
 

ASOSU Senate Meeting 

7th Summer Session of the 84th Senate 
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President of the Senate 

Zachary Kowash 

SEC 288 
 

I. Roll Call/Quorum ~ 6:00pm 

a. Sen. Acar – present 

b. Sen. Allen - present 

c. Sen. Durr - present 

d. Sen. Eckman - present 

e. Sen. Gomez Silva - present 

f. Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin – proxy 

g. Sen. Jones – proxy  

h. Sen. Karlapati - present 

i. Sen. Knox – absent 

j. Sen. Lau - present 

k. Sen. Lewandowski - present 

l. Sen. Morales-Coonrad - present 

m. Sen. Pearson - present 

n. Sen. Raschkes - present 

o. Sen. Rowe - present 

p. Sen. Wright – initially absent, joined later in the meeting. 

II. Swearing in of Senators/Proxies 

a. Tungkawachara Jiratana was sworn in as proxy for Sen. Jones. 

b. Rubie Foster was sworn in as proxy for Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin 

III. Approval of Minutes 

a. The minutes were approved as written. 

IV. Approval of Agenda 

a. Sen. Rowe: I would like to change the name of two positions in the 

agenda. Can we change the name the one to the ones in the statutes. The “ASOSU 

International Affairs Coordinator” to the “ASOSU International Students 

Project/Lounge Coordinator” and the “ASOSU Disabled Student Affairs and 

Campus Accessibility Coordinator” to the “Disabled Students Project/Lounge 

Coordinator” 

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


b. VP Kowash: Yes, they are put in Benny Hire as these names, just so you 

know. 

c. Sen. Rowe: I just thought it would be good to confirm as it is written. I 

would also like to add the approval of the senate standing rules to the agenda and 

get them confirmed today. 

d. VP Kowash: Perfect, we will add them before any new business. 

V. Gallery Comments 

a. Dylan Perfect: Hello, I just wanted to provide a bit of context just 

bridging the gap on the titles. There has been a precedent of the public postings 

being different from what is in the statutes, but it is good to keep the internal 

documents consistent. 

VI. New Business 

a. Approval of Standing Rules 

i. Sen. Rowe: These were approved by 2/3rds majority in the 

Standing rules Committee, I will throw them in the chat. It is only 

the changes that have been made to rule 10. 

ii. Sen. Pearson: The bottom two should not be read, they have 

already been added, just the lettering needs to be changed to account 

for the change above. Just a clarification. 

iii. Sen. Rowe: That should be fixed on the document, 

iv. Sen. Rowe motioned for a 2-minute reading period of the 

standing rules, Sen. Pearson seconded. 

v. Sen. Rowe ceded 2 minutes to President Schlotter 

vi. President Schlotter: Could you provide the rationale and 

break down the reasons for these changes? 

vii. Sen. Pearson: Yeah, I can break it down. Section E should already 

be stricken because we already implemented that piece as well. For the 

top one, a, there were concerns about what gets set up if there are less than 

1/3rd of total filled or unfilled seats, as it said business could not be 

performed. If that was the case and there was only a 3rd of the seats filled, 

that would only be hitting quorum if there were tons of vacancies. This 

would lock the senate in a strange position. There was the possibility that 

the senate would be blocked out of anything and make it so that if there 

were few senators the senate would not get stuck, and business could be 

done. For a lot of these, we took out redundant language and cleaned up 

the grammar. For B, we changed it to be a roll call vote by default. The 

language was a little confusing and had stuff about a consensus vote 

which was ambiguous. This just cleans it up and gets rid of confusing and 

convoluted language. For C, we changed it to clarify how the process 

works because it seems that there was some confusion in the past. We 

struck voice vote because it is not applicable to how we are running, and it 

is previously mentioned in B. If there is call for a roll call vote, instead of 

multiple motions this would be established as the default. 



viii. Sen. Rowe motioned to adopt the changes to rule 10 of the standing 

rules, Sen. Pearson seconded. Motion passes with 12 ayes from: Sen. 

Allen, Sen. Durr, Sen. Eckman, Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin, Sen. Jones, 

Sen. Karlapati, Sen. Lau, Sen. Lewandowski, Sen. Pearson, Sen. Raschkes, 

Sen. Rowe, and Sen. Acar. 1 nay from: Sen. Gomez-Silva, and 1 abstention 

from Sen. Morales-Coonrad. 

ix. Sen. Rowe: The Judicial Council is looking at a writ, which 

decides whether veto override thresholds should be based on all filled 

seats or only on senators present during quorum. Given that many bills 

since June have passed due to veto overrides, this could lead to a revisiting 

of prior decisions, potentially affecting employment and ASOSU 

processes. To avoid complications, I am proposing a motion for an 

absolute supermajority to reaffirm previous votes and ensure there’s no 

need to reconsider these bills again. 

x. Sen. Rowe motioned for a vote in that with the approval of two- 

thirds of the Senate: Any previously ruled veto overrides will remain valid, 

Sen. Allen seconded. Objected by Sen. Gomez Silva. 

xi. VP Kowash: I feel as though we should understand the motion 

before we vote. Can you explain it more? 

xii. Sen. Rowe: Yeah. We would just be reaffirming what we have 

already done as the senate just to make sure that nothing gets lost in any 

possible procedural changes. 

xiii. Sen. Eckman: Could you put the text of the motion in the chat, I 

feel I may have missed a few things. 

xiv. Sen. Pearson: Can we get a reason why for the objection? 

xv. Sen. Gomez Silva: I feel as though a lot of us still had 

questions, and I wanted to allow everyone to speak. So, will all the 

legislation that may have been passed be reconsidered? 

xvi. Sen. Rowe: Under this motion? So, JC is hearing a writ and if this 

happens, it could possibly be applied retroactively and could undo any 

legislation that does not meet their definition. This motion would be 

simply re-affirming legislation that has passed. 

xvii. Sen. Gomez Silva: That does make me a tad uncomfortable, 

there is a lot of precedent that can be set here that will be dangerous in 

the future. That is why I am objecting. 

xviii. Sen. Rowe: I just want to clarify. This would not change anything 

that we have done or that we would do. This would just confirm that every 

veto that has been overridden, has been overridden. 

xix. Sen. Gomez Silva ceded 5-minutes to President Schlotter 

xx. President Schlotter: I understand where you are coming from, 

and I did add this question into the writ to ask what happens. I would be 

careful of asserting the senate's power a bit. There might be an 

information gap right now. I submitted a writ asking what 2/3rds of the 

senate means, and what it looks like in practice, and believe the JC should 



have the power to decide that. I would be mindful of the separations of 

power, and in my opinion, this falls out of what the senate does. If you 

have any questions, feel free to direct message me about this. 

xxi. Sen. Gomez Silva: I also am agreeing with President Schlotter that 

there should be a separation of power regarding this matter. 

xxii. Sen. Gomez Silva ceded 5-minutes to Dylan Perfect 

xxiii. Dylan Perfect: I wanted to speak on this as I did help author this 

constitution. I would also agree that this is not a matter of adjudicating 

what the constitution says by the senate, this is a matter for the judicial 

council. Reading the motion, essentially what I believe Sen. Rowe is 

motioning is that any decisions that the senate has already made, senate is 

standing by and going to move on from. 

xxiv. Sen. Gomez Silva ceded 5-minutes to Lauren Camou 

xxv. Lauren Camou: The event of undoing a presidential veto 

inherently denies the power of the voting status of the student body. The 

presidential veto has occurred for a purpose and there are systems in place 

to apply checks and balances. Beyond that, there has been an 

inconceivable amount of language used to over-complicate and confuse 

senators and gallery. If we value transparency in our government, it is 

contradictory to filibuster and overwhelm senate meetings with milk-crate 

speeches. The senate should not have the power to undo presidential veto, 

as it creates an echo chamber of belief and action which is unjust for the 

OSU student body, thank you. 

xxvi. Sen. Durr: Does the JC do this on a yearly basis, or how far would 

this go back with this writ? I am a little confused with the comments about 

it being an imbalanced of power, is this not us simply re-affirming the 

decisions that we have made this summer? 

xxvii. Sen. Rowe: Correct, we would just be re-affirming our prior 

decisions as the senate. 

xxviii. Sen. Durr ceded 5-mins to President Schlotter 

xxix. President Schlotter: Yes, that is completely true, but there were 

senate meetings that barely met quorum. I don't want to throw every piece 

of legislation that has been overturned back to you guys, but I do think 

that the JC should make that decision. This question again was part of my 

writ as well, and I can say that I will not put these back on your desks. 

xxx. Sen. Durr: Yeah, I am still curious about where the things that 

we have passed will go to. Will the stuff that we have passed get put 

back to us? 

xxxi. President Schlotter: It would probably be up to the JC. I assume it 

would maybe be put back on the agenda, or you would vote to re-consider 

the veto. 

xxxii. VP Kowash: As a compromise, what if I, President Schlotter, 

and Sen. Rowe go to the JC and clarify that this would not affect any 

past legislation, instead of this motion. 



xxxiii. Sen. Pearson: The Student Gov. Committee requested the writ 

after it was unsealed. It seems what has been directly asked is if all the 

previous veto-overrides are not valid. What I was suggesting was that if 

it's already in there then that is what they are ruling on, and I do not know 

if this change and intent is something that they would consider. I also 

want to speak on the fact that there was some inflammatory language from 

a gallery member regarding ableism which I want to speak about. If 

someone speaks about the length or manner of people speaking or 

deliberately confusing language, that can be very damaging. We must be 

more mindful over the accusations being thrown around, saying that there 

has been an attempt at deliberately confusing or filibustering when it is an 

attempt at communicating, it can be harmful to come after people for their 

manner of speaking. I think the language there is saying that language has 

been used to deliberately confuse people or harm people. Being 

neurodivergent myself, I will continue to speak with my own mannerisms. 

I think it is concerning to suggest that veto overrides should just not 

happen at all. This is a very standard process, and these are there for a 

reason, when we override a veto the idea that we are rejecting the idea of 

the student body simply because they voted for the President is confusing, 

as it can be said the opposite way. Even though President Schlotter has 

said she does not want this to affect legislation retroactively, it seems that 

is what was written in the writ itself. This shouldn't be a lengthy 

discussion, and we are overcomplicating this; this is no radical change; we 

are just voting whether to re-affirm votes that we have already done. We 

have no less than 4 positions that were affected by these vetoes, and I do 

not want to see these people lose their jobs. I think this should be 

considered. 

xxxiv. Sen. Pearson ceded 5-minutes to Dylan Perfect 

xxxv. Dylan Perfect: I wanted to appeal and point out that I was 

admonished harshly for putting a message in the chat, and I was not 

going after anyone. I want to reiterate that my previous comments were 

not meant to fear-monger, and I hope we can all assume mutual good 

intentions here. I'm not trying to characterize the president's statements as 

being in bad faith, and I would appreciate it if the same courtesy is 

extended to the opposition. While I helped write the recent constitutional 

amendments, I’m not an authority on the document. However, I will 

defend key points that are textually clear, like the Senate’s right to 

override vetoes. Senator Rowe’s motion proposes that the Senate uphold 

previous decisions, depending on how the Judicial Council interprets the 

2/3 requirement. If a stricter interpretation is adopted, we will need a 

higher threshold to maintain the decisions made today, many of which are 

critical, such as student wages and expanding Cultural Center resources. 

This motion is not about removing veto powers but ensuring we comply 

with any future Judicial Council rulings while preserving our progress. 



Ultimately, we all need to vote in good faith to maintain checks and 

balances. I understand the challenges some individuals face in these 

spaces, and we should work together to level the playing field. If the 

Judicial Council overrides a large portion of our legislation at the 

executive's request, it will undermine our checks and balances. 

xxxvi. Sen. Morales-Coonrad: I think that the discussion over tone 

policing is really valid, however, if Lauren Camou is here, I believe they 

were speaking on the grandiose language that was being used. I would just 

like to give a reminder that we should keep the language to a lower level 

so that we can all understand and have conversations about this. We are 

on the side of the students. I do like Zachs compromise, and I am a little 

concerned. To Sen. Rowe, does this apply to when we motioned to 

reconsider past legislation, or just in relation to the JC? 

xxxvii. Sen. Rowe: Are you referring to the confirmations? I think 

that this does not have anything to do with confirmations, just bills. I think 

it does apply to motions to reconsider. 

xxxviii. Sen. Gomez Silva: I agree with what Sen. Morales-Coonrad 

said earlier about slate. I am not on anyone's side, and I feel like I have 

been doing a good job at keeping every gallery member in check, but if I 

have not, I apologize. I am open to hearing questions or tabling this 

discussion to the end to get these confirmations going. 

xxxix. Sen. Durr: VP Kowash, could you repeat the compromise. I 

am just curious about it sounds like instead of passing, what would it 

be asking the JC to do what is stated to the legislation? 

xl. VP Kowash: Yes, I had proposed that the executive branch and the 

legislative branch would go to the JC and request that any previous 

legislation is not affected. I cannot speak for all members of either 

branch, but this might help speed up the meeting and confirmations. 

xli. Sen. Rowe: So, I would like to make it clear that it does not undo 

any veto or veto override and does not create any opportunities to override 

any vetoes. The accuracy of words is very important here, but I apologize 

that it was not extremely clear to everybody. Sen. Pearson also makes the 

good point that genuine attempts to be accurate have been mistaken for 

mal intent. This simply reaffirms that we are standing by our decisions. 

This settles what has already been settled, and this is super important 

regarding people's jobs. 

xlii. Sen. Pearson: I wanted to re-affirm what Sen. Rowe just said, it is 

something straightforward and simple. It is like the compromise put 

forward by VP Kowash. If the language is confusing, I understand that, 

but in the interest of protecting people's jobs this is important. 

xliii. Sen. Pearson motioned to reconsider the motion. The motion 

passed with 10 ayes from: Sen. Allen, Sen. Durr, Sen. Eckman, Sen. 

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



Raschkes, Sen. Rowe, Sen. Acar. 2 nays from: Sen. Gomez Silva, Sen. 

Lewandowski, and 2 abstentions from: Sen. Jones, Sen. Morales-Coonrad. 

b. Confirmation of Anna Downs as the 2024-2025 ASOSU Archivist 

i. Sen. Morales Coonrad motioned for a 15-minute reading period 

of all documents, Sen. Lewandowski seconded. 

ii. Sen. Pearson: Is Anna Downs here right now? I am sad to see that 

folks have not really turned up during the confirmation process. I have had 

questions prepared every time, so it is unfortunate. 

iii. Sen. Morales-Coonrad motioned for a vote, Sen. Durr seconded. 

Motion passed unanimously with 14 ayes. 

c. Confirmation of Lauren Camou as the 2024-2025 ASOSU Presidential 

Affairs Director 

i. Sen. Pearson: Zach, you might have this answer. I believe 

that Lauren is currently in the SFC. Do you know if she has 

confirmed her intent to leave? 

ii. VP Kowash: I don’t know if she has. 

iii. Sen. Pearson: That is cause for concern, if someone is in an 

independent position they should not also be holding another position. 

Without intent to leave confirmed, there are procedural concerns. 

iv. Sen. Pearson ceded 2-minutes to President Schlotter 

v. President Schlotter: To my knowledge she is leaving, that is 

the current understanding. She has said that she has resigned from the 

SFC and has a replacement lined up, all in writing. 

vi. Sen. Pearson: And we have full confirmation about that, and I 

wish they were here to confirm. It is good to know now this is in writing, 

and I am glad to hear that. I am also concerned about some of the 

inflammatory language used earlier, it does not set up good precedent. 

Suggesting that the senate potentially should not have checks and balances 

over the President is concerning. I am also concerned about what I 

personally felt was a dismissal of what I think were concerns about 

ableism. I do not think this is conducive for a productive work 

environment. 

vii. Sen. Gomez-Silva: I understand some of the concerns because 

communication is a two-way street. Some things that are said can be taken 

in a different way, they did state verbatim what they did say in the 

meeting, and I personally do not think that the former senator meant any 

negative intent, it came from a place of worry. I have seen their work 

ethic, and this will be seen within their work and their job. 

viii. Sen. Pearson: The disabled community is unique because of the 

diversity of disabilities and how each person experiences their condition 

differently. It’s important to recognize that language and behavior often 

unintentionally reflect anti-autistic rhetoric. Autistic individuals may use 

more precise language to avoid being misunderstood, which can lead to 

being unfairly labeled as "weird" or difficult, even when the intent is not 

to be discriminatory. When it comes down to it in full transparency, I think 



there are red flags regarding the words spoken by the candidate. The use 

of specificity is used by people who are neurodivergent to avoid 

miscommunications. The fact of the matter is that if I am not standing out 

for fellow neurodivergent people and stand up for people on the spectrum, 

I would be doing a disservice to this community. If I ever engage in ableist 

rhetoric, even if I do not mean to, call me out on it and I will listen. I 

would never assume that because I am neurodivergent, I cannot be ableist. 

I do not think this should be swept under the rug, and this is not something 

that would make for a conductive work environment. The inflammatory 

language used along with the assertation that the senate should not engage 

with its constitutional powers, I am not comfortable confirming this 

person. 

ix. Sen. Pearson ceded 2-minutes to Matteo Paola 

x. Matteo Paola: I hate to see that you have been sort of forced to 

disclose this information. I do think that these are valid concerns, and I 

recommend either voting no or delaying it to a point where the candidate 

can respond. I think at the least this confirmation should be tabled. 

Personally, if I had made ableist statements during my confirmation, it 

would have been over and likewise if I had said something like the 

President should not have Veto power, my confirmation would have been 

dead in the water. I am also already concerned about bullies and the work 

environment inside of the executive branch and am concerned about 

making the situation worse. So ultimately, I would recommend tabling 

and letting Lauren have the opportunity to address some of these 

concerns. 

xi. Sen. Pearson: I think that what Matteo voiced is a good idea and is 

something I am in support of. 

xii. Sen. Rowe: I think it is very brave for Sen. Pearson to be honest 

with the senate in this way, and that these concerns should not be 

dismissed. If Lauren did have a concern about the wording is phrased 

within the senate that is also a valid concern, but we need more 

clarification. 

xiii. Sen. Gomez-Silva: I also want to say that what Sen. Pearson did 

was very brave, and I am proud of you for that. Anything that has been 

said about any filibustering is not a direct attack to anyone in specific, we 

are simply just asking for a more simplified version. The language used 

is very powerful but can be kind of confusing. We are asking for 

clarification, not any changes. I also have ways of speaking that can be 

confusing to some people because English is not my first language. It 

seems that everything that is being said about the candidate is also in a 

way tone-policing. I do not think it is a good idea to table this 

confirmation 

xiv. Sen Gomez-Silva ceded 5-minutes to President Schlotter 

xv. President Schlotter: I would also like to say that I apologize if it 

seems you were put in that position of having to disclose that 

information 



in a publci meeting, Sen. Pearson. I don't think Lauren would feel 

comfortable coming to senate at the moment, and the statement on 

electing 2 bullies into the executive branch I have my own personal 

feelings about. The executive branch is different from any other branch, 

what any other person in our cabinet does reflects on us and not on the 

office. I ask you to take into consideration the merits of Laurens resume 

and cover letter. 

xvi. Sen. Pearson: I wanted to voice something kind of baked within 

somethings we have been talking about. When it comes to how someone 

might not be comfortable to be here for their confirmation, because it is 

discussions about ableism, that is not a neutral stance regarding this. We 

autistic individuals do not get an opt-out of any uncomfortable 

conversations, and in terms of this discrimination we cannot avoid it and it 

is something we experience daily. That conversation is happening to you 

regardless. 

xvii. Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin: I just wanted to say that I think we 

were debating whether we should take her past actions into account while 

confirming her into this position. We are here to ensure we are hiring the 

right people before they can perform and, in the worst case, do any 

damage. So, I think if people have concerns about ableism, then we should 

consider them before we give them a position. 

xviii. Sen. Pearson: Could we possibly discuss a motion to table 

Lauren Camou’s confirmation to let her speak. This is not a motion, just 

to encourage discussion. 

xix. Sen. Morales-Coonrad: I would also object from tabling, we also 

have training on Friday, and it would be beneficial for that person to be 

there for training. This must be fair for other people within the executive 

board too because executive training has been going on this week. 

xx. Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin: Donovan had expressed concern 

about the candidate possibly missing training, but I just want to say that 

I will be missing the training as well. I still feel like I will be able to 

perform in my capacity as a senator despite missing the training. 

xxi. Sen. Morales-Coonrad: This was just more to imply that this 

individual has not been in the position in the past, they have not had the 

summer like we have had. They might need this training to do their job 

well. 

xxii. Sen. Gomez Silva motioned for a vote, Sen. Morales Coonrad 

seconded. The motion passed with 4 ayes from: Sen. Gomez Silva, Sen. 

Jones, Sen. Morales-Coonrad, Sen. Acar. 3 nays from: Sen. Pearson, 

Sen. Raschkes, Sen. Rowe. 6 abstentions from: Sen. Allen, Sen. Durr, 

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

d. Confirmation of Gabriella Grinbergs as the 2024-2025 ASOSU Queer 

Student Advocacy Coordinator 



i. Sen. Pearson: The person is not here as well, maybe since theya 

re not here Zach or Audrey could you speak on them a little. 

ii. Sen. Pearson ceded time to President Schlotter 

iii. President Schlotter: Yeah, Gabriella was a very qualified 

candidate and has very relevant experience. A lot of the basic 

information can be found in the resume and cover letter. 

iv. Sen. Morales Coonrad: When considering this candidate what 

was one thing that stood out to you guys? 

v. VP Kowash: The way that they talked about queer justice and 

the work they had participated in the past, including their work in the 

OMN, showed that they cared a lot about queer student advocacy. 

vi. President Schlotter: I second that. The energy they brought to 

the conversation, and you could see that there was passion for things on 

campus that they wanted to change. I think that also having that nuanced 

approach to someone who has not been extremely involved within 

ASOSU gave them a different outlook on the things they thought were 

important. 

vii. Sen. Durr motioned for a vote; Sen. Rowe seconded. The motion 

passed unanimously with 12 ayes. 

e. Confirmation of Alena Makarova as the 2024-2025 ASOSU International 

Students Project/Lounge Coordinator (Name change as motioned by Sen. Rowe) 

i. Sen. Durr: When I was doing the straw poll, I was blown away 

by the candidates resume, and cover letter as well. I believe they are 

beyond qualified for something like this. 

ii. Sen. Morales Coonrad: I second that, and I believe no one would 

be better. 

iii. Sen. Rowe: Both the next candidates are good from being on 

that committee. I am very confident in both individuals. 

iv. Sen. Karlapati: I was wondering what these candidates are 

being told? It seems to be a different pattern from last year where more 

people are not attending their confirmations? 

v. VP Kowash: We do let them know. I wish I had a more 

satisfactory answer for you. 

vi. Sen. Durr motioned vote, Sen. Gomez Silva seconded. Motion 

passed unanimously with 14 ayes. 

f. Confirmation of MaKenna Brooks as the 2024-2025 ASOSU Disabled 

Students Project/Lounge Coordinator (Name change as motioned by Sen. Rowe) 

i. Sen. Durr motioned for a vote; Sen. Rowe seconded. Motion 

passed unanimously with 15 ayes. 

VII. Committee Reports 

a. Budgets: 

i. Sen. Eckman: Finished minimum wage documents. We talked 

about a bill on micromobility. We talked about funding for non-athletic 

competitive teams; possibly creating a fund and different avenues for that. 



b. Student Government: 

i. Sen. Pearson: Continuing to work on items, putting together 

proposals for changes and reworking of code of conduct. Looking into 

things like the budget signatory process, doing follow-ups in SB 84.03 and 

working on a meeting with some university members. 

c. Campus Improvements: 

i. Sen. Karlapati: Still working on adding full covers in the 

bathroom stalls, like it is in the library. We have 2 liaison positions we 

have actual start dates for those. Changes to speed bumps on Jefferson 

last year. 

d. Outreach: 

i. Sen. Rowe: Light meeting last time. Short discussion on 

implementation of S.B-84.06, worked on finding a fall meeting time, 

and updates to the student suggestion station location. Looking at putting 

something in the MU, would be a board that people could write on. Must 

figure out that we can abide by free speech policy completely. 

e. Standing and Special Rules Committee 

i. Sen. Pearson: Working on the standing rules. We plan to have 

one more addition and expansion that will describe for future iterations 

to the senate. Finally, we tackled a lot of changes to rule 5, which talks 

about standing committees, so expect it to be introduced soon. 

VIII. Gallery Comments 

a. There were no gallery comments. 

IX. Old Business 

a. There was no old business. 

X. President of the Senate Announcements 

i. If you are joining the meeting, please pay attention to all the votes 

and let your voice be known. 

ii. Unit tours for the SFC process are coming up, anyone is welcome 

to join. The schedule is not finalized but the tours are from 6-7:30. 

iii. ASOSU training this Friday from 9-5, make sure to log the hours 

iv. Please complete the trainings, or at least look through it. 

v. This will be our last summer meeting; our first fall meeting will be 

October 1st at 6 pm. I will put out a poll to put out to perhaps get a new 

fall time meeting. 

XI. Gallery Comments 

a. There were no gallery comments. 

XII. Senator Comments 

a. Sen. Lau: Thank you for responding to my message in the team's chat. 

Maybe by the end of today you could all respond just so I can send it off 

b. Sen. Rowe: I wanted to give senators a heads up that you can clock the 

training hours, and there will be additional hours given to make sure you are all 

being paid. 



c. Sen. Gomez Silva: How often are our meetings going to be during the 

school year? 

d. VP Kowash: They should be every week. 

e. Sen. Durr: Do we meet over Winter break? 

f. VP Kowash: No, we do not meet over any of the breaks. 

XIII. Advisor Comments 

a. Keri Simonet: Good job tonight, I am excited about seeing everyone in 

person on Friday and having these meetings in person. Yes, Adison, we can give 

you guys an extra 6 and a half hours on Friday, and you will be paid. That will be 

true for any possible future training, which I hope we can do as well once we are 

back in person. 

Adjournment 

a.  Meeting adjourned at 8:45 p.m. 
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