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ASUCD SENATE AGENDA

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS

6:10, Mee Room
February 18, 2010

I.
Call to Order 


Meeting is called to order at 6:11 PM.

II.
Quorum Roll Call

Absent:  Yani, Moosavi, Raridon (arrived late)
III. Presentations
IV. Appointments/Confirmations

A. Internal Affairs Commission—Fatima Salman (alternate)
Hartstein:  We interviewed Fatima on Friday, and we were very impressed with her experience.  She has a wealth of knowledge about ASUCD, and we look forward to working with her.
Lee:  Amy said you had a wealth of knowledge; have you been in any other part of ASUCD?

Salman:  Last winter and spring quarter, I interned under the historian, working on old archives in the basement of the library.

Menovske:  What is your favorite bylaw?

Salman:  The order of business bylaw; it keeps meeting organized and its very coherent.
IV.  
Status of Legislation Previously Passed 


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


Authored by: 

CANO

Co-authored by: 
Abergel, Bray, Jabusch, Klein

Introduced by: 

Witana

Referred to:

Business and Finance Commission





Internal Affairs Commission





Environmental Policy and Planning Commission
An ASUCD Senate Bill to implement the Long-Range Plan for Campus Center for the Environment.
Authored by: 

CHATHAM

Introduced by: 

Massoudi

Referred to:

Business and Finance Commission




Academic Affairs Commission

An ASUCD Senate Bill to allocate $4,000 from Capital Reserves to establish a video podcasting system in Chemistry 194.

VI.
Public Discussion 

VII.
Public Announcements  

Percoco:  The first Hottie-Hot-Hot Award goes to Amy Hartstein, who won the highest bid at the date auction.  The second one goes to Trevor Taylor:  you speak passionately but calmly at the table, you’ve written a lot of legislation, and we all appreciate that.  Thank you and we will miss you. 
Lee:  Based on the feedback that we got from last week, the public Senate meeting for the quarter will now be on March 4th in Tercero Main.  I’m going to be making a Facebook group; please add as many people as possible.  Also, Me, Chris, and Amaan met with the guys who invented the iPhone app; he’s going to be here next week to give a brief talk.  I’d like to get ASUCD and the Senate involved in this project because he is going to graduate soon.  

No objections to holding the meeting on March 4th in Tercero Main.

Smith:  This Monday will be the PEACE training that will be held during the ECAC meeting.  Refreshments will be provided.  SPEAK UP will also be the week of April 11th.

Hartstein:  The legislation writing clinic will be March 1st before our usual meeting.  The election results will be announced tomorrow.  

Shaikh:  Tuesday is the Last Lecture Series.  We’re going to be having it in Griffin.  There may or may not be food.  The topic is “Doing or Dreaming: A Goal-Keeper Turns to Drink”.  Please publicize this event.  It’s at 7:10 PM.  

Dietrich:  Our elections are still happening, and if you haven’t voted yet, go online and let your voice be heard.

Percoco:  Safe Boats is selling wristbands for $1 each as a fundraiser.  

Voyce:  I misspoke in the email I sent out earlier; the fry-bread fundraiser is this Friday, not today.  It’s really delicious, and located on 4th and A.  There will be a banner outside.  It’s called Frybread Extravaganza II.  

Taylor:  Greek Awards Night is Monday, February 22nd.  It will recognize specific chapters for scholarship, community involvement, etc.  

Menovske:  Last Senate meeting I mentioned the lot of land that we got to plant trees in.  On Sunday, the 28th, there will be a fundraiser event at Jamba Juice to help us buy the trees.

Rouhafza:  We have a tennis match on Sunday at 11 AM, if it doesn’t rain.  You should come out and support your fellow Aggies.  
VIII. 
Approval of Past Meeting’s Minutes 


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

A. KDVS—Kevin Corrigan

I’m the general director of KDVS.  I’m here to speak in support of the resolution that you will be seeing tonight in support of our new tower.  Our new broadcasting facility was approved after three years.  Currently, our tower is on top of Kerr Hall; moving it to north Davis would reduce interference and make our signal much stronger in Sacramento due to a greater height.  We currently don’t have a place to build this tower.  We are working with another company currently seeking to construct a tower in south Davis.  We are hoping to get your approval so that our efforts to build a tower in the South Davis site will be easily transferred to the north Davis site.  We are waiting on permits from the local governmental authorities, and this resolution just states that ASUCD is in support of the project.  Also, our news department is doing well; we’re producing a new story pretty much every day.  We’ve put out our ninth record release in the fall, and our tenth will be coming out in April.  It will be the first KDVS recording that was completely manufactured within our own studio.  We’ll be having our fundraiser this April, where we are aiming to raise about half of our budget, $60,000.  

Massoudi:  In terms of moving your antenna in the middle of nowhere, does that change your operations at all?

Corrigan:  No, it doesn’t.  All we have to do is move our equipment from Kerr into the field.  We will simply have to adjust some equipment on the 5th floor of the MU to be pointed towards the new tower.  The fee we will have to pay to use the tower will be only nominal, probably $1 per year.  We will only be responsible for paying for our own electricity, which will cost the same, if not less, than we’re paying currently.  

Lee:  How likely is it that it will actually get put into the location you want?

Corrigan:  From the people I’ve talked to, this is probably the closest we’ve been for a decade and a half.  We actually have the FCC application completed, which took three years.  I’m pretty confident that in two years we will have moved the tower.

Massoudi:  Can you tell me a little more about the KDVS label?

Corrigan:  It’s budgeted about $3,000 per year.  We are working with Creative Media on starting a web store.  Currently, it roughly breaks even every year.  We are hoping that as our catalogue increases, it will be able to make more money.  It’s one of the better experiences and opportunities for people involved in KDVS.   

Taylor:  The actual application for the south Davis tower is still under consideration by City Hall?

Corrigan:  Yes, they’ll make their decision in late March or early April.  There is already a communications tower out in north Davis near the landfill, so there will be a smaller impact on the local community.  We’re directing most of our efforts toward the planning commission currently.  

Hartstein:  In my talks with the current and past controllers, it’s always been my understanding that electricity is more expensive off campus than on campus.

Corrigan:  The company that owns the tower will be giving us a discount.  We haven’t made any legal agreements yet, but my talks with their staff have led me to believe it will be very low.  


Hartstein:  So you’re basically acting as a tax ride-off for them?

Corrigan:  Yes.  They are saving more money by offering us the service.

Lee:  Let us know what we can do to help with the publicity.
Corrigan:  Yeah, we’re working with AGTV to make videos too.
X.
Ex-Officio Reports 
A. 
Commission Chairs
Smith:  
· Held Office Hours last week

· Last minute details for ECAC program Davis Comedy Jam

· Had ECAC Collaborative program “Davis Comedy Jam” with Entertainment Council, Comedy and Conscious, BSU, and ESA on Thursday February 11, 2010.

· Featured comics Kamau Bell and hosted by Janine Brito. Hari Kondabolu couldn’t make it out due to weather issues in new York so we had to substitute last minute for a San Francisco based comic.

· Also sold tickets for Single Awareness night at the door and took donations for Haiti (raised $60-something dollars)

· No meeting due to Holiday and quorum scheduling conflicts for Tuesday and Wednesday

· Confirmed P.E.A.C.E Training still on for this Monday February 22, 2010 from 8:00pm-9:15pm (approx) during ECAC Commission meeting in Garrison Room

· Will be ran be Anreeka Patel

· Also scheduled to have Professor Bruce Haynes, who is a sociology professor come to ECAC Commission meeting on February 29, 2010 to talk about issues with diversity in Post-Grad programs as promised by the Chancellor

· Held office Hours today from 12-1:30 PM in Senate and from 3-4:30 PM in Cross Cultural Center, and will be holding office hours tomorrow from 12-1 PM

· I VOTED (
· Also, the funding guidelines for ECAC are finally up on the website.
Williams:  This Monday, I enjoyed my holiday.  Tuesday, we held our meeting and talked about a couple of bills.  Yesterday I held my office hours and got my commission members new placards because they keep losing them.

Hartstein:

Friday: 
Held interviews for alternates. Thanks to Sergio, Bree, Don, and Jeff for sitting on those. We are excited to welcome Fatima to the Commission and look forward to working with her!

Tuesday: 
Took a midterm. Held Office Hours from 1:30-3:00pm. Held IAC Meeting at 6:10 in the Fielder Room. Tabled SB#38, passed SB#39 after amending it, discussed Senator Gold’s legislation at length, and suggested many improvements.

Wednesday: 
Got paid. Posted the position of Chair, which will be up until March 4th. Attended the Outreach Assembly meeting to talk about IAC and what we do. Strongly urged them to attend and publicize the Legislation Writing Clinic. 

Thursday: 
Held Office Hours from 1:30-3:00pm and 5:00-6:00pm. Tried to get frybread but it turns out it is tomorrow. Voted. 

This quarter’s Legislation Writing Clinic will be on Monday, march 1st at 5:10pm in the Garrison Room. Please advertise it to your Commissions and communities. Also please let anyone who you think may be interested (and qualified) for the position of Chair know that the posting is up. Lastly, I was purchased for 160 dollars on Single’s Awareness Night and look forward to my date with Mr. Jeremy Koo.

Percoco:

Thursday: Was auctioned off at the Date Auction for $92.

Tuesday: Got into UCDC!!!!!! Went to the IAC Meeting, Held EAC meeting. Had an office hour. 

Wednesday: Went to Student Police Relations Meeting. Enough people didn't show up, but we are going to start planning a water safety event. Volunteered for elections committee. Held two office hours.

Thursday: Held Office hours. Made the Hottie Hot Hot award.

Safe Boats: We got the wrist bands! So you can buy them for $1 and they are really cool and say "I'll Survive HB2K10. We are having a fundraiser this Monday at Greek Awards Night. We gave each Fraternity and Sorority a water bottle and asked them to fill it with dimes and bring it to Greek Awards as an entrance fee. We will also be selling wristbands there and doing a coin drive. We are having a Yogurt Shack fundraiser on Monday March 1st from 6-10pm, and an Uncle Vito's fundraiser on March 9th. 

Music on the Green: You should see a poll online sometime next week. 

Art: we are trying to figure out how to get more art on campus.

Shaikh:  Weds- Attended OA meeting to present. Met with creative media for LLS fliers and publicity. 

Thurs- Created Facebook group for Last Lecture Series, Met with Joe about Vodcasting. Collected applications.

Raridon:  I missed you last week, so I’ll have to catch you up.  I held office hours on last Monday and Wednesday, and yesterday.  Gen Sex Week was a great success, and we had great attendance for the Vagina Monologues.  At our meeting, we saw Resolution #14 and passed it with amendments.  This weekend is the Western Regional LGBTQQIA Conference.  I also voted this week.
B. 
Outreach Assembly Speaker 
Voyce:  

Thursday I went to the Single's Awareness Night.

I sent out the second events email, hopefully it was useful.

I reserved the room for The Leadership Fair which will be March 10th in the East Conference room from 7-9pm.

Wednesday I trained OA's new Social Sports and Recreation member.

Thanks to Jessica, Amaan, Amy, and Andre for presenting at OA about their commissions and about senate.  It continues to be a useful tool for my members. I look forward to the other commissions and units coming to speak.  If you haven't presented yet, please let me know what week would be best.

Wednesday I voted. 

Religion position has two applicants, again if you want to be part of those interviews, let me know, otherwise I'll just go off my availability and we'll hunt y'all down.  

Science and Engineering is still up for applicants.  Spread the word.
C. 
ASUCD Controller

XI.
Elected Officer Reports 
A. President
B. Vice President
Dietrich:   This week I: 

· Held office hours from 2-4 on Wednesday, and will hold make up office hours tomorrow. 

· Attended the "Uncovering Whiteness" event on Tuesday. 

· Worked with the Elections Committee to promote ASUCD elections. 

· Prepared materials for next week's Senator transitions. 

· Met with Anne Myler from CSI to discuss ASUCD's involvement in the Buzz. 

· Worked on preparing training materails for the next Vice President. 
C. ASUCD Senators
Castillo-Ruiz:  

-Held Office Hours on Wednesday from 12pm-4pm.
-Attended GASC Meeting on Tuesday.
-Sent e-mails to Dean Jesse Owens to set up a meeting regarding Chicana/o Studies Department.
-Sent e-mail to Financial Aid Department to meet next week regarding an AB540 Support Network for Students.
-Met with concerned students to outline a plan to follow up on last year's ASUCD Resolution to support the CIW and denounce the unjust labor practices of Sodexo.
Clemente: 
I did not attend commission meeting this week. I apologize, it's my midterm week and I was not able to attend commission, I will attend two next week. 

I held office hours on Wednesday.

Attended APCW Meeting. Briefly attended "uncovering whiteness" program. I was glad to see some ASUCD officials there. 

An architect from the new community center emailed me concerning the new 24 hour room. They will provide additional information regarding new lighting controls for the new facility. The controls will change with the daylight, so as to save energy. More details to follow.

Declined a request for a date auction for the Haiti relief concert. I though it was problematic, reminiscent of the human trafficking trade. The have since scrapped the idea of auctioning people all together. 

Authored two pieces of legislation, considering whether to present to the floor soon.

 I voted on Wednesday, and I attended the Vagina Monologues.  

Ho:


This Week has been a productive and fun week.

Starting last Friday I sat on IAC Alternate interviews. On Monday, I met with Tim Kerbazaz, the Production Coordinator for EC to discuss and write a bill the additional components they need other than a projector.  On Tuesday, I went to B&F to defend the bill as well as check out what other legislation was going on. Today, Thursday, I was able to hold office hours and volunteer for the elections.

In other news I was accepted into UCDC.
Juarez:

Office Hours:
Tuesday 4-6 pm
Thursday 11-12 pm and 5-6 pm

Commissions Attended:
Environmental Policy and Planning Commission

Report:
*Attended the Singles Awareness Night last Thursday and enjoyed seeing everyone get auctioned off, as well as some bonding with folks on the dance floor. 

*Ended Financial Aid Awareness Week and had great turn-outs at all the different workshops and events we had throughout the week.

*Set up a meeting with Rachel de los Reyes to work on a resource binder to help with the planning of similar events in the future, in hopes of making it an annual event.

*Set up a meeting with Jeysree Ramachandran for the Cal Aggie Camp Long Range Plan.

*Attended the Uncovering Whiteness workshop put on by the Cross Cultural Center and it was nice to see other ASUCD folks there. 

*I voted! 
Lee:

Monday I did not hold my office hours because of the President's Day holiday. 

Wednesday I met with Sunny Dhillon, an engineering student who created the iPhone UC Davis App. He agreed to give senate a presentation on his work so far, and what he needs to expand the project. We discussed the possibility of a UC Davis App committee formed of students interested in helping with datamining and direction of the project. 

Wednesday I met with Amelia Goodfellow, HEP wellness intern, regarding a resolution in support of the HEP Nap-In to be held in March. I also reserved Tercero Main for our public meeting on March 4.

Wednesday I went to Outreach Assembly to discuss Senate and answer questions about what Senate can work on with different organizations on campus. 

Wednesday night I spoke with the philanthropy chair of Alpha Phi to follow up on how their zero-waste event went; they said it went very well and are going to use it for all their events in the future. I am working on getting Delta Gamma and Chi Omega to adopt the zero waste kits for their upcoming events. 

Next week I plan to go to Greek Advisory Board to discuss a greek community-wide initiative to turn philanthropy events zero-waste. I also plan to introduce a resolution in support of HEP's Nap-In workshop. I also plan to contact my units re: their senate reports. 

Massoudi:  

- Thursday - Attended an Academic Technology Services tour, where they showcased Vodcasting capabilities that will soon be implemented in a "test-run" format throughout the campus.

-Tuesday - Held office hours from 1:30 - 3:00

-Wednesday - Held Office hours from 5:00-6:00

-Thursday - Met with Joe Chathma to discuss a bill that would put ASUCD support, alongside Academic Technology Services, King Law School, and the UC Davis Registrar, into installing a trial Vodcasting system in Chem 194. Also held office hours from 1:30-3:00.

Menovske:


Tuesday 2/16: 

Attended my senate office hours.

                             

Registered for classes

Wednesday 2/17: Met with my senate interns and got updates on their assignments, also gave new assignments to the ones who finished theirs.

Thursday 2/18:  Attended office hours (4-6) instead of (12-2)

**Brainstormed ideas to make tipsy taxi more effective

**Set up several fund-raiser to raise money to purchase fruit trees for the ground granted to us in Tercero.

**Attended a conference call with student leaders across the state to discuss cal grant issues amd student fees.

**Attended Singles Awareness Night

**Set up a meeting with the new CAC director

**I voted

Rombi:


On Friday February 12, I held my office hours from 10-12. I also participated in the IAC interviews. 


I was out of town from Friday evening to Tuesday evening so I was unable to attend a commission meeting but I will be going to two next week.


On Wednesday, February 17, I voted and signed up for classes for spring quarter. I also held office hours from 1-2 and 4-5. I also met with Rudy Ornelas to set up a meeting with Robert Powell of the Academic Senate to further my reader platform goal.


On Thursday, February 18, I volunteered for elections committee from 12-2. I also contacted all of my units to have them come to Senate and give their Unit Director Reports.
Rouhafza:

(Relatively slow week due to holiday weekend, midterm/paper, birthday, and tennis)

I emailed various clubs regarding my multicultural dance, but have yet to receive responses.

I will be getting in touch with OA to get more club participation.

I met with Adam Darbonne of Aggie Pack.

I met with Student Athlete Advisory Committee officials.

I did not attend commissions on Tuesday, but I will be attending all commissions next week.

I will be holding all my office hours on Friday of this week.

I voted!

And it is my birthday!! 21!!
Taylor:  This week I held office hours on Wednesday from 430-6pm and Thursday 430-6pm. I attended the Cross cultural centers’ presentation on white privilege on Wednesday. I met with the associate director of CSI Anne Myler about Safe Boats issues, and I attended Davis Panhellenic council. Last Thursday I was sold at the date auction put on by the entertainment council. On Wednesday I spoke the director of EC about the possibility of a co-sponsored film showing on the quad for Greek Week this spring, and I am in the process of applying to the Capitol Fellows program.  I received notification that I was selected to be an intern for Senator Bree Rombi.  I also voted for Jack Zwald and my son Previn Witana.

Witana:  Thursday: I attended Single's Awareness night, where I bought the lovely Miss Laura Kroeger for $140 and was in turn bought by Jeremy Koo for a respectable $45

Friday: I attended the Library subcommittee of the Academic Senate and held my office hours

Tue: attended GASC

Wed: I held my Office Hours. I met with the director of the CCC to discuss possible ways of ensuring funding to centers, met with Adam Darbonne, of Aggie pack to discuss ASUCD's relationship with Aggie Pack.

SENATE OFFICE HOURS

Week of Monday, 2/8 to Friday, 2/12

Presented on Thursday, 2/18

Senators (4 hours required)

	Name
	Total hours recorded
	Dates/times recorded

	Abrham Ruiz-Castillo
	4
	M 2/8 4-6

	Andre Lee
	4
	M 2/8: 2-4

W 2/10: 2-4

	Bree Rombi
	4
	M 2/8: 1-2

W 2/10: 4-5

F 2/12: 10-12

	Don Ho
	2
	R 2/11: 12-2

	Joel Juarez
	4
	M 2/8:12-2

R 2/11:11-12, 5-6

	Joemar Clemente
	2
	R 2/11: 12-2

	Justin Gold
	4
	T 2/9: 1-5

	Kevin Massoudi
	4
	T 2/9:1:30-3

R 2/11: 1:30-3, 5-6

	Levi Menovske
	2
	R 2/11: 12-2

	Previn Witana
	5
	M 2/8: 10-12

F 2/12: 10-1

	Shawdee Rouhafza
	5
	T 2/9: 1:30-3:30

F 2/12: 10-1

	Trevor Taylor
	0
	N/A


Chairs & Speaker (4 hours required)

	Name
	Total hours recorded
	Dates/times recorded

	Amaan Shaikh
	2
	W 2/10: 2-4

	Amy Hartstein
	5
	M 2/8 1-2

T 2/9 2-3

R 2/11 1-3, 5-6

	Dana Percoco
	2
	W 2/10: 10-12

	Darwin Moosavi
	4
	M 2/8: 11-1

T 2/9 11:30-1:30

	Jasmine Smith
	3
	M 2/8: 5-7

R 2/11: 12:30-1:30

	Jeff Williams
	2
	W 2/10: 11-1

	Sarah Raridon
	0
	N/A

	Quinten Voyce
	2
	W 2/10: 4:30-6:30


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

XIII.  
Consideration of Old Legislation
A. SB#36
Witana—Tabled 

Witana:  This is just some additional equipment that EC will need to do outdoor movie screenings.

Kerbavas:  I’m sure you remember passing a bill to buy an expensive movie projector, but because I wasn’t able to review that bill before it was passed, it unfortunately did not include other equipment that we need, such as an inflatable screen.  The reason we are buying an inflatable screen is that is slightly cheaper and a safer alternative to a folding screen.  We are also purchasing a broadcast DVD player, and cables to tie everything down to the ground.

Williams:  We have $13,000 projector that’s completely useless without this, so I recommend a speedy passage.

Rouhafza:  Where are all these being purchased from?

Kerbavas:  The projector was purchased by a company called Projector People.  The Southern California Independent Film Festival is selling us the screen.  The cables and switcher are being purchased from monoprice.com, and we haven’t decided where to buy the tie-downs yet.  

Rouhafza:  Is there any warranty for any of this?

Kerbavas:  The DVD player and the blower do have a warranty, but the screen does not because it’s being manufactured specifically for us.  However, because of the fabric it’s made out of it would be easy to repair in-house.  

Menovske:  Do you already have a DVD player?

Kerbavas:  We do not.  When we do screenings in classrooms, we use the DVD player they have in there.  The projectors in Chem 194 are obsolete and don’t work very well anymore.  

Taylor:  I just want to say that I’m a little worried about passing a bill like this, with figures that are not very precise.  

Kerbavas:  The screen is a flat $2,000 with shipping and manufacturing, so that’s what it cost.  The blower got free shipping, so that is the exact price as well.  I gave B&F printouts from the websites with the exact figures.

Gold:  I wanted to echo Senator Taylor’s sentiments.  We hold our spending bills to very high standards.  I do not want to vote on this bill today because I feel like we need a more precise budget.  

Gold:  I just wanted to say I’m sorry.  I motion to table this until next week.

No objections to tabling Senate Bill #36.

B. SB#39
B&F Commission
Williams:  This little gem changes the starting dates of audits from fall quarter to winter quarter.  All the unit directors are brand new in fall; they don’t really know what’s going on.  We also want to give the commissioners and commission chairs more time to figure out what’s going on.

Senate Discussion:

Massoudi motions to call Senate Bill #39 to question.

No objections to passing Senate Bill #39.

C. SR#14
Ornelas—Tabled 
D. SR#15
Gibson

Rombi:  Don told me that once the tower does get put up, it will only take two weeks before it is self-sustaining.  Also, there are only 35 people who live within one mile of the tower.

Corrigan:  Also, this will help people in Davis get better reception of Capital Public Radio on 90.9, which is broadcasting on a frequency very near ours. 

Taylor:  I have kind of a suggestion for line 13.  Can we change it to “encourages the Yolo County Board of Supervisors Planning Commission”?
No objections to amendment.
Massoudi calls Senate Resolution #15 to question.
No objections to passing Senate Resolution #15.

E. SR#16
Gold
Gold:  This is a resolution that I’ve been thinking of ever since I got into Senate.  I’ve been going to B&F and they have their own standard for a good student-to-dollar ratio.  We trust B&F to check our finances and tell us what is financially responsible.  Right now, we’ve settled on three dollars.  I think this is something that we need to talk about.  I think this will help student groups who are coming to us anticipate how much money ASUCD will be willing to contribute to their events.  I think this will help senators’ discussion at the table.  This is a resolution, so it is non-binding.  If there is a terrific cause, like sending a student to meet the President on behalf of UC Davis, we can disregard this.  

Williams:  My commission, being fiscally conservative, changed the ratio from five to three dollars per student.  We recommend this bill.


Massoudi:  This is a guideline that is already in place; I don’t think I can see the need to spell it out.


Speaker:  What are the examples of poor student-to-dollar ratios?

Gold:  With the ethnic graduations last year, there were some events that had a good ratio and some that had a less good ratio.  Also, something like Safe Boats has a much higher ratio than what is outlined here.
Taylor:  I’m going to stay away from the content-type argument.  I’ve heard a lot of good arguments for and against it.  But I can take a stance like Kevin did on institutional knowledge.  They bylaws say that the $12,000 is for Senate projects.  Student organizations should not be asking for that money.  I don’t think this resolution is necessary, for the reasons I’ve stated and what Kevin Massoudi said.  From an institutional standpoint, I don’t think it’s necessary.

Gold:  I’ve harped on resolutions not actually doing anything since I got here.  I think what this does do is set a precedent without making a bylaw.  I think there’s a discrepancy between B&F and the Senate.  If they already have a student-to-dollar ratio, I think we need to be more on the same page.  I don’t think a bylaw should be made because it will be broken in some cases.  Senator Taylor, you did bring up some good arguments regarding senate.  Commissions are awesome, but they are not elected, and they are using students’ money.  I think this is a good guideline that they can use when dealing with students’ money.

Hartstein:  I have a lot of thoughts about this.  I don’t disagree that student money is a student issue.  I really don’t understand why this is a resolution; to create good policy it should be in the bylaws, because resolutions expire after one year.  I understand why B&F supported this, but I think that spending bills are sent to different commissions because they are examined with different perspectives.  In terms of ruffling feathers and not listening to B&F, they are supportive bodies, they are just advisory.  If you want to ignore us, that is your prerogative.  If this is intended as an attack on commission allocations, I don’t think that’s the Senate’s responsibility.  If you do have a problem with commission allocations, you should bring that up with the chair.  

Raridon:  So, I think this resolution is a little bit dangerous in that a student-to-dollar ratio is very homogenous for a population with varying amounts of need.  I think this is dangerous because it might take away from varying student needs.  We at GASC do not worry about reaching the most students; we worry about utilizing funds that will best help the communities affected.  Something like this is kind of paternalistic in that we are telling communities how much and how best to serve them, when really they should be telling us how they want to be helped.  I think this also helps promote the status quo of clubs with large student membership that are not underrepresented.  

Clemente:  I don’t know why we’re imposing this.  If we’re using Senate Reserves, I don’t know why we’re binding commissions to that.  Just to echo what Amy said about trusting commissions, I came from a commission.  We evaluate events on different merits, and I don’t think it’s our responsibility to tell them how to prioritize.

Smith:  B&F’s job is to look at what’s fiscally responsible.  That’s what their commission is for; not what my commission is for.  Not every commission sets the same standards for what aspects they look at.  When dealing with communities that only make up 10% of the student population, it’s not fair to say that they will only get so much funding.  We do look at budgets, we are fiscally responsible, but student-to-dollar ratios are not what we look at.

Raridon:  We at GASC take in a lot of different communities; we look at how much a community has been represented in the past, how much the need is.  A student-to-dollar ratio is very homogenizing. 

Smith:  I think that a standard as to what a program is worth per student is kind of ridiculous when it comes to special commissions.  I think it’s our responsibility to determine how much an event is worth.

Rouhafza:  I know Justin’s intent is for the Senate to be fiscally responsible, but I do agree with some of the points just made.  A student-to-dollar ratio is just one of the many factors that we look at when we examine a spending bill.  I think just having a $3-per-student ratio is not very realistic; I don’t think it will always be followed.  I also think that each commission has its own way with dealing with funding proposals.  At the moment I am not in support of this resolution.

Voyce:  My one comment is regarding whether or not student organizations should be here asking for money.  I think beyond CFC, when they come here, they are giving us an opportunity to work with them, supporting leaders who aren’t a part of ASUCD.  They are outreaching to us, asking us to be a part of their events.  

Taylor:  I guess this is a battle for another time.  That is just what CFC was created for.  CFC is not allowed to look into the merit of the bill itself; it only looks at it from a fiscal perspective.  I totally see what you’re saying; I think we should give more money to students, but I think we should give it to them through CFC.

Lee:  I think a lot of the students want to see what we do.  If we want to be more intimately involved in their projects, I think it could be appropriate.  Just to be fair to what Justin intended to mean with this legislation, as far as this being kind of homogenizing, like Shawdee was saying earlier, a student-to-dollar ratio is just one of the many things we look at.  It’s not something we’re going to fail a resolution based on.  It’s one of many benchmarks that we use to make a holistic judgment.  Jeff, do you think it would be better as a bylaw?

Williams:  If it was a bylaw, there definitely are events where this just isn’t possible.  If it was a bylaw, we would possibly be forced to abandon projects because we can’t meet the standard.

Senate Discussion:

Massoudi: I’ve already made my thoughts known.  B&F is there to serve the Senate; we don’t have to think like B&F to respect their views.  I just don’t see the point.  We have the idea of a dollar-to-student ratio already in our head; I don’t see why we need to formalize it.

Williams:  While ideally every single club would go to CFC, that just doesn’t happen every time.  DCD, DCR have to go through us if they want funding.  
Gold:  I’m sure everyone pretty much has their mind made up, but I feel like I didn’t properly explain the intention of this.  For Senate Bill #1, we cut the amount of money going to Senate programs; however, organizations are still coming to GASC, still coming to ECAC for funding.  But the question is still, how do you help as many people as possible?  There is less funding for Senate Reserves and commissions, but there are still the same number of people looking for funding.  We need student groups to know how much money they can expect to get, and we should be responsible for getting involved with them, helping them fundraise, helping them publicize.  We always talk about the lack of institutional knowledge in ASUCD; this would help with that, and it could be renewed in the future.  I hope that the GASC and ECAC chair aren’t offended by what I’m saying.  What I’m talking about was started by seeing Mo Mo from ECAC last year being forced to turn students away.  Regarding underrepresented communities, I agree, I think they need more help.  But, as a Senate, we are essentially a giant business.  The money we deal with needs to be allocated as responsibly as possible.  This is simply to protect commissions from giving too much money to certain events, to make sure we help as many people as possible.

Lee:  This whole thing is basically just one giant suggestion for what we should be considering for spending proposals.  And, I think it’s a suggestion that we should all keep in mind and evaluate, but not make, our decisions by.

Gold:  I agree, I think this is one benchmark that the whole thing should be evaluated by.  This protects us from being an organization that gives out money rather than getting involved.

Juarez:  Even if it is a suggestion, I feel that the suggestion is still undermining the power of commissions to make decisions.  I feel like every event is a case-by-case basis, and I feel like a student-to-dollar ratio is already being considered by people making these decisions. 

Clemente:  I think the fact that this resolution was already introduced really states how important the student-to-dollar ratio is.  I think we run for Senate because people trust our judgment; I don’t think this is necessary.  If you look at the dollar-to-student ratio, you are really giving more money and resources to the majority.  There are other communities that are not as privileged.  When you confirm commission chairs, you are saying that you trust their judgment.

Raridon:  To add to that, Senator Gold had mentioned commissions falling in love with student orgs, and I must say I have a pretty platonic relationship with them.  I really want to emphasize the word “paternalistic” regarding this resolution; I think the students we seek to help should really be able to tell us how they need to be helped.  And, even if we were to create a student-to-dollar ratio, I don’t think $3 per student is the right amount.  In sum, I don’t really support this at all.

Clemente:  Also, I think it’s dehumanizing to equate one student with three dollars.

Taylor:  I’ve learned lot in the past year in this room.  But, hypothetically, since we’re all paying the same amount of money, if 2% of the student population pays the same fees as the rest of the students, and receives 40% of Senate Reserves, isn’t that population being financially overrepresented?           

Clemente:  But how often does that happen?

Taylor:  Well, last year, they received $4,000 out of the $12,000 budget.  

Clemente calls Senate Resolution #16 to question.

Massoudi objects to passing Senate Resolution #16.

With a 2-10-0 vote, the Resolution fails.

Yes:  Gold, Lee

Ten-minute break at 7:43 PM.


Absent:
XIV. 
Other Business

Percoco:  I have two ideas.  We’re trying to create an event for the Senate, City Council, and the public.  We want to organize a Senate-City Council debate in Griffin Lounge around noon.  

Menovske:  I like the idea, but I think it would be really weird to not have the whole Senate there.

Massoudi:  It can also be more of an informal chat with them, rather than a formal debate.

Percoco:  I also want to have an open forum discussion between different senators during lunchtime.  I’m going to talk about it with EAC soon.

Menovske:  I need to go to a lot of commission meetings still, as you might know.  Next week, I’m going to try to go to every commission meeting, which will be really intense.  

Dietrich:  Just as a note for the City Council event, some people from City-County Affairs came and talked to me about a very similar event, so you might want to talk with them.  

Lee:  So, the purpose of this would be to get the student body to meet the City Council?  I think it would almost be better if we sat in the audience and hold a type of Q&A session.  I think a lot of students would be willing to come.  I think it would be good to have the Senate sit in the audience and see what the students’ concerns are.

Rombi:  I think the Senate debate is a good idea, but I’m wondering how many more people will come to that than the Senate candidates’ debate that we recently had.  I think publicity will be really important.

Castillo-Ruiz:  I was just wondering if there was going to be any discussion about the Court decision this week?

Hartstein:  We would have to have an IAC indictment hearing.

Dietrich:  If anyone wants to pursue any disciplinary action against a Court justice, they need to formally mention it in one of our meetings.  Also, another possible idea regarding the City Council event would be having a forum with students and City Council candidates.  However, in the past we held an event like that and it was a total failure.  

Percoco:  That’s why I wanted to try a more informal event.  We’re trying to also get them to come out to a Mondavi concert.

Massoudi:  I want to hear a little bit more about the events surrounding the Court case.  I think the Court was mistaken.  It’s their decision to make, but I definitely support Nick Sidney’s decision to keep him on the ballot.

Raridon:  Is this something we can talk about after the meeting?

Massoudi:  I just want to know what the Senate’s opinion is as a body.  

Lee:  I disagree with the Court too, but I think that’s irrelevant because the Court has autonomy.  Some people brought up the fact that the way the case was brought up to the Court was questionable, regarding the involvement of one of the justices.  

Massoudi:  Just to play devil’s advocate, don’t we have to follow through with what the Court ordered?  I don’t agree with the Court, but they handed down an opinion that was openly disregarded.

Clemente:  I think it is our prerogative whether or not we want to follow it.  I’m really considering moving to closed session.

Taylor:  I think there’s a general consensus that the Court made a bad decision, but every student has a right to bring up a court case.  The justice in question recused himself, so I don’t know what was unethical about that.  Maybe we should close-session Nick Sidney because he refused to listen to their decision.  I think we are having a real constitutional crisis here; what’s the point of having a Court if we’re not going to listen to their opinions.  I think these issues are going to come up year after year until we spend the money to hire a professional elections expert.  I think the new executive office should really spearhead this so we have some legitimate elections codes.

Hartstein:  I think now that we have reached the point where we are not listening to the Court at all is really disappointed.  We don’t want to lose justices who now think their voices don’t matter.  The Court is the quietest, but an equally legitimate branch of our government.  As with Nick completely disregarding it, and Joe supporting his disregarding it, it really has become a complete mess.  I think one of the higher-ups in King Hall specializes in election law, so maybe we should try and get in contact with them.  I think what happens next is really, really important.

Koo:  The Court, relatively speaking, is really still in its infancy.  The issue of following or disregarding their decisions… the court needs to learn that they need to depend on the other branches to enforce their decisions.

Menovske:  I think it’s really good that we’re having this discussion.  I also wanted to know whose exact job it is to uphold the Court’s decisions?

Massoudi:  I don’t think it’s spelled anywhere in our Constitution.

Dietrich:  It falls with whoever the decision is pertaining to.  In this case, it would be the Elections Committee.  

Menovske:  I also wanted to say that regarding the ethical issues, the justice was ethical.  He took the proper steps to remove himself.  We can’t base our judgments of the Court on hearsay.  I think more of the problem is upholding the Court’s decision.

Gold:  I think that the justice in question should be applauded for upholding his responsibility as a member of the association.  I also think that we should be incredibly concerned that a candidate is still on the ballot who did not receive the proper number of signatures.  I’m strongly considering close-sessioning Nick Sidney for disregarding the ruling of the Court.  We have to enforce the system that’s in place, and I think we’re kind of failing as a body right now.  

Lee:  I’ve been reading over the Constitution where it talks about the Court.  Where it talks about elections violations, it says that the ASUCD cannot sanction a candidate, that it is the responsibility of the Elections Committee.

Gold:  This isn’t the Court necessarily sanctioning a candidate.  Say what you want, but in terms of meeting the requirements for getting on the ballot, he failed as much as I did, and he failed as much as Justin Patrizio, who turned in 600 signatures too late.  

Koo:  I think there’s another side to the coin, which I argued in my amicus to the Court.  I wrote that the complaint filed took place far too late, well after Blanco could have had the opportunity to collect additional signatures.  Also, I think that the Elections Committee doesn’t have a good system for acting as a court.  Acting as a judicial body, the bylaws don’t address how they are supposed to act, even though the constitution gives them original jurisdiction.

Yani:  Unfortunately, there are no bylaws that state at what point complaints need to be filed.  Late as the decision was, it was heard, and I think we has an executive branch cannot willfully ignore the decision of the Court.  I believe that the actions taken by the Elections Chair were extremely illegal.  The Court is only bound by the Constitution, not the bylaws.  

Taylor:  I think Justin Gold brought up a very good point: whether or not the person was even a candidate to begin with.  If you look in the elections code, it states that 250 signatures are necessary before certification as a candidate.  Sergio Blanco did not have 250; therefore, he was never a candidate.  That brings up the question of what can we do as a Senate?  This is like a crisis, I think.  How can he have had the right to appeal if he was never a candidate?

Juarez:  I think we’ve gone on into a bigger issue, but the point that was brought up related to the case and the justice.  I wasn’t able to make it to the court case itself, but I hear that another person running under this candidate had the same issue, and I’m wondering why this is only relating to one candidate.

Hartstein:  Did they have minutes at the hearing?  Because that would be something worth looking at.

Juarez:  I think hearing the perspective of the justice would be important.  And I’m wondering why another candidate who was in the same exact situation was not involved in this case?

Gold:  I think that was an error, an oversight, and it needs to be looked in to.  But I also think that doesn’t make this less legitimate; it just means that it’s something else that needs to be dealt with later.

Massoudi:  If you ask any student on campus, they would say that they were candidates.  I think we’re basing this argument on technicalities that don’t really matter in the real world.  If you were to pull them off the ballot, there’s a big chunk of the population that won’t get to have their vote go to the candidate they support the most.  It’s Elections Committee’s fault; they are the ones who told him that he had a 24 hour extension to get more signatures, which was misleading.  

Public Speaker:  It was the policy in fall quarter that if you got the proper number of signatures but not all of them were valid, you would have a 24-hour period to make it up.  

Massoudi:  They thought that when they turned it in that they had the appropriate amount of signatures.  But it was Elections Committee who set off this problem, not Sergio.  

Percoco:  I completely agree with Levi because I don’t think it’s enough to close-session someone based on hearsay.  Based on this situation, everyone is not clear on what happened.  

Lee:  I think based on it, the conclusion I’ve come to is that it was a little shady that the person who brought up the case was the justice’s roommate.  I don’t think he should be close-sessioned for it, even if it was a little immoral.  On one hand, we want there to be a competitive, full election, but on the other side, I think I’m leaning towards believing that they might not have been technically candidates and Nick Sidney might have acted illegally.  

Taylor:  I’ve learned a lot of new information tonight; it’s scary to know that the elections are being announced tomorrow and the winner might not have ever been a candidate.

Gold:  There was no constitutional or bylaw right that he would have gotten another 24 hours.  I think Nick Sidney and the EC really messed up, but I think that if you’re not a candidate at the three-week mark, you can’t become one after.

Massoudi:  Do you think it’s the candidate that should be punished and not Nick?

Gold:  I think that Nick should be punished, but his word isn’t law.  He gave his opinion, which was unfortunately trusted, but that doesn’t make it law.

Castillo-Ruiz:  From what I’ve read in The Aggie the past couple days, the 24-hour period was acted upon both in this election and last quarter.  To me, it seems unfair to punish this one group.  It seems like if you have a problem with that policy, you shouldn’t punish that one group.  
Hartstein:  I understand why the EC wants to have competition and lots of people on the ballot for turnout, but I think the rules supersede that.  I understand that the 24-period was used in previous elections, but that is not in the bylaws.  The fact that they’ve been practicing that policy doesn’t make it legitimate.  Maybe that’s not fair to the person who slid through last time, but this time someone got caught.  I think we need to stick with the rules.  They could have written a bylaw; they know how.  Another problem is that by the Court’s decision the other candidate also did not receive the necessary number of signatures.  If they’re taken off the ballot, it will create another giant headache.

Gold:  I was wondering if there is anything we can do to maybe convince the EC not to publicize the results of the elections tomorrow at 12, given the great expense that would result from having to do the election again.

Hartstein:  I think their hope is that the problem will just go away; that the people who did not follow the rules will not win, and they won’t have to worry about it.

Lee:  I’ll look in to getting the recording of the Court’s hearing.  I think I’m also going to send Nick the portion of the minutes where we discussed this because I feel like he would like to see them.  Besides that, I suggest someone motion to adjourn.

Voyce:  I would also urge you to think about maybe postponing because even if the person in question didn’t win, that doesn’t mean it’s going to go away.  Someone else could make another court decision claiming that the person on the ballot who wasn’t officially a candidate stole a portion of their votes.

Brian Sparks:  I’m reading the bylaws right now.  They state that any ASUCD member may file a written complaint if they feel that someone violated elections rules.  But that was never done.  
Lee motions to adjourn.

Gold objects.

Gold:  I think we need to put out an urgent bill that amends the bylaws.  It was a problem last year and it’s about to become a bigger problem.
With a 1-8-3 vote, the motion to adjourn fails.


Yes:  Lee


Abstain:  Clemente, Massoudi, Menovske

Gold motions for a 5-minute break at 9:31 PM.

Meeting resumes at 9:37 PM.
Gold:  The Vice President and everyone at IAC have recommended not writing urgent legislation, so there’s nothing we can do right now.  If those candidates win, there’s things we can do like emergency Senate meetings where we can discuss this issue.  Someone can also file a court case.  I think we need to see what the results are tomorrow.

Hartstein:  To the best of my understanding, if after the results are announced, the disputed candidates win, someone will be unhappy and court cases will likely be filed.  Those candidates cannot be seated until those Court cases are finished.  The executive would be at a standstill until everything got figured out.  If the Senate candidate won and another unsuccessful candidate filed a complaint, Creative Media can run the election results through again acting as if the disputed candidate was not in the race.  

Massoudi:  You’re saying that if they lose, there’s no action.  If they win, there’s some sort of action.  Shouldn’t there be action either way?

Gold:  Yes, I think there should be.

Massoudi:  Because if it’s not, it’s entirely political.

Gold:  I think it’s the moral duty of all of us in this room to bring this issue up in with the Court.

Gold motions to adjourn at 9:44 PM.

No objections to adjournment.   

XV. 
Public Discussion

XVI.
Any Other Business

XVII.
Adjournment


Meeting is adjourned at 9:44 PM.
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