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I.    Call to Order


Meeting is called to order at 6:15 PM. 

II.   Quorum Call


Zwald (arrived late), Chen (arrived late), Ekhator, Ho (arrived late), 

III.  Presentations
IV.   Status of Legislation Previously Passed


The Long-Range Plan for Cal Aggie Camp was vetoed by the President. 

Rombi:  The reason the President vetoed the bill was because when we changed the word “they” to “he/she” it didn’t make any sense grammatically.   

Witana:  President Zwald wanted me to let you know that if you think the reason for this veto is irrelevant, please feel free to override the veto.

Menovske:  If we don’t override this veto, it will have to go through IAC again, we will have to have the unit director come in again.  I think we should override the veto so we can be done with it.

Witana:  Any bill that’s vetoed, we cannot amend.  Long-Range Plans are part of our institutional memory; they’re there for three to four years.  If we have the time to get this through, it won’t take that long, and the unit director won’t even be required to be here.


Walz:  I think we should reintroduce this legislation next week.
Menovske:  I’m going to be writing an apology letter to the unit director for making her come to our meeting again, and I would encourage all members of the Senate to sign it.

V.    Introduction of New Legislation
Authored by: 

CANO


Introduced by:

Tanner

Referred to: 

IAC

An ASUCD Senate Bill to establish a process of changing the ASUCD logo.

Authored by: 

MOHAMMED-ZAKIR

Co-authored by: 
Lee








Introduced by: 

Lee




Referred to:

IAC


An ASUCD Senate Bill to further replace all references to the Student Programs and Activities Center (SPAC) with Center for Student Involvement (CSI) in the ASUCD Bylaws.
Authored by: 

MOOSAVI

Co-authored by: 
Rombi

Introduced by: 

Rombi

Referred to: 

B&F




EPPC

An ASUCD Senate Bill to allocate $1,586.59 from Capital Reserves to purchase recycling bins for various ASUCD units from R4 Recycling.

Authored by: 


ZWALD

Co-authored by: 

Champagne, Chen, Witana

Introduced by:


Zwald

Referred to:


Business and Finance Commission

Recommendation:

Business and Finance Commission








An ASUCD Senate Bill to enact ASUCD’s operational budget for the 2010-2011 fiscal year.

VI.   Public Discussion

Hansen:  I’m here to thank everybody for passing last week’s funding legislation.  The public forum on athletics cuts went great.  I’d like to thank Joey, Alison, and Jack for speaking.  We are working on drafting a California State Resolution regarding Katehi’s actions, and we’re filing a SJA grievance, which would force the university to keep the teams around for another year.  
Tanner:  Can you touch on the issue with UCD wrestling?

Hansen:  It came to my attention earlier today that there was… A member of the wrestling team went and spoke with Sheri today, and an official letter of apology has been sent out.  They never intended this to be offensive.  They want to avoid doing that in the future.

Clemente:  What is being done to educate your team about the sexism that’s going on?

Hansen:  To be clear, it wasn’t my team; it was the wrestlers.  They’ve got the ball going on some sensitivity training.  The last thing they wanted to do was be offensive.  They were in contact with the LGBTRC today.  
Jose:  Do you have any information as to what will happen to the coach who made that comment?

Speaker:  On one of the pictures posted about the event, there were some women in wrestling clothing, and the comment made used the term “fags”. 

Tanner:  The coaches have been very responsive to all the emails they have been receiving.  They have been encouraging their team to receive training.  I think that some sort of formal reprimand is in order; there are some students who are filing claims with SJA.  I really want to recognize and affirm your anger.  It’s a really frustrating situation.  I’ll work with Zach and the wrestlers to have them go to the women’s center.  Wrestling is a sport that is considered highly homoerotic, and there are a lot of homophobic men who are in the wrestling community.  This is an event that has been going on to make these men feel better about their sexuality, and I know it’s wrong.  These athletes have been so grateful for the queer community’s support of them in the midst of the budget cuts; they’re interested in becoming allies.  I just hope we can make this an educational moment. 

Raridon:  You’re a swimmer, not a wrestler, right?  I remember when the athletes first went into Mrak; we were jumping onto the bus to go to the queer leadership retreat, and a lot of us ran over to support you.  It took a lot for us to go over there and trust y’all.  I know you don’t represent all of athletics, and I’m sorry that you got to sit there and take it.  But I’m really disappointed.

Mark:  I think it’s interesting the ways people try and control the situation.  I think this is the perfect example to say that homophobia hurts everyone.  I understand that you all face homophobia in a way, but it is different.  I love this example because people were called out, and people responded.  

Tanner:  And I want to make a point for Zach’s case; he’s a member of the swim team, not a wrestler.

Mitchell:  I really wish that John and Joey from the wrestling team were here tonight to talk about it.  Like people have said, it’s been going on for a long time.  I would just like to say that I really think that this an example of what we need to see a lot more on this campus, which is people taking responsibility for what they do.  
Lee motions for a ten-minute break at 9:40 PM.   
VII.  Public Announcements

Cano:  Next week there are special elections to vote on the ballots.

Raridon:  This Friday is an event called The Movement.  I’ll send out an email.  Also Jasmine wanted me to make a couple announcements.  Black Family Day is this Saturday, and Apollo night is tomorrow.  It’s an open-mic event.

Percoco:  Music on the Green is this Saturday from 5-8.  Please come.

Voyce:  Wednesday, May 26th is our leadership summit, and we’ll be giving out the second annual Club of the Year Award.  There’ll be pizza. 

Witana:  The next student regent will be Alfredo Morales, from UCSF.

Rombi:  I’m cleaning the office tomorrow, if anyone wants to help me.     

Menovske:  We’re going to be planting the trees either this Sunday or some time this week, depending on how quickly we buy them.  I’m going to send an invite to y’all.  

Castillo-Ruiz:  There’s already trees there, right?

Menovske:  Yes, there are already five.

Moosavi:  We still need volunteers to clean up after Music on the Green from 8-9 PM.  
Juarez:  I met with HEP today, and I got a personal tour of their space.  It’s really amazing.  They allocated a room solely for the purpose of HIV testing.  One of their staff members previously worked as an HIV counselor.  They wrote us a little thank-you note for making this a priority.  
VIII. Approval of Past Meeting’s minutes


No objections to approving the past meeting’s minutes.

IX.   Appointments and Confirmations

X.    Unit Director Reports

XI.   Ex-Officio Reports

   
A. Commission Chairs

Raridon:  

I attended budget hearings on Sunday, which was great.  I attended bits and pieces of the Transgender Leadership Summit.  I have officially posted the GASC chair position and GASC fall commissioner positions.  I have worked with my commissioners to design the GASC t-shirts, and held office hours at Delta of Venus.

Moosavi:


-Budget hearings


-Office hours


-Music on the Green meeting


-Plastic bag ban meeting

Percoco:

I went to budget hearings, the last Music on the Green meeting, worked on commission t-shirts, and held office hours.

Cano:

Friday I held office hours, Saturday I delivered In-N-Out to the Senate at Budget hearings.  Monday and Tuesday, I slept all day.  Today I went to my internship.
Smith:

ECAC finished out it's 1st Annual MESA Week strong with the Haflamela on Thursday (which increased in numbers) and the AAA Film Festival day of SouthEast Asian short films (which increased in numbers from previous years).

I attended budget hearings on Sunday from 11-3 PM. ECAC's budget was raised $360 more.

Held commission meeting on Monday:

· Saw Senate Resolution #34-Senator Juarez. Passed unanimously with three abstentions due to absences.
  

· Outlined the MESA Week Resolution to be introduced next week. 

· Having ECAC's bowling night on our last meeting in MU Games area 

· Eritrean Student Association's Culture Show that ECAC sponsored will be this Monday, May 24th. The commission will be attending after our meeting 

Held office hours this week
ECAC's sponsored program Black Males Appreciation Awards for Black Family Weekwas on Tuesday Night, which I attended.
ECAC's collaboration program Spreading the Word Part I took place Wednesday night, which I also attended and bought the refreshments for.
Went to meet with Tatiana Bush, the '10-'11 Gender&Sexuality Coordinator for ACE, to talk about ECAC collaborating for the Campus Community Solidarity Day to be held on the quad on June 2nd.

B. Outreach Assembly Speaker

Voyce:

Week of Service went well.  We helped inspire the winning team to get in almost 30 hours of volunteer service time.  We voted on the Club of the Year Awards and if you’d like to find out who won, you’ll need to come to our Leadership Summit on May 26th in King Lounge from 6-8.  There are 11 awards and from those 11 we chose the ASUCD Club of the Year.  Please come and meet the leaders on campus who are working to serve the student body.  I attended budget hearings on Sunday.  Tuesday I attended the Greek-ASUCD relations meeting, where we discussed Safe Boats, Picnic Day, Recruitment, and the Womyn’s Leadership Conference.  I worked with Sabrina to ensure help with today’s public meeting.  I’m currently setting up a bowling night for OA members. 
  
C. ASUCD Controller

Chen:

Budget hearings took up pretty much my whole weekend.  I’m going to be reallocating $487 to the copying and printing line item for student government.  

XII.  Elected Officer Reports

  
A.  President

B. Vice President
Witana:

Last weekend: I participated in the budget hearings

Monday: I sat on the EC interviews 

Wed: held my office hours at the CCC

Friday: I will sit on the CC/CN interviews
C. ASUCD Senators

Juarez:  
-Attended budget hearings Friday-Sunday
-Held Office Hours on Tuesday and Thursday
-Attended Ethnic and Cultural Affairs Commission
-Attended Ethnic Studies Town Hall meeting on Wednesday
-Attended iDream Event
-Met with Health Education and Promotion
Lee:

This week, I went to budget hearings on Friday, Saturday, and Sunday.  I also went to the library focus group.  On Monday, I held office hours and went to the IAC meeting, where I gave my feedback on the Aggie Arts Committee bill.  On Tuesday, I went to EAC and gave my input on legislation there as well.  On Wednesday, I held office hours, where I worked on a bill amending bylaws with my intern, Fatima, and also researched hammock companies for one of my Senate projects.  I also went to the athletes’ town hall meeting.  On Thursday, I met with Jack Zwald, Sharon Coulson, and Mark Champagne to discuss options for the CoHo card and a compostables stock for us to sell events by CSI-registered organizations. 

Walz:

This week I held my office hours from 1-3p.m. on Monday and Wednesday.  This week I worked with my adopted units, Book Exchange and Whole Earth Festival.  The Whole Earth Festival Unit Director is giving his quarterly report to Senate this week, and presenting their new budget after receiving the  actual numbers  from the recent Whole Earth Festival.  I met with Dominick and Richard from student housing in order to discuss Book Exchange publicity ideas and reaching out to freshman.  

Thongsavat:

I also went to the athlete’s forum.  Joey rocked the house; I’ve never seen such good public speaking skills.  I went to budget hearings, and I held office hours.  Good job to Jack in the Exec Office for cutting his own budget.  We would never have had a surplus if he hadn’t done that.  

Arce:

I went to budget hearings, held office hours, and I went to the athlete’s meeting.  ASUCD kind of drained me this week.  Cheers to everyone for completing the budget.

Menovske:  

I met with the director of the LGBTRC to plan Safezone and Peace Training for all my fraternity’s pledges.  I went to B&F to see the trees bill.  I began my fundraising plan for all the grads.  I also began researching and writing the bill to purchase some circus tents for ASUCD to rent out to culture days, and other events.  I worked on the automated answering message for Tipsy Taxi.  I went to the meeting for the Aggie Public Arts Committee.  I began talking to EC to see if they would be interested in being in charge of the tents I want to purchase, and I began contacting Picnic Day to see if they would be interested in storing the tents.  I talked to the owners of the campgrounds to see if they would be willing to install a compost bin for Cal Aggie Camp.  I attended budget hearings, held my office hours, and I volunteered to be on Safe Boats.  
XIII. New Student Court Cases/Prior Week’s Verdicts/ASUCD Court Announcements

XIV.  Consideration of Old Legislation

   
A. SB #60 Castillo-Ruiz
Amposta:  This is a Filipino Graduation Celebration, a special, more intimate graduation ceremony that recognizes our graduating seniors for their achievements during their collegiate years.  Each graduating senior gets a 45 second speech to thank their families and friends.  In addition to that, we do not limit our seniors as to how many guests they are going to bring.  Two years ago, one of our graduating seniors brought 60 family members.  We think that anyone who has supported a graduate should be welcome.  Graduation is a big deal in our community because our drop-out rate is 1 in 4.
Speaker:  I don’t want to compare this grad to any other grad, but we are simple in the sense that we don’t offer food; we only offer water.  The participants do pay a fee.  This year, they wanted the most expensive stole, so we had to increase our fee significantly from previous years.  We don’t want to turn anyone away, so we help out those who are not able to pay the participation fee.  

Dimal:  I would like to add that we did start with a $2,000 deficit in our budget because it was taken out of our account to pay for a speaker who spoke at the graduation about five years ago.  

Williams:  After tabling this for one week, they came back really strong.  Everything was really in order.  We were a little unhappy about some of our money going towards the deficit, but it’s really all going towards one event.

Public Discussion:

Castillo-Ruiz:  All of the fundraising money will be going to the remaining deficit of $120.  All of ASUCD’s contribution will go to stoles, water, medals, and plaques.  

Matt:  I want to address some concerns I have with funding these graduations.  One concern I have is that the only reason I know about these events is because I am part of ASUCD.  It seems to me that only a certain group of people can participate in these events.  The $1,200 that is going to one day and one event is 1/3 of the total budget that is allocated to my commission.  I want to know how these events benefit me as a student.

Lee:  Everyone has a right to disagree.  I don’t appreciate any snickering, laughing, pointing, or cussing.  I encourage everyone to maintain decorum.

Tanner:  To answer your question, in your time at UC Davis, have you worked with a member of any of these communities on a school project?  This benefits you in acknowledging what it took to get that student here.  You are becoming a better citizen of the world, more globalized.  I really hope that during your time at Davis you can realize the value of other cultures.  It’s very hard for a black, Latino, queer, or Filipino student to get through the university.  I’m white, but I feel that these events really benefit me.  They give these students hope, they give gratitude to their parents, and they are open to the public.
Matt:  If my student fees are going towards an event, I want it to be inclusive to everyone.  I just feel like by separating these groups of people, it kind of deters people from going; it’s not inclusive to everyone.  We already have a graduation for everyone.  By separating people and allocating money that everyone contributes to, it just seems to me that these graduations are not inclusive to everyone.  We don’t have enough money in the Senate to allocate to every group on campus.

Tanner:  I think it’s important to note that this group did get CFC funding.  I also want to commend you all for working with a deficit.  You’re not just working for this particular class, but you’re working for the past classes that have graduated as well.  The fact that you have raised so much is really incredible as well.

Dimal:  To address the point brought up, I think it’s interesting to note that all of these communities have been underrepresented and excluded for so long from the system we are trying to make our way through.  The reason why we are asking for this money is because it is there.  We have exhausted as many avenues of funding as possible.  You all do represent the student body.  

Lee: It’s always a concern how we spend student money.  It would be really bad if we said that people who are not from a disadvantaged background don’t get any funding at all.  It’s a very difficult balance to strike.  There are probably a lot of students out there who disagree with these things, and a lot of students out there who agree with them.  I really like the stole, even though it is more expensive.  As much as I support this bill, it is something we need to remind ourselves… community-centered events, how much of our Senate Reserves should go to them?   

Sebastian:  These events benefit marginalized communities.  The members of these communities also pay fees; they have the same right to ask the Senate for funding as any other group.  These students enrich the college experience of all students at UC Davis.  
Ho:  I’ve seen this twice in B&F.  The first time was a little rocky, but this group was very responsive to the changes that needed to be made.  I really like what they’re doing; they fundraised a lot.  Matt, I also appreciate you offering your opinion and voice.  There are a lot of opinions out there, that don’t ever come to this meeting.  We’re 23-24,000 undergraduates strong, and we need to see a difference of opinion.

Clemente:  Yes, this community is 40% API, but this community is a subset of that population who is very marginalized, who don’t get the same services.  The largest API group is going to be the Filipino community.  There were over 2,000 self-identified Filipino students admitted in 2008, but that figure has dropped by over 50%.  We need the support from this Senate, we need our families to know that we have your support.  Some of our family members who come are your future constituents.  

Voyce:  I wanted to speak to the Senate table about the reaction that happened.  If anyone comes here with any opinion, we should respect it.  I also wanted to ask about the deficit; how did that happen?

Dimal:  From my understanding, we had a speaker who flew in five years ago.  They never took the money out of the account to reimburse them until this year.  We didn’t even know it until the beginning of the year.  That caught us by surprise because we couldn’t even remember who the speaker was.  

Torres:  I think just as it is important to be respectful to everyone in this space, it’s also important to understand that everyone reacts differently to different things.  These aren’t just random events that happen; they are very personal and emotional.  If I feel like they are being attacked, I get a very visceral reaction.  People have intense emotional ties to these celebrations, especially in the current political climate.  

Voyce:  I respect that, but I feel it’s the Senate body’s responsibility to restrain those reactions.

Mai:  Why do we have regular graduations, and why do we make our own graduations?  If you take CRD 2, you will understand why we do this.  I’m glad you took a step to think about this and speak about this.  But you got to check your privilege.  That’s where you really want to start.  

Raridon:  To address that comment, I think this question comes up implicitly a lot: how does funding ethnic grads benefit us as white people?  As a white person, I am a participant, if unwilling, in systems of oppression and discrimination.  For example, I get taken more seriously in job interviews, I’m way less likely to be pulled over in my car, but I would never understand that without knowing the experiences of people of color.  Although white privilege gets us ahead a lot, it also stunts our growth.  These help us connect with people who are different than us.

Matt:  I want to clarify my position on this.  I support these ethnic graduations; I think they’re a great idea.  My only concern is that I don’t know if ASUCD should be funding them.  Given the financial situation in ASUCD, I don’t think a system where everybody has to pay into it should be going to specific groups.  

Raridon:  How much money do you think goes in to ASUCD from queer people and people of color?

Tanner:  It’s more than half.

Matt:  Everybody does contribute to it, so I think you need to take into account everyone’s point of view.

Voyce:  This year, this was a pretty big issue for a lot of the senators, who ran with these issues.  
Menovske:  I do want to say, Matt, props to you for speaking your thoughts on the bill.  I can understand there being hesitation because I’m the only senator who has voted no on every single grad bill.  But I’m not going to discuss this while we are considering this bill because I think it’s a waste of time.  I do have some plans to hopefully prevent these things in the future.  I really think the Senate has made up their mind on this issue.

Senate Discussion:

Menovske calls Senate Bill #60 to question.

Menovske objects to passing Senate Bill #60.

With a 10-1-1 vote, Senate Bill #60 passes.

Ten-minute break at 11:13 PM. 
  
B.  SB #61 Menovske

Menovske:  Don and I have been working very hard on this bill; it has been one of our platform issues.  I have had a chance to speak to most of the senators about this.  I do have some documents that I’ll be passing around.  
Ho:  We talked a lot with CCE and EPPC.  It’s gone through a lot of trials and tribulations; the people who worked on it are very passionate.

Tessa: We’ve been working on this bill since fall quarter.  We are very passionate about these trees, and we take on full responsibility for their upkeep.

Moosavi:  At first we didn’t have a lot of concerns, but we did have very good discussion in our commission, and we unanimously passed this.

Williams:  We liked this bill.  The couple of objections there were that A) the project would really only end up feeding squirrels and the homeless, and B) it would be a little hard to maintain.

Cano:  How is ASUCD going to retain ownership over the trees?
Menovske:  How does ASUCD maintain ownership over anything they buy?  There’s going to be a direct ASUCD unit taking charge of these trees helped out with CALPIRG volunteers.

Mitchell:  Is there any ongoing fundraising for these trees?  Once you plant a plant, you have to water it, feed it with fertilizer, and prune it.  Where is the money going to come from after the initial planting?
Menovske:  It’s already been institutionalized by CALPIRG on campus.  At least for the next three years, Tessa is going to ensure that there’s people maintaining the trees.  CCE is also involved, and the Campus Grounds Division has also been very accommodating.  They are installing a drip system to water them.  Those are legitimate questions; it’s basically going to be student volunteers who make sure they don’t die.
Lee:  Thank you for bringing quotes.  I’m ok with us noting owning something if there’s a reason for it.  It just seems a little unwieldy.  
Voyce:  I just feel that Capital Reserves should be for something that is owned by ASUCD.  It’s mostly symbolic.  

Lee:  I don’t think we can establish whether we own it or not.  Can someone answer this question?

Moosavi:  We can’t really say whether we own the trees once they’re planted.  But we will have rights over the area; we’ll have jurisdiction over what goes there.

Lee:  Has grounds said whether we own the trees?

Tessa:  They told us that they understand that we have accepted responsibility.  They have not said anything about ASCUD taking official ownership over the trees.  

Menovske:  They donated five trees to us, so I think that implies an understanding that we own them.

Lee:  In the future, I’d like to have it made clearer in our bills whether or not we’ll own the items we purchase.

Tanner:  I do support this; I hope grounds will let us put sculptures there as well.  When we put these in the ground, I would hope that CALPIRG would also involve the Public Arts Committee, so that we can keep in mind landscaping.

Moosavi:  That is also a concern that I raised in EPPC.  They showed me that a follow-up to the project would be to get some kind of landscaping.  

Menovske:  They’re placed in two lines for a reason; that’s the most efficient way to place the drip system.  We left that to the professional staff of Grounds, who agreed to do this for no charge.  

Tanner calls Senate Bill #61 to question.

No objections to passing Senate Bill #61.


C.  SB #72 IAC
Public Discussion:

Ho:  I saw this in B&F; I like it a lot.  They did a major revamp in expenses and salaries in terms of their budget shortfall.  

Lee:  Since they print 8,000 copies a day and the total readership is 30,000, where are those extra people reading it?

Speaker:  The website.

Percoco:  About how many of your articles come from outside newspapers?

Speaker:  About 2-3 each day, only for when we have extra space to fill.

Tanner:  I think that we talked extensively about the Aggie and their budget at the budget hearings.

Senate Discussion:

Tanner calls Senate Bill #72 to question.

No objections to passing Senate Bill #72.

D. SB #74
Tanner:  I authored this along with Brendan Repicky from External Affairs Commission.  This is for the Aggie Public Arts Committee, which is something that Brendan and I, as well as students from the general public have collaborated on.  This was one of my platform goals that I set when I was running for Senate.  It has two purposes: one, to help with the bureaucratic process of getting art projects approved, and two, to help us display some art of our own.  I know that there is a lot of talk about committees not doing much; however, we do have the members of the public hear to speak on this tonight.  I think it’s important to give these art students that ability to get involved in ASUCD.  
Repicky:  We have students who want to get involved from these various majors who don’t know how.  

Cano:  IAC voted on Monday in good faith that this will not fail.  I don’t want the Senate to vote in favor of art, but rather, the bill at hand.  In the past, committees that have been formed, such as the Science and Engineering committee, have all died-off due to lack of leadership.  The Student Music and Performance Art Committee also failed.  The Sexual Assault Committee, which eventually became GASC, is the only committee in recent history to not have failed.  This bill was rushed through IAC, and I would like to recommend that it be referred back to the commission before it is voted on.

Percoco:  Senator Torres wrote a resolution last year about art.  Obviously, if we wanted it then, and we want it now, it’s something we should work on.  EAC is in favor of this, but it is a big job to work on, and we also don’t have any art majors on our commission.  Even if it does last only one year, if we can get some art on our campus, that’s a good thing.  I don’t see the harm in giving it a try.  

Kevin:  I voted yes on this in IAC.  We’ll reevaluate this in one year, and see if it’s working or not.  I’m not much of an art person, but I think this committee can do some good things if you give it a change.
Menovske:  I also feel there’s no harm in giving this a try.  If I finish my two majors in time, I plan on picking up a minor in art.  I don’t think focusing on failures is something we should do.  I think the bill looks good; I was there to see it in IAC.  I’m really excited, especially since there are students who have come to the meeting.  One thing I’m also excited about is working the Edible Gardens into the committee’s responsibilities.  If it passes, I’m definitely going to try and be one of the Senate representatives on this committee.

Repicky:  I do understand the concern about committees not doing anything.  But I would like to emphasize that this is not just two people from ASUCD; we already have dedicated people who want to serve on this.  I’m curious why IAC passed this since there were so many problems.  

Walz:  I like the idea.  I’m really concerned about Chair Cano’s concerns.  I would be in favor or respecting his concerns and maybe tabling this for another week.  I wasn’t able to attend the meeting on Monday, so I don’t know if it’s been accurately portrayed, but I just wanted to voice my hesitation without his recommendation.

Tanner:  I really wish that we could have discussed his issues with it as well; however, those issues weren’t brought up until the end of the meeting, after we had discussed the bill for one hour, after the members of the public have left.  I personally felt that I had been a little bit slighted.  I didn’t have those concerns at the get-go, so I didn’t know how to bring them up.  

Lance:  My concern is why two members of IAC were so adamantly against this.
Webb:  It’s not necessarily that I think it will fail.  Bringing up the example of failed committees is not the point; if the problem is getting past bureaucracy, you don’t need a committee for that.  You don’t need the committee to make this happen.

Lee:  Overall, I think it’s a great idea.  I’d really like to change the structure to one representative from Senate and one representative from EAC.  I just want to put it on the table, because I think that addresses some of Sergio’s concerns.  As far as funding, I think we need to train the committee on Parli-Pro and teach them how to come to us to request funding on a case-by-case basis.  I would say we should keep tabling on the table, but I think we could also make a decision on this today.
Tanner:  I knew Levi had told me that he would be interested in serving on the committee, and Brendan figured he had other EAC members who were interested in serving on the committee as well.

Daniel:  I just want to adjust a few things.  I think having the committee on board would give art students more of an opportunity to get involved in public art.  I feel this committee would give art students more support for having them make their mark on campus.  When I took a public art class here, we worked on our project for several months, and it was torn down.  I feel like having a committee would help prevent this from happening.
Walz:  What was the art that was displayed?

Daniel:  It was underneath La Rue Road, in the tunnel.  We were very cautious, we put up signs saying that it had been approved, and it was torn down in 24 hours.

Cano:  Why this was not brought up in IAC was because we were restricted on time.  There’s nothing special about the number 9; if you want to increase the senators, why don’t you increase the total number to 11?
Tanner:  I would also be open to that, but that was objected to by a senator at the meeting.  I asked at the IAC meeting if anyone could show any public art attempts aside from the public art mural, and no one could name any other attempts.  And that mural was the exception, not the rule.  

Cano:  How are we going to outreach to the students to tell them we have this committee?  How is 5-7 art students a good representation of the art community on campus?

Webb:  The idea that the committee is somehow going to be the solution is… We’ve had lots of committees that have not gone exceptionally.  I think that the majority has taken a stance that it’s not a waste of time to have a committee; however, I think that Sergio’s argument is legitimate.  If you send it back to us, we can debate about the structure of the committee.  I would also like to say that there was no mal intent when we did not bring up the issues about this committee in time.
Tanner:  We are going to send out emails to the art students on the art department listserv.  

Cano:  When the bill was called, it was not meant to be disrespectful to the members of the public, because they had left when we saw another bill.

Moosavi:  I like the idea; I think this is great.  I do have concerns about the structure.  I think this is worth a shot; I think we should focus on improving the structure.  

Thongsavat:  I think it’s absolutely necessary to see why student-police relations committee, and the Science and Engineering Committee, and others all failed.  I think it’s appropriate that we have these kinds of discussions.  
Moosavi:  We should have the discussion on whether or not committees work or not, but we shouldn’t knock this committee, because it is temporary.  Maybe this can be the last chance.  

Repicky:  I certainly appreciate that committees have failed in the past.  But in this instance, we have students from outside ASUCD who want to participate, and it’s not like we’re throwing a lot of money at this.  Also, I think that if this doesn’t work, the ramifications won’t be the end of the world.  At IAC, we did spend a lot of time talking about this.  Regarding structure, I don’t know if people want more students or less.  I don’t know what the issue is.  This is something that EAC cared about, which is why there were a lot of members who wanted to get involved.  

Lee:  I’m starting to get a little uncomfortable about this discussion about specific students being on the committee.  I would be more concerned with the number of students who are not in ASUCD who want to be on the committee.  

Repicky:  I’m not going to be here in the fall.  I’m not working on this to put myself on the committee.  We thought that two representatives would be better because there were a lot of people interested in it.  

Voyce:  Are the abstentions due to absence?

Cano:  They left early, so yes.

Voyce:  I found the recommendation disturbing, considering that the commission did in fact support this bill.  To address the argument that it could fail as a reason not to try it is disturbing as well.  Outreach is difficult, but right now, we have students asking ASUCD to have their back to provide structure to a very cool project.  If it does fail, there is no risk to it.  I also feel like tabling it would not do much, considering we already have IAC’s recommendation.  

Maemura:  I’m a commissioner on IAC, and I voted for this bill.  But one of my concerns is the structure.  I think two External Affairs and two Senators is an okay number, but I think the number of students needs to be increased.  Considering that these art students are not familiar with ASUCD, I think they would benefit from the help of four experience ASUCD members.  That number could potentially be decreased in the future.  

Tanner:  When I wrote this, I envisioned the two ASUCD Senators to help specifically with the administration, and getting your foot in the door.  The External Affairs members are familiar with working with the City of Davis, for things like getting grants.  I know that it’s a little not kosher, but I’m very sorry that your chair did not speak for you and the majority vote.

Maemura:  There are some problems with the structure though.  I think the number of students should be increased.  I think that the Senators and the External Affair members should just be there only as a means of guidance.  

Lee:  I think that there’s a reason why our commissions only have 9 members; 11 can get a little unwieldy.  To have that many voting members may be a little excessive.  
Tanner:  The reason why we didn’t want to table this in IAC is because these students are so passionate about this, they want to get started over the summer. 

Tanner motions to divide the house.

The vote is 6-3-3.
Martin:  I’m from IAC as well, and I did vote yes on this.  I agree with what Alison said; it’s important that this gets moving.  It’s important to note that as it is written, the External Affairs and Senate representatives would have to be re-elected every year.  I really do encourage Senate to pass this.  They’re not asking at this point for any funding.  
Lee:  I wanted to mention that I really feel that every single member should be elected for one year, to have a more cohesive team.  I think it’s best just to keep it simple.  As Senators, we would all be hypothetically ex-officio members, to serve as guidance.  Four out of nine voting members will not be art students that this committee is supposed to represent.
Martin:  Because this is a special committee, it doesn’t have to be run that way.  There’s a part of me that feels like an art committee won’t even do that much voting.  

Repicky:  It’s important that we all remember that this is a committee that’s supposed to do something really well.  It’s important to have two experienced EAC members to help the committee. 

Martin:  You all are very busy people, and these artists are all probably dealing with independent projects.  It will make it much easier to get in touch with a representative.
Ten-minute break at 7:24 PM.
Rombi:  For Media Board and things like that, do we elect people every quarter?
Tanner:  Yes; that’s the model we were trying to follow.

Rombi:  Could you explain a little bit about why we’re including the recent hate crimes and the vandalism in the background?

Tanner:  It was part of the desires of the LGBTRC to increase the amount of public art on campus.  Basically, a lot of the hate crimes were vandalism were defacing our campus.  By increasing the amount of art on campus, we want to show respect for our community.  We wanted to reply to the call from the general community for more art.

Rombi:  I don’t see why we wouldn’t give this a try.  I think we do need more art on campus.  

Webb:  I would like to go back to my point.  People are saying I’m against artists, and that’s not the point.  I’m in full support of what they do, and the university is getting in the way of that.  But is the solution making student government bigger?  When you’re in student government, you think that what you’re doing is legitimized.  It may help you get your foot in the door, but not a whole lot more.  I would say you should pick your fight with the university; maybe you should write a resolution instead of making a committee.

Repicky:  I think writing a resolution would do a lot less than what this committee does.  We have an opportunity to do something for the students.  If we give this a try and it ends up doing something, then it’s worthwhile.
Raridon:  I think the argument that a bigger government is a bad idea does not apply to a student government.  I would see a possible issue if there were money involved, but there isn’t.  Have you ever been on a committee?  Did that committee fail because of its structure, or because the people on the committee sucked?

Webb:  There’s no guarantee that student money will go to this committee, but it kind of opens the door for that.  The point is that they want to be heard and the university is in the way.  They can meet right now; there’s no need to have a committee for that.

Raridon:  I don’t really understand what the issue is.  If the issue is the structure, why don’t we amend the structure?   If the issue is that you don’t want more public art, why don’t you say so?  There are a lot of students who do a lot of work here under clubs and such, but there is something special about your student government saying that they support you.  There’s nothing here that is specifically tailored to the abilities of art students.
Speaker:  I heard a lot of debate about the structure, but as far as we see it, we’re just looking for a little help to get on campus.  

Raridon:  We are students ourselves, we talk to each other a lot; this is not making bigger government, this is allowing students to do what they love.

Cano:  I’m more pleased with the structure change from five to seven.  The reason why committees fail is because they can’t meet because they can’t meet quorum.  I feel more comfortable with seven students because I like the ratio of students to Senators and EAC members more.  

Martin:  So you have no preference between four or two ASUCD representatives?

Speaker:  No; we just want the guidance to be able to do our art.  Ideally, we will be getting design submissions from art students, from English majors, from anyone who has an idea.  

Martin:  I joined ASUCD because I like serving the greater student population.  The reason most of you ran for Senate is to serve certain segments of the student populations.  These students are here telling you what they want, and we’re having a circular debate about something that doesn’t matter to them.

Cano:  Committees are also a great way to get to work with people you haven’t met.  

Ho motions to amend Senate Bill #74.

With a 6-5-1 vote, the amendment is made.
Menovske:  I liked it better when there were two senators and to EAC members, but I like this bill.

Senate Discussion:

Menovske calls Senate Bill #74 to question.

Lee objects.

Lee:  I have two amendments.

Menovske withdraws his motion.

Lee motions to amend Senate Bill #74.
No objections.

Lee calls Senate Bill #74 to question.

No objections to passing Senate Bill #74.
E. SR #34 Juarez

Juarez:  Some of the ethnic studies professors told me that some of the other UC campuses were passing similar resolutions against Arizona’s House Bill 2281, which bans ethnic studies in public schools.  I was hoping this resolution would be a statement of our solidarity on this issue, and it will be sent to the officials of the state of Arizona.

Smith:  We really loved the resolution; we felt that now’s the time more than ever to make a statement, especially with all the bills passed in Arizona.  There’s a very real possibility that a bill like this could come to California.  We urge a speedy passage.
Percoco:  We passed this very quickly, and we urge a speedy passage.

Public Discussion:
Rombi:  I think this looks really great.  I think we are all in agreement that we should be in solidarity with the rest of the UCs.  I urge a speedy passage.  

Senate Discussion:

No objections to passing Senate Resolution #34.
F. SB #37 Kimelman

Lewis:  This legislation is to officially support the awarding of the Legislator of the Year Award to Senator Denham for his work for higher education.

Public Discussion:
Voyce:  Were any other legislators considered?

Lewis:  Yee was his only real competition, and his office won the award two years previously.  He only submitted one bill this year, and Denham has submitted a more substantial body of legislation.

Tanner:  His support of Proposition 8 has shown that this representative is a very anti-Gay politician.  Because his personal views violate the UC Davis Principles of Community, I cannot vote in favor of this individual.
Lewis:  We try and stay out of politics and focus on the legislation that deals with issues facing UC affordability.

Raridon:  I would really ask you to think about what it means to endorse an anti-choice, anti-gay representative.  You can’t separate out these issues from a candidate.  It’s pretty insulting that Lobby Corps doesn’t consider themselves to be dealing with social issues.  I’m sort of taken aback that Lobby Corps would support a candidate who is anti-choice and anti-gay. 

Lewis:  We take our personal politics and check them at the door.  It did come up, about Prop 8 and Prop 4, and we’re not endorsing his work on that.  We are endorsing his name for the work that he does for public education.  I’m sorry that you’re offended by that; that’s not what was meant at all.  Aside from these works that he’s done, we think he has made some of the most positive actions for higher education and the fee structure.  

Raridon:  Is there really no other person who has worked for the UC?

Lewis:  It’s the office that we’ve worked with all year.

Lee:  The Legislator of the Year Award is specifically for representatives who work for higher education?

Lewis:  Yes.

Lee:  So Senator Denham has done the most work on this issue?

Lewis:  Yes.

Lee:  Endorsing the candidate as a whole is not the job of this resolution.  If he were to not work with this representative just because of a difference of opinion, that would not make sense.  It’s okay to work with people who you disagree with.  Despite our personal disagreements with Senator Denham, I think we should defer to Lobby Corps.  I think that my vote is going to be contingent on that.

Tanner:  I really do recognize that that was the main issue.  But I went to his website, and it already says that Lobby Corps has recognized his as Legislator of the Year.  I know we are only recognizing him for his work on student issues, but that is not how he’s advertising it.

Torres:  I’m really glad that Alison raised the point that she did.  I think it will be impossible for this not to be taken as an endorsement at this time; this is a really political time right now.  He also doesn’t have a crystal clear voting record in favor of education.  I was at the award thing last year when Senator Yee one, and it was all a media thing.  That really is what is going to happen here.  Giving him an award while he’s running for Congress does say that we endorse this candidate.

Raridon:  He is going to use this to promote his race for US Congress; that would disgust me.  He has a 0% rating from the Planned-Parenthood pro-choice rating system, which means he’s about as anti-choice as you can get.  

Torres:  It is impossible to make a decision that is not political.  We’re supporting this man when he’s running for Congress.

Menovske:  I love what you guys do; this conversation is in no way attacking you.  Certain members of the table are just uncomfortable with endorsing this individual, and I am on that side.  I don’t know if it would be too late to ask you guys to reconsider.

Lewis:  This is the first time we’ve written a resolution; we’ve kind of informally recognized him already.  This is mostly just as a press piece.  

Menovske:  If you’ve already told him, and he already knows, I don’t really see the necessity of passing this.  I’m just not okay with it.

Moosavi:  We can leave it up to Lobby Corps’ discretion to give this award, but I think as a table it is inappropriate for us to support this award.  First of all, it seems like an endorsement of a candidate, which we shouldn’t do anyway.  
Repicky:  I think we should trust the people that we hired to do a good job.  But it’s also fair to say that his website does say that we endorse him and it doesn’t say specifically what for.  We don’t want it to sound as if we support this politician as a whole.  

Lee:  They’ve already handed him their award.  Right now, the award is without context.  This resolution would put that award in context, in terms of his support of higher education.  I think this resolution would actually do more to clear-up what it is about him that we support.  If you look at the bill, the support is clear about his work for higher education.  
Tanner:  I think that the only way it would get across the point would be if we amended it to say that we don’t support his stance on choice and gay-marriage.  Right now, his website says “ASUCD Lobby Corps”.  We’re already screwed.

Thongsavat:  How long have you been giving out this award?

Lewis:  Three years.  
Thongsavat:  Senator Denham is actually my state Senator.  He does not necessarily support the view of myself and my family, but he has won reelection with 85% of the votes.  If it hadn’t been for him, we wouldn’t have been able to close our budget shortfall.  He is a moderate politician.  This resolution does not refer to his voting in the past.  We’re kind of limiting ourselves when we point to very specific matters we don’t agree with.  If we were endorsing a liberal person, it would be completely the same.

Tanner:  I would like that amendment.  I still can’t vote for this bill.  Maybe in the future, we can change the title of the award?  I also feel like we should change the bylaws so that the Senate always has to approve these awards.  I am personally going to start going to more Lobby Corps meetings.  
Hansen:  What is the purpose of Lobby Corps?  And are you asking the Senate to support this Senator or Lobby Corps’ award?

Lewis:  Lobby Corps is under the Executive office to execute the opinion of the ASUCD at the state legislative capacity.  We are grouped with City and County as a part of our advocacy units.  We are asking the Senate to support specifically this award.  This hasn’t really been done before.  This is part of my effort to institutionalize Lobby Corps.

Thongsavat:  Just like any endorsement or award, it’s pretty clear where that award is originating from.  Lobby Corps’ mission and focus is direct and clarified enough; the language says nothing about his previous voting record, and it also doesn’t say anything political.  Denham’s bill is the most aggressive towards higher education.  We have to give credit where credit is due.  
Hansen:  After reading the text of the bill, I would recommend that we reword it to say that we support Lobby Corps’ award.  

Torres:  I think we really need to find a way to reorganize Lobby Corps so that it can’t speak on behalf of ASUCD.  Also, the more I read about this representative, the more appalled I am.  What we do to honor a bill is write a resolution in support of that one bill; but this goes beyond that to support this individual as a politician.  You don’t need to support his entire political career.  ASUCD voted no on Prop 8, no on Prop 4, it supports the environment, and this representative is against all those things.  
Voyce:  It was brought up that passing this resolution would clear up our stance on this legislator, but I think it does the opposite.  I think the way it stands right now with Lobby Corps giving the award without the Senate’s backing makes more sense.  
Lewis:  While I may not be from the queer community, I do recognize the problems and issues that have happened on this campus.  I’m coming from the perspective that we’ve worked with this office for five months.  We talk about higher education with them, and this is one of the more outstanding bills.  I didn’t hear any concerns about Denham when we kicked off Lobby Month and supported his bills.  My only goal in this is to recognize him through a resolution as a form of institutionalization of Lobby Corps’ existence.  Given that, I would be more than happy to drive over to his office and tell him how this Senate feels, especially in terms of updating his website.  
Tanner:  I know that is going to be very difficult for you, but I would really appreciate that.

Chen:  I personally do not support him as a legislator; if we were to pass this resolution, I would suggest changing the title of the award to say “ASUCD Lobby Corps Higher Education Legislator of the Year”.

Mitchell:  It seems like because Lobby Corps has already presented this award, it seems that you are voting on whether or not to endorse this person.  The press is going to print line 15, which says “supports the efforts of Senator Denham”.  The press is going to publish this as a blanket endorsement.  Supporting education does not stop at fighting fee increases; another part of education is ensuring that people feel safe, and that people are able to voice all of their identities.  This person works against those things.  I urge you all to look at this holistically.  I don’t think the issue of higher education can be broken down to just a financial issue.
Walz:  I don’t support this resolution for all the points that have been brought up.  But in the off-chance that this resolution does pass, I’m going to say what I want to amend. 

Menovske:  My recommendation to the author would be to have him withdraw this bill.  I think it would be better to have no resolution than a resolution that gets voted down.  

Walz:  How do you feel about Senator Menovske’s recommendation?
Walz motions to divide the house.        

Lewis withdraws Senate Resolution #37.

G. SB #38 Kimelman

Lewis:  This is on Alquist’s textbook bill.  We’re basically closing up a loophole.  Requiring an electronic version will cut costs 30-70%.  The problem was that the bill required an alternate book, but it is possible that businesses could create books that contain half the information.  This resolution supports the bill that requires all the information to be in the book.

Public Discussion:

Voyce:  I wanted to be the first to say that while we enjoy discussing things, we all appreciate what Lobby Corps does.  You all are something that we are very proud of.  I think this is great for all the reasons EAC said.  This will help students and the environment. 

Senate Discussion: 

Lee:  I urge a speedy passage; I think this is great.  

Menovske:  I really like this resolution; I really like textbook issues.  This will not require specifically ebooks or open educational resources.  In the future, I think it would be worthwhile to bring an actual copy of the bill we are supporting.  

Rombi:  I would say print out maybe one or two copies.  It’s not that we don’t trust Lobby Corps; we’d just like to see what’s going on.  

Menovske:  You could just email the bills to the Senate listserv.
Menovske calls Senate Resolution #38 to question.

No objections to passing Senate Resolution #38.  

H. URGENT SENATE BILL  Castillo-Ruiz 

Mark:  Lavender Graduation has been happening for 14 years.  It offers a safe space for these students to celebrate with their families.  We like to say that it’s a retention effort because students who aren’t graduating go to the event and see queer students graduating.  It’s kind of an in memoriam event for Angelina Malfitano, who died three days before she intended to walk in Lavender Grad.  There’s a packet with a receipt for every single line item in the bill.  We’ve made efforts to reduce the cost as much as possible.  We got the ARC ballroom.  We’re only paying half of the total, which includes the Queer Prom reservation.  We are absolutely not taking the food off of this bill, because it’s a really important part.  We really cut down on the cost per person; we’re no longer buying utensils from the caterer, and we’re buying the drinks from Safeway.  There is no queer student union on campus to really pull together for this.  Fundraising for us would have been impossible this year.  
Williams:  We did not pass this, with a 2-5-1 vote.  The main problems were the relative price of food, and my own personal problem is that I believe these things should require a personal contribution.

Raridon:  We loved this bill.  The food really is the glue that’s holding this event together.  The queer community is so unique in that the folks come from really, really diverse backgrounds, and the food is sort of a buffer.  Also, because the LGBTRC is a department that cannot do fundraising like clubs, they can only go to different departments on campus.  But those departments are hella broke.  I really urge y’all to support this bill.  It’s been a tumultuous year for our community, and this is a way to honor those members of our community who made it through this university.
Tanner:  I think that what makes this event different from other grads is that the only thing these students are getting is a tassel and a certificate printed by the LGBTRC with their own personal printer.  They are receiving $8 of stuff.  To ask them to pay that would be very trivial.  A lot of other grads get a lot of stuff; this grad is being very conservative in the amount of stuff that they give.  I think we need to respect them for being as responsible with this budget as possible.

Mark:  I agree with what Alison said.  We owe these graduates a meal and a $4 rainbow tassel.  We also looked on the catering for the school, and that would have cost $1,400.  
Ho:  Why are the decorations and supplies multiplied by two?

Mark:  Our space is twice as big as last year, so we took last year’s number and doubled it.  If we end up not spending that much, it will come back to Senate.
Juarez:  I want to commend everybody who put so much effort into this bill.  You’ve definitely addressed every issue that was thrown at you, and you’ve taken precautionary measures against anything that could come up.  

Williams:  I really didn’t care about the food; some of my other commissioners did.  I think we all know that the event is more than the tassel you take home.  The reason why I think there should be some kind of private contribution is because it is essentially a private event for members of the community.  

Lee:  Mark, I think you’ve done an excellent job.  I really think that the request is a very moderate request, and the authors have done everything possible to reduce their cost.  

Senate Discussion:

Lee:  I urge a speedy passage.
Raridon:  First of all, this is not a private event; everyone is able to attend this event, even if you are not queer.  We’re not going to turn anyone away.  Yes, this event is absolutely more than a tassel, but this event is more geared toward thanking the parents and the families for paying for our education.  There was a little idea for having a little box for donations, which I’m not completely against, but I find a little insulting.  I am walking in this year’s Lavender Grad, and my mother is flying up from Southern California just for this one day.  I try to explain to her what it is I do here in Senate, but she doesn’t have a very firm grasp on what I do.  For me personally, I’m excited to bring her an event that demonstrates what I work on and what I’m passionate about.  
Rombi:  So I think the food was probably targeted because it was the most expensive thing on the budget.  I’d like to thank everyone who worked on this budget, especially since you were the first ones on the line for this new policy the Senate set up.  I don’t think that in the future it should be completely ruled out to have a personal contribution in the case that funding is not available.  I also don’t think it’s completely rude to have a donation offered at the event.  If someone is able to give and willing to do so because they enjoyed the event, I don’t think we should stop them.  

Tanner:  There are some folks who are not out to their families, and forcing them to pay for this may force them to out themselves.  

Rombi:  I can’t personally understand that, but I do understand that that’s something everyone should be aware of.  

Raridon:  I don’t want to speak for the Center in saying I’m adverse to the donation box.  For next year, perhaps, but it’s not possible this year to charge everyone a fee.  
Ho:  How much money is left in Senate Reserves?
Castillo-Ruiz:  We have $5,721.40 left. 

Castillo-Ruiz calls the Urgent Legislation to question.

Menovske objects to passing the Urgent Legislation. 

With a 10-1-1 vote, the Urgent Legislation passes. 

XV.   Other Business

Rombi motions to reopen the budget.

Rombi motions to open the budget for Whole Earth Festival.

No objections. 

Rombi motions to amend the budget for Whole Earth Festival.

No objections.

Rombi motions to close the budget for Whole Earth Festival.

No objections.

Rombi motions to open the budget for Book Exchange.

No objections.

Chen:  The changes that we need to make are striking the pay for director, assistant director, and coordinator, and moving that pay to the administrative programmatic section.  Those new line items would all be for the individual services rendered.  There would be no change to the numbers; it’s just a clerical move.  
Rombi motions to close the budget for Book Exchange.

No objections.

Rombi motions to open the budget for KDVS.

No objections.

Chen:  There are two positions that have kind of wonky stipends.  Their weekly stipends have cents, and we don’t do cents.  
Williams:  Why can’t we pay them in cents? 

Menovske:  I think we should go with the higher option; student pay is a very big deal; we should be focusing on raising student pay and decreasing wasteful spending.
Lee motions to round the pay rates up.

No objections.

Lee motions to close the budget for KDVS.

No objections.

Chen:  We have a $66 surplus.

Lee motions to open the SGAO budget.

No objections.

Lee motions to add $66 to line item 3200 for office supplies.

No objections.

Lee motions to close the budget for SGAO.

No objections.

XVI.  Public Discussion

Percoco:  I want to address that I know we put money in for conferences: is that only going towards planning conferences?  Or is it for attending them too?
Castillo-Ruiz:  I don’t think it’s explicitly stated, but I think it was understood that it was for planning them.

Menovske:  I never got the impression that it was only for planning.

Percoco:  The water safety council has been continuously mentioned and poked fun of.  Please respect me and the people who are planning it.  I didn’t see why it was necessary to compare that to a point someone was making about graduation. 

Lee:  I wanted to apologize during budget hearings; I know I brought up water safety as a fake club.  It is a real club; they do real events.  I want to join; I want to become president.  

Tanner:  Dana, I really didn’t mean any disrespect to the Water Safety Council.  That was a very off-the-cuff remark.  I think the only reason it came to mind was that I was talking to you about it today, and it was the first thing that came to mind.  I’m really sorry if it offended you.  I don’t in any way mean to disrespect the work you do.  It was not planned, there was no forethought.  I do not mean to bring the Water Safety Council down by any means.
Witana:  I think we need to come back to the big picture of Lobby Corps.  We decided it would be better to withdraw from UCSA and create Lobby Corps, which is twice as effective and half the price, which is probably the only reason we’re not the most expensive UC.  I urge everyone to take the opportunity to lobby at the capital.  

Percoco:  I think it’s kind of been a habit to discuss all the issues when the representatives finally come to Senate table, which is why we need get involved with these groups.
Witana:  It’s been made clear to me that 1/3 of the Senate table has not been checking in for their office hours this week.  This is a big concern for me.

Arce: Do we have to check in every single week?

Witana:  Yes.  It doesn’t take that much.  It’s either a simple email or you can call or go in person.

Lee:  I’m not saying anyone in particular, but I think during office hours we should wait and see members of the public, but if they don’t come, we should still work on ASUCD stuff.  I don’t feel like Senate office hours are for doing things like homework.

Chen:  If I’ve seen a little tense or stern in the past few weeks, I want to apologize.  But I’m also very excited, because after we pass the budget, I will be moving into a more programmatic state of mind.  I really want to see what we can do with the book exchange, to save and support it.  I want to see if you all are happy with the redesigned logo made by President Chatham last year.  I will be here over the entire summer, so I will have a lot of time to work on projects.  I also want to work on SGAO.  I don’t want to launch any more hate on them, but it’s been on my mind how many errors there are in our legislation, and how the bylaws don’t get updated.  
Menovske:  Thank you all for voting for the trees; I think the yes vote was a vote of confidence in our project, which I think is important if the President does decide to veto our bill.  I just want to urge you all that if you plan on getting a bill through, introduce it next week so that it can go through the proper pathways.  I don’t want to see seven urgent bills for our last meeting.  On the graduations, I have been thinking a lot about finding ways to fund these events without them having to come to Senate.  I’m going to be talking to some of you to get feedback.  This might seem petty to some of you, but I will be going to the IFC meeting to talk to them about some shirts that some fraternity has bought, which say “party with sluts”.
Juarez:  It’s not to call anyone out, but I know it takes a lot to be that one person who talks against something.  It is scary, and it is hard.  But I feel that they way it was handled by the folks at the table was a little weird, because the individual was praised and applauded, without any productive conversation.  That situation sets up weird, fucked-up dynamics at our table.  No one has ever been praised in that manner.  I commend him for speaking his opinion, but I feel like the way it was handled was really weird.  
Voyce:  I think some of that praise was to combat the response that was widely negative.  The ones that praised him wanted to reassure them that he wasn’t being laughed at.  

Juarez:  That’s fine.  I know it was a hostile situation.  That would have been a lot better if other people had been approached.  

Voyce:  Justin Chan came with me to the ASUCD-Greek Life Relations meeting.  We talked about the Womyn’s Leadership Conference.  We also talked about Picnic Day; we had a very productive conversation.  The overall response from everybody is that Greek life wants to be part of the solution.  This year they reinstated the cleanup day the day after.  I want to think of ways to incentivize ways for the Greek community to go through smart party, Safe Zone, and PEACE training.  

Menovske:  I saw those shirts, and I had never seen them before.  As soon as I saw them, I thought that was extremely offensive.  I will be talking to IFC about that.  If they’re going to be chartered on our campus, I think that there should be some limitations with what they’re allowed to print on their shirts.  I encourage members of the Greek community to come with me, as well as some females, to come with me to the meeting.  
Voyce:  I don’t know the list of every Greek club that was at this meeting.  

Raridon:  Safe Zone is not the panacea for oppression in our communities; it doesn’t do anything for folks who don’t want to be there in the first place.  Levi, they’re going to take you a lot more seriously as a dude, than a woman.  
Thongsavat:  Back to the Denham resolution, I really think we got sidetracked from the meaning of the bill.  We have conservative opinions on this campus, and I think that is ok.  We have a pretty progressive table, but it’s okay to have a conservative opinion.  I don’t think we should fail a bill based on someone’s standing.  Whether we like it or not, those opinions exist.  There are people who are pro-life.  I think it’s important to note.  That bill was for education, and we basically failed it because we didn’t agree with his political stance.  We also still really haven’t had discussions about ethnic grads; we still don’t know why Levi voted no on all the ethnic grads.  
Castillo-Ruiz:  I agree with what you were saying, to some extent.  One of the things that got me concerned was that the award had already been given, and it was already being spun that the awards wasn’t emphasizing education.  Liz made a possible amendment that I think would have created a whole different conversation.  

Lee:  I agree.  And I also don’t think we should be making opinions on behalf of the Senate.  We have to focus on our campus community.  I’m pro-life; that’s something I agree with Denham on.  But I do want to acknowledge him for fighting for education.  We talk a lot about not speaking for everyone.  

XVII. Any Other Business

XVIII. Adjournment
Meeting is adjourned at 12:50 AM.
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