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April 15, 2010

I.
Call to Order 


Meeting is called to order at 6:10 PM.
II.
Quorum Roll Call

Absent:  Ekhator (arrived late), Juarez (arrived late), Menovske (arrived late), Romero (arrived late), Shaikh (arrived late), Smith (arrived late), Voyce (Justin Chan as substitute). 

III.
Presentations


A.
 ASUCD Involvement—Dominick Carlson

Carlson:  This is a presentation that me and Andre have created for freshmen in the dorms.  The idea is to have one or two senators present this on each floor whenever the RAs request it.  

Lee:  The goal of this is to be a flexible presentation that we can use for a lot of events.  We’ve talked with OA about getting ice cream, things like that.  The floor presentations are usually better attended than presentations in Reagan Main, for example.  We’ve also discussed the possibility of starting our public meeting about a half hour early, to give the freshmen an idea of what’s going on.  

Carlson:  The first slide describes what ASUCD is.  

Lee:  The next slide is “who belongs to ASUCD?”  We want to really make it clear that this is their student government.  We break down the three branches of our government and describe elections and the roles of elected officials.  

Carlson:  This slide tells them about the senators, when the meetings are, and when they should come.  

Lee:  We talk a little bit about each commission.  

Sabrina:  I am part of freshman outreach for OA.  We really wanted this to be a really beneficial presentation for freshman.  Everyone this year is going to be coming to us looking for money; we want to teach freshmen the best way to do that.  

Lee:  We really want there to be a kind of delegation from ASUCD to explain to them about things like working at the CoHo.  

Carlson:  From here on out, we discuss all the different units.  There’s not a ton of information; it’s mostly just pictures and names.  One of the last slides is about getting your money back: how you can help fund your organization by going to Club Finance Council, commissions, or the Senate.  The last slide has the ASUCD website and encourages them to visit it. 


B.
 SGAO—Sarah Wright, Daniel Goodman
Wright:  I’m Sarah, I’m the office coordinator for SGAO, and Daniel will be taking over for next year.  We’re going to be talking about some of our issues, and we’re open to suggestions for ways to help us improve.  We’re passing out a list of our responsibilities, everything we do.  We’re currently training two new people, Nick and Rebeccah.  


Cano:  Have you fixed the constitution and the bylaws?

Goodman:  We’re looking into it right now.  I didn’t have a chance to fully talk to Claire yet, but she’s working on it.  I’m going to take care of it first thing next week.  It should all be taken care of by the end of next week.  

Thongsavat:  How feasible would it be to get the minutes and the votes of bills up the week after?

Wright:  I personally don’t see Ryan, the webmaster, very often.  He does a lot of the work at home, because our computers are not compatible.  You send the minutes to us, and we send them to him.  He’s been having a lot of issues lately, especially with the launching of the new website. 
Williams:  I would like to thank you for using my handiwork for what you do not want.  With tabled legislation, do we get new copies of it?

Wright:  The way that it’s worked in the past is that you do not receive new copies, for environmental reasons.  We were told a couple years ago to stop making copies.  However, people were throwing them away, so we started making copies again, but you have to request them.  
Tanner:  I requested a couple of days ago a copy of an old resolution that passed last year.  The copy that I got didn’t feature some of the amendments.  I wonder if that’s a problem in more pieces of legislation?

Wright:  I’m sure it is.  We are a group of student employees with no adult oversight.  Specifically, there have been pieces of legislation that either haven’t been saved to the server or get changed so often we don’t know what to do with them.  

Goodman:  Realistically, with older legislation, we go on our server, find the legislation, and give it to the person who requested it.  If there’s a problem with it, it might not even be the fault of someone who still works here.  
Moosavi:  I don’t know if it’s your responsibility or Campus Copies, but there have been times at the Senate Table that the minutes have been one-sided…

Witana:  Just to be clear, Student Services has a new printer that only prints one-sided.

Kerbavas:  Actually, the new one does print double-sided, and the old one didn’t.

Goodman:  Sometimes we also just forget to check the double-sided box.  We try our best to remember.

Rombi:  I turned in a paper to the student government box on my.ucdavis probably the day the quarter started, and it hasn’t shown up yet.

Goodman:  That’s another thing that has suffered because we’re doing so much training.  We’re trying our best to make a habit of checking that the new employees have done it.  That’s also a relatively new institution for SGAO.

Wright:  Also, Rebeccah and Nick don’t know a ton about SGAO.  They’re still learning, and there isn’t any actual, set training for SGAO because it changes so much from year to year.  The best I can say is to leave a note for myself or for Daniel.  

Rombi:  I really appreciate you answering our questions, but I feel that a lot of our concerns that we’ve had over the past month are not being addressed.  I feel like every time I go into the office, nothing is really being done, and a lot of our concerns are not being addressed.
Goodman:  Sometimes you might walk in there and it might seem like we’re not doing anything, but part of our job description is waiting for work to come in.  I don’t know what you’d like us to do, when there’s no work to be done.  

Moosavi:  Maybe you could use that extra time to train the new employees?  I don’t know why there can’t be a set training for different tasks.

Goodman:  Part of that is our overlap.  We don’t have enough hours for people to be working at the same time.

Wright:  Before, new people were hired as old people were going out, because that’s all we have allotted in our budget.  This quarter, we’re trying a new process where we have six people on a four-person budget. 

Goodman:  Before, there was also a Student Government Advisor, and that position was recently cut.  We’re trying to find the best way to train people without the boss.  

Moosavi:  I don’t know how feasible this would be, but could you maybe make a training day where you could run through everything the employees need to learn?
Lee:  As far as how many people you have on staff, do you feel like it’s just right, or too many?

Wright:  I think that the most difficult part is that we don’t actually have any set tasks besides legislation, rosters, and office hours.  For example, this week, you have one piece of legislation, so it’s a really slow week for us.  We act as a student resource; I get a lot of phone calls, a lot of people coming in to ask how to get involved.  You can cut hours if you want; whether you want us there or not is really up to you.

Goodman:  Last quarter, we had one person working at a time, but then we had communication problems.  So many more errors were made under that system.  It was hard to have continuity over the day.  I think the best schedule would be to have one person working, and the next person come in an hour before the first person leaves.  It’s not a consistent workload, and that’s what makes scheduling so hard.
Shaikh:  Something that might be helpful for us would be if you guys could send us back a confirmation email.  A lot of times, I don’t know if you actually act on the things we send you.

Goodman:  That’s reasonable.  If you guys would like that, we can do that.

Moosavi:  And I don’t want to blame someone, but maybe have people sign with their actual names, so we can know who we were talking to.  
Tanner:  I was wondering about the status of the office hour placard?

Goodman:  We used to have a lot of them, and people would take them and not bring them back.  I don’t mind making them, but I need a little assurance that you’ll bring them back.  Does everyone want their own?  If everyone promises to start bringing them back, I can make some more.

Ho:  If you know who checked it out, couldn’t you contact who took it?

Goodman:  I think we’re all adults; I think we can remember.

Tanner:  Well I really want one, and I want it to be a system that you are happy with.

Wright:  How about we stick one in the Senate office with a log sheet that you guys can fill out?

Goodman:  That’s an example of times when people come to us and ask us to do things that they could easily do themselves.  I always say I’ll do things, but sometimes it’s not in my job description.

Romero:  I thought the email confirmation idea was a good idea.  I also think that the new employees should speak up when they don’t know something.  

Goodman:  I always encourage them to contact me.  I tell them to text me, even when I’m in class, with their questions.  

Raridon:  I want to thank you for the work that you do.  We’re all students here, and sometimes it can be hard to keep up with everything.  I kind of want to remind folks that SGAO are not our personal secretaries; they’re students with other things going on in their lives.  It seems like we’ve had a breakdown in communication.  With that, I was hoping we could reconvene this discussion later at a specific time, because we have a lot of members of the community here for a reason.  
Goodman:  My biggest thing is the condescension.  If anyone here has problems, we would really appreciate it if you would come into our office and talk to us about it.  We’re people too.

IV.  
Status of Legislation Previously Passed 


Senate Bill #53 was vetoed by the Executive, and the rest of the legislation was signed.

Zwald:  I am vetoing this bill because I do not feel that the members of the Senate fully understood the ramifications of this Bill.  In passing this bill, the association is setting a precedent that I do not find acceptable.  Because of the Association’s responsibility to remain viewpoint neutral in these types of situations, if someone with a similar event came to us and submitted a bill that was fiscally sound and legal, we would be obligated to give this group the money even if ASUCD disagreed with its goal, motive, or viewpoint.  For example, if an anti-abortion group on campus came to ASUCD to request funding for students to go to Washington D.C. to protest a woman’s right to choose, we would likely be obligated to give them this money with the precedent set by the bill.  Again, that is something I am not comfortable with the Association doing.  If this is something the Senate is comfortable with, then please override my veto, but if you agree that this is a precedent we do not wish to set for the Association, then let the veto stand.     
Menovske:  I wanted to throw a little clarification out there.  What we’re discussing is whether or not we want to override the veto.  Our job is to look at this, and decide if we as senators want to pass it.

Lee:  I highly advise everyone to stick to the subject at hand.  I have a question for President Zwald.  If this was really the case, that an anti-abortion group came here… it just seems kind of weird to me.  That’s pretty clearly a partisan political issue.  I don’t know if I would consider being in support farm worker rights and against modern day slavery to be a partisan issue.  I would really like an authoritative, definitive opinion of what viewpoint neutrality is.  I have some serious concerns if this would fit under viewpoint neutrality.  
Tanner:  I really did not agree with that part of your statement at all.  What made me vote in favor of this bill is that it does affect students on our campus.  Whereas, an anti-abortion group going to Washington—is that a policy on our campus that is affecting our students in a way that we want to be supporting?  No.  And I don’t feel like it is a comparable issue, and I feel like it was an attempt to pull at the heartstrings of people at this table who you knew would react to it.

Zwald:  Regardless of whether it’s partisan or not, it’s not the Senate’s prerogative to determine if something is political or not.  If one organization comes and asks for money to attend an event, we would not be able to deny another group trying to attend a similar event.  If some group wanted to attend a conference or a rally, we would have to give them the same consideration, otherwise they would become a claimant.  We would possibly become legally liable.
Lee:  What could we fund without being afraid to fund everything?

Zwald:  Fund Senate projects, units.  CFC operates on viewpoint neutrality, and that’s something that helps protect us and keeps us safe from liability.
Castillo-Ruiz:  The students who were going to leave left this morning.  They’re already there, and they just realized that the $580 that the Senate promised them is no longer coming.  Liz told me that she spoke to the President on Monday, and he promised her that he would not veto the bill.  Also, in your statement, I thought it was a little paternalistic what you were saying, that the Senate didn’t understand the ramifications of what we were doing—we talked about this for three hours, and it just barely passed.  I think we understood them.  Additionally, last year, the Senate unanimously approved the resolution against Sodexho, so I think we should have understood the ramifications of that.

Zwald:  I did talk to Miss Fitzgerald on Monday and told her that I would probably not veto the bill unless there were legal issues.  I was in touch with Campus Council, and I didn’t hear back from them until the next night.  Like I said at the end of my veto, if you disagree, that’s fine.
Raridon:  This is completely ahistoricized; we passed a resolution in support of CIW.  If we’re talking about setting a precedent, there’s been terrible precedent of ASUCD presidents vetoing any progressive action that the Senate has passed in legislation.  Also, I am definitely perturbed with how you communicated this to Liz.  Those legal issues are things that lawyers do outside of this realm.  We are a student government; we do politics.  If you’re going to decontextualize this, then you can pretty much get away with anything.  We need to focus on the context.  These people are on a plane right now and are $580 in debt.

Alexa:  I’m nervous for my friends who are there.  I want to find a way for them to feel more secure.  I want us to help them, because they’ve already put themselves out there.

Mark:  This is my first time at ASUCD.  I came here today because I understand how being in the culture, you might be inclined to help out different movements.  As a student who pays my fees, I was really shocked that I was paying for people to go to Florida to protest when there are so many financial issues here on campus.  When I pay my student fees, I think of TAPS, Entertainment Council, Unitrans, things that are going to affect the majority of students.  I’m thinking, how does this affect most people on campus—is this something that my money should be going towards?  If they fundraised their own money, that would be fine, but this is $100 per student.  Maybe I’ll just make up my own event and go to Disney World.
Juarez:  I wanted to talk about the reasoning behind the veto.  The discussion at the Senate meeting last week was an extensive discussion of the possible ramification of the results of this bill.  I feel that the Senators were completely disregarded, and the CIW was taken out of the picture.

Raridon:  if you eat tomatoes here, if you eat in the dining halls, then this bill affects you.

Juarez:  I think it’s interesting that it took until this morning for this veto to go through.  Those students are already in Florida, and when they come back, they’re going to be in debt.

Zwald:  I do understand that we did pass a resolution about this subject last year, but when you use mandatory student fees and disperse them, you have to be viewpoint neutral.  That’s a government mandate.  That’s a precedent that has been established.  It’s unfortunate that this bill was seen so soon before their departure.
Thongsavat:  Let’s not forget that this is a bill that pays for travel expenses.  That is the bottom line; that is what the bill is for.  Just because we passed a resolution doesn’t mean that we have to back it up with money.  We don’t have to quantify our support.  A resolution is just as powerful, if used correctly.  Also, we have CFC with $80,000 for causes like this.  I’m really glad Mark came, because we don’t get a lot of students like him who necessarily support or oppose bills like this.

Speaker:  This is the first time that I’ve felt inclined to come to a meeting as well.  This is the first time that I’ve ever felt that my tuition money is being spent on something that I’m so proud of.  I just want to say that I really hope that this does pass, and I’d like to put whatever pressure I can to convince you that this is important to students on campus.  I hope that this veto doesn’t go through, and I think that comparing this to a flight to Disney Land doesn’t make sense.  I eat tomatoes, and I know a little bit about the reason behind the protest, and I would be very happy if we didn’t veto this bill.
Chan:  I don’t see this as setting a precedent, like the example our president used.  The spirit of this bill is educational; we want the students to go and bring their experiences back to us.  I’m assuming these are active people in their clubs, and I expect them to come back and teach us.  Supporting student organizations is in my job description.

Miguel:  I think comparing the fight for student rights to anti-choice and a trip to Florida to taking a trip to Disney World is ridiculous.  Would these people have gone to the Senate asking for money if they could have afforded this on their own?  I also think that it’s interesting that on a night when you have a presentation about getting freshmen involved, you veto a bill that aims to get students involved.  I feel that it’s contradictory.

Lee:  What should Liz have done, in light of the circumstances? 

Zwald:  What I came to talk about here is legal precedent.  We do have other resources here on campus that people can use to get funding.

Lee:  If this really was a legal issue that would set a terrible precedent, I would still vote not to override the veto.  I still have a lot of questions about viewpoint neutrality.

Laura:  I have a few things to say.  I think the unfortunate precedent you would be setting by vetoing this would be that students would no longer be able to trust the funding that they get from ASUCD.  That is really, really messed up.  I don’t really care particularly how bound you are by the three day procedure, but it is not ok for you to put someone in debt. I really want to bring attention to the language in this bill, because it is about education and gaining knowledge; this is not a political issue.  I take issue with the idea that there are two sides to the issue of modern slavery.  As a community, I’d like to think that there isn’t a question of this being a political issue.  There shouldn’t be discussion over whether or not ASUCD should support this.  I also wanted to address this little comment about students like Mark.  I really find that very problematic, and I wonder what it is about you, unlike all the students here, that makes you somehow more valid as a student than me.  I think that’s really fucked up.  I really encourage all the senators to overturn this veto.  This veto is retroactively deciding not to give people funds that they’ve already spent.  I think students should be able to trust the funds given to them from student government.
Raridon:  To contextualize, ASUCD was their last choice.  It is not easy for students to come here and get money.  To make students trust that they have the funding, to let them get on the plane, and then tell them that they no longer have the funding—those students are on financial aid.
Thongsavat:  I’m not trying to label any groups; I’m not trying to divide people, and the last thing I want to do is hurt peoples’ feelings.  Regardless of your political identity, in every political argument, you have to stand up for your political beliefs.

Laura:  I think that that was an acceptable comment; I feel that this has become very sexist and racialized.  

Williams:  This is a political issue.  There is some politics to this.  I can’t say that this issue affects every student on campus.  But at the end of the day, what issue doesn’t affect every student on campus?  I kind of draw the line at the edge of campus; I think we should focus our attention there.
Natalie:  I’m a friend of Liz’s.  I support this bill.  I think that you have said a lot of useful things already.  This is a bill to pay for travel expenses so that these people can get an education.  This is probably not a partisan issue, while it may be a political issue.  But it’s not an issue that enough people on this campus know about.  I know how much this issue means to Liz, and so the protesting involved is not really the protesting that’s happening in FL, it’s the activism to promote education on campus.  We need to trust that these people really do understand the gravity to take student funds to do this sort of thing.  This is not that partisan of an issue.  
Juarez:  Yes, we don’t have to support every resolution with monetary funds, but I feel that with this specific resolution passed last spring, the Senate made a commitment to take further action on this issue.  And I haven’t seen any other action being taken.  These students were seeking help to take that further action, seeking monetary help to attain education.  

Lee:  Honestly, we can do whatever the hell we want.  If we want to pass one resolution one week and another one the next week that says the opposite thing, we can.  I think this is more of a moral commitment.  We said that we support this cause, and then that cause came to us asking for help.  This means a lot to a community of students who have been doing work that benefits everyone but they’ve taken it on themselves.  What is the reason for not funding something considering we had a resolution?  There’s no legal commitment, but as a question of what should we do, I think that resolution does carry a lot of weight.

Juarez:  I don’t think that discouraging organizations from coming to us for funding is a precedent we want to set.  I think we can make decisions on a case-by-case basis.

Mark:  I was never trying to imply that my opinion was better than anybody else’s; I’m not trying to put down anyone’s view.  My viewpoint is saying I’m totally for improving labor rights, ending worker exploitation, but I think that should be done with funds outside of ASUCD, because with the budget cuts to our university, I feel that funds should be used for services that affect the majority of students.  There are so many different interest groups that are always here to represent workers.  I don’t feel that any of us are incapable of educating ourselves on these issues; I’d rather seen this money spent on Unitrans or other services.  

Chan:  When we send students to experience these things, we expect that they’ll come back, tell their friends, tell their club members about their experiences.

Mark:  In response to that, more education is always good, but education could be done without ASUCD money.  Firsthand experience is always best, but with our current budget, wouldn’t you want money being spent for general services, to the Bike Barn, to the CoHO?  Why is it political?  It just seems like its affecting a very disproportionate number of students.

Tanner:  I think that this is the sort of discussion that happens at the Senate Table all the time.  There are underserved, underrepresented communities that do need the dollars.  It doesn’t necessarily reflect with their numbers, but funding their needs will really enrich the community and the experience of everyone here.  That’s why it’s important to give money to the minority and not just the majority.

Romero:  I really don’t think this should be looked at as travel expenses.  The reason we passed a bill to buy a Panasonic camera was to aid our education.  There are multiple services that we give money to that don’t benefit the student body at large.  Activism is something that you have to go out and learn.  I’d rather set a precedent that makes students comfortable to come to us and ask for money.

Dietrich:  First, regarding the veto itself, people were talking about some kind of obligation to overrule the veto because they are already in Florida.  But under the ASUCD bylaws, the President is the final step that all bills must go through.  When these students left on their trip, the final step hadn’t been taken.  To say that we have some obligation to overrule the veto for that reason is essentially false.  Regarding viewpoint neutrality, I’m going to read a definition based on Supreme Court cases that are legally binding to ASUCD.  It says “… government actions must be taken in an evenhanded way…”  If we pay for travel expenses for this group, if any other group comes here next week and wants $500 to go wherever, you’d be obligated to fund them.  If you didn’t fund them, ASUCD would be legally liable.  We’re not the US government, and I know you are a political body, but you’re bound by laws outside of this room, laws that have consequences if you violate them.

Tanner:  I think that it’s a horrible precedent to set taking money away from students after it’s been promised.  I know that the President didn’t sign the bill, but this was an urgent bill. There should have been special consideration of this.  I don’t know where the problem happened, but we promised this money in an urgent manner.  It seemed a little shady that we’re not giving the money to them.  

Walz:  When you come to ASUCD Senate, it is a legislative process; you’re supposed to go to commissions, Senate, and the President.  Because this is a really complex issue, it might have been nice for it to go through the commissions.  Seeing it on Thursday, I felt that there was just so much more to this issue than we were able to consider in three hours.  We did say that we were going to give them the money, but because we did see it so fast, it was really hard.  The students do understand that the money’s not promised until Jack signs the bill.

Tanner:  I think that we weighed the benefits and repercussions to the students, and that’s what helped me make my decision.  

Zwald:  I’d like to thank everyone who came out and spoke tonight.  

Rombi:  I think this is a great cause for people to go and fight, but I don’t think that it is necessarily our job to pay for that.  Looking at the bill, we are paying for three people to go, so there were other people who were going without our support.  If they had gone through the process before and not made it urgent, the tickets would have been cheaper.  The President has to sign this before it’s official.  That’s something that everyone needs to keep in mind.  I think the idea of the education is great.  But there was also no plan set in the bill.  What about the rest of the students who want to know what’s going on?

Castillo-Ruiz:  I know that wasn’t part of the resolution, but I did speak to Quinten to set something up with OA.

Rombi:  However, that’s not in the bill, so they’re not bound to do anything.

Kerbavas:  ASUCD is bound by US law.  Just because a bill was legislatively passed by ASUCD doesn’t mean that it’s not still a legal liability.  I’m not a lawyer, but it’s my understanding that lawyers were consulted in this veto.  And I think that’s something that should be taken into consideration.

Lee:  If this is something that we’re going to be legally liable for, I’d like to know what exactly that means, because otherwise I feel that it’s just a vague threat.  Who was consulted?  What was their opinion?  The President vetoed the bill under a specific logic.

Ornelas:  I talked to four different attorneys.  I can’t tell you exactly what they said because they didn’t authorize it.  This is not illegal, but it does become a liability.  That’s what the attorney said.  

Lee:  I know what you’re saying in general; what I don’t understand is our particular situation.  Doesn’t this mean that if we deny funding for this, would we have to deny funding for something similar?  We’re going to set a precedent either way.

Kaitlin:  I’m personally offended by the fact that there’s this much debate about this issue, more debate than something like video podcasting.  This issue affects all of us here on campus.

Walz:  I have a little problem with the focus of this being activism.  I was an activist for over a year, I worked with CALPIRG.  I would have loved to go to so many conferences, but it always did come out of my own money.  I just don’t want that to be the issue, because to me, that can be done in California.  So I just don’t like that argument.

Kaitlin:  But I think a large part of it is that they’re working on an issue that affects all of us as students.

Walz:  Every student on this campus has an issue that they fight for.  I guess the issue is, is this something that the Senate wants to fund?  Last week we said yes.  I talked to Mark Champagne, and he said that if the Senate wants to use reserves for this, that’s not beyond our power.  I wasn’t aware of the legal precedent, but I also can’t help but relate it back to CALPIRG, when we were denied our funding.  
Thongsavat:  I do want to explain to Laura.  I sincerely apologize if my statements hurt you.  But that was not my intent.  As far as what I said about students like Mark, this is a small room of people.  We don’t serve communities, we don’t serve special interests.  We are supposed to help the student body in its holistic manner.  A lot of times we don’t get students who support or oppose a bill.  Did I imply gender?  Did I imply race?  No.  Why would I?  I had a conversation with Osahon regarding ethnic grads.  He said that he got involved in Senate because he didn’t like to see race and gender injected into a debate where it doesn’t belong, and I agree.  I talked about funding.

Lee:  I just want to know who on the Senate table feels comfortable with their understanding of viewpoint neutrality?  If we fund La Raza cultural days, does that mean we have to fund a white pride rally?  Does everyone feel comfortable voting on this based on their understanding of this concept?

Speaker:  Some people argue that we should vote yes on the bill because the students are already in Florida, and I don’t think that should be an issue at all.  That is not what the bill talks about, and that is not what you’re arguing about.  I also was hoping that someone could explain the legal ramifications of this.

Walz:  My understanding is that the bill itself isn’t the problem; the problem is that we as ASUCD are sending students to a rally and museum. Because it’s a political cause, we have to be obligated to fund other causes, other people who want to go to rallies for other causes.  If we don’t, that’s where we get into legal trouble.  This resolution itself isn’t against the law; it’s just the precedent that it sets.

Speaker:  Andre, I don’t think you’re going to get a definition of viewpoint neutrality; it depends on the person.  The student body voted for you to make that decision yourself.  You guys are people bringing in your own biases, and the people who voted for you know that.

Lee:  Honestly, if this comes to a vote today, I’m going to abstain, and I’d even prefer to table it.  I don’t know how much discretion I have.  The whole argument is that we are going to be legally bound not to fund similar things if we don’t fund this.  
Menovske motions to move into Senate Discussion.

Rombi objects.

With a 2-8-2 vote, the motion fails.

Menovske:  I think we’re just having another conversation like the one we had last week.  I think most people already know how they’re going to vote.

Matt:  As a member of the public, I will be highly appalled if you undercut these students who have gone on this trip and leave them stranded.  I think the Senate has made a decision, and I think this liability issue should have come up in the three-hour discussion last week.

Castillo-Ruiz:  Money to Unitrans and the Bike Barn is allocated at the beginning of the year, so they already have their cut.  Every student that eats tomatoes on this campus is affected by this.  

Speaker:  The reason why you all sit her for three hours because you don’t have guidelines about how money can and cannot be spent.  You can see through this already, that you are sitting here because you don’t have it clear.  SGAO; it’s the same thing, they don’t have guidelines.  If you already gave the money to someone, why are you going to take it back?  If you can justify spending $1000 on candy for Aggie Pack, there’s no reason why you can’t justify funding this.  As long as this is meeting the needs of students, you can use the money.  
Castillo-Ruiz:  Let’s keep this on the logic of the veto, which I think is not at all sound or valid.  We already talked about the merits of the bill.  

Raul:  I don’t give a fuck about all this bureaucratic shit.  We all have the privilege here to be arguing about this money that people in Florida do not.  They are still living in modern day slavery conditions.  That is who these people are going out to learn from.  As MECHhA of UC Davis, we decided to sponsor an individual to go attend this cause.  Many of you all don’t get it.  I’ve worked in the fields; I’ve picked peaches, plums, grapes, in shitty-ass conditions.  We are all here having the luxury of doing this.  People over there work in 100 degree weather.  They come back home, they don’t have any free time.  Besides all bullshit about it being legal or whatever, this is what concerns me as a student.  
Chan:  And I hope that the education that your club members get spreads out to the rest of the campus.  

Walz:  I agree with you; I believe you when you say the conditions are that bad.  We saw a Senate Bill a few weeks ago about wanting to fund a fundraiser for people in Haiti.  The reason it didn’t pass was because it was going to an outside organization and that not enough of it was coming back to the students.  I voted for both of these bills.  But a lot of the people here didn’t vote for that because it wasn’t something that they stood behind.  So what I’d like to see is a little more consistency.  I voted yes for that and I voted yes for this.

Raul:  This is just an injustice, not letting these people bring back education.  Senate is supposed to better the conditions on campus.  An injustice in Florida is an injustice to me here on campus.  I don’t give a fuck about the bureaucratic shit, it’s just about justice.

Ho:  I want to bring up what this was fiscally about.  This was also urgent.  In my opinion, they were kind of getting money last minute.  I know they were really passionate about this, but in my eyes, it just seemed like poor planning.  Why didn’t they apply to CFC a long time ago?  The people who just bought their tickets were acting in the last minute.  Also, I think one real big thing is that I want to get more commission chairs in on this issue.  Chairs, please talk about it.  

Raridon:  We went over this last week, but the reason this was urgent was that they got more money at the last minute.  They had to make last minute changes to ask us for less money.

Laura:  I actually really agree with what Andre is saying.  The veto is really poorly written; it doesn’t cite any specific laws or precedents.  I don’t think this is a forum for you to retroactively make guidelines about what you do and do not fund.  Pull it together and write guidelines, and don’t hold it against student groups.  I really feel so unnerved that this is being seen as a matter of political issue.  The idea of modern day slavery should not be an issue of politics; this is a human rights issue.  Debating whether or not this issue can become a political issue is not appropriate.  This is not a forum to set precedent.  The fact that you didn’t set these guidelines a long time ago is not acceptable.

Walz:  I made it a big point at the end of last meeting to set some guidelines, and since then, I’ve gone and talked to Mark.  He told me that there were no guidelines; that this money is for senators to spend on whatever they want.  It’s really hard to put guidelines on this when there are new senators every year.  That’s why it’s such a struggle, because there are no guidelines.  

Laura:  Then I would use your own words: the money is for senators to spend it on what they want.  Without any clear, legal writing or any citations from these lawyers, how do any of you know that he talked to any lawyers?  There’s no written proof, and no one came to talk to you guys.  You made your decision.

Raridon:  So, thank you Liz.  Mark Champagne said it was cool.  Somebody brought up posing this against the financial crisis.  To contextualize, ten minutes after we spent four hours discussing this bill, we spent ten minutes for a bill for $4,000 to install video podcasting, which also doesn’t affect all students.  I don’t know what lined up in Jack’s mind regarding the bylaws, but this certainly does make us look like assholes.  We need to remain accountable to our peers.  I’m also appalled that we’re blaming the students who fundraised so hard.  It seems like we’re blaming the victim.  
Mark:  I wasn’t planning on speaking again, but I’m confused as to how you can’t see this as a political issue.  Can you imagine if 4-H came to you to counter-protest this event in Florida?  If that was their viewpoint, I highly doubt you would have given them money.  I don’t doubt that these people aren’t struggling, but I think you’re voting for this because the viewpoint appeals to you.  If people want to attend this, they can do that on their own time, with their own money.  Why should my money that I paid to ASUCD pay for your ticket?  I want it to go to buildings, the CoHo, the buses, anything that’s going to help all the students. We should really try and be apolitical; don’t dip into the ASUCD coffers for these political purposes.  

Smith:  We should not be going back to what we discussed last Thursday.  We are here to discuss whether or not we want to override the veto.  There were people here last Thursday here to defend themselves, and they’re not here to do that now.  We fund ethnic grads, and I feel like we’re setting a precedent to twist everything into a political, divisive thing.  These people came to ECAC asking for $1300.  When they came to Senate, they asked for $580.
Raridon:  I would like to finish my point.  I want to talk about what I was saying earlier…
Witana:  You are out of order; you can’t finish your point on a deferment.  

Miguel:  This does affect the entire community.  Some students may not understand how these issues affect them.  The slavery going on in Florida does affect me personally.  

Thongsavat:  I would like to know how this affects you on a personal level.

Miguel:  The maltreatment of farm workers has dated back so far that my family members are affected daily by this lack of human treatment.  They are working so infinitely hard to provide something for their families.  These people are so underrepresented, so unheard, that their plights haven’t even reached you yet.  This is so relevant to humanity.  

Tanner:  Miguel, I want to thank you so much for sharing that.  And I feel that it was very inappropriate that you were asked to expose yourself in that way.  

Witana calls for a ten-minute break at 9:05 PM.
Lee:  Let’s all try to be better people.  We all are bound to Parliamentary Procedure.  I’m very angry, but I’m not going to disregard Parli-Pro and talk over other people.  
Lee motions to move into Senate Discussion.
No objections.
Senate Discussion:

Lee:  I’ve grappled with this all week.  There are a lot of students who feel very passionately for this, and a lot who feel passionately against it.  We discussed the merits of the bill last week.  This week, we’re here to debate what we think of the President’s logic for vetoing the bill.  I will give a deferment to anyone who thinks they understand what viewpoint discrimination is.  Because that is what the veto was based on, I don’t think any of us are qualified to vote on that.  I want to motion to table this bill.  Number one, I think it’s the responsible thing to do, because we don’t know what the hell we’re doing.  I don’t think anyone at this table really knows what their judgment is on the President’s veto.
Rombi:  If you table this bill, I can almost guarantee that we will have another discussion, at least an hour long, where we discuss the same things.  Waiting another week will probably make more people angry and not solve anything.

Lee motions to table the bill.

Rombi objects.

With a 4-7-1 vote, the motion fails.

Walz:  I think that ASUCD has set a lot of precedents in the past.  Part of the reason I went to Mark was to get some historical perspective.  We sent two engineers to Texas for $1000 to pick up an award.  We spent $1000 to give candy to Aggie Pack.  I think that the basis of the veto was something that could potentially happen maybe, but the chances of it happening are slim to none.  I’m sure ASUCD has passed something in the past that could get us into trouble.  My opinion is that it is not cause enough to veto this bill.
Ho:  I appreciate what Andre was trying to do.  I feel like there’s been a lot of discussion, but I think unless there’s any new insight, I think we should vote on this.
Ekhator:  If the President vetoed this just on the precedent of viewpoint neutrality, I would think of the possibility of viewpoint neutrality coming back to harm the Association.  It may be a reason not to vote on the bill, but it isn’t a reason to veto it.  

Ho:  That’s valid, but I’m sorry; I don’t think that’s the purpose of a deferment.  I appreciate what you’re saying.  

Shaikh:  Why some of the commission chairs might be a little quiet on this, this has to do with a veto.  And while it’s sad, that’s something that we’re powerless on.  

Arce:  I voted in support of this bill, but I do want to speak on what Andre said.  I do want to educate myself on this whole viewpoint neutrality thing; I want to know if there are legal issues that are going to come back to haunt us.  

Witana:  The issue at hand is really if the Senate does decide to override this, there may be a concern that we will receive a flood of requests for similar spending projects.  
Ekhator:  If by viewpoint neutrality, you mean what Previn said, the veto should be overridden.  The veto should be overridden easily, otherwise that will compromise any decisions we make in the future.  If this has already been passed before, then that explanation of viewpoint neutrality is not enough.  

Raridon:  We’re not lawyers, and neither is Jack.  I would urge y’all to put a critical eye to that.  We’re sort of going off this assumption that this may or may not get us into legal trouble, and we don’t actually know.  From what Previn is saying, I don’t think it really applies to this.  Recognize that if we’re going off of lofty legal text, we need to be critical of that.  

Arce:  You can look at the record; I voted yes on the bill.  But from what I see in front of me right now, the Association could be at risk.  For me to sit here and ponder on what I should do isn’t going back on my vote, it’s considering the risk to the Association.  I’m not discussing the merit of the bill.  

Ekhator:  I challenge you to not ever make decisions based on fear, but think about the logic and the reason behind it.  By what Previn said, I didn’t take from that a reason that was threatening enough to let the Senate be undermined.  

Lee:  I think that for us to vote on the veto, we have to know whether this can be interpreted broadly or narrowly.  I don’t think that fear of talking about this next week is a good reason not to table this bill.  This is a commitment we have to be reasonable and to assess all the facts.  
Lee motions to table Senate Bill #53.
Ekhator objects.

Ekhator:  I’m objecting just for the simple fact that it was vetoed because of viewpoint neutrality.  Even from what you just read, I didn’t hear anything that would push us to table this or not.  

With a 4-8-0 vote, the motion fails.

Lee:  I want to fund this, but I also want to be responsible.  I don’t want my abstention to defeat this bill.  But I don’t want my yes vote to possibly endanger the Association in the future.

Walz:  I just don’t think that this issue necessarily pertains to this bill.  I’m coming more to the conclusion that this isn’t a political issue.  I think that if we do vote to override this veto, we’re not being irresponsible because I think that if someone were to read the minutes, we didn’t define this as a political issue.  I think it’s our interpretation that matters, and that’s the way I’m going to vote.

Lee:  I urge the senators to table this, but I think I am going to vote for it.

Tanner:  I really agree with Osahon’s statements earlier.  I think that it’s really important to look within yourself and analyze why you’re voting the way you’re voting, and just be confident about that fact.  So, I think that right now we should vote on whether or not this veto has merit.

Tanner motions to override the veto of Senate Bill #53.

Rombi objects to overriding the veto.    

With 7-5 vote, the veto is upheld.

Tanner motions to move to Public Discussion.
No objections.
V.
Introduction of New Legislation 


Authored by: ROMBI

Co-authored by: Shotwell Tabke

Introduced by: Rombi

An ASUCD Senate Bill to allocate $4,808.00 from Capital Reserves to purchase a new binding machine for Campus Copies/Classical Notes.


Authored by:


TANNER





Co-authored by: 

Lee, Bollbach, Corona


Introduced by:


Tanner

Referred to: 


GASC





B&F

An ASUCD Senate Bill to allocate $30.00 from Senate Reserves to purchase 450 copies from Campus Copies of educational handbills about the discriminatory practices of blood drives as well as 50 petitions for students to sign that will be sent to the federal Food and Drug Administration.
Authored by: 

SASAKI

Co-authored by: 
Rombi, Bray

Introduced by:

Rombi
An ASUCD Resolution supporting an elimination of non-biodegradable plastic bags distributed on campus.

Authored by: 

SCHAEFER

Co-Authored by; 
Gibson

Introduced by: 

Ekhator

Referred to: 

EAC

A Senate Resolution in Support of Senate Bill 970
VII.
Public Announcements  

Tanner:  We will be tabling on the 20th and 21st at the ASUCD blood drives to raise awareness of the FDA’s discriminatory policy regarding blood donation.  This is an issue that is important to the campus.  There will be a bill to cover the cost of the educational materials.  

Chan:  May 11th is our ASUCD job fair on the MU patio.  All the commissions will be hiring; it will be a great time to recruit for jobs.  Quinten needs everyone to let him know how many tables he needs.  

Smith:  This week was ECAC’s Speak Up week.  Our last event is tomorrow, Unity in the Community, a smaller version of Pass the Plate.  It will be in the Art Annex, where we will also be showing a documentary.  This month is also Muslim Awareness Month.  MSA has events going on all month.
Juarez:  I finally got the Vermonster sheet for people to sign up.  We’re also thinking of putting on a pot luck/dance party/something else as a fundraiser for the students in Florida.  Let me know if you’re interested.

Percoco:  The candidate forum for City Council will be on May 12th.  We’d like the commissions to come up with questions to ask the candidates.  Also, I sent an email about the suggestions board questions.  
Moosavi:  Next week is Earth Week.  We have events Tuesday through Friday from 10:30 to 1:30.  We have a clothing exchange event.  Wednesday, we have a sustainable eating event and a paint a pot event.  Thursday, we have an environmental club fair, as well as a screening of The Cove at 7 PM.  On Friday we have a green partying event.  
Raridon:  GASC is hiring, which is super exciting.  We have a bunch of folks applying who are super awesome.  

Thongsavat:  Picnic Day is on Saturday.  The parade starts at 10:30 AM.  Most of the events are free.  If you want to help Joel and I, we’ll be organizing the floats behind Tercero.  
Juarez:  The SRRC is organizing a film series on gender and sexuality.  Next week they will be trying to cover all the underrepresented communities.  I’m pretty sure they start at 7.  

Williams:  Where?

Juarez:  It changes depending on the date, but I’ll send it out to the listserv.

Ekhator:  Next Saturday is the annual NPHC Step Show.  It’s a showcase of all the historical black fraternities on campus, who don’t have houses.  We have teams coming out from different areas of California.

Chen:  The Controller’s office will be hiring.  There’s also a couple of you who I haven’t met with yet, so please drop in.

Shaikh:  I was forwarded this memo from the course materials fee committee.  They did decide that the course materials fees would not be raised, but they did consider raising the cap.  

Speaker:  The Transgender Leadership Summit is coming up, May 14th-16th.  It’s the 5th annual summit, and it’s going to be hosted here in Freeborn and Olson.  It’s only $10 to register.  Monday after that is the 1st lobbying day in the capital.  The Transgender Law Center will be lobbying there.

Menovske motions to move into consideration of old legislation. 
VIII. Approval of Past Meeting’s Minutes 

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

X.
Unit Director Reports


A. 
Bike Barn 

XI.
Ex-Officio Reports 

A. 
Commission Chairs
Raridon:  
This week, GASC posted our positions that we are hiring for.  I met with Sheri Atkinson from the LGBTRC about funding Lavender Grad and the Queer Leadership Retreat.  I also tabled at the Feminist Film Festival for GASC and developed a structure for the Consent Workshop.  We co-sponsored the APIA’s Searchlight Directory.  We had another meeting to start preparing GASC’s budget for the budget hearings.  We generally had a great week. 
Percoco:

Music on the Green

EMTs for safeboats

CFC grants

Met with Hannah Kirshner, Jason Wong, and Erin Lebe

Questions for suggestion board
Shaikh:

Monday: Held office hours 1030-1230. Held AAC meeting. We selected 3 finalists for the Academic Excellence Awards from the college of biological sciences and college of agriculture and environmental science. 

Tuesday: Interviewed professors Ellen Lange and Rolfe Peterson for the awards ceremony. 

Wednesday: Got in touch with Andrea from CALPIRG about having the commission work with CALPIRG on textbook affordability. Will be meeting with her hopefully next week sometime. 

Wednesday: got in touch with creative media about a project I had them working on.
Williams:


This week I did stuff.

Cano:


-Held office hours as usual


-M: IAC, two hours of office hours


-T: One hour of office hours


-W: One hour of office hours


-TH: Tutored 3rd graders and will hold office hours 10-1 PM on Friday

Smith:


-Held office hours


-Saw two funding proposals: ESA and NCNW.

-Senators Juarez, Castillo-Ruiz, Romero, Tanner, and Thongsavat attended.


-Saw Senator Romero’s bill for La Raza Cultural Day (passed 9-0-0).


-Decided on alternate funding proposal weeks.

-Commissioners Carla Warda and Lauren Corcias will be attending Tim Wise’s seminar on institutionalized racism.  


-SPEAK UP is all this week!


-Attended OA

B. 
Outreach Assembly Speaker 
Chan:  
I’m Justin.  Quinten couldn’t be here because he had a job interview for a management position.  Our sports and recreation and culture representatives resigned this week, and those positions are posted online.  OA is looking for nominations for Club of the Year.  I’d also like to thank all the senators and chairs who came to our OA convention last week.  We might be having another one soon.   
C. 
ASUCD Controller
Chen:  
I went to B&F and EPPC, finally.  I went to the OA convention, which was great.  I held a ton of office hours, and I am currently looking for money in the budget and ways to cut wasteful spending.  We’re hoping to make responsible cuts.  Commissions and Entertainment Council are also getting an increase.  Passion Pit was an amazing concert.  
XII.
Elected Officer Reports 

A. President

B. Vice President
Witana:  

Saturday- Sat on student regent selection committee in Berkley, Ca; Ran 23 laps for Relay for life

Monday- Held office hours at the LGTBRC

Wed: Sat on the chancellor's recruitment advisory board.
C. ASUCD Senators
Castillo-Ruiz:


-Held Office Hours
-Attended B&F

-Attended ECAC

-Scheduled meetings with SEA Grad, Lavender Grad, and AS Papers for next week

-Briefly attended student sit-in at Mrak Hall
-Attended Outreach Assembly Convention
Ho:


met with levi to discuss edible campus

met with manny from calpirg to discuss their opt in fee increase 

met with ec and allison to discuss/get the expendables

went to business and finance

went to eppc to discuss the edible campus once again

went to passion pit

held office hours

met with ec adam and his interns about future plans for a large scale concert held in Aggie Stadium

Juarez:

· Held office hours Tuesday and Thursday

· Met with Jacob, to talk about some plans CALPIRG would like support for from Senate

· Met with Senator Tanner and Nathan from Student Housing to talk about MSM tabling during blood drives on campus
· Met with IAC representative and controller to discuss Cal Aggie Camp’s Long-Range Plan

· Went to Business and Finance Commission

· Went to the Outreach Assembly Convention

· Worked on Senate Bill #52 with Senator Romero

· Met with controller and Senator Tanner to talk about some budget lines

· Went to Ethnic and Cultural Affairs Commission on Monday

Lee:

This week I held office hours Monday and Wednesday.  

On Monday I met with Dominick from Student Housing and Sabrina from Outreach Assembly to finalize the powerpoint presentation for freshman involvement.  I worked with Alison Tanner to discuss plans for a MSM activism table at the upcoming blood drive.  

On Tuesday I went to EPPC and finalized plans for Delta Delta Delta sorority's philanthropy event, which will be zero-waste next week because of a grant from EPPC. I also went to B&F to discuss the Cultural Days bill. On Wednesday I went to the OA convention and discussed some issues for OA next year.  I also met with Amelia from HEP and Brett Burns from Campus Unions to discuss a health and wellness lounge. On Thursday, I met with Mark Champagne, Alex Park, and Jan Carmykl to discuss a ownership transfer for the UCD Mobile application.

Menovske:

Friday 4/9:

Held my office hours 10-1

Met with the bookstore to get an update on the rental program progress.

Monday 4/12:

Gave a presentation to the Geology Department about getting faculty support for the Rental Program; got 13 professors to sign the letter of support.

Met with Senator Don Ho and discussed writing legislation for the purchase of fruit trees.

Met with CALPIRG forest campaign to get an update on their progress with Campus Grounds.

Wednesday 4/14:

Held my office hours 1-2 

Thursday 4/15:

Held office hours at the ARC 1-3
Romero:

-Office Hours Monday and Wednesday 12-2:00 pm

-Attended Ethnic and Cultural Affairs Commission Meeting

             Senate Bill #51 Supported and Recommended   =)

-Attended Business and Finance Commission Meeting

             Senate Bill #51 Tabled for Next meeting

-Met with co-authors to work on Bill more

Tanner:

On Friday 3/9 I met with my Legislative Interns at 10:30.  I then attended the first planning meeting for the Womyn's Leadership Conference at 12 at the CCC.  At 1 I met with members of GASC to discuss next years budget.  At 1:30 I met with Mark Champagne to discuss possible sexual harassment training for employees of ASUCD.  At 3:30 I met with my Programmatic Interns.

I held office hours on Monday from 10-12.  During this time I met with Entertainment Council and Don Ho.  At 3 I met with Johnathen Duran from the CCC to discuss a community mural project.  I attended ECAC that evening.

On Tuesday I held office hours at the LGBTRC from 10:30-11:30.  I participated in the Picnic Day Pre-Week Cupcake Eating Contest at 12. I attended GASC at 4:30.   At 6 I held a meeting about tabling at the blood drive with members of the public.  I attended B&F at 7.

On Wednesday I attended an Interviewing Skills workshop at 12.  I met with my leg interns at 1 and wrote a bill.  I met with Nathan Moses of student housing at 2.  At 3 I went to the OA Convention.  I attended a PEACE meeting at 6.  Then I went to the Passion Pit concert.

At 10:30 this morning I met with Sarah, the new hire at CVPP to orient her with the campus and ASUCD.  I met with my program interns at 3:30.  I then attended a Microcosm Publishing event at 4:30.
Walz:

On Saturday night I attended Relay for Life for two hours.  On Monday I held my office hours from 10-12 in the Senate Office.  I researched the budget and other things for my senate project.  On Tuesday I had a meeting with Mark Champagne to talk about the previous week’s meeting and the ASUCD budget.  I also attended the GASC meeting and learned about a lot of the great things that the commission is doing, including a lot of really cool co-sponsorships.  On Wednesday I held my office hours from 10-12 in King’s Lounge.
Rombi:
On Friday 4/9 I met with Project Compost to go over their budget. I also attended the Womyn's Leadership Retreat planning meeting in which we came up with themes, goals, and dates of this retreat. Later that night I went Salsa dancing to support the Chicano/a, Latino/a Graduation.

On Monday 4/12 I met with Rudy to go over a plan for Campus Copies/Classical Notes. We were able to finalize a contract with the Education Abroad Center to allow CC/CN to do all of the readers for the summer abroad program. I was also interviewed for AGTV about the composting. I met will Chelsea from CC/CN to go over what type of binding machine they would need and wrote a bill for one. I also met with a few girls to write a resolution regarding banning non biodegradable plastic bags. I held my office hours from 4-5.

On Tuesday 4/13 I participated in the Picnic Day Pre-week Cupcake Eating Contest with Alison. I also met with Mark Champagne to discuss pro-temp duties regarding hiring committees. I held my office hours from 12-2.

On Wednesday 4/14 I attended the OA Convention where we talked about a lot of options for OA and some of our hopes for what OA can do in the future. I also went to the Passion Pit concert. 

On Thursday 4/15 I helped out at the Meet and Greet with our Davis and UC Davis Police Department that was put on by Student Police Relations. I held my office hours from 12-2.
SENATE OFFICE HOURS

Week of Monday, 4/5 to Friday, 4/9

Presented on Thursday, 4/15

Senators (4 hours required)

	Name
	Total hours recorded
	Dates/times recorded

	Abrham Castillo-Ruiz
	4
	M 4/5 10-12

W 4/7 10-12

	Adam Thongsavat
	3
	T 4/6 2-4

R 4/8 2-3

	Alison Tanner
	4
	M 4/5 10-12

T 4/6 11-1

	Andre Lee
	6
	M 4/5 10:30-2:30

W 4/7 10:30-12:30

	Bree Rombi
	6
	M 4/5 4-5

T 4/6 12-2
W 4/7 1130-12
R 4/8 12-2, 5-6

	Don Ho
	4
	M 4/5 11-1

R 4/8 4-6

	Joel Juarez
	4
	T 4/6 11-1

R 4/8 12-2

	Levi Menovske
	2
	W 4/7 1-3

	Liz Walz
	4
	M 4/5 10-12
W 4/7 1-3

	Osahon Ekhator
	0
	N/A

	Ozzy Arce
	4
	M 4/5 11-1
W 4/7 11-1

	Selisa Romero
	4
	M 4/5 12-2

W 4/7 12-2


Chairs & Speaker (4 hours required)

	Name
	Total hours recorded
	Dates/times recorded

	Amaan Shaikh
	2
	M 4/5 10-12

	Sergio Cano
	
	

	Dana Percoco
	5.5
	M 4/5 10:30-12

T 4/6 4-5 

R 4/8 1-2, 4-6

	Darwin Moosavi
	2
	M 4/5 12-1

W 4/7 1-2

	Jasmine Smith
	3.5
	M 4/5 12-1

W 1-2
R 4/8 12-1:30

	Jeff Williams
	6
	T 4/6 12-3
R 4/8 12-3

	Sarah Raridon
	4
	M 4/5 12-2
W 4/5 12-2

	Quinten Voyce
	2
	R 4/8 1-3


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

XIV.  
Consideration of Old Legislation


A.
SB#52
IAC (Cano)

Cano:  I looked in the bylaws, and this section was completely missing.  My commission saw this on Monday.  Overall, they liked having procedures for Senate representatives to this committee.  
Senate Discussion:

Rombi motions to call Senate Bill #52 to question.
Juarez objects.

Tanner motions to amend Senate Bill #52.
No objections.

Tanner calls Senate Bill #52 to question.

No objections to passing.

XV. 
Other Business

XVI. 
Public Discussion

Tanner:  Something came up earlier that I really had a problem with: people trying to speak for others.  When Osahon was gone earlier, people tried to say what they thought he would think about this.  And that’s not fair; you can never really know.  Lately, we have been speaking for others when they’re out of the room.  I want to feel respected by this table when I’m talking.  I don’t feel very respected right now, and that’s not okay.
Natalie:  I think that you set a precedent no matter how you voted, and I’m disappointed.  I think viewpoint neutrality is a confusing issue, but this was not a political or religious issue.  In the future, if I was in your position, that is what I would try and use to decide.
Walz:  I want to apologize to Alison.  I want to bring up the fact that from here on out we need to be professional.  I think we need to sit in our seats, and I’m saying this as a critique to myself as well.  And I don’t think that people who aren’t supposed to be sitting at the table should be sitting at the table.  And I also think that when you’re time’s up, you need to stop speaking.  You can motion to suspend Roberts’ Rules if you need to.  But I think it’s really important that we abide by all the rules that are here, because they’re here for a reason.  To me, Sarah was being a little distracting, because you were walking around and talking to people.  But I’m saying it as a critique to myself as well.  I want to see if there’s a consensus among the table about whether or not we want to adhere to these rules.
Raridon:  I’m going to do whatever I need to do to take care of my mental health and well being.  I leave when I need to take a moment for myself.  If I need to take a moment to collect myself, I’m going to do that.  I’m going to leave when I want.  I am participating, and that’s how I best participating.  Being in this room is a trigger for me.  And fighting these battles is very hard for me, so I’m going to do whatever it takes.
Ekhator:  I hope we realize what we just did.  A veto, whatever way you put it, is not a good thing.  A veto is insulting.  It could be for the best interests, but a veto is in essence a vote of no-confidence in our decision.  It is literally saying that I’m going back on my decision.  
Juarez:  We talked about precedent, and I feel that this is going to be hanging over our heads for every future bill.  Precedents have already been set.  Anyone can go back on the bills that we’ve passed and sue us for viewpoint neutrality.  Also, to say that certain people can or can not sit with us at the table sets up a weird power dynamics.  Who are we to say that we’re the only ones who can sit here?  
Cano:  Yes, everything you guys vote on, anyone can sue based on anything.  We’re from California; we’re sue-happy.  The legal precedent that you set basically implies that this is more of a political issue.  I didn’t want it to be more of a political issue personally.  

Thongsavat:  When I was referencing Osahon, I was referencing a talk we had earlier in the Senate office.  When things get nasty, he’s the first one to speak up against that.  In regards to the comments I made last week during public discussion, I did have problems with etiquette, which were addressed.  It says in the minutes that I wished she was here so that I could speak to her personally.  Back to what happened earlier, I really do apologize if I was out of line with Parliamentary Procedure, but it really does bother me that Raul was trying to get a point across, but I was just trying to calm things down.  Moments like that make my wonder why I did run for Senate in the first place.  We talk a lot about mutual respect and equality—just because a person has an opinion that’s different that yours doesn’t make them a bad person.  

Ekhator:  We don’t hate each other.  We disagree on viewpoints, but at the end of the day, I feel like we’re pretty unified by a common cause.  Why can’t we be friends?

Speaker:  I’m really sad that that happened.  I went out there and I ran into Jack Zwald, and I asked him to explain his idea.  He didn’t know what he was talking about.  He told me he needed his notes.  He actually agreed that it would be better to table it.  I want to encourage you all to go to the fundraiser that MEChA will likely be holding to support these individuals.  He just spat this crap out of his mouth; he did not know what he was talking about at all.  

Raridon:  So, I’m feeling rather personally attacked.  If you have something you’d like to speak to me about, I’d invite you to do it in a professional way, face to face.  That being said, I’m not surprised.

Rombi:  I think we’re all adults.  I think we should all try and act that way.  

Menovske:  A long time ago I wrote a bill for a dodge-ball fundraiser.  We didn’t get funding from the Senate, but we did go to commission and get the funding.  The event is happening soon; I’m going to pass around a sign-up sheet.  

Juarez:  I also don’t want to invalidate the real raw emotions that happen at the Senate table.  Sometimes that anger does build up.  We dismiss a lot of those emotions that do happen, and then we apologize.  But the apology is followed by a “but”, which is not ok.  I’m going to own-up to the fucked up shit that I say.  

Rombi motions to move into public announcements.

No objections. 

Rombi:  I talked to Dominick, and we’re not allowed to do the public meeting in Thompson main.  So, we can either do it in Reagan main or back in Tercero.  

Chen:  The last public meeting we had was in Tercero, so I think it’s time to have it in Segundo.

Arce:  I don’t know if any of you have been in Reagan, but it’s smaller.  I think we should have it back in Tercero.

Arce:  Two weekends from now, Adam and I are going to be cleaning up the Senate office.  

Cano:  I want to talk to people who are interested in defining Senate projects.  Please come talk to me during my office hours.  

Juarez:  I really want to get an idea of seeing who’s interested in helping out with the first aid kit.  Should we have a box here in the Senate office?  

Menovske:  I’d be willing to organize a table in the quad.  

Percoco:  You should talk to different EMT services and hospitals to see if they will donate.  
Juarez motions to adjourn at 11:10 PM.

No objections.

XVII.
Any Other Business

XVIII.
Adjournment


Meeting is adjourned at 11:10 PM.
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