
 
 

 
ASOSU Senate Meeting 
Winter Session Meeting #4 
Jan. 31st, 2023 | 6:00pm 
SEC 354 

President of the Senate 
Sierra Young, Vice President 
SEC 288 
 

__________________________________________________________________ 
 

The meeting was called to order at 6:02 pm 
I. Roll Call/Quorum  

a. Sen. Xander Robertson  
b. Sen. Iman Adem  
c. Sen. Jarrett Alto  
d. Sen. James Budd  
e. Sen. Chandler Donahey  
f. Sen. Larry Hamilton III absent 
g. Sen. Julia Hayes  
h. Sen. Kaitlyn Kim  
i. Sen. Bailey Langley  
j. Sen. Sydney Navas  
k. Sen. Noa Stoll  

 

II. Swearing in of Senators/Proxies 
There were no senators or proxies to swear in.  

III. Approval of Minutes 
The minutes were approved by unanimous consent. 

IV. Approval of Agenda 

Sen Robertson moved to add SFC Deliberation Summary, Legislation Workshop, and SB 
82.07 to the agenda.  

Sen Alto seconded, there was no opposition and the motion carried.  
V. Gallery Comments 

- Laura Love (grad student): There is only one place on campus that accepts SNAP. 
What can ASOSU do to make SNAP more widely accepted on campus? Would like 
to see it accepted in more places. 

- Maryssa Reynoso (ASOSU Diversity and Inclusion Director): Finished writing a 
bill about making SNAP and EBT more accessible on campus. It is ready for 
sponsorship in Congress.  

VI. Committee Reports  
a. Constitutional Transition  

i. Dylan Perfect (Committee Chair): The committee approved some 
recommendations that are the basis of a bill being introduced tonight. Can 
answer any questions.  

b. CIC 
i. Sen Alto: Sustainability fund bill has been tabled. Looking like funds will 

be used for bike share project and the creation of an ASOSU Sustainability 
Council. 



 
1. Rep Krecklow has been working on creating a sustainability fee 

with Dylan Perfect. 
2. There will be sign-ups for volunteering for the winter coat drive 

soon. 
ii. Sen Kim: Will be trying to work with the Career Development Center 

(which is also doing a winter coat drive) to have the coat drive.  
c. Outreach 

i. Sen Langley: Working with Elections currently to support tabling. There 
will be elections tabling on Friday—will be sending out signups about 
that. Will be sending up signups to talk to Greek life chapters and is 
contacting the cultural centers and Greek councils about elections as well. 

1. Will be sending out sign-ups for tabling for elections.  
2. Outreach had a tabling event last week, but it was not very 

successful due to lack of volunteers.  
d. Budgets 

i. Sen Robertson: See the SFC deliberation summary. 
e. Ethics 

i. Sen Navas: No updates. 
f. Executive Reports 

i. There were no executive reports. 
 

VII. Old Business  
There was no old business to discuss.  

VIII. New Business  
a. SFC Deliberation Summary 

i. Sen Robertson: Summary of SFC Deliberations last Thursday  
1. ASOSU: ($0.00 total) 

a. Decision Package 1: rescinded 
2. Basic Needs Center: ($0.08 total) 

a. DP1: 2.75% Student Wage increase 
3. Family Resource Center: ($2.90 total) 

a. DP1: Administrative Programming Assistant 
b. DP2: MU Custodial Services 
c. DP3: 2.75% Student Wage increase 

4. Intercollegiate Athletics: ($1.97 total) 
a. DP1: 2.75% Student Wage increase 
b. DP2: Additional Sports Psychologist/Mental Health 

i. For an additional sports psychologist for student 
athletes. They currently have one, who is shared 
between them and Student Health Services. Most 
controversial DP at the SFC deliberations. Passed 
5:4. There was discussion of reducing the funding 
for this position to partial FTE.  

5. Memorial Union: ($2.62 total) 
a. DP1: 2.75% Student Wage increase 
b. DP2: Administrative Specialist 



 
i. Refunding a position for an administrative position, 

which was cut during COVID, to support staff with 
events and communications, among others.  

c. DP3: Capital Projects Manager 
i. Currently have a position that is funded at 0.49 

FTE, but there are more projects than he can cover. 
This includes making the bathrooms at Lanes and 
Games ADA-compliant, and capital projects for the 
cultural centers.  

d. DP4: rescinded 

e. DP5: rescinded 
6. Performing Arts: ($0.71 total) 

a. DP1: 2.75% Student Wage Increase 
b. DP2: Vocal Studies/Lyric Workshop 

i. Funding the currently unfunded vocal studies 
program, so that they can put on more/larger events 

c. DP3: Band Moving/Logistics 
i. 5 student positions funded for 20hrs a term for 

moving equipment for events.  
d. DP4: Bard in the Quad funding 

i. Restoring funding for Bard in the Quad (the 
summer Shakespeare productions), which was cut 
during COVID. 

7. Recreational Sports: ($4.25 total) 
a. DP1: 2.75% Student Wage increase 
b. DP2: Building Reserves 

i. Savings account for long-term capital projects, such 
as repairing the roof. 

c. DP3: Fitness/Wellness/Maintenance Student Staff 
i. Funding 10-15 student jobs, half for maintenance 

work and half for having open positions for students 
in the fall. Fitness/Wellness is for students to get the 
certifications required for those kinds of job out of 
school. 

8. Student Experiences & Engagement: ($3.55 total) 
a. DP1: Student Organization Coordinator 

i. Currently there is only one administrative support 
staff for all OSU clubs and orgs. This would hire 
someone in an additional position. 

b. DP2: 2.75% Student Wage increase and hours expansion 
i. SEE also plans to increase the hours for some 

student positions 

9. Total DP proposals: $16.08 
ii. Discussion: 

1. Sen Alto: Sen Robertson, which DPs would you be against? 
a. Sen Robertson: Personally, has reservations about Rec 

Sports DP3. Did not think they received that same level of 



 
scrutiny as some other units and thinks that creating jobs 
without knowing there is demand is not necessarily the best 
use of funds.  

i. Would also be concerned about some of the 
Performing Arts DPs if they were larger.  

ii. For the MU, if they have other access to a projects 
manager, could go either way on that one. For 
Athletics, is inclined to approve DP2, though he is 
on their SAB.  

2. Sen Alto: For Rec Sports DP3, you make it sound like the staff 
being asked for are not essentially, is this correct? 

a. Sen Robertson: The student staff for maintenance are 
necessary and based off current needs, according to the 
answers from the budget managers. The other ones are not 
essential but are additional student employment 
opportunities. 

3. Sen Alto: Would agree with Sen Robertson about his reservations 
for Performing Arts DP2. Seemed like the program manager didn’t 
have a good answer when asked about student demand.  

a. VP Young: As a part of the music program here, sees vocal 
studies as very underfunded at OSU compared to other 
universities.  

b. Joe Page, SFC Chair: Another thing that will be discussed 
at the SFC meeting on Thursday is whether this should be 
funded by student fees or by tuition dollars.  

4. Sen Donahey: The Bard in the Quad is a summer program? 
a. Sen Robertson: Yes, Bard in the Quad is the name of the 

summer performances by the Theater Department.  
5. Sen Kim: Can you clarify about the administrative specialist for 

the MU? How is it different from the project manager? 
a. Sen Robertson: The administrative assistant supports 

events at the MU, student staff training, and things such as 
supplies reserved for tabling. The capital projects manager 
would plan and implement larger capital projects like 
repairing the roof and fix the steps. The project manager 
DP would guarantee funding for a fulltime position, which 
does not currently exist. The current project manager is 
being paid out of the salary set aside for an electrician (that 
position is currently empty). 

b. Legislation Workshop 
i. The legislation workshop was tabled until next week.  

c. SB 82.07 Congressional Endorsement Act: First Reading 
i. Sen Hayes: Doesn’t feel strongly about whether this, if passed, would go 

into effect this election season or the next. The reason for this bill is to 
make it so that the sitting ASOSU president, VP, and SFC Chair cannot 
endorse candidates with their positions. They can still endorse candidates 



 
on a personal level, as students. Thinks allowing these three positions to 
endorse would violate the principle of free and fair elections. 

ii. Sen Donahey: Supports the idea of doing this, but what is the functional 
distinction between the office and the person to the larger student body? 

1. Sen Hayes: Officeholders would have to endorse separately from 
ASOSU and its resources. There can be blurred lines within that, 
but that is left up to the perception of the students. 

iii. VP Young: So this blocks the use of the official ASOSU social media, for 
example, being used by officeholders to endorse candidates? 

1. Sen Hayes: Yes, essentially. Ensures that they cannot use their 
position to give others an unfair advantage. 

iv. Sen Alto: Is there any part of the bill that addresses enforcement? 
1. Sen Hayes: Not currently.  
2. Sen Alto: Would like to see some sort of enforcement clause. 

Agrees with the spirit of the bill. 
v. Jeff Baxter, interim advisor: You might reflect on what is already an 

impeachable offense before you add more. 
vi. VP Young: The language about impeachment as it currently exists in the 

statues is pretty vague 
vii. Ethan Hampton, ASOSU Judicial Council Vice Chair: This bill would 

already be included by the statues as written.  
viii. Sen Robertson: Would like to amend the bill to specify that if the 

officeholder endorses someone, they must specify their position for-
identification-purposes-only.  

ix. Sen Stoll: Likes this bill and would like to see a clear method of 
enforcement.  

x. Hampton: If this were passed to apply to this year’s elections, candidates 
would have to be notified. 

xi. VP Young: If this applied to this year, we do have a Speaker of the 
House, so would that be included 

1. Sen Robertson: As currently written, this bill, if passed, would 
take effect next year.  

xii. Sen Robertson: Are candidates going to be held responsible for the 
endorsements they get? 

1. VP Young: That would be a question for the Elections Committee, 
but likely they would not be held responsible. 

a. Hampton: If the candidate was working with an 
officeholder to get an endorsement, they might be held 
responsible for that.  

xiii. Perfect: It’s been uncommon for an ASOSU president to endorse 
someone in the election. And for the VP, as chief elections officer, to 
maintain neutrality they should not endorse anyone.  

xiv. Sen Robertson: We could apply this to everyone in ASOSU. Then no one 
could use their position to endorse anyone.  

xv. Sen Hayes: Would expand this to the leaders of each of the branches. Not 
sure it’s important with the senators, because they have less sway. 



 
xvi. Perfect: As a student, would not be comfortable with something like the 

Elections Committee endorsing a candidate.  
xvii. Sen Stoll: Members of ASOSU might have more sway than we think with 

the student body, because we are in the institution and people assume that 
we know what we are talking about. 

xviii. Sen Robertson: Would amend the bill to be clear that no one can use 
ASOSU supplies to endorse or support a candidate.  
 

d. SB 82.08 Biennial Senate Terms 
i. Perfect: This would amend a statue to allow senators who still have a year 

left on their terms to serve out the rest of them despite the change to the 
composition of Congress and the ASOSU Constitution. This bill was 
written based on feedback from the OSU Office of General Counsel. 
These “legacy senators” will be allowed to keep their seats if they so 
choose if this bill passes. They will fill some of the 18 seats are slated to 
be up for election.  

ii. Sen Alto: Is conflict of interest a factor in this at all? 
1. Perfect: The job aspect is interesting, but he would defer to the 

Office of General Counsel.  
2. Hampton: If you are intending to stay in your seat, then you 

would essentially be voting on whether you would be continuing to 
receive compensation.  

iii. Sen Robertson: The way this worked last year, people abstained from the 
conversations entirely. You probably won’t be held criminally liable.  

iv. Hampton: Senators were elected or appointed with the understanding 
they would be serving for two years. That is another dimension to it. It 
would be smart to declare conflict of interest.  

v. Sen Langley: Do we have anyone registered as a candidate for Congress 
currently?  

1. VP Young: Yes 
vi. Sen Langley: Are we hoping to pass this tonight? That seems like it 

would make the most sense due to the elections schedule.  
vii. Perfect: The bill can be amended to allow the legacy senators to keep 

their seats and keep 18 seats open for the election.  
viii. Sen Langley: Is in favor of capping the number of seats at 18.  

ix. Sen Robertson moved to forego a second reading and move into a roll 

call vote.   
1. Sen Navas seconded.  
2. The bill passed with 5 in favor, 5 abstaining.  

 
IX. President of the Senate Announcements  

- Elections are going on. Candidate registration is open. The candidate info sessions are 
Wed and Fri at 5pm in the ASOSU office.  

X. Gallery Comments 
There were no gallery comments.  

XI. Senator Comments 



 
- Sen Robertson: For the meeting next week, there will likely be a summary of the last 

SFC meeting, the legislation workshop, the second reading of SB-82.07, and a 
viewpoint neutrality training. And please come to the SFC meeting on Thursday, 
there will be cupcakes.  

- Sen Langley: Will send up signups for the tabling at Weatherford Hall on Thursday.  
- Sen Alto: There used to be a place on the SharePoint where you could write in if 

you’d fulfilled your tabling requirement.  
XII. Advisor Comments 

- Jeff Baxter, interim advisor: Beaver Buddies starts on the 6th of February.  
XIII. Adjournment  
 

The meeting was adjourned at 8:10pm. 


