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SEC 288 

I) Roll Call/Quorum ~ 6:00 pm 

a. Sen. Lidya Acar – present 

b. Sen. Mercedez Allen – present 

c. Sen. Ryan Becquer – absent 

d. Sen. Shawn Durr – present 

e. Sen. Eliza Eckman - present 

f. Sen. Alexa Gomez Silva – Joe Wolf as proxy 

g. Sen. Kieran Hostetler-McLaughlin – absent 

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 – absent 

n. Sen. Donovan Morales – absent 

o. Sen. Emerson Pearson – Dawson Yang as proxy 

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 a proxy for Sen. Pearson, from this point on they will be 

referred to as Sen. Yang. 

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

referred to as Sen. Wolf. 

III) Approval of Minutes 

a.  There were no minutes to approve.   

IV) Approval of Agenda  

a. Sen. Rowe motioned to add SB-84.28 at the end of the agenda, seconded by Sen. Acar. 

b. Sen. Rowe motioned to remove items from the agenda that have already been spoken 

about, seconded by Sen. Acar. 

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


V) Gallery Comments 

a. President Audrey Schlotter: Looking at the timeline, please decide now what you’re 

going to do, we don’t have time to keep going in circles. I won’t sign anything with 

wages attached that won’t be used as intended. Just so everyone’s clear, the deadline is 

Tuesday at the latest. 

b. Vice President Kowash: This relates more to the SB-84.25 discussion. No 

representatives from Performing Arts could attend tonight and also will not be able to be 

at mediation if there is one. Dr. Steven Zielke expressed concern that one of the Decision 

Packages might not survive the process and emphasized the importance of supporting 

students. They hope for a resolution soon.  

VI) New Business 

a. There was no new business to be discussed. 

VII) Old Business 

a. Veto Override on SB 84.24 - “MU Incidental Fee Allocation Bill” 

i. Sen. Knox: Are there any questions or discussions that people have on this? If 

people have questions they should be asked. 

ii. Sen. Ikehara: Deb to ask the same question that I asked on Friday, has there 

been any change if the MU would be up to negotiating something that would be 

more than the inflationary increase, and less than $17.10? 

iii. Deb Mott: We are not going to be changing anything that was not presented in 

the budget. 

iv. Sen. Wright: What is the end goal for this? 

1. Vice President Kowash: Quick recap of where we are. We have two 

bills to discuss. If the veto overrides fail, they go to mediation and will 

be heard again at Senate tomorrow. If they fail again and ASOSU 

doesn’t submit a fee request by Tuesday, then no fee request will be 

submitted for these two budgets.  

v. Sen. Wright: If we override this veto, then what will happen? 

1. Sen. Rowe: Once it’s submitted, we’re done. If mediation happens, we 

have one more meeting tomorrow, and we have to vote on whatever 

comes out of it. If the president vetoes it, we likely won’t submit a fee 

request on time. If mediation changes something and the Senate doesn’t 

like it, sending it back also puts us past the deadline. Sooner is better if 

people are willing. 

vi. Sen. Wright: If we override the veto, we are going to be charging students more 

money to in return not give them a wage increase? 

1. Vice President Kowash: I don’t want to speculate, but that seems to be 

correct. 

2. Sen. Rowe: That is a potential outcome.  

vii. Sen. Wright: It does not sound like a potential; it sounds pretty solid. So why 

would we send money through and charge students more money for something 

they are not going to benefit from?  

viii. Sen. Raschkes: I agree with Leah, we should send this to mediation and remove 

the wages from this package. There’s no point in charging extra when the 

decision is already set. Since Audrey has said she’ll veto any bill involving 



wages, the best path forward is to let mediation take that out, pass it tomorrow, 

and move on. 

ix. Sen. Lau: I also just want to point out that the version we are looking at now has 

the SEC reserves cut by 50%, and the wages cut to a $16.95 value.  

x. Sen. Lau ceded 3 minutes to President Audrey Schlotter 

1. President Audrey Schlotter: My recommendation is to take a strong 

poll, see if you have 12 votes to override my veto. If you do, go for it. If 

not, figure out a game plan. Most people’s minds seem set, so focus on 

what’s realistic. Also, whatever you decide, talk to the mediation team. If 

you can’t get 12 votes, make sure wages are stripped from the package 

otherwise, we won’t be funding the Memorial Union or Performing Arts. 

xi. Sen. Acar: Lets say we override the veto, and you don't have the intention of 

raising wages, can you use that money for the SFC reserves? Is that something 

you are open to? 

xii. Sen. Acar ceded time to Deb Mott 

1. Deb Mott: That is a question I would need to think about. I’m sorry that 

I cannot answer that right now. 

xiii. Sen. Rowe: We raised wages the same way for two years, and the money was 

paid to students. I don’t see why this year would be different. Worst case, units 

get more money for workers, whether for wages, more hires, or a buffer. That’s 

still a benefit. Not funding a unit is a bigger risk. I like Audrey’s idea, let’s poll 

to see where people stand on the veto. Either way, we have to vote to reject the 

bill for mediation, so we should gauge support and answer questions first.  

1. 8 people supported the veto override of SB-84.24. 

xiv. Sen. Knox: Every cent does count when it comes to the student fee, but at the 

moment we are risking defunding an entire unit for 3 quarters. This is a small 

percentage of a fee, and there is a margin of error in the budgeting. They are not 

down to the line that they spend the exact amount in each index. It is $0.75, and 

in my mind the risk and the reward are different. 

xv. Sen. Yang: As far as the timeline and potentially not funding this. It sounds like 

it is as much up to the Senate as it is to the President but if the risk is not funding 

the units. I have a question for Deb, since it was mentioned that it was done in 

the past, what makes this year different? 

1. Deb Mott: With the exception of when ASOSU did the $15.90 we have 

always gone with the university budget guidelines. And for the annual 

increases that are encouraged.  

2. Sen. Yang: With the exception of the $15.90? What is the difference 

between now and then? 

3. Deb Mott: They are getting into the range of full-time staff wages. 

xvi. Sen. Ikehara: It seems like the only way to ensure the MU and PA gets funding 

would be to override the veto. If it goes back to mediation and if it has wages on 

it then it will be Veto'd. This is the only way to guarantee that. 

xvii. Sen. Allen: My question for the Senate, and those who are willing to override the 

veto. I am wondering if there is room for compromise with this? There is also a 

compromise we can come to within mediation. 



xviii. Sen. Rowe: I am all for that, but that is what the last mediation committee tried to 

do, lowering the wages. It sounds like that might not work, and this was a 

compromise. It sounds like anything over what was asked would get vetoed 

which is what is putting us in this pickle.  

xix. Vice President Kowash: I am going to relinquish being Chair for a moment so 

that I can make a gallery comment if someone could cede me time. 

xx. Sen. Acar ceded 2 minutes to Zach Kowash 

1. Zach Kowash: I’ve chaired most of the mediation committees, and 

every conversation just goes in circles. Nothing really changes except the 

people in the room. Don’t count on mediation to fix this, don’t put all 

your eggs in one basket.   

xxi. Sen. Acar: I was in the last mediation committee, some tried to compromise and 

some did not.  

xxii. Sen. Karlapati motioned to vote on the veto override of SB-84.24 “MU Incidental 

Fee Allocation Bill”, seconded by Sen. Ikehara.  

1. The motion failed with 11 ayes, 2 nays, and 1 abstention.  

2. Sen. Raschkes: I do not want wages to go to what is not intended.  

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

i. Sen. Knox: Does anyone have any debate on this topic that is different? 

ii. Vice President Kowash: An aye vote means you want to override the veto, 

putting the bill into effect. This requires 12 senators; a two-thirds supermajority. 

A nay vote means you don’t want to override, sending the bill to mediation 

tonight. 

iii. Sen. Knox motioned to vote on the veto override of SB-84.25 “Performing Arts 

Incidental Fee Allocation Bill”, seconded by Sen. Lau. 

1. The motion passed with 13 ayes and 2 nays. The veto on SB-84.25 

“Performing Arts Incidental Fee Allocation Bill” has been overridden.  

iv. Sen. Rowe motioned to reconsider the vote on SB-84.24 “MU Incidental Fee 

Allocation Bill”, seconded by Sen. Karlapati. 

1. 10 Senators supported a reconsideration of the vote. The vote will be 

reconsidered.  

v. Sen. Knox: In order to override a veto for this we would need 12 people to 

override the veto. 

vi. Sen. Karlapati motioned to vote on the veto override, seconded by Sen. Ikehara 

1. The motion passed with 12 ayes, 2 nays, and 1 abstention. The veto on 

SB-84.24 has been overridden.  

vii. Sen. Rowe motioned to add SB-84.27 to the agenda; seconded by Sen. Wolf. 

c. Discussion on SB-84.27 

i. Sen. Rowe: This is the bill we discussed last week. I’m not sure how people feel 

about it now, but it would let the student body vote on the wages we chose not to 

decide on. If it fits the timeline, those wages could then be enacted. During the 

general election, we’d ask students if they want this change. The version we’re 

looking at includes some updates, explicitly listing the first-term per-student cost, 

clarifying how many people it affects, and ensuring earlier communication. 

These changes, even if you don’t support the bill itself, objectively improve it. I 



motion to amend the document with these changes.  

ii. Sen. Rowe motioned to make the changes, seconded by Sen. Durr. 

1. Sen. Yang: Does it mention the current living wage? I think that it would 

be important to include. 

2. Sen. Durr: If this applies to both bills, I understand that we didn’t ask 

the board about this. If the election closes Feb 28th and the Board would 

have their meeting soon after. So, we would get these results the day 

before they meet. I do not know if they are going to be willing and or 

able to make any amendments to their meeting at the last minute. 

3. Sen. Rowe: The Board meeting is March 7th or March 14th 

4. Steve Hoelscher: Timing is crucial. The Board of Trustees follows a 

process where committees first review tuition and fee proposals before 

making recommendations to the full board. The Finance and 

Administrative Committee will review all tuition and incidental fee 

proposals, including ASOSU’s, on March 7th. Their recommendation 

will then go to the full board, which meets on March 14th. However, all 

materials, including conclusions, proposals, and requests, are due this 

week. That means decisions need to be finalized now. Additionally, 

under ORS 352.105, ASOSU must make a good faith effort to 

collaborate with the board and university president before finalizing any 

incidental fee process. ASOSU is also required to notify the board and 

president of any new process or changes. So the key question is: Has 

ASOSU, including all branches, met this legal standard for the proposed 

referendum process? If yes, great. If not, that’s something that still needs 

to be addressed. 

iii. Sen. Wright: This information would be needed to get out this week? So, if this 

is going to be on our ballot, would it not be good to add examples of some 

teams? Oh, I am looking at the wrong one.  

iv. Sen. Karlapati: I’m a little confused, what’s different between this referendum 

and the last one? Last time, the board didn’t meet because they don’t review 

summer referendums, but why didn’t they just consider it in the fall when they 

met? 

1. Sen. Karlapati ceded time to President Audrey Schlotter 

2. President Schlotter: They didn’t review the referendum because the 

process wasn’t changed in collaboration with the board, as required by 

state statute for collecting the mandatory incidental fee. That’s why they 

didn’t meet on it. 

3. Sen. Karlapati: I guess when I was looking at state statutes, it said 

referendums are allowed? 

4. President Audrey Schlotter: Yes, but we changed the process for 

collecting the incidental fee without consulting the Board of Trustees or 

making a reasonable effort to do so. ASOSU didn’t go through the 

proper transparency steps. From SAB to Senate, to my desk, and then to 

the president. 

v. Sen. Jones: I guess this is a question for the authors. From what I understand, 



this bill is meant to make $17.10 consistent across all units. Would you be open 

to expanding it to all student positions for equity? Most students who see this are 

going to think, oh, they’re raising my wages, and assume it applies to everyone, 

not just the positions in the bills. That was my main concern. 

1. Sen. Rowe: It is an interesting proposition, and I am not totally opposed. 

Unfortunately, the ballot gets sent out a week from today, and I do not 

think we would be able to have the right numbers. Generally funding 

does not fund incidental funding units. There is some overlap but for the 

most part the university keeps those units separate. The rest of their 

wages are being paid through ENG funding. The short answer would be 

no, and the long answer would be this is something we could look 

forward to doing next year.  

vi. Vice President Kowash: For a POI, I will be formulating the ballot tomorrow 

and Wednesday.  

vii. Sen. Knox: I’d support maybe adding a separate question. It could be more of a 

resolution, not tied to funding, just asking “Do you support raising wages across 

campus to X amount?” That way, if it’s something we want to push for university 

funding, we’d have data on student support. 

viii. Sen. Jones: I understand it might be difficult, especially with the timeline, but I 

think this should be clarified because it is very misinforming. This is something 

that I have been outspoken about, and I would not be comfortable voting for this 

if it were vague.  

ix. Sen. Rowe: If there is a specific way it could be amended or a specific word you 

think would add and make it more clear just let me know. Sen. Knox, I think that 

is a good idea, but if people are willing to then this is better than just a survey. If 

people want to add another question I would not be opposed.  

x. Sen. Wolf: Quick clarification, I'm not seeing it in Appendix A, but maybe it’s 

elsewhere. Would any of the language referring to the MU be mooted by the vote 

taken earlier? 

1. Sen. Rowe: The numbers have been adjusted. So originally the MU is 

requesting 150. This is 75 because they got 75 in the last bill. 

xi. Sen. Knox ceded 2 minutes to President Audrey Schlotter 

1. President Audrey Schlotter: I just want to go over the timeline. The 

ballot goes out next Monday, and it’s being finalized tomorrow or 

Wednesday. There have been concerns about how it’s written, issues 

with funding clarity, incomplete language, and feedback from a proxy 

last week. If we’re asking students to vote, it should be done correctly. 

Then there’s the question of whether it even reaches the board in time. 

Everything was due Friday, and I had to beg for an extension until 

tomorrow. We’re already past the deadline. That’s my main concern. 

xii. Sen. Raschkes: I do not understand the justification. How can you force all units 

to pay the same rate when all have different justifications and expectations per 

position? How do you force them to do that and how do you go around their pay 

scales that have been set? 

1. Sen. Yang: That is what a minimum wage is generally. 



xiii. Sen. Rowe: I get that maybe this is not the most perfect bill, however, if you are 

a student and you read this that is all that needs to be conveyed during this. There 

will be a high voter turnout and it would give a clear idea of how much it is 

supported. If people are amenable, I think I would go for a vote soon. 

xiv. Sen. Knox: I think this has been a super contentious issue and Adison just 

proposed another amendment to address Destiny’s concern about who it covers. 

Instead of us debating what students want, I see this as an opportunity to let them 

decide for themselves. 

xv. Sen. Rowe: I had one more amendment to make.  

1. Sen. Rowe motioned to make that amendment, seconded by Sen. Wright. 

The motion passed.  

xvi. Sen. Rowe ceded 1 minute to President Audrey Schlotter 

1. President Audrey Schlotter: I know I sound like a broken record, but 

even if students vote for this, we still can’t force budget managers to pay 

it. We’ll just end up in the same cycle we’ve been stuck in. The ballot 

doesn’t say that budget managers can do whatever they want, but in 

reality, we can’t make them do anything. That means we could still be 

charging students for something that won’t happen. I don’t say this 

lightly, as someone who has fought for these things in different spaces, 

but this feels like false hope.  

xvii. Sen. Knox: It does include a disclaimer at the bottom stating that "the use of 

funds raised from this measure may vary from its stated purpose where deemed 

necessary for Oregon State University in compliance with its fiscal and 

budgeting practices." Maybe that’s not enough or doesn’t fully address the 

concern, and maybe people wouldn’t read it, but it could at least be made clearer. 

xviii. Sen. Wright: A lot of students might not have the vocabulary to fully understand 

this, so I do think the wording needs to be changed to make it clearer.  

xix. Sen. Lau: A potential solution could be for the outreach committee to create a 

simple one-pager explaining what a yes vote means and what a no vote means. 

That way, the information is clear and accessible. 

xx. Sen. Yang: The only other thing I’d say is that most of the notes and 

amendments being made for this bill seem to be giving reasons why students 

might not want to vote for it. If we’re doing outreach, we should also include 

context like the current living wage. 

xxi. Sen. Jones: I can tell that there are still are a lot of questions about this, 

especially within the language, can we not just call for a special election? 

xxii. Sen. Durr: Destiny already said most of what I was thinking. I’m not sure how 

everyone feels about it, and I definitely have my concerns. But unless we think 

we’ll be done in the next two minutes, I’d motion to extend the meeting. 

1. Sen. Durr motioned to extend the meeting to 7:05 pm; seconded by Sen. 

Acar. 

xxiii. Sen. Allen: I was just going to echo what they were saying, a lot of this seems to 

have inaccessible language being used, especially those who English may not be 

their first language. We should make it easier to understand. 

xxiv. Sen. Eckman: I would say that I would prefer if the ballot would go on the 



normal election because I think it would have a broader outreach. 

xxv. Sen. Rowe: The odds it gets enacted go significantly down if it is a special 

election. If we want this to be a reality it has to go in this election. If this fails, 

then that is the next best option and maybe we would be looking at next years 

wages. We would have to pass this in this ballot for that though.  

xxvi. Sen. Knox: Unless we want to sit here and edit it together, it seems we have a 

meeting scheduled tomorrow which I did not really want to go to but that might 

be an option. Just having a super short meeting in which we review these and 

vote.  

1. Sen. Yang motioned to vote on the SB-84.27; seconded by Sen. Rowe. 

Objection by Sen. Knox. Sen. Rowe objected, objection rescinded. 

Objection by Sen. Durr, objection rescinded.  

2. Sen. Knox: If it is something that we are passing, I do see concerns with 

the language. I think suggestions should be able to be made.  

3. Sen. Rowe: Are you proposing meeting tomorrow? 

4. Sen. Knox: Either staying here or keeping the meeting after the town 

hall. 

5. Sen. Durr: Would it be difficult for you Zach, is it any better to have 

that done tonight? 

6. Vice President Kowash: Oh, yeah, absolutely. But at this point, it’s out 

of my hands. The Senate will do what it does. I’ll just put my head down 

and keep working. It is all the same.  

7. The motion failed and SB-84.27 will not be voted on tonight. 

d. Discussion on SB-84.28 

i. Sen. Acar motioned to meet for 20 minutes of discussion of SB-84.27, from 8 to 

8:20 with the expectation that people come ready with amendments and ready to 

vote.  

ii. The Senate will discuss SB-84.27 during tomorrows reading. 

VIII) President of the Senate Announcements 
a. Elections registration closed, we have many people register. Ballot opens on February 

17th debate on the 24th. Tomorrow we have the town hall in MU 104 at 6:30, Wednesday 

is the Sexual Health Fair downstairs. 

IX) Gallery Comments 

a. There were no senator comments. 

X) Senator Comments 

a. Sen. Rowe: Tell your friends about the town hall. Going forward I will be making sure 

that when I am chairing no one will be cursing, that I will be more consistent with that 

going forward. Attacks on people is not okay, and I do not want to say that a trend going 

forward. 

b. Sen. Acar: What is the raffle prize? 

i. Sen. Lau: It is a secret. 

c. Sen. Durr: Good job, lets get this bread tomorrow.  

d. Sen. Allen: I am a little disappointed in how this process worked out and felt that I had to 

vote one way. Thanks for your hard work. 

e. Sen. Yang: If you have questions about the bill then definitely come with those 



amendments. 

XI) Advisor Comments 

a. There were no advisor comments to be made.  

Adjournment ~ 7:08 pm 

 


