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ASUCD SENATE AGENDA

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS

6:10, Mee Room

December 3, 2009

I.
Call to Order 


Meeting called to order at 6:10 PM.

II.
Quorum Roll Call

All senators and ex-officio officers are present.
III.
Presentations
A. Michael John Tucker Leadership Award—Jack Zwald
Dietrich:  SGAO has submitted a statement about the winner of this award, which I will now read.  “Choosing a recipient for the Michael John Tucker Leadership Award is never easy, and this quarter proved true to form.  However even tough decisions must be made, and the individual chosen has demonstrated a true capacity for leadership, as well as passionate resolve to represent the interests of the undergraduate community here at Davis.  Through their demeanor they have helped to make ASUCD more professional on the inside and approachable from out.  We know that although their time as a Senator may be through, they will not stop working to make UC Davis a better place for students.  It is our pleasure to present this years Leadership award to Senator Jack Zwald.  Read our lips: Congratulations!”
B. Senate Hottie-Hot-Hot Award

Percoco:  The first award goes to Senator Previn Witana.  He has more interns than anyone I know, and that’s definitely a way of reaching out.  He’s also very respectful at the senate table.

The second is Taylor Fleshman—we will really miss her after she’s gone.
IV. 
Farewell Addresses

A.  Jack Zwald

When I took my seat a year ago, I didn’t think I would be too eager to give it up, but it didn’t quite turn out that way.  I have a lot of pride and respect for the new leaders at our table.  We kind of cleaned the place up; no one came drunk to budget hearings.  We raised the bar for Senate ethics.  I want to take a minute to give a final report for my platform issues.  First thing, “read my lips; no new fees”—well, there are a lot of new fees, thanks to Senate Republicans.  To those who have been standing against this recent fee increase, I salute you.  Also, spring movie showings— thanks to Laura Pulido, who helped fund a new movie screen, there will be free, fun entertainment on campus.  In terms of free readers, I’m told that they will be offered for free from the library to students who can’t afford them after the renovations in the MU are finished.  But the real reason people are here to see me is because they want to hear me thank them.  I want to thank God, my mother, and my father.  The next person is Christine, who has helped me get to where I am today.  Paul helped me a lot in my campaign.  Senator Andrew, he’s a great guy doing work for Democrats all over the state.  Eli Yani, always my friend.  Brittany, my girlfriend, who always assures me of the value of myself.  Some of my friends from the DCD have helped me along my way.  Matt Blair is outrageous, and that’s what I like about him.  Chris Dietrich, my good friend, my fellow maverick—now you’re sitting in the VP seat, I didn’t expect to see you there, but you’re doing a damn good job.  Marcus Tang, I’ve served with you on commission for a year, I’d really like to thank you for being a good advocate for this university.  You really do everything.  Amy Hartstein, for being a constant… constructive critic, but definitely showed me when I was doing some less-than-stellar things.  All my fellow senators, commission chairs, and the OA speaker, for fighting the good fight and putting up with me; you’ve been doing a damn fine job.  My final remark: It’s been an honor to serve the students.  Remember, whatever political debate arises, it’s about what’s best for the students.  Thank you very much; may God bless America, and God bless this university.

B.  Erin Lebe

I used to think that it was really funny that people always said that the ASUCD Senate is the best of times and the worst of times.  But I know now that that’s definitely true.  I’m not going to spend my time up here reflecting on my accomplishments and what I wish I had done; I’m going to focus on the new students sitting here tonight.  I never would have guessed that the protest at Mrak would have been how I end my senate term, but I’m so glad that it was.  Senators, remember why you’re here, why you ran in the first place.  Hopefully, you believe in something bigger than just being a student.  Remember that every single student has a vested interest in what happens in this room.  Don’t look into the petty politics that discourage people from entering politics.  Senators, be conscientious about how you are perceived by people.  One of the biggest lessons I’ve learned is how important communication is.  Build professional working relationships with one another, and though you may not see eye to eye on everything, there will always be something you can agree on.  When things get emotional and heated, keep in mind that how you say things is just as important, if not more important, than what you say.  It’s always better to take a moment to cool down and think about what you’re going to say.  Senators, don’t forget the platforms you ran on and don’t sit idly by.  I’ve changed and grown so much as an individual over the past years.  I think it’s great that we didn’t take the budget cuts lying down, but I also think that the quality of the requests that we will be sending to the legislature is important.  So, I can see why President Chatham vetoed the legislation.  I want to thank everyone around this table, even if we haven’t been able to see eye to eye all the time.  I also want to thank my friends who have always listened to me vent and reminded me why I’m here.  I want to reiterate how much pride I have when I think about UC Davis.  Never did I think I would go to school here.  I cannot wait to come back and visit, and I’m so excited to have been a part of the great things you guys continue to do here.  So for the last time, I respectfully submit.

C.  Laura Pulido

I’m sorry for being late, I lost my keys or I was in denial.  I didn’t look for them too hard.  On May 1st, 2007, a group of individuals occupied the quad, which had been reserved for La Raza Cultural Days a year in advance.  They were playing a game of “capture the illegal immigrant”.  When I learned that an ASUCD senator had sponsored that event, I was inspired.  That is why I am here today.  I learned of my responsibility to myself, to society, and to UC Davis.  I had the opportunity to attend a leadership conference for Latina women, where I learned two important pieces of advice.  First, make tough decisions, and believe in what you stand for.  If we learned anything from this year, it’s that legislation will polarize this room.  Second, always find your replacement.  If you made it to UC Davis, somebody was there before you and pulled you along.  Somebody pulled me along, and I will pull someone along.  May 1st, 2007, and it is now 2009.  The last piece of legislation that I voted on as a senator was the most emotional and powerful of my time here.  It was an amazing experience to stand with my fellow senators on this issue.  The only reason I stand here tonight is because of my parents.  I also would like to thank the National Hispania Leadership Institute, which has taught me to embrace my qualities.  I would like to thank the Chicana Scholarship Foundation, the King Hall Outreach Program, and my senate soul mate Mo for being absolutely wonderful.  I hated your guts the first day I knew you, because I knew there were only six seats available, and I thought you might take mine, but you didn’t.  I would like to thank Ivan Carillo for showing me the ropes.  I would like to thank Lula for being such a strong and wholesome woman; she inspires me every time I see her.  As a result of this opportunity, I now have a second family at UC Davis; I would like to thank every one of you.  I also want to thank those constituents who pack this room and help remind me that I may have been one of twelve senators, but you are ASUCD.    

D.  Justin Patrizio


E.  Mo Torres

So, I originally wasn’t planning on saying anything, so thank you for letting me talk.  My first meeting here was one of the most horrifying experiences of my life.  I remember leaving this room at 2 in the morning.  Nina, Mo Mo and I left, and we went to the Cross Cultural Center and we cried.  We were so angry, and we didn’t know what to do with that emotion.  That first meeting was about the Student of Color Conference.  The comments that were made that day really shook me up.  Before that day, I knew there were people who didn’t understand the significance of events like that, but I’d never heard their views expressed that way.  I was really shocked and upset.  That was my first experience with ASUCD.  I remember thinking, what the hell did I get myself into.  I never thought I’d be standing here right now.  I went to a really small high school for the arts; we never did any kind of public speaking.  As soon as I got to Davis, I started applying to other schools immediately.  I applied to go abroad.  And when I came back, I found the people I wanted to find, such as the CCC.  That made so much of a difference in my life.  I want to thank everyone for the opportunity of being a part of ASUCD.  Efficiency and transparency, we talk about those words a lot.  After a year of being a senator, I think I have an idea of what they mean.  Efficiency: make senate meetings run as best they can be taking the time outside of senate meetings to educate yourself about the issues going on.  Step foot into any leadership retreat on this campus, and you will leaving knowing so much more than when you went there.  Those are programs designed to make people aware about certain issues.  Transparency:  I think I learned this lesson at the very last meeting of spring quarter last year.  People talked so much, but said so little of what they actually meant.  If you want ASUCD to be more transparent, just say what you mean.  If you want to say something, then you should have the courage to say it.  We don’t talk enough in the Senate about the things that actually matter.  This isn’t the federal government; we need to realize that we’re not that self-importance.  Lets talk about the budget cuts really quickly.  I think we have a really good opportunity as ASUCD to lead the fight in response to the budget cuts.  A professor at UCSC wrote a great article called “Why Sacramento Isn’t the Problem”.  The government can hand over money to the UC Regents, but what are the Regents going to do with it?  Why do only two of the Regents have a background in education, and the rest come from the corporate world?  These are the questions we need to be asking.  

F.  Danny Garret

I wasn’t actually planning on giving a farewell; I just wrote this in my last two classes.  To preface this, I just want to state why I ran for student government.  When I was running, there were a lot of controversial issues surrounding the senate and their behavior/responsibility.  I thought I could do better, better represent the students and empathize with their experiences.  I had no experience with ASUCD, except the Coffee House.  I soon discovered that ASUCD is more wonderful and more terrible than I imagined.  The student body needs to be governed, and respect for one another’s different opinions needs to be created.  It’s much easier to label someone as wrong or as an enemy to your cause than to listen to what they have to say.  Try and venture outside of your comfort zone and get to know another group.  If you don’t, you will miss an opportunity to learn and grow.  I can honestly say that I tried to understand other people’s opinions.  With the ethnic and Lavender Graduation ceremonies, I was honest with the ECAC about my understanding.  They helped me understand the meaning and importance of these ceremonies; it was one of my favorite moments as a senator.  I’d really like to thank the members of L.E.A.D., who have helped me gain my position as a senator.  Above all individuals, I’d like to thank Amy Hartstein.  I couldn’t ask for a better mentor and friend.  I’d also like to thank my fraternity, whose members and values have shaped my college career.  Great things can be accomplished if the members of the senate cooperate.  Do good, and don’t get too self-important.

G.  Taylor Fleshman  
I first want to say that I wrote this the day that we went to Mrak, about an hour before we went to the meeting.  I decided to keep it, and I just want to say that I’m very proud of everyone who was there.  I am pleased and honored to say my farewell tonight with the other five senators.  Without them, I wouldn’t have been confirmed, and I wouldn’t have been successful.  I will start out by saying that I have never known UC Davis without Outreach Assembly.  I never knew that interning for the OA speaker would lead me to where I am today.  The assembly I interned for is not the same assembly I am the speaker for today.  I remember sleepless nights, hard work, and reflecting constantly upon what I could have been doing better.  I have been so fortunate to surround myself with these outstanding individuals, who have such bright futures.  I am so lucky to have known all of you.  Thank you for making my job the best experience I’ve had at UC Davis.  It’s hard to leave this assembly knowing all the things I still could do with it.  I know that I will always feel gravitated towards it.  I am only hopeful to see it gain more success as it grows as an assembly.  I am putting my trust in all of you to see that this assembly never flounders, dwindles, or fails.  I want to thank a couple people.  Rebecca Schwartz, I wouldn’t have been here without her.  I also wanted to thank you Bree; I was so proud of you the day that you won the election.  Thank you Joe and Chris, you have exceeded my expectations.  Thank you everyone in this room for a wonderful experience that I will never forget.  
H.  

Max Mikalonis:  These are momentous times.  We have an unprecedented budget crisis, an unprecedented opportunity.  Budget cuts are going to be bad, but this crisis also brings opportunities.  Right now, there are incredible amounts of political awareness, and we need to seize this.  We need to make sure than when this is all over, we end up with a better UC than when we started.  California currently has a 28 billion dollar budget deficit.  This is not going to be easy, but with courage and determination, we will overcome.  California is a young, vibrant state, and I look forward to these changes.  I have easily learned more in the MU and Mrak Hall than in all my classes combined.  I remember when we had to talk about the unionization of food service workers.  With one dissenting vote, it was so frustrating, but also incredibly rewarding.  What I’m trying to get to here is that when you leave this room, put the politics aside.  Grab a beer, get to know each other.  It makes everything go easier in Senate.  A house divided upon itself will not stand.  
Witana motions for a ten-minute break.

V. 
Appointments/Confirmations
A. Business and Finance Commission— Avnish Brar, Nazir Sayed
Limon:  I sat on their interviewing committee, and I really admired their commitment and enthusiasm.

No objections to confirmation.

B. External Affairs Commission— Ozzy Arce, Samantha Hayflich, Kevin Pascual, Bihter Ozedirne, Sean Oh 
Percoco:  I sat in a lot of interviews, and this is definitely the most qualified group I’ve ever had.  I think they’re all going to do a fantastic job.

Massoudi:  What is your experience outside of External Affairs that qualifies you for this position?

Pascual:  In high school I worked for the city of Freemont on the Board of Education.  I investigated problems in the 5 high schools in the city and presented this affairs to the Board of Education.

Hayflich:  I’m a returning member.  I’m also really involved in Lobby Corps.

Ozedime:  I have experience in high school, and I was in the student union assembly.

Arce:  I’ve been on EAC for a million quarters; I’m currently vice-chair.  I’m also a member of Delta Chi fraternity and a peer advisor.

Oh:  I’m the Korean American Student Association VP, and I was also an alternate for EA last year.

C. Ethnic and Cultural Affairs Commission—Riha Pathak, Jaspreet Dehar
Smith:  Riha has been such a great help on our commission.  She’s always giving great ideas; hopefully she’ll be moving into a more mobile position next year.

No objections to confirmation.

Jaspreet Dehar—

Smith: Jaspreet is also a returning commissioner.  He’s brought a lot of great ideas.  You’ve heard a lot about MESA week, which was Jaspreet’s idea.  

No objections to confirmation.

D. Outreach Assembly Speaker 
E. Environmental Policy and Planning Commission—Jess Lam, Matt Russo
Moosavi:  We had a pretty good turnout this time around.  Jess is a very good candidate; she’s an active member right now and has a lot of great ideas.  Matt will be new to our commission, but he really impressed us with his knowledge of environmental issues.

Massoudi:  Do you have any events you’d like to foster through EPPC?

Lam:  This quarter we’ve brainstormed a lot; we’re doing an e-waste recycling event this week, and we’re hoping it will build more support throughout the year.

Russo:  I know EPPC is looking into an environmental art show.

Juarez:  Are you familiar with the issues affecting the Co-ops?

Russo:  Our commission could possibly work with the Co-ops to raise awareness over the problem.

Lam:  We are included in their listserv, so we receive their information.  We also have a commissioner who lives in the Co-ops right now, so we are in touch with them.


No objections to confirmation.

VI.  
Status of Legislation Previously Passed 
All legislation has been signed except Senate Resolution #9, which was vetoed by President Chatham.
VII.
Introduction of New Legislation

Authored by: 

PATRIZIO

Introduced by: 

Gold

Referred to:  

Academic Affairs Commission


         


Business and Finance Commission

An AUCD Senate Bill to allocate $690.00 from Senate Reserves to fund ASUCD Financial Aid Awareness Week.
VIII.
Public Discussion 

IX.
Public Announcements  

Witana:  The deadline for Safe Zone training is coming up in January, and you are all required to be trained. 

Moosavi:  Just so everyone knows, we have an e-waste recycling event that is going on this week.  The last day is tomorrow, so if you have any old electronic devices, there’s even a chance that you might get paid for your items.

Clemente:  Tomorrow is the deadline for the application for the Queer Leadership Retreat.

Massoudi motions to adjourn at 12:48 AM.

X. 
Approval of Past Meeting Minutes 
XI.
Unit Director Reports
A. Project Compost
Hi, my name is Valentina, and I just wanted to give you a quick update for Project Compost.  We’ve tabled at the Environmental Showcase and Farm to College Night.  We had a backyard composting workshop.  One of our directors presented at a seminar in the dorms to let people know about Project Compost.  We added a new place to pick up from, behind the Academic Surge.  In the future, we’re going to have a worm composting workshop on January 23rd and a backyard compost workshop on February 20th.  That’s what’s happening so far.

Raridon:  Where will those workshops be taking place?

Valentina:  In front of the Tri Co-ops, unless its raining.  We’ll be giving away free worm composting bins.


B.
AGTV

Daniel Fontaine:  I’ve compiled a bit of a report that I’d like to give.  We’ve come along way in the past year and a half.  We were once just a trickle of video content, but a lot of improvements have been made.  We’ve physically renovated the studio, designed a general project workflow, and improved office ambiance.  We’ve developed a business philosophy.  We release each video individually, which improves efficiency.  We’ve also promoted a business ethos.  We’ve been more outwardly concerned with students’ needs and concerns.  I also see AGTV as being a means for every student’s ends.  We’ve been trying to improve relations with ASUCD; we can be a valuable tool, and I encourage you to use us.  We’ve also been working on spreading our content, working with The Aggie and local TV stations.  From this time last year, we’ve more than quadrupled our output.  We’re also promoting careers, getting people into the industry.  We’ve built up a lot of momentum, and I’ve really picked up on a trend: ASUCD has communication issues, and this is the exact problem that AGTV is able to solve.  Don’t think of us as a news station; think of us as a communication facilitator.

Raridon:  I just want to thank you for your excellent coverage of the protest.

Lee:  What do you want to see specifically from the Senate in terms of help?

Fontaine:  I want to work closely with individuals to develop unique messages that can be spread out around campus.  

Lee:  I’ve heard some talk about getting AGTV inside the residence halls.  Can you elaborate on this?

Chatham:  This is a project we’ve been working on for quite a while now.  Basically, Student Housing is telling us they want us to pay $1 per minute, which we’re not really willing to pay.  We’ve been working with Student Affairs to try and get their support on this issue.  Our soft date for broadcasting in the dorms is the beginning of winter quarter.  
XII.
Ex-Officio Reports 
A. 
Commission Chairs
Moosavi:  On Monday, we held and EPPC interview, and we elected new winter commissioners and alternates.  I held my office hours, and it was the first day of the e-waste event.  At the event, we received: one laptop, three cell phones, two cameras, 5 chargers, a hairdryer, 30-40 CDs, two mp3 players, and several ink cartridges and batteries.  On Tuesday, EPPC held its meeting, where we discussed some winter projects, such as sushi sustainability and a green art show.  I also held my office hours.  On Wednesday, I attended the CCE meeting, where we discussed collaboration between different groups on campus to have a greater impact.  On Thursday I sat through most of the Senate meeting (longer than 3.5 senators did).
Raridon:  I attended a Planned Parenthood student organizing conference, and I spoke at a teach-in on November 16th concerning the UC crisis.  I facilitated a Know Your Rights training on a bus full of students on its way to a protest at Berkeley concerning the UC crisis on November 18th.  I was arrested and held in policy custody for over ten hours in protest of privatization of the UC.  I also opened and advertised GASC applications.  I attended a six-hour meeting to strategize and save DSC on November 22nd, as well as a UC crisis strategizing meeting for six hours on the same day.  I helped facilitate a 500 person UC crisis general assembly meeting on November 23rr, and I facilitated an in-depth Know Your Rights training after the meeting.  I registered GASC for the Western Regional LGBTQQIAA Conference.  I did one-on-one check-ins with every member of GASC to communicate about the direction of GASC.  I will have a meeting with the Clit Collective on December 5th, and I made cookies for my commissioners for meeting on November 24th in Mrak.  
Percoco:  During the past three weeks, I met with the Entertainment Council, and I talked about the Co-Ops with Liz.  I went to GASC, and I held interviews.  I went to the meeting in Social Sciences 1100, the protest at Mrak, and the chair meeting.  I donated blood and flyered for the blood drive at the Farmers’ Market.  We worked on the canned food drive and did EAC bonding.

Limon:  On November 17th, 2009, AAC held its Last Lecture Series with Professor Miroslav Nivick.  We had a great turnout.  Special thanks to former Senators Patrizio, Lebe, and Chair Person Hartstein for attending.  Our November 23rd, 2009 meeting was canceled due to not meeting quorum.  On November 30th, 2009 I met with five of my AAC commissioners for three hours to draft possible legislation on the 32% increase.  On the same day, I held my AAC meeting, where we discussed our action plan on the 32% increase, rehiring, and next quarter’s events.  On December 2nd I sat on B&F interviews from 11:20 to 1:40 PM.  I also held my office hours from 4:00-6:00 PM.           

B. 
Outreach Assembly Speaker 
C. 
ASUCD Controller

XIII.
Elected Officer Reports 
A. President
B. Vice President
C. ASUCD Senators
Witana:  On Monday, I met with Richard Ronquillo of Student Housing, went to the Legislation Writing Clinic, AWIT, and ECAC.  On Tuesday, I attended GASC and EAC, and on Wednesday I went to OA and the Court.  The following Monday, I sat on EAC interviews.  Tuesday, I went to EAC.  Yesterday, I sat on B&F interviews and went to the Court where, thanks to Justice Meyerhoff and Chief Justice Whitney, the Court archives are now more complete.  
Menovske:  
Edible Campus/Campus Sustainability:  I am in the process of confirming a date to meet with Will Klein from Campus Center for the Environment.  I also attended the monthly sustainability potluck and brainstormed ideas for campaigns, as well as ideas for a campus-wide compost bin symbol, and shared the progress of CALPIRG’s environmental campaigns with other coalition partners that were in attendance.  

           Textbook Affordability/Rental Program:  I contacted the bookstore and am in the process of scheduling a meeting with the manager to discuss the details of a rental program.  I am also in the process of scheduling meetings with all the department heads to get faculty support and commitment to the program.  I am working on setting up a meeting with Janet Gong to discuss the administration’s view on the project.  

            Financial Aid Resources:  I attended CALPIRG’s lobby day in the state capitol building on November 20th to lobby in support of higher education (specifically CALPIRG’s Getting to Graduation campaign).  I am still waiting on a reply from the Financial Aid Office to set up a meeting and brainstorm ideas for helpful workshops or fairs.   

Rombi:  On November 18th, I got trans-gender Safe-Zoned.  On November 20th, I met with John Seden and Will Klein to talk about making the MU zero-waste and working on my project to put compost bins in the MU and on the patio.  By the time that the CoHo renovations are over, we should be able to include compost bins with the other trash and recycling bins that we have.  On November 23rd, I held office hours from 12-2 in Griffin Lounge and 3-5 in the Senate office.  The director of Campus Copies/Classical Notes, Chelsea, stopped by to discuss the reader project.  We drafted a copy of the letter to present to professors.  I also went to the IAC meeting.  On the 24th, I met with Jessica Bray from CCE and a few other people that were interested in reducing plastic bags on campus to organize a campaign on how to get plastic off of campus.  On November 30th, I sat on the interviewing committee for EPPC and I attended the B&F meeting.  On the 2nd I was on the interviewing committee for B&F.  I held my office hours today from 2-4 in Griffin Lounge and I will be holding them tomorrow from 12-2 in the Senate office.  Next quarter I will continue to push the reader project, hopefully meeting with Chancellor Katehi and professors of Letters and Science.  I will also be meeting regularly with John Seden to keep up on the status of the renovations and the compost bins.  I also hope to work with Outreach Assembly and Creative Media to get the website going for events.

Rouhafza:  I attended every commission meeting last week, and I emailed clubs and the ECAC for a multicultural dance event.  I worked with Alison Tanner of GASC on the Breastfeeding Support Program being cut (I will be writing a resolution about this).  I worked on information to write a resolution on the Textiles program being cut.  I also met with Jan Gong and BloodSource for a blood donation education symposium, for which I sent tons of emails.  I held office hours, met with my intern, sent emails regarding the MESA Retreat, and attended the Lobby Corps executive meeting.  
XIV.
New Student Court Cases/Prior Week’s Verdicts/ASUCD Court Announcements

XV.  
Consideration of Old Legislation
A. SB#14
Sidney
Sidney:  Very briefly, this bill was at the request of the career staff of ASUCD.  There were four candidates that dropped out of the last election, and it created a significant burden on Creative Media.  People are allowed to drop out right before the election, and we don’t want to run the risk of something going on and not being able to change the ballot in time.  So we want to create a soft deadline that will help people be removed from the vote counting software that will take the pressure off of Creative Media.  

Hartstein:  We edited this and made it longer after the deadline to submit, and I think we came to a good compromise.  

Public Discussion:

Lee:  I think this is really good; I think it’s the right way to go.  I believe the only question about this was about voters getting potentially disenfranchised about their candidates getting taken off the website.

Sidney:  There are multiple areas of the voting site, and the part that deals with vote tabulation will not be affected by accidental votes for people who have been withdrawn.

Castillo-Ruiz:  What are the deadlines and penalties that are mentioned?

Sidney:  That’s already part of the bylaws right now.  The penalty is that you don’t get your statement on the website.  All our penalties are violation points.  There’s nothing serious.
Witana calls Senate Bill #14 to question.

Senate Bill #14 passes with no objections.  

B. SB#17
Taylor
C. SB#19
Taylor
D. SB#21
Mezhvinsky
Mezhvinsky:  Basically, the three items we are asking for in this bill are a tape deck, tripod, and shoulder mount.  The tape deck we have currently is broken, the tripods are often on loan, and the shoulder mount is for people who aren’t very strong to be able to hold the camera for long periods of time.

Williams:  We saw this bill, we liked it.  The numbers aren’t quite right—the total was off by $0.50, but other than that, it’s a good bill.

Public Discussion:

Tim:  So the tape deck being used now is broken, and it belonged to the outgoing chair?  So does ASUCD need to buy a replacement?

Mezhvinsky:  No, the tape deck we need is for AGTV.  We need to buy a new one.


No objections to passing Senate Bill #21.
E. SB#22
IAC
F. SB#23
IAC
Hartstein:  Justice Meyerhoff approached me about writing this bill.  Court members are not allowed to write authored legislation, but they are not restricted from coauthoring.  We are just updating the bylaws to make them consistent with the judicial codes.  My colleague will be the last justice to ever co-author a bill.

Public Discussion:

Dietrich:  The court did vote to suspend that part of their judicial codes to allow Justice Meyerhoff to write this.

Senate Discussion:

Senate Bill #23 is called to question.
No objections to passing Senate Bill #23.  

G. SB#24
IAC
H. SB#26
B&F
Williams:  This bill is to get some gavels for the commissions.  The big problem with this is that Amy tends not to share with the rest of the commissions.  It’s two gavels from Capital Reserves for $35.  Gavels really help when your commission starts to get out of order.

Rouhafza:  I’m actually kind of jealous.  I thought that they should have gavels last year, and a lot of senators were not in support of it.  I’m in support of this because these gavels can stick with the commissions throughout the years.

Raridon:  GASC doesn’t need gavels; we’re completely orderly in case you haven’t noticed.

Percoco:  I’m in support of this.  A lot of times EAC sees really controversial legislation.  It would be helpful to have a gavel.  Also, my commission’s very vocal, which is good, but they’re sometimes a little too vocal.

Senate Discussion:

Lee:  I think it’s great; Dana’s right.  External Affairs can get really rowdy.  I’d like to a call this bill to question, but it seems like people have things to say.

Williams:  The Vice President and Executive gavels are often unavailable because the office is locked.

Castillo-Ruiz:  What was the reason for people being opposed before?

Rouhafza:  They’re cheap.  I talked to Dana last quarter about this, and some senators thought this was a waste of money.  

Senate Bill #26 is called to question.
No objections to passing Senate Bill #26.
I. SR#6
Dietrich
Dietrich:  This is a project that is in support of online publication of student evaluations of course instructors.  Basically, I think there is a fundamental lack of reliable information about your professors.  There are third party sites, but I think they are all somewhat flawed because they rely on a small, polarized sample.  I think it’s important to have the official evaluations be published, to give students a better source of information about their professors.  85% of students and 55% of professors are in support of this, according to a my.ucdavis survey.  I’m going to be meeting with Robert Powell tomorrow to discuss this.  

Limon:  We looked over this for a long time trying to restructure the sentences to make them more clear, but we liked that it promotes transparency, and I think that it would really serve the students well at this campus.

Public Discussion:

Rouhafza:  I was at the AAC meeting, and I think this is definitely clear; it keeps the professors accountable.  
Percoco:  I too am really in support of this; I want to see these evaluations used for something.  

Senate Discussion:

Clemente:  I also am in support of this.  These evaluations are also used to calculate the pay of professors.  

Senate Resolution #6 is called to question.

No objections to passing Senate Resolution #6.
J. SR#8
Witana
Witana:  Despite of one’s political affiliation, what matters is that someone gets the right to vote.  This bill supports bipartisan voter registration in the UC Davis dorms.
Public Discussion: 

Dietrich:  As a coauthor I think it’s important to get students in the habit of voting.

Menovske:  Is this saying that only ASUCD can do this?  Or can any group do it?

Witana:  Any group reaching on both sides of the aisle.

Senate Discussion:

Lee:  I think it’s great; let’s do this.

Castillo-Ruiz:  How are you going to go about approaching students to register while remaining unbiased?
Witana:  There will be no partisan affiliation on us at all.  The only thing Student Housing currently does is give students a form and a mailbox, and only 2% of the forms are filled out correctly.  We’re only there to advise students and help them out.

Castillo-Ruiz:  Where and how will this take place?

Witana:  I met with Student Housing, and they’ve let us have presentations in the dorms, and they’re even considering getting us on their TV.  What we’re going to be doing is going door-to-door. 

Clemente:  My thing is that we need to check in on these students the following year after they move off campus.
Senate Resolution #8 is called to question.
No objections to passing Senate Resolution #8.
K. SR#9
Torres
Chatham:  I emailed everybody a letter explaining why I vetoed this legislation, but I will reiterate my opinions briefly. 

My biggest objection was the term “leadership of the UC”, which I found to be too vague.  I don’t think that we should be saying that broad of a statement.  I also think making a vote of no confidence is not productive.  We need to propose constructive arguments and demands that help us realize the goals that we share.  A vote of no confidence essentially calls for people to resign, and that’s not what we are asking for.  I also think that the passing of this legislation did not allow for the voicing of any potential amendments.  I’ve written an alternative resolution that I hope you will all consider and pass tonight that highlights some specific demands, including a fee reduction schedule, greater transparency, and greater cooperation with the students.  I also think that students, staff, and faculty need to partner with the Regents to voice our opinions in Sacramento.  
Dietrich:  Just a reminder to you all, no amendments are allowed to be made to this resolution, and it requires a 2/3 vote.

Williams:  Since I am first, the biggest problem I have with this resolution is the phrase “leadership of the UC”.  Someone could easily spin the phrase and apply it to nearly anyone.  However, I loved the symbolism of us passing this at the protest.

Brown:  What I think of is the symbolism of ASUCD holding a meeting on the steps of Mrak Hall.  I’ve never seen ASUCD take such an activist position.  I admire that Joe wants to have a stronger-worded resolution, but I think that a veto can be perceived as a spit in the face to the students who witnessed this.  

Rombi:  I was also going to talk about the symbolism, but on the same lines, I was a member of the public that night, and I didn’t see the resolution at all.  I don’t agree with the way it was voted on; there was no discussion at all.  I do like the wording of the new resolution.  While the newer one is a little bit longer, they are very similar.  They have the same goal, and I think if this one’s a little bit better worded, then we shouldn’t be against passing it.

Pulido:  I’m the one who called this bill to question, and if I recall, the group was completely silent; no one objected.  We were all in the same boat; we were standing there side by side with students, and that doesn’t happen ever.  I think objecting to the fact that there was no room for discussion… there were people being arrested and we needed to do this quick.  Now is not the time to be politically correct.  We need to jump in and take a stance.  It was read out loud that it was a vote of no confidence and nobody objected.  
Rombi:  The environment that it was, I don’t believe that people with opposing views may have felt comfortable voicing their opinions.

Torres:  I was the original author of the bill, and I had no idea that it was going to be read at Mrak Hall.  Hours later, we were sitting in Mrak Hall, and as I was leaving to go to the Senate Meeting.  People were chanting “bring them here” regarding the senators.  It is disappointing that this resolution has been vetoed.  This resolution was passed in a beautiful environment.  Had this resolution been passed in this room, it wouldn’t have been on AGTV and the news.  It would not have had the same meaning if it was passed here.  Mark Yudoff was explicitly named in this resolution; people know who the phrase “leadership of the UC” is referring to.  If you want to pass the new resolution, go ahead, but it will be a slap in the face to me and to all the students who heard it.  

Taylor:  I want to touch on the semantics and the little things.  To all the new senators, do not get caught up in that.  During the debate over the ethnic grad bills, there were three meetings.  In the first one, I was totally against it due to the omnibus nature of the bill, but at the second meeting, I voted yes because I was able to look pass that.  Regarding making this resolution stronger, it was me who was telling you to do that.  This SR #9 is a big “fuck you” to Mark Yudoff, and I think a lot of students want to hear that.  Do not get bogged down in semantics.

Gold:  There’s a lot of wonderful people in this room that have taught me a lot; one of the things that they’ve taught me was the idea of a safe space.  I don’t disagree with this resolution; it came from the right place.  In the setting where this was presented, I don’t feel that this was a safe space.  Call me weak, but I did not feel comfortable making amendments to this resolution in the protest environment, and I’m a little appalled that that has not been made a greater issue with this.  As far as the three issues that Joe has presented, I think the third one is the most important here.  The executive office went above and beyond the call of duty by not simply vetoing this resolution but also providing an alternative.
Clemente:  I find that interesting, because after the protest, we came back here, and no one said anything.  I think one of the requirements of leadership is to speak when even when you are uncomfortable.

Gold:  Not everyone agrees with this resolution; there are a lot of my constituents disagree.  I think the environment in which Senate Resolution #9 was presented was very unfair.

Blanco:  I think that the safe environment was there, but I feel that no one felt the need to do anything with it.  You got to understand that the resolution as it is is as strong as it’s going to be because 52 students got arrested.  Now you want to change a few words simply because it’s better?  No, it isn’t.  There were students who were getting arrested.  At one point, you could have discussed things.  This was history in Davis.  Pulling this back and rewriting it is a slap in the face to all the sacrifice that was made for it.  You’re going to make it very weak only for a couple of words.  You are really going to throw this to waste just for a couple of words?  Don’t be political.  

Pulido:  On the topic of safety, I think that’s a really embarrassing argument to make.  I saw two women surrounded by 12 police officers, and to me that’s not safe.  It hurts to see a group of students be afraid of another group of students.  What could you have been afraid of surrounded by a group of your peers?  You were not afraid of them when they elected you.  I’ve seen three vetoes in my time in ASUCD.  The first time, the bill was vetoed for very substantial reasons.  The second time, the executive did not stay here until 3 in the morning with the rest of us.  

Torres:  Just to continue, I think the last meeting was one of the first times when we had time as individuals to think about this resolution.  We had a considerable amount of time to think about this as people were getting arrested.  I don’t know why the opportunities arose were not taken advantage of for people to make suggestions.  If people had wanted to reopen the vote for that legislation, they could have.  

Blanco:  The reason why we’re here is that ASUCD failed to be here before and after the events.  This could have been better prepared, but it wasn’t.  You could have spoken up, but you didn’t.  That’s failure of the Senate.  

Massoudi:  I like Resolution #9, but I like Chatham’s resolution better; it comes off more eloquently, it makes more specific demands.  This was not available last week.  I don’t see any reason why we can’t say the same thing in a more strongly worded manner.

Shannon:  This is the first ASUCD senate meeting I’ve ever been to, because in my five years of experience, I’ve never seen anything come out of ASUCD that directly affects me.  I feel that this is a slap in the face.  This is the first time that the student body has ever felt any ownership over what has come out of here.  I understand that this new bill is more thoughtfully written; I don’t see any reason why we can’t pass the new one and the old one.  I really encourage you to veto the veto, or whatever happens.  

Limon:  She noted the fact that she was really proud that night of what ASUCD did.  Within my commission, one of my commissioners saw the video on Facebook, and afterwards he emailed me saying that he was so inspired that he was part of ASUCD.  Afterwards, he attended several other protests and came to me saying that he wanted to write a resolution in support of the Mrak 52.  I was so proud of him and his desire to take a stance.  

Shannon:  The people who were scared were the people who were stuck in solitary confinement, people who were waiting outside of the detention center, the people who were getting pushed on top of cars.

Juarez:  We speak of eloquence and sending these letters to people such as our state legislators; they’re getting paid enough money, I think we should send them something to work on.  

Shannon:  I know there’s a lot of you who are new senators this quarter, and I really urge you to take a voice on this issue because it’s not going away.  Please don’t veto this bill because it’s really important.

Witana:  I was proud to see that ASUCD did attend the protest.  Regardless of whether we sustain or override the veto, it will be the ASUCD Court that makes the final decision.  We are the closest UC to the capital.  If our argument does not echo in the halls of State legislature, we could face even higher fee hikes.
Castillo-Ruiz:  I want to talk about the phrase “leadership of the UC”.  In the very first line of Senate Resolution #9 it mentions Mark Yudoff, so I think that’s very specific.  I think constructive demands can still be achieved without this veto.  I think the vote of no confidence is a very positive move towards constructiveness.  If we want to lobby in Sacramento, that’s great, but I don’t see why that requires a veto.
Witana motions for a ten-minute break at 9:02 PM.
Meeting resumes at 9:14 PM.
Witana:  I just wanted to share that I felt very safe at the protest.  I’m willing to debate this until sunrise if that’s what it takes.  And I will be representing us at the Court tomorrow.

Laura:  Regarding public forums, I think that the senate wasn’t the only body that was voting at the protest; the people who were struggling against the police were those who voted.  If people didn’t feel comfortable speaking out against the bill, I think it’s because they know how poorly it would have been received by the students.  If you wouldn’t be comfortable saying anything in front of the people of the protest, but you’re willing to say it here, I think that’s incredibly cowardly.  

Taylor:  I think that this is supposed to be an open dialogue, so I defer to Joe.

Chatham:  I want to disagree with the notion that that was an ideal public forum.  An ideal public forum is a place where people can disagree, dissent, and make amendments.  We have to acknowledge that the people protesting in front of Mrak do not necessarily share the opinions of everyone on this campus.  The other comment that I want to make is that we need to be very intelligent about how we approach our advocacy; how we write our messages is very important.  They’re going to read about a no-confidence vote for the entire UC and think it’s ridiculous.  If we’re going to have a vote of no confidence, we need to say specifically who we are talking about. 

Taylor:  Let’s stay respectful, not get hostile.  I totally understand what you said, but in all honestly, we can pass both: one that lists our demands and one that is symbolic.  I’ve passed a lot of bills in the past nine months, but this is the one I am most proud of.  The UC was founded with no tuition; the UC is not fulfilling their mission.  They are not fulfilling their duties.  This has power, this has meaning.  I’ve passed so many useless resolutions and I’m tired of it.  Please don’t let the semantics bog you down.

Tim:  This is the ASUCD Senate; you’re representatives of the student body.  Just like the U.S. Senate, which you are modeled after, you must be very careful about the language you are using.  Are you representing the entire student body, or a very vocal minority?
Lee:  I’m not 100% convinced that adding a few constructive clauses is worth losing all the meaning for all the students who were there.  When we weigh the two, some improvement in the language would not be worth it.

Tim:  The Senate has to be very careful about its diplomacy; you don’t stand alone.  You work with other administrative bodies, and you must consider professionalism as part of your job.

Lee:  I think we’re having a great debate here, and I want to address the letter explaining the reasons for the veto.  I agree with the people who uphold that it is clear enough.  Second, whether or not a vote of no confidence is the right thing to do, I don’t think this is ideal language, but I think it’s appropriate.  I don’t think the UC has done enough to represent the rights of the students.  All the additional clauses explain the vote of no confidence and give reasoning for it.  However, I do think the third point is a good enough reason to have a veto.  We could not have had a discussion like the one we are having right now at Mrak.  We need to vote on this again, to chose whether we need to override the veto.  I agree with the veto, but I also think we need to override it.

Gold:  The key point is that we don’t have the opportunity to amend this bill.  We’re not really seeing this as legislation; we’re seeing a veto override.

Lee:  I think you’re absolutely right.  

Jeremy:  This is a public meeting, and it’s designed to encourage public participation.  I had a belief that as more police moved in, we were not far from having a real riot.  I’m nervous speaking here, and I can’t imagine speaking in front of hundreds of students who were not there to attend a decorous meeting.  We’ve been debating this for two hours, and that would not have been possible that night.  

Public Speaker:  There was conversation happening all day long in Mrak, and for days after.  Please just don’t make it seem like this was just a riot.  

Jeremy:  My sense of that evening is that the Senate wanted to be as unobtrusive as possible.  When the second police reinforcement came in, some people started to get worried.  

Public Speaker 2:  Considering the fact that ASUCD is elected by the students, I would rather hear the opinion of the students than a bill that is more eloquently written.  The support of the students is what matters.

Menovske:  I agree that this was a symbol.  It was made when the senators decided to move the meeting over there to conduct their business.  It’s on the internet.  It’s not going to get taken away if this veto goes through.  Yes, we could have been able to quiet the crowd long enough to pass this, but how much longer could you have sustained that?  There would not have been sufficient time to have this legitimate statement.  I also feel that we need to pass one piece of legislation.  Joe’s legislation is more legitimate and specific.  Calling people for cowardly for not dissenting then is not realistic.  
Public Speaker 2:  While Torres was reading the bill, there were several students yelling out against what the bill was saying.  I doubt the students would have waited to hear amendments.

Chatham:  I want to encourage you all to not underestimate the way we write our resolutions.  I think that there are a lot of students on this campus who would take issue with a vote of no confidence of the leadership of the UC.  I think we should be coming forward with a list of constructive arguments that are going to get results.  I think that if we send two resolutions, it will dilute our legitimacy.  

Massoudi:  I don’t mean to rush this by any means, but there are other people here who are waiting to hear other legislation.  We can push this back and hear it again next week.
Blanco:  The new piece of legislation also has some errors; the date of the resolution made by the UC Regents is incorrect.  The figures about fees are not completely accurate.  This new resolution is actually not as strong as you think it is.  I feel that the language here does not address a lot of things.

Torres:  Speaking of the vagueness of the alternative resolution, it calls for Mark Yudoff to “take action”.  The Regents already know that; they know that they should do something.  What’s missing from the alternative resolution is a lack of faith in the leadership of Mark Yudoff.  The University of California is a business; they’re playing a money game.  They don’t necessarily have the best interests of the students at heart.  The core message of the resolution needs to be that Mark Yudoff has failed us, and now we need to do something else.  The older resolution is a lot stronger.  
Blanco:  The Regents knew about this in summer.  They didn’t take any actions because they didn’t want to get the students involved.  

Raridon:  I have a lot to say.  We’re talking a lot about the students who were arrested; I was one of them.  I spent four hours handcuffed in zipties, and you can still see the marks on my wrists.  There is no reason why we cannot pass both resolutions.  We talked about the safe space.  That’s insulting for a number of reasons.  I’m seeing a lot of parallels between this veto and the ethnic grad bill.  I’m having a difficult time listening to these arguments, first and foremost because I feel insulted.  I got straight out of jail and someone handed me the resolution, and I cried.  I was so unbelievably proud of this group of students.  We can do both; we’ve already passed a resolution concerning the fee hikes.  Joe Chatham does not have the final say in our advocacy.

Massoumi:  I agree with what Sarah’s saying in that there’s a difference between a student coming into this room and feeling uncomfortable and an elected leader feeling uncomfortable at the protest.  In terms of using one bill over another, I feel that we keep talking about the fact that not all the student voices were present at the protest, but vetoing this bill suppresses the voices of all those who did protest.  You’re supposed to be representing all students.

Raridon:  Something that I think folks should also know is that I’ve been organizing against budget cuts and fee hikes since before school started.  We notified Joe twice about the teach-in, and he failed to respond.
Chatham:  About the emails, I responded requesting more information, and I didn’t hear anything for about three days.  The information that I got was not very concrete.  I feel that if there had been better communication, it would have gone better.  The communication that I received was clearly inadequate.

Castillo-Ruiz:  I agree with what Senator Lee had said before.  The first reason for the veto is irrelevant.  Secondly, I agree that we should be thinking about how to approach Sacramento, and also UCOP.  If we want to create legislation to do that, I think that should be done here.  I feel that the alternative legislation is relatively weak; Senate Resolution #9 is much stronger symbolically.  It sends our feelings, our emotions, how we feel about the leaders of the UC.  We can send another, stronger resolution in the future.  We should follow up Senate Resolution #9 with what we want them to do.  Overriding the veto is what I’m leaning towards.  Also, we were here before we took off for Mrak.  It was decided on that we would go, and we decided that we would only go if the atmosphere was conducive to holding a meeting.  We never decided to come back.  

Rudy:  I am a member of your Court.  I wanted to remind you that the final stop for this bill is happening tomorrow at 2 o’clock.  All the members of the Court are open to your comments and concern; please let us know.

Lee:  What exactly are you deciding on?

Rudy:  The constitutionality of the vote and the Resolution.

Lula:  Are you questioning the environment in which it was passed or the wording?

Hartstein:  The first part is questioning whether the senate was allowed to move the meeting without 24 hours notice.  If the Court decides that the meeting was legitimate, then there’s still a question of whether the Resolution was constitutional because of the environment, whether or not it allowed for the opinion of the minority and the majority.

Taylor:  I feel like we’ve drifted more towards a public discussion, rather than this one Resolution and whether or not we want to pass it.  I feel like we’ve all said our piece.  Let’s decide on this bill.

Clemente:  I don’t want to belabor the point on the safe space, but we did come back here.  You should have talked to some senators.  As to whether or not the new bill is supposedly stronger, I don’t think it is, because we’re reminding our leaders to do their job.  This bill was passed unanimously, and no one came back to object.  My big issue is the constitutional question of whether not Presidents should be allowed to write ASUCD Senate Resolutions.  I urge all senators here to assert our power as legislators.  I’m not comfortable with the President vetoing a Resolution and then writing his own as a replacement.  Who are we?  Really?  To go out there in front of a crowd and stand in solidarity and then come back here and go back on everything we said.
Stephanie:  I was also a little confused about the President writing a Senate Bill.  I didn’t understand why there was a separate bill written by one person; usually senate bills are written by senators.

Clemente:  If we passed the other bill, I will be challenging the constitutionality.  I motion to divide the house on whether to override the veto on Senate Resolution #9.

Gold and Massoudi object to dividing the house.

Massoudi:  I think we should just go and vote for it.  We’ve been talking about this for two and a half hours.  I think it’s time to take a vote.  
With a 4-8-0 vote, the motion to divide the house fails.

Stephanie:  Besides at these meetings, I don’t often speak out, but I spoke out at the rally because I felt the need to.  I think a senator saying that he doesn’t feel comfortable is kind of a cop out.  I’ve worked pretty closely with the administration for pretty much 8 years, and they do not listen to our student body.  

Clemente:  I don’t know why we’re scared of passing this Resolution because of one line.  I don’t think we should be afraid to rock the vote, and UC Berkeley has already passed a vote of no confidence.

Speaker:  I don’t know how we can take away our statement of no confidence after people were tazered and arrested.  There was a reason they didn’t want us there after hours: they didn’t want to address our issues.  

Stephanie:  We need some form of action from this student body.  Whether or not we change letters, it doesn’t matter, because they’re not listening to us.  We need something more concrete.  

Yani:  I urge everyone to consider that the two pieces of legislation are independent of one another.  We are addressing Senate Resolution #9 currently.  At the protest at Mrak, I would not have felt comfortable disagreeing with 600 people.  I feel that the majority of the senators feel how they want to vote, so I urge them to vote on this.
Hartstein:  To reply to the intimidation thing, I urge you to not speak for the emotional states of other students who were there.  We’ve already had a number of senators say that they were uncomfortable speaking; I don’t think you should discount that.
Clemente:  You should have come back and discussed this.  Why didn’t you articulate your concerns?  Speaking to our professionalism: we don’t vote in hindsight.  How you vote depends upon how educated you are about the issue before the meeting.

Limon:  A lot of people have talked about the environment.  When people announced that there was going to be an ASUCD meeting held, everyone was quiet.  They wanted to hear what the ASUCD student government had to say.  I thought they were really respectful.  They were all waiting to hear the resolution.  It’s not our fault that you were intimidated.  Like Joemar said, we came back at 10 PM; you could have made your objections then.  We’re not the U.S. government; let’s make a statement.  Why can’t we get off our high horse and pass both of these resolutions?

Raridon:  I can’t understand how we are letting bylaw minutiae get in the way of us making history.  We can really create some positive social change.  To me, I just don’t understand.  We are on the same side.  We all want to avoid fee hikes.  Why are we taking this resolution away from the students?  

Lula:  Good evening everyone.  I know it’s late, I know we’ve talked about this for a long time.  But this is so important.  Senator Clemente is right; this veto is not an opportunity for hindsight voting.  You need to use the research you’ve done to make an informed decision.  The President has written a letter as to why he has vetoed this resolution, and that is what we need to focus on.  His first point has already been argued and I think it is moot.  Regarding the argument that the vote of no confidence is not the right thing to do, as a student, I completely agree that the second resolution doesn’t say anything.  Also, I’m very disappointed that people are using the wording as an argument.  These are two completely different messages.  When you’re voting on this veto, decide which message you want to give.  The advocacy argument… This current UC situation is not because of the recent economic crisis in California; it’s the result of years of bad, bad, bad decision making by the UC leaders.  The voters are losing faith in the UC system.  
Raridon:  Also, the second resolution makes no reference of the UC system’s move towards privatization, and that’s very important to me.

Mario:  I recently went to a conference with a lot of student government members.  They asked me what we were doing at Davis about budget cuts, and I didn’t really know how to answer them.  Now, this resolution has been vetoed, and we’re taking a step back.  Instead of being united and in solidarity with the rest of the universities, we’re arguing.

Smith:  I represent the students, but I wasn’t elected.  You senators are elected.  When I got the call that all the protestors were at Mrak, I jumped up and went down there to show solidarity.  I agree with Senator Taylor when he says we need to look at the bigger picture.  The bigger picture is unity.  We are students, and we are coming together to say that we are not going to stand for this.  I was at the protest from 3:00 PM to 9:30 PM, and that whole time, I saw three senators, and two that were not confirmed yet.  But later on that night, when we voted on this Resolution, that made up for it to me.  I saw how proud my commissioners were to be a part of ASUCD.  

Lula:  When you moved your meeting over to the rally, you gave up your right to say that you don’t feel comfortable.  You will never pass a piece of legislation that every student can agree on.  

Torres:  Did any of you attend Picnic Day last year?  A big decision for that was who the Grand Marshall should be, and we picked Bob Black.  He was one of the best ASUCD presidents because he was willing to directly confront the administration.  We need to take a stance for students and students’ rights.  When people say that at a rally of UCD students that they don’t feel comfortable voicing their opinions, how comfortable do you think I feel when only 13 professors on this campus look like me?
Blanco:  There were a lot of people uncomfortable there, including myself.  You’re a leader; you have to be uncomfortable all the time.  That was your choice not to speak up.  It was a peaceful protest.  

Torres:  I’m sorry for this history lesson.  Looking at ASUCD as someone who is no longer a senator, it is very sad to me that the ASUCD President is not willing to make history.

Juarez:  The Senate, who is supposed to be supporting the students, will be saying that we didn’t care enough to override this veto.  To call the meeting illegitimate is to say that those efforts by our constituents are insignificant.  We don’t want to send out the message that we care more about our administrators than our students.

Limon:  This second bill is straight up plagiarism.  It gives no credit to Torres.  

Natalie:  I’ve never been to any of your meetings, but a lot of this sounds pretty straight forward to me.  It seems like the decision to go to the rally was a choice.  The wording is not worth talking about; it’s already set.  
Rouhafza:  Regarding safe space and respect, I think there have been a lot of personal attacks on our president, an I don’t really think that’s appropriate.  However, I also feel like the passing of this resolution was beautiful.  If on paper the new resolution sounds better, that’s fine, but that’s on paper.  The meaning, the symbolism, the solidarity is what makes Senate Resolution #9 the stronger Resolution.  We can still send the message of Joe’s Resolution.  But these students know which Resolution we passed at the protest, and to revoke that is a huge disrespect.  We always say that we need “teeth” in a resolution, so to say that we have no confidence in our leaders is what has teeth.  Also, I really question our ability to vote on overriding a veto that was made after six senators who voted to pass this resolution have termed-out.
The veto of Senate Resolution #9 is called to question.
No objections to voting on overriding the veto of Senate Resolution #9. 
Motion to override the veto of Senate Resolution #9.
With a 6-6 vote, the veto stands.  

Ten-minute break at 10:52 PM.

URGENT LEGISLATION

1.  Co-op Resolution
Brown

Brown:  Much of the resolution has a lot of historical content, so I’ll keep my comments brief.  So, this is the 6th time that Student Housing has threatened to shut down the Co-ops, and they’ve given several justifications for their reasoning.  We affirm that the Co-ops need to remain a student resource on campus.
Fitzgerald:  I’ve lived in the Co-ops for about two and a half years, and I’ve done a lot of research into their history.  Student housing tried to shut them down in 1976, and I’ve brought in a sample of the resolution that the senate passed in response to that.

Public Discussion:

Meyerhoff:  I sit on an administrative committee, and I know that Student Affairs is undergoing a lot of budget cuts.  Student Housing is taking management from a lot of other units.  Their headquarters happens to be near the Co-ops, and they need extra office space.  They are hoping to use one of those structures for office space.

Taylor:  I think it’s really depressing that Student Housing is trying to take away student living space for offices.  I fully support this; I think we need to defend the right of students to have these living spaces on campus.  

Brown:  We have a representative here from Student Housing if you have any questions.

Percoco:  My commission is in full support of this.  I think this community is really valuable to UC Davis.  Have you guys looked into any other locations for the offices?

Representative:  We haven’t made any final decisions yet.

Lebe:  We’ve heard before that the official reason for shutting down the Co-ops is for financial reasons.  Is that right?

Representative:  Again, I’m mostly here to take notes.  I can pass on any questions to Student Housing and get back to you.

Brown:  The reasons they gave us were problems with student occupancy and a $7,000 debt.  The declining residency is no longer a problem, and the $7,000 debt is the result of renovations that the Co-ops were forced to make.  It’s very complicated and it needs to be explained.  It’s a loan that the Co-ops are paying.  Student Housing doesn’t have a reserves for the Co-ops.

Fitzgerald:  Regarding occupancy, we’ve had to turn people away; my house has always been full.

Lebe:  I know that there are always more people who want to live in the Co-ops than are able to.  Also, I think the administration’s saying that they want to use students’ homes as offices is even more reason to be outraged.  I don’t think proximity to the Student Housing office is a good enough reason.  How much does the rent cost?

Fitzgerald:  It’s about $260 per person.  

Brown:  Besides the coops, there’s the Domes.  It’s the only other cheap housing that Student Housing is offering.
Mikalonis:  I just want to shed some light about the desire for office space.  There are some new buildings being constructed; those were both funded with student fees.  All the office space in the former Student Health Center has already been divvied up.  Basically, Student Housing went and absorbed several other units, but this unfortunately caused a need for additional space near the Student Housing Office.  If they had to go pay another department to rent out office space, it would cost over twice as much as the cost of using the Co-ops.

Lee:  First, I’ve been on the email list and I think this resolution is good and the message is good.  I appreciate that you took the time to speak with the senators about this.  What’s likely going to happen, and what are you going to do with this resolution?
Brown:  On October 9th, 2009, Student Housing told us that the Co-ops would be closed in August 2010.  That’s the reality right now.  People are working from there.  

Lee:  Is there anything besides passing a Resolution that you’d like the senators to do?

Brown:  It’d be great to organize a meeting.  Knowing who is in support of this would be great.

Fitzgerald:  Lines 39-41 demonstrate how students were not made aware of this issue ahead of time.  There is no reason for that.  We have liaisons to Student Housing.  This is not just about the student Co-ops, but also a misuse of power in the university.

Raridon:  I also used to live in the Co-ops.  Regarding occupancy, people live in closets to be a part of this community.  They are such a valuable resource in Davis; they founded the Farmers’ Market, the Davis Food Co-op.  Student Housing has mandated a number of renovations on the Co-ops that have put them into debt.  They had to take out a $2 million loan.  Student Housing has said that they are willing to default on this loan in order to evict people.  Student Housing told the students that they are not willing to work with us at all.  We could easily come up with the $7000.  That’s not the issue.  So what is the issue?  Office space?  Turning it into offices would cost millions of dollars.

Public Speaker:  I’ve lived at the Domes before, and I think affordability is something that the University should really be backing right now.  The idea of turning the Co-ops into an office is hard to understand.  What happened to the offices of the units that Student housing has absorbed?  
Moosavi:  It’s important not only to support this Resolution, but also to support the Co-ops in any way that they need.  This group is a leader in sustainability on campus, and I think it means a lot that their lifestyle is available to students.  In addition to the fee increases, this is another issue that we can come together on to prove that we don’t support budget cuts.

Menovske:  I had the opportunity of meeting with Liz a few days ago, and I think that the Co-ops are both helpful and necessary.  They are a crucial image of sustainability.  Student Housing is rushing these people out of the building; they are not helping to relocate these individuals, which I don’t think is acceptable.

Brown:  Regarding sustainability, I think the reason the word can exist is not just that we are building LEED-certified buildings.  But this is a community that relies on all forms of sustainability.  This is more about a sustainable community than a sustainable building.

Senate Discussion:
Massoudi calls the Urgent Legislation to question.

Ho objects.

Ho:  There are some questions in text.

The Urgent Resolution is called to question.

No objections to passing Urgent Resolution.  

2.  Fee Resolution
Chatham
Chatham:  We’ve talked about this issue for several hours already.  The point of this Resolution is to set the policy of the ASUCD, and to set one that gets results.  We want to tell the UC that as they recover their funding, student fees need to be decreased, and to my knowledge, this has never been done before.  Another statement I want to make is that the legislature needs to do everything possible to secure more funding for higher education.  We also need to demand that the Regents are transparent and that they give us a way to see how they are spending our money, such as a website.  These are the visions that I have for our association as we move forward.  I’ve tried to incorporate this message into this Resolution, so I hope that you will pass this.  We can obviously correct any of the inaccuracies that have been brought up.  

Public Discussion:

Castillo-Ruiz:  I can see that what you’re trying to do is be more eloquent, but I really don’t think that taking a nicer, more eloquent stance is going to send the message we need to send.  I don’t see us taking much of a stance here.  I see us reminding the Regents to do their job.  After seven years of failure, it’s time to take an actual stance.  I don’t see this as having any real teeth.  It took the occupation of Mrak Hall for the UC Davis Administration to take into consideration what we want.  I don’t think this is going to be paid attention to at the higher level of the Regents.  I think we should come up with demands and present that to the Regents.  

Public Speaker:  Has the person that wrote this bill been out there with the people who occupied this building? 

Castillo-Ruiz:  I’m glad you mentioned that; I completely forgot about the list of demands that was already made by the students.

Massoumi:  First of all lines 7-9 are really vague.  And then it asks Yudoff to pursue greater funding for the UC, and I think that’s vague.  Also, the reference to students of the middle class needs to be expanded to include students such as AB 540 students.  The people who are authoring this bill weren’t really at the protest.  If you were there, you would know what students were actually wanting and demanding instead of going off and doing your own thing.  Where has the collaboration been?  I feel like this didn’t take into consideration a lot of people.

Lula:  I think that just upholding the veto has put such a bad taste out there.  If you veto and then on top of that pass another Resolution from someone who has not been out there at all… On top of all the inaccuracies in this, I think the best thing to do would be to table this Bill and come together to write something that is strong because this is garbage.  

Massoumi:  You can’t have a strong Resolution when your facts are wrong, your points are vague.  I agree, I think we should take this off and say something really strong.

Blanco:  Another thing is that this was a past senate.  You’re going to get a lot of arguments from this because it’s very weak in its language.

Lee:  I want to say that I don’t regret voting for the override, and I’m disappointed it didn’t happen, but we need to accept it no matter what.  I’ve been reading these Resolutions next to each other, and the only thing Joe’s bill does not include is the mention of the vote of no confidence and the privatization.  I also want to say that I think a lot of the comments being made right now are coming from bitterness, and I understand that, but I don’t think it’s fair to say the President didn’t talk to enough people, or that it’s too weak.  I do believe that we should add an amendment that calls for a vote of no confidence, which would be a good compromise.  

Chatham:  I believe that a vote of no confidence is not going to be the most effective way of lowering student fees, so for that reason I oppose it.  It’s a belief that I have from working with administrators, and I think we can make a bigger difference for the student body if we don’t do it.

Lee:  I think even though it might not be as productive, I think there’s a lot of anger out there on the part of the students, and I think there are moral reasons why it should be included in here.  So that’s why I would disagree with you, but I think the additions are constructive.

Torres:  I don’t think anybody used the exact word, but I want to mention plagiarism.  Multiple lines of this Bill are directly taken from my Bill, and I’m not listed as a coauthor, so I believe this is a really blatant form of plagiarism.  On a very personal note, it makes me very uncomfortable as a queer man of color, for a white man to take my words and use them for me.  I just really don’t see the urgency in this Resolution.  My resolution was only effective because people were all around me chanting.  When we discussed it, when we voted on it, there were people being actively engaged in ASUCD.  This Resolution would have been fine a couple weeks ago, but by now, things have changed a lot.  We’ve had teach-in after teach-in, rally after rally.  How come none of those are included in here?  So I would ask that my name be listed as a coauthor, but I really don’t want to be listed as a coauthor.  

Chatham:  You know Mo, the reason why I used your lines is because I think you’ve said it right.  I didn’t mean it to be offensive to you.  If you want me to change the lines, then I will.

Torres:  Please.

Stephanie:  I think since the Senate voted not to override the veto, I think if you take this and the previous Bill and make a stronger Bill.  It’s not hard to figure out what the needs are.  

Massoumi:  When Yudoff got into this position, he talked for a long time about making this a hybrid university.  Privatization can easily happen over our heads.  Having no confidence in what the Regents are doing would be a stronger statement.  We need to look at history.  Vetoing Mo’s bill and introducing this as a better bill doesn’t work for me.

Raridon:  This bill makes no mention of the incipient privatization of the UC system, and I felt that that was one of the strengths of Mo’s bill.  We’re not simply trying to rescind the fee increase, we are trying to make this university even more accessible.  Why is there a fear of addressing this?

Stephanie:  I think we need to rewrite this bill; this is a living document.  We need you to do your research; we need to make this change.  So don’t make it crap.

Chatham:  I work incredibly hard for advocacy.  I get up every day at 7 AM, and I do as much research as I can.  In response with the criticism that I’m in Mark Yudoff’s pocket, I met with Yudoff to represent the students.  This Resolution goes out and it gives demands.  That is the most powerful statement that we can make.

Williams:  I just wanted to say that Safe Zone training goes both ways, and I don’t appreciate racism against white men.  I have a question for Amy.  Does the constitution give the President the authority to make statements on behalf of the student body?

Hartstein:  Yes, it does.

Torres:  Privilege 101: there is no racism against white people.  As a queer person of color, to say that I’m discriminating against a white man is bullshit.  Read a fucking book.

Limon:  I don’t like this Bill at all, even though I mentioned earlier that I wouldn’t mind passing both.  I think this is too eloquent.  I feel like we’re divided.  I think the direction we should take this is that we should toss this away.  The other Resolution was voted on in unison.  I don’t think that by fighting for one Resolution over another we are helping the students in any way.  Ok, if we pass this Resolution today, we’re just going to say that one side one.  
Gold:  I believe the former speaker was correct.  I implore every one in this room to make recommendations for the supposedly false information in this resolution.  I think the most productive thing we can do is look at the bill before us, fix the inaccuracies, and take a vote on it.
Tim:  I think that there has been a lot of anger going around this room and I think there’s not enough respect in this room, and the talk about different groups of people here is offensive to me.  

Lee:  I think the heckling is not going to get us anywhere.  There shouldn’t be any pointing and laughing.  We’re adults.  I urge everyone to act appropriately.  

Tim:  I think the biggest thing is to look at the words on the page, and not the names on the page.  There are people on both sides of this issue making personal attacks.  

Chatham:  I hear what you guys are saying, and I agree; I think we need a Resolution that we can all get behind, and for that reason, I think it’s probably best to take this off the table right now, work on it over winter break.  I encourage all of you, if you want to work on it with me, let me know.  

XVI. 
Other Business
A. Media Board
Dietrich:  The Media Board representative goes to the board meetings and has is a representative to The Aggie and AGTV.  I’ll accept nominations.

Rouhafza:  I’ll nominate Trevor again, because I know he wanted to do it. 

Appointment is tabled due to senator’s absence.
B. INC

Hartstein:  The Internet and Networking Committee consists mainly of Eli and Alex Park, and Mark Champaign.  It deals mostly with purchases for new computers and equipment and issues that Alex has.

Witana:  I nominate myself.

No objections to nomination.  

XVII. 
Public Discussion

Clemente:  For the PEACE training, why don’t we just do it in the Senate meeting?  It doesn’t take very long.  
XVIII.
Any Other Business

XIX.
Adjournment

Meeting adjourned at 12:48 AM.
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