ASSOCIATED STUDENTS OF OREGON STATE UNIVERSITY

ASOSU Senate Meeting
Second Special Summer Session of the 84th Senate
July 30th, 2024 | 6:00pm
Zoom: https://oregonstate.zoom.us/j/91538566922?pwd=1FX3Twb6gtemKbsatqgY2bD9xSXDFMgb.1
President of the Senate

Zachary Kowash
SEC 288
L. Roll Call/Quorum ~ 6:00pm
a. Sen. Allen
b. Sen. Durr
C. Sen. Eckman
d. Sen. Field
e. Sen. Gomez Silva
f. Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin
g. Sen. Jones
h. Sen. Karlapati
1. Sen. Knox
J- Sen. Lau
k. Sen. Lewandowski absent
1. Sen. Morales-Coonrad
m. Sen. Pearson
n. Sen. Raschkes
0. Sen. Rowe
p. Sen. Wright
II. Swearing in of Senators/Proxies
a. Jenna White was sworn in as a proxy for Sen. Karlapati and is hereby
referred to as Sen. White.
b. Olive Cartwright was sworn in as a proxy for Sen. Morales-Coonrad and
is hereby referred to as Sen. Cartwright.
II. Approval of Minutes
a. The minutes were approved as written.
IV. Approval of Agenda
a. Senator comments were added to the agenda.
V. Gallery Comments
a. There were no gallery comments.

VI. Senator Comments


https://oregonstate.zoom.us/j/91538566922?pwd=1FX3Tw6gtgmKbsatqY2bD9xSXDFMgb.1

VIL

VIIIL.

[X.

a. Sen. Wright: I am concerned about senate meetings and want people to
listen. There is a pattern of rushing our processes which creates an unstable
foundation for the initiatives we want to see through. There as also a lot of
misinformation last week and the lack of information has undermined bills. The
veto we will talk about does not address all student group needs and we need to
look outside of just CRCs. I think we should amend it and make it better.

b. Sen. Pearson: Student Government Committee has been looking into the
code of conduct, in particular a clause on pressure. Concerns have been brought up
about the word pressure and its definition, equating it with arguing/persuading. A
Senator’s job involves pressure and this is protected speech; it cannot be censored.
I was issued an ASOSU code of conduct report based on this clause and the report
says, “Please refrain from repeatedly badgering and/or pressuring other Members
both in person and online.” Badgering is not a word that shows up in the Code of
Conduct; this is not a violation of the code of conduct. The report says, “Please
refrain from harassing other Members to perform or not perform an official act.” I
am willing to share messages with Senate if needed and have shared my messages
with Keri. I have bugged people about transparency and accountability, even in this
speech potentially. The letter is a potential act of retaliation, as the ethics chair
disagrees with me and I shouldn’t be punished for doing my job.

c. Sen. Raschkes: I agree with Emerson, there needs to be due process
otherwise these claims can reduce value of the facts and other claims.

New Business

a. There was no new business.

Gallery Comments

a. There were no gallery comments.

Old Business

a. Discussion on the veto of SB 84.01
i Sen. Pearson: I support this bill. We have the power to make these
changes since we hired a JC councilor, and they are getting paid.
i Sen. Field: I do not see any legal issues from the information
provided.
il Sen. Pearson: It is important to pass one of these bills, but SB
84.01 does a better job of listening to and serving the interestes of these
communities. The committee needs to be independent from administrative
influence. I plan to vote in favor of override.

v Sen. Knox: Leah, what issues did you see with the original
legislation?
v Sen. Wright: We have other options and we don’t have to rush this

process. The original bill does not acknowledge that the needs of different
groups are different. We should think more comprehensively about what
these groups need.

vi Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin ceded time to Eli.

1 Eli: I was involved in advocacy for the SOL resolution. This
new bill, SB 84.07, overshadows communities and doesn’t



Guarantee protections. This is not a compromise since not all
original authors were consulted.

vii Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin: I don’t see any harm with SB-84.01

but I do with the alternative.

viii  Sen. Pearson: This is not rushed as these programs have been

running for quite some time now. Also, this bill would not establish a new

center, but rather a committee to advocate on the behalf of these student

groups and their needs. These students have been shut down by

administrators every time they have asked for a new space, and the

replacement bill doesn’t even establish a center—something that they want.

Now that we have debunked what was behind the veto, we can now move

forward without concern and help these students.

Sen. Pearson ceded time to Marisa Ikehara.
1 Marisa Ikehara: This bill provides support for groups
seeking a physical space now and in the future, giving them a sense
of permanence. Space has been requested by many individuals in
my time at SOL, and it is a symbol of equity for SOL. Also, the
replacement bill would put more of a burden on the Senate to fulfill
its provisions. I hope you will all vote in favor of this.

i Sen. Wright: To me, this feels rushed. One more week could allow

more student voices to be heard, and it is dangerous to shut out voices that

do not agree with your ideas. My voice has been left out of many things,

including these bills, so we can take the time to hear more opinions and

implement changes to the bills.

il Sen. Wright ceded time to President Schlotter.
| President Schlotter: I think there have been some falsities
shared tonight. The DSL and ISL pilot programs ran out their time
of 2 years, and there were issues with their implementation. This is
not a perfect solution, but rather a compromise that the Senate has
the authority to create. Administrators have no obligation to hire the
position created in SB-84.01, so the replacement bill would hold
more weight. This is not a final draft, and we can continue working
towards this goal to support different groups. Creating CRCs is
difficult because of space limitations, but there is a way to create
them equitably in the future.

v Sen. Pearson: The pilot programs were not limited to 2 year terms,

so there is no reason to get rid of them. Students who utilized these spaces

were not consulted before they were closed down.

\% Sen. Cartwright ceded time to Carter Trinidad.
1 Carter Trinidad: We collaborated to create SB-84.01, and I
hope that we can stick to the intentions behind this bill. The issues
that SOL and other groups face are institutionalized and have been
in place for a long time. Students should not have to put their lives
at risk to ensure the longevity of these spaces and initiatives. As
someone who contributed to this bill, I know that the mission of
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SOL is reflected in it. We want an officially established path for
these spaces to live on campus to meet the needs of students who
need them. Administrators have told us that they know what is best
for us, but this is not the case. I have also heard from administrators
that they do not share these goals or want to see the future of SOL
as a permanent group on campus. We have been shut out of these
conversations and barely played a role in creating SB-84.07. This
bill only advocates and does not allow students to be real
stakeholders, hindering real action from being taken. The creation
of this committee will prolong the process of these spaces being
created, while SB-84.01 would dedicate a whole position to this
cause. The student positions would report to ASOSU, complicating
the group’s integrity. SB-84.07 also creates employment
opportunities, which contradicts the claim that we did not have the
authority to create positions as was proposed in SB-84.01. The
creator of SOL intended to create a new space because of the
dangers of hosting it within the Pride Center. By creating a separate
space for this community, we can fix this problem. A club that I was
in had its space taken away as well, and we were told that the
administration did not want to support us and host us anymore. SB-
84.01 was not rushed but is a response to our communities being
shut out time after time. I urge you all to support this bill rather than
SB-84.07.

2 Sen. Cartwright: It is my understanding that this bill was
vetoed over legal questions and issues with funding. It does not
seem like SB-84.01 needs to be implemented this fiscal year. On the
note of equity, it is expected that students should go to CRCs that
represent an identity that they have, regardless of any other
identities that they have. SOL was created to help these students,
which has provided support to many. I think it is important to
remember that these spaces can be oppressive, so we should listen
to these students about their needs. I don’t see why we can’t modify
the original bill and reach a compromise. There is an opportunity to
pass this and implement it next year, and there should be a way to
creating new CRCs for all groups based on their needs. It would be
helpful to dedicate a whole position to this cause because of the
burden that it would place on the Senate.

Sen. Rowe: This would not increase the student incidental fee.

Sen. Gomez Silva ceded time to Stephanie.

1 Stephanie: | encourage you all to pass the original bill. At
SOL, we have been committed to our mission of having a dedicated
space. We were excluded from the Pride Center and wanted our own
space because we have different needs.

Sen. Gomez Silva: I have met with higher-ups about this and was

told that there were legal issues with it. I think that we should respect this.



SB-84.07 also seems unfair, though, because it seems like many important
voices were not included in writing it. I think it might be best to rewrite this
bill with all voices included so that we can be fair and avoid any legal
issues.
X Sen. Durr ceded time to Carter Trinidad.
1 Carter Trinidad: Collaboration has been hard because there
are different end goals with these bills. There are a lot of
discrepancies and things have played out in an unfortunate way.
Seeing that Damoni Wright is a contributor to this bill also makes us
hesitant as he was the one to sign off on my termination, and
another employee of SOL had campus safety called on them for
their termination, so administrator presence is not in our wishes.
The original authors were not asked to contribute to this, taking
away from the student-led effort that created SB-84.01.
X Sen. Durr: Bureaucracy takes a long time, and that’s exactly the
issue with SB-84.07. These communities have been waiting for a long time,
and we should support them in this.
xi Sen. Lau: We could table SB-84.07 for now to reach out to more
students about it.
xii Sen. Lau moved to table SB-84.07 indefinitely. Sen. Pearson
seconded.
xiil Sen. Lau: I think we would be able to have a more productive
conversation if we only focus on this for now.
Xiv Sen. Field: One issue that we have talked about extensively is the
legality of this bill. From what I can tell, we need to sort out the legality of
this as there have been claims made tonight that it would not be legal. Also,
President Schlotter talked about equity with spaces on campus because
there is a limitation to these spaces; this bill does not allocate any space,
but only establishes an employee to search for that space. I don’t think that
this allocates space, so that should not be a concern. Sen. Wright had
brought up a concern about SB-84.01 regarding its creation of ‘cultural
spaces’ when we should be focused on supporting communities with
initiatives. One of the duties of the new position would be to gather
information from stakeholders about the creation of new spaces and centers
on campus, so it seems open ended enough to serve that goal. One last
concern about this being rushed is also incorrect as we have been looking at
this for the past few weeks, and students in the community have been
talking about this for a long time.
1 Sen. Gomez Silva: I had a confidential meeting and was
told that there was a legality issue, but was not given much more
information. Also, I heard from another senator that it was more an
issue with administrators not being obligated to follow through with
this initiative.



X.
a.
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XV Sen. Allen: It seems like the legality questions have no backing,
and the students in the gallery have advocated for this; as elected officials, I
think we should override this.
xvi  Sen. Rowe: Some people seem to think that we should reach out to
more students, and others are concerned about the legality of this bill. This
bill is not illegal but is rather outside of the bounds of ASOSU. There is no
risk in passing this because of legal questions. A lot of the gallery has been
here since last term when the SOL resolution was heard. We have asked
these students to do so much already for this and they have been working
with Student Government Committee on amendments. The committee that
would be created would have a lot of freedom in what they choose to do,
whether that be a physical space or not.
xvii  Sen. Pearson: This does not seem to have much to do with legality
but is rather about enforceability. Administrators may not have to do what
this bill asks, but there is no precedent that they would not follow through.
It seems like administrators are fear mongering about the legality and
enforceability of this, but we do not represent them; we represent the
students who are asking for this to happen. They seem to want us to fold to
the power that they hold over us, but we should not fold in fear of them not
acting on this initiative. I think that we should honor these students for their
advocacy efforts over the past few months. We always have the chance to
make this better as it goes along.
xviii  Sen. Pearson moved to enter a roll call vote to override the veto of
SB-84.01. Sen. Durr seconded.
1 The motion passed with 10 ayes from Sen. Allen, Sen. Durr,
Sen. Eckman, Sen. Field, Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin, Sen. White,
Sen. Knox, Sen. Lau, Sen. Cartwright, Sen. Pearson, and Sen.
Rowe; 2 nays from Sen. Jones and Sen. Raschkes; and 2
abstentions from Sen. Gomez Silva and Sen. Wright.
President of the Senate Announcements
VP Kowash: Remember to do your bridge trainings!
Gallery Comments
There were no gallery comments.
Senator Comments
Sen. Pearson: If anyone has any questions about the matter I spoke about

earlier, please reach out to me.

b.

C.

Sen. Durr: Thank you to the gallery members who spoke today.
Sen. Rowe: I know we have a few bills that would change the hiring

process for the executive branch, so I think that those positions should not be filled

yet.

XIII.

i VP Kowash: We did finish the hiring process for the Records
Clerk, but I will let you know if the bill you mentioned are impacted.
Advisor Comments



a. Keri Simonet: Remember to do your bridge trainings! If you have worked
for the university before, you still need to do it. Also, I am concerned about some
of the rhetoric about the legality and enforceability of a bill and I caution you
against passing something just because you don’t think it will be a big deal; this
can damage the reputation and credibility of ASOSU. Finally, it seems like a lot of
these issues could be resolved through some of our trainings about advocacy and
conflicts. If you feel like someone is reaching out to you too much about
something, it is okay to set boundaries and step away. I love the passion that you
all have for advocating for students, keep up the good work!
b. Sen. Rowe: I brought up the issue of legality because President Schlotter
did mention that the bill was outside of the scope of ASOSU, and we should be
careful about using those words. We should be careful, but also not write off any
perspectives. I think we might need to have a special meeting in case one of the
bills we heard about last week is vetoed.

1 VP Kowash: We can talk about this during our normal meeting next

week as well or have a meeting on Friday.

i Sen. Pearson: Budgets meets on Friday.

111 Sen. Durr: CIC meets on Thursday.

v VP Kowash: We could also have a meeting early next week.

v Sen. Pearson: Budgets committee could forego our meeting if we
need to hold this special meeting.

vi Sen. Eckman: I work during the suggested time, so Tuesday is the
best for me.

vii Sen. Rowe: I think we should just establish the meeting time later if

a bill is vetoed.

viii  Sen. Durr: I think CIC would also be fine with moving our meeting
time in order to accommodate for a special meeting.

X VP Kowash: I think we should establish this time later if needed.

X Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin: If we are meeting during the CIC
time, I will have a work shift at that time but could send a proxy.

c. Sen. Pearson: We should also discuss the Zoom style.
i Sen. Pearson moved to host future meetings in the original format
of Zoom. Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin seconded.
1 VP Kowash: We switched to this format to streamline the
conversation and avoid people accidentally unmuting.
2 Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin: It has been difficult to hear

gallery comment.

3 Keri Simonet: We did pay money for the webinar format,
and we are hoping to only do this until we are in-person again. This
format also makes it easier for me to do my job and to focus on the
discussion better.

4 Sen. Pearson: There are other uses for the webinar license
that we could do. Also, I am concerned that the Senate was not
consulted in the decision to switch to Zoom Webinar as these are



our meetings. As the person who was interrupted, this is
unnecessary. Students should have an easy time communicating
with us.

5 Sen. Rowe: I think having this format is helpful for bigger
meetings.

6 Sen. Field: Thank you for your input, Keri. It does seem to
hinder gallery comment, so we could try to make it clearer how the
zoom format works.

7 Sen. Knox: I think Keri and Zach’s opinions are valid as
they are in charge of leading these meetings.
8 Sen. Rowe: I think the regular version would be fine for this

kind of meeting.

9 The motion passed with 8 ayes from Sen. Allen, Sen. Durr,
Sen. Eckman, Sen. Gomez Silva, Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin, Sen.
White, Sen. Pearson, and Sen. Rowe; and 6 abstentions from Sen.
Field, Sen. Jones, Sen. Knox, Sen. Morales-Coonrad, Sen.
Raschkes, and Sen. Wright.

XIV. Adjournment

a.

The meeting adjourned at 8:21PM.






