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6:10, Mee Room

January 21, 2010

I.
Call to Order 


Meeting is called to order at 6:11 PM.

II. Quorum Roll Call
Absent:  Castillo-Ruiz, Ho (arrived late), Juarez (arrived late), Rouhafza, Limon (arrived late)

III. Appointments/Confirmations

1. Internal Affairs—Greg Webb
Hartstein:  Greg has a sporadic history on IAC and he brings a good perspective, but he has had problems in the past with projects such as completing Long Range Plans.  I didn’t know that he was coming today because he never formally accepted the position, which I requested in an email 11 days ago.  We wouldn’t have had to go through the interviewing process again had he emailed me.  With that, I make no recommendation.

Webb:  It was a clear mistake on my part; however, I don’t believe that it’s in the job description of IAC to respond to emails.

Massoudi:  In terms of ASUCD years, Greg is pretty much a dinosaur.  I recommend a speedy confirmation.

Taylor:  Greg has always been a great voice on the commission.

Ho:  Is there any specific reason you did not respond to Amy’s email?

Webb:  It’s just one of those things; you open the email, don’t write a response, and then forget to write it later.

Ho:  Did you intend to say yes?

Webb:  Yes.

Ho:  Why didn’t you complete the Long Range Plans?

Webb:  I’m not going to make excuses, I just didn’t do it.

Percoco:  What do you think you can contribute to the commission?

Webb:  Basically, I’ve been following ASUCD since 2006.  At IAC, some senators come and we offer suggestions really quick, and I think I make a lot of those points.

Hartstein:  I forgot to mention, that Greg was close-sessioned for issues with attendance.

Greg:  I missed three meetings in fall of 2008.  Ever since then I haven’t missed a meeting or been late.

Massoudi motions to confirm Webb.

Ho:  What makes it different this time around?  Will you try your best to do LRPs?

Webb:  I feel like I’ve learned a lot since then; I think that I would describe myself as a monster in the year of 2009.  I’m not making any excuses about behavior in the past.

Ho:  Will you do your best to do your job?

Webb:  I will do the job as outlined in the bylaws and the constitution.

Ho:  But will you do your best?

Webb: Yes.

Rombi:  Can you clarify what “monster” is supposed to mean?

Webb:  I don’t care to speak on that.

Rombi:  What else can you do besides fulfilling what is required of you?

Webb:  I think first I will try to sit back and listen to people.  I’m going to keep my chores small and try and do everything.

Raridon:  I just want to remind you that you have the right to refuse to answer questions.  What in your opinion is the purpose of IAC?

Webb:  The purpose is exactly that—internal affairs.  It’s to steer ASUCD in a direction that’s good for the student body, whether or not to pass a resolution, how to amend resolutions.  We’re trusted to look at it with a standpoint that does not have personal motives.  I’d like to sit down and present some bills through IAC.

Raridon:  I’m not clear on a bylaw that refers to the authority of IAC regarding the internal workings of the University.  Could IAC address internal function of the University?
Dietrich:  It’s really not so much in their jurisdiction.

Limon:  I think a lot of things that have to do within the university are academic things, and would be referred to AAC.

Hartstein makes a point of order.

Hartstein:  I’m sorry— can we just please keep the comments relating to his confirmation?  I don’t see the relevance of this.

Massoudi motions to confirm Webb.

No objections to confirmation.

2. GASC—Caitlin Alday, Laura Thatcher
Raridon:  Kaitlin and Laura are both very responsible and very enthusiastic, and I urge a speedy confirmation.

Taylor:  What is your experience with gender and sexuality issues?

Alday:  I’m a Women’s and Gender Studies major.  Also, serving on the commission the past quarter, I’ve gained a lot of experience.

Thatcher:  I served on the commission last quarter, and I’ve been involved in the queer community basically since I came to Davis four years ago.

3. OA Speaker—Quinten R. Voyce
Lee:  He spoke very well at the interview; he has a lot of management experience with jobs outside of ASUCD, and he’s also been in OA for three quarters.  We strongly recommend him.

Witana:  Seeing that OA has been without a speaker for a while, where would you like to see the commission going for the rest of the quarter?

Voyce:  We need to hire a full table of people so that we can meet quorum.

Rombi:  What are some of the long range ideas you have for OA?

Voyce:  As well as looking at the structure to make sure that we have less time off our feet, I would like to expand some of the duties, such as including Greek life, the Domes, and Co-ops in ASUCD.  I would like the freshman position to be extended to transfer students as well.

Massoudi:  Would you suggest opening the available positions to the communities themselves?

Voyce:  Definitely.  In the interviews, we always ask how involved people are in other areas of campus.

Raridon:  How can the OA assembly members be more tied to the communities they represent?

Voyce:  I definitely want to have people from those communities being involved.  The way that clubs register right now is very awkward, and it poses several difficulties.  I want to reorganize it to make it easier to associate with our commission positions.

III.
Presentations

1.  Creative Media—NEW LOGO

Flint:  To preface the new design, we’ve gone in a different direction since we last presented it.  We’ve interviewed all the units, and they thought that the type portion without an image would be the easiest to implement.  We’ve put it together so that it could be implemented.  To make the transition a little smoother, we’ve put together a PDF manual that introduces the logo and why units might want to use it.  Three options are the logo itself, the logo with a tagline, and the logo with “a service of” before “ASUCD”.  We also included a reminder that the old logos shouldn’t be used anymore.  We also provided ideas for items that the logo might be printed on, such as posters and t-shirts.  

Voyce:  What is preferred for organizations that are receiving money for their event, but are not receiving money from ASUCD?

Flint:  I would say just the word mark.

Chen:  There was a logo with a picture on it before; has it been decided not to use that?

Flint:  Yes.  We interviewed a lot of the units and services and they felt that they wouldn’t know how to use the image on their materials.  Just the type is easier to implement, which will lead to better recognition.

Lee:  In terms of color, can people change the color?

Flint:  No.  The color right now is Pantone 301.  Other than turning it to black, it has to be that shade of blue.

2. Housing Day—Don Gibson

Gibson:  I just want to thank everyone who came out to Housing Day.  Our approximate attendance today was 1,650.  We had about 60 tables purchased, an increase of 15 from last year. 

Yani:  Do you have any plans that you’d like to solidify in terms of contract relations with the apartment complexes for next year?

Gibson:  Because the sponsorship with Sequoia was difficult and had questionable benefits, it makes it uncertain if we will pursue the same path next year.  We will need to make it clearer what everyone’s roles and responsibilities are.

IV. 
Farewell Speeches

1.  Jackie Limon
  

I wish I could have been standing here in June reciting my speech with more of a sense of accomplishment.  After witnessing amazing student leaders come through ASUCD, senators who have pushed for tolerance training, senators who have pushed for funding of extremely helpful events such as REACH Retreat, I’ve tried to do my part, but ASUCD can be an extremely intimidating place.  While I was given the opportunity to do great thing, I feel great sadness that I was not able to make my mark in ASUCD.  I genuinely feel that the AAC and myself will benefit more from my stepping down.  I admire you all for being able to maintain your ASUCD positions while being such successful students.  I do have regrets; but I do feel that I have learned a lot.  I wish that I could have been more vocal at times.  As a result, I have done a lot of observing, and I do feel that ASUCD is making progress.  After working on a resolution for the past week and a half, I feel that working together is possible; things can get done in Senate.  We can continue to work together to help students, which is the reason we are all here in ASUCD.  Writing this speech was incredibly difficult because I feel that I’ve let so many people down.  I feel that I’ve let a person down who I love and respect.  One of my best friends is Ivan Carillo, who I met through the Chicano Studies department. Together, we learned about underrepresented students.  We participated in the REACH retreat, and he decided to run for Senate.  I was inspired by him; if it wasn’t for him, I never would have been involved in ASUCD.  Thank you Ivan, for being a great friend and mentor.  I love you, Ivan, and I really hope I didn’t let you down.  There are other people who I would like to thank:  Marcus Tang, for believing in me, Christine Pham, whom I was on the commission with when she was the chair; Lulu, you are so amazing.  I don’t know how any one cannot want to be a part of ASUCD when you are on it.  I want to thank Laura; I didn’t get to know you until last quarter.  I feel honored to have been able to sit next to you.  Mo, you are so brave, and I don’t know if I could ever be as brave as you are.  I look up to you so much; you say things to the Senate that I would never have the guts to say.  Joemar, I sat next to you through AAC.  I saw you grow, and when you lost the first time, I helped convince you to run again, and I’m so glad you did.  I want to thank my AAC commission.  This last quarter, I wasn’t on my A-game.  I think a lot of the fears we have as chair is not having the commissioners to back you up, but you all have done that.  I felt like I could count on you.  Thank you Mona, you are an amazing Vice Chair, and I couldn’t have been chair without you.  Previn, last quarter I was very stressed, and you helped me get through that quarter.  I’ve met new people, and I think just because we have opposing views doesn’t mean we can’t get along.  I’d also like to thank my family, my sisters, and my boyfriend who lives halfway across the world.  I do feel that I did things through AAC; we had our tenth installment of the Last Lecture series, we had our campaign to remind people about the deadline to make classes pass/no pass.  Another thing I want to do is create a program that will provide scholarships to AB 540 students.  The last thing I want to say is, during Laura’s speech last quarter, she helped push me along.  Ivan helped push me along.  I know I will be able to count on him all my life.  Your speech really touched me.  Whatever your beliefs are, push that along to someone who has the same beliefs and who wants to fight for you.  With all that being said, I’m really sad to go; I will stay on AAC because I really love that commission.  I’m going to try and accomplish more of my goals and graduate.  I hope to stay in contact with all of you.  
V.  
Status of Legislation Previously Passed 


All legislation previously passed has been signed by the President.

VI.
Introduction of New Legislation 

ASUCD Senate Bill #X

Authored by: 

CHEN

Co-authored by: 
Fontaine, Maemura, Mezhvinsky, Yani

Introduced by:

Taylor 



Referred to:

Internal Affairs





Business and Finance

An ASUCD Senate Bill to implement the Long Range Plan for AGTV.

ASUCD Senate Resolution

Authored by:

PATRIZIO
Co-authored by:
Dietrich

Introduced by:  
Taylor

Referred to:

External Affairs Commission 


Recommendation:
External Affairs Commission



An ASUCD Senate Resolution to support the Student Alumni Association in its efforts to implement an optional quarterly membership fee payment system.

VII.
Public Discussion 

Menovske:  So, at the last meeting we talked about me making that Relay for Life team, and the next day I sent out an email to all of you, and only one of you has signed up for the team.  I don’t want to put time into this if you guys don’t want to do it.  

Gold:  It’s looking like the common office hour is going to be at 5:30; I think it’d be a really good way to reach out.  We can be in different rooms on the third floor.

Taylor:  What’s the purpose of moving the meeting back; why don’t we just have it from 5-6?

Gold:  There are some people who have class from 5-6… I don’t know.  I don’t have a good answer for that.

Lee:  you may have gotten my email earlier this week about Haiti, so I wanted to discuss this.  EC is going to be doing an event in about five weeks at the Grad, and it looks like we’ll be teaming up with the UNICEF club on campus, which will be accepting the proceeds.  We want to start some fundraisers downtown and make it a week for Haiti.

Menovske:  CALPIRG is doing two events for Haiti in the coming weeks; one of them is going to be a dance-off, and the other is a sudents-vs-faculty dodge ball tournament.

VIII.
Public Announcements  

Percoco:  Music on the Green is going to be having its own meetings this year on Monday nights at 8:00 PM.  UCDC applications are due on Monday.  Camp Kesem is having a swing dancing fundraiser on the 29th.

Lee:  The blood drive is Thursday of next week.

Gold:  I will be forming an official blood symposium committee for the event that will be hosted next year.  The first meeting will be next Friday around three.

Smith:  I signed up to have ECAC PEACE trained during one of our meetings; if any senators or chairs want to join us for the training, let me know.  It will either be February 8th or 22nd.

Raridon:  Beyond the Binary Week will be next week.  There are lots of posters; check it out.

IX. 
Approval of Past Meeting’s Minutes 


No objections to approving the past meeting’s minutes.

X.
Unit Director Reports

XI.
Ex-Officio Reports 

A. 
Commission Chairs

Raridon:  We’ve had a wonderful week.  We had an amazing event last Thursday from a queer spoken word artist.   He totally packed Delta; it was really cool.  We are gearing up for Gen Sex Week, which includes the Gender Soliloquies.  We’re also looking into Western Regional for housing and transportation.  We also have some new hirees.

Smith:  We had no meeting on Monday due to the holiday, but we have been communicating for the MESA committee under ECAC and the heads of the committee have a meeting this Sunday.  I held office hours yesterday and today, and I signed the commission up to be PEACE trained by the Cross Cultural Center during a commission meeting.  ECAC will be having interviews this Wednesday the 27th and hopefully will have confirmations on Thursday.  The ECAC co-program Davis Comedy Jam will be on February 11, 2010.   

Hartstein:  The IAC meeting was cancelled on Monday because there was no school.  IAC made quorum at the B&F meeting and participated in the discussion of the Long-Range Plan for Entertainment Council.  I held office hours Tuesday and Thursday.  The Legislation Writing Clinic for Winter Quarter will be on a Monday in February at 5:10 PM in the Garrison Room.  We will be meeting at our regular time again on Monday, and (as always) Senators and members of the public are welcome to attend.  P.s.  IAC is hiring for alternates!  I’m being auctioned; buy me!  I’m also trying to set up a chair dinner for some time next week.  
Percoco:  This week I held office hours and had a meeting with Lauren from CCE.  I also met with Commissioner Hannah about Safeboats.  I held our meeting, and I got in contact with the director of Campus Copies about the key.

Moosavi:  This week, EPPC surveyed the dorms for recycling bins and analyzed their accessibility; I will be meeting with Dominick Carlson about the results.  I held office hours on Tuesday and Wednesday since there was no school on Monday.  I reviewed Chapter 17 with CCE and Senator Lee during the EPPC meeting.  We will be holding a waste audit workshop for EPPC members on Monday at 7:00 PM. 
Williams:  On Tuesday, we had a meeting.  On Wednesday I held office hours and I sat on GASC interviews.  B&F audits are coming up, and if Eli doesn’t get back to me about which units to audit, I’ll just pick a few.

B. 
Outreach Assembly Speaker
Voyce:  I was hired and confirmed today.

C. 
ASUCD Controller

XII.
Elected Officer Reports 

A. President

Chatham:  We’ve been working lately a lot on setting up our advocacy.  We’re having a meeting on Friday to coordinate our efforts.  Lobby Corps is starting to make visits to the Capitol.  We’ve been dealing with the resolution that we’ll be looking at later tonight.  I’ll be giving a state of the Association speech next week or the week after.  Video podcasting is going pretty well; hopefully we’ll get a trial finished by the time my term is up.  Let me know if you have any questions; I’m always available to talk and meet with people.

B. Vice President

Dietrich:  I met with the Aggie Pack officials to solidify or memorandum of understanding; it’s 95% done.  It talks about ASUCD working to promote elections in an unbiased manner.  Also, I decided I’m going to start a new project to get a trophy case in the MU, such as the Golden Horseshoe from beating Cal Poly.  Tomorrow, there’s a meeting for Picnic Day that will unveil the new model for how the event will be structured.  I’m going to be working with housing and apartment managers to work on a renters’ education guide.

C. ASUCD Senators

Clemente:  I want to apologize for my absence last Thursday; I contracted bronchitis and was unable to email a timely notice because UCD’s email service was down last Thursday.  I held office hours on Wednesday and a make-up office hour on Thursday.  I also attended the APCW planning meeting.  The Asian Pacific Islander Retreat is next week, which I will be attending.  I met with the Culture Days coordinators to discuss a possible Culture Day kickoff event with ASUCD and possibly including Shawdee’s multicultural Senate project.  Several campus centers are planning a Haiti relief fundraiser.  I will be sitting on the ECAC interview committee next week.

Juarez:  I finalized the flyer for Financial Aid Awareness Week, and I will be sending it to the Senate listserv early next week so we can spread the word about the week.  I held office hours on Thursday and will make up the other two next week.  I rescheduled my meeting with the Health Education and Promotion program’s HIV counselor for next Tuesday.  I reserved the rooms for Financial Aid Awareness Week, and I will be going to the Queer Leadership Retreat as a facilitator this weekend.  
Witana:  On Tuesday, I held office hours.  On Wednesday, I took out a petition for the office of the Vice-Presidency, and on Thursday, I held office hours.  
Lee:  I went to the EPPC meeting on Tuesday to talk about the Chapter 17 bylaws along with Will, Lauren, and Jessica.  I sat on GASC interviews and the OA interview.  I met with Emelia, the HEP intern, to talk about their nap project, and stuff to do for Haiti.
Menovske:  I met with Mark Champagne to talk about the textbook rental program.  I also met with Will Klein to exchange ideas and get caught up on the progress of the edible campus.  I volunteered at Housing Day, and I met with Emily, the director of Cal Aggie Camp.  I attended an EAC meeting, and I began drafting a resolution about the rental program.  

Gold:  I held office hours and went to GASC and EAC.  I met with Eli; we are working on three bills and one resolution.  I worked for two hours at Housing Day, and I sat on OA Speaker interviews.  I worked on issues regarding the Blood Symposium and talked to EAC and GASC about it.  

Rombi:  I had office hours on Friday and I made up my Monday office hours on Wednesday.  Today I volunteered for Housing Day from 7:00 AM to noon.  I also was on the interviewing committee for the OA Speaker.  Today I contacted my units to set up meetings with them.  

Massoudi:  I held office hours on Tuesday and Thursday, and I talked to Thongxy, the director of EC, regarding a home for their shows.  I contacted Brett Burns to further discuss a home for EC and KDVS.  I sat in on GASC interviews, and I discussed a zero-waste Picnic Day policy with Senator Lee. 


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


See attached.

Meyerhoff:  I have here the written Court opinion.  The main point is that the Court finds the moving to Mrak and the meeting there to be invalid, and the Court requires that the minutes from that meeting be noted as invalid.

Taylor:  If senators were sworn in at that meeting, is that ok?

Meyerhoff:  Yes, those still stand.  It’s a six-member opinion.  The part of the meeting that happened at Mrak was illegitimate.  

Ornelas:  Myself and Justice Seche drafted our own minority opinion because we feel that the majority opinion was illegal.  I concurred on most of the majority opinion, but I dissented on the fact that they’re only invalidating the portion of the meeting held at Mrak hall on the basis of not having a quorum.  By you guys coming back here, that was another illegal action.  I did a lot of research on this, under Bylaw 104 (B), we must refer to Robert’s Rules of Order.  These state that the meeting must be viewed as one whole entity, so it would not be possible to invalidate only the middle portion of the meeting.  We also addressed one thing that the Court did not address:  what happens when any body of ASUCD does not have a standing rules?   Because a statement isn’t prohibited, doesn’t mean you can do it.  The only powers you have are those given by the bylaws.  

XIV.  
Consideration of Old Legislation

URGENT LEGISLATION

1.  Urgent Advocacy Resolution

Taylor:  Can I ask why this is being introduced as urgent?

Chatham:  We have seen it several times informally in commissions, but either there haven’t been enough people to see it formally, or commission meetings were postponed due to the holiday.

Gold motions to see resolution.

Clemente objects to seeing the resolution.

Clemente:  I have a list of corrections from AAC; I want to fact check on some of the lines within the resolution.

With a 7-2-3 vote, the motion to see the resolution carries.

Chatham:  We decided to withdraw this resolution at the last Senate meeting of last quarter.  We wanted to put together a resolution that would work better for everybody.  There are now several more coauthors.  We had a meeting at AAC where they hammered through a lot of changes that they wanted to see. There’s been some stuff added about privatization.  We reworded the introduction paragraph.  We took it to EAC, and they gave several good comments.  One line that Chris and I recently revised is that on line 57.  It now demands an immediate meeting with student leaders for the fee reduction schedule with the Regents.  There’s an attachment that Abrham put together; it goes into a couple of different ways that the UC could spend money, and a few ways that they are spending money poorly.
Public Discussion:

Massoudi:  How would the Senate feel about changing the word “reduce” on line 9 to “repeal”?

Menovske:  Regarding the attachment, what exactly is it?  It seems like a bunch of random quotes.

Mona:  I just know Moody’s is a corporation that rates bonds and how valuable they are.  

Rombi:  Line 32 says “see attachment”, which is supposed to speak about wasteful spending.  It’s just a bunch of quotes that Abrham has compiled from different sites.

Menovske:  These just seem like a bunch of random sites; they’re not really prestigious.  I just seems like they were found from a Google search. 

Lee:  Going back to what Massoudi said, I think “repeal” is good.  

Limon:  Going with what Senator Massoudi said, we had a lot of talk about this, especially the first paragraph.  “Reduce” was sort of a compromise between two opinions.  Some people did not feel that “repeal” would be feasible. 

Juarez:  I think as far as I know, a lot of the reports that he was looking at were from professors from throughout the UC system who were looking at the condition of the UC system and its spending habits.  They’re not just any people found through Google; they are professors and other reputable people.

Massoudi motions to replace “reduce” with “repeal” on line 9.

Menovske objects.

Menovske:  I feel like the word “repeal” is not realistic.  I feel like they won’t take it seriously.

With a 6-3-3 vote, the amendment stands.

Gold:  I also have some concerns with the legitimacy of this attachment.  I also feel that the amendment to change reduce to repeal was a bad idea; I think that this bill is grounded in reality and I feel that the amendment weakens it.

Taylor motions to change “ASUCD” to “the ASUCD Senate”.
No objections to the amendment.

Williams:  I actually really like the attachment here because it provides alternatives to raising student fees.  It’s a little bit long, but at least it’s not a part of the bill of itself.  I think the attachment’s great.

Massoudi: I also like the attachment, but I want to know a little more about where the sources are coming from.  I don’t want this to become an issue later on.  I would love this if it was better verified.  I’d like to hear from Abrham where he got this information from.  I terms of going back to the repeal argument, if we’re not going to try and move our fees back to where they were, what’s the point of the resolution?
Juarez:  And additionally, we’re not giving them a time frame, so I think it keeps it realistic and strengthens the resolution.

Raridon:  It’s the same bill.  I won’t lie and say that I’m not frustrated.  There is a mention of privatization, but it doesn’t say why it’s a bad thing.  It’s not the fee increase that should be the center of our activism.  Yes, it’s terrible, but that’s not the most important thing going on here.  

Chatham:  With regards to what was being discussed earlier, I’m fine with it saying either “ASUCD” or the “ASUCD Senate”.

Gold motions to amend line 9 to include the word “more” before “alternative revenue sources”.  

No objections to the amendment.
Gold:  I think it’s way past due that the Senate takes action on this issue.  The debate should be whether to pass this bill or not pass this bill.  

Senate Discussion:

Gold:  Can we in theory pass this resolution but put a hold on the attachment?

Hartstein:  If there are references to the attachment in the resolution, you can’t change the wording.  

Gold:  I would like to see more of these sources verified, maybe even have the attachment go through commission.

Rombi motions to amend the resolution to read “ASUCD” rather than “the ASUCD Senate”.

Clemente objects.

Clemente:  I think we should remain consistent.

With a 6-3-3 vote, the amendment carries.

Menovske:  Before we do send this to anyone, I think there needs to be a work cited page so that we don’t get into any trouble for this.

Voyce:  I think you have more problems than works cited.  I think you also need to fact check and agree on this.  I don’t think this attachment is going to suddenly enlighten them.  I think the resolution should stand on its own as a statement of the students’ will.

Limon:  I agree with Senator Gold on the fact that we should pass this Senate resolution now, and I do think that we should leave the attachment.  If we have this attachment, we would sound more prepared and knowledgeable.  I agree with the concerns that we should check to see that all these are facts.  But I do commend Senator Castillo-Ruiz for putting this all together.  I know that this is not going to be perfect in any eyes of any one person here.  I know that a lot of people have put a lot of effort into this cause, and I feel that being upset over this is not going to get us anywhere.  It’s not going to be perfect, but we need to make a statement.  It might be very similar to the old resolution, but we tried to incorporate both Mo’s and President Chatham’s resolutions.  I really think this should be passed today.

Taylor:  When I first heard about this, I was very hesitant to support this.  The ASUCD Senate has already taken a stance on this, so this is actually the third resolution we have seen on this subject.  But because this is the result of probably 20 people working hard on this, I recognize that it is an opinion that needs to be voiced.  I don’t know why we need to bicker about all the little things.

Clemente motions to return to Public Discussion.

Gold objects.

Gold:  I don’t know why the issue in question can’t be deferred.

With a 4-5-3 vote, the motion to move to Public Discussion fails.
Speaker:  It surprises me that the public can’t speak.  I would have liked a little more time.  I just want to say how important it is for all of you to have a consensus for this resolution, otherwise, it loses a bunch of weight.  I also want to talk about the importance of follow-up to the resolution.  It’s been said over the years that these resolutions could be meaningless without action following them.  At the capitol, they are holding monthly Master Plan meetings that deal with public education, and I urge you all to mobilize your constituents and get them to the Capitol.  If we could just pack that room and make our state legislators understand everyone who this is affecting.  I will send an email about when this meeting is taking place.  Consider me an ally on this issue.  

Clemente:  I have issues with this bill, but one of may major concerns is that the author is the sitting executive.  We all took an oath to uphold the constitution, and I can’t support the President making a line item veto.

Taylor:  I actually thought of that earlier, and I looked through the constitution.  It said that the President can’t introduce legislation, but they can author it.

Percoco:  I can see how all of the concerns from the commission have been addressed here.  I do agree with Senator Gold and everyone who thinks we need to pass this.

Limon:  Can we pass this and hold the attachment?  I feel that the attachment is needed and beneficial, but it would be nice for everyone to see it and agree on it.

Dietrich:  The attachment isn’t officially part of our resolution; I don’t think we’re technically voting on the attachment.  We have a lot of options; I don’t think we need a finalized attachment.

Juarez:  I feel like we’ve gone in circles.  One of the main reasons why we withdrew this last time was because of these issues.  We tried to make it as accessible for everyone to go to the meetings to work on this legislation.  Everyone was able to have input, and I’m finding it hard that there are so many objections now.  In reference to the attachment, I also want to thank Castillo-Ruiz for working on this; we’re sort of throwing it around like it’s nothing, and it took hours.  

Lee:  I completely agree with what Jackie and Senator Juarez have been saying.  I think this is a really good resolution; I think the process of compromise has made it better.  

Lee motions to amend lines 22 and 26.

No objections.

Limon:  I think the purpose for the attachment is that it helps us not sound naïve.  It shows that we have researched other ways to provide the funding that is needed.  I think the attachment is necessary.
Gold:  I want to apologize to the member of the public for not going back into public discussion; I will defer to you in a minute if you have more you would like to say.  I would hope that Chatham would use discretion and maybe allow a week to go by before sending out the attachment.  Let’s pass the resolution tonight.

Speaker:  I just want to reiterate the importance of the follow-up.  I know that getting to the Capitol is not realistic for every student, but even sending a letter to your representative is highly encouraged.  I urge members of the senate and their constituents to advocate at the state level.
Gold calls Senate Resolution X to question.

Taylor objects.
Taylor:  There are still a bunch of people on the list.  Looking at the bylaws, it says that the resolutions we pass reflect the viewpoint of “the ASUCD Senate”, and I think we need to follow the bylaws.

Gold motions to amend Resolution to refer to “the ASUCD Senate”.

No objections to the amendment.

Gold motions to call Senate Resolution X to question.

Lee objects.

Lee:  There are still members of the public who would like to speak.

With a 1-8-3 vote, the motion fails.

Gold:  We’ve discussed this for hours and hours over the last weeks.  

Hartstein:  This is the first time that I’ve talked.  I think that after all of this time, you should do this properly and take the time to make sure that you don’t rush it through.  You still have time to refer this to AAC and get the attachment cleared up.

Speaker:  Is there anything in the bylaws that refers to an attachment after the fact?
Hartstein:  I really don’t know about editing the attachment when it is referred to in the resolution.  It’s part of the message, part of the resolution.  I think brushing off the resolution is the wrong way to go.

Limon:  I understand Senator Gold’s frustration.  During winter break I emailed everyone to try and make a meeting so that we could discuss this and make our concerns known.  Nobody emailed anything, nobody drafted anything.  When we finally met up, we talked about our different opinions for a long time.  We had the opportunity to discuss all these things.

Hartstein:  My opinion on the attachment is that it is pretty much part of the resolution, and I think it would be best to either fix it or remove references to it tonight if you are going to pass the resolution.

Dietrich:  Since this legislation has been designated as urgent, it can’t be referred to any commission, and it has to be either passed, failed, or withdrawn.  I think we can include the attachment in the mailing when we mail the people listed.  The attachment doesn’t have to officially be part of the resolution; we can just include it as a document. 

Clemente:  Is this allowed?  Having the actual bill and something we might include or not?

Juarez motions for a ten-minute break at 8:04 PM.  


Absent: Lee, Smith, Raridon
Menovske:  I think we either need to pass or fail this.  I motion to scratch “see attachment” from lines 32 and 51, and then if we want to continue to use the attachment, he can add a work cited page.

No objections to the amendment.

Menovske calls Senate Resolution X to question.

With a 2-7-3 vote, the motion fails.

Menovske:  This is ridiculous.  The only objection I had to calling this bill to question was the attachment, but that’s not an issue anymore.  

Juarez motions to amend line 34.

No objections.

Juarez motions to amend line 51.

Gold objects.

Gold:  I think “all students” is not completely accurate.  There are some students, such as athletes here on scholarships, who do not pay fees.
With an 8-2-2 vote, the amendment carries.

Motion to call the resolution to question.

With an 8-1-3 vote, the Resolution passes.

No: Clemente


Abstain:  Castillo-Ruiz (absent), Ho, Rouhafza (absent).
XV. 
Other Business

XVI. 
Public Discussion

Clemente:  I move that the Court deliberate on the constitutionality of the Executive to author legislation besides Senate Bill #1.

Ornelas:  I urge the person who submits the deliberation to go and speak on its behalf.  

No objections to sending the deliberation to the Court.

Limon:  I wanted to let you all know that I have to leave.  I’m taking 20 units this quarter because I’m graduating in the spring.  I just wanted to say bye to everyone.  I’m applying to be on the commission AAC, so hopefully I’ll be confirmed the next Senate meeting.  Thank you all; it was an honor to sit at this table with you.

Rombi:  I’m going to be attending the meeting on February 2nd for the California Master Plan on education.  I’ m going to be driving, so if anyone wants to ride with me in my car, just let me know.

Dietrich:  I’m most likely also going, but I’m going to be leaving early at some point.  If I do end up going, I’ll let people know.

Massoudi motions to adjourn at 8:43 PM.

XVII.
Any Other Business

XVIII.
Adjournment


Meeting adjourns at 8:43 PM.
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------------------

ON A REQUEST FOR HEARING

------------------

TAYLOR FLESHMAN v. CHRIS DIETRICH, VICE PRESIDENT OF THE ASSOCIATED STUDENDS OFTHE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA DAVIS AND THE SENATE OF THE ASSOCIATED STUDENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA DAVIS

------------------

DECIDED: December 4, 2009

CHIEF JUSTICE WHITNEY delivers the majority opinion.

I
The Court was presented oral argument on Friday, December 4th, regarding the move of an ASUCD Senate meeting. The meeting in question took place on November 19th, 2009 (henceforth noted as “the ASUCD Senate meeting in question”), and the Petitioner accused the ASUCD Senate of illegally moving its meeting, citing ASUCD Constitution Article III, Section 8, which reads: 

“An official meeting shall be one in which a quorum of the members of the Senate are present with at least twenty-four hours written notice in a public place on campus and contacting the campus news media.” 

The Court heard opening arguments and rebuttals from each of the parties and viewed one piece of evidence in video form from the Petitioner, and convened after the hearing to reach a decision. With a 8-0 vote, the ASUCD Supreme Court found in favor of the Petitioner, and concluded that the ASUCD Vice President and the ASUCD Senate had acted illegally in moving their meeting. 
After taking all the arguments and points into consideration, we find that the ASUCD Senate acted illegally, as they gave neither members of the public nor members of the press at least twenty-four (24) hours notice of the meeting’s location change. We merely needed to read the ASUCD Constitution Article in question to see a legality issue with the meeting’s displacement. While the Court understands and sympathizes with the ASUCD Senate’s duty to hold a public meeting, the Court has concluded that this may not be considered a public meeting, as twenty-four (24) hours notice was not given, and the ASUCD Bylaw 901 B define a public meeting as: 

B. The Senate President Pro Tempore will bring forth possible dates and locations for the public meeting. At the second meeting of the quarter, the Senate will decide on the date and location by majority vote. Any possible meeting dates must be at least two (2) meetings after the date and location are selected. The Senate President Pro Tempore will be responsible for reserving and publicizing these meeting locations. 

The ASUCD Senate meeting in question also does not fit the definition of a Special Meeting, as outlined in ASUCD Bylaw 903. 

A. The ASUCD Senate and all subordinate bodies of the ASUCD Senate may hold special meetings. The ASUCD body must give at least twenty-four (24) hour public notice for these meetings. 

We have thus concluded that this must have been a “regularly scheduled” meeting of the ASUCD Senate, and was moved illegally. 

II

The second issue we addressed was whether or not the entire meeting should be considered invalid. 

While the portion of the ASUCD Senate meeting in question held at Mrak Hall was invalid, the entire meeting itself is not considered invalid. After viewing the video evidence presented to the Court, we noted that a quorum roll call was not called, and the Senators were not all accounted for. Although all the ASUCD Senators were present, the proper orders were not followed, and this in itself invalidates the meeting portion held outside Mrak Hall.
The ASUCD Court therefore, having taken all the facts into consideration, 

ORDERS, the ASUCD Senate records reflect that the portion of the meeting in question held at Mrak Hall be stated as invalid,

ORDERS, that henceforth the ASUCD Senate must give members of the public and members of the press at least twenty-four (24) hours notice before moving a scheduled meeting’s location. 

We concur: JUSTICES MEYERHOFF, KARIMI, MAROON, CLARK, MILLER.
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TAYLOR FLESHMAN v. CHRIS DIETRICH, Vice PRESIDENT OF THE ASSOCIATED STUDENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA DAVIS AND THE SENATE OF THE ASSOCIATED STUDENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA DAVIS

------------------

ON A REQUEST FOR A HEARING

------------------

Decided: December 04, 2009

JUSTICE ORNELAS delivers his opinion in part concurring, in part dissenting.

I
I concur with the majority opinion on Section one which is in summary: In accordance with Bylaw 903 the meeting could not be classified as a "special meeting" therefore the court determined the meeting to be a "regularly scheduled meeting" and that the Vice President and the Senate had acted illegally in moving the meeting. Another reason given for declaring this meeting invalid was the lack of twenty-four hours prior notice given as required in Article III section eight of the constitution. 

II
The second issue we addressed was whether or not the entire meeting should be considered invalid. 

Although I concur on the validity of the first portion of the meeting in question, and the invalidity of the second portion held at Mrak because of the reasons stated below I in a good conscious effort and in adhering to the laws must dissent in regards to the validity of the third portion of the meeting which was reconvened at Mrak. 

While the portion of the ASUCD Senate meeting in question held at Mrak Hall was invalid, the entire meeting itself is not considered valid. After viewing the video evidence presented to the Court, we noted that a quorum roll call was not called, and the Senators were not all accounted for. Although all the ASUCD Senators were present, the proper "standing rules" were not followed, and in itself invalidates the meeting portion held outside Mrak Hall. 

In Keeping with this logic, by invalidating the portion of the meeting outside Mrak hall you must also invalidate the final portion of the meeting held in the Mee room since action taken under an invalid meeting is by proxy not valid. This means that the vote to relocate back to the Mee room is therefore invalid. 

Since proper procedure was followed up until the point of the motion to relocate the meeting it is my opinion that the Meeting is only valid up until that point until which the Senate illegally reconvened at Mrak Hall. Therefore any action taken after that point should be declared invalid. 

III
Therefore, the larger question before the court in this case is whether government can exercise its authority when no standing rule gives it that authority in question. In this case there was no standing rule that gave the senate guidance over moving a meeting. In such case it is best to err on the side of caution, which would mean that the senate would not have moved the meeting. 

A governmental body under ASUCD should not afford itself powers unless they are expressly granted, and if such a grey area were to arise again, the body should not move ahead when it is unclear if such action is permitted. Simply because an action is not prohibited does not make it permitted. When there is vagueness or ambiguity of the law, such body should call upon the court to clear up the confusion of the law in question. 

IV
In Conclusion, 

IT IS RECOMMENDED that the ASUCD Senate records reflect as being invalid, portions two and three of the meeting in question. 

In Concurrence with the Majority Opinion: 

WE RECOMMEND that henceforth the ASUCD Senate must give members of the public and members of the press at least twenty-four (24) hours notice before moving a scheduled meeting’s location. 

We Concur: JUSTICE SECHE
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