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I) Roll Call/Quorum ~ 6:13 pm 

a. Sen. Lidya Acar – present 

b. Sen. Mercedez Allen - present 

c. Sen. Ryan Becquer – present 

d. Sen. Shawn Durr – present 

e. Sen. Eliza Eckman - present 

f. Sen. Alexa Gomez Silva – present 

g. Sen. Kieran Hostetler-McLaughlin – Dawson Yang as proxy 

h. Sen. Marisa Ikehara – present 

i. Sen. Destiny Jones – present 

j. Sen. Katya Karlapati – present 

k. Sen. Teaghan Knox - present 

l. Sen. Camryn Lau - present 

m. Sen. Christina Lewandowski – present 

n. Sen. Donovan Morales – present 

o. Sen. Emerson Pearson – present 

p. Sen. Nathan Raschkes - present 

q. Sen. Adison Rowe –  present 

r. Sen. Leah Wright - present 

II) Swearing in of Senators/Proxies 

a. Dawson Yang was sworn in as proxy for Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin, they will be 

referred to as Sen. Yang from this point on.  

III) Approval of Minutes 

a. The minutes were approved as written.  

IV) Approval of Agenda  

a. Sen. Durr motioned to add the discussion of mediation committee nominations to be 

added to the beginning of New Business; seconded by Sen. Jones. 

V) Gallery Comments 

a. Dylan Perfect: Good evening, I just wanted to share a little procedural note tonight. With 

the legal uncertainty surrounding SB-84.16 and the constitution, I strongly discourage 
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making direct amendments to fee bills during these proceedings, as it could unnecessarily 

jeopardize your priorities. I fully support the Senate’s right to amend and believe in 

democratic accountability, but given the current situation, pursuing changes through 

mediation would be the safer route.  

b. Saegis Abbott: I did have some comments about the SFC, and things we would like to 

see cut, but for now I am just acting as a student at OSU. 

i. Saegis Abbott asked to speak a prayer.  

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

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

one particular religion. 

VI) New Business 

a. Election of Mediation Committee Members 

i. Sen. Durr: I think that all of us senators want at least the ASOSU budget to go to 

mediation. There are also some senators who had other ideas for mediation, 

though I do not see a benefit. I like the idea that the SFC did, essentially a pool of 

people. I am unsure if we need up to 7 mediation committees or individual 

meetings for those committees, I would be in favor of doing just one. I think 

generally most of us are of similar opinions enough that I would be comfortable 

having the same person sit. 

ii. Vice President Kowash: I was thinking we could go in the order of 

Contingency, ASOSU, FRC, BNC, SEE, MU, Performing Arts, and then Rec-

Sports mediation committee nominations. We could have senators nominate 

themselves, the statutes say that 2 members of the Senate will be on the 

committee.  

iii. Sen. Ikehara: Personally, I think a major issue with most of the decision 

packages is if any of us want to see a wage increase for student workers. It would 

all need to go through mediation. So, I support Shawns idea. The easiest way 

possible would be to have one mediation committee and the same people elected. 

1. Sen. Ikehara motioned to convene a mediation committee for every unit 

with the same set of senate members, choosing 2 primary members and 2 

alternate members, which would meet at similar times to discuss raising 

student wage to $17.10; seconded by Sen. Rowe.  

a. Sen. Ikehara: If those wanted to be on that committee please 

raise your hand.  

i. Sen. Pearson, Sen. Wright, Sen. Jones, Sen. Acar, Sen. 

Rowe, Sen. Allen, Sen. Becquer had interest in becoming 

members of the mediation committee. 

b. Sen. Pearson: If we are doing nominations, I will nominate 

myself. We have a good opportunity to get people who have 

been more engaged on the budget side in this process, as well as 

people who have been more familiar with the process at large. I 

would also like to nominate Sen. Rowe given our past 

knowledge of the budgets and fee setting process last year, as we 

may be more prepared for that discussion. I think in general 

having that experience is going to be beneficial. 



c. Sen. Wright: I would like to nominate Sen. Jones and myself. 

Aside from having budget expertise, we have a different 

demographic of students that we represent, and I believe it is 

very important that their voices are heard. 

d. Sen. Ikehara: I would like to nominate Mercedes, Lydia, and 

Ryan as I have seen the amazing work that they have been able 

to do and think they would do a great job at helping mediate the 

budgets. 

e. Sen. Jones: I would like to double nominate Sen. Wright, just to 

put an emphasis on the fact that we represent a different 

community, yes, but also, we are also part of different 

conversations and being part of a committee does not necessarily 

mean that you have the best expertise this issue.  

f. Sen. Lewandowski: I would like to extend my support for Leah, 

Destiny, Lydia, and Mercedes. They offer a really unique 

perspective, and I think we need to hear their voices more in the 

Senate and they deserve to be heard.  

g. Sen. Rowe: I am going to nominate Sen. Eckman as I think you 

have the most knowledge on student tickets than anyone here. 

i. Sen. Eckman accepted the nomination.   

h. Vice President Kowash: Raise your hand for each person you 

want to be on the committee, you can vote more than once, and 

you can vote more than once. Whoever gets the most votes will 

be on the committee 

i. Sen. Durr: We are over the number of people. For some of you 

that may not be very attached, you could consider being a 

reserve member.  

i. Sen. Rowe: Point of Information, we are electing four 

members in total, 2 main and 2 reserve. 

2. Vice President Kowash: Based on the votes, the four people who had 

the most votes are Sen. Eckman, Sen. Becquer, Sen. Mercedez, and Sen. 

Acar.  

b. Official Recommendation of the FY26 Student Fee Committee 

i. First Reading of SB 84.19 - “Contingency and Supplementary Fee Allocation 

Bill”  

1. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: Hello everyone, I hope that you all read 

the SFC report that we have given you all. Here’s a quick process 

overview: the fee bills drafted by the budgets committee are now before 

the Senate. After your second reading, you’ll vote to pass or fail them. If 

they fail, they go to mediation. The SFC is recommending an $8.69 

increase over last year’s student fee, bringing the total to $535.76, which 

is a 1.65% increase and the lowest in at least five years. I want to thank 

my committee, the advisory boards, and budget managers for working 

hard to keep this fee as low as possible while still meeting student needs. 

Regarding the contingency and supplementary fee SB-84.19, it’s a three-



cent request per student per term. This fund serves as an emergency 

reserve, such as when Rec Sports needed $333,000 to replace a chiller in 

2019. Given the current $186,000 surplus over the recommended 

minimum, the fee was reduced from ten cents to three cents this year to 

save students a little money while keeping funds available for 

emergencies. 

ii. First Reading of SB 84.20 - “ASOSU Incidental Fee Allocation Bill” 

1. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: The committee spent significant time 

discussing ASOSU’s budget, particularly the inclusion of athletics under 

the student fee through the memorandum of understanding for ticket 

allocations. They requested a $4 fee decrease, which reflected a 5.3% cut 

to their operating budget. However, there was debate about the actual 

student ticket utilization rate and whether the fee could be reduced 

further. This is uncharted territory, given the at-will nature of the MOU 

with athletics, so maintaining good faith in negotiations is essential. 

Concerns about ticket allocation could have benefited from input at an 

SAB meeting to involve more stakeholders, but since that step was 

skipped, the committee decided to move forward. The close vote 

suggests mediation might be a good avenue to renegotiate with athletics. 

Additionally, the committee addressed a decision package related to 

renaming MGV310, however, we have found that the name had already 

been updated earlier this year to Student Government Advisors. 

2. Sen. Pearson: Can you clarify that last motion. What was the exact 

wording that was made for that? I think it was more than just a name 

change, more a change of designation? 

a. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: It was to change the name of 

MGV310, which on the budget template is written as “Office of 

Student Governance”. That was an incorrect line on the budget 

template that has already been changed to “Student Government 

Advisors” earlier this year. 

b. Sen. Pearson: What was the exact wording of the motion that 

was made during the SFC? From my memory I think it was more 

than just a name change and more of a change of destination. 

c. Sen. Pearson ceded 3-minutes to Dylan Perfect 

d. Dylan Perfect: The motion was described accurately, however, 

the intent of the motion as stated in my motion of the SFC, was 

that the index would be restored to where it was following the 

implementation of an advocate model in FY23. So that the funds 

would be allocated to the student government as opposed to 

allocated to the Office of Student Governance. It would not 

change where the funding is spent, but only the student 

government's opportunity to negotiate with the Office of the 

Dean of Students for the contents of the position description or 

the other expenditure related matters.  

e. Sen. Pearson: So, it is more than a name change but change the 



structure of who can allocate to the student government. 

f. Dylan Perfect: It intends to change the legislative intent for the 

record so that it may be read in that way, yes.  

g. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: Can we get some clarification 

from Leslie, our SFC Advisor, to explain where those funds go 

and how they are used? 

h. Leslie Schacht Drey: The Office of Student Governance is not 

an actual office at OSU or within ASOSU. Before FY26, the 

name of the index MGV310 was changed to Student 

Government Advisors, though this wasn’t updated in the budget 

template. All funds in this index remain within the ASOSU unit 

and are spent directly on the payroll of student government 

advisors. 

i. Sen. Pearson: My question is about who currently controls the 

allocation and decision-making, specifically regarding giving 

student government authority over the hiring process or 

addressing concerns about the position's reporting structure? 

j. Dylan Perfect: As long as the position remains under the 

Division of Student Affairs, it falls under their purview or the 

Office of the Dean of Students. However, the legislative intent, 

as stated in the public record before the SFC, was to allocate 

these funds to the ASOSU student government subunit, as 

affirmed by the Office of General Counsel in FY23. This intent 

ensures that if alternative models are considered, student 

government would have the chance to discuss the disposition of 

funds. While the funds remain within the unit, operational 

control has traditionally been limited to indices allocated to the 

student government subunit. For indices like SafeRide, the 

Office of Advocacy, or the student government advisor, 

operational control does not apply. The motion aimed to reaffirm 

the intent to allocate the funds in a manner consistent with FY23. 

k. Leslie Schacht Drey: OSU fiscal policies require that all 

auxiliary expenses, including those for ASOSU, remain tied to 

the unit's fund. This includes the advisors who support student 

government by providing guidance, attending meetings, and 

handling supervision, payroll, and administrative tasks. These 

funds are not held outside the unit, consistent with the policies 

for all OSU auxiliaries.  

l. Sen. Pearson: But there can be funds within the unit indices 

within the unit that are essentially managed at the discretion of 

the student government. We see that with things like the 

sustainability fund index, correct? 

m. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: That’s correct. There are also 

funds within ASOSU as a unit that are managed by other 

programs, like SafeRide. It’s important to distinguish between 



ASOSU Student Government and ASOSU as the broader unit. 

n. Sen. Pearson: The student government advisor role pertains to 

students and falls within the unit. Am I correct in saying some 

indices are not directly controlled by student government, while 

others, like the sustainability fund, are? If so, it seems there 

wouldn’t be an issue with shifting this specific index to broader 

student government management rather than direct control by 

budget managers. 

o. Sophia Nowers: I would say that is likely more of an operational 

decision. 

p. Vice President Kowash: What does this line of rhetoric have to 

do with our budget? Are you trying to regain control over 

MG310? 

q. Sen. Pearson: That does seem to align with the intent of the 

motion passed by the SFC. It’s entirely reasonable to ask 

questions about the budget we’re expected to vote on. I guess 

I’ve finished my line of questioning on this. It seems like it’s 

something that can be moved, and the answer is yes, so I think 

I’m done with my question on the advisor part. 

r. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: I just want to clarify how the 

advisor hiring process works, as I was on that search committee 

over the summer. It’s a partnership between student government 

and the Office of Student Affairs. Students deeply involved in 

student government are invited to participate, and many of you 

probably attended the on-campus interviews. It’s a very student-

driven and student-involved process to select the advisor. 

3. Sen. Rowe: Can I ask why specifically the change was made? 

a. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: To my understanding, the Office 

of Student Governance was a name change made to that index 

about five years ago. The recent change in FY23 reflects a shift 

to a more advisor-advocate model. It’s simply an update to 

reflect something that existed at one time but no longer does.  

4. Sen. Pearson: Sorry, I’m a bit confused. Didn’t we just hear from the 

member who made the motion that it was intended to actually change the 

reporting structure? 

5. Vice President Kowash: We’re going in circles on this issue. If there’s a 

specific point you’re trying to make, say it directly. We’ve got a lot more 

to cover, and we’re already an hour in with only two budgets reviewed. 

6. Sen. Rowe: I think there’s some confusion here. As a subunit, we have 

operating control over specific indexes, and it seems the change affected 

where that subunit authority lies. However, I’m unclear on the specifics, 

and I think other senators might be too. 

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

b. Dylan Perfect: Mr. Chair, as per the rules, could you please 

refrain from losing your temper with some members and not 



others? I believe this goes against our rules of decorum. Thank 

you. 

7. Sen. Gomez Silva: I think Zach is just trying to keep things moving 

since we have a lot to cover tonight. Let’s focus on getting clarity and 

take a moment to chill. 

8. Sen. Allen: Back on the point of decorum, aren’t we supposed to grant 

people gallery time only if we’ve motioned to go into gallery? 

a. Vice President Kowash: That is the expectation I set forward, it 

is within the standing rules to be able to do it. 

b. Sen. Rowe: You mentioned in the last meeting that some 

members within ASOSU might have privileged information it 

might be worth ceding time to them. 

9. Sen. Pearson: I’d like to say that I’d prefer it if no assumptions were 

made about the intent behind my questions. I’m trying to be thorough 

and critical of the budgets, which I believe is important. Suggesting 

malintent is unhelpful. Regarding the ASOSU budget, it’s one of the 

most significant ones, and there are areas where we do have operational 

control, which is what I was addressing. I’d also like to bring up another 

question about the student tickets in the ASOSU budget. Could you go 

over any additional information or options available now? 

a. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: Appendix U is ASOSU’s 

document, in response to the SFC’s request for more 

information. I would like to call up Kari Hoy, Nick North, and 

Katelyn Banks from the Advisory Board. 

b. Sen. Pearson: I just wanted to open the line of questioning 

because I know other folks had questions as well.  

10. Sen. Acar: Where are we at, I am a little confused? 

a. Vice President Kowash: We're currently going over the official 

fee recommendation by the SFC. After that, we'll go into the first 

readings on each of the bills. 

b. Sen. Karlapati: So, with that in mind, can we discuss this 

during the readings? 

c. Vice President Kowash: Yeah, I figured we could ask questions 

while they’re here with us and then move on to our own readings 

and deliberations afterward. This is more specific to the ASOSU 

budget with the athletic tickets. 

11. Sen. Ikehara: So now is the time to ask any budget managers any 

questions? 

12. Sen. Eckman: I was just curious before if you had data from this year's 

ticket usage. Or has that not been provided yet? And if you have the 

seating charts from the various sporting events. 

a. Nick North: I will note that the MOU structure was intended to 

focus on data from the prior two complete years. The data for 

this year is still coming in and wasn’t part of the committee’s 

focus in the fall, as they were only reviewing the previous two 



years.  

13. Sen. Lau: Do we have any representatives from Athletics here tonight or 

if they have been contacted since SFC’s final deliberations? 

a. Katelyn Banks: We have been on contact with people who were 

on the committee, Jacque Bruns was able to make it tonight on 

zoom. 

14. Sen. Acar: I talked to Nick about this, and I think this may be a better 

question for Jacque. I know there’s been a lot of discussion around 

ticketing and athletics, and I’m aware that in 2025-2026, cases like 

House v. NCAA and Hubbard v. NCAA will begin to take effect. These 

rulings will impact how athletes are compensated, and ticketing could 

play a role in that. I’m curious if you have any information on how this 

might work moving forward. For example, if OSU Athletics is required 

to pay athletes through ticket revenue, how would that be structured? 

Would athletes receive a share of the overall funds we allocate, or just 

from the tickets used? I’m trying to better understand how this might 

play out and what role our funding might have in that process. Could you 

provide some clarity?  

a. Jacque Bruns: The House ruling hasn’t been decided yet, but a 

decision is expected in April. If passed, it will be permissive 

legislation, meaning schools can opt-in but aren’t required to. It 

includes two parts: back payments for past athletes who missed 

out under the old rules, funded by reduced NCAA contributions 

to conferences like the Pac-12, which would decrease Oregon 

State’s funding, with payments handled by a third party. The 

second part allows schools to opt into future revenue sharing 

with athletes, depending on what each institution can afford. If 

approved, these changes wouldn’t take effect until next year.  

15. Sen. Wright: So just for clarification, student athletes will not be paid 

from this fee? 

a. Jacque Bruns: We don’t know yet what will happen with the 

House ruling, as it’s expected in April. If passed, students could 

be paid through revenue sharing moving forward, but Oregon 

State has not defined how this would work. It’s still to be 

determined, as it will depend on factors like available funds and 

affordability. No decisions have been made about whether OSU 

will participate or to what extent. 

16. Sen. Karlapati: When we purchase tickets in bulk for different sports, 

like women’s basketball, are those funds specifically allocated to the 

women’s basketball team, or are they distributed generally across sports? 

a. Jacque Bruns: All revenue is used to support our sports teams. 

Only two sports, football and men's basketball, generate enough 

revenue to fully cover their expenses. The surplus from these 

two sports helps fund the expenses of all the other teams.  

17. Sen. Ikehara: I kind of know the answer to this, but for equity purposes, 



I wanted to ask about the student government payroll. I noticed a 

discrepancy of about $150,000 in FY24 and around $300,000 in FY23. 

Could you clarify the reason for that? 

a. Nick North: That was before my time, so I can’t speak to it 

directly. From the transition documents, I know the former 

president and budget manager reviewed historical payroll usage 

and made a significant cut for FY25. Current projections show 

about 97% accuracy, so it seems the reduction was appropriate 

based on usage patterns. 

b. Kari Hoy: Were you specifically asking about the student 

government payroll? While everyone in the executive cabinet is 

allotted a certain number of hours, some roles naturally require 

more time, and not everyone ends up working their maximum 

hours. This could result in unused funds going toward the fund 

balance, which isn’t ideal. That’s why we’ve aimed for a leaner 

budget this year and last year to avoid overspending on payroll. 

c. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: Previously, we had more positions 

in student government, including a 35-member House and a 12-

person Senate. After the constitutional rewrite, those roles were 

cut, reducing the need for funding. The budget adjustment 

aligned spending with actual needs to avoid unnecessary fees, 

especially since payroll costs dropped during the pandemic and 

fewer people were working. 

18. Sen. Acar: I know this is a sensitive and common topic in the Senate, 

especially for those managing budgets, but correct me if I’m wrong, the 

fee dollars allocated for athletic ticketing eventually go into a pool that 

athletics can use however they see fit, right? 

a. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: Athletics used to be a unit under 

the fee, and we’ve always paid for tickets. A few years ago, we 

started asking how that money was spent, and they tried to 

justify it. It was like having three paychecks go into one account 

and being asked which paycheck covered a specific expense—

you wouldn’t necessarily know. Last year, it became clear that 

directly negotiating for tickets was a simpler and better 

approach. 

b. Sen. Acar: I know many students working hourly for athletics 

get paid less than those in other sectors. I was wondering if that 

money could potentially go toward addressing that, but I 

understand it might not be easy to get that information or make it 

happen.  

c. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: There was a task force last year on 

a campus minimum or base wage, though I’m not sure what their 

findings were. It’s a mixed situation UHDS has a different pay 

scale than recreational sports employees, and lab workers vary 

widely, with some earning nothing, some making minimum 



wage, and others earning more. Pay rates seem to vary 

significantly across campus. 

19. Sen. Karlapati: I was on the Senate last year when athletics was 

absorbed into ASOSU. I partly understand the reasoning, it’s hard to 

track the comparatively small amount we give them when they receive so 

much overall. However, the FRC and BNC also get a lot of grants and 

seem to track their spending well. It’s just something to think about. 

20. Sen. Lau: If we were to send this budget to mediation, would the ticket 

committee be able to meet again? 

a. Nick North: If we go to mediation we definitely will work with 

our athletics partners as they are an important voice. We would 

want to ensure that their voices are heard in that conversation. 

b. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: We can certainly get members of 

the ticket committee there in the event of mediation. We would 

make it work. 

c. Katelyn Banks: Absolutely, they will be there, and we want 

them to be a part of this conversation. 

21. Sen. Knox: I have a question about the BRD. I believe it was stated there 

that the VEO micromobility pilot program was allotted $100,000. 

However, from my recollection of the bill passed last year, I think it was 

only about $46,000. Could you clarify? 

a. Nick North: The $100,000 came from combining the remaining 

balance of the Night Owl program, which was about $56,000, 

with $43,000 from the Senate bill. The intention was to spend 

$100,000, but it was meant for the last fiscal year. When the 

fiscal year ended, the unspent money rolled into the fund 

balance. That’s my understanding, though it was before my time.  

b. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: At the end of FY22, over three 

years ago, $100,000 was earmarked for sustainability funds, left 

to the discretion of the then Congress on how to allocate it. I 

can’t recall the exact figure from last year’s bill for VEO, but 

I’m fairly sure it wasn’t $100,000, maybe closer to $46,000? 

c. Sen. Knox: From my time on the Senate last year, I recall the 

intent of the bill was to use the remaining Night Owl index funds 

for potential negotiations, but I believe there was supposed to be 

a separate piece of legislation addressing subsidies. To my 

knowledge, that legislation hasn’t been introduced yet, and I 

don’t think the full $100,000 from the sustainability index is 

allocated toward this. 

d. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: Last year, $3,000 went toward 

WOHESC funding. I think part of the uncertainty was not 

knowing exactly how much would be needed for VEO, so 

there’s likely still money left. 

22. Sen. Karlapati: We are not paying VEO correct? 

a. Nick North: My understanding is that the agreement with VEO 



required a good faith effort to collaborate with ASOSU on 

subsidies to lower costs for students. Those negotiations have 

been ongoing throughout the year, but there’s no resolution yet. 

As a result, no money has been transferred to VEO since the 

subsidies weren’t finalized in the initial contract. 

b. President Audrey Schlotter: I want to second what Nick said 

about the money. We’re not paying VEO to be here; they’re 

already on campus. We’re working on a student subsidy to make 

it more affordable for different student populations. The process 

has been more complicated than expected, so it’s taking longer, 

but we’ll reassess as the year progresses. 

23. Sen. Durr: Wasn’t there also supposed to be helmets provided? 

a. President Audrey Schlotter: Yes, I believe its 4,000 helmets 

that need to be dispersed. Don’t quote me on that number 

though.  

b. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: I just looked up all the Senate bills 

from last year, but it should be about 50K that has been allocated 

out of it so far. 

c. Sen. Rowe: When that was allocated, and the money is spent on 

the contract, will that need approval by senate? 

d. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: That money has already been 

approved by senate last year. 

24. Nick North: I have an answer to Eliza's question about ticket usage. 

While I don’t have game-by-game data, I do have unique user numbers, 

which might help. So far this year, 15,800 unique users have claimed 

tickets overall. For gymnastics, there have been 818 unique users, and for 

wrestling, 871 unique users, both of which are currently in season. 

a. Sen. Knox: Is that a single game or throughout all the entire year 

so far for this year? 

b. Nick North: Those numbers represent unique users throughout 

the season, meaning they could have attended each game. 

25. President Audrey Schlotter: I would encourage the questions to be 

asked today as people from athletics and the SAB are present.  

a. Sen. Durr: What is the number of VEO bikes operating on 

campus? 

b. Sen. Rowe: If I remember correctly, it is 350 electric and 50 

non-electrical vehicles.  

c. Vice President Kowash: That information is also on the 

ASOSU website. 

26. Sen. Pearson: For athletic tickets, how many wrestling matches have 

there been this year? How many students were at the matches? 

a. Nick North: There have been 3 wrestling matches so far, I do 

not have that information surrounding the student attendance. 

27. Sen. Ikehara: I’d like to request information from the unit for a 

breakdown of ticket usage per game. For example, for gymnastics or 



another sport, could we see the highest number of tickets used for a 

single game? 

a. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: If you want to look at the ticket 

utilization rate that the ticket committee considered it's in the 

appendices. 

b. President Audrey Schlotter: We do not have the numbers yet 

for this year 

c. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: The student ticket committee and 

fee process work around a tight deadline in the first week of 

March. This means decisions are based on numbers from the 

previous year to estimate not the current year but the year after. 

It’s hard to incorporate current-year data because the full season 

isn’t available yet—like if wrestling fills Gill after March, that 

information wouldn’t be factored in. Next year’s ticket 

committee will have the full 2024-2025 season to review, just as 

this year’s committee used data from the 2023-2024 school year.  

d. Sen. Ikehara: Can I request the numbers to get a sense of trends, 

like whether attendance is increasing or decreasing? That would 

help provide some context. 

e. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: I caution people coming to a 

conclusion from incomplete data. 

28. Sen. Karlapati: Yeah, for the unique users Do we know if that's just the 

claimed tickets or if that's the people that have actually attended the 

game.  

a. Nick North: I do not think we know, but I would be happy to 

follow up. 

b. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: From personal experience, 

considering the number of people who try to sneak into football 

games and other events suggests there might be some fudging of 

ticket claim numbers. 

c. Vice Chair Lillian Goodyear: There is an issue with privacy 

and taking people's personal information to that extent. 

d. Sen. Lewandowski: It’s common knowledge that football games 

often sell out with student tickets, right? I’m a bit confused about 

why we’re focusing so much on the numbers when it’s clearly a 

service students value and use. Maybe this is a point of order, but 

we’ve been on this topic for an hour and a half, and there are 

other things we need to discuss. 

29. Sen. Knox: It was mentioned that if we had questions about athletics, we 

should ask them tonight. I was curious about the logic behind ticket 

allocations based on seating charts. I inquired a while back if it was 

possible to get those charts to better visualize why certain sections are 

designated the way they are. For example, this was the reasoning given 

for reducing volleyball tickets. Having that information would be 

helpful, especially if this gets sent to mediation or needs further 



discussion.  

a. President Audrey Schlotter: What exactly are you looking for? 

b. Sen. Knox: There’s been talk about using future projections, like 

how wrestling’s increased marketing might impact attendance. 

That would be helpful to see. But if we’re just looking at historic 

data from the last two years, we might come to different 

conclusions. Having up-to-date data from 2024-2025 would 

help.  

c. Katelyn Banks: To Sophia's point, we shouldn’t make 

judgments based on incomplete data. It would be helpful to have 

more, but I’d caution against making decisions based on just two 

meetings or events.  

d. Sen. Knox: If I am asked to make this decision based on future 

expectations then it would be important to me to have all 

information.  

e. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: These decisions were reached 

based on 2 years of data and considering the current actions and 

where these programs want to grow to.  

f. President Audrey Schlotter: I was going to ask if someone 

from athletics or a student on the committee could come up and 

talk about the marketing efforts and what’s changed this season. 

That might help address your question. 

g. Sen. Knox: I was just wanting to request information. I’ve been 

involved, I presented at the SAB and attended the ticket meeting, 

so I’m familiar with the process. 

h. Katelyn Banks: The allocation can change yearly, which is the 

purpose of the MOU being reviewed annually. While having as 

much data as possible is important, this isn’t a final decision. As 

Sophia mentioned, there’s room to grow. If the expected growth 

isn’t met next year or the year after, the allocation can be 

adjusted accordingly. This is not the end all be all.  

i. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: If this goes to mediation, we’ll 

follow a different process than the standard ticket commission. 

For example, wrestling already had a meet with more student 

attendance than in the past two years, which could justify 

increased ticket allocations. I caution the Senate against redoing 

the work of the ticket committee and SFC in these meetings. 

Mediation is a better space for engaging with athletics and 

negotiating. I’d also worry about the at-will MOU, students 

could lose tickets they care deeply about, like those for football 

and other athletic events. 

j. President Audrey Schlotter: Could we soon move into gallery 

comment? It would be beneficial to hear their opinions.  

30. Sen. Acar: I know through some athletes there have been conversations 

that we are cutting all tickets, and I wanted to say that is not the plan. 



Just to make sure you are aware of that. 

a. Isabelle Esler, Student Athlete: If that is not the plan, then 

what percent were you planning on cutting? 

b. Vice President Kowash: That is something that has not been 

established at this time. I do have a QR code with that 

information, and it is also at the end of the agenda for today. 

c. Chair Sophia Nowers: In the BRD states that $2.1 million of 

the ticket allocation goes to football tickets and the rest of the 

other $740,000 goes to all other sports. 

31. President Audrey Schlotter: The bigger conversation here is about 

more than just cutting gymnastics or wrestling tickets. It’s about 

maintaining a relationship with an entity that has no obligation to offer us 

discounts or remain in good standing with ASOSU. That’s something we 

need to keep in mind when discussing this. 

32. Sen. Becquer: From what I understand, the primary ticket cuts discussed 

involve wrestling and gymnastics were nowhere near cutting to zero. 

Projections are based on the highest attendance day from 2022-2023 and 

applying that maximum to every game, ensuring full funding even for the 

best-case scenario. Additionally, there’s still a margin above those 

numbers that we’re paying for. We value our relationship with athletics, 

but if we’re consistently paying for significantly more tickets than we 

use, it raises questions about the relationship and the discounts offered. 

While we do receive discounts on tickets, paying for far more than we 

need might negate the benefit of those discounts. That’s the general 

reasoning behind the math being used. 

a. President Audrey Schlotter: To my knowledge, the SFC 

projections were based on 500 wrestling tickets per match or 

dual, which served as the baseline for the $500,000 cut. This 

year, I’ve heard that one wrestling match had over 800 attendees, 

that’s the one number I’m aware of. 

33. Sen. Rowe: Ryan explained this well, but I want to emphasize that we’ve 

been funding tickets that aren’t being used. By cutting these, students 

will still have access to the same number of tickets they actually use, 

with a significant buffer included in the SFC motion. It’s not like we’re 

cutting tickets to zero. Additionally, athletics has been overpaid by 

around $800,000 per year for unused tickets over the past two years. 

While it’s important to maintain good relationships with athletics, we 

should prioritize ensuring student money benefits students directly. If the 

money saved from unused tickets could go toward supporting student 

athletes instead of potentially being spent on renovations or supplies, it 

would be a better use of funds. This isn’t about cutting support for 

athletics but about making sure student fees directly benefit students. 

Cutting these excess ticket costs is a win-win for everyone. 

34. Sen. Pearson: I think Senator Rowe captured my perspective well. The 

goal is to cut funding for tickets that aren’t being used, not to reduce 



access for students attending matches. For example, wrestling’s 

allocation of 2,500 tickets per game far exceeds historical utilization, 

with peak turnout closer to 800. Why not fund 1,000 or 1,200 tickets 

instead, including a significant buffer, rather than charging students for 

unused tickets? No one here wants to eliminate tickets entirely. We just 

want allocations to reflect actual student use. My question is, why aren’t 

allocations scaled to expected turnout based on trends? For instance, 

games against high-interest opponents like UO would require more 

tickets, while games with lower turnout could have smaller allocations. 

Wouldn’t that be a more effective approach?  

a. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: If I had a crystal ball to see exactly 

which games we’re playing, when, and against whom, we could 

plan allocations more precisely. However, with the way 

schedules are set, it’s challenging and time-intensive to gather all 

that data. 

35. Sen. Durr: We’re balancing historical data showing 400% overfunding 

with potential increases in attendance. While I wasn’t part of the original 

calculations, the numbers seem generous enough to handle 150% growth. 

Cutting excess funding shouldn’t hurt the growth of sports that haven’t 

used even a quarter of their tickets. That’s my take. 

36. Sen. Lau: I thought the intent of this current conversation to just to give 

an overview. So that we can move on to the fee bills.  

37. Sen. Allen: A big part of this conversation is the fact that a lot of our 

sports departments have been making changes. There is a lot of potential 

to grow, take it with a grain of salt and give them the benefit of the 

doubt. 

a. Sen. Allen motioned for 20-minute gallery period, seconded by 

Sen. Acar. 

b. Katherine Burg: I’m a marketing and fan engagement assistant 

for Oregon State Athletics and was also part of the ticketing 

committee and allocations. We were told you wanted to 

completely cut wrestling and gymnastics tickets, so we’re glad 

that’s not happening, as it would lead to a very different 

conversation. I’d like to note that once tickets are removed, you 

have to wait another fiscal year to reallocate them. Also, while 

not every student uses these tickets, many students don’t use 

other services, like the Family Needs Center or Safe Ride, yet 

they still pay those fees. It’s a trade-off. I’ll pass it to Sara to add 

more. 

c. Dylan Perfect: I wanted to touch on the student ticket committee 

and some related concerns. It was mentioned earlier that this 

committee is the forum for addressing these issues, but based on 

testimony from a senator who is a student athlete and was 

dismissed from the committee, apparently due to their stance on 

the ticket model, it doesn’t seem like an open deliberative space. 



If membership is limited to those aligning with pre-decided 

criteria, it becomes more about implementing decisions rather 

than debating them. That’s fine if it’s the purpose, but then these 

discussions should happen elsewhere, like here. Regarding 

athletics, this has been a recurring issue at OSU. Finding a 

balance is key, cutting everything might prompt the university to 

create a new fee, as seen at UO, while cutting a small portion 

seems reasonable and worth discussing. 

d. Sara Sanders, Student Athlete: I’m a track and field athlete, 

and I wanted to highlight the importance of overutilization in 

ticket discussions. For example, football games often exceed the 

6,000 allocated tickets, with attendance reaching 7,000–9,000. 

Athletics isn’t raising prices for inflation, costing them 

$200,000, and next year’s student fee would drop to $41. OSU’s 

approach makes tickets accessible, unlike UO, where a single 

football game can cost over $100. If the budget decreases 

further, we might lose the ability to provide tickets for sold-out 

games, which is a key consideration. 

e. Justin, Student Athlete: I’m on the wrestling team and wanted 

to share my experience. Last year, at the Penn State duel, there 

were around 9,000 attendees, including many students, creating 

an incredible atmosphere. I’ve worked hard to promote events, 

and attendance keeps growing each year. Cutting tickets would 

hurt by making students pay, and I’d appreciate it if you 

considered that as we continue to grow.  

f. Savannah Miller, Student Athlete: Hi, my name’s Savannah, 

and I’m a third year on the gymnastics team. Students at our 

meets mean a lot to us, it’s something we look forward to after 

months of hard work, as gymnastics is a year-round sport with 

little time off. It’s amazing to look up and see so much support, 

and I hope you take our words into account. Thank you! 

38. Sen. Durr motioned for a 10-minute recess, seconded by Sen. Morales. 

iii. First Reading of SB 84.21 - “FRC Incidental Fee Allocation Bill” 

1. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: The FRC has funds to re-do and expand 

the Azalea house, for a big expansion of childcare on campus.  

2. Erika Woosley: In 2019, we had 3 professional staff and now over 20. 

And that will continue to grow to potentially have 10-15 more. Amy 

Luhn, the director, is online so she can answer any questions. 

3. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: Over the last few years, the organization 

has grown rapidly, which is reflected in its base budget, showing a 

modest 2.65% change. They also proposed a decision package to 

increase funding for student childcare assistance, providing grants for 

student parents to access on-campus childcare. The SFC passed this 

package unanimously, with one abstention from Angelo, the unit liaison. 

4. Sen. Eckman: From last year's decision package on the marketing 



position, what specific changes should Senators look for on the website? 

Additionally, were any other platforms used as part of the marketing 

efforts from this position? 

a. Erika Woosley: Our website updates are on hold as we’re 

transitioning. Drew has been focusing on cleaning things up and 

has some updates queued, but there’s nothing visible yet. He’s 

also been working on other marketing materials, particularly for 

the International Moms Group. 

b. Amy Luhn: He’s been working on logo development for the 

Higher Education Early Learning Partnership and creating a lot 

of our flyers. It’s been great so far. 

c. Sen. Eckman: Once the website migration is complete, do you 

expect this position to need the full number of hours or will the 

hours become the same? 

d. Erika Woosley: Over the summer and fall, he was busy getting 

up to speed with our work. While some website updates are on 

hold until the Drupal transition, he’s been developing content 

behind the scenes and has plenty to keep him busy for the rest of 

the year. As Sophia mentioned, our organization continues to 

grow, so the need for this position is clear. Before we hired him, 

I handled all the marketing on top of my full-time job, so having 

his support has been a huge help. 

5. Sen. Lau: Could you briefly explain the $1.48 amount for the decision 

package? From my understanding, that’s about $100,000 for that index. 

Do you anticipate coming back with similar decision packages in future 

years, given the ongoing childcare crisis? 

a. Amy Luhn: We shared with the student fee committee that 

we’re actively seeking extramural funding for campus early 

childhood education (ECE). Some childcare assistance funds 

currently support affordability for student parents using campus 

ECE. With the House Bill now live, which seeks increased 

investments in Oregon’s post-secondary ECE programs and 

campus centers, we’re hopeful this funding will come through. If 

it does, we might be able to reduce the childcare assistance funds 

needed for campus ECE, though those funds also support student 

parents accessing care off-campus. 

6. Sen. Ikehara: I want to start by saying I really appreciate your mission 

and how you make campus more accessible by supporting families. I just 

have a question about the second decision package, specifically the 

$100,048 increase to the MSAC fund. I noticed that in past years, it’s 

been underspent by about $70,000. Could you explain the reasoning 

behind the decision package and how you plan to fully utilize these funds 

this year? 

a. Amy Luhn: The pandemic had a significant impact on childcare, 

leading to changes in how we use those funds. Some unspent 



dollars were intended for students accessing care off-campus. 

The Child Care Assistance Fund, historically a direct distribution 

to student parents, is now also used for slot buy-downs at the 

Azalea Center. For instance, if a slot costs $1,200–$1,300, the 

slot buy-down reduces it to $900–$1,000, and student parents 

can then apply for childcare assistance funds to bring the cost 

down even further. This dual approach helps make childcare 

more affordable for student parents. It’s also being used for the 

Dixon Kits program, supporting students accessing childcare 

there. The assistance fund is being utilized in multiple ways to 

improve accessibility and affordability for student parents. 

b. Erika Woosley: Until last June, we were in a contract with 

Bright Horizons, which made it difficult to reserve space for 

students. Many students were deterred by the $1,200 cost and 

passed over, leaving more slots for employees. Now that we 

have control, our goal is to ensure an equitable 50/50 split of 

students and employees at the center. These funds will help us 

buy down enough slots to make that happen. 

7. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: Erika and Amy, could you explain how 

you determine the number of student parents on campus and why that 

might be challenging to figure out? 

a. Amy Luhn: Senate Bill 564 aimed to address this but went 

unfunded, so we’re still figuring out how to collect data on 

student parents. We’re working with the grad school and 

enrollment, hoping to identify self-reported student parents at 

OSU by next year. This challenge affects all publicly funded 

campuses.  

8. Sen. Knox: I was wondering why some indexes, like Family Resource or 

Little Village, are asking for standard operating increases above the 

inflationary rate, such as $31,000 or $32,000 for Little Village. Could 

you explain the reasoning behind needing a larger-than-inflationary 

increase to maintain operations? 

a. Amy Luhn: I am not seeing the same thing as you are seeing.  

b. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: My initial assumption would be 

for the increased costs in moving towards the Azalea House.  

c. Amy Luhn: I apologize I cannot see that. 

d. Erika Woosley: We will work with FSS and get an answer on 

that. 

9. Sen. Ikehara: I’m hoping to get some context regarding the FY23 

budget. I noticed a $55,300 transfer out of the Dixon Kits Fund and was 

wondering if you could clarify what that was for. 

a. Erika Woosley: That transfer was for the slot buy-down. Since 

the Dixon Kits program operates under our ENG budget, part of 

the childcare assistance fund from student fees is used to cover 

slot buy-downs for students accessing Dixon Kits. 



iv. First Reading of SB 84.22 - “BNC Incidental Fee Allocation Bill” 

1. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: The Basic Needs Center has a standard 

budget increase, and everyone praised their work. Check out their 

textbook lending library and Beaver Bags on Wednesdays! 

a. Vice President Kowash motioned for a 2-minutes recess to fix 

audio issues. 

2. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: The Basic Needs Center requested a nine-

cent decrease to their operating budget due to increased enrollment 

bringing in more funding. They also proposed a 24-cent decision 

package per student per term to cover $16,000 in costs for new space in 

Champinefu Lodge, as FRC moves to Azalea. The SAB held a 

community vote and noted they could absorb the cost if needed, but the 

SFC chose to approve the full 24-cent package to avoid future budget 

increases and ensure their work continues without cuts.  

3. Sen. Karlapati: You mentioned the BNC’s operating budget decreased 

by nine cents due to higher enrollment. What is BNC doing differently 

compared to other units that allows them to reduce their budget with 

increased enrollment? 

a. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: I think they are just small. 

b. Lillian Goodyear, SFC Vice Chair: Correct me if I am wrong 

but they also get some funding and support from resources 

outside.  

4. Sen. Rowe: At the deliberations made it very clear that the decision 

package was not needed. Where would the money be coming from? 

a. Nicole Hindes: This money will come from our operating 

budget, which is always a forecast rather than a fixed amount. 

The BNC will manage without these funds and find ways to 

adapt without any concerns. 

b. Sen. Rowe: So, if the Senate doesn’t approve this next year or 

the year after, it sounds like you’d effectively face a $16,000 cut. 

While it seems you could manage, that money would have to 

come from other parts of your budget, right? 

c. Nicole Hindes: It is a real cost that we have not seen before. 

5. Sen. Allen: On that note, how sustainable would it to be for you all to 

absorb that budget in the long term?  

a. Nicole Hindes: With the information available, I’ve consistently 

communicated that we don’t need this decision package, it’s not 

necessary to grow our budget right now. I understand students 

want to support our units, and this is a good middle ground. You 

have my full permission not to approve the decision package. 

We’ll be okay and will take it one year at a time. I’m confident 

we’ll manage for now. 

6. Sen. Gomez Silva: That was incredibly humble and I just want to say 

how much I respect that. I strongly advise that we pass this because so 

many students, both traditional and non-traditional, rely on the BNC. For 



example, last year, I was struggling financially, and getting textbooks felt 

impossible, but the BNC’s free textbook lending program helped me. 

They also offer other great resources like the pantry every Wednesday, as 

well as showers and laundry for everyone. In my opinion, supporting the 

BNC is essential. 

7. Lillian Goodyear, SFC Vice Chair: I’d like to emphasize that while 

Nicole has given her full blessing not to pass this, the SFC was 

unanimously in favor of supporting the BNC and passed this decision 

package with strong support.  

v. First Reading of SB 84.23 - “Student Experiences & Engagement Incidental Fee 

Allocation Bill” 

1. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: SEE presented three decision package 

options for SOA grants: a $1.25, $2.50, or $5 increase. While the SAB 

recommended $2.50, the SFC opted for a $1.25 increase, or $0.16 per 

student per term, following last year’s $2.50 increase. The SFC aimed for 

moderate growth to balance demand while reassessing after this year’s 

numbers.  

2. Lillian Goodyear, SFC Vice Chair: Club budgets typically get spent 

down by spring, as major events happen later in the year. A detailed 

breakdown of funding by club type is in the appendix, showing how 

funds are used over time 

3. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: That is at the end of the indexes. We also 

heard a bit of testimony as to how the funds get spent over the year. 

4. Sen. Rowe: I advocated for the lowest option. I wanted to see how much 

clubs had spent percentage wise. Do you have that comparison? Is it in 

the budget document. The difference of how much was spent between 

fall last year and fall this year. 

a. Eric Beeler: I did provide the Fall-to-Fall information requested 

by the SFC. 

b. Sen. Rowe: Where can I find this comparison? 

c. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: That information can be found in 

the appendices.  

5. Sen. Ikehara: I was hoping to get some clarity on how funding for 

different cultural nights is determined. What factors go into deciding 

how much funding each club receives for their events? 

a. Eric Beeler: I don’t have enough context to answer that right 

now. It’s outlined in the funding guidelines, but I don’t want to 

risk giving incorrect information. If it’s okay, I’ll review the 

meeting minutes and provide an update to the Senate on 

Thursday. 

b. Narmeen Rashid: Funding depends on the event’s history. For 

example, my club, the Muslim Student Association, has held our 

event annually for the past three years, making it a signature 

event, which qualifies for more funding. Signature events require 

three consecutive years, and before achieving that status, we 



only received $2,500 for our big events. Now, with signature 

status and working with Clubs and Orgs, we receive $5,000. 

6. Sen. Rowe: On the table, when it says fall 2024, it refers to the most 

recent fall term of this academic year, not the fall of fiscal year 2024 

correct? 

a. Eric Beeler: That is correct. 

7. Sen. Wright: There’s a recently enforced policy requiring insurance for 

events, especially for cultural resource centers. The cost can be high and 

limits the events we can hold because of money. I’d like to know more 

about how this affects planning. 

a. Narmeen Rashid: Event insurance is already covered, but 

speakers are different. If a speaker is unpaid and volunteering, no 

insurance is needed. However, if you’re paying them, insurance 

is required to ensure the school isn’t liable for what they say.  

b. Sen. Wright: For events where people are paid but not speakers, 

like D&D nights held by WGC and SOL, you have to pay 

insurance per person, which adds up and can restrict culturally 

relevant events. Are these policies considered when creating 

budgets? 

c. Lillian Goodyear, SFC Vice Chair: That is a university Policy, 

so I believe that may be out of the scope of this meeting. 

d. Sen. Wright: The fact that we hold events that typically do these 

types of things? Are they being considered for this specific like 

budget group? 

e. Eric Beeler: Yes, that should be considered in each unit's 

budget. For example, we increased MSESOL because vendors at 

their market must pay for insurance, which is a university policy. 

These issues are usually handled by the area’s director, who can 

work with me to find funding solutions if challenges arise. 

f. Narmeen Rashid: Also, for clubs and orgs, you can use SOA 

grants to pay for speakers.  

g. Lillian Goodyear, SFC Vice Chair: And I will say this is just a 

tip from experience. A lot of times when you get insurance for 

people, you can ask for like a writ pretty much and they'll pay 

the insurance back. 

8. Sen. Ikehara: I’m curious about the rationale behind the different 

funding amounts for cultural centers. For example, why is the Asian 

Pacific Culture Center funded differently compared to the Ina haws? 

a. Eric Beeler: Most of the time it comes down to the facilities. I 

would have to look; I can come back before Thursday with more 

specifics.  

9. Sen. Rowe: I understand clubs were given more money partly because of 

overspending and partly because club policies tightened after COVID to 

handle increased requests. With the additional funds, are there plans to 

loosen restrictions on club events? For example, clubs used to request 



money three or four times a term, but that was reduced to four times a 

year, which cut back activity. Are there plans to revisit this, or are you 

just monitoring the numbers for now? 

a. Eric Beeler: The hope is to either loosen restrictions or increase 

funding amounts. Right now, we’ve been funding more than was 

budgeted, so as the dollar amount grows toward $10, we aim to 

ease restrictions. Travel funding is still being navigated, while 

$1,000 for a club officer to attend a conference is valuable, that 

same amount could fund a large event for hundreds of students. 

With additional SOA grant funding, we hope to revisit these 

restrictions and increase what’s allowable. 

10. Sen. Ikehara: Looking at the BRD, under NSE Source Program there is 

a historical on the over spending. Could I get some clarification on why? 

a. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: That is the SOA club funding. 

11. Sen. Pearson motioned to go into gallery comment, seconded by Sen. 

Morales. 

a. Madison Wusstig: To clarify how funding is allocated for clubs 

and cultural events, the money spent doesn’t always reflect the 

amount received from SOA grants. Clubs can also secure 

external funding and grants that aren’t student fee funded. 

Additionally, SOA grants are first-come, first-serve, so funding 

isn’t allocated based on what the club represents.  

vi. First Reading of SB 84.24 - “Memorial Union Incidental Fee Allocation Bill” 

1. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: The Memorial Union increased its base 

budget by just one cent, despite managing a nearly 100-year-old building 

and hosting over 14,000 events annually. To maintain this low increase, 

they requested three decision packages. The first, an event manager, will 

oversee bookings, reduce staff burnout, and manage many student 

workers and five full-time staff, approved unanimously by the SFC with 

two abstentions. The second is a full-time project coordinator to replace a 

retiring manager, overseeing 150 projects annually, including 

accessibility upgrades and HVAC repairs, also approved unanimously. 

The third package is for SEC building reserves, maintaining $170,000 

annually for repairs like the HVAC system. It passed 8-1, with four 

abstentions, balancing concerns about the building’s 10-year lifecycle 

with the need to address current wear and tear. These steps aim to keep 

the MU operating efficiently while managing ongoing projects and 

maintenance.  

2. Sen. Jones: To my understanding, the MU oversees other buildings, 

correct? Regarding the project manager in decision package two, I know 

a significant issue is the HVAC system in the Ina Haws, which hasn’t 

been working for at least three years. Are there plans to address this issue 

within this funding or budget request? 

a. Deb Mott: We oversee seven student fee-funded buildings, 

including all the cultural centers except Hattie Redmond, which 



is ENG-funded. However, we still handle some projects there, 

especially urgent equipment failures that the facilities team 

might not address for months. We also manage projects in nine 

kitchens and smaller UHDS-run cafes across campus. Regarding 

the HVAC system, which was it? 

b. Sen. Jones: I know the MU is understaffed with all the projects 

they’re managing. If issues arise, like at the Black Cultural 

Center or elsewhere on campus, how are those requests 

prioritized and addressed given the current workload and staffing 

constraints?  

c. Deb Mott: So far from July 1 to Dec 31st we had 108 projects 

over many buildings. 2 project assistants and one part time 

worker. Life safety or equipment failure are the projects that we 

are focusing on, this prevents us from working on projects that 

we want to work on.  

d. Sen. Jones: I understand that you have life safety issues. Is there 

a plan in the future to address these issues? Aside from the ones 

that you're currently focused on? 

e. Deb Mott: We have a reserve plan that extends over 20 years for 

both buildings, ensuring long-term maintenance. We're planning 

to hire a project manager by March, even before funding from 

this decision package is available, to tackle projects we can’t 

currently address. The current project manager was here when 

the cultural centers and SEC were built and brings valuable 

experience. This new half-time project manager will focus on 

reserve plans for buildings, especially the cultural centers built 

between 2013 and 2016, which are showing wear and tear. 

However, due to limited labor, we can only address urgent 

issues, like major cracks or system failures, leaving less critical 

needs on hold. It’s a matter of balancing labor and priorities.  

3. Sen. Rowe: Decision package #3 is a lot of money. Is there any process 

for students to determine what the units in the rooms are reserved for. 

space allocations?  

a. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: Any group can reserve rooms. 

Space allocation is separate from reservations. Any student 

group can reserve rooms in the SEC, just like in the MU. For 

club use, there are rooms like 254, the lobby, and three others, 

around five in total. 

b. Sen. Rowe: I think it’s very relevant if students are allocating 

$100,000 to a building where they might not have any say in its 

use. Some of my constituents could be surprised by that decision. 

I’d like to know exactly what students control in the building to 

help build confidence in the significance of this funding.  

c. Deb Mott: You can always join our SAB. 

d. Sen. Rowe: I’m also curious, are decisions about how rooms are 



used in your spaces primarily made by the Memorial Union, or 

does Student Affairs determine that? 

e. Deb Mott: If you're talking about assignment of space for a 

group, that's different than making room reservations. That 

process is sent to the SFC along with 3 documents, one is a flow 

chart.  

f. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: They are all in the appendix W. 

4. Sen. Pearson: On the same topic, when students first approved funding 

for the SEC building, what information was provided about which 

groups would have specific spaces allocated to them? 

a. Deb Mott: That’s a complex question, but students were 

involved at every level across at least six committees during the 

planning process. I have extensive documentation from the 

project, though some records are missing due to a 2013 split 

when Student Leadership and Involvement, now a part of SEE, 

separated from the Memorial Union. While some documents 

went missing in the transition, there’s still a significant amount 

of information available. 

b. Sen. Pearson: At the time students voted on it, was it 

determined that Student Affairs offices would occupy some of 

those spaces? 

c. Deb Mott: Yes, it was everything that was coming out of Snell 

Hall, and ¾ departments were stuck in the MU. 

d. Sen. Pearson: And that was information available to the 

students? 

e. Deb Mott: The referendum was quite extensive, taking two 

years to develop. Students, ASOSU, and student employees from 

every department were involved throughout the entire process. 

5. Sen. Eckman: With the events manager position, is the goal to allow for 

more events and reservations? How much additional capacity does the 

MU have for hosting new events? 

a. Deb Mott: This position will allow the MU to handle more 

events while improving staff training and efficiency. Currently, 

two full-time event coordinators and four student coordinators 

manage 14,000 bookings, with training happening quickly due to 

time constraints. When it gets busy, setup times are extended 

because there aren’t enough people to manage reservations. 

While exact capacity numbers aren’t available, the new position 

will ensure better-trained staff and add one extra person by 

backfilling the event coordinator role left open by the promotion.  

b. Sen. Eckman: I was wondering if there's that much more 

capacity for any more events to happen? 

c. Deb Mott: There is.  

6. Sen. Knox: With the addition of this events coordinator position, is the 

idea that hosting more events will help generate additional revenue? 



a. Deb Mott: Not necessarily. The position is 70% fee-funded 

because about 70% of our funding comes from student fees. 

Students already get a 100% discount on room fees since it’s 

covered by the student fee, and the remaining 30% of our 

revenue comes from external sources, which is why students 

don’t pay for that portion. 

b. Sen. Knox: Is the idea behind this position to address a backlog 

of events caused by taking rooms offline for longer setups, 

making it difficult for people to book rooms? Will this position 

help alleviate that issue? 

c. Deb Mott: We hopefully will not have to block out rooms. 

7. Sen. Pearson: Looking at the flow chart. At the top it says that office 

space does not use this process, what process do they use? Is there an 

actual way for students to try and request space without student affairs 

approval and if not, is there any work being done?  

a. Deb Mott: The process for space allocation is the same for both 

buildings. If a department already has space and needs to adjust, 

either downsizing due to budget or staffing changes or increasing 

space, that’s one process. For new groups seeking space, there’s 

a form to outline needs, including the build-out, workstations, 

square footage, and purpose. There must also be a budget for it. 

Currently, space is assigned to departments, not student groups, 

since student groups may not exist year to year. 

b. Sen. Pearson: So, students cannot democratically have control 

of the space in a building that we are paying for. The advisory 

board is not elected democratically? 

c. Deb Mott: Division leaders actively listen to our advisory board, 

which includes 15 seats with broad representation. The advisory 

board includes student representation from each Memorial Union 

unit, the five CFSL councils, veterans, and a graduate student 

seat, though it’s currently unfilled despite advertising. There are 

also at-large seats, which are advertised but not filled through 

elections. 

d. Sen. Pearson: Are individuals on the SAB appointed by students 

or non-students? Is there any student involvement in the 

employment process, or are positions like those in SAB selected 

entirely by non-students? 

e. Deb Mott: The occupants of the seats are selected by students. 

For example, the Veterans Resource Center selects the student 

for the veterans' seat, though it’s unclear if it’s position-based. 

ASOSU’s seat is assigned by the president or vice president per 

bylaws. Council seats are filled by the respective council 

presidents, and the RHA president holds the RHA seat. 

f. Sen. Gomez Silva: The group included the RHA president, 

employees from the MU, like Lanes and Games staff, some 



engineers, ASOSU representatives (including Eliza and Nathan 

Schmidt), and leaders from Greek councils—Panhellenic, 

Interfraternity, National Panhellenic, Multicultural, and 

Collective Greek Councils. Most participants were leaders of 

student groups, many are elected.  

8. Sen. Karlapati: Why is there a wage difference between entry-level 

positions, like custodians, in the MU and Rec Sports? For example, the 

MU pays $15.90, while Rec Sports pays $16.20. 

a. Deb Mott: For entry-level positions like custodians and event 

setup crews, the starting wage of $15.90 is temporary. 

Employees progress to $16.23 as they learn their duties and 

reach competency benchmarks. The starting wage is not 

permanent, and pay increases based on skills and responsibilities, 

with ranges going up to $19. Some students prefer staying in 

entry-level roles without additional responsibilities, while others, 

like shift leads, earn more based on their roles and expertise. By 

spring, the MU typically employs over 150 students, reflecting a 

wide range of responsibilities and pay scales.  

b. Sen. Karlapati: Is it under the MU or the FRC for those 

custodians? 

c. Deb Mott: We have a lot of clients that pay for those services.  

d. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: It was a decision package a few 

years ago. 

e. Deb Mott: It made it appear that the MU’s labor budget is 

bloated because some of this labor is allocated to managing non-

MU spaces. 

9. Sen. Morales motioned for gallery comments. 

10. Oliver Devereux: I want to share my perspective as a student operations 

assistant for MU Guest Services, specifically regarding the event 

coordinator position. Most events in the Memorial Union, regardless of 

location, rely heavily on student workers. For example, a group of 

student workers is currently flipping rooms for a building-wide event 

tomorrow, and I, as a student, planned their shifts and assigned duties. 

Event coordination, including approvals, is also handled by students. 

During busy seasons, it can get stressful when we lack clear plans for 

resolving issues. The project coordinator position will directly benefit 

students by reducing burnout, ensuring they’re not overworked, and 

making the job more enjoyable. This position will also help create a 

more supportive environment where students can gain valuable career 

experience while continuing to enjoy their work.  

11. Emma Flick: My name is Emma Flick, and I’m the Rec Sports liaison to 

the Student Fee Committee. I want to share why I voted for decision 

package number three. One of our key values is stewardship, ensuring 

future generations of students can enjoy the same resources we have 

today, including well-maintained buildings. While the $1.48 increase 



may seem significant, it’s essential for keeping these buildings functional 

for years to come. Many don’t realize how much it takes to maintain a 

building until they review budgets, like I did with Rec Sports. Even 

though it might feel like a lot, maintaining these spaces is critical for the 

future.  

12. Dylan Perfect: I wanted to raise a question about wages. Last year, the 

SFC proposed raising wages to $16.65/hour, but it didn’t pass due to 

procedural reasons. However, it was clearly stated that wages in every 

department, except for Student Experiences and Engagement, would be 

raised to at least $16.35/hour. The budget manager for Rec Sports 

mentioned that their allocated funds weren’t sufficient, so they 

distributed them evenly, resulting in a minimum wage of $16.20, which 

wasn’t ideal but understandable. I’m wondering why the MU, having 

received funds for the inflationary increase and the SFC voting with that 

understanding, still has a minimum wage of $15.90? 

13. Sen. Pearson: I would like to have that question just asked answered. 

a. Deb Mott: We base wages on the number of students we 

employ, which fluctuates due to event schedules and building 

hours. Custodial positions, in particular, often remain open due 

to high turnover and societal undervaluation of custodial work. 

We emphasize their importance by calling them custodians, as 

they care for our facilities. Despite efforts, it has been 

challenging to retain staff, but we’ve seen slight improvements 

recently. New hires, especially custodial and setup crews, require 

extensive training to navigate and understand the building, which 

takes three to four weeks. The $15.90 starting wage reflects this 

training period, but employees don’t stay at that wage long. As 

they gain competency, their pay increases.  

14. Sen. Allen motioned for a 3-minute recess, seconded by Sen. Morales  

15. Sen. Karlapati: Before the recess, you mentioned it takes about three to 

four weeks for workers to find their way around the MU and learn their 

duties. Does their pay increase reflect this timeline? If not, when do these 

increases typically occur, and by how much? 

a. Deb Mott: Pay increases are tied to learning outcomes and 

reaching certain competency levels. This depends on the 

supervisor’s evaluations and the employee’s progress. Factors 

like how many employees are being trained at once, individual 

skill levels, and prior work experience can affect the timeline. 

Some students, especially those new to working, may take longer 

to meet competencies, but the supervisor monitors and 

determines when the necessary skill sets are achieved to warrant 

an increase. The increase is around $16.25 

vii. First Reading of SB 84.25 - “Performing Arts Incidental Fee Allocation Bill” 

1. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: The performing arts requested a base 

budget of $9.90, a three-cent increase, which we approved unanimously. 



They also submitted two zero-dollar decision packages to reallocate 

funds for travel expenses and the Bard Theater, reflecting changes since 

Prax came online. Decision package three, for 43 cents, supports $5 

student tickets at Prax for professional musicians and off-campus events. 

This follows last year’s temporary funding from the ASOSU fund 

balance while waiting for ticket utilization data. The total budget is now 

$10.33 per student per term for performing arts.  

2. Sen. Karlapati: Could you talk about decision package #1 a bit? 

a. Dr. Zielke: The travel expense reallocation was made to reflect 

changes in how funds are being used. It ensures transparency by 

showing the SFC and Senate that funds are no longer spent in 

one area but have been shifted to another. 

3. Sen. Lau: For decision package three, could you explain the usage of the 

$5 tickets? Are you seeing an increase in student usage of the $5 tickets 

as well? 

a. Dr. Zielke: We don’t have the exact numbers on $5 ticket usage 

right now, but the Prax team shared overall student usage at the 

SFC meeting. In the spring, they noted they were meeting their 

student attendance targets. Anecdotally, many students attend 

free events like bands, choirs, orchestras, and jazz groups, likely 

because they involve peers and are held on campus now, 

increasing accessibility. For specific data on $5 ticket usage, 

we’ll follow up and aim to provide that by Thursday.   

4. Sen. Ikehara: I noticed on one of the BRDs that under the School of 

VPDA index for FY24, there’s about a $100,000 discrepancy. Could you 

clarify the reason for that? 

a. Dr. Zielke: There were some liquid funds that have remained 

from the COVID years, so that reflects that greater amount of 

spending. 

5. Sen. Pearson: When reviewing the BRD, I noticed that a large portion of 

the funds is in one index, which covers multiple programs. Would there 

be any consideration in the future to break this index into smaller, more 

specific ones to provide better transparency on how funds are being 

spent? It would be helpful to see which programs are contained within 

that index. 

a. Olin Hannum: The allocations are already broken down by 

activity code within the index. Each activity code represents 

different types of spending, such as for theater, band, choir, 

orchestra, and student groups. These activity codes help break 

down the funds within the broader index. 

b. Dr. Zielke: So next time we break it down by activity code? 

c. Sen. Pearson: I think breaking it down by activity code would 

be appreciated. Is there a way to get that information laid out in 

that format soon? 

d. Olin Hannum: Yes, all of our indexes are broken down by 



historic allocations. Every decision package that increased funds 

for performing arts was passed with a proposal specifically 

benefiting the student experience on campus, typically tied to 

one of the groups. I maintain a running spreadsheet that tracks 

how much was allocated, what percentage of the fee that 

represented, and the same percentage is given to those groups 

each year, ensuring the intent of the student fee committee is 

carried forward.  

6. Sen. Knox: I apprecaiet the $0 decision packages, but where are the 

travel expenses being re-allocated to? 

a. Olin Hannum: The funds are spread evenly based on rising 

costs, but sometimes it looks like we’re focusing more on 

specific expenses across different subunits. For example, in my 

area, the student fee committee has historically allocated funding 

for marching band travel, which used to cover one full trip per 

year. However, post-COVID, bus costs have increased 

significantly, so instead of one large trip, we now take several 

smaller trips, sometimes coming in under budget. We’ve used 

the leftover money for other expenses like recruiting or 

supporting other groups. As a result, our budget authority 

pointed out this shift in spending and asked us to submit a 

decision package for transparency. 

b. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: If you're looking for it in the BRD, 

check the different types of expenses, not in the indices but 

under travel. It's listed as decision package one in the last 

column. 

viii. First Reading of SB 84.26 - “Recreational Sports Incidental Fee Allocation Bill” 

1. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: Rec Sports requested a base budget 

increase of $3.33, a 2.61% change over last year’s budget, along with a 

decision package for 59 cents to fund building reserves. While there 

wasn’t much discussion on Rec Sports, we did talk about the building 

reserves, like the MU, and ultimately approved it unanimously due to the 

projected shortfall in building maintenance over the next 10 years.  

2. Sen. Karlapati: Do your entry-level positions work the same way, where 

there's a training period with a lower wage that increases after a short 

period of time as employees gain competency? 

a. Troy Snow: Yes, most student wages increase annually, the base 

rate starts at $16.20. 

3. Vice President Kowash: If you have questions for Rec Sports, I know 

we didn’t have enough time to cover everything. Please reach out to 

Leah and the other stakeholders to get those questions answered before 

Tuesday’s meeting. 

ix. Student Facility Improvement Fee: 

1. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: The Student Facility Improvement Fee was 

passed via student referendums about 10 years ago to fund projects like 



the SEC construction, MU renovation, Alexander Fieldhouse renovation, 

and IM fields. The fee is set at $65 per student per term in fall and 

spring, and $48.50 per student in the summer. It’s the only summer fee 

we have since other fees are rolled into fall, winter, and spring. Due to 

the bonds taken out for these projects, the rate cannot be changed. The 

SFC acknowledged that we must charge this fee and can’t alter it. The 

total debt for these projects will be paid off by 2030 for Mcalexander and 

the IM fields, 2034 for Student Legacy Park, and 2045 for the SEC. After 

those dates, the fee will decrease by $65, which is an exciting outlook for 

the future.  

2. Sen. Rowe: I’d like to clarify that Marissa’s previous motion had the 

same two members selected for all mediation committees, which we 

decided on tonight. I also want to emphasize that for the process to work 

best, the mediation committee needs to meet before Thursday. Therefore, 

we need another motion to act on what we discussed earlier.  

a. Vice President Kowash: Point of information, I believe the 

Senate needs to vote the bill down before it can go to mediation. 

b. Sen. Rowe motioned to forgo a second reading to make the 

following motion, motion to vote down the following fee bills: 

unit recommendations, as to send them to mediation so the 

committee can consider raising wages to $17.10, and any other 

changes Senate voted on to see tonight at 8:00 am on Thursday. 

The following units are: The Family Resource Center, ASOSU, 

Memorial Union, Recreational Sports, Performing Arts, and 

Student Experiences and Engagement. Objected by Sen. Allen, 

Sen. Jones, seconded by Sen. Pearson. 

c. Sen. Allen: I feel as though we need a second reading, we don’t 

even have all of the people here who are stakeholders in this 

conversation. I do not think that is fair to them. 

d. Vice President Kowash: On top of that we would need to vote 

on each second reading and each vote individually and not in a 

package. 

e. Sen. Pearson: I think this is important because it is not actually 

like we are rejecting the bills; it is sending them to mediation so 

that they can be considered there and then be brought back on 

Thursday for more discussion by us. This functionally gives us 

more time for consideration, especially with the timeline. There 

is a small time built in for mediation, but not any built in for 

potential veto overrides and potential procedural stuff like that. I 

think getting ahead of mediation helps us front-load some of the 

work, making the process more efficient. We’ll still be 

considering these items on Thursday, so while it’s technically a 

vote to reject, it’s not really because we know they’ll return then. 

This approach allows for more details, more work, and 

additional time to consult with stakeholders. I see the benefit 



here and support this motion. 

3. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: You are voting on foregoing a second 

reading on which bill? You would have to make a motion on each? 

4. Sen. Rowe: All of the following except for the BNC. There is nothing in 

the Democratic Rules of Order that says that, my motion was to cover all 

of them. If it is one motion it works.  

5. Vice President Kowash: My decision as Chair will be that we will be 

splitting these votes up individually. 

6. Sen. Pearson: I object to the Chairs ruling. 

7. Sen. Rowe: That is a filibustering tactic, that is what is being used here. 

There is nothing in the Democratic Rules of Order or rules of procedure 

that say we cannot have one vote on multiple bills.  

8. Sen. Pearson: It is also one vote to forgo the second reading of all bills, 

it is just adding votes. Voting them down is the second vote. I am going 

to request that if we are going to get 2/3rds on the vote itself, then we 

would already get a majority on the vote to vote. If the objectors could 

rescind and just vote against the motion itself, it is just reducing one 

vote. 

a. Sen. Allen: I am not rescinding my motion.  

9. Sen. Wright: What is the vote? 

10. Sen. Rowe: If you vote aye, it means that you do not want a second 

reading so that we can vote these bills down.  

11. Vice President Kowash: Please raise your hand, since this is just a 

preliminary vote, if you would like to continue and forgo a second 

reading and vote the bills down tonight. Please raise your hand. 

a. The motion fails with 8 hand raises; the Senate will not forgo a 

second reading tonight. 

VII) Old Business 

a. There was no old business.  

VIII) President of the Senate Announcements 

a. There were no announcements. 

IX) Gallery Comments 

a. Emma Flick: From this perspective, I am presenting myself as a student of OSU, not as 

my position in the SFC. I want to express my disappointment in the last few minutes. I’m 

directing this towards the chair. I’m disappointed because this decision was made without 

properly addressing stakeholders like the units, and it was done while stakeholders 

weren’t present. It was also brought up at 9:55, despite the fact that it was based on the 

mediation committee decision from earlier in the meeting. If this had been something to 

consider throughout the entire meeting, I would have liked to see it addressed at that 

time. I’m truly disappointed to see this happen in the Senate. 

b. Dylan Perfect: I have a bit of a different perspective on this. Realistically, here’s what 

will happen: this Senate has an extremely abbreviated fee-setting timeline. On Thursday, 

we’ll have the second reading. If there’s majority consensus to raise student wages, 

which many of us ran on and still support, those bills will be sent to mediation. Mediation 

will meet whenever it does, and hopefully, only one group will consider it, though it 



seems it might be split up. If those bills get vetoed, it will likely run out the clock, and 

we’ll have a permanent veto. I’m disappointed that this hasn’t been properly considered. 

I’m also disappointed that the board changed the timeline without consulting 

stakeholders. It seems the only time stakeholders are consulted is when students fail to 

engage the university, not the other way around. It’s frustrating that it’s been so difficult 

to pass something that 90% of students support. 

c. Narmeen Rashid: I’m speaking as a constituent. If something is so confusing that many 

senators need clarification, it signals a communication breakdown in this chamber, which 

you all have created. This needs to be addressed. We could all benefit from using simpler, 

clearer language. Not to dumb things down, but to ensure that everyone understands, 

especially since some members might not have English as their first language. It’s crucial 

that we communicate effectively so that we don’t end up with multiple people asking the 

same questions about what you are voting on. Thank you. 

X) Senator Comments 

a. Sen. Morales: I want to address something that was said during the SFC meeting on the 

11th.  Someone referred to the land acknowledgment as performative or irrelevant. If you 

believe it is performative, you should consider removing it from your email signature. 

Thank you.  

b. Sen. Durr: Some of you know I wrote something a while ago. Long story short, I'm still 

working on it. It might be ready by Thursday, or it might not, but it will be more 

procedural. 

XI) Advisor Comments 

a. There were no advisor comments.  

Adjournment 9:59  

 


