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1) Roll Call/Quorum ~ 6:00pm 

a) Sen. Allen  

b) Sen. Durr  

c) Sen. Eckman  

d) Sen. Gomez Silva  

e) Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin  

i) Sen. Jones  

f) Sen. Karlapati  

g) Sen. Knox  

h) Sen. Lau  

i) Sen. Lewandowski  

j) Sen. Morales-Coonrad  

k) Sen. Pearson  

l) Sen. Raschkes  

m) Sen. Rowe  

n) Sen. Wright  

o) Sen. Acar  

2) Swearing in of Senators/Proxies 

a) Lydia Acar was sworn in as a senator and took the oath of office 

3) Approval of Minutes 

a) Last week's meeting minutes were approved 

4) Approval of Agenda 

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


a) Sen. Pearson: I would like to motion to add the confirmation of Connor Chen to 

the Agenda, add it right after the other confirmation we have today. 

i) Sen. Pearson motioned to add the confirmation of Connor Chen to the 

Agenda 

b) Sen. Pearson motioned to add standing rules business to the first item in new 

business 

c) Sen. Lau motioned to add committee reports to the agenda, add after Old Business 

section 

5) Gallery Comments 

a) President Schlotter: I came up with a letter to speak about today. I condemn the 

actions during the failed confirmation of Nathan Schmidt. This is a toxic and 

negative culture within ASOSU, and it has not gotten better over the past 2 months. 

The things that were said last week were bullying and harassment. It is not our 

business to judge someone's past political affiliations. Think of this from Nathan’s 

perspective. There have been many concerns voiced about these meetings not only 

by me, which is telling. I ran for this position because I wanted to make a change, 

and to be honest I have not enjoyed this job thus far, there have been false 

allegations made about me various times. We represent a multitude of people, often 

those who cannot attend these 6-hour meetings. We are at what I assume is one of 

many turning points coming this year, and I hope we can get through this properly. 

6) New Business 

a) Approving the changes to the Standing Rules  

i) Sen. Pearson: We have been working on making changes to the standing 

rules, which is a standard process every year. What we have decided to do 

to make it easier, is to do it in chunks. We have gone through the first four 

rules and a part of another, so that we can all look at and approve of these 

changes. These are the first four rules, and most changes were made for 

consistency. We can read them through or summarize. 

ii) Sen. Durr motions for a 3-minute reading period, seconded by Sen. 

Pearson 

iii) Sen. Gomez Silva: Can I just have a clarification on the role of the Pro-

Tempore within these changes? 

iv) Sen. Pearson: For that change, all questions would just be anytime there 

is a standard vote. The reason for this is that it was not in line with the 

philosophy of how the Chair works. If there is a Chair in other 

committees, they still have their vote (such as the SFC Chair). This is just 

making everything more consistent and in-line and avoiding any 

constitutional issues.  

v) Sen. Lewandowski motioned on a vote to approve changes made to the 

standing rules Sen. Hostetler McLaughlin seconded, motion passes with 

13 ayes from: Sen. Allen, Sen. Durr, Sen. Eckman, Sen. Gomez Silva, Sen. 

Hostetler-McLaughlin, Sen. Karlapati, Sen. Knox, Sen. Lau, Sen. 



Lewandowski, Sen. Morales-Coonrad, Sen. Pearson, Sen. Raschkes, Sen. 

Acar and 3 Abstentions from: Sen. Jones, Sen. Rowe, and Sen. Wright. 

b) Confirmation of Angelo Arredondo Baca as the 2024-2025 Family Resource Center 

SFC Liaison  

i) Sen. Pearson motioned for 5-minute reading period, Sen. Morales-

Coonrad seconded 

ii) Sen. Pearson: I wanted to ask what has been your experience with the 

SFC been thus far, either professionally or not? 

iii) Angelo Arrendondo: I served on the Exec committee for two years, and 

the SAB Board as the Vice-chair. I have attended a majority of the SFC 

sessions the two years I have been at Oregon State, because I enjoy 

learning about the process and making my voice heard. I wanted to get 

involved because I had a student parent reach out to me and ask about the 

process and wanted to stay involved, this inspired me to represent the 

FRC.  

iv) Sen. Pearson: In this position, what is one change you might make to 

improve the SFC process? 

v) Angelo Arredondo: I want to make the meetings more accessible to folks, 

I understand it is difficult. These meetings must be shorter and easier to 

digest, especially during the SFC deliberations. Students, especially 

student parents and guardians often do not have this time to wait in these 

long meetings, so I want to make this more accessible for them.  

vi) Sen. Morales-Coonrad: I enjoyed your message a lot. You seem to 

highlight more channels of communication in your applications. What are 

some of the avenues you will use to do this and how can you promise that 

it goes both ways? 

vii) Angelo Arredondo: I want to expand on the board, and welcome students 

who may feel underrepresented to attend these meetings. I want to remain 

accessible through email, text, applications, as well. I also want to attend 

FRC events and let them know about these processes, as another manner 

of outreach. I want to reach out to them, as student parents, instead of 

waiting for them to reach out to me. 

viii) Sen. Jones: Would you represent the FRC or present your opinions during 

the fee deliberations? 

ix) Angelo Arredondo: I would ideally represent the FRC students and their 

opinions and would aim to represent their voices. Obviously, we all have 

personal opinions, but I hope that by sharing my similar experience with 

these students, we will have similar feelings.  

x) Sen. Morales-Coonrad: How can you make sure to remove your own 

personal bias and beliefs when going through this process to make sure 

that you are representing their beliefs? 

xi) Angelo Arredondo: Once again i think reaching out is the answer. When 



deliberation starts, I will ask for their opinions from their perspectives and 

hear their opinions. I want to give them the opportunity to speak on their 

opinions, not just let them hear mine. 

xii) Sen. Pearson motioned for deliberations; Sen. Lewandowski seconded. 

xiii) Sen. Morales-Coonrad: Based of these responses and resume and letter, 

and experiences, I definitely think I can see potential in Angelo 

xiv) Sen. Pearson: Yeah, I wanted to echo what Sen. Morales Coonrad said. It 

is important to consider how having an understanding of FRC should not 

only be the idea of a traditional family and it is important to have someone 

who understands how diverse experiences as a family can be. He has a 

very impressive resume, and I am in support of his confirmation.  

xv) Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin: Given his experience as a student guardian 

and in politics, he is qualified for this position. 

xvi) Sen. Morales-Coonrad motions for a vote, Sen. Gomez Silva seconded, 

motion passes with 15 ayes from: Sen. Allen, Sen. Durr, Sen. Eckman, 

Sen. Gomez Silva, Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin, Sen. Jones, Sen. Karlapati, 

Sen. Knox, Sen. Lau, Sen. Lewandowski, Sen. Morales-Coonrad, Sen. 

Pearson, Sen. Raschkes, Sen. Rowe, Sen. Udarbe, and Sen. Acar 

xvii) Angelo Arredondo has been confirmed as the Family Resource Center 

SFC Liaison 

c) Confirmation of Connor Chen as SFC At-Large member 

i) Sen. Pearson: What is your previous experience engaging with the SFC 

process? 

ii) Connor Chen: Basically none, my application has been my first sort of 

affiliation with ASOSU, so this is all relatively new to me. 

iii) Sen. Pearson: I just realized that we also do not have Connor Chens 

information 

(1) Sen. Morales-Coonrad motioned for a 5-minute reading period, 

Sen. Hostetler McLaughlin seconded 

iv) Sen. Morales Coonrad: I love the experience you have in the fields you 

want to pursue, and the experience you have on and off campus. How will 

you take these experiences and apply them to the SFC process? 

v) Connor Chen: Just general maturity and trying to do my best to make 

sure I am speaking for as many people as I can. I understand that I will be 

representing more students than I have in my other roles.  

vi) Sen. Lewandowski: Going off that, what is your leadership style and what 

would you do when you have conflicts amongst people? 

vii) Connor Chen: Compromise, and to try not to hold anything personal, and 

do my best to look at things from an objective point of view. Doing my 

best to go through my work by being honest and doing my work to the 

best of my ability. 

viii) Sen. Hostetler Mclaughlin: I wanted to ask; do you have any of your own 



hopes for your position on the SFC? 

ix) Connor Chen: As far as personal goals go, I would like to come into and 

maintain a good ship and make sure that people are happy with the work 

done in the SFC. Making sure things run smoothly as well. I do not have a 

particular passion relating to a program but will just be attempting to 

fulfill my part. 

x) Sen. Pearson: I have a couple questions. How much have you thought 

about the goals you want to implement in the SFC, and how much have 

you researched into the units? 

xi) Connor Chen: I have a lot of my own experiences within the units, such 

as recreational sports and basic needs center. As far as researching how 

they work together, I do not know too much about that. I have a basic 

public knowledge of what goes on, but if I am confirmed I expect to learn 

a lot more about it. I am dedicated to learning as much as I can. 

xii) Sen. Lau: I am on the outreach committee and was wondering how you 

heard about the position? Did you sign up for an ASOSU mailing list? 

xiii) Connor Chen: I just read an email, did some basic research to see if I was 

interested and then applied. I have not signed up for a mailing list as far as 

I know.  

xiv) Sen. Allen: I was wondering if you maybe have the information about the 

email, and would be willing to share it? 

xv) Connor Chen: Yeah, but it might take me a minute. 

(1) Sen. Lau motioned for a 5-minute break, seconded by Sen. 

Karlapati.  

xvi) Connor Chen: I got this email around July 24. I received it from the SFC 

Chair. 

xvii) Sophia Nowers: I sent out an email Blast, it was not specific, but I am 

happy to answer any questions if people have any.  

xviii) Sen. Pearson: What is one change you would like to see in the SFC 

process? 

xix) Connor Chen: I am a complete newcomer, I don't quite know what the 

process was before because I was never a part of it. I don’t think it is 

necessarily wrong to have a brand-new perspective, as I would be coming 

in with new thoughts. While I don't know now, I would expect to find out 

after I am confirmed. 

(1) Sen. Morales-Coonrad motioned to go move into deliberations 

xx) Sen. Morales-Coonrad: I think it is refreshing to see new people come 

into positions like this one and getting to learn from the start. It could be 

helpful, and I see potential. 

xxi) Sen. Pearson: I do think it's good to have new people, i would've liked to 

see more research having been done into the position and process. I have 

some reservations about how the process was conducted, it is potentially 



not appropriate to handpick people who might be interested in applying. 

There are some ethical concerns, but this is not a reflection of the 

applicant himself. 

xxii) Sen. Gomez Silva: I agree that the lack of research may be a bit 

concerning, but their dedication and research regarding the position itself 

says something. I do think that they are qualified, but it is just a 

steppingstone in which we need to be there for them. 

xxiii) Sen. Hostetler Mclaughlin: I am also a little concerned about the process, 

and understand that he has a good resume, but I find it hard to believe that 

there weren't people with more experience and dedicated than applied.  

xxiv) Sen. Durr ceded 2-minutes of time to Saegis Abbott 

xxv) Saegis Abbot: I wanted to address some concerns. For background, 

Connor was the first person to apply, but I did reach out to many people as 

did Sophia. We all forwarded the email to people we know. As far of 

Connors experience, he has experience outside of ASOSU and I think that 

is a very beneficial aspect to have, given that this will bring in more 

diverse perspectives 

xxvi) Sen. Durr: I think his other experiences are helpful for the role, and his 

external experiences look promising. I think it is a bit worrying that he 

does not have more knowledge over the role. 

xxvii) Sen. Morales-Coonrad: They did mention that when they did receive the 

application, they did do some research and found out that it was something 

they were interested in participating in. The research into goals could 

always be done as the year goes on.  

xxviii) Sen. Allen: I agree that it is good to get more newer voices into ASOSU, 

and he has the skills that would be beneficial in this case.  

xxix) Sen. Hostetler-Mclaughlin motioned for a vote, Sen. Morales-Coonrad 

seconded and the motion passes with 13 ayes from Sen. Allen, Sen. 

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

Lau, Sen. Lewandowski, Sen. Morales-Coonrad, Sen. Raschkes, Sen. 

Rowe, Sen. Wright, Sen. Acar. 2 absentions from Sen. Durr, Sen. Pearson. 

1 Nay from Sen. Hostetler McLaughlin. 

 

d) Veto of SB 84.10 “Records Reform Bill” ~ 7:00pm 

i) Sen. Eckman was appointed as the temporary chair for this discussion 

ii) Sen. Allen motioned for a 3-minute reading period; Sen. Pearson 

seconded.  

iii) Sen. Rowe: I wanted to bring up that a lot of people have expressed that 

some changes to this bill may be good. If we do Veto override this bill, the 

current hiring process would be changed, which is something we wanted 

to do. I have helped author a compromise resolution, and I would 



eventually like to motion for a reading period. We should take Audreys 

opinions into consideration but should still pass for this year so that it 

effects this year's hiring process. 

iv) Sen. Pearson: Yes, I believe that this is a good option to override the veto 

and then make the resolution. 

v) Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin: I am in favor of the compromise bill; I think 

we should do our best to work out something in the middle.  

(1) Sen. Rowe motioned for a 3-minute reading period of S.B-84.12; 

Sen. Durr seconded 

vi) Sen. Rowe: Just to reiterate, the reason I am proposing this compromise is 

so that the hiring for the Archivist position for this year will not be further 

interrupted, and so the changes to be made to this position will take effect 

this year. 

vii) Sen. Pearson ceded 2-minutes to President Schlotter 

viii) President Schlotter: Let me know if you guys prefer suggestions as 

opposed to a veto memo, just send me a message. I really think that my 

suggestions offer a compromise. It would make it so that the Senate would 

have the majority, even with the pro-temp you would have one more 

person than every other branch. Otherwise, the Judicial Council and 

Student Fee Committee would only have one vote each, and that would be 

still unbalanced. 

ix) Sen. Pearson: I think that from my perspective I would like to contend 

that the VP is representative of the senate, and rather is for the executive 

board. The VP presides over the senate, so I would like to challenge that a 

VP vote would be one for the senate. I think with 3 members of the senate, 

it would be equal. When it comes to the Records Clerk position, there is a 

lot of involvement. In other committees the Records Clerk is an ex-officio 

nonvoting member. We should recognize that the records Clerk position 

has many duties related to multiple branches. I think that independent 

position does not necessarily have to be a specific perfect point, and I 

think this is a good compromise. 

x) Sen. Knox: In Student Gov Committee, when we were reviewing the 

materials, it was expressed that we agreed that student government 

committee might be too many people on the hiring committee. I think a 

good compromise would be the pro-tempore and an additional member. 

With the three additional members, it would give the senate a majority, 

and I was wondering why that is? 

xi) Sen. Rowe: I made it up to three to make this bill more flexible. It seems 

that people do have concerns about serving on the committee, and so if 

next year this happens where people do not want to, there is that 

flexibility. It made sense that there was a slightly larger senate 

representation, and I am a fan of having more people on the committees. 



That is why I left it as “up to three”. 

xii) Sen. Hostetler McLaughlin: I think we should override the veto, and I 

think we should do this because we have concerns over the involvement of 

Senate in these matters, and this is something I have experienced myself 

as well. Similarly, involving the senate in the hiring process is important 

so that we can avoid some of the issues that happened with the 

confirmation process of past members. 

xiii) Sen. Hostetler McLaughlin ceded time to Dylan Perfect 

xiv) Dylan Perfect: I was the archivist last year, and I would like to say that 

when I worked in that position, I do think that senate is the main place in 

which these positions have focused in the past. This comes from the idea 

that the senate is the most representative body. That said, I think this 

compromise might be an improvement on the original bill as it would 

restore the independence of the positions.  

xv) Sen. Lau: Since there is not really a timeline, it might be helpful if we 

take a step back. Even though it is a compromise, we have not really 

touched base with President Schlotter which is necessary.  

xvi) Sen. Pearson: I think that I would not like it if it was just the pro-tempore, 

just given the extent to which the Records Deputies are involved in senate 

business. One potential there that could be opened is that the JC Chair can 

be appointed by the current sitting President. If we are implementing this 

stuff, we have to think about how this would take effect in the future. I do 

like the “up to 3” wording, and that there is an option for it to be less than 

three when needed. I do not think i would be comfortable to go to simply 

up to 2 members, because this bill serves to protect the records deputies in 

terms of termination, which we have seen has been an issue. This larger 

committee would set a better precedent for workers' protection, and any of 

these decisions are made by a larger group.  

xvii) Sen. Rowe: This clause was originally introduced a month ago, or closer 

to around 5 weeks. I just want to make this point because I know that the 

Archivist is in the process of being hired as we speak, which is why I think 

we should override this veto.  

xviii) Sen. Pearson: I wanted to speak in support of that, especially because the 

interviews for the archivist were pushed back to this week, and this would 

be more respectful to them as well.  

xix) Sen. Pearson motioned to vote on the override of the veto of S.B-84.10, 

Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin seconded. The vote failed with 7 ayes from: 

Sen. Durr, Sen. Eckman, Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin, Sen. Karlapati, Sen. 

Knox, Sen. Pearson, and Sen. Rowe. 7 nays from: Sen. Gomez Silva, Sen. 

Jones, Sen. Lau, Sen. Lewandowski, Sen. Morales Coonrad, Sen. Wright, 

and Sen. Acar. 2 abstentions from: Sen. Allen and Sen. Raschkes. 

xx) Sen. Pearson: Can we motion to add to the agenda, a different 



compromise. Perhaps to just having 2 senators on the committee. It would 

just be a small amendment to the one that Audrey proposed. 

xxi) Sen. Morales-Coonrad: I would be in support of that, as well. 

xxii) Sen. Rowe: I might recommend a 15-minute break regardless. 

xxiii) Sen. Morales and Sen. Pearson moved for a 10 minute recess, Sen 

Hostetler-McLaughlin objected to make it 15. Sen. Morales Coonrad 

changed it to 15 minutes.  

xxiv) Sen. Pearson: I think we should add the new resolution to the agenda, so 

that we can stay focused on the discussion at hand.  

xxv) Sen. Pearson motioned to add alternatives to SB 84.10 to the agenda, it 

was seconded. 

 

e) Discussion of alternative options of S.B-84.10 

i) Sen. Pearson: I think we should reach some sort of consensus on this 

tonight, because once again the hiring process is going on and out of 

respect of the applicants, we should find the decisive action to take 

tonight. 

ii) Sen. Pearson: I would like to make a direct ask about making the change 

to “up to 2”, so it would increase the power to senate but there still is that 

compromise there. 

iii) Sen. Lewandowski: Are we suggesting we create a group of people to 

talk about the archivist position? I am a little confused. 

iv) Sen. Pearson: My thought is when we are looking at alternates, President 

Schlotter's only critique of the bill was the compromission of the 

committee. This would make it so that up to two people would 

additionally be on this committee. This is also pertinent once again 

because someone could be put up for confirmation at any moment, and we 

should not delay things any further and make it more fair for the 

candidates. I suggest we just move one senator from the current 

compromise and make the wording “up to 2”.  

v) Sen. Lewandowski: Yeah, I understand, and would be open to that, 

especially considering the ongoing hiring process for the Archivist 

position. 

vi) Sen. Knox: Since it is time sensitive, I would be a proponent for passing 

the same bill with the addition of pro-temp plus 1 member, which would 

make it equal. It is okay in my mind if there are 2 representatives for the 

senate, the pro-temp and another senate member. 

vii) Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin: I understand people are concerned about the 

senate having too much power and would like to note that as of now the 

president has sole power to hire and fire the records deputy positions, so I 

think that any compromise would involve all branches of ASOSU. And 



thus, I am in favor of overriding the veto. 

viii) Sen. Eckman: I was wondering if we could do a straw poll vote to see 

how people are feeling about this? It could have all the options discussed 

above, and we can see the responses and act on those. 

ix) Sen. Rowe: Yes, I can do a poll. 

x) Sen. Pearson: I think one thing we should do in the meantime is motion to 

refuse to have any confirmations of the archivist on the agenda, until the 

committee has convened, or it has followed through. I think that would be 

the most optimal way of doing it out of respect for everyone. 

xi) Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin: We should probably stick to the polls of the 

voting system we have already in place, but I do trust everyone.  

xii) Sen. Rowe: Based on the poll, it seems there would still be more in favor 

of the lower end. 

xiii) Sen. Pearson: It seems that the most likely to pass would be the pro-

tempore + 1 other member of senate, so we should continue that note. And 

then a reminder of the motion to refuse confirmation.   

xiv) Sen. Lau: How do we feel about doing another poll about either 1 or 2, or 

just a rollcall vote?   

xv) Sen. Rowe: Yes, I can make another poll for those options, with the 

addition of no pro-tempore as well. It seems that pro-tempore + 1 

committee member is the winner and seems like the way the senate would 

like to go. 

xvi) Sen. Pearson: I think we should get together a bill that has that change so 

we can go ahead and pass it.  

(1) Sen. Pearson motioned for having no confirmations of the 

archivist added to the agenda until the bill in question has either 

been fully considered and given time, if it is enacted, after the 

committee in question has been convened. Seconded by Sen. Allen.  

xvii) Sen. Pearson: I am in favor of either an override or simply passing new 

legislation.  

xviii) Sen. Hostetler McLaughlin: I want to encourage people to override the 

veto.  

(1) Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin ceded time to Dylan Perfect. 

xix) Dylan Perfect: I have no position on what the right thing is to do right 

now, however, senate should consider that in relation to the exact 

appointment of the committee the status quo that is in place by not 

overriding the veto is that this decision is being made by 1 person, the 

President. If there is not an action to take this position soon, there is some 

time sensitivity surrounding the timeline, and action should be taken 

sooner than later. Effectively, the Records Deputy positions would be 

changed for the 2025-2026 legislative session.  

xx) Sen. Pearson motioned to introduce and forgo a reading of S.B-84.12, 



Sen. Hostetler McLaughlin seconded. The motion passed with 11 ayes 

from: Sen. Allen, Sen. Durr, Sen. Eckman, Sen. Hostetler McLaughlin, 

Sen. Karlapati, Sen. Knox, Sen. Morales-Coonrad, Sen. Pearson, Sen. 

Raschkes, Sen. Rowe, and Sen. Acar. 3 abstentions from: Sen. Gomez 

Silva, Sen. Jones, Sen. Lewandowski. 2 nays from: Sen. Lau and Sen. 

Wright. 

xxi) Sen. Pearson motioned for a vote to pass S.B-84.12, Sen. Hostetler 

McLaughlin seconded. Motion passes with 7 ayes from: Sen. Durr, Sen. 

Eckman, Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin, Sen. Karlapati, Sen. Knox, Sen. 

Pearson, and Sen, Rowe. 6 abstentions from: Sen. Allen, Sen. Gomez 

Silva, Sen. Jones, Sen. Morales-Coonrad, Sen. Raschkes, and Sen. Acar. 3 

nays from: Sen. Lau, Sen. Lewandowski, and Sen. Wright. 

 

f) Veto of SB 84.11 “Stakeholder Involvement in Judicial Appointments” ~ 7:45pm 

i) Sen. Pearson: I think we should go through one by one of the suggested 

changes from Audrey. The first correction I am going to push back on, 

because this is saying that when there is an opening for a JC position, 

there does not need to be a specific time to when they will hear back from.  

When there is an opening, the candidates deserve transparency and should 

know when to hear back about the position. 

ii) Sen. Hostetler McLaughlin: I would like to second what Emerson said, 

and people do assume that after a certain time they simply did not get the 

position. It would be beneficial for people to have that piece of mind 

knowing that they have not been accepted for that position out of respect 

for their time.  

iii) Sen. Hostetler McLaughlin voted for 5 min reading period, Sen. Lau 

seconded.  

iv) Sen. Rowe: Any questions surrounding Audrey’s suggestions? 

v) Sen. Pearson: Please speak up on your thoughts, I know I seem as though 

I am always speaking up, but it is difficult to have it be less of a dialogue. 

It seems that because people are not speaking up, we reach less of a 

consensus. 

vi) Sen. Pearson: the standard practice is that the President does give memos 

for them, it would be that if it is different from the committee's 

recommendation, there would be a memo explaining why they chose that 

specific applicant.  

vii) Sen. Rowe: If people have thoughts or questions, please make your voice 

known. 

viii) Sen. Hostetler McLaughlin: I would like that depth in the original bill 

that requires as to why the President picked a certain JC over the other, it 

does not require the president to appoint whoever the Student Gov 



Committee. It makes it so that when the president appoints someone to the 

JC, the senate knows what qualifications this person has and what sets 

them apart from the other candidates. I would like to see some of the 

applicants that the President does not initially choose, as people have 

differing opinions than the President. 

ix) Sen. Durr: The first two edits, I don't really see the necessity of them and 

I prefer the original version. The last one is just confusing to me, because 

it seems that the edit was to simply remove the section and not have 

anything in its place (regarding Section 4, Part E, Subsection C). And as 

an author of this bill, I am not really a fan of this suggestion. 

x) Sen. Knox: I am confused about the 1st one, but either way I am 

ambivalent. In the second one, I think that President Schlotter's change 

does not change much but require a memo for both, and I think it is good 

to have a memo for both. On the third part, I don't have a strong opinion 

either way and can see both sides. If I recall it was a later addition to the 

bill anyways and the bill should still function if it was renewed.  

xi) Sen. Pearson: My thoughts for the bottom section are something that does 

increase the Presidents power, but it's important because it does create 

more consistency within the JC and because of that is important to keep in. 

I think it should also be important to receive all memos for confirmations. 

We should also create a bill detailing the expectations for memos.  

xii) Sen. Rowe appoints Sen. Eckman as temporary Chair 

xiii) Sen. Rowe: The first 2 suggestions will not make a big difference on the 

bill whether you keep or get rid of them. The third change is significant. 

Currently the original bill ensures a lot more stability in the JC, you can 

hop on or leave the JC at any time. This bill says that if someone leaves JC 

a person can be hired and serve for 2 years. This would keep the size of 

the JC more stable, and large fluctuations would be less likely to happen. I 

think it is extremely important to keep this in the bill.  

xiv) Sen. Lau: Mateo was a walk-on seat, and since he is leaving after the 

summer this would mean that the walk-on seat would be filled? 

xv) Sen. Rowe: Yes, they could sit for two years.  

xvi) Sen. Lau: So, since Mateo is serving for 3 months, would the person only 

serve for 1 year and 9 months? 

xvii) Sen. Durr: Yes, they would pick up what is left of Mateo’s turn.  

xviii) Sen. Lau: Do we maybe want to hold off on that section of the bill 

xix) Sen. Rowe ceded time to Dylan Perfect 

xx) Dylan perfect: I think this bill is straightforward. JC positions are not 

fixed date terms like senate positions, the term is going to be 2 years no 

matter what. If the position is not filled, the two-year term would continue. 

It would be 2 years from the date of appointment.  

xxi) Sen. Pearson: I think that was helpful, it makes sense that if someone 



walks off when the term is over it does not just hang there. I think this is 

an important bill for transparency, and I hope people speak up surrounding 

this. As it stands, I think this is a solid bill that we should vote in favor of 

it. 

xxii) Sen. Morales-Coonrad motioned to vote on the veto override of S.B. 

84.11, there was not a second. 

xxiii) Sen. Eckman: I am still a little confused on a section if someone could 

explain. 

xxiv) Sen. Pearson: It means that if that period, which is the one-year timeline 

from their start, and then they resign, there is the opportunity for the spot 

to be filled. If they resign before the end of that year, there will not be an 

opening, and they will not be filled by a complimentary position. This 

creates more stability in the potential members of the JC.  

xxv) Sen. Rowe: Essentially, if the president appoints someone, they get a 2-

year term, if not, the seat disappears.  

xxvi) Sen. Morales-Coonrad motioned for the veto override vote for S.B-84.11, 

motion was seconded by Sen. Pearson. The veto override of S.B-84.11 

passes with 4 ayes from: Sen. Durr, Sen. Hostetler McLaughlin, Sen. 

Pearson, and Sen. Rowe. 2 nays from: Sen. Lau and Sen. Morales-

Coonrad. 10 abstentions from: Sen. Allen, Sen. Eckman, Sen. Gomez 

Silva, Sen. Jones, Sen. Karlapati, Sen. Knox, Sen. Lewandowski, Sen. 

Raschkes, Sen. Wright, and Sen. Acar. 

7) Gallery Comments 

a) There were no Gallery Comments. 

8) Old Business 

a) There was no old business. 

9) Commitee Reports 

a) Student Gov Committee: 

i) Sen. Pearson: Continued to work on the Rules of conduct and looking in 

the consideration of partial veto override. We have also been looking into 

the guide and expectations for advisors.  

b) Budgets Committee: 

i) Sen. Eckman: Working on a piece of legislation. We have been 

discussing PRAX and student tickets as well. 

c) Campus improvements Committee: 

i) Sen. Karlapati: Unable to meet last week due to a lack of quorum, as it's 

been hard due to us only having 3 members. This committee's name also 

does not explain itself, so we are possibly thinking of renaming it. 

d) Outreach: 

i) Sen. Lau: We have completed the newsletter, and you all should be 

manually added to the newsletter. We worked on our outreach bingo 

where we can go to different ASOSU events, still working on prizes. 



Working on a partnership with CEL to work as a senate together. 

e) Standing rules Committee: 

i) Sen. Pearson: Working on going section-by-section so it is more 

digestible. It is going well. 

10) President of the Senate Announcements 

a) Expectations for submission of agendas and other materials 

b)  

c) Senate’s conduct during confirmation hearings 

d) Sen. Rowe: I have been proud of this senate, and we really have passed so much 

important legislation. I think we should be proud of what we have been doing. We 

have a break this week, so take a break and rest during this time. I get that it has 

been a rough couple of weeks. 

2) Gallery Comments 

a) Dylan Perfect: I would like to speak about what was said last week. During my 

time in ASOSU I have seen many confirmations. My gallery comments at the end 

of last week’s meeting fell short of my initial intentions. The circumstances 

between the two confirmations are different and should’ve been treated accordingly. 

I do not wish to condemn this senate from the prior week's decisions, and we should 

all respect each other’s opinions. I hope that my remarks tonight will be able to 

more accurately depict what I was attempting to say last week. Thank you. 

3) Senator Comments 

a) Sen. Morales-Coonrad: I wanted to just state that i feel as though there has been 

some negative stuff going on in the senate, and often this can make this job not 

enjoyable. It was hurtful to see these things said, especially reading assumptions 

made about people. A lot of these apologies being made should be directed at other 

people and not towards us as a senate.  

b) Sen. Gomez Silva: I want to say something similar, even though we are doing a 

good job we need to look at our character. We need to be a well-rounded senate and 

check the ways in which we have been speaking to each other.  

c) Sen. Lewandowski: I also just want to thank those two for speaking up about this. 

I think something we should do when we are in person is we should meet outside 

of the senate, it would be good to get to know each other as people instead of 

senators. 

d) Sen. Rowe: Mine is part apology and part response. In terms of last week’s meeting, 

I do have regrets over how things went down. Especially in terms of asking for an 

apology from the applicant, it was unprofessional, and a public meeting was not a 

place to do that. As a senator that was not my place, and I apologize to Nathan 

Schmidt for having put them in that position. I do not regret my vote, but I regret 

the way it went about. I think that the President’s choice of words could be better, 

but we owe each other mutual respect as we all have been trying our best. If any 

senator here wants to talk about it, I would love to hear what you have to say, and 

I want to be the pro-tempore that everyone deserves.   



e) Sen. Lewandowski: Thank you, Adison. I think this meeting went by in a 

respectful way so thank you. I do want us to get along and meet each other away 

from the senate meetings. I do think that so many good things can come out of this 

year, and I hope we become more unified. 

f) Sen. Morales-Coonrad: Today showing that we are willing to work with Audrey 

was great. I agree that getting to know each other outside of the senate will be 

beneficial for all of us.  

4) Advisor Comments 

a) Keri Simonet: I am also a big advocate of getting together outside of these senate 

meetings and can help with that process as well. I also have prepared some 

comments regarding last week’s meeting as well and will read it now. As your 

advisor, I am growing concerned about the pathway ASOSU Senate is taking so far, 

especially regarding the conduct of last week's meeting. As you may know, the 

higher-ups are also listening and watching these meetings. It is possible that what 

happened last week was a violation of employment law. Any questions regarding 

political party or Union affiliations should be avoided during these confirmations 

and interviews, and very few of the questions asked about the applicant had to do 

with the qualifications of the applicant or the position itself. This is something that 

can be fixed, and I urge you all to make a motion to reinstate the confirmation of 

Nathan Schmidt for the Chief of Staff position. I hope you all use this as a turning 

point.  

5) Adjournment 

a) Meeting adjourned at 10:30 p.m. 

 


