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ASUCD SENATE AGENDA

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS

6:10, Silo Cabernet Room

7:30, Mee Room

March 11, 2010

I.
Call to Order 


Meeting is called to order at 6:30 PM.

II.       Farewell Addresses

A. Joe Chatham

B. Chris Dietrich

C. Eli Yani
D. Amy Hartstein
III.
Seating of New Executive Officers

The Senate will go on recess and reconvene for regular business at 7:30pm in the Mee Room.

IV.  
Call to Order


Meeting is called to order at 7:39 PM.
V. 
Quorum Roll Call


Absent:  Zwald (arrived late), Yani, Romero
VI.
Status of Legislation Previously Passed 


All legislation previously passed has been signed by the president. 
VII.
Introduction of New Legislation 


Authored by:  Falk

Introduced by: Walz

Referred to:
External Affairs Commission

A Resolution Supporting the Collegiate Housing and Infrastructure Act (H.R. 1547/S. 781)

IIX.
Public Discussion 

Rombi:  One of the things I wanted to address is overall respect at the Senate table.  I think when there are several members of the public here for different items on the agenda we need to treat each of them with the same amount of respect.

Moosavi:  Senators, look up your rules and regulations.  It’s kind of sad that I think I have a better grasp on them than some of you.  There definitely were times when people were out of order tonight.

Ekhator:  I just want to ask for patience because I just got here.  It’s all going to come with time, and I’m doing the best that I can.  I wanted to address the whole Picnic Day thing.  As far as the communities that I represent, many of them feel that Picnic Day is not a safe space.         

Tanner:  I wanted to note that we’ve finally tapped into Senate Reserves tonight, and both issues were relating to sustainability.  I urge for there to be a diversity for what Senate Reserves is used for.  Also, I wanted to note that even in this ridiculous time of hate crimes, there is still administrative disrespect to marginalized communities.  I found out today that the Women’s and Gender Studies Departments are undergoing serious budget cuts.  I’m just so upset that there’s such a blatant disrespect by our administration for his department.

Lee:  As far as urgent legislation goes, I think everyone just needs to be aware of what has been said.  You can also object to urgent legislation.  Regarding Picnic Day, the most effective thing we can do is get in contact with Monica.  I think a lot of these issues are really salient though.
Witana:  We tend to have on the last meeting of winter and spring quarters some of the longest meetings ever.  

Williams:  Don’t wait until the last Senate meeting of the quarter to take care of your projects.  As for different kinds of bills, write them; come talk to me.

Thongsavat:  I don’t mean to step on anyone’s toes, but the example with Picnic Day today is a perfect example of where we fail sometimes because Monica Lindholm gave a unit report at the Senate meeting last week, and no one asked her any questions.  The questions she was being asked tonight were totally irrelevant.  It bothers me that we have a disconnect with our unit directors.  I also talked to Geoff Straw.  If you don’t know Unitrans, it is such a well-oiled unit.  If you guys are interested in Tipsy Taxi running in the next three years, you should really take the time to do some research, because we don’t know where the funding will come from.  Bottom line is funding is going to be really hard to come by.

Menovske:  I just wanted to say congratulations to Previn for running his first meeting.

Lee motions to adjourn.

Arce:  I don’t say much at this table.  I’m all about efficiency.  This is only my third meeting, but I think they can be run a lot more efficiently.  I want to say that in the future, we need to make sure we are addressing the issue at hand in front of us. 

Lee motions to adjourn at 2:02 AM.

No objections.

IX.
Public Announcements  

X. 
Approval of Past Meeting’s Minutes 


No objections to approving the past meeting’s minutes.
XI. 
Appointments and Confirmations

A.
Internal Affairs Commission Chair—Sergio Cano
Hartstein:  Sergio is wonderful, and I have no doubt in my mind that he will do an excellent job.
Menovske:  What is your favorite bylaw?  

Cano:  902, the posting of the minutes for any subordinate body and for the Senate.  I think it’s useful for any members who want to apply for higher positions in ASUCD.

Rombi:  What are some of your ideas for keeping IAC so successful?

Cano:  One of my ideas was creating a sort of cheat-sheet for the bylaws that can be distributed and highlight all of the most important bylaws.

No objections to confirmation.

B.
Outreach Assembly—Hae Choi

Voyce:  Hae is applying for the Science and Engineering position.  She is very qualified.

Thongsavat:  Do you see any components of ASUCD that are relevant to Science and Engineering?  If not, do you have any in mind?


Choi:  To be honest, I’m not completely familiar with ASUCD yet.


Juarez:  What are some of the plans that you have to bridge the gap between ASUCD and Science and Engineering students?


Choi:  Right now there is definitely a disconnect.  I’m a part of many of the organizations on campus.  The last few years, we haven’t really been approached by Outreach Assembly, so communication’s important.  I understand that there is a fund for collaborative events on campus; I’d like to start a lot more of those events.  I know they did an event for engineering students last year that displayed projects that they were working on.  I’d also like to put together more conferences and seminars.  

Lee:  What’s the first thing you want to do?

Choi:  I think establishing good communication with the groups is our first priority.  I want to establish events that bring communities together.  

Tanner:  I was on the interviewing committee for this position, and I was very impressed with your qualifications.  Would you mind telling this table your experience?

Choi:  The one that I’m most involved with is the Korean American Scientist and Engineers Association, which I started.  I also help organize the Young Generation Technical Leadership Conference.  

Ho:  I feel like among the Science and Engineering community, people don’t feel very inclined to get involved with student government.  What are some of your ideas to potentially motivate them?

Choi:  That’s sort of what I was talking about with events.  It’s really hard to get good grades as a science major, and most Science and Engineering students spend most of their time studying.  We try and provide them with opportunities that will bring them together but also look good on their transcripts.  Once you get involved, you realize that networking with other students can be really beneficial.  

No objections to confirmation.

XII.
Unit Director Reports

XIII.
Ex-Officio Reports 
A. 
Commission Chairs
Raridon:

I held office hours from 2-4 PM Monday and Wednesday at the Delta of Venus Café.  Our meeting this week focused on community support and healing after an extremely traumatizing week for the queer community.

Moosavi:


-Attended IAC (saw ch.17)

-Attended IAC Chair Interviews

-Held Office Hours

-Had EPPC Meeting

-Attended EAC Interviews

-Held EPPC Interviews

-Launched EPPC Art Show at Basement Gallery; Reception @6pm-8pm Thursday 3/11

-Wrote 30 pgs within the last week (been busy with papers)

Percoco:

I turned 21 on Monday. We hired three alternates for EAC. I sat in on EPPC interviews. I went to Student Police Relations meeting. The event for April 15th is still happening. Safe Boats raised $600 dollars at Greek Awards Night. Previn is going to be the driver. Mark Champagne is working on the contract with the boat. We still need $1000 more dollars for Safe Boats. We started planning other events. Buy wristbands! Music on the green is May 22nd. We got the results back for the best time to have an event and students to go to it. We are still looking for headliners. I presented EAC to outreach assembly. We gave $25 to Calpirg for their Haiti event.
Shaikh:

Monday- Office hours from 5-7. Held meeting. Had Dean Burtis from the College of Bio Sci come to speak to the commission about the Course Materials Fee. 

Tuesday- 

Wednesday- Office Hours 2-4. Held interviews 2:30- 4:30. Will not be hiring any of them. One was a no show. Submitted to creative media a request for a logo and a banner. Emailed Christine about the CMF. 

Thursday- Senate Meeting
B. 
Outreach Assembly Speaker 
Voyce:

In the past two weeks I've trained my Religion and Spirituality assembly member, as well as the newly hired (hopefully confirmed 3/11) Science and Engineering assembly member.  On 3/3/10 Outreach Assembly approved a grant of 200 to Gamma Zeta Alpha and Sigma Lambda Gamma for their event, the 2010 Youth Leadership Conference and we look forward to working with them.  That event will take place April 24th.

We held our Winter 2010 Leadership Fair with speakers including Myself, Joe Chatham of ASUCD, Paul Cody of Center for Student Involvement, and Louis Sachs from Club Finance Council.  Turn out from general population was low, but the event went smoothly and information was good.  People had plenty of time to have their questions answered and gain information on how to operate on campus.

Members actively outreach for the Nap-In which was also held on March 10th.

Davis Honor Challenge is getting clubs together for Sac City College's UC Davis Day.  It'd be a great opportunity for ASUCD.

Academics and Honors Society Assembly Member position will be posted until March 31st, spread the word.
C. 
ASUCD Controller

XIV.
Elected Officer Reports 

A. President

B. Vice President

C. ASUCD Senators
Lee:

On Monday, I had my office hours and met with Dominick from Student Housing to discuss final revisions on a freshman involvement presentation PowerPoint to launch next quarter.  On Tuesday, I went to B&F to pass my Picnic Day sustainability bill, and to EPPC for the same bill.  On Wednesday, I held office hours.

Castillo-Ruiz:


-Held Office Hours

-Attended 2nd Town Hall Meeting

-Attended Greek Town Hall Meeting

-Met with Senators and concerned students to draft Resolution in support of Irvine 11

-Took part in silent action against hate

-Attended Writing Legislation Clinic

-Took part in ASUCD Court Interviews

Tanner:

On Monday I attended the IAC Legislation Clinic.  After I attended the AAC meeting and heard about the possible increase in the cap on course materials fees.

Tuesday I attended the first half hour of the informal GASC meeting, then I attended the first hour of the EAC meeting.  I left EAC to attend the second town hall held by the LGBTRC in response to the vandalism.  Afterwards I attended a town hall on hate crimes held for the Greek Community.

Wednesday I held office hours in the CCC and worked on urgent legislation with two student groups.

Thursday I attended Senate and the farewell speeches for the executives.

On Friday I went to a meeting at the Hillel House to discuss the hate crimes targeted at the Jewish community.
Rombi:


On Friday March 5, I held my office hours from 10-12.                   
Monday March 8, I held my office hours in the Senate office from 1-2 pm. I also attended the Legislation Writing Clinic and staying for IAC after.           
Tuesday March 9, I met with John Seden, Lin King, Will Klein, Darin, and Sharon to have a follow up meeting about Composting in the MU. We discussed our volunteer and educational components and the idea of putting stickers on the CoHo items that are compostable. Then I wrote an urgent bill regarding this and went to Business and Finance to have them vote on it informally. I also was on the interviewing committee for IAC Chair.           
Wednesday March 10, I participated in the protest on the quad to stand in solidarity with BSU and the rest of the UCs. I held my office hours from 1-2.  I also attended the Student Police Relations meeting at 5 where we talked about publicity and the day of the event. I also sat on the interviewing committee for EPPC.           
Thursday March 11, I met with my interns an held extra office hours from 3:30-5:30.

Arce:


Monday:
Held office hours from 11a-12noon

Contacted the city of Davis for a vacant position on their Safety and Parking Advisory commission because I wanted to present to them the issue of the intersection of California and Russell. However, I found out it’s a four year term/commitment. For that reason, I will just present to the board at their next meeting on April 1st.

Tuesday:

Held office hours from 11a-1p

Attended the legislation workshop (thank you Amy & Internal Affairs Commission).

Attended External Affairs Commission meeting

Wednesday:

Interview panel for External Affairs Commission (they accepted three alternates)

Met Davis city councilmen Lamar Heystek and briefly discussed the intersection on California and Russell.

Thursday:

Held office hours on the quad from 11:30a-1:30p

Contact with Geoff Straw, from Unitrans, who also sits on the Safety and Parking Advisory committee. He will be my liaison between the city and University contact in regards to the intersection on California and Russell.
Menovske:


Friday 3/5/10:

Sat on the interview committee for the ASUCD court.

Attended the Long Range Plan meeting for my unit Cal Aggie Camp

Monday 3/8/10: 

Went to the ECAC to request funding for a Haiti fund Raiser put on by CALPIRG.  Was granted $125.00

Tuesday 3/9/10:

Held my office hours from 12-2.  

Attended an unofficial GASC meeting for about a half an hour and listened to discussion about the recent protests.

Attended EAC to request more funding for CALPIRG and their Haiti event.  Was granted $25.00

    
attended the Greek Social Justice forum in Reagan Main as a member of the senate and a brother of 
Delta Lambda Phi:  Th international fraternity for gay, bisexual, transgender and progressive males.

     
Wednesday 3/10/10:

     
Met with my senate interns and discussed previous meeting as well as their new assignments.

     
Posted for my senate interns for next quarter.
XV.
New Student Court Cases/Prior Weeks 
Verdicts/ASUCD Court Announcements

XVI.  
Consideration of Old Legislation
A. SB#45 EPPC
Moosavi:  We’ve been working on this in EPPC for a while.  We’ve been trying to make the Chapter 17 bylaws more enforceable.  We made some changes, we ran it by unit directors, and the majority of the feedback was positive.  We have made a few exceptions on here, for things like Picnic Day.  It basically just makes things more feasible, more realistic.  

Cano:  Monday, we saw this legislation.  We were pleased overall.  We had one concern regarding the sustainability audits.  

Moosavi:  We will be doing waste audits every year for all 24 units.  We thought that if we did all 24 every year, it would help keep people in check and aware of the bylaws.  Our audits are not as big of a deal as the B&F ones, so it wouldn’t be very hard for us to do all 24 in a year.  
Public Discussion:

Rombi:  I think that all of these changes are more feasible than what was written before, and I really look forward to the waste audits that EEPC will be doing.  

Lee:  I think this is great.  Darwin and I talked about how terrible Chapter 17 is at the beginning of the year.  I think this is long overdue.  

Senate Discussion:

Williams:  Honestly, your audits seem a little more intense than the B&F ones.  

Cano:  I saw this last spring.  I’m pleased to see this bill and I urge this to pass.

Arce Calls Senate Bill #45 to question.

Menovske objects.

Menovske:  I had like four questions I wanted to ask.  How intensive are these audits going to be?

Darwin:  I was actually going to make a template for that. It’s basically going to be an interview because we don’t have the funds to do an actual scientific one.  

Menovske:  I feel like making threats to commissions that are giving money to organizations that need money to hold their events is a little weird.  If you wanted to cut outside groups from that, I’d be ok with it.

Rombi:  As far as my understanding goes, we’re not going to cut the funding for these groups.  It’s more of stating what our policy is in hopes that they will follow it.  

Menovske:  I would like to work on this to make the wording a little less threatening.  

Williams:  I’d actually recommend not making a template for the audits because the units you are going to be auditing are so different.  
Smith:  I have to agree with Levi; I think this should be a recommendation but not in the bylaws.  
Lee calls to question

Menovske objects.

With a 10-1-1 vote, Senate Bill #45 passes. 

B. SR#14
Ornelas

Witana:  This bill was sort of lost in commission limbo for a while after being introduced about a month ago.  

Raridon:  I don’t know if you all have ever experienced gender policing before, but this is a serious issue that we want to confront.  GASC loves the crap out of this bill.
Smith:  Our commission loved this bill.  We did have a couple of questions that no one was there to answer.

Menovske:  What exactly is a gender-neutral bathroom?

Raridon:  Typically what we’re going for here is a single-occupancy bathroom with a toilet, a sink and a mirror.  

Menovske:  Is there any way we can include the definition in here?

Ho:  So we’re not converting any bathrooms, per se, but we’re adding another bathroom?

Speaker:  That would not be the plan for this; it would be purely adding new bathrooms.  There has been a bill in the past that tried to convert existing single-stall restrooms to be gender-neutral.

Rombi:  Is there a number of how many of these restrooms we were hoping to put in?

Raridon:  We’re shooting for one per building right now.

Rombi:  Have we put any thought into the CoHo renovations or anything?

Raridon:  We’re hoping that this resolution will stand as a precedent for other, newer construction projects.

Senate Discussion:  

Rombi:  I think we’re all really in support of this.  

Rombi calls Senate Resolution #14 to question.

No objections to passing Senate Resolution #14.

C. SR#20
Fradkin
Lewis:  This is a very important bill; it’s what binds 917 to the UC specifically.  This is in response to our exorbitant fee increase in the past year.  It’s a part of a greater lobbying effort during Lobby Month.  We understand that higher education of this caliber is not cheap, but we think being able to plan for the future is important.  

Percoco:  Thank you for waiting.  We really supported this; we thought this was great.

Lee:  I like this a lot.  I think it’s great.  

Senate Discussion:  

Tanner:  Earlier today, I read a statement from the Regents saying that they were thinking of striking “public” from their policy regarding fee hikes.  

Rombi:  I also agree; I think it’s really important.  Thank you for bringing these to the table.

Rombi calls Senate Resolution #20 to question.

No objections to passing Senate Resolution #20.

D. SR#21
Fradkin
Lewis:  This is a bill by Yee.  It is a whistleblower protection act.  It brings the UC employees under the Whistleblower Protection Act.  The people who do speak out do need to be protected as the law intended.  Member Yee is particularly important to us; he is a constant advocate of students’ rights.  This needs to go to the Governor’s desk again. 
Lee calls Senate Resolution #21 to question.

No objections to passing Senate Resolution #21.

E. SR#22 Fradkin
Lewis:  This is by Portantino, our Assemblyman of the Year last year.  This urges the Board of Regents to webcast their body’s governing meetings.  We have finals, midterms, jobs, activities, and we just can’t often come to Regents’ meetings.  This has gone through both houses without any qualms.

Percoco:  We liked this and we urge a speedy passage.  

Tanner:  I want to reiterate that these are all important resolutions, especially in reference to all the actions the UC Board of Regents are taking.

Senate Discussion:
Castillo-Ruiz calls Senate Resolution #22 to question.

No objections to passing Senate Resolution #22.

F. SR#23 Fradkin
Lewis:  Senate Bill 917 is Denham’s Senate version of SCA 26.

Lee calls Senate Resolution #23 to question.

No objections to passing Senate Resolution #23.

G. SR#24 Fradkin
Lewis:  This is Senate Bill 330 by Yee.  This is the California Public Records Act that would expand to campus auxiliaries, which need to be transparent to students.  It brings the UC and CSU under the auspices of the California Public Records Act.  This is something that our dear governor vetoed, and we’re not taking no for an answer.

Rombi:  I think this one’s also important.  I appreciate that you are not taking no for an answer.

Raridon:  What constitutes an auxiliary?
Lewis:  Restaurants, computer sale shops, any building that acts as a merchant.
No objections to passing Senate Resolution #24.
Ten-minute break at 9:56 PM.
URGENT LEGISLATION—CASTILLO RUIZ

Castillo-Ruiz:  This is geared towards the events that happened on the 8th at UC Irvine.  This is just to state that we oppose any kind of academic disciplinary acts towards the students involved.

Tanner:  I wanted to note that I posted on all of your Facebook walls a video of the actual event at UCI.  Chancellor Katehi wrote in a letter to the student body that these acts were related to the hate crimes at UC San Diego.  But there were no acts of hate speech; it was political expression, which is protected under the First Amendment.  We need to make sure that these protestors have their political dissent speech protected.

Percoco:  The issue I had is that this event happened a month ago; I don’t see why this is urgent.  Even though this statement was just made by Katehi, we always stand in support of free speech.

Tanner:  The chancellors of UCI are holding the threat of expulsion over the heads of these students.  When they go to SJA, this will be used as an amicus brief.  This hearing could happen at any time.

Percoco:  I feel like the hearing was always going to happen.  It still could have been written a month ago and gone through the proper legislative bodies.

Shaikh:  I think I’m the only Muslim-American at the Senate table, and I consider myself pro-Palestine, but I don’t believe that the students at the University of California have their full First Amendment rights.  In 1985, the Supreme Court ruled that the First Amendment does not prevent a school district from disciplining a student for disruptive speech.  Those restrictions are on everybody under the First Amendment.  Disruptive speech is not constitutionally protected.  At UC Davis, the protesters were not prevented from speaking last week, unless their actions threatened the police officers.  No one prevented them from speaking.
Lee:  I have to say, I agree with Mr. Shaikh on pretty much everything he said.  Obviously, I support free speech, and I don’t like what Israel does towards Palestine, but I think that these students knew they were going to get arrested, they knew they were breaking the law, and if it is done on school property, then the school’s rules still apply.  I don’t think it was appropriate, and as much as I hate Israel sometimes, the Ambassador has a right to free speech as well.  While I wouldn’t like to see them expelled, they knew that this was going to happen, and it’s the appropriate thing to do.  People get arrested all the time for disturbing public gatherings, like they did.  Cohen v. California was a very narrow case that doesn’t even apply to this issue.  The Court opinion said exactly what Amaan said, that the freedom of speech is not absolute.  Everyone is allowed political dissent, but if the political dissent is illegal, you need to face the consequences.

Tanner:  I really want to clarify some things that I heard.  A resolution similar to this was passed in UC Santa Barbara and UC Berkeley a couple of weeks ago with similar language.  While we may not agree with the tactics used here, while we may think they were rude, it’s important to note that this is political speech, and it needs to be protected.  We may not agree with their intent, but it’s a freedom that needs to be protected.

Thongsavat:  I have a problem with the second Therefore clause, because I don’t know the UCI policies.  I think it’s way too broad; for them not to receive any disciplinary action is kind of favoritism.  I feel like this resolution is supporting one political group over another.  That sets a bad precedent; you can’t favor one political action over another.  I have a real problem with passing this resolution, especially with that clause.  To say that this is political speech… there’s a lot of different kinds of political speech.  There could very well be another episode where views are non-progressive, where we don’t agree with that.  

Arce:  I understand the political protest behind it, but as it says in the resolution, the students verbally disrupted, and in my opinion, that was rude.  I agree with Adam; I’m not in support of the charges being dropped.

Adel Sayed:  We just want to make it clear that as Senator Tanner said, the tactics might not have been respectable, but in the past, there have been students completely overrun a speaker, and prevent them entirely from giving their speech.  We are asking the administration to apply their policies fairly.  At the end of the day, he was able to speak; he spoke for 60 minutes.

Menovske:  I think it’s pretty clear that everyone at the table thinks that free speech is a big issue, but there are exceptions, and I think this was definitely one of those exceptions.  If you did watch the video, they were asked over and over again to stop because they were being disrespectful.  There were things that they chose to do.  I’m not comfortable with this legislation because it deals a lot with the policies and administration of UCI, and not a lot with those of UCD.  I feel like it’s kind of ridiculous for us to be telling another university’s administration what to do.  Right now I feel that this resolution is not something we need to take a stance on right now.  Our administration is going to learn from this.
Geoffrey Wildanger:  I wanted to point out the fact that student groups and organizations that tend to agree with the status quo tend to get lots of funding from the university; student groups who are fighting for change often get no funding at all.  Those groups can’t afford to get a room to have a speaker.  The ability to make an event into a non-biased event becomes impossible within the structure in which it was created.  Interrupting was the only way these people were able to voice their opinions.  Once the precedent is set for not being able to protest rudely, that’s a slippery slope.

Ekhator:  It was brought up that freedom of speech isn’t absolute, but I don’t think we should create the barrier ourselves.  We’re talking about students and their academic status; we should always lobby for that.  Inaction is just as bad as doing the wrong yourself.  This may be seen as telling another student government what to do, but it can be used as an amicus brief to help prevent these students from getting kicked out of school.  Whether what they did was wrong or not, I think we should lobby in favor of them staying in school.  

Raridon:  Political dissent is always a disruption of some kind; it’s always going to be rude, and someone is always going to get offended by it.  What’s shameful, and actually unsettling, is the assumption that these students knew what was going to happen to them.  To say that this action didn’t affect this campus is extremely disrespectful to the students in this room right now.  

Castillo-Ruiz:  What a lot of people are talking about is that these students knew they were going to get arrested, but protestors rarely consider the possibility that they might get expelled.  A student’s academic standing should be independent of the political beliefs and political actions of the student.  Threatening these students with expulsion is infringing on peoples’ right to protest.  Protests are always going to be disrespectful to somebody.  This isn’t about what they said; it’s about their right to protest.

Smith:  The last time I checked, rudeness shouldn’t equal expulsion.  College is about protesting and fighting for your rights.  This is at the Senate table, and it can be amended; that’s why we’re here.  I don’t think that this resolution should be thrown out because of the language.  We need to show support for these individuals as students.  The students of the Mrak 52 did not decide to participate in the protest knowing that they stood the possibility of getting expelled.
Lee:  I want to reiterate that I think that everyone does have a right to protest, especially at a university.  I still have a problem with particular language, and I would like a lot of language to be amended.  We do have to deal with this today, pretty much as it is.  What they did at UCSD, I think they broke the legal codes of the university and the area in which they live.  As far as I know, it’s a misdemeanor to disrupt a large public event.  That’s what I have a problem with: not that what they did was rude, but that they broke a rule that was in place for a good reason.  If we break laws on campus, we do so with the knowledge that we face some possible sanctions from the university.  

Raridon:  If we’re going to reject this bill on the basis of this being rude, some peoples’ existence on this planet is rude.  

Lee:  I’m not against this on the basis that this was rude.  But I think the rule that they broke was a good rule, and I think it’s a bad precedent to set to say that you can break that rule in the name of free speech.

Madina Omar:  This can be amended.  If the problem is somewhere in the language, no one has a problem with them being legally punished for what they did; the problem is with them facing expulsion.  I think fixing the language is worth sitting here for another hour.

Ekhator:  I personally don’t think that we should amend the language at all.  If others have gotten away with disrupting public events, then the threats of academic charges should be dropped.  

Wildanger:  The fact of the matter is that events about Palestine are disrupted all the time.  These things happen all the time.  People go and blast air horns throughout the entire event.  We’ve videotaped students doing this and submitted it to the university.  We knew that they had a policy against this, but nothing ever happened.

Walz:  I think that what happened at Irvine definitely affects us; I don’t see a difference between this and what happened at Mrak.  I think Chancellor Katehi’s letter was wrong; I think this protest should be compared to all the protests going on across the UC.  I think expulsion is too harsh, but I think there should be some action.  Maybe if we wanted to consider the wording, we can change the word “dropped” to “reconsidered”. 

Tanner:  I really support this resolution in its entirety.

Walz motions to change “charges” to “expulsion”.

Ekhator objects.

Ekhator:  If UCI is going to make a definitive rule regarding this, it should be after this.  So, all academic charges should be dropped.  It hasn’t happened before, so why should it happen now?  

Walz withdraws her motion.

Dizan:  There’s the Student Judicial Administration Manual, which breaks down misconduct into two categories: academic and civic.  If you do something academically dishonest, you face academic consequences.  The problem with this situation is that students did civic misconduct, and are receiving academic punishment for it.  I think this needs to be stated clearer.  I also think that you should quote the UC Regents’ policy in this that upholds freedom of speech.  I also think this resolution doesn’t really connect to UC Davis.  There’s some rewording to be done and some clauses to be added.  

Lee:  I would very much like senator Walz’s amendment to be reintroduced.  I really suggest that we start narrowing the discussion to start altering the language to something we can vote on.  

Menovske:  I’m all for the essence of this resolution; I’m just uncomfortable with the way it’s written.  In the video, after most of the arrests were made, the university spokesperson did tell the protestors that they were facing academic expulsion.  They still chose to act, and I think the resolution needs to address the fact that some of the students acted knowing that they faced expulsion.  

Shaikh:  Obviously, the problem with this is focus.  I don’t believe there should be any type of academic repercussions.  Because it deals with free speech and being legally protected, I feel like it comes across as being misinformed.

Cano:  To the authors, did you look up the UCI disciplinary codes?

Castillo-Ruiz:  I did not.

Wildanger:  The point of the resolution is that it is being submitted as an amicus brief.  The intricacies of the school policy are not what are at stake right now; it is the principle.  

Sweilem:  Levi mentioned different punishments for the students; I think it’s a bit ridiculous to suggest that students who did something 30 seconds before other students should receive different punishments.

Shaikh:  Do you have specific examples of them being unequal with their dealing with Israeli vs. Palestinian?

Wildanger:  At Berkeley they have footage of this.

Ekhator:  I feel like the mood has shifted.  The only thing holding up the table is the language.  Remember that what’s at stake is the students’ academic status. I don’t understand what discussing their guidelines would do, especially when we know it’s unclear and it’s documented that people with opposing views have gone unpunished.  We need to go by the book, and it’s gone unpunished before. 

Sweilem:  I think it’s important to note that they’ve already faced punishments; they’re not getting off clean for what they did.  I think it’s unfair now to add additional punishments when people have gotten off with this in the past.

Previn:  We do have five time-sensitive pieces of legislation from Lobby Corps to see tonight.

Tanner:  I really appreciated the comments of Greg Dizan.  I think they clarified why this matter doesn’t specifically deal with their university’s policy.  I believe that it’s a strong point to make that there should not be academic discipline for civic actions.  

Tanner motions to amend the urgent resolution.

Thongsavat objects.

The motion to amend stands.

Lee objects.

With a 9-1-2 vote, the amendment is made.
Tanner:  I urge us to get this through tonight.  This is a matter of students remaining students.  I’ve heard personal stories from students at UC Davis who participated at the Mrak 52, who had expulsion privately threatened to them.  It really relates to our campus.

Raridon:  Peaceful political action should not warrant academic discipline.  

Dowd:  I wanted to point out that it was brought up earlier that we don’t know UCI’s polities, but in their policies on student conduct and discipline it states that students should be given an opportunity to learn from their mistakes.  

Juarez:  I think that the UC system exists for that very reason; it gives us the tools to express our opinions.  

Rombi:  I don’t think that anyone should be expelled for this, but I think that the language is very important. 

Rombi motions to divide the house on the current resolution.

With a 4-3-5 vote, the resolution would fail.

Rombi:  I don’t understand why people are abstaining from this right now.  It really upsets me that you’re sitting at this table and abstaining on this.  I wanted to see if people wanted to pass this bill as is, and I thought I made that clear.

Koo:  I think the term “academic threat” has a connation of more of a philosophical sense; I think it should state something more like “threats of academic sanction”.


Arce:  You need to understand that yes, no, and abstain are part of what we are allowed to do as elected officers.  I don’t necessarily see the urgency of this bill now.  There’s been a lot of talk with regards to how we need to set a precedent so this doesn’t happen in the future.  That’s where that abstain came from.

Massoumi:  I feel like there isn’t a great enough sense of urgency for students who are at risk for being expelled.  The fact that these issues are taking weeks and weeks to respond to is a problem.
Thongsavat motions to temporarily remove the legislation from the table.

Juarez objects.

Juarez:  We have a lot of members of the public here and I feel like tabling this is disregarding their presence.

With a 2-8-2 vote, the motion to table the resolution fails.

Thongsavat:  The way this is right now, it sets a bad precedent.  I am not talking about what happened.  From the point of view of future legislation, I think that precedent-wise it sets us up in a way that we favor one political action.  

Speaker:  I don’t see the issue as pro-Palestinian, pro-Israeli; it’s pro-student.  We need to show that this has nothing to do with academic punishment.  I completely agree that they should face consequences for what they did, legally.  This has nothing to do with political ideology; it has to do with student solidarity.

Thongsavat:  I think the language has to be specific.  

Sweilem:  There already is precedent for this issue.  In the past, students have acted out against speakers and faced no punishment.

Ekhator:  I think it’s the general consensus that since it’s happened before and students haven’t been punished before, they shouldn’t be punished now.  I want to understand what kind of language you want to be changed.

Raridon:  Expulsion is not the only academic charge that these students face.  My fear is that if we amend the language to only say “expulsion” the university might take some other action.  In order to cover our asses, I think we should leave the language as it is.  

Wildanger:  Recently, the students at UCSD were expelled for three days.  I think this exemplifies what’s going on here.

Williams:  First, I think that the authors weren’t really on top of their shit when it comes to introducing this; it should have been here two weeks ago.  But, it wasn’t, and you have to vote on what’s in front of you.  We’re an associated student union, so I think we should side with students.  As for the UCI disciplinary policies: we didn’t make them, so we don’t have to agree with them.

Tanner:  I want to personally apologize to the chairs.  I didn’t find out about this until I read Chancellor Katehi’s email.  It’s been a rough couple of week.  I don’t want to jeopardize the authority of commissions, because commissions are awesome.

Castillo-Ruiz motions to amend the urgent legislation.
No objections.

Juarez:  If you obviously don’t agree with the language of this legislation, take the time to write down an amendment so you can change it.

Lee:  I think that if someone who knows about Cohen v. California read this, they would know that the case was too narrow to apply to this.

Lee motions to amend the urgent resolution.
No objections.
Lee motions to move into Senate discussion.

Senate Discussion:

Lee:  Overall, I do wish this language could be a little better.  I think that as of now, with this language, based on what has been clarified for me, I’m ready to accept this resolution.  

Rombi:  I have the language regarding the UCI disciplinary policy, and I would really like to include it as an amendment.

Lee calls the urgent resolution to question.

Tanner objects.

Lee withdraws his motion.

Walz motions to call the urgent resolution to question.
Rombi objects.

Walz calls the urgent resolution to question.

No objections to passing the urgent resolution.

ASUCD Senate Bill #47—Lee (Urgent)
Lee:  Thank you all very much for letting us talk about this.  This is the product of some work between myself and Monica from picnic Day and CCE and Campus Unions.  We are trying to make Picnic Day overall more sustainable.  One way we are planning to do this is have a compost bin on the quad.  There are going to be around 14,000 individual purchases that would otherwise end up as waste.  We are hoping to subsidize 30% of the cost of using biodegradable materials rather than conventional ones.  All the booths choosing to accept the subsidy will have to show where the bins are.  
Williams:  This is a really good bill.  It affects just about every student on campus.  While it would be cheaper for these places to buy these products from Costco, B&F has no problem with these people choosing to buy more sustainable products if that’s what you choose to spend your money on.

Moosavi:  We feel like this is a good first step to get Picnic Day towards our zero waste goals.  They are not able to do that by themselves currently.  This is a good way to try and change things.

Voyce:  How do clubs actually go about getting reimbursed?

Lee:  The clubs registered not too long ago.  We’re trying to make it as simple as possible.  The bill allocates the money to Picnic Day, and Picnic Day is in charge of reimbursing them 30%.

Raridon:  I’m uncomfortable with the whole idea of Picnic Day for a number of reasons.  Picnic Day is not safe for a number of communities on this campus, and that’s sort of inherent in a lot of the structures of Picnic Day.  I don’t go to Picnic Day because it scares me.  I know a lot of people enjoy it, but I just wanted to point out that this event doesn’t benefit every member of the UCD community.  I don’t want to stand in the way of passing this bill, but I just wanted to make it known.

Ho:  We did go into discussion of this in B&F; I like this.  It’s a great way to encourage clubs to be sustainable.  I think it’s a great way to use Senate Reserves, which is for Senate Projects.  

Koo:  How easily will Picnic Day be able to inform clubs of the amount remaining in the fund, so that clubs who might come in later might not have any money available?

Lindholm:  This is only going to be available to our 14 major food providers.  They are going to tell us ahead of time how much food they plan on buying.

Rombi:  I was wondering where the number $1,500 comes from?
Lee:  This total cost would definitely be lower than the number on the spreadsheet.  I chose $1,500 because I wanted to pressure people to jump on this.  I also recognize that we only have $12,000 in Senate Reserves, and I didn’t want to hog it all because I realize we need it for other projects.  I originally had it at $2,000.  I chose $1,500 because I thought it would be an easier number to swallow.  I’m not assuming full participation.  I’m favorable to increasing it, if anyone wants to do that.
Moosavi:  I feel like $1,500 is already a significant amount, and adding $500 to ensure that one group doesn’t get turned away isn’t that significant of a difference.  

Juarez:  When you said that there’s $12,000 in Senate Reserves, is that the exact amount?  I support this, but I have apprehension, because if it were for a different event, or being introduced by a different student group, they would automatically get referred to commissions for funding.

Moosavi:  We have a budget of $3,000 per year.  This would be half of our budget, and we’ve already committed 90% of our money.  Everything relating to the environment shouldn’t necessarily be referred to us.  It’s unfair to just pin it to the commissions.

Juarez:  That’s not what I meant to say at all.  I was just curious as to whether there are possible alternative sources of funding.

Lee:  To be completely honest, I haven’t thought of that.  My whole belief is that Picnic Day is one of our units, and I feel that this is one of the most appropriate ways to fund this.

Williams:  Picnic Day doesn’t have unit reserves and they can’t go to CFC because they’re not a club; they can’t use Capital Reserves because it won’t last more than 2 years.

Tanner:  I think that we should ask ourselves if we would be passing this very speedily if it was about a different topic.  Even though this is for Picnic Day, which some people think serves all students, we need to be critical of these things.  Have we spent any money from Senate Reserves this year?

Williams:  No.

Thongsavat:  I understand some concerns about Picnic Day, but I do want to reiterate that Picnic Day, out of any event on this campus, serves the most people, the most individuals.  Its goal is to represent and be respectful of all groups.  The people who work on Picnic Day are the most dedicated group of students you will find in ASUCD.  Greek issues have come up, and alcohol is an issue that has jeopardized Picnic Day in the past.  But if there’s any event that represents Davis, it is Picnic Day.

Tanner:  I have heard personally in my community about hate crimes that have happened at picnic day because people are drunk.  Within the Davis community, there is violence that happens on Picnic Day.
Koo:  I think Senator Thongsavat makes a good point; we need to separate the official good aspects of Picnic Day that ASUCD sponsors and the unofficial bad aspects.  This is about cutting down on the waste of an organization with ASUCD’s name all over it.  

Ekhator:  I believe what Sarah and Alison were trying to convey is that while looking at bills like this, always keep in mind that there are students that it doesn’t serve.

Koo:  And I appreciate those sentiments.  But this bill concentrates on environmental aspects; it doesn’t necessarily refer to these other aspects.

Juarez:  I think that the sole fact that it’s Picnic Day doesn’t mean that I’m not going to scrutinize it like every other bill.  I don’t think we can isolate one aspect of Picnic Day; we need to look at it holistically.

Koo:  I think the issue is that if we don’t pass this, we are simply not encouraging environmental sustainability.  They’ll either buy these zero waste kits, or they’ll go to Costco and buy the Styrofoam cups.

Lee:  I do agree that hate crimes are a serious issue, and we need to do something about them.  The number of people who come to Picnic Day has become so large that managing the event has become very difficult.  I understand why people would bring up some of those here because it does deal with Picnic Day.  But we recently spent $3,000 for Mac computers, and there was no discussion of this issue at that time.  This bill really does a lot of good, and we should judge it by its merits.

Juarez:  I don’t think we were scrutinizing the event itself.  The computer incident took place before any of us knew anything about bills.  

Lee:  We’ve done our best to show accurate budget estimates.  I would disagree with the idea that scrutiny for spending bills includes using outside factors, especially since a lot of these factors are outside of picnic day’s control.  I do suggest that we address those issues, but separately from the bill.

Lindholm:  I really appreciate you guys taking the time to look at our bill for sustainability.  For those with concerns, please contact me so that we can work on it.  I’m more than willing and would love to hear from everyone.  

Raridon:  I would love to see a workshop on consent be included in Picnic Day.

Wildanger:  Banning drugs and alcohol are not going to necessarily make Picnic Day safe.  Neither is having a lot of cops around.  
Lindholm:  I’m not minimizing the alcohol issue.  I will give it the same effort that I do every other issue.  We had a lot of alcohol-related incidents last year, and that’s something that we’re trying to work on.

Castillo-Ruiz:  Would this be setting a bad precedent?  If we start having the money there, are we going to be forced to provide it every year?

Linholm:  I don’t think it’s anyone plan for this to be long-term.  As soon as Picnic Day is over, we will be setting up for next year.  

Lee:  If we were to introduce this next year, it would be based on this bill’s precedent.  Right now, with such short time left, we are considering this to be a single bill for Picnic Day.

Williams:  I’ve seen a lot of finance bills, and no one uses the excuse of passing something the previous year to immediately pass it.  If we really want to get this institutionalized, we would probably put it in the budget. 

Speaker:  It’s the concept of seed money.  You fund something one year, and when they ask for the money the second year, you reconsider.  

Cheema:  I wanted to reiterate what Andre said: this is a finance bill for Picnic Day.  You have to take the official Picnic Day on campus as separate from what happens off-campus.  

Dizan:  Because we’re spending this on something sustainable, it falls into line with our responsibility as a department to be sustainable.  

Rombi:  One of Andre’s platform goals was to make Picnic Day zero-waste.  While that’s not entirely possible right now, this is a way to move towards that.  I urge for this to get passed quickly.

Tanner motions to move to Senate Discussion

Tanner calls the bill to question.

Lee objects.

Lee:  I don’t want to press my luck, but I was wondering how we felt about funding the full estimate?

Tanner withdraws her motion.

Voyce:  This money is not being used by Picnic Day; it’s being used by clubs.  The excess comes back to us.  It’s a great opportunity for clubs to meet CCE.  I fully support raising the amount, making it a pilot project.  Let’s take a risk.  I appreciate the commissioners’ comments a lot; it is a really big issue, but this bill is about sustainability.  We have another commission that deals strictly with sustainability.  

Koo:  I would actually argue against increasing the allocation.  It creates an incentive for groups to come to Picnic Day earlier to receive their funding.  

Moosavi:  There’s no need for another bill; this money will come back if that money is not used.  It will prevent us from turning one or two groups away.  This is an estimate.  The reason Andre came up with $1,500 was because that’s how much he thought we needed to fund everyone.  

Rombi motions to amend the cost to $2,268.

Juarez objects.

Juarez:  Even though it is a great investment, that would be about a sixth of our Senate Reserves going to one project.  I don’t think I’m comfortable with that.

With a 7-4-1 vote, the amendment passes.

Senate Bill #47 is called to question.

No objections to passing Senate Bill #47.

URGENT RESOLUTION—Juarez

Juarez:  This came to my attention at the last town hall meeting this last Tuesday.  It was brought up by Sheri Atkinson.  It is in support of one of her proposals to Chancellor Katehi, advocating for more support from the administration when it comes to the Center itself.  The past few years, the LGBTRC has suffered continuous funding cuts.  This resolution is in support of those proposed plans to Katehi.

Raridon:  I have a visual aid.  What I really wanted to emphasize is that the defacing of the LGBTRC stands out for a lot of folks as a large display of hate.  It is also representative of struggles and discrimination that people face every day.  It’s also a devaluing of a what is essentially the only queer space we have on campus.  These demonstrations of hate are not isolated; we really need to support these resources.  

Juarez:  The LGBTRC has done some amazing magic in terms of their funding.  They’re not asking for a whole lot; they’re asking for more support from the administration to keep doing the work that they’re already doing.  

Raridon:  This is where students go when you have nothing else.  The LGBTRC is so many peoples’ second home.  

Mark:  As an intern at the center for two years now, this defacement, sadly, came as no surprise to me.  We deserve all the things that are in our proposal.  We really want ASUCD to support this so that the Chancellor will feel that pressure when she sees this.  

Arce:  Joel, why would someone be against this bill?  What would you say to someone who doesn’t necessarily belong to this community who doesn’t understand?
Juarez:  When we were drafting this, we really felt that we were covering all of our bases.  I really hope that I won’t see any opposition to this.  

Arce:  It’s not always about the money; sometimes it can be about advocacy.  Also, what’s wrong with CAPS in terms of providing those services for the students?  I think CAPS is a wonderful resource, even though it’s not necessarily the one people want to use.

Speaker:  I kind of have to speak from personal experience.  The point of a full-time community counselor is so that the women’s center and the LGBTRC can both have full-time community counselors.  It’s a way for people who have never received therapy and are uncomfortable with it get referred to CAPS.  

Raridon:  Also, just because someone is a counselor for CAPS doesn’t mean that they understand the queer experience.   And it’s also hard to get an appointment; those folks are overworked as well.

Tanner:  I also wanted to speak from my personal experience volunteering at the Women’s Center.  This is really a crisis center; a lot of these students come here in moments of crisis.  This gives the center a trained person to talk with someone who’s having a moment of crisis.  

Lee:  So, just to clarify the basic information we’re debating: this is the resolution in support of this proposal?  So it looks like it’s asking for between $200,000 to $300,000 for a couple of positions.  I think the discussion we’re having is great.  This money is not really ours to allocate; the University will hopefully take our opinion into consideration when approving this proposal.  

Massoumi:  Since we’re talking about education, there are a few things that I want to give insight to.  Speaking about the counselors, the school hired six extra counselors besides the ones who work at CAPS.  There’s a big taboo for a lot of underrepresented communities to actually visit CAPS.  Being visibly seen walking into CAPS makes a lot of students uncomfortable.  

Senate Discussion:

Juarez calls the Urgent Senate Resolution to question.

No objections to passing the Urgent Senate Resolution.

URGENT RESOLUTION—Schaefer

Schaefer:  Google is having a competition right now to nominate a community to install high-speed internet fiber optic cables.  Everyone would have really high-speed internet in Davis.  I went to City Council and this would be a great benefit to the community.

Ho:  It’s going to be free, right?

Schaefer:  To install it, yes.  You’ll still have to pay for the service, which we are currently paying Comcast for.  

Ho:  Does this go through the phone line?

Schaefer:  They lay the fiber optic cables throughout the town.

Ho:  I know there’s already an article in the Aggie about this, but maybe you could submit this to Dateline UC Davis or some other media outlet.  I really like this; I think that this would really help fuel innovation here in Davis.

Williams:  Comcast is an evil, monopolistic, horrifying internet company, and for that reason, I am in support of this resolution. 
Smith:  Did we decide who to send this to?

Voyce:  I feel a little weird about our student association endorsing basically a monopoly by Google for our city and our university.

Schaefer:  I can’t imagine Google being any worse than Comcast, and their internet will be a lot faster.  There’s so much more stuff we can do with a fast internet service.  The purpose of the resolution is for the Senate to be aware of this and for all of the Senators to nominate and tell their friends to nominate and have their official position to be in support of this.

Cano:  I don’t know about everyone, but I have AT&T internet; Google will not hold a monopoly.  I see this as us supporting an event in general.  This is a competition; there is no guarantee that Davis will be selected.

Ho:  Technically, I think we’re bringing competition to the marketplace.  All we’re really supporting is laying down the fiber optics; we’re not urging people to buy Google’s service.  Also, we have passed a previous Senate Resolution in support of Mountain Dew. 

Voyce:  I just don’t see why ASUCD needs to hold their hand through this.  
Arce:  The internet does serve the greater body; if Google were to come in, they would bring a more competitive and faster internet.  

Percoco:  What is a fiber optic?
Schaefer:  I’m not really sure; but it’s just really fast cables.

Ho:  Fiber optic cables are glass, as opposed to the metal ones we have right now.  They can transport packets of information much faster.

Percoco:  I do think this is good because it’s working along with the City of Davis to do something productive for the community.  

Koo:  Even for students that end up sticking with Comcast, the fact that Comcast is losing customers might cause them to reduce their prices.  So, this will benefit all students who pay for internet in the City of Davis.

Juarez:  There’s a Facebook group.  If you want us to win, invite all your friends.

Lee calls the Urgent Senate Resolution to question.

No objections to passing the Urgent Senate Resolution.

Five-minute break at 12:13 PM. 

URGENT LEGISLATION—Rombi

Rombi:  I had a meeting with a few people from the CoHo, CCE, and Campus Unions regarding putting labels on items that would normally be thrown away.  The bins on the first floor are going to be converted to mixed recycling, composting, and landfill.  The composting bins will be yellow with a banana peel.  The reason that this is urgent is that we need to order these labels before spring quarter starts so we can put them on the items the CoHo is selling.

Williams:  So we in B&F like this; this is a really good example of a Senate Project and Senate Reserves being used.  

Public Discussion:

Juarez:  This is the perfect bill dealing with collaboration.  

Menovske:  This is awesome.  I’m wondering why there are only 1000 of these.

Rombi:  The paper plates are compostable, but we’re not going to put a logo on every paper plate.  We’re going to have educational flyers with ASUCD’s logo.  There are only 1000 because we want it to be a sort of pilot program.  

Menovske:  Is there any reason why you can’t just print out a flyer saying which containers are compostable?

Rombi:  For these first couple of weeks, we want to sort of bombard people, and then take it away layer by layer.  

Ho:  Is this just to raise awareness about the composting?  Or is this something the CoHo might take over and keep doing?

Rombi:  In the fall, the CoHo will be zero waste, and everything will either be recyclable or compostable.  We want to educate the students ahead of time and find out what works and what doesn’t work.  

Senate Discussion:
Juarez:  Who’s going to be taking on the job of separating the recyclables?

Rombi:  When we send it to Sacramento, where they actually go through it themselves.  

Arce Calls the Urgent Senate Bill to question.


No objections to passing the urgent Senate Bill.

XVII. 
Other Business

XIIX. 
Public Discussion

XIX.
Any Other Business

XX.
Adjournment

Meeting adjourns at 2:02 AM.
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