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ASOSU Senate Meeting 

Sixth Fall Session of the 84th Senate  

November 12th, 2024 | 6:30pm  

MU 206 

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

President of the Senate  

Zachary Kowash 

SEC 288 

I) Roll Call/Quorum ~ 6:35 pm 

a. Sen. Acar – present  

b. Sen. Allen – present  

c. Sen. Becquer – present  

d. Sen. Durr – absent  

e. Sen. Eckman – present  

f. Sen. Gomez Silva – present  

g. Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin – Present (zoom)  

h. Sen. Ikehara – present  

i. Sen. Jones – present  

j. Sen. Karlapati – present  

k. Sen. Knox – present  

l. Sen. Lau – present  

m. Sen. Lewandowski – present  

n. Sen. Morales-Coonrad – present  

o. Sen. Pearson - present (proxy)  

p. Sen. Raschkes – present  

q. Sen. Rowe – present  

r. Sen. Wright – present  

II) Swearing in of Senators/Proxies 

a. Jayshaun Talbert was sworn in as proxy for Sen. Pearson, they will be referred 

to as Sen. Talbert from this point. 

III) Approval of Minutes 

a. Minutes were approved as written. 

IV) Approval of Agenda 

a. Sen. Rowe motioned to add SR-84.06 to the agenda. 

b. Sen. Eckman motioned to have SB-84.14 as the first legislation item in New 

Business.  

https://oregonstate.zoom.us/j/93577674659?pwd=6scPXxEc9bAiQlYjLniQT5YoxLLZd4.1
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V) Gallery Comments 

a. Saegis Abbott asked to speak a prayer.  

b. Vice President Kowash: As a reminder, ASOSU does respect freedom of 

expression and values gallery feedback. OSU and ASOSU does not endorse any 

one particular religion.  

VI) Executive Branch Reports 

a. Alexis Hadinger – Environmental Sustainability Coordinator  

i. Alexis Hadinger, Environmental Sustainability Coordinator: Hello 

everyone, I have met some of you so far. My name is Alexis, and I am the 

Enviornmental Sustainability Coordinator. This is my first year in ASOSU 

and I would love to share what I have been doing so far. I have been 

working on the shared micromobility and finding subsidies as well as 

working on the safety aspect of that project. I am also working on trying to 

market VEO access, which is a program that allows discounted rates. 

Working with marketing on website, gameday policies, interviews with 

OSU and local Corvallis newspapers on the program and getting feedback. 

I have been involved with the sustainability council, reserving their rooms 

through ASOSU for the rest of the term and have joined their planning 

committee, bringing a student voice to the meetings. Planning a clothing 

swap and coat drive, perhaps expanding it this year! I was planning a 

tabling event to raise money for hurricane relief, but we had some 

difficulties with the legalities, so it is on pause for the moment. Nathan 

Schmidt gave me the idea to do a tabling event helping educate students 

with their energy use, maybe giving out drying racks, teaching about 

energy consciousness and sustainability. This will probably be done in 

partnership with the sustainability council. I am starting to plan a day that 

will be the big event for the next term, with a possible shark dissection, 

various speakers, and other tabling opportunities. I want to help reach 

students who may not already be super into environment and 

sustainability. I have been learning a lot about ASOSU so far, and I am 

starting to understand everything!  

ii. Sen. Lewandowski: Your resume is very impressive, what do you like to 

do for fun outside of school?  

iii. Alexis Hadinger, Environmental Sustainability Coordinator: Honestly, 

right now not much because I am looking at graduate school applications, 

but the snow is coming and all things outdoors I am interested in.  

iv. Sen. Knox: Last year the Senate approved boxes for I believe para-cycle 

at the BNC, have you heard anything about that? Or who should I direct 

my questions to? 

v. Keri Simonet, ASOSU Senior Advisor: Why don’t you direct those 

questions my way. I can link SEE’s efforts from that last year, and we can 

figure out where to go from there.  
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b. Aya Ari – International and Diverse Student Policy Coordinator  

i. Aya Ari, International and Diverse Student Policy Coordinator: Hello 

everyone! My role is looking at the issues that International and 

underrepresented students deal with and finding ways to effectively 

address those issues. For background, last year I was part of the 

International Student Lounge and the main issues that I was able to see 

were particularly regarding student employment and health insurance. 

Those are very complex issues, and I want to take the time to see and 

understand the requirements for that. I have been having conversations 

with a variety of groups at the moment to understand the main issues that 

international students may be coming to them with and if there are any 

gaps in support that ASOSU may be able to provide. I will also be a part 

of the International Student Advocacy Committee, so that should start 

soon. With the general elections, I think it is still important for them to 

stay engaged with politics even though they are not able to vote as well as 

getting them more engaged with the ASOSU elections this year. I do want 

to attend as many events as possible next week just to have those 

conversations in a more informal setting.  

ii. Sen. Rowe: Just out of curiosity, do you have anything you are hoping to 

bring to the capital, whether it be in Oregon or DC, on behalf of 

international students?  

iii. Aya Ari, International and Diverse Student Policy Coordinator: I 

would love to do that, I may be working with Donovan and the POC 

Lobby Days. I definitely want to take advantage of that opportunity.   

c. Gabriella Grinbergs – Queer Student Advocacy Coordinator   

i. Gabriella Grinbergs was not able to make it to the meeting but will give a 

report at a later Senate meeting.  

d. Anna Downs – Archivist  

i. Anna Downs, Archivist: Hello everyone, I am the Archivist, and this is 

my first year with ASOSU. I am an Anthropology major, so I did not 

know much about political science. This year, however, I have gotten a lot 

more knowledge about things with the help of the Executive team and 

people I have been in contact with. Something I have started with is 

helping you all meet public meeting law. I have created the Archives and 

Records page, and within there are pages for the 83rd and 84th Senate. 

Agendas, Meeting Minutes, and Recordings can be found there as well. 

For each committee there are pages with all of the information, as well as 

additional pieces of legislation that may have been created through your 

committees. If you all go through and see any issues, please let me know, I 

would love to hear all your opinions as well on any other changes! Aside 

from that I have also been in connection with one of the Library Archivists 

in getting them access to the information within SharePoint, and other 
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records so that they can be properly archived there as well. I have also 

been looking at the paper copies of old archives that are within the office 

and figuring out how to scan them and get the electronically archived so 

people can check them out.  

VII) New Business 

a. SFC Training – Presented by Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair  

i. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: Hello everyone, today I will be giving some 

presentations to give you more information that you all will find 

important. One is an overview of the SFC and the SFC process and the 

other one is more of a financial training.  

ii. 1st Presentation Link: Student Fee Committee   

1. Sen. Lewandowski motioned for a 5-minute recess, seconded by 

Sen. Gomez Silva. 

iii. 2nd Presentation Link: SFC Training FY26 Budget Cycle (Summer 2024)  

1. Sen. Rowe: Is there a set of budget proposals that gets sent out to 

the SFC and then ones for Senate deliberations or are they the 

same?  

2. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: The Budget Proposal is due 

December 6, and then it will be released to you all after that.  

3. Sen. Rowe: Alright, so we are able to look at these during winter 

break before SFC Deliberations.  

4. Sen. Rowe: Did SFC adopt an additional deliberation meeting? 

5. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: The first one is just considering the 

other fees, such as the contingency fee, and it will likely be a short 

conversation. As Chair, unless we have a huge change the 

contingency fund will not change. There will be a long meeting on 

a Saturday from 10-5, to get the initial presentations, to provide 

context for the rest of the process and deliberations. 

6. Sen. Gomez Silva: Is this process going to happen this way next 

year as well? The expedited timeline? 

7. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: Yes, but because we know about it 

next year it will be structured differently. The SFC deliberations 

will take place before winter break, and the Senate deliberations 

will take place at the beginning of Winter term. 

b. SB-84.14 “Updated Fiscal Responsibility Act”  

i. Vice President Kowash: I wanted to reiterate what Sen. Knox said about 

paying attention. I know that we are all busy students, but it is essential 

that everyone pays attention. Two things about ASOSU and your place on 

the Senate; 1st you are getting paid through student fees to pay attention on 

students' behalf, and 2nd you all promised to act in this role to the best of 

your ability during initiation. I know it may be overwhelming looking at 

the financial stuff, but we really do need to be paying attention so we are 

https://asosu.oregonstate.edu/sites/asosu.oregonstate.edu/files/2024-11/FSS%20Presentation.pdf
https://asosu.oregonstate.edu/sites/asosu.oregonstate.edu/files/2024-11/SFC%20Training%20Summer%202024%20v2.pdf
https://asosu.oregonstate.edu/sites/asosu.oregonstate.edu/files/2024-11/SB-84.14%20-%20Updated%20Fiscal%20Responsibility%20Act%20%287%29.pdf
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prepared for the discussions that will take place during the winter. Now 

for our second reading of SB-84.14, who would like to start us off? 

ii. Sen. Eckman: With the version that was sent on the agenda, the blue is 

proposed amendments. We do have a few more but one of them is smaller, 

and later on in section G we may be fixing it a bit. We do have an example 

report from ASOSU to show what this would look like and how this could 

potentially be helpful for everyone.  

iii. Sen. Rowe: How long roughly did it take you all to put together the 

report? 

iv. Sen. Eckman: I would say personally a few hours spent on it, and then we 

met with Nick quite a few times as well for maybe 3 hours of meetings. 

Combines maybe roughly 10 hours, but no longer than 20 hours for 

everyone in the committee. 

v. Sen. Knox: It is hard to bring up that time because we have been working 

on the legislation and other stuff as well. 

vi. Sen. Rowe: And as a follow up, were there any pieces of information that 

proved difficult to get? 

vii. Sen. Eckman: I would say the student wage data. I think if you were to 

directly ask for it ahead of time it would be easier, but we were not able to 

do that. We were using Winter 2024 data. I believe that was the only one. 

viii. Sen. Knox: On the example fee report it has 2 tables, and we would kind 

of replace that with the cover sheet. Just to clarify the intent, Sophia went 

through the BRD (Budget Rationale Document), as much as we all are 

going to be reading the BRD, the goal of this is to provide a sort of 

executive summary for each unit to make the information more digestible. 

With budget managers we found that it was important to not only have the 

numbers but also the context of them, so this is an attempt to make that 

information clearer and more accessible to people who may be interested 

in fees and members of the voting branch. Once that was clarified to 

budget authorities and managers, I think we were able to alleviate most of 

their concerns. We talked to everyone directly about it except for Nicole 

Hindes who we are meeting with at another time.  

ix. Sen. Rowe: I have more thoughts on B and G, but I am curious about if 

people who maybe were not at the budget meetings have any thoughts or 

questions to share.  

x. Sen. Karlapati: With B and G, what were some of your main concerns? 

xi. Sen. Rowe: The committee talked about Section B, I believe it was the 

most controversial one. Eliza do you maybe want to talk about it? 

xii. Sen. Eckman: We had 3 different versions of Section B, I can provide 

them in the team's chat to you all. We were not able to come to a decision, 

and we thought it would be best to bring it to you all.  

xiii. Sen. Knox: In the version that everyone is currently looking at, the point 
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is that in the past the Senate has been allowed to amend fee bills, and there 

was this precedent to change the fee level. However, last year there was a 

Judicial Council opinion given that says because it is not explicitly stated 

in statutes that the Senate is given the power to amend fee bills, that is not 

okay to do. The point of Section B is to explicitly state that the Senate has 

the authority to do that. With the current section B that is in blue, there are 

concerns about possibly not being able to process all of the implications 

that comes with this, so this section tries it clarify that issue and says that 

while we are allowed to amend these, there is the opportunity for a 

mediation committee to form and provide any recommendations on 

whether they think that the changes would be good or not. There has also 

been discussion whether the part in blue and or the other parts in Section B 

should go in the standing rules and only part should be in statutes, such as 

whether the mediation committee parts may be better served in the 

Standing Rules. 

xiv. Sen. Rowe: The issue that arises with the current one is that it requires a 

lot more time to make any changes. If we want to amend something it 

would have to be sent to the mediation committee, they would deliberate, 

then presented back to Senate, Senate votes, and then passed to the 

president; which in all would take at least 3 meetings. I proposed an 

alternative that the Senate is granted the authority to introduce stuff but 

must give proper notice of at least 3-business days to send out to relevant 

stake holders so that they could provide feedback to the Senate before the 

amendment is passed. With an asterisk that the requirement could be 

forgone with a 2/3 majority vote, in case of certain situations where the 

change may not be very controversial. Given the short timeline, that is a 

version I proposed in order to streamline the process a little bit. The idea 

brought up of having this perhaps being in the Standing Rules, and the 

thing with that is if next year's Senate wants to change or remove it, then 

they are subject to a presidential veto on their own rules. 

xv. Vice President Kowash: What is the rationale behind me not being 

included in the proper notice definition? 

xvi. Sen. Rowe: You were on there initially, but I didn't want to add more onto 

your plate, you can be added if you would like. I was just trying to keep it 

as concise as possible for the number of people.  

xvii. Sen. Karlapati: For proper notice when sending out an amendment to a 

fee bill, when is that? Before our deliberation on the 28th? 

xviii. Sen. Rowe: Before any Senate meeting that is deliberating on fee bills. So 

we have meetings on the 14th , the 16th, and the 21st. You would have to 

send it out 3 business days in advance which for the meeting on the 21st 

would basically be the 16th. But say that it goes to mediation, and we 

realize that we would have to meet the week after, if an amendment 
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wanted to be proposed we could send it out on the 23rd in advance so that 

we could deliberate and pass it in the same meeting on the 28th.  

xix. Sen. Karlapati: If the latest date is the 28th and we are sending out the fee 

changes on the 23rd I am wondering why we would not be able to go to 

mediation on the 23rd? 

xx. Sen. Rowe: We could, but the issue is that both the groups would have to 

elect their representatives and find a time to meet. Is there a reason you 

bring up the 23rd?  

xxi. Sen. Karlapati: Well, the 23rd is our second Senate deliberation.  

xxii. Sen. Rowe: Oh, I had my numbers wrong. Yes, under the status quo we’d 

have to if we made an amendment on the 21st it would have to go to 

mediation on the 22nd if we wanted to pass it the 23rd. Currently it is being 

proposed that fee bills are split in their final votes, that can change, so we 

would have to have it before the 28th. 

xxiii. Sen. Gomez Silva ceded 2-minutes to Sophia Nowers 

xxiv. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: Last year the SFC elected its numbers for 

mediation committee in advance. We’ll do the same this year to be ahead 

of any mediation committee that might happen.  

xxv. Vice President Kowash: Yes, we will be doing that before SFC 

deliberations. 

xxvi. Sen. Karlapati: I was also confused about the nonbinding mediation 

committee? 

xxvii. Sen. Rowe: I put that in there because if we want to send something to 

mediation, we absolutely should. This just officially puts it in statute that it 

would be an option to have one convene but it would not be required. 

xxviii. Sen. Karlapati: I thought we couldn't vote on fee bills without it going to 

mediation? 

xxix. Sen. Rowe: We can, the Judicial Council ruling was that we could not 

amend the bills without it going to mediation based on how the statutes 

were written. So, this changes the statutes, which would change how the 

JC ruling is applied. We can vote on fee bills without going to mediation, 

but we cannot amend them without going to mediation. 

xxx. Sen. Allen: Just for the sake of making sure everyone is on the same page, 

could you refer to which document you are talking about? 

xxxi. Sen. Rowe: I am using what Eliza sent in the chat. So, version A is the 

one that requires a mediation committee, and version B does not require a 

mediation committee. 

xxxii. Sen. Allen ceded time to Sophia Nowers 

xxxiii. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: I just wanted to ask if this is something that 

we would be able to access publicly? 

xxxiv. Sen. Knox: Version C was just the option that we chose either one and put 

them in the standing rules and that would be something to be discussed by 
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the standing rules committee and brought back at a later time.  

xxxv. Sen. Rowe: And those would still have to be passed by the majority of 

Senate.  

xxxvi. Vice President Kowash: Budgets committee, which one do you all 

recommend? Either personally or as a committee.  

xxxvii. Sen. Knox: I am ambivalent and have heard good discussion about all. I 

have no issues with any of the options. 

xxxviii. Sen. Ikehara: I am also ambivalent, so basically the same as Teaghan. 

xxxix. Sen. Allen: I would personally go with the one that is in the bill, version 

A. 

xl. Sen. Eckman: I would agree, I prefer version A as the way it is in the bill 

already. 

xli. Sen. Gomez Silva: So, can someone explain the things that were sent in 

the chat? 

xlii. Sen. Allen: They are all the same part of the legislation but different 

versions. Eliza and I recommend version A, Marisa and Teaghan do not 

have a solid stance, and Adison proposed version B. 

xliii. Vice President Kowash: If we want to do a hand raise vote for which 

version we would feel is best. 

xliv. Sen. Knox: Sen. Pearson is also a member of the budgets committee and 

not here today, but I believe I would not be wrong in saying that they 

would prefer version C.  

xlv. Sen. Rowe: If people are in favor of A, we can add that to the standing 

rules, but it gives future Senate more freedom. 

xlvi. Sen. Rowe motioned for a 2-minute reading period seconded by Sen. 

Morales-Coonrad.  

xlvii. Sen. Rowe ceded 3 minutes to Dylan Perfect 

xlviii. Dylan Perfect, SFC At-Large: I just wanted to share some thoughts 

regarding the different versions. My primary concern regarding version A 

is that this would have any amendment would trigger the bill to be sent to 

mediation, and unless Senate adopts the recommendation, the bill would 

default on the budget. Given the abbreviated timeline this year, it does 

increase the risk of the fall. I do think version B and version C do trend 

away from that pit fall, so I just wanted to share that. 

xlix. Sen. Gomez Silva: Is this also something that Sen. Pearson 

recommended? 

l. Sen. Knox: Sen. Pearson would just like to add the line in red to the 

statutes and then standing rules will discuss either B or C and discuss how 

we would vote on those. In their opinion these sections are more standing 

rules applicable versus the statutes.  

li. Vice President Kowash: So just as a recap we have 2 ambivalent 

senators, two for version A, and two for version C, and none for B. Raise 
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your hand if you prefer version A: 6 hands were raised, version C: 6 

hands were raised. Well, which one are we going to do folks? The bill 

could be amended to include version C. 

lii. Sen. Gomez Silva motioned to adopt version C of Section B, seconded by 

Sen. Rowe. The motion to passed with 15 ayes from: Sen. Acar, Sen. 

Allen, Sen. Becquer, Sen. Eckman, Sen. Gomez Silva, Sen. Ikehara, Sen. 

Jones, Sen. Karlapati, Sen. Knox, Sen. Lau, Sen. Lewandowski, Sen. 

Talbert, Sen. Raschkes, Sen. Rowe, Sen. Wright; 1 nay from: Sen. 

Morales-Coonrad.  

1. SB-84.14 section B was amended to state “The Senate is granted 

the authority to introduce, deliberate, amend, and vote on fiscal 

legislation (bills modifying the student incidental fee, including but 

not limited to fee bills)”  

liii. Sen. Gomez Silva: I just wanted to see if either Sophia or Dylan wanted 

to speak on the bill, and how they wanted to go about this. 

liv. Sen Gomez Silva motioned for 5-minute gallery comments 

lv. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: I have been looking at this bill for a lot of 

weeks now and appreciate the work the budgets committee has done to 

reach out to stakeholders. I am concerned about the committee providing 

financial information that only FSS provides and would be worried about 

potential mistakes being made there. This could be potentially 

problematic. I think that some of this should maybe go into standing rules 

to expand the purview. I could see some of this being something collected 

by SFC, but a lot of it is already in the Budget Template, and I could see 

us adding an executive summary to the BRD for next year. But we would 

essentially put that back into the BRD as the overall summary that people 

could read. I would really like for the G section to be amended to what is 

included in the bill that is next on the agenda.  

lvi. Dylan Perfect, SFC At-Large: I know the standing rules committee is 

still meeting, what I would share is that I do think the provisions here with 

respect to reporting requirements aren’t overly important. We scrutinize 

the fees in a way that we can hopefully have a little bit less of the 

exponential growth curve that we now see in the incidental fee. This does 

not mandate that anything is done with the information. With respect to 

section G, I am a little concerned about the potential for a budget default. 

That does not need to be addressed within this bill, but it is an unfortunate 

convergence of the expedited timeline as well as our own process that is 

going to make it very condensed this year. I am a little concerned about 

the prospect of budgets defaulting, especially because that could mean 

decision packages and fees going by the wayside. I will say that is the one 

caveat that sticks out to me. 

lvii. Sen. Karlapati: I initially had thought what the budget committee was 
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doing was pulling numbers from the template and putting it into a more 

understandable way, I assume they are not computing numbers?  

lviii. Sen. Knox: Yes, I will also say that you also have the template to refer 

back to as well, so that can be cross-checked.  

lix. Sen. Rowe: I am personally opposed to section G as it is written. I think 

that we could remove the section from this bill and consider it as its own 

bill. Potentially adding that, at some point during the process, we vote 

whether or not the default section be adjusted for inflation. There are a lot 

of ways we could go with section G. I would be okay keeping it in this bill 

with some edits but would not be happy with voting for it as it is now.  

lx. Sen. Eckman: I would prefer this legislation to just pass, and if there are 

enough people that prefer Section G to be in a separate legislation I am 

fine with moving it. 

lxi. Sen. Knox: I was wondering if the PDF version is up and if we are able to 

discuss the smaller amendments before we make a vote. There was 

concern from Rec-Sports, as they do have many indexes and in some of 

those there is not that much money, so a small change may mean a large 

change in percentage. We put a stipulation, instead of the 50% it would 

just be on indexes over a certain threshold. We should also make sure we 

are looking at the same section G. A budget manager expressed concern 

with giving that sole authority to a single person and preferred that it was a 

body like the Senate who would decide between the default fee and the 

inflationary fee. That was Leah’s preference. 

lxii. Sen. Jones: Does G compete with Sophia’s bill? 

lxiii. Sen. Rowe: Functions similar to Sophia’s bill but the wording has 

changed quite a bit.  

lxiv. Sen. Knox: This is important because certain groups, such as ASOSU, had 

chosen to opt out of the inflationary increase. And it seems unfair that 

given we would be unable to pass a bill, we give an increase if they are not 

asking for one.  

lxv. Sen. Rowe: I wanted to ask, why are people opposed to removing Section 

G? I am curious to know what the thought process is. As it seems like that 

is what people are thinking. 

lxvi. Sen. Gomez Silva: I think that in my opinion, this as its own bill is going 

to leave a lot of room for uncertainty.  

lxvii. Sen. Rowe: Can I just ask, why are people opposed to removing Section G 

to its own bill, which is the one Sophia authored? I am looking to move it 

out, so that we deliberate Sophia’s bill separately and we can vote on the 

rest of the content in the bill.  

lxviii. Sen. Eckman: I like it the way it is and don't think it needs to be 

separated, but if the majority of people do have changes they would like to 

make let's hear those as well. 
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lxix. Vice President Kowash: So, from what I am seeing we would like to 

keep Section G? 

lxx. Sen. Rowe: I would at least if we want to keep Section G, give it a week 

to add some amendments. As it stands, does the inflationary increase just 

go as default? 

lxxi. Sen. Morales-Coonrad ceded 5-minutes to Sophia Nowers 

lxxii. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: So just to clarify, the blue is an unadopted 

amendment? Just to give some context, this language used to exist in the 

statutes, and if we do not make a request to the board, we cannot collect 

the fee. If we get to that deadline, this makes it so that we will have a basic 

fee request for next year. This essentially removes the worst-case scenario. 

Just to have this as a safeguard, in an ideal world we will hopefully not be 

able to use it. 

lxxiii. Sen. Morales-Coonrad: I like the idea of having some sort of cushion. 

lxxiv. Sen. Rowe: So just to lay out some of the issues that are in section G. 

One, it currently doesn't say who gets to decide which fee should be 

forwarded to the ASOSU President which does need to be specified in 

some form. The alternate version I proposed is that all fee bills passed a 

month before getting forwarded and new fee bills can't exceed a certain 

amount. This did meet the general requirements met by the Financial Aid 

Office, we have the option to move money around as needed or make 

alternative options. I think there is a way we can work Section G to have 

more flexibility while having the cushion, but I would really prefer to vote 

on it in a separate bill. 

lxxv. Sen. Rowe ceded 2 minutes to Dylan Perfect 

lxxvi. Dylan Perfect, SFC At-Large: I just wanted to note that there is no 

provision of law that would indicate that failure to submit a request would 

lead the board to reinstate the request from the prior year. No request is no 

request, and a delayed request would just be a delayed request. There 

could be implications for the calculations of financial aid calculations. I 

would emphasize the difference between adopting this and submitting a 

default to the inflationary estimate of the previous year's fees through 

student government versus not submitting that fee by the March deadline. 

This statute was not in effect last year following the constitutional 

transition, and the abbreviated timeline increases the likelihood of defaults 

on fees if we pursue wage increases or divestment from ethical concerns. 

If these don't come from the SFC, it’s not an unthinkable scenario.  

lxxvii. Sen. Eckman: We still may have the same disagreements on Section G 

next week, maybe we could have a straw poll vote versus keeping Section 

G or having the separate bill. 

lxxviii. Sen. Knox: Sophia, do you have preference?  

lxxix. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: I would just like it to pass, and I was not 
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sure was going to happen, so I added it as a bill within New Business. This 

bill does many things, to the amendments to the report, and it may make 

sense to have budgets create multiple pieces of legislation. However, if it 

is not split, I would like section G to stay in. 

lxxx. Sen. Morales-Coonrad: So just clarifying, a yes vote would be to take it 

out and accept all the blue amendments.  

lxxxi. Vice President Kowash: I am going to have the motion separated so we 

will vote on the blue amendments first.  

lxxxii. Sen. Karlapati motioned to adopt all the blue amendments, seconded by 

Sen. Wright. 

1. The motion passed with a majority, and the amendments are now 

adopted in SB-84.14. 

lxxxiii. Sen. Karlapati motioned to remove Section G from the bill, seconded by 

Sen. Rowe. The motion failed.  

lxxxiv. Sen. Gomez Silva motioned to vote on SB-84.14 “Updated Fiscal 

Responsibility Act”, seconded by Sen. Allen. The motion passed with 8 

ayes from: Sen. Allen, Sen. Eckman, Sen. Ikehara, Sen. Karlapati, Sen. 

Knox, Sen. Lau, Sen. Talbert, Sen. Rowe; 3 nays from: Sen. Gomez Silva, 

Sen. Lewandowski, Sen. Morales-Coonrad; 5 abstentions from: Sen. Acar, 

Sen. Becquer, Sen. Jones, Sen. Raschkes, Sen. Wright.  

c. SB-84.15 “Student Mandatory Incidental Fee Failsafe” 

i. Vice President Kowash: All right with that passed with Section G how 

are we feeling about SB-84.15. Also, it does not say that it has a sponsor 

yet so we would need a senator to sponsor it before anything else. 

ii. Sen. Eckman: I did tell Sophia that I would sponsor the bill. 

iii. Sen. Rowe: I kind of recommended to just throw this on the agenda but 

going forward there will be more of a rule that your bill needs a sponsor, 

there could be potential violations of viewpoint neutrality.  

iv. Vice President Kowash: Yes, and those same rules will apply to adding 

those bills on the floor because it also does not give the public very much 

notice, so going forward legislation will not be added on the floor. We 

need to give the public proper notice, that is the whole reason we have 

public meeting law.  

v. Sen. Allen ceded 5-minutes Sophia Nowers 

vi. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: I had the understanding that senators did 

sponsor it, and I thought they had sent it to Zach with someone's name on 

it.  

vii. Sen. Rowe: Yes, and that is why I okay'd it, but just going forward we 

should be stricter. 

viii. Sen. Karlapati ceded time to Sophia Nowers 

ix. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: I feel like I have talked about so many 

different versions, I can’t get into my head which one is which.  
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x. Sen. Karlapati: It seems pretty similar to me. 

xi. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: It is pretty much similar, ultimately I am 

fine either way. 

xii. Sen. Karlapati motioned to table indefinitely, seconded by Sen. Knox. 

There were no objections, and the motion passed. SB-84.15 has been 

tabled indefinitely.  

d. SR-84.06 “Support for Workers’ Organizing Rights and Living Wages” 

i. Sen. Rowe: Before we talk, I just wanted to go over really quick because 

the law is a little unclear on if we are considered a managerial position so 

for this sake we are considered as some sort of a managerial position. 

Employers cannot: threaten employees with consequences for voting or 

supporting a union; discipline, terminate, reduce benefits, or take adverse 

actions due to union support; ask about organizing efforts, opinions, or 

names of supporters; promise pay increases, benefits, promotions, or other 

items to keep the union out; or use surveillance on people attending union 

meetings. We can’t suggest bad things will happen if union XYZ forms, as 

it could be seen as a threat from the ASOSU. Just wanted to make sure 

that is clear. 

ii. Sen. Morales-Coonrad motioned for a 3-minute reading period, seconded 

by Sen. Gomez Silva.  

iii. Sen. Morales-Coonrad: I was really hoping that someone would say 

something about this in the meeting tonight, so thank you. 

iv. Sen. Lau: I am usually very pro second reading. I think that having a little 

bit of advanced notice in just knowing that you will have another piece of 

legislation on the agenda.  

v. Sen. Morales-Coonrad: Yeah, I wanted to say if there are any sort of 

additions to what we want to add to the agenda we should at least hold it 

to the same rule of maybe 12 on Tuesday at least. 

vi. Vice President Kowash: Yeah, just try and get it to me so I can either put 

it up on the website so I can give public notice as well.  

vii. Sen. Rowe: I will try to do that; this one is a bit unique because I did not 

know if it was going to be relevant eight hours ago. My apologies and I do 

understand why public meeting law exists, that is a fair criticism.  

viii. Sen. Raschkes: What does the opposition say to this bill? And what would 

their reasoning be? 

ix. Sen. Rowe: As in who might oppose this bill? I am not sure. That is a 

good question, but it is written to be pretty neutral in language.  

x. Sen. Eckman: I guess I could provide some opposition, if you are against 

the strike, or do not know where the funds are coming from as they are 

asking for an increase. This could possibly increase undergraduate tuition, 

as funds could get moved around. 

xi. Sen. Karlapati: Something maybe to reference is that we all should have 

https://asosu.oregonstate.edu/sites/asosu.oregonstate.edu/files/2024-11/SR-84.06%20-%20Worker%20Rights%20Statement%20%281%29.pdf
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gotten an email with the latest negotiation they had with CGE and what 

they talked about and what they want. That might be a good reference. 

xii. Sen. Morales-Coonrad: Also, that canvas notification.   

xiii. Sen. Rowe: For record on the canvas notification, you do not have to 

report any TA’s. It is your own personal decision, and there are no 

repercussions if you choose not to report a TA. 

xiv. Sen. Morales-Coonrad motioned to forgo a second reading, Sen. Wright 

seconded. 

1. The motion passed with 11 votes and a second reading has been 

forgone. 

xv. Sen. Morales-Coonrad motioned to vote, seconded by Sen. Gomez Silva; 

The motion passed unanimously with 16 ayes. 

VIII) Committee Reports 

a. Budgets: 

i. Sen. Eckman: I do have some corrections regarding the value of unused 

student tickets to be made regarding the Student Ticket MOU Presentation 

I had made. The value would be $728,000 in unused student tickets based 

on the ticket data from last year. Outside of that we just worked on the 

legislation. 

b. Student Government: 

i. Sen. Knox: We did not meet quorum last week, but we are going to this 

week and will review JC applications to give an advisory. 

recommendation. 

c. Campus Improvements: 

i. Sen. Karlapati: Met with the library manager today, and she is planning 

to add the door flaps. Planning to meet with other building managers to 

spread our idea.  

d. Outreach: 

i. Sen. Lau: Released our newsletter today, and we also tabled today at West 

and got more people to fill out our survey. As a reminder senators are 

required to table once a term, so keep our next tabling opportunity on your 

radar. 

e. Standing and Special Rules Committee 

i. Sen. Rowe: We did not meet last week; but last meeting we just went 

through the bulk sections of the standing rules, and there were some minor 

changes that we went through and approved. When you next hear from us, 

the priority will be regarding the bill passed today and there will maybe be 

some new sections, such as regarding gallery members.  

IX) Gallery Comments 

a. There were no Gallery Comments. 

X) Old Business 

a. There was no Old Business. 
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XI) President of the Senate Announcements 

a. SFC Mock Deliberations 11/16 - See what's going to happen next term! 

b. How do we feel about a VEO group ride? 

i. VEO will be paying for it 

1. Sen. Lau: On principle we do have to wear helmets! 

2. Sen. Rowe: This will also be a good chance to ask about VEO 

directly if anyone has any questions? 

3. The Senate showed great support in having a VEO group ride. 

c. Please pay attention during these meetings! We are all here for a reason. 

XII) Gallery Comments 

a. There were no gallery comments. 

XIII) Senator Comments 

a. Sen. Karlapati: Whenever someone has problems with legislation, please reach 

out to the authors and let them know your concerns. That is the only way we can 

know about certain issues.  

XIV) Advisor Comments 

a. Keri Simonet: Make sure that you have your timesheets complete and filled out, 

as that would give me a chance to go through them over the weekend! Apologies 

if I reach out to any of you over the weekend. Regarding the newsletter, we have a 

subscription to Mailchimp that is going unused right now, so stop by my office 

and I can get you access to that. If you do use the VEO, use helmets! With the 

free helmet handouts, we also gave out carabiners. I want to remind you that you 

can't follow up on bills and resolutions if you forgo the second reading during the 

meeting. This isn't a critique of the resolution—I'm with you and I want that on 

record, I don't have any issues with it. But we don’t know who might have 

critiques, and passing things quickly without full review can erode trust in the 

Senate. So, please, just a cautious reminder to do due diligence.  

Adjournment 

Meeting adjourned at 9:43 p.m. 


