ASSOCIATED STUDENTS OF OREGON STATE UNIVERSITY

ASOSU Senate Fee Deliberations
Winter Session of the 84th Senate
February 6th, 2025 | 6:00pm
SEC 354

Zoom: https://oregonstate.zoom.us/j/93577674659?pwd=6scPXXEcObAIQIY|LniQT5YoxLLZd4.1

President of the Senate
Zachary Kowash
SEC 288

I)  Roll Call/Quorum ~ 6:01 pm
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Lidya Acar — present

Mercedez Allen — Lesly Maldonado as proxy
Ryan Becquer — present

Shawn Durr — present

Eliza Eckman - present

Alexa Gomez Silva — Joe Wolf as proxy
Kieran Hostetler-McLaughlin — present
Marisa Ikehara — present

Destiny Jones — Ty Terlaak as proxy

Katya Karlapati — present

Teaghan Knox — Reece Fritch proxy

Camryn Lau - present

Christina Lewandowski — Ben Adams as proxy
Donovan Morales — Colby Beck as proxy
Emerson Pearson — present

Nathan Raschkes - present

Adison Rowe — present

Leah Wright — Roman Patchell as proxy

I1)  Swearing in of Senators/Proxies

a. Lesly Maldonado was sworn in as proxy for Sen. Allen; they will be referred to as Sen.
Maldonado from this point on.

b. Joe Wolf was sworn in as proxy for Sen. Gomez Silva; they will be referred to as Sen.
Wolf from this point on.

c. Ty Terlaak was sworn in as proxy for Sen. Jones; they will be referred to as Sen.
Terlaak from this point on.

d. Reece Fritch was sworn in as proxy for Sen. Knox; they will be referred to as Sen.
Fritch from this point on.

e. Ben Adams was sworn in as proxy for Sen. Lewandowski; they will be referred to as
Sen. Adams from this point on.
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f.  Colby Beck was sworn in as proxy for Sen. Morales; they will be referred to as Sen.
Beck from this point on.

g. Roman Patchell was sworn in as proxy for Sen. Wright; they will be referred to as Sen.
Patchell from this point on.

Approval of Minutes

a. The minutes were approved as written
Approval of Agenda

a. The agenda was approved as written.
Gallery Comments

a. Kari Hoy: I'm the Policy Director for ASOSU. The Basic Needs package at the Oregon
legislature will have a public hearing next Thursday at 8 a.m. If anyone wants to talk
about how great our Basic Needs Center is or advocate for similar programming, let me
know.

b. Saegis Abbott asked to speak a prayer

i. Vice President Kowash: As a reminder, ASOSU does respect expression and
values gallery feedback. OSU and ASOSU do not endorse any one particular
religion.

c. Dylan Perfect: | was on the mediation committees, and | know that the President has
vetoed some bills. | just wanted to share some insights. There were some things that were
discussed such as wages and the competitive non-athletic teams funding, | think that was
in part to make assure that the bills can pass. The other bills do have the time to be
overridden. That is a short recap, if anyone has any questions on the SFC side | am happy
to answer that.

New Business
a. There were no new business items to be discussed.
Old Business
a. Vote on SB 84.20 - “ASOSU Incidental Fee Allocation Bill” ~6:20pm
i. Sen. Eckman: The wages and the athletic tickets remain unchanged. The
rationale for that was that we want the feel bill to pass in a reasonable time. The
minimum is currently at $16.95, with most being above $17.10 with the
inflationary increase. The athletic tickets, and the athletic representatives were
not there. There was a CIC $0 decision package to allocate 10k from the fund
balance, but that serves as more of a letter of intent and saying that this is
something that the Senate would like to affirm. Some other things talked about
was the SafeWalk program, Club Appeals Fund, and the non-athletics travel
funding. The Club appeals fund passed at $0.03 per student per term.
ii. Sen. Pearson: | see that the funding for non-athletics initially passed and then
there was a vote to reconsider?

1. Sen. Eckman: Yes, it was thought that it would be vetoed if that was
included.

2. Sen. Pearson: So it was threatened that if it passed it would be vetoed. |
have student feedback on this proposal. | have the numbers on how much
they are spending and how many teams there are. As someone who is on
one of them, and gets funding from something else, there is a disparity
among people who do not get the funding. Other teams are not lucky and
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this creates an accessibility barrier. You would have to have the money
to pay for your membership on the team. The denial of this item is
frustrating because there has been testimony for this, | have spoken to
many students, and it has been favorable across the board. I think without
due thought given; the threat does not indicate due consideration for
these students. | am disappointed to see that the mediation caved with
this.

3. Sen. Eckman: The reason why | voted the way I did, I did not think
there was enough support from senators in the Senate. It was not talked
about broadly across the senate as the athletics tickets did. | think seeing
more support for it initially would have been nice.

Sen. Rowe: | was bummed to see that that and the wages failed. | am happy to
see that student tickets and the money for that was reduced as well as that we got
some money allocated for clubs that had been derecognized. | might be in favor
of passing this soon.

Sen. Becquer: | agree with was Sen. Pearson said, I am one of those students that
participates in those non-athletics clubs as an engineer. They can show that you
have skills in those specific areas. If we really could do a show of how many
approve it? Overall, | supported it, but | think the bill moved in the right
direction.

Sen. Durr: It is a good day at OSU that the CIC funding was approved. There is
nothing that is attached to what index that goes to. Can someone elaborate to
where the $10,000 is going?

1. Sen. Rowe ceded 3 minutes to Dylan Perfect.

2. Dylan Perfect: So, | made the motion for this. The first motion, | went
with what the suggestion to rename the Public Relations index and have
the funding allocated there. The committee was not in favor of that, and
there were concerns about the index still being used. I did reach out to
see if they would be amenable to a $0 to fund decision package, for use
by the ASOSU Senate CIC. That was what the motion was for but | don’t
know the exact language in the bill.

Sen. Terlaak: When you talk about threatening to veto the bill, was there a direct
message from whoever with veto power? Or is that just assumptions?

1. Sen. Terlaak ceded 2 minutes to Dylan Perfect

2. Dylan Perfect: Between the first motion for this, the President did say
that she would veto it if it was in there. Specifically for the Decision
Package for the competitive team's fund and another one which | believe
was the SafeWalk. I think the rationale was something along the lines of
not having enough discussion on the topic.

Sen. Pearson: It has been talked about in budgets committee, and | previously
had a meeting with Sophia Nowers to discuss it, other Senators, Saegis Abbott,
and SEE. The idea that there was no discussion on it is representative of the fact
that the SABs are not representative of the discussions going on. There is an
insurmountable barrier there, especially if you cannot attend the SAB meetings. |
have been having these conversations for months.



viii. Sen. Karlapati: What travel bans does SEE have?

1.

Sen. Pearson: SEE hasn't funded travel for a while, despite claims on
their website. According to their policies, the SOA grant can't be used for
travel which creates a barrier for teams that need to travel for
competitions. This is worsened by the fact that teams can't really use the
SOA grant to host competitions, so teams must generate revenue for
travel and entry fees. SOA grant policies also prevent funding for events
with prizes or expected attendance of more than 50% non-OSU students.
This means you can't host viable tournaments with multiple teams.
Teams are left to seek sponsorships or grants, which are often
insufficient, or have members pay fees to fund their own travel. This is
not sustainable or accessible.

ix. Sen. Rowe: | do wish the travel fund got in there, but given the timeline I do not
think there is the capacity. Would you be amicable to still passing it today?

Xi.

1.

4.

Sen. Pearson: | think I would suggest that per our constitution, as has
been discussed injunctions do not exist, | would suggest that we amend
it. I would motion to amend to the package that was proposed in
mediation.

Vice President Kowash: Point of information, there was the Judicial
Council writ that says that the Senate cannot amend fee bills on the floor,
and we received communication from the OGC saying the same thing.
Sen. Pearson: | am fine if the Senate is not amenable to this, | will be
voting no on the bill itself. When we are actually talking about this,
which has been in contradiction to the text of the constitution and that the
OGC has said is likely not enforceable. It was talked of a preference it be
codified statutorily, which it was. When we are talking about the
intended injunction, that does not make them unconstitutional. | would
state that when following the series there, there is no conflict between
mediation and amendment. | think that it is on the grounds of the Senate
as opposed to the grounds of the actual whether or not we want to
amend.

Sen. Pearson motioned for a 5-minute recess to fix the zoom, seconded
by Sen. Karlapati

Sen. Rowe: Absolutely, | agree with you. Since this change is part of the
reserves, it can be made later. The rest of the agenda items need to be addressed
now so | will motion for a vote.

Sen. Rowe motioned to vote on SB-84.20; seconded by Sen. Becquer.

1.

The motion passed with 16 ayes, 1 nay, and 1 abstention.

b. Veto Override on SB 84.24 - “MU Incidental Fee Allocation Bill ~ 6:50pm

Sen. Pearson: | had questions for Audrey, so it is unfortunate that she is not here.
Regarding wages, | conducted outreach to students on the DAM Discord, a large
and active OSU server. | asked five questions: how they feel about this, if they
support the Senate overriding the veto, if they favor legislation with enforcement
mechanisms for wages, if current choices by elected officials represent what
students want, and if they were aware of any outreach to students or student
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workers regarding these vetoes. The responses were unanimous, in which
students feel bad, angry, and upset about this. They overwhelmingly support
overriding the veto and enacting legislation with enforcement mechanisms for
wages. They don't feel represented by the decision, especially by the president,
and were unaware of any outreach before the decision was made. The president
mentioned reaching out to stakeholders, but this didn't include students, which is
a red flag. We have the numbers to support this: 1,300 student signatures on the
ballot initiative for wages to keep up with inflation, more than any senator or
SFC member received in votes. Over 89% of students who voted in the election
supported this item, and the sample size of 750 respondents is representative at a
99% confidence level with a 5% margin of error. It's not just anecdotes, the
numerical data and student testimonies show support for overriding the veto. |
urge everyone to do what the students want, both by the numbers and
testimonies, and override the veto. This decision impacts over 1,000 student jobs.
Sen. Rowe: I'm glad to hear we're reaching out to students, a 99 confidence
intervals is huge. Based on the timeline, the only sure option to ensure this unit
gets its fee in time and isn't defunded is to override the veto. We could send it to
mediation tonight, but if the President isn't happy with the version of the bill,
we'd need another meeting tomorrow, and potentially next week if it gets vetoed
again. The deadline is tomorrow, so everything would have to go perfectly for
the fee bill to reach the university in time to fund the MU. Overriding the veto
tonight guarantees the fee bill's approval. Sending it to mediation is a gamble.
Steve Hoelscher: Audrey did share in mediation that the deadline has been
pushed till Tuesday, but it still should be completed by Friday.
Sen. Rowe: Good to know. We are all tired, and | think it is best that we override
it tonight and then hash other issues out.
Sen. Raschkes: After reading Audrey’s veto memo, I personally agree with what
she is saying. If they are not able to guarantee where the money would go, why
would we allocate the money? | also did a random survey, and initially they said
yes to the wage increase but after mentioning the increase in student fees they
said no. We should try to be mindful with what we are doing about this.
Sen. Wolf ceded 2-minutes to Narmeen Rashid

1. Narmeen Rashid: | would think it would be helpful if the messages and

questions you asked were sent out, just to ensure they were stated in an
unbiased manner.

Sen. Pearson: I'd be happy to send the document after I'm done speaking to other
points. I've tried to keep the language straightforward. When discussing student
fee responsibility, it's important to note that this increase is marginal compared to
other items. If the argument is about the $1.50 increase per student per term, the
same scrutiny should apply to other packages like the $1.50 for the events
manager position, $1.48 for the Student Experience Center building reserves, and
$0.74 for the project's coordinator. We should assess the fiscal impact, but $1.50
per student per term for wage increases is crucial. With 89.5% of students
favoring this, it’s clear that student wages are more important. If asked, students
would likely prioritize wages over other expenses.
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Sen. Lau: If we were to not override this veto tonight then what would happen?
What happens if we do not get it to them by Tuesday?

1. Vice President Kowash: | wish | could tell you.

2. Sen. Rowe: State law would say that if we did not present an incidental
fee, then we do not get funding. We should do everything in our power to
avoid that.

Sen. Pearson: One last point, students have shown favorability for having an
enforceability mechanism, where no increases occur unless certain thresholds are
met. This ensures essential services remain available for students. If a wage
increase isn't implemented, the unit or body would no longer be eligible for
funding increases. Students have repeatedly shown support for this.
Contradictory vetoes, such as on SB-84.14, which aimed for transparency, are
concerning. Students want enforceability without reducing funds. Meeting the
threshold, they want would empower students and solve the problem.

Sen. Durr: | understand that we have time till Tuesday, but it was explained to
me that that is in an emergency scenario. | would like to remind us all that we
have a town hall on Tuesday, and we would have to meet somewhere between
Saturday and Monday. | think the discussion is good, and I think that the
conclusion is that we should override it tonight

Sen. Durr motioned to vote on the override of SB-84.24 - “MU Incidental Fee
Allocation Bill”, seconded by Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin.

1. Vice President Kowash: For a reminder, this is a 2/3 vote. 12 Senators
need to vote aye to override the veto. If the veto override fails, it goes
back to mediation.

2. Sen. Rowe: Abstentions effectively count as a nay on this. If you are
usure you can vote nay or abstain but they both function as a nay.

3. Sen. Pearson: Proxies, | believe there is nothing in our rules that say you
are bound to what your Senator says. | think it is important to value the
material overview process.

4. The vote failed with 9 ayes, 7 nays, and 1 abstention. SB-84.24 will be
sent back to mediation.

c. Veto Override on SB 84.25 - “Performing Arts Incidental Fee Allocation Bill”

Sen. Pearson: | would like to say the budget managers themselves said that they
are amenable to this. If anyone else wants any discussion go ahead, if not then |
would go to a vote.
Sen. Rowe: Between the two units, | would most likely see this going to wages. |
am amicable to go to a vote soon.
Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin motioned to enter into a vote on the veto override of
SB-84.25; seconded Sen. Wolf.

1. The motion failed with 11 ayes, 5 nays, and 1 abstention. SB-84.25 will

be sent back to mediation.

d. Veto Override on SB 84.26 - “Recreational Sports Incidental Fee Allocation Bill”

Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin motioned to vote on the veto override of SB-84.26;
seconded by Sen. Ikehara.
1. The motion failed with 10 ayes and 7 nays. SB-84.26 will be sent back to



mediation.
Sen. Pearson: Maybe since we have time left, we might be able have a
conversation on SB-84.27?
Sen. Pearson motioned to add discussion of SB-84.27 to the agenda, Sen. Lau
objected.

1. Sen. Lau: | am just concerned and would not go to a vote tonight or
count this as a second reading considering we have many proxies here
that have never heard of the legislation.

2. Sen. Pearson: | was thinking of a discussion, not going to a vote. It
would be good to have a technical motion to fix the amendments and for
people to discuss and have the amendments. | would not support moving
to a vote

3. Sen. Pearson motioned for 20 minutes of discussion on SB-84.27,
seconded by Sen. Becquer. The motion carried.

e. Conversation on SB-84.27

Vi.

Sen. Rowe: | am happy for any discussion and concerns that people may have
about the bill.

Sen. Pearson: | think the main thing is to motion for us to adopt the
amendments. This just identifies issues that have to do with typos and errors in
the numbers provided.

Sen. Rowe: I do not know how to send that to everyone here, if the proxy’s could
just send me a message.

1. Sen. Pearson motioned for a 3-minute reading period; seconded by Sen.
Ikehara.

Sen. Pearson: In general, | would say that | am in favor of adopting the
amendments, if anyone sees any others, please say something. | think it would be
good for us to discuss consideration on how we are going to communicate
tomorrow when we actually vote on it. This may be a little silly, but I think we
should add to the bill should be sent to portion a few more recipients. For
example, Audrey, the SAB Chairs, SFC Chair on it, maybe members of the SFC
as well.

Sen. Adams: Do we have any idea that we are going to ensure this would have a
big turn out?

1. Sen. Rowe: This would go out with the main election, either at the start
or at the end.

Sen. Raschkes: If this passes, would the units implement this? Some even say
that they are not even going to do it, how would you ensure that this is going to
happen?

1. Sen. Pearson: The referendum presents a great opportunity to seek
student consent on statutory modifications. ASOSU seems out of touch
with what students want, and this referendum could address that. We
could have a referendum for a statutory modification that codifies the
enforcement mechanism. This would ensure that if units are not paying
wages that keep up with inflation, they are not eligible for funding
increases. Passing this question to the students through a referendum
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allows them to decide. It would provide clarity and empower students to
ensure their preferences are reflected in our decisions.
Sen. lkehara: | like that we're giving students the input they deserve. We're
supposed to represent them, especially during elections when they implemented
this. Letting them vote on this and having a say in what they want is helpful for
us.
Sen. Terlaak: If this passes and there was some kind of amendment that would
encourage implementation to the unit. If the unit responsible for implementing it
decides to overlook, would they still be receiving the funds that are allocated
from this? Would they just have to wait out until a new Senate decides to undo
this?

1. Sen. Pearson: | think you raise a good point. Essentially, the unit would
receive the same fee package as the previous year. For the wage amount,
the increase would be $1.50 per unit, which isn't much compared to usual
increases. This would force implementation of the democratically
supported wage increase. If they refuse, they can't ask for increases next
year, but standard operations would still be covered. Over the long term,
they might wait for a new Senate to undo it. Even if that happens, there
will be cohesion until then, which is still beneficial. | think your
argument supports a constitutional amendment to ensure long-term
enforceability. If the body is favorable, we could do outreach on that. A
constitutional amendment would make it more lasting.

Sen. Raschkes: I have concerns about the $1.50 increase per term. Oregon law
limits student fee increases to 4-5%, and as fees rise, the impact becomes more
significant. We need to consider all students, not just the thousand student
workers affected. With over 24,000 students on campus, the majority will face
higher fees without benefiting. Budget managers have steps and scales for wages
based on experience and skills. Even if you start at the minimum wage, you can
progress. The Senate can't enforce a minimum wage; it's up to unit managers and
HR, who are generous considering Oregon's minimum wage is around $14.
Different jobs require different skills, so wages vary. | trust the unit managers
and HR to set appropriate wages.

1. Sen. Pearson motioned to extend the discussion by 5 minutes, seconded
by Sen. Rowe.

Sen. Pearson: To start, I'm not sure about the outreach Senator Rashes
conducted. We have statistically sound data showing support for wage increases
from both student workers and non-workers. Students can value other students,
and we’re seeing roles added for similar amounts. Janitors and other essential
workers matter. During COVID, essential workers were crucial. It's disrespectful
to imply these jobs are unskilled. We owe our constituents advocacy for
increased wages, not just accepting the university's decisions. Students care more
about wages than positions like project coordinators. We’ve had significant
support for workers’ rights, with grad students striking and unprecedented
undergraduate support. Competitive wages are crucial, students from low-income
backgrounds need better pay. | know someone who works a 3 a.m. coffee stand



job for better pay than related to her major, affecting her education. If there's
doubt, let's put it in the hands of students with a referendum. Fiscal responsibility
is important, so let's find cuts that don't start with students. Additionally, consider
a referendum for the non-athletic competitive travel fee. This matters to many
students. | have the numbers and testimony to support this. In summary, we need
to represent students' interests by advocating for better wages and giving them a
say through a referendum. Let's ensure fiscal responsibility by exploring other
cuts that don't affect students. This approach will help us make informed
decisions and better serve our constituents.

1. Sen. Rowe motioned to accept the amendments, seconded by Sen.

Pearson. The motion carried.

President of the Senate Announcements

a.

Election registration closes tomorrow, Sexual Health Fair and launching at home STI
testing program. We have our town hall organized for next week as well!

Gallery Comments

a.

b.

Saegis Abbott: Things are being sent to mediation. | know not everyone will like the

changes, but a lot will happen in the next few hours. We’ll do our best with the time we
have, which will likely mean removing wages. It's not what | want, but it will probably
come back to the Senate revised to be passable by the president. Just giving a heads up.
Vice President Kowash: Yes, we do have mediation right after this to talk about those.

Senator Comments

a.

Sen. Pearson: | would encourage members of the mediation committee to listen to
students. | will fight with everything that | can on the Senate floor for what students want.
I think it would be a very real possibility to be sent to mediation again. Students matter,
and if we are leaving it behind I think there are plenty of students that will be
disappointed. | see it as a senator to die on the hill of what that students want. | would
encourage mediation to stand for students and what students want.

Sen. Durr: On behalf of outreach, it was expected that all the committees make slides. If
that is not the case, if the committees could make something before Tuesday that would
be great.

Sen. Rowe: | do want to encourage people to run in elections, | know this meeting was
not the best example. It was not as lively as some Senate meetings are. Also tell people
you know about the Senate event on Tuesday!

Sen. Becquer: | am about to go to mediation, | do not want to get into this infinite loop
on the veto and mediation. At this point | need some sort of hand raise on if we bring this
back without wages are we just going back to mediation? And if that is the case, we need
to come up with another offer that both sides could be happy with. It is clear that we are
just going to be going back and forth.

Sen. Pearson: | wouldn't feel comfortable with anything less than $17.10. Passing
anything lower than $16.95, as in the ASOSU fee bill, would be a grotesque atrocity. If
our wages are below those of the students working for the units we oversee, it would be
egregious and wrong. Anything below $17, | would strongly oppose.

Advisor Comments

a.

There were no advisor comments to be made.

Adjournment — 7:37pm



