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I) Roll Call/Quorum ~ 6:00 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 – absent 

g. Sen. Kieran Hostetler-McLaughlin – present 

h. Sen. Marisa Ikehara – present 

i. Sen. Destiny Jones – proxy Carlos 

j. Sen. Katya Karlapati – present 

k. Sen. Teaghan Knox – present 

l. Sen. Camryn Lau - present 

m. Sen. Christina Lewandowski – present 

n. Sen. Donovan Morales – absent 

o. Sen. Emerson Pearson – present 

p. Sen. Nathan Raschkes - present 

q. Sen. Adison Rowe – present 

r. Sen. Leah Wright – proxy Noe Alvarez 

II) Swearing in of Senators/Proxies 

a. Proxies were sworn in for Sen. Jones and Sen. Wright 

III) Approval of Minutes 

a.   There were no minutes to be approved.  

IV) Approval of Agenda  

a. Sen. Pearson motioned to remove the MU and Performing Arts Fee bills from the 

agenda, seconded by Sen. Rowe. 

b. Sen. Durr motioned to add 5 minutes at the end of the meeting to discuss the cancellation 

of next week's meeting, seconded by Sen. Rowe. 

V) Gallery Comments 

a. There were no gallery comments to be made.  

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


VI) New Business 

a. There was no new business to be discussed.  

VII) Old Business 

a. Discussion on SB-84.27 

i. Sen. Rowe motioned for a 2-minute reading period after the speaking order, 

seconded by Sen. Pearson.  

ii. Sen. Rowe: Also, Eric Beeler put the measure into ChatGPT and asked it to make 

it unbiased and at a 10th-grade reading level, it gave an outcome if people want 

to consider that. 

iii. Sen. Pearson: ChatGPT is engrained with bias, and I would push us against 

utilizing it. We would need to validate the concept that it is neutral and AI is 

riddled with bias against marginalized individuals. I would push us to reject the 

use of AI in this.  

iv. Sen. Pearson motioned to adopt the amendments, seconded by Hostetler-

McLaughlin 

v. Sen. Ikehara: I might suggest adding translations in any other languages in 

general not just in Spanish? 

vi. Sen. Knox: I noticed you crossed out the section stating 6 budgets groups 

representing 1000 student workers.  

1. Sen. Rowe: That part is specifically the text of the measures itself. It is 

inaccurate and I do not think that should be in the actual measure. On to 

Marisa’s point. The reason that Spanish is included in here, is because a 

member of our SFC was able to do so. If there are other languages, I am 

not opposed to providing translations but I am not sure what our 

resources are for that. 

vii. Sen. Durr: What languages is the usual elections usually in? Just English? 

1. Vice President Kowash : To my knowledge just English. 

viii. Sen. Acar: If needed I could translate to Turkish. 

ix. Sen. Pearson: I wish it could be in as many languages as possible, but I do not 

think we would have the time at this moment to do that. We should make a push 

to see if there is the ability to get more translations on there. I am interested in 

expanding the records team in the future to include translator positions. It should 

be able to have as many languages as possible and accessible. As stated we have 

someone already who is ready and willing to put in that labor for that Spanish 

translation. It is also important that when it comes to translations, there has been 

an added expectation among bilingual employees that their labor is used without 

any additional compensation. There is something to consider there.  

x. Sen. Lau ceded 5 minutes to Zach Kowash 

1. Zach Kowash: As the Chief Elections Officer, I wanted to provide some 

timeline context. I’m finalizing the ballot tomorrow at 9 a.m., and it will 

go out Monday, February 17th. The issue is that there’s barely any time 

to notify the Board about this change, get feedback from them since 

shared governance is meant to be collaborative, and prepare translations 

and finalize the ballot by Monday. If this passes tonight, I’ll have just 12 

hours, and zero business hours, to notify the Board, ensure they’re okay 



with it, and finalize everything before 9 a.m. That’s my main timeline 

concern. 

xi. Sen. Pearson: A potential alternative could be creating a linked webpage with 

translations, so they wouldn’t need to be ready at the same time. That would 

make the process more accessible and allow more languages to be added over 

time. Regarding Board of Trustees communication, if they reject the fee, it won’t 

be charged, but we would still get valuable data on student support. If the board 

chooses to reject it, that’s on them, especially since they moved the timeline 

without notice or ASOSU input on how it would impact budgeting. The feedback 

from students would be extremely beneficial, and placing it on the general 

election ballot, rather than a special election with historically lower turnout, 

ensures broader student input. If this could ultimately benefit students through 

potential programs they support, it’s critical that we give them that chance.  

xii. Sen. Karlapati: I feel like we have been having the exact same conversations we 

have been having, is there anything new that people want to add before we head 

to a vote on this? 

xiii. Sen. Karlapati motioned to adopt the amendments, seconded by Sen. Pearson. 

The motion passed.  

xiv. Sen. Karlapati motioned to vote on SB-84.27, seconded by Sen. Pearson.  

1. The motion passed with 8 ayes, 6 nays, and 2 abstentions. 

b. Discussion on SB-84.28 

i. Sen. Pearson: I would also apologize for the additional labor put on you Zach, 

but also if there is anything that I can do to help with that let me know. I know 

there has been an email questioning why we are not doing this under SEE. When 

speaking to members with multiple different organizations and students, they 

expressed that they did not want to see this under SEE. I wanted to speak to the 

merits of non-athletic teams and the importance of that. I myself am a member of 

one. None of us on forensics, we do not have to pay to travel, we are so lucky 

compared to so many different members and teams at OSU because we are 

funded by the student incidental fee through Performing Arts. There are so many 

teams that either have to pay or raise their own money and sponsorships and 

grants to be able to participate in these things. Having these opportunities be 

available is very important. Ultimately these are the people that are impacted 

first, and I can give you so much testimony on how this is important. I think we 

have so many of these opportunities at local, state, national and even 

international levels and we should make sure these are accessible. 

ii. Sen. Acar: I also extend any help that I can give Zach. I apologize and recognize 

that we put you in a difficult position. I am hoping that moving forward we can 

do a better job, and I do appreciate you and the work you do.  

iii. Sen. Rowe: I’d like to help facilitate this if possible. As for this bill, I think 

students would generally support it. What’s nice is that by passing it, we’re not 

making a normative statement on athletic teams, we’re simply asking students if 

they’d be willing to contribute a small amount each term to ensure their peers can 

attend competitive events without financial barriers. That’s a noble goal, and I’m 

really curious to see what the student body thinks. 



iv. Sen. Rowe ceded 1 minute to Dylan Perfect 

1. Dylan Perfect: I was hoping to say this on the last bill but I wanted to 

response to the Vice President's comments. I have also previously served 

as the Chief elections officer. Qualtrics is a very robust program and very 

easy to add a question to the ballot, tops 20-minutes, and we also had the 

ballot open 2 days. I do not think that is the reason to not move forward.  

v. Sen. Lewandowski motioned to vote on SB-84.28, seconded by Sen. Hostetler 

Mcluaghlin. Objection by Sen. Rowe 

vi. Sen. Lewandowski motioned to accept the amendments, 

1. Sen. Karlapati: I’m okay to vote, but I’ve always believed that if you’re 

going to say yes or no, you should make your stance clear beforehand. I 

just wanted to take a moment to explain my point of view.  

vii. Sen. Durr: With the amendment, we would need to change the amendment 

changing it from Spanish to as many languages as possible? 

viii. Sen. Lau: An idea I had was given the timeline, using money from the fund 

balance to pilot this program. Seeing how it goes this year and going from there. 

ix. Sen. Eckman: I was wondering if ASOSU has the ability to give out funds to 

different groups, or if that is a liability issue? 

x. Sen. Pearson: First, this is meant to be supplemental funding, not a replacement 

for existing travel funding, because there isn’t enough money to fully replace it, 

and these teams already have funding sources and OSU representation, meaning 

they typically have insurance and pre-checks in place. With this funding, the 

referendum essentially creates a pilot program, which could later expand into a 

more structured, non-Senate ASOSU unit. This gives time to assess and improve 

it. In response to Cameron’s point, I think it’s important to let students directly 

weigh in. Since we have a fund balance available this year, this gives time to test 

the program before deciding on future expansion. It’s not a full-scale program 

but a starting point for something that could grow.  

xi. Sen. Karlapati: What is an example of one of these clubs and teams? 

xii. Sen. Pearson: I have a list somewhere but there is a lot. AIA has 3, mock trial, 

etc. There are many and a lot of them are on the engineering side. An expansive 

e-sports section with many different teams. There are some games like smash 

bros that people want to develop having that there.  

xiii. Sen. Karlapati: Could you give more background on RSO funding? 

xiv. Sen. Karlapati ceded 3 minutes to Leslie Schacht Drey 

1. Leslie Schacht Drey: After reviewing the bill, I wanted to provide 

feedback. Travel funding has been a major issue for student clubs and 

organizations, and many students have struggled without access to it. 

During Student Fee Committee deliberations, Student Experiences & 

Engagement (SEE) discussed reinstating travel grants within Student Org 

Assistance Grants . Due to rising demand, travel grants haven’t been 

included in recent years, despite student feedback. SEE already has the 

infrastructure to manage these grants, overseeing clubs, finances, and 

insurance. ASOSU does not, and creating this structure would require 

significant resources. That is the main challenge. 



xv. Sen. Karlapati: I really do not think ASOSU has the structure for this. We would 

probably have to hire an entirely new position. To consider, validate, delegate the 

funds and we are pushing this very last minute. 

xvi. Sen. Pearson: This is not a last-minute effort and I’ve been working on this for 

months. Budget committee members and others can confirm I’ve been bringing 

this up for a while. The issue is that if SAB meetings happen when someone has 

work, their efforts don’t get recognized, and it gets labeled as "last minute" even 

when it’s not. ASOSU can build the infrastructure for this. This is a pilot 

program, an opportunity to create a foundation for future expansion. Ideally, in 

five or ten years, ASOSU could support not just non-athletic competitive teams, 

but also students attending conferences or other educational opportunities. This is 

a step toward that goal. SEE is not the right place for this initiative. The language 

used to describe SEE’s funding approach makes that clear, it was framed as a 

possibility that policies might change. I’ve been in club leadership before, and 

clubs have little say in policy changes. When I led Gaming Club, one of the 

largest recreational clubs, we struggled with sudden policy changes that impacted 

our events without consultation. Competitive teams have shared similar 

experiences, travel policies became more restrictive over time, forcing them to 

fight just to compete. Some teams lost operational stability because of these 

constant restrictions. They felt powerless. That’s why I put this under ASOSU, 

where students have actual control over how these funds are used. This isn’t an 

accident. Students have repeatedly said, we want this, but please, not under SEE. 

The system there has failed them before, and they don’t trust it. This program 

needs to be in a space where students, not administrators, make the decisions. 

Starting small and carefully is key, but the message I heard over and over was 

clear: If this goes under SEE, it won’t work. 

xvii. Sen. Allen: I recognize the importance of non-athletic competitive teams, but 

after talking with a few people, I wonder if there’s room to collaborate with units 

that already have the infrastructure for this. Maybe ASOSU could still run a pilot 

program while working with those units to get it started. I also understand this 

has been in development for months, but I’m curious, why was it only brought 

forward now, just two days before election ballots are finalized? Why wasn’t it 

introduced earlier in the fee-setting cycle? 

xviii. Sen. Pearson: It was brought up when ASOSU was sent to mediation.  

xix. Sen. Hostetler-McLaughlin: I would like to say that I think this is generally a 

good think to vote for and these teams are important to OSU and their ability to 

travel. Also, if they said that they wanted this specifically under ASOSU then it 

should be put under ASOSU.  

xx. Sen. Becquer: First I want to side step some of the arguments, a lot are DSO and 

not SO’s. For people in AIAA, they do not even know what SEE is, I was 

treasurer and we were stacking guys like five to a bed so that we could launch 

our rockets. When we do that, those interactions are good for the school, when 

you do cool things in clubs. I chose to go here because of that, and the rocketry 

program and clubs. Because those are a DSO and not an RSO, they cannot get 

the funding no matter what. It was coming out of peoples personal taxes and 



money. I am totally amenable to making it a $0.01 fee at the start, and that might 

be a good change to make on the bill. We represent hundreds of students, and it is 

one of the biggest student club. Our engine is on Wikipedia, it is a really big deal 

that these programs are getting OSU out there on the world scale. 

xxi. Sen. Durr: Most of my comments have been said, but what was just said was a 

proposal. Either me or Nick North said that exact same thing. If I remember the 

original idea was to use the fund balance, and have a cap. Would we not be able 

to do that?  

1. Vice President Kowash: It is a referendum and we are putting it in the 

hands of the student body 

xxii. Sen. Pearson: I am amenable to having it be something small. I think it should 

be at least some value. Specifically, I would prefer if passed that we pass some 

sort of resolution to be sent to the SAB as well calling for next year for there to 

be an increase to it. I think that the SABs are really inaccessible. I was never able 

to go to the SABs despite really wanting to. I think that if we as a Senate would 

pass a resolution calling for that priority, then I would be amenable to it being a 

small value. I do not want to see the erosion that has happened to clubs such as 

Mock Trial and maybe Christina could elaborate that. 

xxiii. Sen. Pearson ceded 2 minutes to Dylan Perfect 

1. Dylan Perfect: I just want to clarify a few things since this is a ballot 

measure bill. I brought up former Vice Chair because he has extensive 

knowledge of the ballot process and would likely be willing to assist with 

implementation. But ultimately, it's a simple Qualtrics form. While 

voluntary consultation with the Board is advisable, board approval is not 

required to place a ballot measure on the ballot. Under ORS 352.105, the 

board only gets involved once a fee request is made. Regarding funding, 

existing club funds don’t cover this. ASOSU already manages funds like 

the Sustainability Fund, Club Appeals Fund, and Campus Improvements 

Fund, all allocated by the Senate or a committee. Most student 

governments allocate fees through their Senate, which is why viewpoint 

neutrality training is standard. ASUO does this, and it’s entirely feasible 

here too. I encourage you to let students decide if they want this. 

xxiv. Sen. Pearson: I would agree and would point to all the other student 

governments that do this. When we are talking about all of the things that I have 

done it has always been things such as wages. It is so quintessentially student 

government. ASUO and most others do it.   

xxv. Sen. Rowe: First, I want to reiterate that SEE is not the right place for this. The 

way RSO grants are structured doesn’t work well for clubs with seasonal 

competition schedules. Competitive teams may have active years followed by 

quieter ones, and RSO grants don’t accommodate that well. Anyone who has 

traveled for a club can probably confirm this. I know that if this discussion drags 

on, people won’t be happy. I’m open to adjusting the funding amount in the bill, 

but remember, we’re not enacting this change, we’re just asking students if they 

want it. Including a set amount is important, and I don’t mind going higher since 

the point is to gauge student interest, not implement it directly. If people want to 



do a straw poll first, that’s fine, but once we settle that, I think most will be ready 

to vote. 

xxvi. Sen. Hostetler-Mclaughlin: If we are going to finish the speaking order and then 

go to a vote I will remove myself from the speaking order. 

xxvii. Sen. Karalapti: I am failing to see how this is different from any other clubs, it is 

basically the same in Tennis? 

xxviii. Sen. Eckman: I’d support putting this on the ballot only if the supplemental fee 

was removed. The $0.70 per-term increase shouldn’t be included. This should 

start as a pilot program, funded from the fund balance, similar to how CIC was 

handled. There could also be an agreement to allocate the same amount from the 

fund balance for this purpose.  

xxix. Sen. Ikehara: I want to reiterate what Senator Beckert said. Many non-athletic 

competitive teams are classified as DSOs, not RSOs. Because of SEE’s 

restrictions, they are ineligible for RSO grants, meaning even if we gave SEE 

more money, these teams still wouldn’t qualify for funding. In terms of 

feasibility, I’ve shadowed club leaders through the RSO grant process. If we 

were to collaborate, we could likely develop a process or questionnaire based on 

existing criteria to determine funding eligibility.  

xxx. Sen. Pearson: I want to make an important distinction, people have been using 

"clubs" a lot, but I’ve been deliberately saying "non-athletic competitive teams" 

because there’s a difference. Some teams register as clubs only because it’s the 

best option they have to promote themselves, but clubs and teams are not the 

same. Many teams can’t access funding through SEE, and my perspective comes 

from my experience with forensics. Compared to other teams, forensics is lucky 

as we don’t get our funding through SEE or SOA, yet we still have a coach, can 

attend multiple competitions, and compete at a high level. For example, at a 

tournament in Utah, OSU closed out the finals in debate, meaning both finalists 

were OSU students. We also won IPDA in the open division. But if forensics 

were funded through SEE as a club, we wouldn’t have been able to travel to 

Utah. Teams without independent funding don’t have that opportunity. I’d love 

to hear from Christina, is there any way mock trial could realistically compete in 

Utah under its current funding model? 

1. Sen. Lewandowski: We could. We had a problem with funding, but we 

set up a meeting and were given more money. It was not that hard 

because we used to have the funding.  

2. Sen. Pearson: In between it got pretty bad though? The main concern is 

that teams struggle financially, often relying on outside funding, which 

isn’t always accessible. Students don’t always have the time to fundraise 

or network with sponsors, and even when they do, companies are more 

likely to donate materials than actual travel funding. For example, AIA 

had an $80,000 budget gap, and Damn Robotics needed around $24,000 

just to cover travel. There simply aren’t enough wealthy alumni or 

corporate sponsors willing to fund these costs. In the end, the burden 

falls on students, who often have to pay out-of-pocket. Having funding 

makes a huge difference. As someone on a well-supported team, I’ve 



seen firsthand how these opportunities open doors. I’m about to compete 

internationally, and OSU has many talented competitors who deserve the 

same chance. Overclocking at OSU should be able to send more than two 

people to Germany, without those students having to pay for it 

themselves. This is why SEE is not the right place for competitive teams. 

Their policies restrict funding to events where at least 50% of attendees 

are OSU students, which excludes most intercollegiate competitions. 

SEE is great for on-campus engagement, but not for teams representing 

OSU on a national and international level. When teams do get support, 

like forensics they prove just how incredible OSU is in the broader 

academic community. Every team should have access to those 

opportunities without financial barriers. 

xxxi. Sen. Lau ceded time to Leslie Schacht Drey 

1. Leslie Schacht Drey: It would be helpful to clarify which teams would 

be eligible for this funding. If you're planning to request incidental fee 

funding, keep in mind that incidental fees are meant to support programs 

outside the university’s academic mission. Some of the teams being 

discussed seem to fall under Departmental Student Organizations 

(DSOs), student organizations directly tied to college programs. It’s 

important to define whether this funding would be open to all students or 

if it would be limited to teams connected to a class or academic program. 

This distinction matters because it could impact the scope of the student 

fee. I encourage you to think about these questions as you determine 

eligibility. I’m happy to help explore this further and would be willing to 

set up meetings to help advocate for this, since I know there’s a lot of 

passion around it. Just be thoughtful about how you define which student 

organizations would qualify for this funding. 

xxxii. Sen. Allen: First, thank you, Leslie, for the background, it’s really helpful for this 

discussion. They told me they fund travel through fundraising and budgeting 

ahead of time. They only travel every two years, so they’d only need funding 

occasionally. They’re also working for additional funding if needed but currently 

have more than enough to cover their $1,300 total travel cost or about $600 per 

person. If we establish this fund in the future, how much are we expecting to 

budget for non-athletic competitive teams? What would the total funding need 

look like?  

xxxiii. Sen. Pearson: This would be further defined through legislation, and I’ve 

actually been working on a detailed PowerPoint outlining it. Specifically, this 

would apply to teams that compete against other universities in a non-athletic 

capacity, representing OSU at state, regional, national, and international levels. 

The best approach would be an application-based system where teams can opt-in, 

detailing their needs and interests. This would allow for a growing and evolving 

catalog of eligible teams.  

xxxiv. Proxy for Sen. Wright: I’m asking more specifically for the difference between 

the two? 

xxxv. Sen. Pearson: Clubs primarily focus on on-campus events, aligning with SEE’s 



mission to enrich on-campus life. While clubs are diverse, the key distinction is 

competing vs. non-competing organizations. This funding would specifically 

support teams that exist for the purpose of competition. For example, AIAA 

houses three distinct teams, each dedicated to competing. Unlike clubs that 

provide broader student experiences, these teams are competition-focused, which 

is why they don’t fit under SEE. 

xxxvi. Proxy for Sen. Wright: Thanks. Listening to this, it seems like the number of 

students benefiting from these non-athletic competitive teams is 

disproportionately small compared to those served by clubs. While these 

opportunities are valuable, it doesn’t seem equitable for all students to bear the 

cost of $0.70 per term for something that benefits only a select few. Even though 

$0.70 per term doesn’t sound like much, over four years, that’s $9 per student, 

and when added to the $527 in other fees, every dollar matters. I get that this 

would help specific students gain achievements and opportunities, but it doesn’t 

serve the full range of students ASOSU should be prioritizing. 

xxxvii. Sen. Pearson: Point of information, viewpoint neutrality excludes this argument 

from fee discussions. Student fees already fund services not every student uses, 

like the FRC and BNC. Fees support varied student needs and opportunities, not 

just universal access. 

xxxviii. Sen. Knox: I’ll probably abstain on this because both sides have made strong 

points. From my experience on competitive robotics teams, I know how 

expensive travel and equipment can be. In high school our robots cost $20,000, 

and we still managed to fundraise and travel to Utah. We had a business team 

that built outreach and partnerships, which was a valuable experience. My 

concern is that a dedicated fund could disincentivize teams from seeking 

sponsorships, though I understand the accessibility challenges for students with 

limited time. Since I’m not in these clubs, I don’t want to speak for them, and I 

prefer the fund balance option. Unless others have more to say, I’d motion to 

vote. 

xxxix. Sen. Knox motioned to vote on SB-84.28, objection by Sen. Pearson. Motion 

rescinded.  

1. Sen. Pearson: I would petition that we vote after finishing out the 

speaking order. I feel as though I have more to say in response. I also 

would like to object on the grounds that I feel like more people would be 

amenable to a smaller number.  

2. Sen. Knox: I’ll rescind my motion, with the understanding that our 

discussion should focus on numbers, rather than debating the merits of 

funding club teams. We’re putting this on the ballot for students to 

decide, not making the decision ourselves. Since most of our 

conversation has centered on whether to fund these teams, we should 

now shift to discussing funding amounts.  

xl. Proxy for Sen. Jones motioned to amend the bill by striking out $0.70 cents and 

substituting in $0.25, seconded by Sen. Pearson. Objection by Sen. Durr.  

1. Sen. Karlapati: Could we make that $0.01 and then take it from the 

fund balance? 



xli. Proxy for Sen. Jones moved to amend the motion and changing it to a $0.01 per 

student per term fee, seconded by Sen. Karlapati. Motion passes.  

1. Sen. Karlapati: I was going to propose an amendment to clearly display 

that it will be going into the fund balance, so students know there is a 

specific amount of money coming from that.  

xlii. Sen. Durr: When I raised my hand 40 minutes ago, the discussion was in a 

different place, but I think we’ve reached a better solution now, which is fine. 

Let’s try to wrap this up in the next eight minutes. 

xliii. Sen. Pearson: At this point, I’d like us to move to Katya’s other motion, or I can 

motion to clarify that we’ll also pull $30,000 (or whatever amount is reasonable) 

from the fund balance. I’d feel more comfortable explaining to students that this 

isn’t just another fee, we’re also using existing funds, so it’s not entirely new 

money coming from them. 

xliv. Sen. Karlapati ceded 2 minutes to Leslie Schacht Drey 

1. Leslie Schacht Drey: I know you’ve heard this before, but from an 

operational standpoint, the decision to pull from the fund balance would 

ultimately be up to the unit. Also, consider how this will be received by 

the average student who isn’t deeply familiar with Student Fee 

Committee procedures. Make sure the messaging is clear and accessible. 

I’m happy to answer questions or discuss this further if needed. 

xlv. Sen. Karlapati: Yeah, that’s fair. We definitely need to clarify the language and 

consider it within the operational budget. 

xlvi. Sen. Durr: We had to deal with a similar issue with the CIC index, but that was 

easier since we could write it into the statutes or constitution. For this, we can’t 

do that because specific funds aren’t included in the Constitution or statutes. So 

I’m not exactly sure what the best fix would be here. 

1. Sen. Karlapati: For CIC, we reached an agreement with Eric, and he 

committed to providing the funds, making it more of an operational 

cooperation. For this, we haven’t had that conversation or come to any 

agreement yet. 

xlvii. Sen. Pearson: Audrey, as a co-budget manager, has been part of these 

conversations and indicated she might be willing to advocate for pulling the 

funds from the fund balance. 

xlviii. Sen. Durr ceded 3 minutes to President Audrey Schlotter 

1. President Audrey Schlotter: I want to clarify that my statement may 

have been misrepresented. What I said was that I’d be willing to look 

into this after fee setting, but as it stands, I’m not committing to it. I also 

can’t speak for Nick, who ultimately makes that decision, and since I 

won’t be here next year, it would be his call moving forward. I’d urge 

people to consider whether this is something to do now or if it should be 

addressed next budget cycle, setting up the next group to make these 

changes. Also, adding something last-minute to a ballot that’s being 

finalized today or tomorrow at 9 a.m. may not be the best way forward. 

This is something I’d be willing to look into, but I can’t promise or 

endorse it at this point. That’s all I have to say. 



xlix. Sen. Durr: That’s how I felt when drafting CIC. $10,000 sounded fine, but 

without confirmation, I wasn’t sure if it actually was. If we’re pulling from the 

fund balance, we need a reasonable amount rather than just assuming there’s 

plenty available. We do need a cap to prevent something like CIC spending 

$500,000 on campus fixes. Also, it’s 9:30, and I have things to do, so I’m 

leaving. Please don’t schedule a Senate meeting next week. 

l. Sen. Rowe: Real quick, I’ve drafted a change to the bill based on what’s been 

discussed in the Senate meeting. It states the intent to move $30K from the fund 

balance along with the one-cent decision package. If anyone wants to review it. 

li. Sen. Pearson motioned to vote on SB-84.28 with the $0.01 per student per term 

amendment, seconded by Sen. Karlapati 

1. Sen. Allen: I remember someone mentioning that we should explain our 

vote before voting, so here’s mine. I really support the idea, but I think 

there are too many unresolved details to present to students right now. 

I’ll be voting nay on this bill. 

2. The motion passes with 7 ayes, 6 nays, and 3 abstentions.  

c. Discussion on the cancelation of next weeks meeting 

i. Sen. Rowe: Zach isn’t here, but we have pertinent information. I’d recommend 

the Senate motion to cancel next week’s meeting, unless a senator submits 

something for the agenda. 

VIII) President of the Senate Announcements 

a. There were no announcements to be made. 

IX) Gallery Comments 

a. There were no gallery comments to be made. 

X) Senator Comments 

a. Sen. Pearson: I just want to advocate. It is just one cent. Please let it be on the ballot and 

let the students decide.  

XI) Advisor Comments 

a. There were no advisor comments 

XII) Meeting Adjournment  

a. Meeting adjourned at 9:34 pm 

 


