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ASOSU Senate Meeting 

First Winter Session of the 84th Senate  

January 7th, 2025 | 6:30pm  

SEC 354 

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

President of the Senate  

Zachary Kowash 

SEC 288 

–––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––– 

I) Roll Call/Quorum ~ 6:31 pm 

a. Sen. Acar – present 

b. Sen. Allen - present 

c. Sen. Becquer – present 

d. Sen. Durr – present 

e. Sen. Eckman - present 

f. Sen. Gomez Silva – present 

g. Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin – present 

h. Sen. Ikehara – present 

i. Sen. Jones – present 

j. Sen. Karlapati – present 

k. Sen. Knox - present 

l. Sen. Lau - present 

m. Sen. Lewandowski – present 

n. Sen. Morales-Coonrad – present 

o. Sen. Pearson – present 

p. Sen. Raschkes - present 

q. Sen. Rowe –  present 

r. Sen. Wright - present 

II) Swearing in of Senators/Proxies 

a. There were no senators/proxies to be sworn in. 

III) Approval of Minutes 

a. The minutes were approved as written. 

IV) Approval of Agenda  

a. Sen. Allen motioned to add SB-84.18 to the end of the agenda, seconded by Sen. 

Lewandowski. 

V) Gallery Comments 

a. There were no gallery comments to be made at this time. 

VI) Executive Branch Reports 
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a. There were no Executive Branch reports to be made this week. 

VII) New Business 

a. SFC Process – Updates with Chair Nowers 

i. SFC Chair Sophia Nowers: This will be a bit of an SFC review and to describe 

how things will work from here on out.  

ii. Sen. Durr: What happens if the OSU president vetoes it? Will it go back to us? 

iii. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: That is more of a hypothetical. There are specific 

reasons laid out in state law why the Board of Trustees could send back the fee 

request, for example if we requested over 5%. Or if we requested things that were 

not related to the benefit of the student body. We can’t just do anything crazy. 

iv. Sen. Pearson: You discussed the Board of Regents, University of Wisconsin 

System v. Southworth as the reason why every unit has to be considered in 

isolation. But that situation refers to club funding. The students in question were 

not members of student government and were challenging that their money 

should not have to go to LGBTQ and environmental groups, essentially saying 

they don’t want their money going towards clubs they disagree with. That is very 

different from this process. 

v. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: I would say that you could absolutely look at unit 

budgets for their content, that is why you have the BRD. Second, how many of us 

use the FRC? It has been a while since anyone in student government has utilized 

the FRC. Thinking about it more broadly if there are students that do support the 

groups. It is different than the clubs. 

vi. Steve Hoelscher, Associate Vice Provost for Student Affairs: The key 

takeaway is that you all need to go about your work with viewpoint neutrality. If 

you are applying one set of standards to one unit or program, for process integrity 

you want to apply the same set of criteria. You would not want to evaluate one 

unit in a different way than the other 6 units. If you all have a high integrity 

process and if that process is underpinned with viewpoint neutrality, then 

ultimately your decisions will hold water from a Southworth standpoint. If you 

deviate from that you then impose risk on the university and ASOSU that your 

decisions could be unwounded in court.  

vii. Sophia Nowers, SFC Chair: You guys will have access to this presentation, and 

previous years documents if you want some context.  

viii. Sen. Acar: How are hours going to work in this situation? 

ix. Keri Simonet, ASOSU Advisor: Weekly the school policy is 24 hours for all on 

campus jobs combined. If you are working other campus jobs, make sure your 

hours do not go over 24 for the week. And you can flex your hours, so if you 

have too many this week you can put them for next week. 

x. Sen. Jones: Isn’t there a rule that you cannot work 6 hours a day? 

xi. Keri Simonet, ASOSU Advisor: That is true for consecutive hours, but there 

will be a 45-minute lunch break on Saturday.   

b. Election of 2 members of the Mediation Committee 

i. Vice President Kowash: We should also elect backups and alternates for these 

positions. You can self-nominate or you can nominate someone else, and then we 

can just do a hand raise for each candidate. 
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ii. Sen. Knox: For the mediation committee, would it be possible if it was the 

people that voted against packages or budgets be the ones on the mediation 

committee?  

iii. Vice President Kowash: The only reason I did not think of that was the 

logistical timeline, since the meetings are already so long. We can always do a 

vote over Teams to elect our mediations members as long as we all consent to an 

online vote. 

iv. Sen. Kalapati: Could we vote after SFC deliberations?  

v. Vice President Kowash: Sounds like a plan. 

vi. Sen. Rowe: We have voted on Teams before but that was for changing meeting 

times. Picking a meeting time isn’t considered a binding decision.  

vii. Sen. Gomez Silva ceded 5–minutes to Dylan Perfect 

1. Dylan Perfect: Just representing myself and sharing some perspective on 

this situation, in past years the mediation committees have been different. 

Because this year's timeline is so short, I would be more concerned than 

usual this year that the clock may run out because it will be such a tight 

timeline. Public meeting law would not allow for these votes to happen 

online either. 

viii. Sen. Karlapati: Would it not be faster to just have multiple mediation 

committees that could meet at the same time? 

ix. Vice President Kowash: I have to chair mediation committee, so the limiting 

factor is me. 

c. Discussion on veto of SB 84.16 - “Working Group on Social Responsibility in Fee 

Allocations” 

i. Sen. Durr: I assume everyone had the chance to read over the veto memo and the 

email she had sent out. Section 3 is the point of contention, but I am not seeing 

anything in there that is not already in the constitution in some form? I do not 

understand the pushback on it, as it is all stuff we can already do. I do not see 

why it is an issue to just say it again in the constitution and statutes. 

ii. Sen. Allen: If it already is in the constitution, why does it need to be in this 

legislation? 

iii. Sen. Pearson: The Judicial Council in an illegal meeting, we have official 

confirmation that the JC needs to follow Oregon Public Meeting Law. In the 

meeting, the person who wrote that JC opinion that strikes that section as 

unconstitutional admitted that the parts did not actually conflict. The author of 

that opinion that took away that power admitted that the constitution does not 

conflict, and that has essentially been denied. We can see the evidence of that in 

the presentation we just had as well. 

iv. Sen. Morales: The fact that it was also written in the presentation that we had the 

ability to amend on the floor, so I think putting it into statute would be a good 

idea. 

v. Sen. Acar: I think these are good points, and I think we should keep this version 

of the bill to respect the people who worked on it. I do think it is important to 

keep this part in.  

1. Sen. Acar motioned to vote to override the veto of SB-84.16, seconded 
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by Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin. The vote passed with 12 ayes from: Sen. 

Acar, Sen. Durr, Sen. Eckman, Sen. Gomez Silva, Sen. Hostetler-

McLaughlin, Sen. Ikehara, Sen. Karlapati, Sen. Knox, Sen. Lau, Sen. 

Morales, Sen. Pearson, and Sen. Rowe. 4 abstentions from: Sen. Allen, 

Sen. Becquer, Sen. Jones, and Sen. Lewandowski. 2 nays from: Sen. 

Raschkes, Sen. Wright.  

2. The veto on SB-84.16 was overridden and is now enacted. 

VIII) Committee Reports 

a. Budgets 

i. Sen. Eckman: We met on the Saturday before break and discussed reports as 

well as the student pay compensation for next year. We do not know when we 

will be meeting next. 

b. Student Government 

i. Sen. Pearson: Met to provide a nomination for the Judicial Council and will be 

sending it to President Schlotter this week. We are working on the second 

recommendation as well as working on getting a bigger push to have more 

people apply for the position as well. 

c. Campus Improvements 

i. There were no updates. 

d. Outreach 

i. There were no updates. 

e. Standing and Special Rules Committee 

i. There were no updates. 

IX) Gallery Comments 

a. Dylan Perfect: I wanted to share a couple things today. I wanted to thank you all tonight 

for taking a firm stance on this, in due time this will be an example of standing for the 

right thing. I wanted to clarify something about what was talked about earlier regarding 

the University of Wisconsin System v. Southworth. I was intrigued by the point that Sen. 

Pearson brought up, in that it is primarily about neutrality based on a public institution 

that all groups need to be looked at equally. College Democrats can get money just as 

easily as the College Republicans. There is not a lot that seemed directly related to me, in 

terms of us having to regard every unit and budget as equally valued. I did reach out to 

the Office of the General Counsel and asked how it applies, what they said was 

something similar to what Steve might have said along the lines of process integrity. It 

was more of a matter of not being arbitrary and capricious in the allocation of those 

funds, which could be a cause for challenge according to law.  

X) Old Business 

a. Discussion on veto of SB 84.14 - “Updated Fiscal Responsibility Act” 

1. Sen. Rowe motioned for a 5-minute reading period, seconded by Sen. 

Karlapati 

ii. Sen. Pearson: I am going to come out of the gate and say that we should have 

more time to consider this legislation, contextualized by the fact that budgets as a 

committee is doing the work for it this year. We do have more of that time to go 

back and create a better working piece of legislation in the future. I would almost 

prefer an override be tabled for this one. I see it as the material gains from 
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overriding now are already going to be realized through the work of budgets. 

iii. Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin: I just want to ask, in that case would you want it to 

be tabled or just not overridden? 

iv. Sen. Pearson: I think that is functionally the same thing, so I personally have no 

preference. 

v. Sen. Wright: For those who are on Budgets Committee, what are your stances on 

this? 

vi. Sen. Knox: I am somewhat ambivalent, because we are working on doing reports 

regardless. I do not think that passing this would necessarily conflict. 

vii. Sen. Allen: My stance is similar to Sen. Knox’s. It is my understanding that this 

does not include a mediation committee and in my opinion that negates some of 

the purpose. 

viii. Sen. Eckman: I think it would be interesting to have 2 sections in the statutes 

that talk about this. It also does specify a date in here that is in fact today and 

obviously that has not been done. A lot of the things may be better served in the 

standing rules instead of the statutes.   

ix. Sen. Rowe: I did want to say that I do think these reports are what would be most 

engaging for me as a student. I do understand the concerns though, so I 

understand waiting. I would just like the content of this bill to come into fruition 

at some point. 

x. Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin: So, budgets committee is working on a bill that is 

similar?  

xi. Sen. Ikehara: I think there are parts of this bill that would definitely not make 

sense to be included in here with the override of the other bill. I do think that this 

should be done in the future as it would be beneficial for students who may want 

to learn more. 

xii. Sen. Knox: We did discuss Section G a lot, so I feel as though we should be 

reminded of it. Regardless of my personal feelings about it, we should still be 

considering it. 

xiii. Sen. Pearson: The contents of the bill should not be abandoned but re-worked 

and re-evaluated. I think the contents should not be forgotten, but since we are 

diving into the SFC process and budgets is writing that legislation, I think we 

should have the time to really work it out. 

xiv. Sen. Morales: I personally do prefer if Section G is still passed in some sort of 

legislation.  

xv. Sen. Morales motioned, seconded by Sen. Pearson. The discussion was tabled.  

XI) President of the Senate Announcements 

a. Schedule 1:1s for W25 with me 

b. Schedule office hours 

c. Let me know if committee meeting times are changing  

XII) Gallery Comments 

a. There were no gallery comments at this time. 

XIII) Senator Comments 

a. Sen. Lau: CEL has invited us for the MLK day of service so let me know if you are 

interested in participating. It is on Saturday January 25th. Would we also want to do this 
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in the morning or afternoon? 

b. Sen. Allen: I just want to have it on record that I do support divestment, however, I do 

think we need to do our due diligence and make sure we are crafting quality legislation. 

Taking out time will be better for us and the student body in the long run. 

c. Sen. Rowe: I wanted to shortly address the veto memo. In it assumes that activists and 

our constituents had been led on by student leaders, largely because the author of the 

memo did not find the inclusion of a specific section necessary. I think this was 

condescending of people who we were elected to represent, as many of them were aware 

of the section and preferred it to be included. Going forward I hope that communication 

going out will address constituents with a little more respect.  

d. Sen. Wright: I wanted to kind of add on to what Sen. Allen was saying. There are 

sometimes in bills sections that could be or might better serve as a separate bill.  

XIV) Advisor Comments 

a. Keri Simonet: I just wanted to address the hour thing again. If you are not able to make 

SFC due to the hours, at least make sure that you are reading all the documents and 

keeping caught up in that way. I look forward to meeting with you all 1 on 1 this term. 

Adjournment 7:39 p.m. 

 


