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ASUCD SENATE AGENDA

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS

6:10, Mee Room

May 13, 2010

I.
Call to Order 

Meeting is called to order at 6:13 PM.
II.
Quorum Roll Call

Absent: Zwald, Ho (arrived late), Thongsavat (arrived late), Smith (arrived late), Raridon (arrived late).
III. Presentations

IV. Appointments and Confirmations

A.  University Affairs—Matthew Blair

Rombi:  Do you have any ideas for how you’d like to improve the unit?  Are there any changes you’d like to make?

Blair:  There’s structurally two positions; I figured it’s easier just to combine them.  It’s hard to justify paying year-round the voter registration officer.  I’ve actually proposed this for Joey in the budget. 
No objections to confirmation.
IV.  
Status of Legislation Previously Passed 


All legislation previously passed has been signed by the President.
V.
Introduction of New Legislation 


Authored by:  TANNER

Co-authored by: Repicky

Introduced by:  Tanner

Referred to:  IAC

An ASUCD Senate Bill to create a Special Committee, the Aggie Public Arts Committee.

Authored by:

KIMELMAN

Co-authored by:
Patrizio

Introduced by:  
Lee

Referred to:

External Affairs Commission




An ASUCD Senate Resolution to officially support California Senate Bill #1045 authored by California State Senator Elaine Alquist.

Authored by:

Juarez




Introduced by:

Juarez

Referred to: 

GASC




B&F


An ASUCD Senate Bill to allocate $1,204.83 from Senate Reserves to support the continuation of Health Education and Promotion’s (HEP) anonymous HIV testing on the UC Davis campus.

Authored by:

KIMELMAN

Co-authored by:
Patrizio

Introduced by:  
Lee

Referred to:

External Affairs Commission

An ASUCD Senate Resolution to officially award the ASUCD Lobby Corps Legislator if the Year Award to California State Senator Jeff Denham.
Authored by: INTERNAL AFFAIRS COMMISSIONS (NAVARRO)

Co-authored by: Loberstein, Mahood, Ling, Tanner, Cheng

Introduced by: Tanner

Referred to: 
IAC



B&F

An ASUCD Bill to implement the Long-Range Plan for The California Aggie.

VI.
Public Discussion 

Tanner:  So, I wanted to let you know that I just received some very excellent news from Joey about the budget, and it is quite possible that we have balanced the budget, because of a new procedure—cutting the pay of the government administrative office employees during finals week.  I have spent long hours working with Joey on this, and I was hoping to fund something social justice themed.  
Raridon:  I just wanted to point out in the proposed budget there’s a line item for Aggie Pack trade, which is shirts, for $11,500.  

Ten-minute break at 12:57 AM.

VII.
Public Announcements  

VIII. Approval of Past Meeting’s Minutes 

No objection to approving the past meeting’s minutes.
IX.
Unit Director Reports 


A.
Cal Aggie Camp—Wendy Wang

Wang:  We had a great turnout.  We have 22 new counselors, and we just went through training.  We have a total staff of over 50, and 4 brand new cooks.  We also have a whole bunch of kids coming back.  Right now I have 30 kids, and 20 I’m still waiting to hear from.  We are also trying to foster a CIT program because a lot of these kids have trouble finishing school when they leave foster care.  We’re going to allow them to be counselor’s-in-training for the first week.  The camp site has been redone, and it looks great.  We would love if a couple of senators or Previn came up.   
X.
Ex-Officio Reports 

A. 
Commission Chairs
Raridon:


-GASC saw the Lavender Grad bill.


-GASC prepared for budget hearings.


-Held office hours from 12-2 Monday and Wednesday.

Cano:

Friday: I had office hours from 10am until 1pm. During my office hours I had a meeting with Geoff Straw to start the Unitrans Long-Range Plan.

Monday: Held office hours from 11am until noon. Later, IAC met where we passed a spending bill and lots of legislation. After, IAC went down to Pass the Plate 3.

Tuesday: I held office hours outside on the MU patio during the ASUCD Job fair. 

Wednesday: I held office hours from 10-12pm.

Thursday: Earlier today I went to my internship.
Smith:

 Commission Meeting 

· Saw VSA proposal for Bike-A-Thon to raise money for Hurricane victims in Vietnam 

· Saw Senate Bills 63, 66, 70, 72 

· Passed unanimous 

MESA Week this week
Spreading the Word fliers
Reserved room for ESA Culture Show
Did office hours
B. 
Outreach Assembly Speaker 

C. 
ASUCD Controller

XI.
Elected Officer Reports 

A. President

B. Vice President
Witana:

Monday: Attended Picnic Day Meeting, IAC

Tuesday: Set up an experiment to determine the amount of caffeine per dollar in a CoHo Double shot espresso

Wed: Did office hours in the CCC met with steven Baissa to look into dispersion of Grad fund budget line

C. ASUCD Senators
Castillo-Ruiz:


-Attended B&F, ECAC, and GASC


-Held office hours

Rombi:  

Friday May 7, I attended the Womyns’ Leadership planning meeting.  Monday, May 10, I met with Previn to discuss budget hearings.  I filed for the new position for elections committee chair.  I also attended IAC.  Tuesday, May 11 I held my office hours from 12-2.  I also attended, or tried to, the Job Fair and later on met with my intern.  I later attended B&F.  Thursday I held my office hours from 12-2.

Menovske:

Held my office hours

Went to EPPC to see my piece of legislation

Met with CCE director Will Klein to discuss the budget

Read over the budget several times.....

Set up several meetings with various people and orgs. relating to edible gardens.

Romero:

-Office Hours

-Ethnic and Cultural Affairs Commission Meeting 

-Business and Finance Commission Meeting

-Met with Experimental College

-Planning for Fall Welcome Week event for Minorities
Walz:

This week I held my office hours from 1-3p.m. on Monday and Wednesday.  I met with  To Nue, the Book Exchange director.  We went over her unit’s budget and discussed ways to increase the number of students using the book exchange.  She expressed concern that she needed to hire new assistant directors because the current ones are not doing a good job.  Pi Beta Phi’s philanthropy was also this week, I was pie’d in the face for charity, more specifically literacy.  

XII.
New Student Court Cases/Prior Weeks 
Verdicts/ASUCD Court Announcements

XIII.  
Consideration of Old Legislation


A.
SB#62
Ramachandran 
Cano:  IAC saw this on Monday and we loved the Long-Range Plan.  I urge a speedy passage.
Williams:  Cal Aggie Camp is a good unit that does good work.  I urge a speedy passage.

Public Discussion:
Moosavi:  One of my commissioners has been trying to contact you for a long time; she emailed you four or five times and hasn’t gotten a response yet.

Speaker:  We actually talked about that today; we have a meeting on Monday.  We’re thinking of doing a compost pile this year.

Thongsavat:  How come Unitrans is no longer transporting the kids this year?

Speaker:  There’s a new law passed just last year, which allows the private transportation companies get first pick, so Unitrans is at the bottom of the list now, unfortunately.  

Juarez:  Perhaps another future plan could be forming a committee for looking into corporate or other outside funding?

Speaker:  That’s something we could definitely look into.  We just learned that Wal-Mart gives a 10% discount to nonprofit organizations.

Tanner:  I also want to suggest the Pepsi Refresh Challenge, which is a huge grant that’s available.

Speaker:  I think that’s supposed to be for something new that you haven’t done before.

Juarez:  How much did you get for Singles’ Awareness?

Speaker:  They never told us.  They just said they were sorry, because it wasn’t as much as last year.

Menovske:  Cal Aggie Camp is awesome.  It’s a great way to give back to the community.

Senate Discussion:

Menovske:  Do you know roughly how much the Greek community gives to the camp on average?

Speaker:  About $3,000 in the past two years.

Arce calls Senate Bill #62 to question.

No objections to passing Senate Bill #62 to question.   
B.
SB#63
Ekhator 
Ekhator:  This is a bill asking for funding for Black Family Day.  It’s the 40th year of the event, to celebrate the essence of black culture.  It brings anywhere from 500 to 2,000 people.  It highlights diversity, and also helps with retention.  In the actual income, all the fundraising is included.  
Smith:  We loved this; it’s a beautiful day and a beautiful event.  It’s a very welcoming event, a great way for these families to enjoy Davis.  

Williams:  We liked the Black Family Day bill.  They planned out all their finances extremely well.  The two abstentions are due to absence.  I urge a speedy passage.

Walz motions to move into public discussion.

Public discussion:

Walz motions for a five-minute break at 10:45 PM.
Meeting resumes at 10:53 PM.

Voyce:  Now that we’ve had a five-minute break, can we focus all our attention at the bill at hand?

Rombi:  The ASUCD contribution is $6,942 and I feel that that is a significant amount.
Ekhator:  Fundraising is becoming less and less effectual.  

Rombi:  There’s a lot of bills in this same packet that have had lots and lots of fundraising.  CFC is also a concern; we ask that of everyone, and I’m not going to make an exception for any bill.

Ratliff:  Since this is not a student organization, we were not able to apply to CFC.  ASUCD’s contribution is considerable, but our other sources were cut quite drastically, by thousands of dollars, and we’re still expected to put on the same event.

Ekhator:  Fundraising is harder when people have less money to spend on things they don’t absolutely have to buy.  We’re expected to get $600 or more from the shirts.  I hope this doesn’t put into question the efforts of the different coordinators.  

Juarez:  When it comes to fundraising, generally it’s either the people graduating, the people in the community, or our friends who go to these events, but the black community at this campus is super small.  Yes, we should consider whether they’re fundraising enough, but we need to remember what community they’re pulling from.

Ratliff:  You can’t compare one community to another.  The black community makes up roughly 2.3% of students.

Thongsavat:  I was also concerned because we’re funding $8,000 to this event; a lot of our units don’t even get that much money.  Do you know where those ASUCD funds are coming from?

Ekhator:  Cultural Days.

Thongsavat:  I know these are tough times, but if it means sacrificing some parts of the budget, that is not unreasonable.  I think it’s more important to put on an event than to put on an event in the same capacity and without the same resources.  That is something that definitely should be looked at.  For many other bills, we provide less than 10% of the budget.  This is substantially more.

Ekhator:  If you look at our decorations and entertainment, they are already really small.  We’ve already made cuts where we can.  Everything is itemized; nothing is miscellaneous.  I challenge you to look at it and find something that is not necessary.

Ratliff:  Food and safety and fire and safety have many requirements that we can’t violate.

Joel:  Generally, when there’s budget cuts, the first things that go are queer things, ethnic studies.  One of the things that hasn’t been mentioned is that African American Studies generally contributes to this event, and they couldn’t this year.  
Smith:  If you look at the budget, most of these are minimal costs.  Anything that’s big is for a necessity.

Lee:  How much exactly was fundraised?

Ratliff:  The total amount is $900, and the t-shirt sales are unsure.  

Lee:  I really do think that overall, we include items in the yearly budget for things like Cultural Days with the understanding that groups are going to spend within the amount that they are allocated.  I think that for one particular community, this is a lot of money being requested on top of what has already been allocated.  Everyone has been facing cuts, everyone needs to reduce their spending.  While I think that some groups have been hit harder than others, I do think this is universal phenomenon.  We need to consider whether we want to give that much money to a single cause.

Ekhator:  From what I’m understanding is that groups should only get money up to a certain amount and then be capped off?

Ho:  What is the other income in the actual income?

Ratliff:  The OCCR and Student Affairs.

Ekhator:  We understand that the quality has to suffer if our funding has suffered, but with unforeseen cuts, it puts us in a tough situation.  
Ratliff:  We did make a lot of cuts from the event last year.  This is the first year that we weren’t able to fund all the events throughout the week.  This year we spent a little over $400 on entertainment; last year we spent over $3,000 or $4,000.  

Smith:  Groups that are putting on events for the whole week had to find their own sources of funding.  
Juarez:  We brought up that concern about ASUCD already funding the event with a previous bill, but budget hearings are coming up, so maybe that’s something we should consider.

Leah:  I am a Black Family Day volunteer, and I wanted to say thank God that I’m a part of a student organization, because otherwise, I would not have been able to fund my program.  
Moosavi:  ASUCD currently funds 60% of this program.  In winter quarter, there was a meeting where we saw two bills related to sustainability, and someone brought up the point that we shouldn’t fund both because we should fund a diverse group of constituencies.  I’m just putting that out there.  I just think everything should be consistent. 

Castillo-Ruiz:  What it sounds like some people are saying is, we are already giving money to the black community, why should we give them more?  

Ratliff:  The reason why we have two stages is that Fire and Safety require that when you have a performer you have to use the City of Davis Stage.  

Thongsavat: $8,000 mostly for one day… I think ASUCD’s contribution is more than accommodating to this event.  I think the size of the contribution alone may validate a no vote.  We just have to be a little more creative on how we fundraise for events.

Ratliff:  I wanted to give an idea of what this event is.  It’s a celebration of the African Diaspora community.  We’ll have a health fair, with free HIV testing, blood donation, and all of the student organizations will be there to present about chronic illnesses.  It’s not just purely for entertainment; we’re also bringing awareness about issues that affect the whole African Diaspora community.  
Ekhator:  This is how events like this die.  It’s only going to get harder.  You’re right, we have to find more sources of funding.  But I know that this year ASUCD can help fund this event.  

Ratliff:  This event used to be as big as Picnic Day.  It used to be thousands and thousands of people; our budget used to be $40,000.  Over the years, the budget has died, to where eventually, Black Family Day will be nonexistent. 

Tanner:  A person at this table talked about a precedent that was set when I was a young, new senator and the first two spending bills were to do with the environment.  I was shocked to hear that the Senate table hadn’t spent any of the reserves.  I was calling for a diversity of spending projects.  I know my words may have been misconstrued; I make mistakes.  I am not infallible.  This particular event is very important to the Davis community; it’s different than Black Grad.  I was told about this event on my tour when I was deciding whether to go to Davis, and that was so important to me.  

Moosavi:  I’m sorry if it came off as insensitive.  I have no issue with funding this, but I’m just letting everyone know that there shouldn’t be a double-standard.  
Marisol:  How many of you have actually really taken a role and seen what’s being cut for the students you represent?  How many of you have put on an event this big?

Walz:  I have definitely taken a look on what has been cut.  On the UC Davis website, I have read every article the administration has released about budget cuts.  There’s just not enough money to go around for all the events that happen on campus.  I have put on a fundraiser, and I have planned big events before.  I worked for healthcare reform working for CALPIRG, and I’ve worked to help a wide variety of students.  Do you have receipts for these items?

Thongsavat:  There have been some bad arguments thrown out, but I don’t think that should dominate the political debate.  

Walz:  To address the question about attending fundraisers, I easily spend $50 or more per month on fundraisers for different groups.  So, I urge people to think before they criticize everyone at this table.  

Torres:  I looked up on my phone that this event used to have 40,000 people attend.  In 2000 students tried to bring it back to its original form.  It’s nowhere near where it should be.  The reason why this event is shrinking is not because there aren’t that many black people, it’s because funding is becoming increasingly difficult.

Juarez:  There’s only one person organizing this whole event.  To push that one person to fundraise even more, it’s hard.  Cal Aggie Camp didn’t do any fundraising.  They busted their asses, and this is a last resort.  They are coming to make sure this is happening.  

Lee motions to move into Senate Discussion.

Rombi objects.

Lee:  I understand that it’s hard to plan.  We don’t necessarily disagree with the merits of the event.  Our only issue is that this event is already receiving a substantial amount of funding, more than any other event I can think of.  We are starting budget hearings tomorrow, where we are going to try and find a way to make up a $40,000 shortfall.  If people want to continue to increase the funding for these events, or even fund the entire event, someone needs to propose a fee increase.  Frankly, I don’t think this bill as it is has the votes to pass.  I do think that my vote would be changed if the amount was decreased.  In the spirit of compromise, there are a lot of mitigating factors.

Ekhator:  If we do not pass this bill for the reason that we’ve already funded Black Grad, what is the basis for funding our units?  This event use to be as big or bigger than Picnic Day.  What makes a unit more worthy of funding than Black Family Day?  I still think this mentality of not funding the same group twice is problematic.  We fund our units more than 60% of their budgets, but whenever they come to us, they get what they need.  
Manny:  Darwin, what were you referring to about the two environmental events?

Moosavi:  I was just trying to make the point that we should fund different kinds of communities.

Manny:  I don’t think environmentalism is a community; I think it’s an ideal.

Moosavi:  There is an environmental community, and it’s unfortunate if you’re not aware of it.  

Ekhator:  The fact that we’re judging this as just two black events is not right.  Actually, two different groups put on these events.  They’re the same skin color, but that’s all they have in common.  They are two completely different entities. 

Percoco:  I come from an organization that has to fundraise $25,000 a year.  Fundraising sucks, I’m the first person to say that.  At the same time, we lost a $5,000 grant that we get every year.  So sometimes you have to cut things you find necessary.  We’ve redone our budget about 20 times this year.  I am so critical about looking at fundraising because I have done so many of them.  When I do see only $600, it sucks.  How many people are you expecting at this year’s event?

Ratliff:  We’re expecting around 1,000 people, and hopefully more.

Lee:  Dana, why wouldn’t you come and request money from Senate?

Percoco:  Because I don’t think that’s an appropriate way to get funding for my camp.

Ratliff:  I am the person that’s putting on this event; everything is on me.  I facilitate the meetings, I do the budget, and on top of that I have to do fundraising.  I kind of feel like it’s a personal attack.  

Ekhator:  What separates our units, that seem a lot like big events, from big events?  I’m going to use Picnic Day as an example.  What makes these units better than a big event like Black Family Day?  Where is the difference?

Ratliff:  How many of you have attended Picnic Day?  How many of you have attended at least one program during Black Family Week or Black Family Day?  Four of you have attended Black Family Day.  You wouldn’t understand how important this is to our culture unless you attend this day.  Even if you don’t pass this bill, I encourage you to come out to this event, and maybe next year you’ll have a better idea what you’re talking about.

Menovske:  Deferments should be used to discuss what the person who has the floor is talking about.  Talking about something completely different is not an appropriate use.  I think whatever percent of an event that ASUCD provides should really not matter.  We gave money to an event last week that was very similar to this event because they lost funding.  I think it’s very funny that the senators who voted yes on that are obviously going to vote no on this.  You all are not being consistent at all.  

Lee:  I’m one of those senators who are apparently inconsistent.

Torres:  I found a few of those comments made by Senator Lee made were very offensive.  Where in the bylaws does it provide a maximum amount of funding a particular group?

Lee:  We are providing a lot of money to this event already, and frankly, I think it’s enough.

Tanner:  I want to make it clear that I’m not directing this at any person at this table; but we all need to be very aware of the ways in which we are institutionalizing racism in ASUCD.  The fact that these groups have to come here in the first place to receive funding shows that racism has already been institutionalized.  It’s not stating that any of us are a blatant racist.  It’s saying that we are upholding an unfair system, and changes need to be made.

Ekhator:  I took note earlier of the speedy passage of the Bike Barn Bill.  If we acknowledge it or not, there is a hypercriticism of ethnic bills.  We generally spend a longer amount of time on these bills.  
Walz:  The reason why the other bills from our units pass faster, I think, is because Senate Reserves are not for budgeted, earmarked expenditures…

Andrea:  I was just wondering when it is and when it isn’t appropriate to come to ASUCD for funding?

Percoco:  For me, I didn’t feel like it was appropriate for my event.  I’m not saying anything in general.
Ekhator:  This is a Senate project for me as well.  

Tanner:  There is a little inequity not only with the amount of scrutiny for ethnic groups, but also between “in” groups for ASUCD and outside groups.  I’m not necessarily sure that that’s fair.  I think that leads to a lot of bad decision on our part.  

Witana:  I don’t think any Senate bills to fund units have come from Senate Reserves; they have all come from Capital Reserves. 

Arce:  I want to express the issue of the t-shirt line item.  To me, it just doesn’t make sense to go in to something not knowing that the funds are going to be there.  Trying to stay on budget is huge.  The line item for the t-shirts is $1,000, and that’s exactly what you’re asking for.  In not avoiding these risks, you’re asking us for funding that you might not have needed in the first place.

Thongsavat:  The reason why we have different approaches is that we can hold our unit directors accountable; we can bring them in, we can close-session them.  If there was a Black Family Week unit, that would be up to you.  
Senate Discussion:

Thongsavat:  Tipsy Taxi has been drastically cut, and we don’t fund it.  Does that mean we don’t support giving students a safe ride home?  No.  It’s an oversimplification.


Ho:  What would you do if you don’t receive funding?


Ekhator:  We’d pretty much have to gut the event.  

Ratliff:  We would have to cut some of our table and chair rentals.  We couldn’t cut some of the bigger items because those are requirements from Fire and Safety. 

Ho:  The City of Davis stage is required; was the UC Davis stage required?

Ratliff:  We have to get the smaller stage so that our students can perform while the headliner is setting up.

Rombi:  My overall concern is that a large portion, over 60%, is coming from ASUCD.  That’s just concerning to me.  I would expect a little more fundraising.  Whoever comes in asking for money from Senate doesn’t start off with that much.  The bills we’ve seen in the last few weeks don’t start with 60% of funding just from us alone.  
Walz:  We are under a budget; why is that not an ok concern to have?  If it’s a large sum of money, it’s kind of a big deal.  

Smith:  The fact that this event has gone on for 40 years, and they’ve run out of t-shirts in the past, that’s not very risky, especially since they are making less this year.
Williams:  None of the t-shirt sales income is accounted for in the fundraising.  If you sold every t-shirt, you would make $1850.  That would put you $650 over budget.  Do you actually need an ASUCD contribution?  Even if you sell over 2/3 of the t-shirts, you still break even, you’ll still be over your total expenses.  I’ve changed my mind on this, but I don’t like haggling for price in a bill, but I think it’s up to the authors to decide how much they want, and up to us to decide whether or not to give it to them.  

Tanner:  Section 2 says any unused monies will go back to Senate Reserves.

Williams:  That’s for the chair rentals, canopies, compost bins, and all those expenses will not have any money returned.

Menovske:  They’re asking for money to pay for specific things.  I think it’s really fucked up for us to ask them to give us their fundraising money.  You haven’t sold the t-shirts yet; you need the money now for where you’re going to sell the t-shirts.

Walz:  Are we going to see receipts?
Ratliff:  I don’t have them with me right now, but I can bring them to you later.  You can also talk to the director at the Cross Cultural Center.

Walz:  Every Senator at this table knows that we expect receipts with every spending bill.  We all know this.  I would recommend that we table the bill until we see the receipts.  
Ekhator:  I’d like to recommend that the Senate doesn’t badger the members of the public with the same questions multiple times.  

Walz:  Every bill passed tonight had some sort of receipt.  
Ratliff:  It’s kind of like you’re attacking my trustworthiness.  I wouldn’t come to ASUCD if this event didn’t need money.

Walz:  I understand that.  What my point is our procedure.  We’ve gone over this every week; it is our protocol to have receipts.  It’s not about trusting the person bringing the bill; it’s that we need to see proof.  

Menovske:  I’m pretty sure during our discussion of the last bill, we decided that we were going to start the precedent about requiring the receipts after this meeting.  
Walz:  After tonight, there is no way that we will pass any spending bill without receipts, and that is the responsibility of every senator.

Speaker:  I believe that as a senator, you were selected by the people here.  If she doesn’t have the receipt here, why don’t you work with her during your office hours?

Tanner:  I think we need to be proactive about this if we’re expecting people to meet our standards.  I also think that I want to employ the philosophy of trusting students.  
Menovske:  I wanted to talk about the argument about 60% of the funding coming from ASUCD, but we’ve been discussing this for so long.

Menovske calls Senate Bill #63 to question.

Arce objects to passing Senate Bill #63.

With a 7-5 vote, Senate Bill #63 fails to achieve the 2/3 required vote.
C.
SB#64
Ho
Ho:  AGTV is my unit.  We also have the unit director here.  We are asking for another camera, which will last about six years, well past the definition of Capital Reserves.

Speaker:  I’m taking with me one of the cameras we currently have when I graduate, which will bring us down to three, which is completely inadequate.  The price is fairly competitive for what it offers.  
Williams:  AGTV could definitely use a new camera to reach their operating capacity.  It will allow them to shoot film in HD.  They’ll keep a close eye on these cameras.  I urge a speedy passage.

Lee:  INC and Alex Park in particular were upset about the bill we passed for EC regarding the projector; apparently that purchase should have been seen by INC.  It seems to me that all of these purchases should be seen by INC before they are seen here.  I think we might want to consider tabling this.

Williams:  Talking about it with Previn before, as long as Alex Park puts his stamp of approval on it, that should be ok.  He is an advisor for AGTV.  We can always pass it to INC later.

Senate Discussion:
Menovske calls Senate Bill #64 to question.

No objections to passing Senate Bill #64.

D.
SB#66
Castillo-Ruiz 
Torres:  One of the main goals of this event is to get youth to attend and encourage them to go to college.  Retention is also a big goal.  It’s a lot of student groups coming together to put this on.  We want to honor these people and tell them that they’re going against what’s expected of them in our society.  This year we’re going to be in Aggie Stadium, which was the first non-athletic event to be held in the stadium.  It costs about $5,000 to reserve it, but because we’re splitting the cost with Davis Senior High School, we got a discounted rate.  All of the invoices are in Hart Hall, in the Chicana/Chicano Studies Department.  It was also approved by the Vice Chancellor of Student Affairs, who gave us over $5,000 for this event.
Castillo-Ruiz:  I really want to add to the recruitment idea.  I have a little brother who’s going to be graduating from high school this year.  He has had really bad grades for a long time.  I brought him up to visit me here at UC Davis, and after he visited, it was the first time I had ever heard him talk about going to college.  This is also the biggest class we have ever had graduating.  
Smith:  This is also a great bill; it was the largest group of students graduating in the whole 26 years.  

Williams:  We thought this bill was great.  They saved a whole bunch of money.  Pass it quick.

Public Discussion:

Sebastian:  I’m graduating in the spring.  This is one of the events that I have most been looking forward to.  Family is the backbone of our community’s culture.  This event is not for me; it’s for the strong women in my family: my mother, my grandmother, all my cousins who supported me.  There’s a reason why we’re having it in the stadium, because we’ll fill that motherfucker up.  I considered not attending the Letters and Sciences graduation because it’s critical that all of my family can attend.  I strongly urge the members of the Senate to pass this with speed.  

Castillo-Ruiz:  I believe it was last year—somebody brought 50 people.  You can’t do that with Letters and Science.  I’m shooting for 20 people.  I really want my whole family to go.  
Speaker:  One of my friends have family in Mexico, and they’re coming up here just to see them graduate.  
Ekhator:  I want to go over what the term underprivileged means.  That means that you start off with a handicap.  I would like to caution the members of the audience to be wary of how much stock you put into your efforts to convince this table of how much this means to your community.  There seems to be a general mistrust.  
Torres:  50% of kindergarten students are Chicana/Chicano.  Only 46% of those will graduate from high school.  26% enroll in universities, but only 8% of them will graduate.  There is a participation fee, but it’s not in the budget because we want to try and compensate for it with fundraising.  
Rombi:  This bill looks really great; the numbers look more exact.  And the fundraising done for this graduation was tremendous.  
Romero:  58% of the total cost was fundraised.

Arce:  I really commend the researchers who found the half-price for Aggie Stadium.  
Lee:  La Gran Tardeada, have the totals just not been tallied yet?

Castillo-Ruiz:  The committee is meeting on Monday, which is when we are going to know the set amount.  

Lee:  I am very impressed by the fundraising, and I think that they’re asking for a very modest amount.

Torres:  The fact that we were able to fundraise so much is a testament to how large our community is, as compared to the African Diaspora community.  

Juarez:  We have a committee of folks who are making this happen, so we have larger numbers when it comes to fundraising.  With SEA Grad, it was two coordinators who were organizing everything.

Williams:  My favorite part about this bill is how the student fees adjust to cover the deficit; I absolutely love that.  

Rombi:  So someone is recording the actual graduation, right?

Torres:  It will be IET.

Rombi:  Have you thought about making videos and selling them?

Torres:  No, but we can bring it up at our meeting on Monday.

Rombi motions to move into Senate Discussion.

No objections.

Senate Discussion:

Rombi:  I just want to thank you all again for you nice, detailed budget.  I’m sorry we haven’t been as critical about this bill as we have been with others. 

Senate Bill #66 is called to question.

No objections.

Menovske objects to passing Senate Bill #66.

With an 11-1 vote, Senate Bill #66 passes.   

E.
SB#67
Lee
Lee:  The Bike Barn has been working on a proposal for a long time to purchase a new point-of-sales system.  It’s already been approved by INC.  There’s a very detailed proposal in here, in terms of quotes.  The Bike Barn has spent a lot of time on this, and I’m going to let Steve talk about this some more.  

Burkel:  I’m Steve from the Bike Barn.  About a year ago, we started working on proposals for our new software.  Our current software doesn’t account for our bike rental needs or the Bike Garage.  We researched three different companies that we thought would be adequate for our needs.  We wanted students to be able to use their reg cards to pay for our services.  We ended up with a Dell estimate, as you can see.  I’ve had several meetings with Mark Champagne.  

Williams:  I’ve seen this twice; they did all their research.  The system that they’re buying covers all of their needs.  Their current hardware is six years old, and in need of an update.

Public Discussion:

Tanner:  This isn’t actually an upgrade for the Bike Garage, because you don’t have anything in the Bike Garage currently.  I just wanted to point that out.  Hopefully being able to sell things out of the Bike Garage will help raise revenue.

Lee:  I wanted to point out first that the Bike Barn has done a really good job making sure all the spending has been accounted for with quotes.  
Juarez:  Are you going to have Bike Barn reserves left over after these purchases?

Lee:  As far as I know, the Bike Barn has pretty much broken even every year, and we’re assuming it will break even again this year.  They don’t require a subsidy from us.  

Senate Discussion:

Rombi calls Senate Bill #67 to question.

No objections to passing Senate Bill #67. 

F.
SB#68
Witana
Witana:  This updates the bylaws to change the responsibility of holding new senator orientations from the Pro-Temp to the Vice President, who often has more institutional memory.

Senate Discussion:

Tanner:  I think that this is a good idea; however, it’s not really outlined in here what the mandatory workshop is.  I think that in the future it would be important to cover the follow-through regarding what you do after your bill is passed.  
Juarez:  Thank you Previn; I’m glad you brought this up.

Senate Bill #68 is called to question.

No objections to passing Senate Bill #68.   

G.
SB#69
Tanner
Tanner:  I have some documents to pass around, the room reservation form, as well as quotes for the wireless microphone and projector.  We’ve changed the hours to make it more affordable.  This is for the Athletes Townhall Forum in response to the cuts of the four athletics teams that the Senate table has heard so much about this quarter.  At the event, we will describe the cuts, the misinformation that was used to make the decisions, personal stories from the athletes, and proposals that have been put forward that would allow us to save these teams.  We have received free prints from riseup.net for our programs and other materials, and we received a very nice grant from the Executive Office for $365.  The Townhall will be May 19th at 6:00 PM.  We are possibly going to have some Olympic rowers and famous wrestlers.  We’re going to be educating everyone about this issue and building community support for a one year extension of these teams.  It’s in the UC Davis conference center, which is across from the Mondavi Center.  

Rouhafza:  I think I’ve spoken on this issue quite a number of times.  Basically, the speakers that we’re going to have include Kim, who resigned from the Athletics department after this decision was made.  We will be hearing from some Olympic swimmers and famous wrestlers, as well as from student athletes.
Public Discussion:
Juarez:  This is a student issue, and I think the purpose of the forum is one, to provide students a place to talk, and two, to educate.  I would rather see the two-hour buffer go to more things like student’s speeches.  

Lee:  How would you feel if we did just one hour before the meeting?

Tanner:  This is not a decision that I can actually make right now, because I would have to talk with the Conference Center.  It will be something that we take under consideration, but I do want to point out that we are very explicit in our purpose to inform the media.  Having that extra time to make sure that all of that is going smoothly is a high priority for us.

Lee:  I just feel that two hours is more than enough.  But if there’s nothing you can do about it, I’ll take your word for it.

Speaker:  There’s 1,000 chairs, which we have to set up.  
Tanner:  We’re not going to physically set up the chairs.  However, we are having a meeting with the Conference Center tomorrow, and we will be working to make sure we have all these things worked out.  I can ask him at that time if he feels that two hours is too much. 
Witana calls for a ten-minute break at 7:16 PM.

Ekhator:  I think specifically, if the purpose of the forum is just for students’ input, then that should be the case, but if the media is there, they’re importance shouldn’t be understated.  
Tanner:  I did state that that is one of the primary purposes of the event.

Sidney Brady:  The two extra hours would be really great because that’s a lot of chairs; we’re going to be putting programs on all the chairs, and we want to make sure there’s no technical difficulties.  We don’t have a rehearsal of speakers, and we want enough time to make sure our lineup is perfect.  We might use the extra time to practice.

Juarez:  I’ve planned a ton of events; some of them have taken up big venues like this, so I don’t really see the two hours as needed.  You can use some of the athletes to help you put programs on chairs, for example.  I know that the administration had a lot of involvement in the LGBTRC townhall; is there any involvement of them in this advent?

Rouhafza:  No, it is completely student-athlete run.  They are the ones that cut us.  We’re having no rehearsal, and we want the speakers to be able to practice.  I feel that one hour would not be long enough.  As far as help, it’s solely students.
Juarez:  Have they shown interest?  

Voyce:  I just wanted to commend you all on putting this together so quickly.  I just want to say that the two hours is totally necessary when you’re dealing with media.  They need to test their equipment beforehand, and sometimes they do interviews as well.  Do you know if the Chancellor or any of the administration are attending?

Rouhafza:  Any type of connection that we’ve tried to make with the administration has gotten no response.  That’s why we’ve really been trying to contact the media; we have 20 different news sources.  I feel like by having the news media there, it will force them to understand where we’re coming from.  
Brady:  When we meet with them, we’re going to discuss with the Conference how much time they advise us to use; we will then refund the Senate for any money that is returned.

Senate Discussion:

Lee:  I feel like all of those points regarding the administration are valid, but I feel like some formal invitation should be sent out.

Rouhafza:  We have.

Tanner:  We have sent formal letters of invitation to the administrators.  We are also inviting a lot of out-of-towners to speak.  We are also having the swim team from Berkeley coming and speaking about how the cut of Davis’ team will affect their ability to compete.  In the past, we’ve spoken a lot about respecting the needs of the people planning their own events.  These students are concerned about the time allotment, and I think we need to remember to respect that.  It also does say on the bill itself that any unused monies will be returned to the Senate.  
Ekhator calls Senate Bill #69 to question.

No objections to passing Senate Bill #69.

H.
SB#70
Castillo-Ruiz
Le:  We wanted to talk about SEA Grad.  Some people in the room might not understand the difference between South East Asia and South East Asian.  South East Asia is a region of Asia; South East Asian refers to the refugees and people who were affected by the Vietnam War.  With the experience of the Vietnam War, we wanted to emphasize displacement and how people were forced to flee their homeland fearing prosecution for their political and religious views.  We want to recognize the trauma these individuals faced in immigrating here with essentially nothing.  Their college education and work skills were not transferable.  With SEA Grad we aim to acknowledge this experience and how these students made it despite all these obstacles.  We want to recognize also the sacrifices their parents went through so that their students can be here graduating.

Nguyen:  The celebration is not just for the graduating seniors, but it’s an intimate cultural celebration for their families as well.  It inspires the next generation of students to achieve higher education.  

Le:  It’s really important because the South East Asian community was displaced upon their arrival in the United States, into poverty-stricken areas, into areas of gang violence.  We want to show that this reality is possible.

Nguyen:  SEA Grad is a holistic celebration.  We have events throughout the end of the year: we hold workshops and socials amongst the graduates.   

Le:  This is an offering of a lifetime relationship with SEA Grad.  

Smith:  The commission passed this and we loved it.  We thought it was a very powerful legacy, showing the trials that South East Asian students have suffered.  We also loved the intimacy of the event.  The abstentions were just due to absence. 

Williams:  We did not pass this bill because we felt that there should be some sort of participation fee for a graduation like this.  
Tanner:  First, this is a little cheesy, but the classes that I’ve taken about the issues faced by these students have been taught by some of the most powerful and influential leaders on this campus.  I am amazed that you asked the community to pay for participation.  B&F, they did what you said.  I think this an amazing program; I think that it’s very important to highlight the accomplishments of these students.  

Ho:  How long has the planning been going on for?
Nguyen:  Since winter quarter.  We are not an organization ourselves, so we did not qualify for Club Finance Council.
Lee:  I just wanted to restate something that Sergio said last meeting.  I really don’t think that we should see spending bills without quotes.  I don’t even think B&F should vote on it without quotes.  We all know that the bylaws require some sort of quotes.  I want to entertain the idea of tabling this, although I feel terrible for the people who came here.  If we don’t table this right now, I think we need to draw the line here and not pass any future spending bills without quotes.  
Tanner:  I think maybe a good policy would be if a group approaches us more than once.  If a student group approaches the Senate table more than once, now that we’ve made this a clear precedent, without quotes we should table it.  I don’t think we’re making a concerted enough effort to tell groups how to write these bills.

Lee:  I think it has been determined here that we agree with that precedent.  Frankly, I think it’s the Senator’s fault for not informing the group that they need quotes.

Ekhator:  I feel like whatever decision we make on the quotes should take precedent after this meeting.  Even if we say that we’ve established that a while ago, we haven’t been following that.  I think that decision should hold to future meetings.  It’s a really nice budget, as soon as we get all the numbers fixed.
Moosavi:  About the quote thing, every group that we asked for quote provided us with quotes before we passed the bill.

Thongsavat:  First, congratulations to everyone who is participated.  I noticed that a lot of the grads attending this event are from the Central Valley.  I do have questions though.  Since this grad isn’t subsidized by the individuals who participate, maybe we can recycle the robes and reuse them each year unless someone wants to buy one, because these robes are expensive.  How many people attended last year?

Le:  38 students, and the audience was 400.

Thongsavat:  How did you outreach to other communities that are not necessarily South East Asian?

Le:  In our mission statement we said very clearly that we don’t exclude anyone, and that is open to allies and to the public.  

Ho:  The things that are going directly back to the students and their families, that adds up to about $93 per person, and they’re only paying $10.

Le:  Money is not our focus.  In my personal opinion, these students are worth so much more than $93.  Because we usually don’t charge a fee in the first place, we have been very fundraising based.  

Ho:  I know there’s a large amount of fundraisers… but the food is $3,000.  I think there should be more contribution from the students themselves.

Walz:  How I take Don’s comment is that, and I’m not comparing this to other graduations, but the criteria that we look at normally include a fee for the students who are participating.  
Danny:  There’s a high concentration of South East Asian students from the Central Valley.  There’s not a lot of money in the community.  But this makes a big difference to the community.  
Walz:  I totally agree with everything you just said.  But I’m just looking at the criteria.  You don’t need to convince me why we need to have this graduation.

Tanner:  We set a precedent here, going along the lines of trusting the students who organize their own events.  $10 is all some people can afford, and yet these students are also saying they know they want these items.  What we are looking at here is allocating money for renting Freeborn Hall.      

Arce:  Personally, I think that when somebody asks for money, your job is to make sure that money is spent responsibly.  I personally think that if that was the case, then the bill would only include the cost of Freeborn Hall.  That’s why it’s so critical to judge everything.  It’s not a matter of whether or not they were intelligent in the issue, it’s a matter of whether the breakdown was responsible.  What are the social events?

Nguyen:  The social events are about building community and allowing graduates to speak with one another and getting help from one another.  They also include things like resume workshops.  

Arce:  Is there already a line item in the budget tied in with all the other graduations?

Tanner:  Not for this year.  

Mai:  I’ve been a student here for six years; I’ve been dropped out of school.  I really want to address that if you don’t know what Hmong is, that’s what I am.  I don’t have a country.  For us, we made it.  Most of us come from poverty-stricken communities.  We’re just asking for a place to see our families and to be appreciated.  
Ekhator:  Let’s take into account that we’ve looked at the budget.  Let’s be expeditious; we have people’s times and emotions in the balance here. 
Danny:  South East Asian is emerging as a political identity.  

Mai:  I was in the community during the first SEA Grad.  A lot of us clearly don’t have a lot of money.  The majority of this campus is Asian, but South East Asian is only up to 5%.  

Moosavi:  I was able to get three quotes here.  All three of these items were over-quoted by $272.

Nguyen:  All of those were just quick quotes online.  For the stoles, we wanted to put embroidered patches.  Those cost about $3 each.  

Moosavi:  There’s still the tablecloths, and a lot of other items we don’t have quotes for.

Nguyen:  Things like cups, gifts, and awards are things from the Dollar Store and Costco.  We can’t really get quotes for things like that.

Moosavi:  We actually do have a very competitively priced zero-waste kit that you can consider purchasing from ASUCD.  

Speaker:  My parents came from the refugees from Yugoslavia.  I was wondering if you were interested in letting other refugees attend your celebrations?
Nguyen:  Of course.  In the past two years, we have had students from other groups participate in the graduation.

Cano:  I want to go back to the quotes idea.  Last year, we had a lot of problems with the quotes.  We have rules now, and if they aren’t obeyed, someone can file a court case.  No disrespect to this community, but Senators should warn you of these problems; you do leave yourselves open to these possibilities.  

Clemente:  Last month, we celebrated Black April, the fall of Saigon.  A lot of people don’t even know what that is.  It brought over a lot of people from South East Asia who didn’t want to leave.  I wanted to talk about how ridiculous it is that we’re talking about this in the Memorial Union.  The Memorial Union was built to honor the students who gave their lives to fight the war in Vietnam.  I want to remind you how active this University was in trying to end the Vietnam War.  This community needs this support.  
Lee:  I really do want to pass this efficiently, but we do have to address the discrepancies with the quotes that we were given.  But, B&F needs to alert these communities of the requirements that we have for funding.  The clubs who do have members who are attending these events can go to CFC to request funding.  Please remember this for future reference.

Romero:  Clubs have other events going on; you can’t expect them to go to CFC when they don’t have full participation of their members.

Lee:  If they had gone to CFC, it would not have taken much more work than coming here.  
Roxanna:  As a student director for SAFE, I sponsored this event for $1,000, out of our own budget.  You have to remember to look at Freeborn, because that’s all we’re asking for.
Ekhator:  It’s unfair to place the burden on groups to go to CFC if they’re not a club in the first place.  This is something that could happen, if they had the time, but it shouldn’t weigh into our decision-making at all.

Walz:  Was the quote for Freeborn included?  I didn’t see it.  

Marisol:  I only come here at certain times.  It really amazes me, all the bullshit excuses you come up with.  Do something to make sure everyone knows they need a fucking invoice.  Do something at the next fucking Senate meeting to fucking fix this shit.  

Tanner:  I really wonder what anyone at the Senate table has done to inform these folks.  In the future, we should be coming up with ideas on how to inform members of the public on these procedures.  What were are doing here right now is not effective.  

Juarez:  We need to remember that unused monies come back to Senate Reserves.  They’re asking for money, but they still have stuff pending.  What they get is going to cover their expenses; they’re just trying to cover their bases.  
Thongsavat:  I don’t like how the conversation’s evolving.  Whether you like this bill or not, it’s legitimate for us to scrutinize it.  I feel like I’m using other people’s money.  I think mutual respect is huge right now.  Senators were elected; we all have group affiliations.  Let’s respect that; they have just as much validity as everyone else in the room.

Senate Discussion:

Tanner:  I’m sorry that I got as heated as I did.  However, I do want to work on publicizing campaigns.  

Walz:  I’m miserable right now.  When group after group, week after week, comes to our table, comes to our meetings and swears at us, it hurts.  I try as hard as I can every day to try and cater to everybody, and I feel like it’s hurtful.  We’re just trying to do our job, and make sure that everyone gets the money they deserve.  

Tanner:  Liz, I love you.  I love that you are a strong woman, but I think it’s important to keep self-confidence. 

Raridon:  From white woman to white women, let’s take a minute to think about how hard communities of color struggle all the time.  
Tanner calls Senate Bill #70 to question.

Arce objects.

Arce:  If all the calculations are done right, all the money from the pending fundraisers will come back to Senate Reserves?  Or is it just additional funding?

Tanner:  I think that because they’re specifying that we’re paying for Freeborn Hall, we would only be getting back money if they charged us less.

Rombi calls Senate Bill #70 to question.
No objections to calling Senate Bill #70 to question.

Menovske objects to passing Senate Bill #70.

Menovske:  I don’t think ASUCD should fund any ethnic or community graduations.

With an 11-1 vote, Senate Bill #70 passes.

I.
SB#71
Voyce 
Voyce:  This bill was tabled last week, and some changes were made.  It eliminates the individualistic positions.  There won’t be a person appointed to each constituency.  Instead, there will be a group of 12 students who will work together for outreach.  It’s going to allow for more flexibility for the tasks that we do.  The athletes came to the Senate basically begging to be outreached to, but my person had resigned from that one position, and my other positions were arbitrarily busy.  That just showed that the structure wasn’t working.  This allows for more things to be tried, and we’ll be able to do more actual outreach and collaboration on campus.  

Public Discussion: 

Walz:  I was wondering what the general consensus of tabling this bill for next week?

Voyce:  What exactly is your reason for that, out of curiosity?

Walz:  Because it’s getting late.

Rombi:  We can get through this without taking hours.

Voyce:  This sort of affects hiring, and the longer we push this off, the more it prevents me from doing that.

Thongsavat:  With this new legislation, what is the difference between OA and commissions?
Voyce:  I still feel that OA is not legislative.  

Thongsavat:  How do we have expertise in those fields?

Voyce:  I feel like the structure and expectation that we had for the positions was really a difficult one.  I’ve had several members who were very involved in those communities, and ASUCD is not really their number one priority.  

Thongsavat:  What happens if OA doesn’t succeed this coming year?

Voyce:  I’d hope that the speaker would consider other options.

Thongsavat:  I want to be very clear about my feelings about OA; they’re basically just a bureaucratic no-man.  We should have a plan for finding a way to dismantle it.

Voyce:  I feel like the sentiment has been very prevalent.  And part of the problem is that OA hasn’t had a lot of support within ASUCD.  

Thongsavat:  What were the resources lacking?

Voyce:  It think there has been a lack of interest in making it the best it can be.  

Juarez:  I think one of the other things is that we haven’t been the most supportive Senate table to OA.  This past week, I saw Quinten out on the quad passing out fliers pretty much every day.  Only three out of twelve senators were present at the job fair; I think that has a lot to do with how this part of ASUCD is working.  

Tanner:  I have been a vocal opponent of Outreach Assembly, though I have tried to work with it.  I attended the fair, and I’ve attended their meetings.  I like this idea; I think we should try something new because this was voted for by the students.  So I actually wonder about the legality of removing OA as a whole?  
Arce:  It makes a big deal for the Speaker to be changing Outreach Assembly; that tells you something.  He saw what works, what didn’t work, and now he’s making changes. 
Lee:  I think overall, Quinten has worked much harder than a lot of people on the Senate table to try to make OA work.  The current way it’s set up is not working towards its stated purpose.  If the current system can’t work under Quinten, it can’t work at all.  If we do pass this, we do have to actively work towards improving OA.  What is a health and safety student group?  I think it should be health and wellness.  
Menovske:  We’re all extremely tired, but we need to stick with this and finish the agenda.  I think this is really awesome.  I believe someone said that almost every meeting we talk about OA’s failures.  I just think that’s really funny, because the Speaker has taken the time to propose something that addresses all of the concerns that are brought up every meeting, and now we are criticizing him.  And I just think that’s rude.  This proposal is going to essentially give us more money; why are we not ok with this?  We’re proposing a change, and we should go with it, and see where it goes.

Voyce:  If you have a problem with the idea, please speak up.  

Moosavi:  How would people feel about maybe grouping some of these categories together, and maybe having three or four people per group?  I feel like this is too unstructured.

Rombi:  At first I really hated this idea; the idea of it being sort of similar to a commission.  I hated the idea of taking everything away and stripping it down, but after I talked to him more about it, it made more sense.  There will now be alternate members.  I’m also glad that transfer/reentry students are included.  

Juarez:  This is the only means of outreach that we have as a Senate.  This is the only way we can reach the maximum number of people.  
Chen:  We are required by the Constitution to have an Outreach Assembly.  So, this discussion probably shouldn’t happen unless someone want to introduce a constitutional amendment to disband it.  Personally, I like the change.  With the budget changes happening right now, it’s perfect.  We’ve been talking about how it’s a little bit much for the members to have to go to three club meetings per week; this gets rid of that requirement.  The budget has reflected the fact that this is not a commission.  

Shaikh:  The new format of OA gives the Speaker more power.  It loses direction, but it’s up to the speaker now.  I think what makes the commission so successful is its unity.  The only problem is direction.  If the leader is able to use his or her power well, it would be awesome.

Percoco: I think it will make OA a more attractive position. Safeboats could touch on many of the positions; it would be a very happy home for Safeboats.
Tanner: One way to increase diversity would be to have 2-3 people from each college (ie. BioSci, Ag, etc…), that way it would still be able to keep quorum.
Senate Bill #71 is called to question.

Thongsavat objects.

With an 11-1 vote, Senate Bill #71 passes. 
J.
SR#36
GASC

Raridon:  I’d like to speak to why this is a Resolution.  Typically in Senate when we discuss bills, we discuss why we spend money on things and then how much we are spending.  I wanted to make this easier, since we will soon be seeing our budget at budget hearings.  This year the LGBTRC’s budget was substantially cut.  We are hoping to hire a desperately needed assistant director and restore some of the very depleted program budget.  We work very hard; we do a lot of co-sponsorships and put on a lot of events, and we really hope that this resolution passes.  The way that the commission sees it, the Queer Leadership Retreat and Lavender Grad both fall under GASC’s mission statement.  I really do see these two events as being closely tied to what GASC does, and they are both extremely important to supporting the queer community on campus.  We had our first Queer Leadership Retreat this year, and it was incredibly wonderful and powerful.  Lavender Grad is a great way to praise the accomplishments of queer students on campus.  I want to make sure we have the funding to continue these events.

Moosavi:  I kind of feel like this is a bit of an inappropriate use of a resolution.  My understanding is that we have budget hearings for a reason.  Everyone else has things they want to get done at budget hearings as well, and I kind of feel that it’s a little unfair.  I have things that I want to see happen at budget hearings, but I don’t think this is an appropriate use of time now.  

Raridon:  I’m actually not asking for funding in this resolution; that’s why there’s no numbers in it.  I talked extensively to Sergio, and this actually is an appropriate use of a resolution.  There has been a lot happening in the queer community this year, so I really wanted to give this the space it deserves.  
Moosavi:  I’m just saying, if everyone thought this way and did this, we would see a flood of these things.  I just want everyone to take into consideration that by supporting this, you’re supporting increasing funding when budget hearings come about.

Walz:  That was actually one of my biggest concerns.  By passing this, it feels binding.  We will have to increase the funding for these two events, which I’m not really opposed to, but I can’t decide that without knowing how much the increase is for.

Raridon:  There’s a reason I left it super vague.  An increase in funding, if you don’t support it, could be $0.50.  I just wanted to talk about what has been happening at GASC, and I wanted to make sure this issue had some attention brought to it.  But I won’t be covert about it; my aim is to give more money to GASC.

Walz:  How much is the increase in funding for these two events?

Raridon:  There is a line item, but QLR and Lavender Grad are not included as line items.

Walz:  So there’s no funding from ASUCD for these events?

Raridon:  That’s correct.    
Ekhator:  There’s a proposed grant in the budget for the grads through the CCC. 

Witana:  Yes, the Black Grad is the only graduation that goes through the CCC, but we intend for this money to be disseminated to all the graduations.  

Lee:  I really do thank you for bringing this up.  It’s just an issue where, as far as what we’re responsible for, frankly, I would like to give an increase to everyone.  But what we’re unfortunately seeing is cuts.  But how can we say no to anyone who vaguely asks us to support increased funding?  Every other group wants us to increase their funding as well.  I don’t think it’s appropriate for us to pass this resolution right now; I urge us to vote no on this.

Senate Discussion:

Tanner:  I wanted to note why it’s important to increase the funding fro the QLR and Lavender Grad.  I think ASUCD should set a precedent for leadership in the queer community.  Leadership retreats are very important events for the students who attend them; they inspire students to achieve great things.  The Queer Leadership retreat is in its first years, and I think this a perfect time for ASUCD to get highly involved.  By instituting funding for the Gender and Sexualities Commission, we are saying we support this.  We can also perhaps set a precedent for getting ASUCD involved in all leadership retreats.  With the Lavender Grad, I think that we were scared by the budget.  
Moosavi:  You had a point about institutionalizing it; maybe the resolution could address that rather than the budget issue?

Tanner:  I’m not the author of this bill.

Raridon:  If y’all prefer that we use the word “institutionalizing”, I’d be fine with that.  I think these two events are extraordinarily beneficial and necessary; and my fear is that we will be overlooked at budget hearings.  My purpose here is to try and guarantee funding for next year.  I really just want to insure that these things survive.  

Witana:  Line item 59600 gives a $3,000 proposal for a grant, which is subject to Senate approval.  There is currently an increase of $400 to GASC’s programmatic budget.  

Thongsavat:  What was the history of the first Queer Leadership Retreat?  How was that funded?

Mark:  We decided to rearrange some of the money that we got from other sponsors.  We did hella fundraising, through a dance party at Delta of Venus.  We cut our own costs; it was very grassroots.  The site gave us hella free food.  
Thongsavat:  From my understanding, what the author and the speakers have spoken about is kind of urgent.  I want to go to budget hearings completely fair-minded about every line item we discuss.

Raridon:  Sometimes we talk about thinking about things without bias.  We all have our biases.  The purpose of me doing this is to grant it a little more space for conversation, because typically things that are being funded for the queer community are pushed aside.

Ekhator:  I want to address the legitimacy topic.  I think it’s equally important that the person who is challenging the legitimacy of a claim is sure that they are correct.  On top of that, since this is legitimate, we should be talking about how it makes us feel like we support a guaranteed increase.  On that note, I personally do support a budget increase.  Where we find that from, I’m not sure, but that’s how I’m going into budget hearings.  I think I’m competent enough to not let this get in the way of proper decision-making.

Raridon:  In the budget that has already been printed, GASC’s budget has already been increased by $400.  So, as far as I’m concerned, that’s kind of there; this resolution can be supporting that, and there doesn’t have to be more.  

Ekhator:  And about this being a ploy to get extra attention before budget hearings, that’s exactly what this is, but I think as the chair of GASC, that’s what you’re supposed to be doing.  
Tanner:  I think that it would be very unfair-minded to go into budget hearings thinking you’re so mad at Sarah for writing this resolution that you’re going to cut GASC’s budget, so don’t do that.

Menovske:  Everything that Sarah spoke about was spot-on.  The fact that she took the extra effort to speak to our Internal Affairs Commissioner is great.  Maybe if you tried to reword the resolution to focus on the importance of those two programs, when we go into budget hearings, we can take that into consideration when discussing the budgets for those programs.  
Juarez:  It would also be helping out the LGBTRC.  They are currently the only ones involved in the planning.  This would take the burden off of them and give it to GASC.  The resolution isn’t asking for money specifically; it’s talking about the importance of the two events.  

Ekhator:  Since this is a resolution to draw attention to the importance of GASC’s budget, I think we should change the wording to say that it recognizes the importance of the events.  

Menovske:  That’s exactly the point I was trying to get across.  Legally, we’d be bound to go into budget hearings and take this resolution into consideration.  I don’t think that attacking anybody for trying to be sneaky about anything is appropriate at the Senate table.  I think the chair is doing an excellent job of dealing with the events that have been happening to the community she represents.

Cano:  I talked to Sarah about this and explained the legislative process.  Commissions have the right to author legislation.  Last year, EPPC had a significant cut, and Amanpreet wrote a bill to transfer money from the previous year’s budget to the current budget.  

Raridon:  I like hearing a lot of different ideas to amend the wording.  My fear is that if we take out the words regarding increasing GASC’s budget, it won’t have any teeth.  I’d be ok with saying ASUCD supports QLR and Lavender Grad becoming GASC programs.  

Williams:  We seem to have started budget hearings early.  I’d like to talk about resolutions.  I think they’re kind of designed to tell people our opinions of things, and this seems to be designed to tell ourselves what we should do.  I like the changes that were just discussed.  The way it’s worded right now doesn’t have any teeth; it doesn’t give any circumstances as to how we will increase the funding.  I’d also like to point out that resolution don’t do anything; they’re not legally binding.  Beyond that, I just fail to see the real purpose of this resolution.  

Tanner:  A resolution that did pass was in response to cutting funding from the blood drives; we were telling ourselves that we were cutting funding from the blood drives.

Williams:  Keep in mind that resolutions don’t really do anything; they don’t legally bind anything.

Raridon:  They do do something; they’re great.  The main purpose of writing a resolution and not a bill was to talk about it in a formal setting.  I wanted to discuss why we would be asking for money.  I do know the difference between Senate and Budget hearings.  For my purposes in this room this evening, I just wanted to have some real talk.  

Williams:  This resolution still says this is what we think; it doesn’t have any binding effects.  

Rombi:  I also don’t really agree that this was the proper way to talk about it; I don’t think that’s what a resolution should say.  Public discussion would have been a great way to talk to us, or coming to talk to us individually or as a group.  I don’t feel that it should be in a resolution.  This isn’t about questioning the commission at all; I just think we should be talking about this in budget hearings because that’s what they’re for.  The Executive office is giving $500 just to QLR, and I think that’s a great thing.  

Raridon:  The reason I did this in a resolution rather than in public discussion is because often times the issues pertaining to the work GASC does get dismissed.  That’s just a cultural, at-large tendency.  I just want to draw attention to this.  

Rombi:  I really just feel like this could have been done another way; so I don’t agree with this resolution.


Ekhator:  Just because a commission chair finds a creative and different way to go about something doesn’t mean it’s the wrong way to do it; we just haven’t seen it before.  

Rombi:  I just feel like it should be seen in budget hearings, like every other unit and every other commission has to do.  A lot of people are pissed off about their budgets and want more money.  I also feel that this Senate table is a lot more open to things than past Senates; I feel that things don’t get thrown out the window very easily.

Juarez motions to amend Senate Resolution #36.

Arce objects.

Arce:  I feel like you’re changing the wording, but I still think it’s the same idea.  You can change the wording but it’s the same meaning.

Juarez withdraws the amendment.

Juarez:  We’re not mentioning budget hearings at all.  We’re recognizing that more money will probably be necessary.  

Juarez motions to amend Senate Resolution #36.

No objections.

Ekhator:  If the legitimacy issue is holding anyone back from supporting this, I urge you to reconsider.  I don’t think this is inappropriate at all.  
Raridon:  This isn’t just about funding these events for next year; it’s about ASUCD supporting GASC running these events in the future. 

Alday:  I feel that we’re ignoring the issue that funding has not been coming from the LGBTRC.  

Walz:  My opinion on the changing of the wording: I like the new wording because I think the resolution is more supporting GASC in taking on these events and institutionalizing them as GASC events.  I think that is reflected in the new wording more explicitly.  I wanted to ask a few questions about what exactly that would mean for GASC.  I know the budget increase of $400 is probably nowhere near enough to cover those two events.  How would you go about funding those events?

Raridon:  We do what we can with what we’re allocated.  If we didn’t get as much funding as we would have hoped, we would probably depend on the LGBTRC to fund it more.  What I am hoping is if GASC becomes a partner in these events, then finding funding might be a little easier.  

Walz:  So by saying that these are GASC, you’re just taking away the planning from the people who plan it now and putting it under GASC?
Raridon:  There’s a lot of overlap; we would attend the same meetings.

Mark:  It’s just institutionalizing these events; that doesn’t necessarily mean dollar amounts.  

Walz:  So it is making those events stronger by having more people planning them.  I urge senators to look at it from that perspective.


Moosavi:  That still does entail that we support funding these events; that’s what we’re agreeing to by passing this resolution.  

Lee:  I do agree primarily with the fact that GASC has the right to author this; resolutions can be written about a lot of things.  As far as this being legal or appropriate, it is.  I do somewhat agree with Darwin’s comment though.  As far as the language changed—it now indirectly it says that we will perhaps consider increasing funding.  I really have a problem with passing this species of resolution.  I want everyone to make a distinction between supporting an increase and supporting this resolution.  CCE has been talking to a lot of us about getting their funding restored, and a lot of us are sympathetic to their cause.  If they came to us with a resolution, however, I wouldn’t support that either.  I just don’t think this is the right way of doing it.  GASC has gotten the most increased funding out of any commission as is.  That’s still taking into consideration our $40,000 deficit.  I do feel that a lot of us have our minds made up already.

Raridon:  What you said about GASC getting about the highest increase is incorrect; ECAC has gotten the same amount or a little more.  
Lee:  The reason this is appropriate is that even a strong pledge or a weak pledge, I don’t think it’s appropriate to pass that before budget hearings.  Of course we want to increase everyone’s funding, but unless we raise fees, that’s probably not going to happen. 

Walz:  I would like to see the resolution say that it’s institutionalizing the programs being under GASC.  

Lee:  As far as institutionalizing, that’s up to GASC.  The only way we could contribute to that would be to increase their funding.  Either way, I don’t find it appropriate.

Lee motions to call Senate Resolution #36 to question.

Walz objects.

Walz:  A lot of senators still have a lot to say.

Lee:  I don’t want to cut anyone off, but we really have not said very much that is new for the past twenty minutes.  We have a lot of other business to attend to, and I feel like we’ve given this due consideration.

Lee calls Senate Resolution #36 to question.

Menovske objects.
With a 5-7-0 vote, the motion fails.

Lee motions to restrict discussion to an additional 7 minutes.  

Tanner objects.

Lee withdraws his motion.

Voyce:  I feel like this bill is very multifaceted.  If you’re against parts of it, change it.  Make it something that the majority can pass.  Right now there is no resolution that stands in support of these queer events.  This will help the people putting on these events to help fundraise, knowing that they have student support.  
Ekhator:  I urge the author to change it to remove any mention of the budget hearings, but keep the emphasis on recognizing the importance of the events.
Raridon:  I think we did already take out any mentions of budget hearings with those amendments.  

Tanner:  There aren’t a plethora of monied organizations for queers.  We can’t apply for grants because this is not an issue that is mainstream.  I really want to say to Sarah that resolutions only last for two years; I think the proper way to go about this would be to write a bill to change the responsibilities of GASC in the bylaws.  

Arce:  My issue right now is that it’s very event-specific.  Maybe I would want to see the resolution going towards GASC getting more programmatic.  I think it’s just too specific.  
Juarez:  I think that’s already been addressed.  One, there hasn’t been any formal support from ASUCD for these events.  

Arce:  Wouldn’t that be a Senate Bill?  You are binding us with this resolution.

Lee:  I think it goes back to the fact that however you word it, it says that we pledge some how to increase funding, either directly, or indirectly by saying that we urge GASC to institutionalize these things that would require us to provide them with funding.  

Arce:  Realistically, you don’t know whether the money’s going to be there in the future, and you’re pretty much binding ASUCD to help fund these programs.  
Ekhator:  What is it that we’re uncomfortable about?  I think we’re speaking circularly. 

Raridon:  First of all, I think Osahon is right.  I urge him to call this to question.  I wanted to speak briefly about why this is specific.  These events are specific, because they are extremely important to the queer community and their survival needs to be ensured.   
Walz:  I’m still against calling this bill to question because I haven’t made up my mind yet.  I’m struggling with what Previn said about nothing being institutionalized in ASUCD because we have budget hearings every year.  I know that the wording is very soft; my preference is just to take that out and just saying “an ASUCD Senate Resolution in support of GASC supporting their programs to include Queer Leadership and Lavender Grad”.  As it is right now, I would probably say no.  

Ekhator:  Now that the author is urging the Senate table to vote, I think she is pretty firm on what she wants it to say.  This is what she wants.

Ekhator calls Senate Resolution #36 to question.  

Arce objects to passing Senate Resolution #36.

The vote is 6-6.

Witana votes no, and the resolution fails.

Witana:  I shall cast my decision because any resolution with 6 no votes is essentially useless as a formal opinion of the Senate.  
Ten-minute break at 9:04 PM.     

XIV. 
Other Business

XV. 
Public Discussion

Lee:  We all have to agree from now on to make sure all spending bills have the proper quotes.  It’s also a useful way for us to catch errors; it’s not just a formality.  It should be an automatic table in B&F, and if it goes through B&F, it should be an automatic table here.  Chapter 15 of the bylaws says that events that are outside of clubs should be approved by the Controller and Mark.  I’m going to send this out via email so we can discuss this.  It also does say that outside groups seeking funding need to go to CFC first, otherwise we have to reject it.  
Williams:  If you have a bill for me at B&F on Tuesday, you better have a metric fuckton of quotes for us.  Bring in the quotes.  
Ho:  Do we charge the old Pathfinder office rent? 

Chen:  It doesn’t belong to us; it belongs to the Bookstore.  Also, check your emails when you get home; I will be sending you the entire revised budget.  The $30,000-$40,000 shortfall has been closed.  This includes Tipsy Taxi, the post office, Cal Aggie Camp.  The biggest things that got changed were increases for CCE, Picnic Day and KDVS.
XVI.
Any Other Business

XVII.
Adjournment

Arce motions to adjourn at 4:33 AM.

No objections.
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