, 2006

EMU Board Room

Student Senate

Attendance in accordance with Oregon Public Meetings Law ORS 192.650: Kyle McKenzie, Natalie Kinsey, Toby Piering, Richard Malena, Mat Foust, Stephanie Erickson, Kristin Kato, Monica Irvin, Mike Filippelli, Sara Hamilton, Athan Papailiou, Dallas Brown, Reinier Heyden, Jared Axelrod

I. Call to Order – 7:05

II. Approval of Agenda

1. Motion to remove Iran Resolution

Motion: Toby – Not a relative student issue

Second: Kyle – No Senate issue

Sen. Axelrod: This was brought up by incidental fee paying students. Should at least be discussed. Sen. Papailiou: This isn’t a student senate issue. Should be removed from the agenda. Sen. Brown: Should still be heard if it was drafted by students; relevancy can be determined later. Sen. Filippelli: Agree with Dallas. I don’t agree with the resolution, but we shouldn’t take it off the agenda.

Vote: Fails 5-8-1; nay: Axelrod, Irvin, Kato, Brown, Filippelli, Malena, Heyden, Hamilton

2. Remove Con Court from Agenda

Motion: Erickson

Second: Filippelli

Passes Unanimously

3. Add under new business D: Dallas’ apology to Senate

Motion: Brown

Second: Piering

Passes Unanimously

4. Add under announcements Pac 10 student government conference 

Motion: Axelrod

Second: McKenzie

Passes Unanimously

5. Motion to Add Westmoreland as E under new business

Motion: Axelrod

Second: Kato

Passes Unanimously

III. Approval of Minutes

IV. Committee Updates

1. ADFC – Kyle: Meeting with Steven Bry tomorrow to sign contract. Toby got really high profile internship. In meeting tomorrow we will discuss new distribution methods for tickets. 12pm in one of the Century Rooms tomorrow.

2. EMU – Reinier: Budget committee meeting discussed evaluation of budget process. Get more senators involved next year.

3. PFC – Jared: Met last week, made bylaws changes. Benchmark memos are required to help out budget process. Transition thing with Erica Andersen. 

4. President – Stephanie: Sent in rules changes to Con Court. Be sure to sign in for office hours. Make sure you contact senators who are taking your seats. Get the new senators familiar with the process. Be sure to get excused if you are missing your committee meeting. Wally is excused the next two weeks. Could be a long meeting tonight, be sure to be aware of the speaker’s list. Presentation about Diversity plan tonight.

5. Vice President – Sara: Process for creating a new website has started. Said senate has the best website. Want to add an automatic email to the site. Toby: Should have emails sent to one person. Sara: Want to have them sent to the individual requested by the emailer.

6. Ombudsman – Jared: Make sure to sign into office hours. Had a meeting with Jeanie and Peter about how to get students more involved in student government and student-faculty committees.

7. Treasurer – Mike: Surplus $165,459.96. 

8. Academic Senate – No new business

9. Finance – Mike: Tomorrow’s meeting is dealing with stipend model. Not planning on changing it. Just want to make a list of recommendations for next year. Kyla: Important to get as many program reps as possible. Mike: Want to have this evaluation before finance season. Jared: Send out normal agenda but something that is more visually appealing of the stipend model.

10. Personnel – Sara: Nothing new

11. Rules – Mike: Met on Monday at 3, Wally came out. Went through Con Court’s response to 3, 4 and 12. Toby: Possible to get copies when sections are changed? Stephanie: Should be keeping notes. Richard: Can we get a distribution of Con Court’s decisions? Stephanie: I will talk to Con Court. Sara: Email would be best to save paper.

12. Make Senate Better – Sara: Meeting next week at 6.

13. Executive – Kyla: Conduct Code changes will be discussed next week. Final decisions have been made. Street Faire is happening Thursday May 5. Started working on contracts for LTD, Legal Services and Oregon Daily Emerald. Earth Day was a great success. Con Court apps are coming in. Also started working on local business career fair for businesses in Eugene. Sara: Explain working on contract? Kyla: About 17 services we contract out to. Must be negotiated at the end of the year. Decide what to add and what to delete. Started the process. Toby: Fair to assume that we will wait until senate flips before we fill vacancies? Kyla: Positions have been filled due to elections. Dallas: Email out about contracts? Kyla: Yes. Dallas: Decision on DDS? Kyla: Not going to open it up until there is a director.

V. Speciual Requests

1. Men’s Center – Dave Miller: Asking for $59 to advertise for director position. Didn’t anticipate we would be hiring a director for this next year. Next request is to release food holding for end of the year banquet. Asking to release $60 we have for that. Mike: What is happening with the OPE account? Dave: Currently have two GTFs. Other GTF is paid in tuition but sometimes there is confusion about who gets tuition and who gets salary. OPE is supposed to be taking care of that. Reinier: Adding up $85 but you are requesting $60. 

Motion to release for men’s Center OS058i in the amount of $60 for end of year awards event held on June 4, 2006.

Motion: Heyden

Second: Kato

Vote: Passes 13-0-1; abstain: Erickson

Motion to release funds from surplus OS000i to Men’s Center OS058i in amount for $58 to the account for other admin expenses or ads for hiring.

Motion: Heyden

Second: Piering

Vote: Passes 12-0-1; abstain: Erickson

2. JSO - Want to release food holding for sushi night.

Move to release spending of $40 to JSO OS045i from student orientation night for sushi night event 

Motion: Filippelli

Second: Kato

Sen. Piering: Time? Answer: 7:30 in the Rec Center bonus room.

Vote: Passes 13-0-1; abstain: Erickson

Motion to release spending for JSO OS045i in amount of $43 from line item Bonaki to sushi night account for sushi night event.

Motion: Filippelli

Second: Irvin

Vote: Passes 12-0-2 abstain: McKenzie, Erickson

Motion to release $130 for JSO OS045i from Japan Night to sushi night for event to be held April 29, 2006

Motion: Filippelli

Second: Heyden

Vote: 13-0-1; abstain: Erickson

Move to release funds for JSO OS045i in amount of $83 from sushi night to sushi night food holding for event to be held April 29, 2006

Motion: Filippelli

Second: Kato

Vote: 13-0-1; abstain: Erickson

Move to release fuinds for JSO OS045i in amount of $216 from sushi night food holding for event to be held April 29, 2006.

Motion: Filippelli

Second: Kato

Vote: Passes 13-0-1; abstain: Erickson

3. APASU – Scott: Requesting $2000 from surplus. Heritage month starts out with $6000. Budgeted to have a speaker and the speaker for some reason wasn’t paid. Asking for $2000 back because the money had rolled over into surplus and the speaker was paid out of this year’s heritage month event. This is the only student group that actually puts this event on. Without the $2000 the event will be hindered greatly.

Mike: Fundraising is at $900 plus another $1400 this year. Only $364 left. Heritage Month Line Item has $4,352. Dallas: Cab you explain the film? Scott: Inviting a speaker from New York to come speak out against anti-Asian violence. She is a speaker and organizer. Dallas: How come there wasn’t a line item for that? Scott: For the film we weren’t sure about the space. Haven’t had the chance to update it. Dallas: Do you only need to request $1700 instead of $2,000? Scott: We are still requesting the extra $300 for the program. Dallas: Photo Gallery? Scott: Asian American history is one of the least focused on areas in society. This will be photos of internment camps and just Asian history in general. Requires costs reproduction of images, etc. Toby: How much from other organizations? Scott: MEChA is giving $75, Women’s Center is giving an undisclosed amount and then the ASUO we are waiting on. Richard: Total you were approved was $6,000 correct? Scott: Yes. Dallas: Do not understand where the $2000 was lost. Scott: Last year a speaker was invited and we had $2000 for that speaker to be paid. But for some reason she wasn’t paid. So it was taken from this year’s heritage month. Jared: Same thing happened with KWVA. 

Motion to authorize spending for APASU OS011i from surplus OS000i in amount of $2000. 

Motion: Hamilton

Second: Heyden 

Vote: 13-0-1; abstain: Erickson

4. BWA – Shantae: Requesting the money for an event that has already taken place. 

Motion for BWA OS019i in amount of $300 in food holding from Women’s Empowerment Luncheon.

Motion: Piering

Second: Papailiou

Vote: Passes 12-0-2; abstain: Kinsey, Erickson



Motion to postpone KSA to next week



Motion: Hamilton



Second: Kinsey



Passes unanimously

Motion, ignoring the presentation, to limit speaker’s time to 2 min and 30 seconds for yields.

VI. Diversity Plan Action Committee

Drew Shipley – Undergrad

Charles Martinez – Prof. College of Education

AJ – GTF

David Vanderhagen – Undergrad

Emilio Hernandez

Terry Greeno – Office of International Programs

Charles: We are trying to move from the Diversity Plan released last May to revising it with voices from both on and off campus. This committee was designed to have a broad body listen. This committee is supposed to submit recommendations to the president before this gets adopted. This plan is trying to find the maximum common ground. This process has never been so widespread. Describes the process from the beginning of the diversity plan to where it is today. Everyone must be engaged which is part of the process. The first group that was appointed was non-representative of the campus population. We submitted a draft in November to the president and other faculty and student groups so we could get feedback. This draft, when it gets passed hopefully by the end of this term, will lead us into the serious planning part next year. Again it could be argued this committee is not representative. There are committee members missing. A full listing is available as well as contact information can be given to you. Toby: Specific suggestions that you are planning on making? Charles: We have not yet formed the recommendations. We want to listen with an open mind. Drew: A major change in this draft from the original draft is that we are ceding control from a central committee to the departmental level. We make suggestions but we don’t make prescriptions. Charles: There are six core elements: Improving the campus climate, developing a culture responsive community, building the pipeline, community linkage…you will see very specifically words like “should,” “maybe need,” etc. We want to hear feedback about this. We provide guiding principles as well as very specific strategies for implementing the plan. Toby: We don’t want to see this sitting on the shelf, want it to be implementable.  Charles: Many individuals review the final plan. None of us here are here to defend this, but we need to push it and move it forward. Richard: I see a lot of oversight and a lot of review but what about that the provost can change anything at their discretion. Charles: This purposely positions the personnel matters into the existing governmental structure. That may sound bad to some people that do not currently like the governmental structure in place. Richard: What would happen to the department that failed to meet up with the standards? Charles: The accountability that happens with public disclosure stating how many objectives were met. Dallas: What criteria are you going to use to find out if these six points are successful? Charles: It will depend on the nature of what is in the plan. We will look at the integration of multicultural elements. Dallas: Overall it’s a general good document, however I feel that there is little to test if this is successful. Want to see something proactive to determine the climate of the university toward this plan. Don’t know really what the campus climate is like. Charles: There is a mandate for campus climate reviews on a two year basis. This would be to measure if anything meaningful to students is taking place. Terry: With the more objective measurable outcomes, are you interested in having the plan become more centralized? Dallas: Document seems to be very vague, seems difficult to measure the success of the guidelines. Nothing sticks out as a concrete goal that can be achieved. Kristin: I really agree with what Dallas said. There should be a quantified number so that these goals can be reached and measured by the faculty. Charles: We can’t stipulate in this college what percentage increase the department or college should make in hiring faculty members of color. Kristin: Nothing requires the department to do anything. Charles: The department is required to do it. Without knowing what each college is going to do, we must leave it a little vaguer. Kyla: ASPAC brought this up…where are we going to get the resources to promote and fund these initiatives? Charles: Some already exist. It was not the purview of the committee to go over resources. It said the president, provost and dean needed to find the resources. This wasn’t the committee’s responsibility to find the resources. Drew: These have been really helpful comments. We want to know more of how we can get undergrads involved in this process. There is an open session on Friday in Lillis 112 from 2-4 pm. 

VII. Iran Nuclear Resolution

Sponsor of the Resolution: Jonathan Rosenberg

Jonathon: Over 80 student leaders have signed this resolution to have this talk in the student senate. We are not here to debate this issue, but to have it sent formally to Rules Committee. David: We are coming to our elected representatives in order to deal with our problems, something that we should be doing. If you brush this aside you are setting a precedent that you do not care. Jared: This is something that has been talked about informally. Yes this is the issue of Iran and non proliferation, but it is more about debate between students and faculty and staff. This promotes discussion of the issues. I feel it is in the purview of the senate and in the interest of the majority of the student body. This issue is pretty controversial, but when people come into this meeting with a closed mind it isn’t fair and it isn’t beneficial to this body. The real discussion and real debate should be after it gets back from rules committee. Sara: This is a risky issue, but I don’t think people should equate risky with negative. This should be approached open mindedly. It is completely invalid to say that we shouldn’t say anything about national issues. In the 1990s, student senates were involved in many issues like apartheid and civil rights. This is about movement to rules committee not a debate. Dallas: I am in opposition of this amendment. These issues need to be germane of campus politics not the city of Eugene or the state of even the country. Anthony Warren: You may not realize this, but you play a large role in our regional, national and international politics. Kyle: How does this issue affect students? We want to take issues to the next level that directly affect students. Sara: There are 80 large student groups on campus that have signed on this resolution. People support this on campus. We are acting as the gateway to congress people. This is not a resolution against the Iranian government, this is a resolution whether or not to send a letter to our congressmen on behalf of the students. Reinier: Students do care, which is shown by the signatures, and the senate should have a voice on this. The students elected us to do a job and I support this to rules committee. Richard: Looking at the process, a resolution should come on the agenda and there should be a week of research. Kyla: Strongly urge a debate on the issue of whether you want to go into these issues. Daniel: We are all incidental fee paying students. This is a campus issue. Leaders from all over campus have signed onto this. There is a lot of student interest. Jared: This is bringing students out to discuss these issues. Normally they wouldn’t care about student government. But this is making students interested in student government. Reads part of ASUO Constitution. Only fair to send this to rules committee. Toby: I feel this is important but that this is the wrong body. The student senate definition is a lot narrower than the ASUO definition. No one is isolated when we pass a resolution on Westmoreland or textbooks. Paul Nolan: This is getting students interested. The students were probably unlikely to know what your position was on these issues. Dallas: If we wanted to create interest we could start killing people, not necessarily the right thing to do. That doesn’t necessarily justify passing this resolution. Ben Lenet: The three individuals you used that said they don’t agree with it actually sided with us after we talked to them. Jonathan: We should look at this on content and debate the issue at a later point. This should be voted on. 

Motion to end discussion

Motion: Athan

Second: Dallas

Vote fails

Sara: This is participation in democracy not a question of democracy. This is being sent in a letter to our local congressmen. We are being lobbied by the students, we should be looking at this neutrally. Jonathan: This sets a precedent that you would not send it to a vote later on. Reinier: Are we asking for consensus when looking at a resolution? We are kind of developing criteria when we look over resolutions. Mat: There are 80 signatures here when there are over 20,000 students. Most students I feel may be apathetic. Jonathan: We shouldn’t be talking about the content right now. The content is irrelevant to this meeting right now. Reinier: This is very much relevant. It is all part of the content whether or not we choose to hear it. Ben: There are only 80 signatures. But we spoke for our entire constituencies. Jared: There will be resolutions that do alienate people. But when you vote for someone you are voting for someone that you trust to represent you. This cannot be taken lightly, cannot stand up for both sides. Toby: Reads part of ASUO Constitution. If this resolution moves on this will make a mockery of the ASUO Constitution. Natalie: Why can’t this go straight to Rules? Stephanie: That is the process. That is how it has always been. Monica: Why discuss this now? Richard: What we should be doing is deciding what the senate can pass as a resolution. Paul Nolan: When you vote you do look at the way a representative votes. If the body decides to not send it on, it doesn’t shut down debate. Mike: This may be deeply felt but is it widely felt? I am not sure. Also, is this winnable? I do not see our role here. Didn’t support taking this off the agenda because I support democracy, however there are vastly different views. Athan: Want to thank everyone that has come here. 

Motion to end discussion

Motion: Athan

Second: Natalie

Motion fails

Dallas: This is important that we uphold the constitution. We are not experts on international politics. 

Motion to send to the resolution to rules committee

Motion: Dallas

Second: Toby

Mike: Don’t see the point of sending it to rules committee. Jared: I would interpret that clause and look back at section 1.2. This is a counter argument. Sara: We aren’t here to debate the rules. We are here to lobby our local congressmen. People sadly have injected their own beliefs into this resolution and have closed their minds. These people are going through the process trying to lobby our congressmen. Toby: I see what you are talking about, but Eugene City Council is governed by different rules. We have certain rules we need to follow. Kristin: Jared just addressed the thing in the constitution that we brought up and this is an exception to the rule. This is within our senate rules rights to send it to the rules committee. Maybe these leaders don’t represent their entire constituencies; however, they do hold some leverage as leaders. Athan: Strongly consider senate to consider what the constitution says. 

Vote: 5-7-2; nay: Kinsey, Piering, Foust, Malena, Filippelli, Brown, Papailiou; abstain: Erickson, McKenzie

VIII. Women’s Center Grievance

Dallas: Do believe the scholarship is in direct contradiction to the rule saying money may not go to a charitable cause. This is an important service; however, there are different avenues without using incidental fees. Richard: This hasn’t gone to Con Court yet and so right now there isn’t really something that we can do about it. This is well placed. Senate Rules Committee should eventually put in a scholarship clause so we can talk about this at a later date. Sara: Why isn’t this going directly to Con Court? Stephanie: It’s not the process. Dallas: We need to put pressure on people outside this board room. David Goward: Sorry that you did not get an advance copy of the grievance ruling. Constitution doesn’t talk about scholarships. This could hurt the childcare subsidy if you start making rules on scholarships. Urge senate not to urge Stephanie to do anything. Her job is to remain independent. Monica: If the goal is to bring this to our attention, it has been brought. But what do you want us to do? Dallas: Senate should take proactive stance on any mistake in the past. Viewpoint neutrality isn’t necessary in this position. Let the committee know your opinions. Jared: If you agree, talk to Senator Erickson, otherwise don’t. It’s a valid point.

Motion to end debate

Motion: Jared

Second: Kristin

Passes unanimously

IX. Dallas’ Apology to Senate

Dallas: Want to clarify why I missed some of my meetings, as well as apologize. I have been kind of forced to do this. I wasn’t at the senate meeting because the PFC meetings were at the same time as we were hiring individuals for DDS. Other academic senate meetings I missed I had talked with Amy when she was Academic senate leader. I am trying to represent the people that elected me. Richard: Accept the apology and move on. Toby: Other people have missed meetings but that didn’t get press. So thanks for your apology. Dallas: No formal apology was made by the Emerald. The evidence was contrary to the facts that were printed. Reinier: Appreciate the apology. Sara: This relates to something we have been talking about all year. No one here can say the whole story behind an individual. Therefore we should respect each other.

Motion to end discussion

X. Westmoreland Resolution

Toby: Senate last year wrote a letter denouncing the sale of Westmoreland. We thought a resolution would be beneficial to the fight with the OUS Committee. This is an important student issue. Dallas: I am opposed to this resolution. Should consider this thoughtfully. We should try to ensure the transition of the individuals who live at Westmoreland. We need to consider the alternative. It doesn’t necessarily eliminate affordable housing if they create subsidies to help the individuals there. Sara: Why is this any different then the resolution we just dealt with? We have to know the administration is working toward the best interest of the students. This may make us too defiant. Kyle: Apologize for earlier. Completely agree with both Dallas and Sara. We need to meet in the middle. There is a lot of benefit of selling Westmoreland. This adds a lot back to the campus community. This is a lot different than the other resolution. Students and the administration need to find middle ground. Mike: This is hurting students and we represent students. This hurts a lot of students. This is in the best interest of all students that they don’t sell Westmoreland. I would say this isn’t in the strongest wording; however, it was passed by the University Senate. Toby: This is unnerving that students that supported the last resolution can not support this resolution. The administration hasn’t decided to come to the table to work with students. Kyla: $410m had been raised in the fundraising campaign. This is right on schedule with the campaign and it is more than any school has in this state’s history. This is the diversity plan. It is going to hurt international students, grad students and non trad students. It is defiant; however, the A and B both are really compromises. Jared: This isn’t the meeting on content. This isn’t going to represent all students is what we said earlier. We have to think about what we are doing with resolutions and how we are going to use them. This could either help or hurt us. We have to know what we are going to do with them. We signed a letter unanimously to Frohnmayer. Dallas: What we should do is motion to send to Rules Committee.

Motion to send the resolution on Westmoreland to Rules Committee

Motion: Jared

Second: Kyle

Dallas: By sending this to rules committee we recognize this is germane to student issues. I will vote for this to rules committee but I do not necessarily support this resolution.

Vote: Passes 13-0-1; abstain: Erickson

XI. Announcements

Pac 10 Student Government Conference – Jared: Conference in late October to determine if there is sufficient interest in this idea. Dallas: Interested in the idea. Support this strongly. We could begin to build a strong coalition. Kyle: It is ingenius. Natalie: Sorority is having a bake sale!  All Weekend. Stephanie: Tomorrow is Take Back the Night. Sara: Tonight was really healthy in exploring our bounds. 

Motion to adjourn

Motion: Toby

Second: Natalie

Passes unanimously

Adjourned at 10:45

