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SEC 288   

_________________________________________________________________________________________  

I. Roll Call/Quorum 

a. Senate (2) - Eliza Eckman, Lidya Acar 

b. Student Fee Committee (2) - Dylan Perfect, Angelo Arredondo 

c. Student Fee Committee Chair - Lillian Goodyear as proxy for Sophia Nowers 

d. Student Advisory Board Chairs 

i. ASOSU Student Advisory Board Chair – Kari Hoy 

e. Gallery Comment 

i. President Audrey Schlotter: I talked to the Liberal Arts Dean this 

morning about Performing Arts, and they are unwilling to go to a $17.10 

minimum wage, and they do not know how that would work. Just so that 

is known. 

II. New Business  

a. Mediation on SB 84.20 – “ASOSU Incidental Fee Allocation Bill” ~ 11:00am 

i. Dylan Perfect: Thank you for the comment. We're here to discuss 

ASOSU, and some units have sent mediation. We've had a larger 

conversation about impoundment, administrative impoundment of funds 

for student wage increases. Raising wages to $15 an hour wasn't as 

complicated as this year. The impression I've gotten is that if wage 

increases become regular, there’s a threat to spend money elsewhere. 

Good faith and shared governance is a two-way street, and I don't think 

the dean or others want to divert money allocated for wages to other 

expenses. We're not powerless with the funds we allocate. We allocate $38 

million, which gives us leverage. If a unit like Performing Arts doesn't 

meet the conditions of funding, they won't receive as much. The Senate 

will handle the veto if it comes to that. The Senate had reasons for sending 

this to mediation, and we need to ensure we address all concerns. We 

discussed the wage package and the campus improvements committee. I 

believe we passed a motion for this last time, a different $0 decision 

package. Let's confirm with the Senate to ensure we don't miss anything. 

ii. Kari Hoy: What the overall perception of the bill was last night at 

the Senate, I am a little worried at the timeline of this all. I would love to 

get to a deal that is good for everybody. 
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iii. Eliza Eckman: The majority of the Senate wanted to see the CIC 

$0 decision package, that was one that was not voted on or failed last time. 

There was also a want for reducing the student ticket allocation a little 

more. We were not as concerned about the wages because of the tight 

timeline, and we know that ASOSU is already going up to this amount. 

With the timeline condensed that may not be the best idea. Maybe looking 

at Saegis’ proposal for the tickets.  

iv. Vice Chair Lillian Goodyear: Nathan Forbes just sent the updated 

numbers which I will send to you all right now.  

v. Dylan Perfect: I would say, I know in September we looked at the 

calendar. I think the concern I had at the time has come, since we have not 

accepted everything. It has been hairy this year because we are up against 

the deadline. The 7th is Friday. The President has 7 days to veto or sign, 

and that is the reality regardless of what we do here. I encourage 

informing the Board and the President about the possibility of 

overshooting the settlement due to different stakeholders needing to agree. 

This could provide clarity on what happens if we submit the bill two or 

three days late. For the CIC package motion, I believe changes from a 

budget manager or SAB have a high chance of being vetoed. We should 

act consistently with the standards applied to other units. 

vi. Kari Hoy: I wanted to talk about the athletic portion. I am here 

representing my own views as well as the SAB. We brought the 2000 

tickets for both sports and it seemed that was amenable for the most part. I 

am not comfortable bringing forward another proposal because the SAB 

has not met, and Athletics is not present.  

vii. Lillian Goodyear: I want to address the schedule. There's a myth 

that the board doesn't know about our time crunch, but Sophia and I 

presented our schedule in October, and the Senate approved it. We're now 

at a crossroads because many bills voted down in the Senate and sent back 

to mediation could have been addressed by our SAB boards in September 

and October. Everyone knew we had the Friday deadline. 

viii. President Audrey Schlotter: I had a conversation with the Board 

and the President's office, and Jen Humphreys informed me this morning 

that we have until Tuesday to finalize everything. If things aren't done by 

then, they risk not being heard or funded for next year. We're diligently 

working to meet the Friday deadline, but shared governance goes both 

ways, and we aren't being good partners right now. Regarding athletic 

tickets, the 42 cents decrease we made is the lowest athletics would go 

without losing privileges like more value in football tickets. If we want 

students to attend high-occupancy events, 42 cents is the maximum cut. 

Friday remains the goal for completing everything. 

ix. Dylan Perfect: I'm not suggesting that anyone is unaware of what's 

going on. I appreciate the communication that's occurred. With respect to 

shared governance, we should make the best decisions we can. While we 



can attribute blame, it's notable that the Board of Trustees chose to vote on 

these fees earlier than usual without consulting ASOSU. We are legally 

required to inform the Board of Trustees about process changes, but they 

aren't. It would have been helpful to know earlier. Regarding SABs, not all 

of them meet regularly, and some haven't met in over a month. Even if I 

attend every SAB meeting, there's no guarantee they will agree with our 

proposals. I'm elected and represent a different constituency, so it's okay to 

have priorities later in the process. I'm not in the Senate, but I understand 

why they sent this here. 

x. Dylan Perfect motioned for a $0.00 Decision Package #2 for the 

purpose of reallocating $10,000 from fund balance to be indexed or 

allocated for use by the ASOSU Senate Campus Improvements Committee 

(CIC). seconded by Angelo Arredondo. Objected by Kari Hoy, Lilly 

Goodyear, Dylan Perfect. Dylan Perfect rescinded the objection.  

1 Steve Hoelscher: It is in fund balance, there will never be 

an index. This is just a pragmatic thing. When dealing with a fund 

balance, there is no index. It is a balance sheet, not an income 

statement reality.  

2 Dylan Perfect: We have a direct counter example to that. In 

FY20 there was $1250 allocated for MGV 371 for sustainability 

initiatives.  

3 Leslie Schacht Drey: That was in the budget setting cycle. 

4 Dylan Perfect: It was not allocated from student fees, it 

was from the fund balance. This was when Matteo Paola was 

President. 

5 Steve Hoeslcher: There is no index to be created for fund 

balance. Fund balance always exists on what is called a balance 

sheet. Indexes exist on an income statement. There is nothing to be 

done about fund balance.  

6 Dylan Perfect: We have other $0 Decision Packages that 

are already in the bill. In terms of the sheet that is used to guide 

spending, budget authority can do whatever with that, but my 

motion is to amend the bill.  

7 Steve Hoelscher: Fund balances can be earmarked per the 

guidance of the relevant budget manager. While students can 

influence the decision, it's ultimately the purview of the unit and 

the budget manager. Fund balance, being a balance sheet reality, 

can't be moved to the operating statement.  

8 Dylan Perfect: This is a statement of intent.  

9 Lillian Goodyear: Like Steve said, it is not possible. I am 

talking to FSS right now.  

10 Kari Hoy: I object, but is there another way the Campus 

Improvements Committee could get funding? I don't think anyone 

opposes it, so is there a way to do that without going through this? 



11 Dylan Perfect: This isn't impossible because it was done 

before in FY20 for $1,250 allocated in the fund balance to MGV 

371. We could do that again. Having it in a bill, even if non-

binding, shows intent. We often hear "it's an operational decision" 

even when similar actions were done before. Including this in the 

bill as a statement of intent ensures these funds are on hand. ORS 

352.15 states that mandatory fees collected must be allocated by 

recognized students, and the clause's enforceability hasn't been 

tested in court. Regardless, it's better for elected student leaders to 

suggest this, rather than leaving it to an appointed administrator or 

the president. The motion is about having a formal way for us to 

express what we want.  

12 Sen. Acar: Nick would you be able to explain and help me 

understand? 

a Nick North: To spend fund balance, we need to 

overspend an index. If we have $0 in that index and want to 

spend $10,000, once voted and signed off, it shows as 

negative $10,000 in our records, coming from the fund 

balance. There have been no proposals or conversations 

yet. I've told Shawn that there's no gatekeeping; we just 

need a specific project. The motion structurally doesn't 

make sense. If folks want to spend money, they need to 

bring a proposal and work through the process.  

b  

13 Sen. Acar: I think Shawns idea was that he wanted more 

transparency and something people could look back on working 

forward. Is that something we would be able to do via decision 

package? 

a President Audrey Schlotter: Can I suggest to 

change the motion to requested, or change the wording, 

with the idea that it is a zero-dollar decision package with 

the hope that it is taken out of fund balance. Making it 

more of a request rather than a direct allocation. This aligns 

with the Senate's hope and shows what this group wants, 

even if it's not operationally possible to move money 

directly from the fund balance to an index. That would be 

my suggestion. 

b Dylan Perfect: I respect and understand the 

suggestion, but I won't rescind my motion. Either we have 

the authority to do this, or we don't. The $0 decision 

package is either a valid motion or not, without needing to 

be a mere suggestion.  



c Leslie Schacht Drey: I did pull up the FY24 budget 

and I have confirmed there was $1,250 actually loaded into 

that budget line. 

d Dylan Perfect: I can confirm and provide evidence 

that Francis added it to the budget after Mateo requested it 

and signed the executive directive. 

e Leslie Schacht Drey: It wasn't pulled from the fund 

balance or anywhere else. It was loaded into the budget 

when the fees were collected. 

f Dylan Perfect: It was not charged to students. I do 

not think we have time to contest this.  

g Leslie Schacht Drey: From an accounting lense, it 

was not the same thing that you are describing.  

h Dylan Perfect: I think it is, if we did not charge the 

money to students then where does the money come from? 

There was a directive from the President, which was a 

formality that the budget manager Francis Pastorelle did 

not see the need for. It was considered to send the bill to 

mediation.  

i Leslie Schacht Drey: The budget template was 

actually amended, so MGV 371 was listed with $1,250. 

j Dylan Perfect: It might have been changed on the 

back end.  

k Leslie Schacht Drey: I believe that was what was 

discussed by the unit. I recall that they took the $1250 from 

somewhere else to commit it to MGV 371. 

l The motion failed. 

xi. Dylan Perfect: This is ASOSU funding for student government, 

managed by the ASOSU Senate. We have operational control over this 

unit, so debating whether it's operational is irrelevant. If we can't make a 

motion or include anything in the bill, nothing will change for funding the 

campus improvements committee or other suggestions, unless we raise 

new fees. We're discussing a bill allocating money for wages, which isn't a 

zero-dollar decision package. Even though fund balance and indices are 

separate, this is semantics. We pass a bill with bullet points on how to 

spend ASOSU funds. I'm not filibustering; I'm making a point. If we set 

that aside, we have nothing to discuss unless we're going to charge you the 

means, which I don't think is necessary. We have a $600,000 excess. 

xii. Lidya Acar: I know we reduced the athletics money, I wanted to 

open the conversation to see if people were fine with it as is. 

1 Sen. Eckman: I do not think it would be considerate to try 

and lower it if athletics is not here. I am still glad that they are 

slightly lowered.  



2 Kari Hoy: It was already a decrease, and the further 

decrease is pretty generous. I think it is a step in the right direction 

and there is room to negotiate that in the next fee setting cycle. 

3 Lillian Goodyear: I agree with Kari, and athletics is not 

here to express their opinion. 

4 Dylan Perfect: A lot of this came from Saegis on the SFC. 

They mentioned an interesting idea: instead of paying a lump sum 

for tickets before they're used, what if we get a bill for tickets used 

at the end of the season and pay in the next fiscal year? This could 

address some issues, although it's less of a steady revenue source. 

There's no means to implement this today, so I'm content to move 

on. I just wanted to share that. 

xiii. Dylan Perfect motioned for a Decision Package for $0.15 per 

student per term in FY26 for a total of $10,319 dollars for the purpose of 

funding student wage increases for a unit wide minimum of $17.10 in the 

ASOSU unit; seconded by Angelo Arredondo. 

a (Senate) Lidya Acar - Aye 

b (Senate) Eliza Eckman - Nay 

c (SFC) Dylan Perfect - Aye 

d (SFC) Angelo Arredondo - Aye 

e (SFC Vice Chair) Lillian Goodyear - Nay 

f (SAB Chair) Kari Hoy – Nay 

g Vice President Kowash: Nay 

i Vice President Kowash: As the tie-breaking 

vote, I won't be changing my vote. We've heard that 

the bill will be vetoed if we increase wages, and I'm 

concerned about the timeline. 

ii The motion failed with 4 nays and 3 ayes, 

and the decision package will not be added to SB-

84.20. 

xiv. Dylan Perfect: I've made the case for this. If we send it back with 

no changes and have a zero-dollar decision package for sustainability but 

not for campus improvements, it doesn't make sense, especially since 

senators voted no for this reason. The worst-case scenario is that it means 

nothing, so there's no harm.  

xv. Dylan Perfect motioned for a $0.00 Decision Package #2 for the 

purpose of reallocating $10,000 from fund balance to be indexed or 

allocated for use by the ASOSU Senate Campus Improvements Committee 

(CIC). seconded by Angelo Arredondo. 

1 Dylan Perfect: It is effectively a motion to reconsider.  

2 Eliza Eckman: What’s this decision package placed under, 

like the sustainability initiatives, to be a second thing under a 

certain index? 



3 Dylan Perfect: It was a zero-dollar decision package with 

only $5,000 allocated in fees. The bill already includes $25,000 

from the $600,000+ surplus, with around a million dollars in fund 

balance carry over from the previous year. This is a formal 

statement in the bill to allocate $25,000 towards sustainability.  

4 Lidya Acar: I do not understand how we were able to have 

money for the sustainability fund and not for this? 

5 Nick North: It also wont work for the other piece, the votes 

were just there. The motion just do not make sense from a 

structural sense. 

6 President Audrey Schlotter: In my opinion, even though I 

won't be here next year, adding this might not make complete 

sense, and others might not agree with me. If you push it through 

and think it will help get votes to pass the budget through the 

Senate, it could be seen as a letter of intent. We can have a 

conversation afterward, even if the motion has no authority. It 

could be a conversation with whoever is in my position next year. 

If you think its presence would help the Senate pass this bill and 

our package, that's my personal opinion.  

7 Dylan Perfect: I agree with the president. It's either binding 

or not, and it seems to be not, which we've been told for other 

allocations, including wages and funding. The intent is clear: to 

have a note in writing saying this money built up by students 

should be spent on sustainability and the campus improvements 

committee, specifying the amount. With $600,000 and a surplus of 

over a million dollars, excluding the reserve threshold, this is a 

non-issue. There is no harm in writing it down. If we don't, we're 

just hoping someone remembers to spend the money as intended.  

8 Kari Hoy: I don’t really have a problem with this. If it 

would make people feel better, I am sure that we can look at this at 

an SAB level next year as well. 

9 Lidya Acar: I know Sen. Durr brought up something, is 

that not enough of a paper trail? 

10 President Audrey Schlotter: I am not here to lobby 

anybody but just want to get the budget passed. In my opinion, I 

would say just vote on it, and we will do our best to make an effort 

to do this. I want the budget passed tomorrow. And this seemed to 

be the reason why most of the Senate voted it down.  

a (Senate) Lidya Acar - Aye 

b (Senate) Eliza Eckman - Aye 

c (SFC) Dylan Perfect - Aye 

d (SFC) Angelo Arredondo - Aye 

e (SFC Vice Chair) Lillian Goodyear - Nay 

f (SAB Chair) Kari Hoy – Aye 



i The motion passes with 5 Ayes and 1 Nay; 

the decision package will be added to SB-84.20.  

xvi. Dylan Perfect: Regarding the non-athletic competitive teams travel 

index, Senator Pearson provided some context: the hybrid rocket team 

raised $84,200, SA Beaver Racing spent $35,540, and Combat Robotics 

spent $34,012. I propose allocating $50,000, which is 74 cents per student 

per term. If that's too much, we can reduce it to 2 cents per student, 

totaling $1,352. Additionally, we could include a $0 decision package for 

$48,648 from the fund balance or make it a completely zero-dollar 

package. This should be prioritized in the long run to avoid depleting the 

fund balance and eventually integrate it into the fee. 

xvii. Dylan Perfect motioned for a non-athletics teams travel index 

Decision Package of $0.74 per student per term in FY26 for a total of 

$50,024 for the ASOSU Unit; seconded by Lillian Goodyear.  

1 Kari Hoy: Point of Information, what index is this for? 

2 Dylan Perfect: It would be new, like the Campus 

Improvement, there is no pre-existing index for it.  

a (Senate) Lidya Acar - Nay 

b (Senate) Eliza Eckman - Nay 

c (SFC) Dylan Perfect - Aye 

d (SFC) Angelo Arredondo - Aye 

e (SFC Vice Chair) Lillian Goodyear - Aye 

f (SAB Chair) Kari Hoy – Nay 

g Vice President Kowash – Aye 

i The motion passed.  

xviii. Dylan Perfect: Previously, we had a Safe Walk pilot called Beaver 

Buddies, which was petitioned for. Survivor advocates suggested better 

survivor care and violence prevention resources, including an extended 

SafeRide offering for those feeling uncomfortable walking home. 

Currently, public safety offers this service, but many feel uneasy with a 

public safety guard escorting them. The program was discontinued due to 

underutilization and lack of funding to scale. Even if only a few students 

need this service each term, it's worth offering. $40,000 would be enough 

to hire two student employees and pilot the program. They could report on 

its effectiveness at the end of the year. 

xix. Dylan Perfect motioned for $0.01 per student per term for FY26 to 

fund Decision Package #3 for a BeaverBuddies/SafeWalk Restart Pilot 

under the ASOSU Student Government (which it may use to fund positions 

under itself or SafeRide), as well as a separate bullet point for a $0.00 to 

fund Decision Package #4 for the purpose of reallocating $39,324 from 

fund balance as additional funds for the BeaverBuddies/SafeWalk Restart 

Pilot funding allocated in Decision Package #3 (such that these two 

packages would add to $40,000 total); seconded by Angelo Arredondo. 

Objection by Kari Hoy.  



1 President Audrey Schlotter: First, I urge you to reconsider 

the previous motion about non-athletic competitive tickets because 

I will veto it. This is something we can address in the future, but 

not now, as no one has heard this number before today, and it took 

less than two minutes to reach that conclusion. Extending the 

timeline would be necessary, so please reconsider. Regarding the 

pilot, it already failed and did not work. That was the decision. 

2 Nick North: It was 24 uses in 2 years.  

3 Kari Hoy: It just was not used. We talked about it in the 

SAB this year and last year.  

4 The motion failed.  

xx. Dylan Perfect: Last year, Students United for Palestinian Equal 

Rights and YDSA Corvallis were registered student organizations banned 

for nonviolent civil disobedience. At most universities, student 

governments allocate and disperse club funds. I believe if our student 

government had control, they would not have been banned. I propose a 

club appeals fund, managed by the student government, to support banned 

organizations if closed down by the division of Student Affairs.  

xxi. Dylan Perfect motion for a Decision Package of $0.03 per student 

per term in FY26, for a total of $2028 for the purpose of a Club Appeals 

Fund administered by the ASOSU Student Government; seconded by 

Angelo Arredondo.  

1 (Senate) Lidya Acar – Aye 

2 (Senate) Eliza Eckman – Aye 

3 (SFC) Dylan Perfect – Aye 

4 (SFC) Angelo Arredondo – Aye 

5 (SFC Vice Chair) Lillian Goodyear – Aye 

6 (SAB Chair) Kari Hoy – Nay 

a The motion passed with 5 ayes and 1 nay; the 

Decision Package will be added to SB-84.20. 

xxii. Lillian Goodyear motioned to reconsider the non-athletic club 

funding Decision Package; seconded by Lidya Acar. Objected by Dylan 

Perfect.  

1 Dylan Perfect: The same opposition that applies to what we 

just voted on also applies here. This issue has been brought up in 

the Senate and public meetings of the budgets committee. We can't 

pick and choose which committees we listen to. As someone who 

has attended those meetings, I can confirm this has been discussed 

for a long time and also in the Senate. There's no reason the 

objection shouldn't apply to the fund we just passed. 

2 3 voted to reconsider the Decision Package, 3 were opposed 

to reconsidering. 

3 Vice President Kowash: I will say aye on reconsidering. 



xxiii. Lidya Acar motioned to remove the Decision Package on non-

athletic club funding; seconded by Kari Hoy. Objection by Dylan Perfect. 

1 Dylan Perfect: This is something that the Senate directly 

mentioned as a rationale for sending this back to mediation. I will 

sustain my objection.   

a Four committee members moved to remove the 

decision package from SB-84.20.  

b The non-athletic club funding Decision package has 

been removed from SB-84.20.  

b. Dylan Perfect motioned to send to amended SB-84.20 “ASOSU Incidental 

Fee Allocation Bill” to the Senate; seconded by Lillian Goodyear.  

i. 5 members voted to send the amended bill to the Senate. 

ii. The motion passed. Amended SB-84.20 will be sent back to the 

Senate.  

c. Closing Comment 

i. There was no closing comment.  

d. Gallery Comment  

i. There was no gallery comment. 

Adjournment ~ 12:00pm 

 


