
 
ASOSU Senate Meeting 

Fourth Fall Session of the 84th Senate  

October 22nd, 2024 | 6:30pm  

MU 104 

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

President of the Senate  

Zachary Kowash 

SEC 288 

________________________________________________________________________________________ 

I) Roll Call/Quorum ~ 6:36 pm 

a. Sen. Acar – present 

b. Sen. Allen - present 

c. Sen. Durr – absent 

d. Sen. Eckman - present 

e. Sen. Gomez Silva – present (zoom) 

f. Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin – present 

g. Sen. Jones – present 

h. Sen. Karlapati - present 

i. Sen. Knox - present 

j. Sen. Lau - present 

k. Sen. Lewandowski – absent 

l. Sen. Morales-Coonrad – absent 

m. Sen. Pearson - present 

n. Sen. Raschkes – present 

o. Sen. Rowe – present (on zoom) 

p. Sen. Wright – present 

II) Swearing in of Senators/Proxies 

a. There were no proxies to swear in. 

III) Approval of Minutes 

a. The minutes were approved as written. 

IV) Approval of Agenda 

a. Sen. Rowe motioned to add Marisa Ikehara's confirmation to the agenda.  

b. Sen. Eckman motioned to add a budgets committee report on the Student Tickets 

MOU after the confirmations. 

V) Gallery Comments 

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


a. Saegis Abbott: Hello everyone, I am here to do the same that I did last week, and 

I hope you all have a good meeting. 

b. Saegis Abbot asked to speak a prayer. 

VI) New Business 

a. Confirmation of Eliza Eckman as a 2024-2025 Graduate Senator 

i. Vice President Kowash: This is basically a formality, as we already know 

the wonderful work she does, but with the ballot initiative over the 

summer we still need to confirm her moving up to the graduate senate. 

ii. Sen. Pearson motioned for a vote, Sen. Acar seconded. Eliza Eckman 

was confirmed as a 2024-2025 ASOSU Graduate Senator unanimously 

with 12 ayes. 

b. Confirmation of Ryan Becquer as a 2024-2025 Graduate Senator 

i. Ryan Becquer: I came to OSU in 2019 and experienced the pandemic 

through OSU as well as a lot of other things. I feel really strongly aligned 

with OSU students, I am a TA and feel like I want to participate to give 

back to the students and represent them. I have gotten career opportunities, 

and have seen the highs and lows of OSU, such as the implementation of 

the outlook emails and midterms and stress, as well as other issues that are 

often experienced by students. I am a graduate student now working in a 

lab and want to have more students to have those positive experiences and 

opportunities that I have had. 

ii. Sen. Pearson: What interactions or lack of interactions have you had with 

ASOSU and what that has inspired you to do as a senator? 

iii. Ryan Becquer: I have mostly been focused on academics, or I have been 

representing students in other ways. Within AIAA I was treasurer and vice 

president in, but now the people that I want to occupy those positions are 

now undergraduate students who are participants, but I wanted to continue 

and find a way to represent those students. 

iv. Sen. Rowe: Do you have any particular initiatives or changes you want to 

make within ASOSU or within the university as a whole? 

v. Ryan Becquer: I am not completely familiar with how much power we 

have here but am aware of things like the graduate employee union and a 

lot of general problems at OSU. I cannot think of policies at the moment 

but think that a lot student events can help a lot of students. For example, 

dancing, which I did a lot as an undergrad student as well and helped me 

not worry so much about school and relax and have fun. I would like to 

provide more opportunities to have communal events such as that, things 

to help people find that sense of community and that grow students' 

connection to OSU as a body of people that are their home.  

vi. Sen. Pearson motioned for a vote, Sen. Lau seconded. 



vii. The candidate was moved out of the room and Ryan Becquer was 

confirmed as a 2024-2025 ASOSU Graduate Senator unanimously with 

13 ayes. 

c. Confirmation of Marisa Ikehara as a 2024-2025 Undergraduate Senator 

i. Marisa Ikehara: Hello everyone! I am a fourth-year psychology major 

with minor in Asian studies. I am interested in being in the senate as in my 

time I have gotten a lot from OSU and have received a lot of great 

opportunities, and I hope this is one way that I can help give back to the 

school and the OSU community. Thank you all for your time! 

ii. Sen. Pearson: What interactions or lack of interactions have you had with 

ASOSU and what that has inspired you to do as a senator? 

iii. Marisa Ikehara: I have served as a proxy for senators twice and through 

that process learned about the democratic rules of order, how the senate 

operates. I have also helped write a few bills and had various 

conversations with members within ASOSU. In my last job I have also 

worked with last year's Director of Diversity and the LGBTQ+ 

multicultural coordinator and have met and interacted with a lot of other 

positions as well.  

iv. Sen. Rowe: Are there any changes you would like to see either within 

ASOSU as a unit or within the university as a whole? 

v. Marisa Ikehara: Some small changes such as helping to make meetings 

more accessible, so possibly translating to another language to allow more 

students to have an understanding of the processes. Also, more focus on 

mental health, which is something that I see on our campus quite a lot as 

something we can improve upon. I also would like to try and help 

advertising these meetings, and I would like to help elevate that as well. 

Sen. Gomez-Silva: We have already seen their work within the senate as a 

proxy and through some bills and resolutions and I think that they would 

be a great fit for senate. 

vi. Sen. Gomez-Silva motioned to vote, Sen. Rowe seconded. Marisa Ikehara 

was sworn in and confirmed as the 2024-2025 ASOSU Graduate Senator 

unanimously with 13 ayes.   

vii. Ryan Becquer and Marisa Ikehara were sworn in as 2024-2025 ASOSU 

Senators. From this point they will be referred to as Sen. Ikehara and 

Sen. Becquer. 

d. Budgets Student Ticket MOU Committee Report  

i. Sen. Eckman: We have a document and presentation prepared.  

ii. Sen. Knox: Over the summer the Budgets committee has been getting 

some context, and in our review, we have come up with some of our 

recommendations, such as tonight with the Student Ticket MOU. Prior to 



last year's fee-setting process athletics was previously a fee-funded unit, 

though they had difficulty documenting and complying with financial 

reporting. So essentially last year athletics moved to funding student 

athletic tickets via a $2.9 million MOU with ASOSU student government. 

iii. Sen. Eckman: The current MOU has stated that ASOSU and the students 

are paying 61.5% of the fair market value, but this figure can fluctuate 

every year and is subject to change, especially with the dissolution of the 

Pac-12. Based on our findings the contract appears to be in violation, with 

ASOSU paying 64.5% not the 61.5% that was mentioned earlier. 

Historically about 20% of the 2500 tickets allotted for Gill Coliseum 

tickets were claimed, and in the past years the amount allocated has only 

been short twice. Only 14 out of 115 games have had over 1,000 student 

tickets claimed. Out of this Men’s Basketball Calculation there was a 

$160,000 value of unused tickets. If we add all this together it is calculated 

that over half a million dollars is predicted to be overspent for this year, if 

our data is similar or the same as it was last cycle.  

iv. Sen. Knox: This breaks down to $23.14 per student annually in FY25, and 

in comparison, some of the other units such as the BNC and FRC, have a 

lower annual student fee cost than this. Our committee recommendation is 

that we should purchase tickets based on historical usage, and not arbitrary 

quantities. It would be budget's opinion that if such changes are not 

adopted, we recommend not approving the ASOSU incidental fee for 

FY26, and just to clarify we are not advocating upending the current 

“free” student ticket system, we are simply drawing the attention that we 

are over-buying tickets to a lot of the games. As a disclaimer these 

calculations were done on our own, and we have tried to present this as 

factual as possible. We are open to any questions and to talk more about 

this outside of this meeting, and just wanted to put that out there.  

v. Sen. Rowe: Who sets this MOU, is it the advisory board? 

vi. Sen. Eckman: There is a student ticket recommendation committee from 

athletics and ASOSU. So, they give this recommendation to the President, 

and then the senate.  

vii. Sen. Karlapati: So just to make sure that the stuff that we are paying is 

the 64.5%? 

viii. Sen. Knox: The over 500,000 dollars is coming from if we were paying 

the 61.5%, and if we were using the actual 64.5% it would be more. We 

wanted to stay consistent to calculating using what we should be paying 

and that percentage.  

ix. Sen. Allen ceded 5-minutes to President Schlotter 

x. President Schlotter: Both athletics and ASOSU have to agree to change 



the numbers or else it returns to the baseline. Yes, there is that committee, 

and they bring that to me and Scott Barnes, which we both must sign off 

on to make any changes. If you do have any more questions I can send you 

the MOU as well. 

xi. Sen. Karlapati: I thought we get to renew the MOU every year, so that it 

is almost re-written? 

xii. President Schlotter: That is kind of up in the air, so after this fee setting 

cycle we will start negotiations to what happens next year.  

xiii. Sen. Karlapati: So, you both are deciding whether or not to cancel the 

contract?  

xiv. President Schlotter: That is an option, so adjusting it or agreeing with it. 

xv. Sen. Karlapati: I thought the contract was renewed every year, so if 

ASOSU does not agree with something on our end it would just not be 

agreed upon? 

xvi. President Schlotter: Yes, it would go back to the baseline. 

xvii. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: So, the MOU is at will, and both parties can 

terminate the MOU at any time. The process to determine any necessary 

changes happens annually as long as it remains in effect. This MOU gives 

us that discounted rate, and by discontinuing this we would have to find 

another process to get tickets.  

xviii. President Schlotter: If we don't agree but still want to keep student 

tickets, it would go back to the baseline and the number of tickets we 

currently have. If we want to keep rickets something has to be signed, we 

cannot terminate it.  

xix. Fox Perez, Daily Barometer Beat Reporter: It was mentioned that the 

value of fair market tickets is going to be going down due to the re-

shaping of the PAC-12, is it true that students may need to pay more for 

these tickets in order to make up the difference? 

xx. Sen. Eckman: So, if the fee were to stay at the current level, we would 

probably have to go up to around 70% to compensate for the loss of the 

ticket value. 

xxi. Fox Perez, Daily Barometer Beat Reporter: That would be through 

student fees? 

xxii. Sen. Eckman: Yes. 

xxiii. Tanner Maynard: Hello everyone, I am the Non-traditional Student 

Affairs coordinator. I myself am a nontraditional student and believe that 

there is a big portion of nontraditional students that do not fully participate 

in the university experience. So far, I am in the research and data 

collection phase of this experience. I have been in contact with different 

centers such as the BNC, FRC, Veterans Resource Center, and the Student 



Graduate Success team to evaluate what they may need help with. With 

the veterans team, currently the veterans themselves are struggling to get 

the resources they need to actively engage with event leadership. I am 

working to identify what are the upcoming events they have going on, and 

if ASOSU can assist in any way. I am also connecting them with the 

various resource managers across campus for events with aligned interests. 

With the Graduate Success team they have a lot of their academic side of 

things handled, but they need crafts and events or ways to decompress 

after long days. I am coordinating them with the BNC to host events 

together. For the FRC, they have identified that they are struggling with 

housing but also the idea of priority registration. As of now, parent 

students are not considered to have priority registration status, and the 

registrar is putting in something to overhaul that system. In past years 

there was not this information and data for determining whether people are 

student parents or not, so we hope to add that in. If the difference between 

going to school and dropping out is a time change in classes, I would like 

to help with that. The BNC is doing well but going forward we are looking 

at ways to greater connect them to the student body, and so that people 

actively know where the center is and there is that accessibility. I am 

working with Veteran center to come up with a “behind the Uniform” 

event, so that they can come forward and talk about their experience, this 

would help bring that to the greater student community. There is a 

possible toy-drive coming up as well. The FRC does have a gift exchange, 

which they get most engagement during the holiday season so I would like 

to get involved with that as well. Please let me know if you have any 

questions. 

VII) Committee Reports 

a. Budgets: 

i. Sen. Eckman: The only other thing we worked on was amendments for 

the legislation on the floor today. 

b. Student Government 

i. Sen. Pearson: We are having a meeting with the ethics and compliance 

counselor to discuss reforms to the positions. 

c. Campus Improvements 

i. Sen. Karlapati: We have been continuing working on the privacy flaps in 

bathrooms on campus, got response from library manager and will 

hopefully be meeting with her soon. 

d. Outreach 

i. Sen. Lau: Met this afternoon, talking about bingo and incentives to get 

people to participate such as stickers. Have our newsletter, and reviewed 



survey questions to distribute and tabling events and finding out ways to 

increase engagement with this survey. Outreach will be tabling every two 

weeks in the SEC plaza for this as well soon, and we invite any senators to 

come.  

e. Standing and Special Rules Committee 

i. Sen. Pearson: More of the special rules and are getting close to having the 

entire thing ready for approval, we do have one ready to be introduced 

today. It is the change that we have been talking about regarding outreach, 

and how to make the standing rules not as restricted. I am hoping to 

implement this today. With D, it is discussing senate expectations for 

office hours so that they can be a little more open-ended. For C, we are 

looking at and wanted it to be less about tabling just to table, but with 

room to have more thought out events that are bigger with more purpose. 

We don't want to have just the requirement there. 

ii. Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin motioned to adopt; Sen. Lau seconded. The 

Standing Rule change was adopted.  

VIII) Gallery Comments 

a. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: Where could we just access the standing rules 

publicly? Is it on SharePoint? Also was this motioned to be put on the agenda? 

b. Sen. Pearson: It is a rule adoption so it is standardly just a verbal motion. 

Because it is meatier than words allow for, we put this together, this is meant to 

be a visual representation. 

c. Sen. Rowe: I put it on the zoom and the SharePoint for anyone that would like to 

look at it as well.  

IX) Old Business 

a. SR 84.05 “Ballot Endorsements – November 2024” 

i. Sen. Rowe: I am curious to hear what people's thoughts are, it sounded 

like there was some hesitation to some of the measures, and I propose that 

we have a chat about it and maybe a straw poll vote. If it looks like the 

senate wants to pass it as-is we can do that, but we should have some 

discussion if people have things to say.  

ii. Sen. Karlapati: When I see bills or resolutions, I am not a huge fan of 

compiling things all into one. If we are all on the same page then it is 

good, but it does seem like there may be some contention for one of them. 

Maybe this should be split into 2 or 3 bills. 

iii. Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin: For clarification, what bills would people 

have objections to?  

iv. Sen. Raschkes: For me, I will be given the viewpoint of opposition of 

each measure. 

v. Sen. Hostetler-Mclaughlin: So, you would object to all of them? 



vi. Sen. Raschkes: Yes, I did my research on each measure before making 

this decision. For Measure 115, which authorizes the impeachment of 

statewide individuals, basically the way I see it is that this could be seen to 

undermine the incumbency advantages that might otherwise be difficult to 

overcome. I would prefer this should be left up to the public to decide and 

this would help maintain democratic accountability as officials can only be 

recalled through a public vote if they lose broad support. An impeachment 

can be seen as a way that political rivals use to circumvent the public 

voice and can lead to greater polarization in the government. This shifts 

too much power to the legislature and can be used to weaken political 

opponents who might have otherwise maintained incumbency. Measure 

116 establishes an independent public service compensation commission 

to declare salaries for specified officials. By doing this this weakens 

accountability mechanisms between legislators and the public. By shifting 

this responsibility to an independent commission voters lose that direct 

oversight, potentially allowing for more decisions that are out of touch 

with public opinion. Without direct legislative control there are fewer 

checks on decisions, making it easier for salary changes without 

constraints or public scrutiny. Taking power and giving it to an 

independent commission could lead to a loss of accountability and 

introduce unnecessary bureaucracy. These salary positions should stay 

relevant to public concerns and budget priorities. With Measure 117, rank 

choice voting often leads to longer election results, this process can take a 

longer time and may decrease voter confidence in the system. There is 

also the problem of exhausted ballots. In this case the ballot is no longer 

counted, and this disproportionally affects smaller groups who may be less 

familiar with the ranking process. Some examples of where this has 

happened in Virginia, Washington, Colorado in 2009, and Michigan in 

1974. In practice it introduces more risks, and this is not a cure-all solution 

for fixing elections. With Measure 118, which would increase the highest 

minimum corporate taxes, this could have unintended consequences. 

Smaller businesses may struggle to absorb additional tax burden and have 

difficulties providing competitive wages. This could potentially cause 

them to close or downsize and some businesses may choose to re-locate to 

other states with lower tax brackets. Increasing this could harm Oregon's 

business climate, and the plans to redistribute revenue are financially 

irresponsible. These concerns outweigh the benefits of this measure. 

Oregon saw a population decline after decades of consistent growth, but 

our Corporate and individual income tax is on the higher side. This could 

harm economic competitiveness and reduce job opportunities. Having 



these rising taxes could lead to higher costs for consumers. This would 

make it harder for lower and middle-income families and create a heavier 

financial burden on the population. For Measure 119, this can lead to 

higher labor costs, strict regulations, and business lobbyists expressed 

concerns over this leading to extensive legal disputes. This would make it 

more difficult for owners and if this passes this could increase operational 

costs for these businesses. While this may benefit working conditions and 

lead to better salaries for employees, the cost of these benefits is often then 

passed to the consumers. These higher labor costs will lead to greater 

prices for cannabis products. Negotiating with unions and operating losses 

would have to navigate the complex conversations and would lead to 

higher costs. If this price rises too much it can push consumers towards 

illegal markets that do not have to comply with the same regulations while 

paying the same taxes. And that would be my stance on opposing these 

measures 

vii. Sen. Pearson: I wanted to hit on a couple points that were just brought up. 

In regard to Measure 115, Oregon is the only state that does not have this 

process, it is very standard. The concern brought up that risk essentially 

regarding bad impacts from “frivolous” impeachments. I did some quick 

research and I found that the year of the most recent impeachment of the 

governor in the US was in 2009, with this only having happened 11 times 

in the history of the United States. This is not significant and there is no 

precedent that having this in Oregon will have a greater risk. Ultimately, 

we should bring our constitution up to code. On Measure 116, this would 

actually remove the conflict of interest that already exists, especially in 

relation to wealth. Currently if you are not wealthy you are not viable to 

be in these roles, but these roles should have a variety of diverse 

individuals, including low-income individuals. Those with not enough 

money still should have the ability to be involved within the government 

and make their voice heard. This could create a more equitable legislature 

and government. On Measure 117, a lot of the harms that were mentioned 

are harms that are not in any way outweighing the current status quo 

harms of the two-party first-past-the-post system. Any issues with voting 

currently are not really solved by the current status quo; and there are still 

individuals who have these issues. We see those harms already exist, yet 

rank choice voting does have the benefits such as getting rid of the barrier 

for third parties. I think there is a lot of merit in looking at systems that are 

derivative of rank-choice voting, but we have this one right now, and this 

change is better than the status quo. I imagine that there are many students 

in support of this as well. In Measure 119, ultimately having all workers 



the ability to unionize and engage in workers' rights is how we create a 

society in which people can advocate for themselves. The idea that it is 

negative that this could make weed prices go up a little bit when it is 

because workers want to have proper hours and pay, it really is not that 

crazy of an increase. We have seen a lot of union improvements and 

having industry be unincluded from this is harming the industry by not 

being able to keep consistent labor. 

viii. Vice President Kowash: I really like the dialogue that we have going 

back and forth, but I believe that this should be kept focused on if we as 

ASOSU want to support this.  

ix. Sen. Karlapati: I was going to ask a similar question. I wanted to ask 

what the motivation was to bring this forth? We have done this before, but 

those endorsements have been more focused on issues that directly affect 

students. 

x. Sen. Pearson: One of the key motivators is that we believe students 

should have their voices heard in politics, and when it comes down to it, 

institutions such as ASOSU have this unique ability to use the platform 

and in general increase engagement in the political process which is 

critical and imperative. I think this provides such a powerful opportunity 

for the empowerment of students as a political group. We have the 

opportunity to take a stand and represent the student body, and to say that 

ASOSU is involved in politics, and that students should be a political 

force. 

xi. Sen. Karlapati: I agree, and think it is important that the younger 

generation is involved. But I think we can encourage students to vote for 

these things, but I do not see how we should be taking a standpoint. I see 

ASOSU being more enclosed within OSU and not Oregon politics as a 

whole.  

xii. Sen. Karlapati ceded 5-minutes to Dylan Perfect 

xiii. Dylan Perfect: I wanted to speak as a former senator when we did not 

have the legal right to take a stance on ballot measures. The advocacy 

group “Here to Stay” at OSU came to this body, such as students coming 

to these meetings who are not part of the Student Government, which does 

not have that often. When the Office of General Council stepped in, the 

students went to Salem and met with a Sen. Sarah Gelser, and she was 

persuaded to change the law to make an exception for student 

governments. This is something that has been intentionally vested in our 

abilities by the state legislature. This may be analogous to something that I 

lot of labor unions do, which is weighing in on behalf of their 

membership, so maybe that provides some context. I also wanted to speak 



in support of Measure 118 and the endorsement of it. I think that 

unfortunately some of the activists involved have had to contend with a 

large-scale smear campaign which has been difficult to fight back against. 

There has been this narrative that labor unions do not support this measure 

based on one local teachers' union within Oregon. Any sort of specifics of 

the information and of the tax game would be remedial by the legislature 

because this measure does not amend the constitution. We would be 

heading into the next legislative session with the status quo being 

universal basic income for all Oregonians, and the house democrats would 

be in the position to approve that measure if they see fit. I think ASOSU 

does have an important voice on this and I encourage your support. 

xiv. Sen. Knox: I wanted to touch on the idea that a lot of these resolutions or 

ballot measures are different from one another, and maybe they would best 

be heard in different pieces of legislation. We have heard from diverse 

perspectives on them and people should be able to vote on the ones they 

support. I would refer this resolution to the Student Government 

Committee to be split into multiple resolutions 

xv. Sen. Allen: I would like to build from what Teaghan was saying, and that 

this would be better in multiple pieces of legislation. I believe we are also 

getting into people's personal political opinions, and we need to remain 

representing the general student body's concerns. 

xvi. Sen. Wright: Were any students surveyed on their support of these? 

xvii. Sen. Pearson: This was done under the vote of the College Dems 

Leadership team, and I would be in support of doing more outreach. 

xviii. Sen. Wright: I was just saying that because if we do not have the general 

student body’s opinion, we can’t vote in support or not on something like 

this. I do not think it would be a good idea.  

xix. Sen. Lau: Logistically we would either have to pass this tonight or next 

week in order to even have some sort of sway for students. Something I 

will propose is that given our capacity we could have tabling events to 

inform students as an alternative, considering this is a very tight timeline. 

The intent is that we want to get students involved in the voting process 

and make sure that they are informed about certain measures. 

xx. Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin: It seems like there was one that people had a 

problem with, but the rest seemed to be fine to people? So maybe splitting 

them up is a good idea. 

xxi. Sen. Raschkes: From my point of view, we are supposed to represent all 

students, so how are we supposed to endorse or oppose any of these if 

there are a variety of opinions and perspectives on campus? Regarding 

Measure 118, taxing businesses that make 25 million or more, we must 



remember that these businesses are the ones that create jobs, and by doing 

this there will be less job opportunities. Regarding some of the earlier 

measures, link rank-choice voting, since when does having more 

government a good thing? I would rather leave the vote up to the people to 

decide? If it is such a good thing, why is rank-choice voting not 

implemented everywhere?  

xxii. Sen. Rowe: I do think we need to split them up. It would be good to pass 

something tonight because the election is in two weeks, and in a week, I 

think it kind of loses its purpose. We could do a straw poll and introduce 

those on one bill, but it is up to you all. I am in favor of ASOSU taking a 

stance on this, and if we exclude 119 on this, I think the vast majority of 

students would agree with this. We have the opportunity to speak on 

behalf of students, I do think it is important to make students' voices 

known when we have the chance. I encourage passing anything tonight if 

possible. 

xxiii. Sen. Lau: I’m going to push-back on that a little bit, I think that it is our 

job to inform students, so that they can make their own choices. I think 

that tabling or getting a larger set of student opinion would allow for a 

greater. I am in favor of tabling this indefinitely, and if we get a lot of 

engagement, we can put it back on the agenda. I think given the tight 

timeline and the fact that we do not have a clear plan might, that might be 

the best way to go. 

xxiv. Sen. Rowe: If Audrey or Zach is in the room, if we were to do this would 

the executive team be willing to put out thoughts on this? I am a fan of 

tabling but that is getting a smaller portion of students.  

xxv. Vice President Kowash: Honestly, our Policy team is pretty busy at the 

moment, we may be able to pass it by them but with the quick turn around 

it would largely fall on the senate to be able to do that.  

xxvi. Sen. Rowe: That is good to hear. If most senators do not want to pass 

things tonight that is understandable.  

xxvii. Sen. Allen: I would like to echo again, it would be better if we tabled so 

we could reach out to the students about this. I feel like this is getting 

personal and that it may not be best when we are representing students. 

xxviii. Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin: Is the motion to table indefinitely?  

xxix. Sen. Allen: Before I motion, I think it would in the best interest of all of us 

to table this. We have people that are waiting to speak regarding the other 

piece of legislation, so I think it is best. 

xxx. Sen Lau motioned to table indefinitely, Sen. Allen seconded. Sen. 

Hostetler-McLaughlin objected. 

xxxi. Sen. Karlapati: I understood that we are tabling to inform students about 



the legislation and to encourage them to vote, not to officially endorse. 

xxxii. Sen. Hostetler-Mclaughlin: I was saying that at some point we should 

vote on whether or not we want to endorse these measures. 

xxxiii. Sen. Karlapati: It is getting tabled indefinitely because we do not want to 

vote yes or no. We do not want to endorse or not endorse, so it is just in 

the air.  
xxxiv. Sen. Lau: The intent of my tabling indefinitely is that we as a senate will 

be conducting some tabling before our next senate meeting, and we will be 

talking with students while presenting objectively what these measures 

are, with the goal of informing students about the votes. We just want to 

make sure that students have the resources they need to make a vote come 

November 5th. 

xxxv. Sen. Pearson: I think that this makes it so that it is a reduction of the 

political power, and I think it was compelling to hear the story from 

Dylan. Some of these items are policies that matter to a lot of students 

even though they do not have the word education in their writing. In the 

wake of the dissolution of the OSA, this would help students actually have 

a political voice. I think outreach without coming to an end of a vote and 

to be a body that does that, I feel as though that would be a reduction of 

the power of students. Students lobbied for our ability to do this and that 

matters. 

xxxvi. Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin: I would officially object to tabling 

indefinitely.  

xxxvii. Sen. Pearson: I would like to offer the alternative of referring it to a 

committee, so Camryn if you were interested in rescinding the motion 

possibly? 

xxxviii. Sen. Lau: Wouldn't that still be referred back to us? With that I will keep 

my motion and will go to a vote. 

xxxix. The motion to reconsider the motion passed with13 votes for indefinitely 

tabling the discussion, and 4 votes for continuing the discussion and 

considering other options.  

xl. The motion to indefinitely table the discussion of  S.R-84.05 passed with 

11 ayes from: Sen. Acar, Sen. Allen, Sen. Eckman, Sen. Becquer, Sen. 

Gomez Silva, Sen. Jones, Sen. Karlapati, Sen. Knox, Sen. Lau, Sen. 

Raschkes, Sen. Wright; 4 nays from: Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin, Sen. 

Ikehara, Sen. Pearson, and Sen. Rowe.  

b. SB 84.13 “Fiscal Responsibility Act” 

i. Sen. Eckman: These amendments are currently in the SharePoint and the 

amendments are in a blue color if we want to share that and pull that up. If 

anyone has any questions I can explain them, and I will say that the goal 



for tonight is not to vote on this but to discuss this further. 

ii. Sen. Knox: I would like to speak a little to the last blue amendment, 

section E was something brought to budgets today by the Chief of Staff 

and the Chair of the SFC that worked together to write this. It reflects 

something that I believe was a historic part of the Statutes, but I want to 

bring this to consideration and do not think it is a terrible idea. Perhaps it 

does have some differing points and maybe this last line is better served as 

a separate piece of legislation because it is a big chunk that would be 

discussed more. 

iii. Sen. Pearson: I would agree with what Eliza said about how this should 

be a time to discuss about this, but it does need a little more time to be 

made completely right in Budgets. My thought would be to have a 

discussion and then refer to the budgets committee again. 

iv. Sen. Rowe: I really like this bill in general but I am not a fan of some of 

the amendments made, so I believe it would be good to send this back for 

a little more time. I think that Section E may not belong in that section or 

should be its own separate bill. It basically says that the old budget default 

will be determined by non-ASOSU entities and do not have to be 

approved by us. This is a problematic way to have been written, but I am 

not totally opposed to something like this show up in some form, but it 

does need some more work.  

v. Sen. Rowe motioned to have a 20-minute for gallery comments, seconded 

by Sen. Ikehara. 

vi. Sen. Karlapati: I wanted to open it to the gallery. I want to hear their 

motivation and what they may be thinking when they were drafting this 

up. 

vii. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: Section E was in the old statutes that was 

introduced following the constitutional re-write and existed before, then 

was removed. Essentially it says that if we hit this deadline, it gives us a 

basic fee that is at least allowed to be approved. We do not know what 

would happen if we do not have a fee request, and essentially this gives us 

a backstop to ensure that there is at least a fee that students get 

involvement in. This is also what has been used historically. Financial 

Strategic Services, they are professional accountants and help come up 

with these inflationary percentages for each category. This would say that 

we would give the exact same budget as last year but with the approved 

inflation change. It is just a backstop and makes sure that if we get to the 

point where we don't have any more time on the clock we would still have 

a fee request.  

viii. Dylan Perfect: I just want to speak with respect to the state law that grants 



this recognized student government the ability to submit requests for 

mandatory incidental fees to the governing board of the public university. 

There is nothing in that statute that would exempt a board from having to 

comply with the statutory requirement to review, accept or contest and 

negotiate with that recognized student government. If a request for the 

upcoming fiscal year is not submitted, nothing in state law allows the 

Board of Trustees to cut the fee to zero dollars. Alternatively, if 

recognized student government voluntary obligates itself to throw out any 

recommendations of the SFC or motions of the senate and default to the 

inflationary increase with the previous year's budgets this could impact 

any decision packages and any other adjustments. This means that 

compliance with this statute would end the ability of the senate to consider 

things such as divestment. If that does not come from the student fee 

committee deliberations, and does not have time for mediation, you will 

not be able to do that without defaulting to the previous year's budget. The 

same applies to wage increases and the auditing that the budgets 

committee is working on. As a SFC member, I do not feel as though it 

does any justice to the senate's role as the only fully elected body 

reviewing the incidental fee, for us to pass of the recommendation.  

Currently this would nullify the ability of the senate to scrutinize those 

budgets, and that cedes a significant degree of shared governance.  

ix. Zach Allen, Chair for Rec-Sports SAB: Hello everyone. Today we had a 

meeting, and we discussed this legislation and gave this information to the 

board beforehand. The general consensus with the board is that promoting 

transparency is agreed upon but there were some issues brought up 

regarding the timeline. Another large concern was the actual effect that 

this has for students gaining transparency, that is something that students 

shared pretty explicitly. Even if we take action towards this, there is not 

much information on how students are going to be able to directly benefit. 

x. Emma Flick, Rec-Sports SFC Liaison: A lot of our students said that 

they would love to see something come up about transparency later, but 

with this rushed process it is not ideal. We felt that this would put some 

strain on our board and pressure after winter break as well.  

xi. Lilly Goodyear, SFC Vice Chair: As ASOSU we give feedback and 

recommendations on the fee level, we don't give details of the indexes like 

the full audits, so I believe that asking for a full audit is unnecessary and 

would overwhelm the groups. A lot of units rely on money that is not 

given through the student fees. 

xii. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: Just to clarify a few things. Our ultimate 

deadline is the Board of Trustees as the governing board of the university 



and all our requests must go to them to be ultimately approved. Previously 

the Board of Trustees has been meeting in April, but we had to change our 

whole process as we planned on having 2-months in winter. We had to 

reduce the SFC and Senate deliberation timelines, and this year we have 

already set our internal deadlines and can easily change that now that we 

have given them a timeline. I would encourage each of you to show up at 

the unit tours and come talk to me or Lilly to get more information. I 

would love to come and give you all a more in-depth presentation or go 

through any of the documents as well. Please reach out if you have any 

questions. 

xiii. Noah Roberts, SFC MU Liaison: Specifically in section B, in the current 

balance of the clearing fund, I was curious what is the intention of this 

question was? As far as I understand the clearing fund is an overall 

separate budget from each of the units. Can you explain your intent? 

xiv. Sen. Knox: The intent of this was that currently there is no clearing fund 

but when something goes into statutes it is for a long term so that the idea 

would be if there was ever a clearing fund re-implemented that would be 

in place. Yes, you are correct in that there is no clearing fund.  

xv. Leah Hall Dorothy, Executive Director of Rec-Sports: I have been 

attending a lot of these meetings to get a good understanding of the work 

and direction. I wanted to ask that the other impacts to budgets be 

considered. Some of these seem pretty arbitrary, and not only does 

underspending impact a budget, but it could affect staffing issues, facility 

impacts and assessment changes, all which we cannot control. I would be 

curious to the data that you used to get these percentages. I also want to 

point out that we are also impacted by enrollment changes, and when 

enrollment goes down, we must figure out how to fund that $50,000 

difference. When you ask about a per-student student charge that was 

presented and approved for each index, we have 63 indexes, and we also 

have self-generated money and students fundraising. When you ask for a 

specific per-student per-index, that it is going to be a heavier lift, and we 

would probably have to hire someone to do that level of work. As we 

come back to discussions, I would appreciate if you can present some 

information on the data you have used to determine percentages and 

describe a purpose and need for understanding each of these indexes. I 

understand about transparency and I would be glad to spend the hours with 

you to go through our budget, but we please do your research to determine 

the actual levels that would negatively impact students in the future. My 

job is to ensure that the future students are also able to thrive. With 

arbitrary numbers it makes it really hard for me to make decisions during 



the year to keep students active and involved. Thanks. 

xvi. Emma Flick, SFC Rec-Sports Liaison: I want to say that I am speaking 

as me, outside of my liaison position, and want to separate what the board 

said versus what I am saying. As someone who has gone through this 

process before, you are not going to want to read through everything, so 

the more you attend SAB meetings, tours, you will find a lot of that 

information that you may be looking for. Especially because we are on a 

tighter schedule.  

xvii. Vice President Kowash: That concludes our gallery comments. Can 

someone please motion for a 10-minute recess, I really need to go to the 

restroom. 

xviii. Sen. Allen motioned for a 10-minute recess; Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin 

seconded.  

xix. Sen. Pearson: I think that this once again should be returned to the 

committee to discuss and hope that they can rise and grind this next week. 

There are a few things I do want to add to the discussion, as I do have 

some qualms with Section E. I do not think that it fits with the bill and 

there are current concerns about what would happen if there is a unit that  

in the future the students decide that they do not want this to be paid by 

the incidental fee, the language would lock the budget in there. I do not 

feel comfortable with that edition, as I feel that it circumvents the students' 

voices. On connecting to students about it, it will be a lot of information 

but that would not be bad, and that thought process does not seem rational.  

In terms of the benefit of having more information, I will read a gazillion 

and 12-page document on this stuff because it is important for me to do, 

and it becomes our job to digest that and make it into something that we 

can give out to students. This would not only encourage financial literacy 

for us but of the student body at large. Ultimately, more information is 

there to be utilized by those of us that choose to read it. Receiving it and 

having the option for only some of us having read it, even this provides a 

better environment for us to understand. I have spoken to a lot of students 

about this and everyone I have spoken to agree and think that the things 

and initiatives I have spoken about should in fact happen. In fact, 13 out of 

16 of our senator platform statements directly mentioned something about 

increasing fiscal transparency. This to me is fascinating because this is one 

of the most frontal ways that students have chosen to vote the way they 

have, as it was in the voter guide. It shows that this was a key issue they 

wanted to focus on, and I wanted to bring out some of the stuff that was 

written in the platform statements of us. Students voted for more 

transparent allocation of student fees, which directly relates to this bill 



more than ever; the critical assessment of expenditures which I spoke 

about in my platform statement, as well as that was spoken in others. 13 

out of 16 of us talked about this financial transparency, and when students 

voted, they voted for things like this, I think we should keep this in mind 

and we should prevent the erosion of these values.  

xx. Sen. Pearson motioned to refer the legislation back to the budgets 

committee, Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin seconded. Sen. Gomez-Silva 

objected. Objection rescinded. 

xxi. Sen. Gomez-Silva: I had a quick something to say. While I believe that 

being responsible leaders of the school is to be financially transparent, I 

feel like the way this bill is going about it is a little disturbing to our views 

on labor. We have countless professionals who are working to crunch 

these numbers and giving them more work as underlined in this bill is in 

my opinion not ethical. I will always support more financial transparency 

but will never back it up at the expense of someone else. 

xxii. Sen. Ikehara: I was a little confused as to what you said about the budget 

sometimes going over that 5% amount specifically when it may be based 

on weather or other factors like that. I was wondering if there was a 

specific number or the number of times this occurred in the past years, or 

the amount? 

xxiii. Leah Hall Dorothy, Executive Director of Recreational Sports: That 

specifics on 63 indexes would take a while to look up, and as a budget 

manager we do look at the trends year by year. Looking at the past 10 

years would be a difficult challenge, especially considering the pandemic, 

but we can look back and see what those would be. I will say that 5% is 

really small when considering a really large budget, and the complex 

layers of the budget. 

xxiv. Sen. Ikehara: I was just wondering how often we would need to look at 

this to get a better and more clear understanding of this. 

xxv. Leah Hall Dorothy, Executive Director of Recreational Sports: We 

meet with Financial Strategic Services once a month and look at burn rates 

and make adjustments to make sure that we are staying on track. We want 

to make sure that the building is up and running 

xxvi. Sen. Eckman: I just want to clarify that it is not a 5% difference but a 

50% difference over a fiscal year, and I think that would also greatly 

reduce the amount of work. 

xxvii. Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin: When I heard 5% I was thinking of the 5% 

that if you keep changes under the Board has to pass it, so I was a little 

confused there, but now I have the correct information. 

X) President of the Senate Announcements 



a. Attend unit tours! 

i. Thursdays at 6 pm: It is important to attend due to the tight timeline! 

b. Senate student fee deliberations schedule 

i. Sen. Rowe: I am not in the room, but we do have the three options, and if 

we could just do a raise hand vote to see which type of meeting we would 

prefer. We could keep it default, three meetings with Thursday required, 

or four, or with an additional student feedback meeting on a Saturday.  

ii. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: Please take a look at the overview of the 

SFC timeline. This is the SFC calendar as provisionally adopted by the 

SFC. The SFC will meet January 11th, on Saturday for 8 hours, to have 

each of the units present their budgets in detail and to ask questions. Then 

we will have another meeting to have final deliberations for around 5-

hours. Over that weekend I will write a report and you will meet to go 

over our approved budgets.  

iii. Sen. Rowe motioned to adopt the new senate deliberation calendar, 

adding a third meeting time on Thursday, seconded by Sen. Pearson. 

c. Please submit any legislation to me by 9am on the Friday before to make it on the 

agenda. Adding bills on the floor doesn’t give much notice to people that a piece 

of legislation may affect. 

d. Make sure when writing legislation that you’re talking to people that it would 

affect prior to introduction to allow them to give feedback or at least give them 

notice to consider the proposed changes 

e. Sign up for the ASOSU part of the SEC Open House (10am-4pm on 10/30!) 

i. Shifts are: 

1. 10am-11:30am (set up) - need more people! 

2. 11am-12pm 

3. 12pm-1pm 

4. 1pm-2pm 

5. 2pm-3:30pm (take down) - need more people! 

f. Future meeting rooms? 

i. Vice President Kowash: Do we want to keep this room in the MU? It 

would be $200 for this room and the Owl every time, or we have the SEC 

room which our fees are waived for. How do we want to spend our 

money? 

ii. Sen. Pearson: Is there any way that we could assist with set-up, to lower 

the costs? 

iii. Vice President Kowash: Unfortunately, not. 

iv. Sen. Ikehara: Isn't there also other rooms that you could get without 

paying the fees? I know certain rooms in the MU you do not have to pay if 

you are a student organization or club. 



v. Vice President Kowash: Yes, I have looked into those, but a lot of the 

rooms do not have enough room for gallery. Ultimately it is up to you all.  

vi. Sen. Lau: I think that making the cut-off at 8:00 might make us more 

productive.  

vii. Sen. Knox: In a meeting that we know might be longer, would we be able 

to just stick to the MU room. Could we switch between rooms possibly or 

do we have to pre-book them way in advance? 

viii. Vice President Kowash: To be able to get this for next term I will have to 

book really soon for this room, but we do have the SEC room booked or 

the rest of the term. I think it is a good idea though to alternate between 

rooms so we can plan which meetings we have more to consider 

beforehand. 

1. Future senate meetings will be alternating and switching off the 

meetings in the MU and SEC rooms! 

g. Opportunity to be interviewed by The Daily Barometer beat reporter, please let 

me know if any of you all are interested. 

h. If I continue to hear people negatively speaking about people, there will be 

disciplinary action. We are all adults so please act like it, and do not talk in front 

of other people in such a negative way.  

XI) Gallery Comments 

a. Nathan Schmidt, Chief of Staff: SafeRide is currently operating, if anyone 

needs a ride. 

XII) Senator Comments 

a. Sen. Rowe: Some people were saying that some senate committee would be 

raising the student ticket prices, or things about reusable toilet paper, this is not 

true! I do not know where this is coming from. If you hear things about this, you 

can say that it is not true. 

b. Vice President Kowash: I will say in this public meeting, do not believe 

everything you read online, check with official source. The rising prices of 

student tickets and reusable toilet paper is not a true thing! 

XIII) Advisor Comments 

a. Keri Simonet: I want to second the social media, it is very easy to post stuff 

anonymously, and I have been following everything. I will say as senators you do 

have the responsibility to correct any false information that there is out there. It 

would be great for people to have people chime in for such false information. 

Good job tonight! 

Adjournment 9:47 pm. 

 


