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________________________________________________________________________________________ 

I) Roll Call/Quorum ~ 6:38pm 

a. Sen. Acar - present 

b. Sen. Allen - present 

c. Sen. Durr - present 

d. Sen. Eckman - present 

e. Sen. Gomez Silva - present 

f. Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin – absent 

g. Sen. Jones – present 

h. Sen. Karlapati - absent 

i. Sen. Knox - present 

j. Sen. Lau - present 

k. Sen. Lewandowski - proxy 

l. Sen. Morales-Coonrad – present 

m. Sen. Pearson - present 

n. Sen. Raschkes - proxy 

o. Sen. Rowe - present 

p. Sen. Wright - present 

II) Swearing in of Senators/Proxies 

a. Ben Adams was sworn in as proxy for Sen. Lewandowski, they will be referred to 

as Sen. Adams from here. 

b. Molly Jenne was sworn in as proxy for Sen. Raschkes, they will be referred to as 

Sen. Jenne from here. 

III) Approval of Minutes 

a. The minutes were approved as written. 

IV) Approval of Agenda 

a. Sen. Pearson motioned to add S.R-84.05 to the agenda, to be added to the agenda 

https://oregonstate.zoom.us/j/93577674659?pwd=6scPXxEc9bAiQlYjLniQT5YoxLLZd4.1


after the confirmation. 

b. Sen. Eckman motioned to introduce S.B-84.13 “Fiscal Responsibility Act” to be 

added after the confirmation. 

V) Gallery Comments 

a. Saegis Abbott: Hello everyone, I was just reflecting on a historical document that 

I thought might be applicable to this situation. This from Benjamin Franklin 

addressing the continental congress, it speaks on checks and balances and how the 

branches relate to each other so I thought I might read it to you all now. 

b. Saegis Abbott quoted the passage to Senate and asked to speak a prayer. 

VI) New Business 

a. Confirmation of Katelyn Banks as the 2024-2025 ASOSU SFC Liaison 

i. Vice President Kowash: Katelyn is here with us today; would you like to 

say a few words on why you chose to apply for this position?  

ii. Katelyn Banks: Hello everyone, my name is Katelyn. I graduated last 

term from undergrad with majors in Political Science and Psychology. 

Last term I was the Deputy Policy Director, through that position I got to 

see and learn a lot about ASOSU and really enjoyed working and 

representing the student body. Before that I had attended SFC 

deliberations, and that is in part what inspired me to apply for this role. I 

think that a lot of students aren't aware of what goes on, I know I did not, 

so I would like to contribute to that. I am currently doing a graduate 

certificate while working full-time, but still wanted to get involved on 

campus. I was super interested in this position and decided to apply when I 

heard about it. 

iii. Sen. Pearson: Just out of curiosity, are you doing an e-campus certificate? 

Which one? 

iv. Katelyn Banks: Yes, it is e-campus, and it is in business fundamentals. 

v. Sen. Knox: As an e-campus student, do you pay student fees? 

vi. Katelyn Banks: Yes, I do. 

vii. Keri Simonet: Yes, I reached out to employment and other about this and 

they did confirm, and her certificate specifically does pay these fees. 

viii. Sen. Pearson: Do you pay the incidental fee? 

ix. Katelyn Banks: I believe I do yes. 

x. Sen. Pearson: I know there are e-campus students that are still on campus 

and involved that wish they could opt-in to pay the incidental fee. As far 

as I know they can’t do that, or vote, and I would just like more clarity on 

that. I believe there might have been a JC opinion at some point regarding 

this as well. For clarity, my personal opinion is that these students should 

be able to opt-in and not exclude them from the process.  

xi. Keri Simonet: The certificate that Katelyn is under does pay student fees. 



This is a question that can be looked at more moving forward, under the 

old constitution you are right. E-campus students could be appointed but 

they could not be elected, but I do not think the new constitution does not 

have anything written in it about that.  

xii. Sen. Rowe ceded time to Matteo Paola 

xiii. Matteo Paola: I believe that there was a writ last year, but there was no 

official written opinion released. They did rule that e-campus students 

were ineligible but had granted an exception. In our constitution I do not 

think there are things that say that e-campus students are ineligible. I don't 

think this really answers the question unfortunately but there was that 

decision made at one point that e-campus students were ineligible. 

xiv. Sen. Rowe: It sounds like for the confirmation maybe we should discuss 

this after. Do you have any changes or goals you hope to see within this 

unit or SAB? 

xv. Katelyn Banks: My biggest goal for the fee setting process would be 

transparency and making it more known to students what goes into the 

incidental fee and the fee setting process, because as I said that is what got 

me interested in it. I assume that a lot of students are in that same position. 

xvi. Sen. Pearson: You definitely have experience within ASOSU, what about 

the other units outside of Student Government? 

xvii. Katelyn Banks: I have not had many interactions with groups such as 

SafeRide but I am excited to get to know and learn more, especially within 

the upcoming SFC tours. 

xviii. The candidate was removed from the room and the Senate began 

deliberations. 

xix. Sen. Morales-Coonrad: I got the chance to sit in on the SAB meeting, a 

lot of the responses she gave were very insightful. She was asked a series 

of questions regarding inclusivity and DEI, and they were answered with a 

lot of kindness and compassion, and she elaborated that she would like to 

grow and improve things. I think that she would be great in this position. 

xx. Sen. Pearson: I will say that it seems she does have a lot of experience in 

the realm, and I like her expressed interest and commitment in learning 

about the other sub-units. I do think she is qualified. 

xxi. Sen. Rowe motioned to vote on the confirmation, Sen. Gomez Silva 

seconded. Katelyn Banks was confirmed as the ASOSU Student Fee 

Committee Liaison unanimously with 14 ayes. 

b. First reading and introduction of S.R-84.05 

i. Sen. Pearson motioned for a 5-minute reading period. Sen. Allen 

seconded. 

ii. Sen. Pearson: As the senator who sponsored this, and who helped create 



this, I am here to answer any questions that people have. I think it is 

important to exercise this ability to weigh-in on ballot measures, and there 

is important legislation. I would say that Measure 115 is important in that 

we do not have a process as a state to impeach our governor for example, 

and this would be stating that we support this and the cleaning up of the 

state government. As for Measure 116, when positions are not paid high 

enough in the government, then it presents an issue where if people are not 

independently wealthy, they are not able to take on those positions. It 

creates an independent commission that ensures that there is no barrier to 

entry based on income. Measure 117 implements rank choice voting, it is a 

banger, I mean we have it on here for a reason. Measure 118, it is a 

measure to help income inequality by taxing corporate sales in excess of 

25 million dollars, it is putting money directly into Oregonians pockets 

which will inherently benefit those who need it the most. 

iii. Sen. Rowe: You missed Measure 119. This Measure essentially allows 

Cannabis workers to unionize. 

iv. Sen. Lau: I do not recall doing this in the past, so if we as ASOSU chose 

to do this what would be the trickledown effect? Has this been effective in 

the past?  

v. Sen. Pearson: Maybe Dylan would be able to weigh in more? 

vi. Sen. Pearson ceded time to Dylan Perfect 

vii. Dylan Perfect: That is difficult to quantify. ASOSU has done lobby work 

in the past to advocate for different pieces of legislation, a lot of times it is 

just a voice in a crowd. It does all add up, but the odds of one student 

visiting the capital one day being a deciding factor of whether the 

legislation passes are relatively low. In theory, a candidate could add 

ASOSU as an endorsement, but the deadline has passed for that, so that 

would not be applied here. 

viii. Sen. Adams: Yes, the ballots have already been printed so it would not be 

an option. I just wanted to talk a bit about Measure 118. Full disclosure, I 

am a member of the Democratic Central Committee, which is essentially 

the county democratic party organization, and as a part of our endorsement 

process, we did the same process for each of these measures. As ASOSU 

we are a body that wants to represent all students, and we should consider 

whether or not some ballot measures are more controversial. Specifically 

on Measure 118, people can of course have their own opinions, but even 

within the democratic party this measure is controversial. These are the 

most democratic activists in the county, and even then, it only passed by 2 

votes. The biggest issue is that because it is taxing sales it may effectively 

function as a sales tax through the backdoor. It is framed as a corporate 



tax, but it actually taxes gross sales. The worry is that it would effectively 

be a sales tax, and that would not go into the general fund or act as a 

redistributive social policy but instead just as a flat rebate. At the meeting 

we had we saw both perspectives, and they were not sure where it would 

be redistributed. I just want members to be aware that that is what this is. 

If we are going to be a body that tells students how to vote, we should 

really consider and put a lot of thought into how we are guiding them. 

ix. Sen. Pearson: I would like to also say that this legislation is especially 

important in the wake of the dissolution of the OSA (Oregon Student 

Association). We lost one of our biggest advocates, and I think that does 

add some significance to this legislation. When it comes to Measure 118 

in your committee you said that it passed by 2 votes? 

x. Sen. Adams: Yes, in a room of 60 people. It was a close vote. It was 

endorsed by the county committee. 

xi. Sen. Pearson: Okay the county committee, but that is not exclusively 

progressive is it? 

xii. Sen. Adams: In effect it is.  

xiii. Sen. Pearson: I think this is important and I would push against narratives 

that automatically suggest negatives, especially with redistributive 

measures when there is no significant evidence to the claims. We should 

think of the kind of position that we are all in, as people that are privileged 

enough to be here in college. There are people that deserve to have this 

redistributed amongst them. Ultimately, I cannot see compelling evidence 

to argue against the measure. 

xiv. Sen. Durr: I was going to ask you Zach, how many people did we get to 

register to vote? 

xv. Vice President Kowash: Currently the person who gives us that 

information is on vacation, but once we do get the report, I will let you all 

know. We are currently doing a dorm competition, and last I remember we 

had maybe around 150 registered from that. That is the QR code that we 

have been putting out. 

xvi. Sen. Rowe: Okay so only the people who use that link are tracked. 

xvii. Sen. Durr: Okay, I was trying to just get a scope the number of people 

that may be registered. 

xviii. Vice President Kowash: Oregon also does automatically register you to 

vote when you get your driver's license. 

xix. Sen. Knox: I just wanted to say. In my mind we were elected to represent 

the student body, so I can see the argument that we should be able to take 

position on state stances that affect students. When students elected us, I 

do not know if they had certain things in mind that were not related to 



students. Some of these seem to not directly relate to student issues, such 

as rank choice voting, and maybe we should be limiting some of our 

endorsements to matters that affect students? That is something I might 

like to see within this legislation. 

xx. Sen. Eckman: I know a lot of the ballot measures are very different, and if 

we could maybe have these as separate pieces of legislation? Maybe 

people agree with certain ones but not all. 

xxi. Sen. Pearson: I think that ranked choice voting is super applicable to 

students. It is often younger people that wish that they could vote for a 

third party, and many of us have been on the forefront of the motion to 

push for this. This is also reflected in the fact that we do have rank-choice 

voting on campus because it matters to the students. I think this is the one 

that has been expressed to have the most student support of them all. 

xxii. Sen. Acar: I was looking it up a bit ago and read that it might detract the 

funding that SNAP gets in Oregon, does anyone know anything more 

about this? Because if so, I don't think I would be comfortable endorsing 

that. 

xxiii. Sen. Pearson: Can I ask what source you got that information from? 

xxiv. Sen. Acar: Oregon Public Broadcasting (OPB) 

xxv. Sen. Durr: I also just read in the Oregon Center for Public Policy, 

apparently the cash rebate would count as income.  

xxvi. Vice President Kowash: Just a quick point of information, the bill says 

under Measure 118, that the state will replace reduced federal benefits. 

xxvii. Sen. Durr ceded 5-minutes to Dylan Perfect 

xxviii. Dylan Perfect: That stipulation is in the measure summary, and it has 

been verified independently. If there are federal benefits that are needs 

based, which would be a marginal difference, the state is obligated to 

replace those benefits. In response to the bill itself, as one of the officers 

of the College democrats and as someone who is technically a registered 

democrat, and I am speaking as a gallery member here. I think as a non-

partisan body the senate should not be guided by this either, but it should 

be considered whether this is the right thing to do for students. Regarding 

measure 115, it is a student issue that the state government that appoints 

the Board of Trustees is held accountable to the laws of the state. Oregon 

is the only state in the union in which there is no impeachment process. 

Measure 116 is a student issue in terms of how our tax dollars are used, 

the same tax dollars that have been declining in their share of what covers 

tuition every year. And whether the same votes that are benefiting are the 

people determining or whether independent commission is able to do that. 

ASOSU has been a pioneer in rank choice voting within its elections, and 



we are in a unique position to speak and advocate for rank choice voting. 

The Oregon rebate benefits students that are within the most rent burdened 

city in Oregon, Corvallis. And finally Measure 119 which looks at 

cannabis workers right to organize, this supports students own rights to 

organize as a measure of labor solidarity. In consideration of all these 

connections to students, I strongly encourage your support for this. 

xxix. Sen. Durr: This is another question more towards Zach. If we were to say 

and vote yes that we will support this, how would we distribute that 

information?  

xxx. Vice President Kowash: I believe also listed on this bill is a list of 

recipients which includes the Daily Barometer, so they would probably 

broadcast that through their media streams. I feel that Emerson might be 

able to provide more information.  

xxxi. Sen. Pearson: When it comes to things that maybe ASOSU considers 

picking up on, regardless of whether this pass or fail, having the records 

that students support it that can point to the fact that there is support. In a 

way it is creating a data point that shows that there is an institution that 

supports, say, rank choice voting. I would say the greatest thing it does is 

give us a platform to stand on. 

xxxii. Sen. Adams: I do not necessarily think that it is wrong for ASOSU to 

endorse any measure, but if we do it should be taken very seriously. The 

pamphlet only came out a couple days ago. By doing this we are telling 

students that we think they should do something with their vote. If we can 

say to students that as a senate, we have talked about this and think that it 

will be beneficial for you and therefore we endorse it, that is fine. But it 

could be damaging to our credibility if we endorse something without 

much thought or that is controversial. I was also not saying that because it 

was barely endorsed in the committee, it should not be endorsed here. 

Basically, every major labor union in Oregon opposes this, it is not 

something that the only people who could ever oppose it are the larger 

corporations. It feels as though it is an omnibus bill in which we would be 

voting on all of them at once, and it does not seem to be the best format. 

xxxiii. Sen. Rowe: I think that we are supposed to be the voice of the students, 

and I am confident that students would be in support of all these 

resolutions, at least personally it would be my assumption. It seems that 

we do not want to pass this today, and since we have 30 minutes in the 

room, I would recommend we move on to the next item on the agenda. 

xxxiv. Sen. Allen: I put the Legislative Revenue Office’s take on Measure 118 in 

our team's chat, on page 23 it does say the list of programs that would be 

affected by that. There are programs we have talked about that are 



included in that list, just food for thought. 

xxxv. Sen. Pearson: This is a first reading, and there will not be a vote tonight. 

Ideally if the outreach committee would be able to encourage students to 

bring their thoughts to the table. As a member of the College Democrats, I 

will advocate for it, but as a senator I can understand that there is more 

conversation to be had. 

xxxvi. Sen. Adams: I agree with what you said Adison, in that we represent the 

voice of our students. We are not necessarily speaking for them, but to 

them. If we are adding our voice to that we are implying that we have 

something to add, and we should only do that if we do have something to 

add. 

xxxvii. Sen. Pearson: I hope that we can move on and get a better idea of the 

students' opinions on some of these. ASOSU’s endorsement could be used 

in that way, but it serves better as a platform for saying that this is the 

belief of the students, and I think that we should be trying to get that, 

especially in the wake of the dissolvement of the OSA.  

xxxviii. Sen. Lau: Outreach is happy to take that on, but please take into 

consideration that that would not be able to garner a lot of opinions in just 

a 1-week period.  

xxxix. Sen. Lau motioned to continue on to the next agenda item, Sen. Morales-

Coonrad seconded.  

c. Introduction and first reading of S.B-84.13 “Fiscal Responsibility Act”  

i. Sen. Eckman: The main idea of the bill is we will be adding an auditing 

process in the SFC for the recommendations that are given to the senate. 

Many of the things are in the budget rationale document currently, and this 

would just add additional information.  

ii. Sen. Pearson motioned for a 5-minute reading period, seconded by Sen. 

Acar. 

iii. Sen. Rowe: I think this bill makes a lot of sense. Summed up it essentially 

says that the senate must have more information on the fess before they 

can consider them, and when putting it like that, I feel like it would be 

hard to say no. I was in the budgets meeting, and it looks that they were 

also partially looking for some feedback on it if people have that.  

iv. Sen. Adams: Is this breaking up the budget bill into multiple parts? 

v. Sen. Rowe: No, what this says is that before the senate deliberates, the 

senate must have information. 

vi. Sen. Eckman: I will say that it does slightly modify a few bills by 

specifying that it must have certain elements on a few bills that were not 

necessarily provided before, such as the budget rationale document 

vii. Sen. Knox: There are 2 typos that will need to be amended at some point. 



viii. Sen. Pearson: Part of it is codification, and part of it is addition. There are 

a lot of things on there that are already often included when given to 

Senate, but this just codifies them to make that the expectation and so that 

there is more of a consistency between years and have a better and more 

constant record keeping. There is no significant change, but there will be 

more information provided, and hopefully earlier. So that every single 

person can have additional information which can inform people's 

opinions to have a more accurate and transparent student government. The 

only change is that all of this information needs to be supplied, which will 

help us make more informed choices and engage better. 

ix. Sen. Lau: My main question is related to the logistics of implementing 

this. I know that you mention an audit, so is that something you imagine 

Financial Strategic Services to be doing? 

x. Sen. Pearson: I know that the units already received audits from Financial 

Strategic Services, but a lot of the information there would be put on one 

of the regular audits that the unit gets so it should hopefully be easy for 

them to compile.  

xi. Sen. Lau: Have you guys had a chance to speak with Financial Student 

Services? Reaching out and confirming especially with this expedited 

timeline could be helpful. 

xii. Sen. Durr: For part 17, what is the reasoning behind those numbers? 

xiii. Sen. Eckman: We looked at the allocated vs the spent for the fiscal years 

prior, and it did vary a lot. So, we came up with a number that seemed 

reasonable. It was Emersons idea for the stairstep method and the 25% 

differential. For the one fiscal year it was originally 50% but was changed 

to 40%. Even if it is not 40% seemed like a large number so I thought that 

seemed reasonable, but they are not set in stone. We would like some 

feedback on this. 

xiv. Sen. Durr: So basically, if there is a 25% difference over 3 years, then 

there is an issue. Okay, personally I would be in favor of reducing that a 

bit.  

xv. Sen. Rowe: Do you mean reducing the number of years or the percentage 

difference? 

xvi. Sen. Durr: One or the other. 

xvii. Sen. Pearson: Behind the stairstep idea though, maybe looking at those 3 

years, if there is a consistent 25% difference of a timeline. If we were to 

go to a smaller number, I would almost be in favor of adding another tier, 

so maybe for 5 years at 15%. Then it creates more of a waterfall capture as 

opposed to capturing an outlier. It is kind of meant to be a sorting 

algorithm, I would be in favor of adding potentially another 2 to capture 



more of that consistency of underutilization, but I do think 25% for three 

years make sense to me.  

xviii. Sen. Rowe: Is there anything people need from the budgets committee to 

feel more comfortable about this going forward. 

xix. Sen. Pearson: Also, if people would think it over and either email Eliza or 

show up to the budgets meeting next week to give feedback so that work 

can be done to finish this bill out, that would be great. This needs to be 

done sooner rather than later.  

VII) Committee Reports 

a. Budgets 

i. Sen. Eckman: We spent the meeting working on this legislation, and we 

met right before this meeting today. 

b. Student Government 

i. Sen. Pearson: We are focusing on looking at reviewing the Ethics and 

Compliance Judicial position still, and hopefully we will be able to meet 

soon with the current person in the role. 

c. Campus Improvements 

i. Sen. Durr: We did not meet this week, and we are still waiting to hear 

back from the library and other groups. 

d. Outreach 

i. Sen. Lau: Our next meeting we changed to meet on Tuesday at 3 p.m. on 

even weeks. Hoping to share that Qualtrics survey, and the dissemination 

of that maybe printing out more flyers. Working more on the physical 

student suggestion station and talking more with the MU creative studio.  

e. Standing and Special Rules Committee 

i. Sen. Pearson: We will be meeting bi-weekly, and then after just meeting 

as needed. The biggest thing that needs to be changed will be the situation 

with outreach and the office hours, so that might be seen sooner than the 

rest of it. 

VIII) Gallery Comments 

a. There were no gallery comments. 

IX) Old Business 

a. There was no Old Business. 

X) President of the Senate Announcements 

a. State of the Students – 11/5; takes place of normal Senate meeting  

b. Fill out OID Training when2meet  

c. Schedule Senator 1:1s w/ Zach  

d. Brainstorming fun teambuilding 

XI) Gallery Comments 

XII) Senator Comments 



a. Sen. Rowe: For SFC deliberations we have a couple options. We could keep them 

as is, only 2 meetings, but I wanted to provide some other options. Maybe having 

a third meeting on Thursday, require senators to attend one SFC meeting so that 

people can ask some questions a week in advance. The 3rd option is to have a 3rd 

session where we could hear outside opinions and more gallery and public 

comments. We might formalize this next week, but I will send this in teams chat. 

b. Sen. Pearson: I wanted to talk about something I hope to introduce in the future, 

specifically regarding the situation for competitive teams that are not athletic 

teams is dire funding wise, and there are quite a lot of them especially in 

engineering. This is because the SOA grant cannot fund travel, lodging, and 

anything off campus. It also cannot fund hosting any competition here because it 

cannot fund things where more than half of the participants are expected to be 

non-OSU students. If you think about competitions, unless there is a team that is 

smaller than you, then ruh-roh, that would not be able to work. I want to 

investigate some of the ways that ASOSU can help with that outside of SEE, 

because SEE focuses on on-campus things, and if anyone is interested in that 

please reach out to me because these students deserve to be supported! 

XIII) Advisor Comments 

a. Keri Simonet: Excellent meeting everyone! 

Adjournment  

a. The meeting was adjourned at 7:57 p.m. 

 


