ASUC SENATE MEETING

March 5, 2008

Seventh Week

This regular meeting of the ASUC Senate was called to order by Taylor Allbright at 7:18 p.m. in the ASUC Senate Chamber.

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES

Ms. Allbright said the Chair would entertain a motion to amend the minutes from the February 27 meet​ing.  On page 7, in the last full paragraph, the words “Mr. Poullard said” should be added after the word “incidents,” to have the sentence read, “As for the broader question on why the Senate didn't hear about these incidents, Mr. Poullard said he could report them because he heard about them all the time.”  The motion to amend was made and seconded by Ms. Patel and Ms. Winston and passed with no objection.  Ms. Allbright called for any further changes to the minutes, and seeing none, said the minutes were approved.  THE MINUTES FROM THE FEBRUARY 27, 20098 MEETING, AS AMENDED, WERE APPROVED WITH NO OBJECTION.

APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA (March 12)

Ms. Allbright called for any changes to the agenda for next week.  Mr. Osmeña moved to add a Special Order next week from 9:00 to 9:30.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Patel.  THE MOTION TO HEAR A SPECIAL ORDER NEXT WEEK FROM 9:00 TO 9:30, PASSED WITH NO OBJECTION.

Ms. Allbright called for any further changes to the agenda, and seeing none, said the agenda was approved.  THE AGENDA FOR THE MARCH 12 MEETING, AS AMENDED, WAS APPROVED WITH NO OBJECTION.

New Business
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NEW BUSINESS 
Ms. Allbright referred the following bills to committee:

SB 49, In Support of the Berkeley Student Foundation, to the Finance Committee

SB 50, In Support of Disabilities Awareness Week, to the Finance Committee

SB 51, In Support of Delta Gamma’s Anchor Slam 2008, to the Finance Committee

SB 52, In Support of UC Berkeley’s Hindi Film Dance Competitive Dance Team, to the Finance Committee

SB 53, In Support of UC Berkeley’s 22nd Annual Indus Culture Show, to the Finance Committee 

SB 54, In Support of an Advertisement for UC Berkeley Sports Clubs, to the University and External Affairs Committee 

SB 55, In Support of the Pre-Pharmacy Informational Learning and Leadership Society’s 2nd Annual Northern California Pre-Pharmacy Symposium, to the Finance Committee

SB 56, In Support of a Democratic Referendum for “The Entertainment Movement,” to the Finance Committee and to the Constitutional and Procedural Review Committee 

SB 57, In Support of the Phase II (temporary) Multicultural Center, to the Constitutional and Procedural Review Committee and to the University and External Affairs Committee

SB 58, In Support of the American Institute of Architecture Students (AIAS) to Attend the Spring West Underage drinking Conference, to the Finance Committee

SB 59, In Support of Lambda Theta Alpha Latin Sorority, Inc., to the Finance Committee

SB 60, In Support of Chabad Jewish Student Group at Berkeley (Chabad), to the Finance Committee

SB 61, In Support of the Chinese Student Association’s Annual Culture Show, to the Finance Committee

SB 62, In Support of the Business Architecture Group (Barch)to the Finance Committee

SB 63, In Support of the Journal of Ethics at Berkeley, to the Finance Committee

On a point of information, Mr. Wu asked why SB 49 , being sent to Con-Review.  Ms. Allbright said the first Resolved Clause charged an Executive Officer with a duty.  Mr. Wu moved to overrule the Chair’s decision to refer SB 49 to Con-Review.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Patel.

Ms. Allbright said the Chair didn't have strong opinions on this matter.  However, she thought the placing of an advertisement seemed like a procedural matter consistent with the purpose of Con-Review.  How​ever, she thought that was somewhat vague and just sending SB 49 to External Affairs would be suffi​cient.  Mr. Wu said he agreed it was vague, but in the past, EA has handled stuff like this and he didn't see why that should change.

Ms. Duong said she thought they were treating overruling the Chair very lightly.  As a Senate, she thought they should respect the judgment of the Executive VP, and didn't think they did that a lot in the Senate Chamber.

New Business (cont'd) 
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Guest Announcements 

The motion to overrule the Chair’s decision and refer SB 49 only to the University and External Affairs Committee passed by hand-vote 11-6-0.  Ms. Allbright said the Chair was overruled and SB 49 was referred to the University and External Affairs Committee.

Mr. Wu said this had nothing to do with disrespecting the Chair and it was purely procedural. 

Ms. Allbright called for any concerns with New Business, and seeing none, said New Business was approved.

Roll call was taken for attendance.
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ANNOUNCEMENTS 

Guest Announcements 

Ms. Allbright said the first Guest Announcements was by Brandan Amin, speaking on the violation of University rules.  Mr. Amin said that past Monday, Students for Justice In Palestine, along with a few other student groups, held a protest in response to Israel’s decision to defend itself against Kasam rockets launched from Gaza.  In response, he and other students from Tikvah Students for Israel and other stu​dent groups held their own counter protest.  They peacefully held up signs during the demonstration and made sure not to block any signs held by other students.  Not only did the other students violate rules by using a loudspeaker and blocking a walkway on Sproul, but they also intimidated and inhibited the counter-protesters’ freedom of speech and made it their goal to intimidate counter protesters’ during the protest.  Many of them intentionally blocked signs and attempted to rip them.  They also made it a point to stay within 6 inches of the counter protesters and enclosed those students, front, back, and sides.  The students tried multiple times to move to different locations, but the other students just came to the new location and did the same thing.

Guest Announcements (cont'd)
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Counter protesters tried to have both sides expressed and tried to freely express their freedom of speech and to use their First Amendment rights.  But Mr. Amin said that not only did he feel that their First Amendment rights were being taken away from them, but he also felt that they were not safe.  Some stu​dents in very close proximity to counter protesters engaged in physical and verbal intimidation, with “Fuck you,” and “Get the fuck away” shouted to them a number of times.  Some people made anti-Se​mitic slurs such as, “The Jews are the chosen people, they don't care about anyone else, they only care about themselves.”  Some people were violently screaming and moving in a very erratic manner, as one usually did to initiate a fight.  Both the police and the Program Coordinator for the Center for Student Leadership repeatedly asked the protesters keep their distance and to stop the intimidation.  The protest​ers would do that for less than a minute and then come again within inches of the counter protesters, sur​round them, and intimidate them.  The protesters consistently ignored multiple requests made by police and faculty.

Mr. Amin said that as a student at Cal, he would expect his First Amendment rights to be protected, not only by expressing his freedom of speech, but also by feeling safe to do so, without threat or intimidation.  He would urge the ASUC to encourage the University to take action against these injustices, intimidation, and anti-Semitism, and to protect their First Amendment rights and their ability to peacefully and safely practice those rights.  

Ms. Winston said that when he mentioned he was requesting the ASUC to stand with students and urge the University to take action, she asked what type of action he was looking for.  Mr. Amin said that with all these violations, as a student, he thought his rights should be protected.  As the ASUC, he thought they should do the best they could to get the message out to the University and to take action against the people involved, however the ASUC decided to do that.  He believed the ASUC should encourage the University to take action.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.  Mr. Jackson moved to extend by one minute.  The motion was seconded and passed with no objection.

Mr. Jackson asked if he could elaborate on what he meant by saying the protesters were packed into Sproul and asked how they were impeding a walkway.  Mr. Amin said the protesters were lying on the ground and blocking Sproul.  That stood on its own.

Mr. Shams asked if he was involved in working towards addressing issues in a cross-dialogue manner, in a more civil form, that involved community building between Israelis and Palestinians or pro-Palestinian groups.  Mr. Amin said they hoped to do that, and he thought they were going to do their best to speak to the other side.  But he thought the ASUC should take action against this.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.  Mr. Silver moved to extend by five minutes.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Patel and passed with no objection.  Mr. Amin said he felt the ASUC should reprimand the organizations and express that both groups talk with each other.  And the counter protesters still wanted to have an open dialogue.  But he didn't think that meant the rules should be violated.

Mr. Weiner said that in terms of dialogue, he asked what Mr. Amin thought about having productive dialogue on various issues in light of the kind of attacks that he said happened on Monday.  Mr. Amin said that from what happened on Monday, he actually did not feel safe at all.  The police were there, fac​ulty were there, asking the other students to please keep their distance and to peacefully protest.  But after that incident, he honestly didn't feel so safe in having a one-on-one dialogue with the other students.  He felt if a base was set, and if the ASUC showed that what happened there was not right, at that point he would be encouraged to open dialogue.  But as it was now, he didn't feel safe doing that.

Guest Announcements (cont'd)








      - 5 -

Ms. Winston said she was a little confused as to what the nature of the protest may have looked like.  She asked if people felt offended by the counter protest or felt they needed to say something to the counter protesters.  Mr. Amin said their counter protest basically said that the actions that Israel took against Gaza were because of terrorists in Gaza who were launching Kasam rockets into Israeli cities.  Israel had actually left Gaza for a number of years to see if the issue could be resolved.  Mr. Amin said his group, and as individuals, felt they had a right to express how they felt about the situation.  They also felt it was the protesters’ right to express how they felt about the situation.  The counter protesters were actually very peaceful and tried their best to keep the peace.  But that didn't happen.

Mr. Jackson said Israeli Peace Week happened a week or so ago, and he asked when the group planned to show up for a counter protest and if they made plans to show up at the protest before they knew what SJP’s protest would actually look like.  He asked what the planning process was that went into bringing banners to Sproul as a counter protest.  Mr. Amin said that after what happened the week before, when Israel took action, they knew something would happen on campus, so they started to plan.  They saw there was a protest and decided to form a counter protest.  They would have taken proactive measures on Monday.

Mr. Weiner asked if it was true that one problem with this protest was that there was no advance warning to the University, and it was just planned a day before.  Mr. Amin said he believed that was the case.  They found out and day before, on the spur of the moment, and tried their best to respond to it.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.  A motion to extend speaking time by two minutes was made and was seconded by Mr. Seaty and passed with no objection.

Ms. Winston asked if he could elaborate on what the situation was in Palestine that spawned some of these protests, because people in the room might not be familiar with the situation.  Mr. Amin said a few years ago, Israel left Gaza, and since then, Palestinian terrorists have been come into Gaza to launch Kasam rockets on Israeli cities, such as Sderot.  It's killed people, and just before Israel went in to defend itself, an Israeli student was killed.  In many Israeli cities, children were traumatized by what was going on with the rockets.  Israel tried to stay away and see if the issue could be resolved, and finally took measures to defend itself.  It went into Gaza and took targeted measures, not blanket attacks.  They actu​ally went and sought people who were firing the rockets, and took defensive measures.

Ms. Winston asked if there were death tolls on both sides.  Mr. Amin said the death tolls of Palestinian civilians were high, as were the death tolls of civilians in Israel.  But he didn't think that had anything to do with what he was saying at that time since he was talking about his First Amendment rights.  He wasn't there to talk about other issues.  It didn't matter to him how the ASUC Senate stood on this issue at that time, that evening.  What he was concerned about that evening was protecting students’ rights.  That’s why he was there.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired. 

Mr. Weiner moved to recess for two minutes.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Rhoads and passed with no objection.  This meeting was recessed.

Back in session, Ms. Allbright said the next speaker was Dmitriy Shapiro, speaking on violation of Uni​versity rules.  Mr. Shapiro said when he came to the protest, he was supporting Tikvah and did not feel safe.  He felt threatened.  All they were doing was protesting against the protest and protesters came face-to-face with them and verbally attacked them, and almost physically attacked them.  He felt his rights were violated.

Guest Announcements (cont'd)
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Ms. Allbright said the next speaker was Ashkan Zarnighian, speaking on violation of University rules.  Mr. Zarnighian said he personally wasn't at the event, but the fact that a lot of people he knew and cared about came up to him and told him they felt this event threatened them, or felt they couldn't voice their opinion, and that SJP infringed on their rights, made him really concerned about the whole situation.  Last year he was actually at an SJP protest where they set up a mock Israeli checkpoint.  He had no problem with that, because on this campus, he felt people could voice their opinion, whatever they wanted.  But the way it was carried out seemed somewhat offensive to him, especially the person pre​senting himself as an Israeli soldier.  That person seemed offensive not only to the “mock” people stand​ing in line, but to others.  He would ask if someone was an Israeli, and then say, “Okay, you can pass.”  And ask another person if they were a Palestinian, and then curse them out or act really threateningly, in a way that made the Israeli soldier frightening.  Mr. Shapiro said he just wanted the Senate to take into consideration that events should be allowed to be put on, but things could be offensive to certain people.

Ms. Allbright said time for announcements had expired.  Mr. Weiner moved to extend Guest Announce​ments by ten minutes.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Jackson and passed with no objection.

Ms. Allbright said the next speaker was Gabriella Dakteris.  Ms. Dakteris she would give some back​ground on herself because it was relevant.  She attended a private, Jewish school for 13 years, kindergar​ten through her senior year.  With Israel Peace and Diversity Week, as opposed to Israel Apartheid Week, nothing happened really with their groups that made her feel uncomfortable.  With that said, on Monday she walked onto campus and this quote “die-in” was taking place.  For the peaceful counter protest, all they did was to hold up a sign.  They were allowed to do that and they were expressing their opinion.  As soon as the sign went up, the protesters were all over them.  People were legitimately standing way too close to them, and it made her feel uncomfortable.  And she would get uncomfortable talking about it because she never experienced anything like that before.  People were shouting at them, such as, “You guys are taking over our event, making it seem like it was something you planned, and it was disrespect​ful to the event.”

Ms. Dakteris said their sign said “Victims of Palestinian Terror.”  There was a suggestion to add “and Israeli Terror” to that sign.  That was completely ludicrous, and she didn't think she needed to explain why, in her position, that was ludicrous.  That was the first thing that happened.  And throughout the entire event, people were accosting her group and yelling stuff at them.  One sign in particular that made her cry said something to the effect of relating what Israel was doing to the Palestinians to the Holocaust.  That was really offensive to everything that their group stood for, and everything their religion and people stood for.  At one point, one guy specifically, who was actually an adult, holding up a sign for SJP, was the worst for her.  He was yelling stuff like, “You guys don't care about anybody else but yourself,” and would yell something in relation to “the chosen people.”  He was yelling at them all the time, accosting her in particular because she was holding up a sign.  Eventually he got so heated he tried to rip down the group’s sign, and actually came in contact with the it.  It didn't work, but the sign was damaged.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.  Mr. Jackson moved to extend speaking time by three minutes.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Silver and passed with no objection.

Ms. Dakteris said there were some SJP people who tried to just talk to them about the situation, but it was done in a way that, with all the things going on with other SJP people way too close to them, and people yelling offensive things, it wasn't the time and place to try and have a dialogue.  It felt that maybe as a group they had decided that while people would maybe accost them and make them feel uncomfortable,

Guest Announcements (cont'd)
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then other people would come up to them peacefully and try and have a legitimate dialogue.  She didn't know if that was the case, and she was speculating, but that’s what it felt like, that it was organized.  She and others were protesting an event, a legitimate thing to do, and people made them feel that they were not legitimately allowed to be there.  That was not okay on this campus, where everybody was allowed to express their opinions.  SJP and Tikvah had very different opinions, so obviously when Tikvah showed up to SJP events, there will be friction.  But people couldn't make them feel like they weren't allowed to be there.

Mr. Jackson said he was very sorry that she felt uncomfortable or unsafe, and no student should have to feel like that.  During Israeli Peace and Diversity Week, he asked what sort of counter protests were staged.  Ms. Dakteris said she felt the question was irrelevant to this discussion.  She’d be happy to talk to him about that at a later time, but this discussion was specifically about why Tikvah felt that SJP violated their rights.  She would love to tell him about their response to Israeli Apartheid Week, but it wasn't rele​vant.  Mr. Jackson said she made the connection.  Ms. Allbright called for no cross debate and said speaking time had expired.

Ms. Allbright said the next speaker was Matthew White, on the violation of University rules.  Mr. White said he would like to bring to the Senate’s attention an event that happened during Israeli Apartheid Week.  On the night of Monday, February 4, a lecture was held by Students for Justice In Palestine that he attended.  The speaker’s name escaped him, but certain things were said by people there that made him feel extremely uncomfortable.  A person held up a sign saying “National Zionism,” and towards the end of the lecture, a man stood up and said, quote, “I personally feel that the current situation in Israel was worse than Hitler’s first six years in Germany.”  Mr. White said that equating his people with Nazis was unacceptable.  And the fact that this happened at an SJP event was deplorable.  He never felt more threat​ened or hurt, personally, in his life.  He wouldn't tolerate these kinds of things being said against his peo​ple on this campus.

Ms. Allbright said the next speaker was Ariel Kaplan, speaking on a hostile student group.  Mr. Kaplan said he was also present on Monday.  Obviously, the hostile student group in question was SJP.  There was certainly a lot of yelling and cursing going on to the counter protesters, unprovoked, by people he would presume were members and leaders of that group.  There was one individual who he was almost certain was a member of SJP who came up to him, within six inches, and invaded his personal space and started yelling at him.  That was not okay at a campus like this that emphasized free speech and the Free Speech Movement.  The fact that a student group, through hostility and intimidation removed the right of people to express themselves was shocking to him.  He never experienced something like that.

Ms. Allbright said the next speaker was Yoni Weinberg, speaking on being uncomfortable at the rally.  Mr. Weinberg he wanted to comment on the general nature of the experiences people have talked about.  He thought that more than any campus in the country that Berkeley was a place for freedom of expression and people making their points.  The rest of the country looked at Berkeley to see what it had to say about what was going on in the world, and he would encourage every group to express its feelings.  The impor​tant thing was that this should be expression, and not intimidation, because that’s not what the college experience should be about.  He would call upon members of Students for Justice In Palestine to try and engage in events that create a positive message.  People could criticize things that were happening, but making other people uncomfortable didn't further the message and just created a bigger rift.

Guest Announcements (cont'd)
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To give one quick personal experience, Mr. Weinberg said that at the Israeli Apartheid Week, there was a big rally, and he heard chants of, “From the river to the sea, Palestine will be free.”  The way he inter​preted that was the call for the destruction of a nation that exists at that time between the river and the sea.  The message should be one of cooperation, not eliminating a country.  He hoped that students see that the most effective way to get across their message was to do so in a positive way.  Intimidating and hurting people’s feelings just made things worse.  He hoped people heard that and hoped it made a difference.

Ms. Allbright said the next speaker was John Moghtader, taking about being threatened at the rally.  Mr. Moghtader said he would like to thank the Senate for listening to what people had to say that evening.  One issue they discussed was of rights being violated.  Another issue was that of hate speech.  Another issue was SJP’s right to protest how it saw fit.  He completely supported the right of any student organi​zation to have a protest.  At any campus, especially Berkeley, that was very valuable.  So he was all for SJP having a demonstration.  That said, he thought demonstrations should adhere to some standards that he thought any reasonable person would agree upon.  He thought his friends that evening made it clear that their rights were violated, specifically the right to free speech.  Tikvah put up a sign and the first thing that happened was that somebody, a member of SJP, tried to rip it down, and some of the sign was actually torn.

Mr. Moghtader said he wanted to talk about hate speech and the issue of intimidation based on who a per​son was.  To him, that was actually more of an issue.  He was part of Tikvah Students for Israel, and they were out there with their counter demonstration, a very peaceful one.  He didn't know what language was appropriate for the Senate, but if he was to repeat things that were said, he wasn't sure if the Senate would be okay with that.  There was a lot of cursing, a lot of “f” words, a lot of “f-you,” and a lot of “f-Israel.”  For him, that was extremely disturbing.  A lot of his friends were upset, but he was more angry than upset because on this campus, he didn't think he or any of his friends should have to feel that way.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.  Mr. Silver moved to extend speaker’s and total time by two minutes.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Jackson and passed with no objection.

Mr. Moghtader said that when students from Students for Justice In Palestine came up to him, and point-blank in his face, said “f-you, take your sign and get the hell out of here,” after trying to rip it, was ludi​crous.  No matter what someone believed in or supported, that was ludicrous.  The ASUC, a progressive, respected body that was supposed to govern the students, had an obligation to do something about this.  And he would call upon them to do something not as a political body, but as a body that was there to sup​port students and their rights.  He knew there were some University officials present that evening and he would also call upon them to do the same.  He knew they were doing something, and the group appreci​ated that.  He has heard people talking about how this shouldn't happen at Berkeley, or anywhere.  It wasn't about Berkeley and it shouldn't happen on any college campus anywhere in the country, or in the world.  He thought they could all agree that this kind of racism and hate speech was something they should seek to abolish.  One of his friends mentioned someone saying something about “the chosen peo​ple.”  Somebody came up to them, a student from SJP, said, “You think you’re the chosen people.  You think you have everything and that you can do whatever you want.  You think you can just kill people.”  Mr. Moghtader said that was hate speech, and really upset and angered him.  And that was why he came to the Senate meeting that evening.  He didn't often come to Senate meetings, but he thought this was important and that he should talk to the Senate about it.  He would urge each and every one them, not as a political matter, but as a matter of human rights, to take a stand against this type of stuff.  He wanted to thank them for listening.

Guest Announcements (cont'd)
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Report from the Chancellor's Designee 

Ms. Duong asked what he would like to see the ASUC Senate do.  Mr. Moghtader said he wasn't too familiar with what it could do.  But in the best of all possible worlds, the Senate would take a stand against the actions of Students for Justice In Palestine on that day, and in doing so, perhaps mention this was being brought forth because of the actions of this one group, but they the Senate wanted to encourage all student groups across the board to adhere to guidelines, and to spell out what was and wasn't okay.  He thought that would and a powerful message to the student group that made these violations that day.  He knew the SJP rally violated a whole slew of University rules as well as engage in hate speech, and he would like to see those rules enforced.  He thought the Senate would send a powerful message if it repri​manded the group for what it did.  Again, that wasn't on political grounds, but to say they wouldn't toler​ate what happened, and that no one should have to tolerate it.  And he thought they should encourage the University to do the same.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.

REPRESENTATIVE TO THE ASUC REPORTS 

Report from the Chancellor’s Designee

Mr. Poullard said he was having a good day before this.  It was funny because Sen. Winston last week asked him to talk about happenings in the community, and this protest and counter protest between SJP and Tikvah was actually on his agenda.  He was glad that members of Tikvah were present because he sent them an e-mail on Tuesday about having both bodies meet with him and to sit down together to talk about what the rules of engagement were and what was important to the community.

Mr. Poullard said he trusted that with his staffmember who was there, Amanda Carlton, as well as mem​bers of the UCPD who were there, that people shouldn't have felt that their personal space was violated, or felt concerned about their personal safety.  People who caused that did engage in a Student Conduct violation.  But he didn't know if that was the way for them to resolve the issue.

Regarding hate speech and what that really meant, and what hate was, he would ask if it was hateful to say “fuck Israel”?  And it probably was.  Was it hateful to say “Palestinian terror”?  Probably.  There were always two sides to every single story around dialogue.  And the truth was always somewhere in the middle.  He thought his role as the Dean of Students, and as someone who cared about community and what happened, was to think about what they could do to protect people’s safety, free speech, and free movement.  If he felt he couldn't move or couldn't express himself without retribution or harm, that wasn't good.

Mr. Poullard said he got an e-mail back from members of SJP that they were willing to sit down with him.  He was still working with members of Tikvah to come and sit down with him, together as a group, not one on each side, but together as a group.  That was not to say they wouldn't address the behavior, but to see what to do from this point forward.  They have to think about how to build community.  This will not be the last conversation on this topic, as long as they continue to have what was going on in the Middle East.  So they had to see what to do on this campus around what they thought were the rules of engagement and move these conversations forward.  And he was 

Report from the Chancellor's Designee (cont'd)
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committed to that, and was committed to people’s safety and free speech, in a way that did not make them feel unsafe or scared on their own campus.

Mr. Poullard said he had other critical and important issues he wanted to talk about.  He thought the Senators should give props to the ASUC President again for his stellar presentation at the Student Affairs Roundtable a couple of weeks ago, and his eloquent restating of how students mattered on the campus.  

Mr. Poullard said he was glad GA President Daniels was present that evening.  They got approval of $750,000 to move forward with Lower Sproul redevelopment.  That was huge for the entire campus community.  Mr. Nguyen was also speaking with the Chancellor on Multicultural Center renegotia​tions and use of Zellerbach and the Greek Theatre without costing students for the use.

Mr. Poullard said another big issue was dance policy.  People have done a lot of good work at dance policy meetings to end the bureaucracy of what was ridiculous policy, in his estimation.  They're also looking at same-day ticket sales and paying for the costs of security so groups could afford to hold events on campus.

Lastly, regarding student liability coverage, Mr. Poullard said he had a meeting last week with ASUC Execs to talk about a Systemwide policy they’re working so student organizations wouldn't have to pay liability insurance when hosting events.  This was a Systemwide effort that Mr. Poullard said he was shepherding through, with risk management officers and Vice Chancellors across the System, to make sure that students remain at the center of this conversation, and not at the periphery.  He called for any questions.

Mr. Weiner said that relating to what previous speakers talked about that evening, he spoke to police offi​cers on Monday and they told him that not only were there unquestionably numerous violations of cam​pus policy that they documented, but that Campus Life and Leadership documented them as well.  While the police officers chose not to enforce policies on Monday while the event was going on, they said that all of the violations would be fully prosecuted.  Mr. Weiner said he would like to hear an update on that process.

Mr. Poullard said this was the first he’s heard of that, so he couldn't give an update.  However, if Campus Life and Leadership staff, probably Amanda Carlton, took down information, she’d forward it the Office of Student Conduct and a letter would go out about it.  That would probably be after he had a meeting.  He hadn't known there was actual documentation of the events.  If what they heard about that evening actually took place, and there were specific violations that occurred, that would be addressed.

Mr. Galeon asked what the University would do if SJP was found to have violated of the Student Code of Conduct.  Mr. Poullard said he couldn't answer, and every case was unique.  Things to be considered were whether they’ve been before Student Conduct before; was it more the actions of individuals or of the organization, etc.  Mr. Galeon asked what could happen to a student organization.  Mr. Poullard said it could lose its recognition; could be put on probation, so it couldn't hold events on campus; or it could lose its Charter.  But that didn't mean people wouldn't galvanize and organize, maybe under a different name or group.

Mr. Jackson said many protesters at the event weren't members of SJP, so he asked how the group could be held responsible for the actions of individuals.  Mr. Poullard said that was his point in asking whether things done were by a group or by individuals.  And it could be both.

Report from the Chancellor's Designee (cont'd)
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Mr. Weiner asked when, if at all, Mr. Poullard’s office was aware of e-mails and the Facebook group that was set up containing a long message from someone who identified themselves as being from SJP, including details of the illegal protest.  Mr. Poullard said this was the first he’s heard of that.  He hasn't heard about a Facebook message.  Mr. Weiner said he first heard about on Sunday night that the SJP rally was being organized at the last second.  He forwarded that information to Mr. Poullard’s office.  He asked what the best way was in the future if people knew there was going to be a protest about how to notify his office.  Mr. Poullard asked Mr. Weiner if he sent the e-mail directly to him, “Jonathan Poullard.”  Mr. Weiner said he didn't.  Mr. Poullard said that Mr. Weiner mentioned that he sent an e-mail to his office, and asked who he sent that to.  Mr. Weiner said it was to two or three people.  Mr. Poullard asked if it was the Center for Student Leadership.  Mr. Weiner said it was.  Mr. Poullard said that would be Amanda Carlton and Marcia Riley.  Mr. Weiner said he didn't know.  Mr. Poullard said Mr. Weiner was giving him vagueness.  If Mr. Weiner sent it to office staff, Mr. Poullard said he wanted to know who those peo​ple were, because that was part of his job.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.  A motion to extend speaking time by five minutes was made and seconded by Mr. Jackson and Ms. Kuo and passed with no objection.

Mr. Seaty said that Mr. Weiner mentioned the SJP protest was illegal.  He asked if Mr. Poullard deemed it to have been illegal.  Mr. Poullard said protests weren't really legal or illegal.  The campus always wanted to work with student organizations when they held a rally.  If they wanted to use loudspeakers, they had to make themselves known and had to reserve Sproul.  But if people just sort of gathered together and started rallying, people could do that, and had the right to do that.  What might make it illegal is if it blocked egress and ingress.  What might make it illegal was if it blocked the flow of traffic, which people couldn't do.  There could be other things that happened when they came together that would be a rules violation, but as for a protest on its face, no one had to register a protest.

On a point of personal privilege, Mr. Weiner asked if he could respond to something Mr. Seaty said refer​enced him.  Ms. Allbright said she would prefer if that conversation could be taken off the floor.  Mr. Weiner objected.  Ms. Allbright said she would suppose that was a motion to overrule a decision of the Chair.  Mr. Weiner said he would withdraw the objection. 

Mr. Weiner asked Mr. Poullard what he thought about the fact that Mr. Weiner was told by police officers that the event was an illegal protest, which was where that language came from.  Mr. Poullard said he couldn't respond to that.  If officers thought it was an illegal protest and made a decision to allow the behavior to continue, he’d want to know what that was about.  Often times when there are two opposing sides and people were in each other’s faces, for whatever reason, a call had to be made about whether to stop that or let it continue.  If someone was in another’s face and was threatening, no one could dictate how people felt, and if someone felt unsafe, that had to be honored and respected.

Mr. Weiner asked if he’s seen a video or pictures of the rally.  Mr. Poullard said he hasn't.  When he got to work on Tuesday, he got a an e-mail about this issue from Ms. Carlton, Coordinator for the Center for Student Leadership.  His response to her was that he wanted to meet students from both sides immedi​ately, that week.  That’s what he’s been doing since Tuesday, trying to arrange that to happen.  Hopefully it will occur on Friday.  Ms. Allbright said that seeing no further questions, she would like to thank Mr. Poullard.  Mr. Poullard said he would like to thank them.

Report from the UCPD Liaison
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Report from the UCPD Liaison 

Sgt. Tucker said that to answer a question Sen. Louie asked last week about something that happened on Tuesday, the 26th, at Haste and Telegraph, about 10:00 or 11:00, it looked like there was a report of someone who was a threat to themselves due to mental instability.  It was turned over to City mental health for evaluation.  He didn't know if there was an arrest.

Sgt. Tucker said this kind of information was available on the Internet.  Both the University and City Police Departments have an activity bulletin online, and a summary description of different events, times, locations, and police activity.  It didn't include everything, since it was redacted, to prevent certain laws from being violated and privacy rights.

Sgt. Tucker said that one thing of interest that past week happened on March 2, about noon.  They may know that the Rochdale Co-op was in the primary jurisdiction of the UCPD because it was on University land.  They got a report that a theft had occurred just prior to the person calling in.  UCPD officers what through and started looking around the area for the suspect.  The officer met the victim, got additional information about the suspect, put out the description, and an officer stopped someone matching the description.  They were identified, along with the property that was stolen, and a knife, and they were arrested.  That was a good example of someone who was on the ball, called the police right away, with good results.

Sgt. Tucker said they might have seen a story in the SF Chronicle and other media outlets about iPods causing a crime wave.  A study was done by a group in Washington, D.C. about the relationship between the proliferation of iPods and the increase in violate crime around the country.  The theory was that iPods were a tempting and visible target, with the signature earphones.  People walk down the street broadcasting that they have a $400 piece of equipment.  They're tuned out and can't hear what was going on around them.  It made people an easy target.  Sgt. Tucker said this was an interesting theory that not everyone agreed with.  The campus just started trying to collect this data, and it will be interesting to see if there's a correlation.  He called for any questions.

Mr. Weiner asked if he had any information about what happened on Monday.  Sgt. Tucker said he really had very little information about it.  He heard some of the noise out the window, but he wasn't aware of the specifics of what happened or of any follow-up happening.  He didn't know how much advanced warning they had, or how many officers were deployed.  When they hear about things that were likely to involve conflict, they try to anticipate police forces to attribute to that.  That may have been a factor.  For a rally where the police anticipate a problem of some sort, they typically use video, photographs, or other recording, to try and capture those sorts of rules violations that people heard about that evening, so they could be sent to the Office of Student Conduct for review and possible action.  He was certain if the police have done that in this case that they will be sent to Student Conduct for consideration.

Mr. Weiner said that with regard to questions about what a legal protest was, he asked if blocking the free flow of traffic on Sproul, using amplified sound used right by Sather Gate, and physical intimidation, constituted violations of campus policy and, in that sense, were illegal.  Sgt. Tucker said that when a 

Report from the UCPD Liaison (cont'd)
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Report from the Graduate Assembly Representative

police officer uses the word “illegal,” that connotes something criminal in nature.  He would differentiate a criminal act from what might be a violation of University policy.  In 99 out of 100 cases, if something constituted crime, it would also be a violation of University policy, rule, or regulation.  The University had specific rules about time, place, and manner in the use of Sproul Plaza and the use of amplified sound.  It actually was a crime in the Penal Code when someone is prevented from attending a University function, trespass, almost correlated to false imprisonment, where someone was prevented from attending classes, e.g.  A very specific set of elements had to be shown in order to constitute that as a crime.  But he was certain that University policy addressed other forms of obstruction.  So there may be a violation.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.  A motion extend by one minute was made and seconded by Mr. Shams and Mr. Jackson and passed with no objection.

Mr. Shams asked if he could respond to the accusation that the police response to the tree sitters on cam​pus was actually furthering their cause and activities, and attracting attention.  Sgt. Tucker said he hasn't heard that.  It was undeniable that this was an interesting situation that drew a lot of media attention.  As to whether the UCPD should be doing something differently, they certainly get a lot of calls from alumni and others every day about how they should be doing things differently.  It wasn't their intent to make the problem worse or draw more attention to it.  That was probably an unfortunate byproduct of their plan.  Ms. Allbright said that seeing no further questions, she would like to thank Sgt. Tucker for his report.

Report from the Graduate Assembly Representative 
Mr. Daniels said they'll have elections at the March Delegates meeting.  He called for any questions.

Mr. Jackson asked how badly he wanted Ms. Kuo to run, considering she’ll a Berkeley grad student next year.  Mr. Daniels said he wanted her to run incredibly badly.

Ms. Duong asked how the GA’s social went on Monday.  Mr. Daniels said that was the St. Patrick’s event in Pauley.  About 200 people showed up and everyone enjoyed themselves, and with alcohol and food, it was hard to beat.

Ms. Duong asked if there were themed beverages.  Mr. Daniels said he wasn't able to go, but he’d assume some sort of green liquid was available.

Mr. Shams asked who was interested in the position of GA president.  Mr. Daniels said there's no process of announcing candidacy before the meeting.  The only process was an open examination of people who were nominated.  The GA’s Campus Affairs Vice President, Miguel Daal, was interested in the position, as were a few other people were interested as well.

Mr. Rhoads asked if this was his last report as GA President.  Mr. Daniels said it wasn't, and the new president will take over as of July 1.  The long overlap will provide for transition.  He’ll bring the new president to a Senate meeting and have them chair Exec Board and Delegates meetings.

Mr. Daniels said the Chancellor will speak to the GA at 6:00.  In general, only Delegates can ask ques​tions, unless the floor was yielded.

Report from the Graduate Assembly Representative (cont'd)
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Report from the Store Operations Board

Ms. Kuo asked if the GA ever held a social event that didn't have food and alcohol.  Mr. Daniels said it didn't, not to his knowledge.  One event coming up was a cruise.  In general, food and alcohol drew stu​dents to activities.

Report from the Store Operations Board 

In the interest of being brief, Mr. Permaul said he wouldn't go through all the elements of his report and would just highlight some things.  

Mr. Permaul said he wanted to talk about a new request for funds that has come up as a result of an issue that could potentially broadly affect the ASUC.  It turned out that the campus has requirements for accommodations for disabilities that involve any classes or facilities the ASUC operates or offers.  That semester they have students taking classes at the Art Studio who require interpreters.  That cost could range from $200-500 per class.  At that point the ASUC Auxiliary was going to absorb this because there was no fund set up to cover it.  The Campus Compliance Officer has been trying to get the campus to develop a broader plan.

In talking to EVP Allbright, they discussed the fund the ASUC had for disability, a reserve, that appar​ently only had $120.  He would recommend that next year, the Senate have the Finance Committee put $1,000 in that account.  Any DE-Cal class could fall under this accommodation requirement, and DE-Cal classes were ASUC-run.  And anything at the Lodge that required accommodation or access would be affected, and any other program the ASUC had.  So as to not be caught in a financial lurch next year, he would urge the Finance Committee to consider putting those funds aside.

Regarding the Bank of the West, Mr. Permaul said that on Thursday afternoon he’ll meet with represen​tatives from US Bank and Wells Fargo to talk about the commercial 1 Card.  Some Senators and other students will attend.  Vice Chancellor Brostrom brought the Bank of the West up as well.  Prior to the Follett contract for the Bookstore, the Bank of the West used to underwrite funds for the old ASUC Bookstore.  The Bank of the West was also willing to help underwrite the cost of a collaboration between the Rally Committee, the Auxiliary, the Cal Student Store for all Cal students next fall.  It was great that it was showing some interest.

Mr. Permaul said he wanted to remind people that the SOB will meet next Tuesday, in the Senate lounge.  They'll consider the terms and conditions for the renewal of contracts for Bear's Lair food court vendors.  They'll bring other contracts forward, although not major ones like Panda, Starbucks or others they're working on, but other contracts will be brought to the table for review.

Mr. Permaul said the Auxiliary heard from Panda that day, and it's on the verge of presenting a proposal next week.  The Auxiliary was continuing to work with other vendors.  The Bear's Lair vendor had his architect look at the site and was beginning to work on drawings.  Mr. Permaul called for any questions.

Mr. Silver asked if Panda will make its presentation to the SOB.  Mr. Permaul they'll present a proposal to the Auxiliary, and before taking it to the Board they'll vet it to make sure it lived up to the principles the students have said they expect.

Report from the Store Operations Board (cont'd)
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Elected Official Announcements

Ms. Allbright said it was 8:30 and time for the Special Order.  Ms. Ureña moved to hear the Special Order from 9:00 to 9:45.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Galeon and passed with no objection.

Continuing the report from the SOB, Mr. Shams asked about the e-mail regarding the Green Peace protest.  Mr. Permaul said that last week he received an e-mail from a representative of the Green Peace movement asking him to please consider speaking to the Cal Student Store about not carrying any products sold by Kleenex.  Mr. Permaul said he was in Los Angeles and said he would investigate when he returned.  He received another e-mail saying Green Peace was going to present a Resolution at the Senate meeting that evening.  As it turned out, the Cal Student Store on its own removed the two Kleenex products that it carried.  They're looking for an alternative.

Mr. Permaul said he and Dean Poullard have both taken a position that before they would accept allegations about any set of circumstances, they would try and get information and try to get both sides.  He was still in the process of trying to get that information about Kleenex.  The Cal Student Store has been nothing but cooperative whenever the Auxiliary has made a request to them, and removed the products before the demonstration that afternoon took place.  Mr. Permaul said it wasn't clear to him why they chose the Cal Student Store when other stores on Telegraph, notably Walgreen’s, carried far more Kleenex than the ASUC.  But nevertheless, the protest took place, and Mr. Permaul said he expressed his disappointment to them.  With such short notice, it was inappropriate to try to hold a shotgun and try to get a response from any organization.  And it was more appropriate for people to learn the information and then proceed.

Elected Official Announcements 

Mr. Silver said the Golden Apple Award was getting underway.  The nomination process will begin.  Unfortunately the Web site was not yet finished and should be up that evening, asuc.org/goldenapple.  People could go on the site and nominate the teachers of their choice.  Senators should tell their friends to make nominations, which will be open for two weeks.  There will also be Facebook ads.  People could call or e-mail him with any questions.

Mr. Galeon said Haas’ Cultural Day will be on Friday from 11:30 to 2:00 at the Haas Courtyard.  He would ask people to please show up.

Ms. Duong said the ASUC Leadership Forum was held on Tuesday from 5:00 to 7:30.  She wanted to thank Sens. Kuo and Winston and EVP Allbright for attending and supporting it.  Ms. Duong said she thought it went really well.  They had some good dialogue and conversation.  Students were there from a lot of different organizations.  Ms. Duong said one of her interns will make an official report to the Senate next week.

Mr. Shams said he would like to respond to some of the comments that occurred.  He was sorry he had to leave Berkeley, but he had a pre-planned engagement.  He actually walked through the “die-in” on Sproul.  He totally respected the right of every student to feel safe, with whatever viewpoints they had, but he rejected the notion that there were no safe spaces on campus.  When he asked earlier if the students 
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who made Guest Announcements that evening were working to build bridges between the two communi​ties on these issues, he was looking for a direct answer, yes or no.  When he spoke, it was not as a candi​date or pro-Palestinian.  There were Jewish, Christian, and Muslim people, and every other race and religion, who were also laying on the ground on Sproul.  He was sorry the people who made the announcements earlier that evening were no longer present.  Mr. Shams said he would have to leave the meeting at 9:00 in order to work on the Jewish-Muslim Interfaith Dinner.  There were a series of events, including a dialogue Senators were trying to have on how people could talk about these issues in a civil manner.  There were plenty of safe spaces and opportunities for discussion.  He would encourage Sena​tors who were interested in this to talk to him, or to Sen. Silver, who was also involved.

Mr. Shams said he would also like to reject the extremism on campus.  It was the radicalization, he felt, of two communities, pro-Palestinian and pro-Israeli.  The fact was, both will be there for a while, and it was really easy to radicalize an issue and be extreme.  Students, especially Senators, had to be willing to cre​ate safe spaces and foster that alternative option other than protesting or counter protesting on Sproul.  That was a right and needed to happen to get viewpoints out, but there were also forums for constructive dialogue to be waged.  He thought some Senators who foster certain kinds of extremism needed to par​ticipate in it.

Ms. Kuo said she would like to thank Ms. Duong for inviting her to the Leadership Forum.  She got some Engineering students to attend, and she thought they found the workshop to be very inspiring.  At first they were a little confused, being outside the scope of engineering, but she thought they enjoyed it.  Sec​ondly, as the Senate rep to Theatre Rice, Ms. Kuo said she wanted to announce the group’s mid-semester show that weekend, “Collide-o-Scope.”  Also, a friend of hers was involved in a student-written play, “Not Shakespeare.” The premise was that all of Shakespeare’s characters got angry with him and wanted to kill him.  It was a pretty cool comedy, and people could Facebook it as well.

Mr. Jackson said he wanted to echo what Sen. Shams said and emphasize that cool heads always prevail.  He talked to Dean Poullard and there were current platforms for dialogue, and he would encourage all parties to read the minutes and what he had to say.  Also, a group he was involved with, Educate Africa, will have an event on Saturday, March 8, 12:00 to 3:00 at Rude Awakening, a great café.  The event is “Lunch and Letters.”  They'll have lunch and write letters to raise money for the group, which gives scholarships to Ugandan and Rwandan refugees to go to secondary school.  Stamps and envelopes will be provided.

Ms. Duong said the rest of the week of (RE)claiming) the Space will be going on, and an event was going on at that time, with people making cool T-shirts for the rally on Thursday.  There will be a community dinner in the evening with free food.  All events are at the MCC.  Friday will be a kick-off for the Empowering Women of Color Conference on Saturday.  She would ask them to please come out.

Mr. Silver asked how (RE)claiming the Space Week was going.  Ms. Duong said it was going well.  They had a great event hosted by bridges Multicultural Center and it was a healing conversation, with a really good turnout.  On Tuesday they had a forum and a workshop.  The “Redrawing Our Reality” event was really cool, and Sen. Seaty was able to perform a spoken word piece about his gut.  The event was really empowering and people came out.  She wanted to thank Mr. Silver for asking.

Mr. Seaty moved to go to Executive Officer reports.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Silver and passed with no objection.

Report from the President 









    - 17 -

Report from the President

Mr. Nguyen said he was having an excellent week and hoped they were too.  He would apologize for not being there last week, but he was going to take a nap from 7:00 to 8:00 and ended up sleeping from 7:00 to 7:00.  It was a rough week because he turned in all his fellowship applications, since he was graduating.

Mr. Nguyen said there were a bunch of events the office has been working on with community members and organizations as part of RE(claiming) the Space Week.  There will be a rally on noon.  This was hap​pening in conjunction with the bill that was submitted about the MOU for the MCC.  He couldn't empha​size how important it was for the ASUC to support this.  Many, many people have been working very hard to see this negotiation go through.  He thought that with a couple of slight amendments to the agreement, they'll be at a point where it will be a deal that was good for both the ASUC, the students, and the University.  He would ask Senators 5o please feel free to talk to members of the Advocacy Agenda Committee working on this, and to other folks who have worked very hard on the project.  There will be a rally on Thursday.  They're going to bring back former members of the third world Liberation Front, who will talk about some of their experiences working on this and organizing at the time, and it will be an amazing event.

In two weeks there will be Disability Awareness Week, which was happening through the OP, with a week of teach-ins and events.  Mr. Nguyen said he and a lot of ASUC people and officials will participate in the Wednesday event, where they'll be in wheelchairs all day, trying to experience what it felt like to have limited access to the University.

Mr. Nguyen said they were also working on different policies, he and Mr. Poullard, and one was to get temporary ramps installed on Upper Sproul.  The only way for a disabled student to get access was to go through the police station and up by the elevators.  For a rally an event on Upper Sproul, it was very diffi​cult for them to get access to that space.  So they're working on getting temporary ramps.

Mr. Nguyen said he wasn't able to report on this before, but as they knew, the ASUC and the GA have been working really hard on Lower Sproul redevelopment, and they were able to get $750,000 from the University to move forward with planning.  That was a huge deal, and he hoped the Senate will be involved from this point forward with planning and getting other students involved.  This was the second largest contribution the campus has made to this project.  

Recently he and Mr. Daniels sent a letter to Nathan Brostrom, Vice Chancellor of Administration, and Ron Coley, regarding budget cuts to the ASUC.  The University was asking all Auxiliaries to model a 4% cut across the top for all revenue they generate.  This was problematic for several rea​sons, particularly for the ASUC, because as dictated by the Commercial Activities Agreement, all money after Auxiliary costs was to be directly allocated to the Senate to allocate to student groups and programs.  For the University to take some of that would be a huge cut for the ASUC.  So they're working on that and he’ll let the Senate know how that was going.

Mr. Nguyen said that day he and Sen. Ureña met with some students from the Paul Revere Middle School, in the Mission District, who were trying to start their own student government.  The 
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Report from the External Affairs Vice President

students’ teacher was the younger sister of Vice Chancellor Brostrom.  It was really cool to see them here.  They asked the students what they thought student government was about and they said they were there to represent student voices.  All their answers were dead on.  Mr. Nguyen said he was really impressed with how well they knew what their role was.  These were 11, 12, and 13 year-olds, and they knew so much about government and what it meant to represent.  Their issues included dirty bathrooms and unhealthy lunches.

Mr. Nguyen said he and Ms. Ureña thought these meetings would be something the ASUC should do a lot more of.  It didn't take that much money and just took time out of Senators’ schedules, to meet up with younger students and talk to them about student government, and help prepare lead​ers for high school, college, and beyond.  He had a great time.  He called for any questions.

Report from the External Affairs Vice President 

Mr. Montes said he wanted to thank the EVP’s office for organizing the Webcam.  As he’s said before, the UCSA needed whiteliners for the Regents meeting.  These are people who actually talk to the Regents about student issues and have the great meals that the Regents have.  He would strongly suggest that peo​ple apply, especially since the meeting was in San Francisco.  There were currently no Berkeley students whitelining.  The application was due that day, and could be found at asuc.org.

Mr. Montes said he was really excited about the next couple of announcements he had about lob​bying and the ASUC.  First, they took a total of 25 people to the UCSA Student Lobby Conference in Sacramento that weekend.  They lobbied Assemblymember Guy Houston, Sen. Tom Torlakson, Sen. Ellen Corbett, Assemblymember Mary Hayashi, Assemblymember Alberto Torrico, Assemblymember Loni Hancock, Assemblymember Mark DeSaulnier, Sen. Don Perata, and Assemblymember Sandre Swanson, they did some in-district visits, and the Chair the Higher Education Committee, Anthony Portantino.

At the UCSA Rally in Sacramento on Monday, present were Assemblymember Curren Price, Assembly​member Fiona Ma from San Francisco, Assemblymember Mark Leno, the Chair of the Appropriations Committee, Anthony Portantino, the Chair of the Higher Education Committee, John Laird, the Speaker of the Assembly, and the Lieutenant Governor John Garamendi.  It was really exciting because Mr. Garamendi really advocated for what students needed.  Mr. Montes said he really wanted to thank Max Reyes, the Lobby Coordinator, for organizing a very organized trip.  Mr. Reyes briefed everybody on the agenda and made sure everybody knew what was going on.

Mr. Montes said they're going to work on in-district lobby visits to follow-up with everybody they talked to.

Mr. Montes said he had a really exciting announcement.  On Saturday there was a gathering of an amazing coalition that was the beginning of great things.  Representatives got together from the office of Lieutenant Governor John Garamendi, the UCSA, California State Students Association, and the leadership from community colleges.  People there from the UCSA included himself, as Board 
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Chair, the President, Louise Hendrickson, Secretary/Finance Officer.  The group got together to talk about the State’s financial situation and how they could make a change.  So on April 21, people in higher education and education in general will get together and lobby the Governor and the legislators in Sacramento.  Members from the UC System, the Cal State System, the community college system, and the K-through-12 system, including faculty, staff, students, and administrators, will lobby for education.  He would strongly suggest for Senators to mark April 21 on their calendars.

Mr. Montes said something else exciting happened at the Student Lobby Conference.  A lot of awards were given out that night, and the UCSA awarded “Advocate for the Year” for California to ASUC Lobby Corps Director Max Reyes.  Mr. Reyes organized a record number of in-district lobby visits, worked on postcard campaigns, worked on the voter registration campaign, organized the SOC delegation, helped others with getting to that point from other campuses, and has shown an overall sense of commitment to the fight for accessible higher education for UC students.  Out of all the people orga​nizing lobby visits throughout the State, Mr. Reyes was the best person for the job.  Mr. Montes said this just showed the quality of people working in the ASUC.  Mr. Montes said he would like to congratulate Mr. Reyes.

Mr. Seaty said he wanted to commend the EAVP’s office for the Student Lobby Conference.  He asked what will be discussed at the upcoming Regents meeting.  Mr. Montes said the vote to decide whether student fees will go up was moved to May.  He’s heard rumors that things that affect AB 540 students will be on the agenda.  That wasn't confirmed, and the agenda has not come out yet.  They will talk 

about policies affecting admission and registration.

Report from the Academic Affairs Vice President 

---------------

Begin written report from the Academic Affairs Vice President

Unfortunately I am unable to stay at the ASUC Senate meeting and make my report in person. I would just like to take this time to highlight some programming coming out of the AAVP Office during these coming weeks.

Major Madness Week will be occurring from March 10 – 14th. Through this program, we hope to expose undergraduate students to the variety of majors and opportunities available to them. Though this program is geared towards mainly underclassmen (first and second years) there are definitely events that are open to the whole campus. For example, "Dinner with a Professor" is a great way of interacting with professors and even the Executive Vice Chancellor and Provost George Breslauer. Additionally, if any of you are affiliated with a major-specific student-group, please encourage them to come out and table on Sproul and participate in "Madness on Sproul." For more information you can contact my Academic Programs Department at aavpacademicprograms@gmail.com.

End written report from the Academic Affairs Vice President

---------------

Report from the Student Advocate Office 
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Special Order of the Day -- Presentation on the Multicultural Center 

Report from the Student Advocate Office 

Matt DeMartini introduced himself and said he was the Chief-of-Staff for the Student Advocate Office.  He distributed new brochures from the office they just got printed.  They were distributing them to administrative offices on campus as well as to student groups and other places were students might pick it up.

Mr. DeMartini said some caseworkers in the office recently went to a peer resource summit last Thurs​day, a gathering of peer student resources on campus, with 15 other organizations there.  It was a good opportunity to tell people about the SAO, pass out brochures, and explain what they do.  It was organized to network with other support groups.  These were groups such as student legal clinics and renters’ assis​tance groups.

Disability Awareness Week was coming up, the week before Spring Break.  The SAO planned to hold a workshop to help students with issues that disabled students might have.  They'll work on that with the Disabled Students Union.  The SAO was also putting on a residency workshop to help people establish residency.  That was very important for out-of-State students because it could save them thousands of dollar.  A residency workshop will be held on Tuesday, March 18, at 7 p.m. in the West Madrone Room, 4th floor of MLK.  They expect 30 or 40 people to attend.

SPECIAL ORDER OF THE DAY -- The Multicultural Center 

Ms. Ureña said the Advocacy Agenda Committee on the Multicultural Center would make a presentation.  They wanted to start with a documentary made in 1999.  Hopefully they'll watch at least a half hour of it and then they have a PowerPoint presentation.  They'll talk about the MOU and give some background on what was going on.

A video was shown.

Mr. Wu moved to extend the Special Order by five minutes.  The motion was seconded and passed with no objection.

Ms. Ureña said that fight for a multicultural center started in 1999.  Mr. Wu said that if they look at MCCs at other campuses, they'd see a pretty stark contrast.  Ms. Ureña said they attached the preliminary vision in the MOU that came from members of the Third World Liberation Front who attended work​shops, and ASUC members.  It was broken down into physical and virtual resources.  Mr. Wu said these were seen at MCCs at other campuses.

Ms. Ureña said the 2005 MOU established the Phase II MCC in Heller Lounge.  There were several issues with this location.  It was only one big room and there was a lack of separate meeting spaces.  There was a lot of window covering, which affected screenings, because of glaring light, and light switches were in the men’s restroom and not accessible to students during programming.  There was no 
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projector screen or speakers.  The Oversight Board has already looked into buying them.  The sound was poor, which affected programs, including music and poetry.  And there was limited artwork in the space.

Mr. Wu said that as for MCCs on other campuses, Ohio State has 11 different service programs and scholarships; Northwestern has two buildings; and Duke has a discussion series and forums.  All have pretty impressive MCCs.  Ms. Ureña said the screen showed the Cross Cultural Center at UC Irvine, which had 2007-8 values of activism, social justice, education, empowerment, and diversity.

Mr. Wu said people might have heard of UC Santa Barbara’s Multicultural Center, which was probably the most impressive MCC in the nation, in his opinion.  Its goal was to facilitate the retention and recruitment of students of color and to combat institutional racism and sexism.  It hosts over 90 events a year, including lectures, films, videos, discussions, readings, art exhibitions, music, dance, dramatic performances, a weekly coffee, tea, and movie night, and a media library.  The pictures being shown were of the lounge and art gallery, which probably by themselves were better than Berkeley’s MCC.  UCSB’s MCC had a 150-person theater, two meeting rooms with space for 40 people each.  It also had a kitchen.

Ms. Ureña the 2005 MCC MOU expires on June 30, 2008.  Members of the third world Liberation Front, the ASUC, and University representatives have been working since December, 2007 to develop an MOU for the continued Phase II MCC to remain in the MLK Student Union.  ASUC reps on the negotiating team sponsored a bill that included the “working” MOU, which has not yet been approved by the Chancellor.  It was mostly done, but there were still some things that had to be worked out.

Ms. Ureña said the next screen showed some excerpts from the actual MOU that were important to address.  It states that the ASUC will partner with the University and allocate the use of Heller Lounge and the former Open Computing Facility in the MLK Student Union, valued by the ASUC Auxiliary at approximately $237,000 per year to the University for the purpose of establishing a temporary Phase II MCC for a period beginning July 1 ’08 through June 30, ’11.  So the MCC would remain in MLK for the next three years.

Ms. Ureña said the MCC Oversight Board would have about 26 students and staff.  The breakdown of the Board was in the MOU and the bill packet.  The Board would oversee all aspects of the MCC, including financial allocations, budgets, hours of operation, staffing, and programming, and would meet once a month.  The University will provide funding for an MCC Coordinator, 1.0 full-time employee.  That was currently not available.  Lisa Walker did diversity training for the Senate and has been in charge of reservations, but wasn't a full-time employee.  The FTE would start at and would not exceed $50,000 a year.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.  A motion to extend total time by five minutes was made by Mr. Galeon and was seconded and passed with no objection.

Ms. Ureña said the University will allocate $90,000 a year to the MCC Oversight Board for programming costs.  Programming will include interns to staff the MCC, who would check IDs, e.g.  The MCC Coordinator will be responsible for the operation and programming of the space, as directed by the Oversight Board.  The Coordinator will be part of the Board.  The two Boards that cur​rently exist, from the 2005 MOU, haven't met consistently, and a Coordinator would ensure that happens.

Ms. Ureña said another clause was that the University would make steps to renovate the Phase II MCC in accordance with direction of the Oversight Board.  That would include hiring an architect 
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to design the physical space and making capital improvements to continue to have programming for the next three years, making the space more workable.  

The MOU would also incorporate the renovation of the MCC in the strategic plan of the new position, the Vice Chancellor for Equity and Inclusion.  It would make the MCC one of his priorities in the strategic plan.  The University would also seek all possible funding for the renovation, the amount of which should be no less than $200,000 and meet with the Oversight Board no later than April 15, 2009, to report on the concrete plan to renovate the space.  And it will allocate up to $25,000 a year to the ASUC Auxiliary for reimbursement for setting up events, moving furniture, e.g.  It includes lighting.  These are operational costs, with staffing to fall under programming.

Ms. Ureña said there was an issue of when they would get a permanent space for an MCC.  To ensure that, some things have been added to the MOU, so progress was made and it wasn't dropped for the next three years before it's renegotiated again.  They're asking for the creation of a Chancellor’s Advisory Committee on the Multicultural Center and a standing Work Group for the MCC, similar to the Lower Sproul Work Group.  It would be comprised of reps from Capital Projects, Equity and Inclusion, the ASUC, and the MCC Oversight Board.  The MCC was actually coupled with Lower Sproul redevelopment, and had to be a priority in that plan.  The Work Group would work parallel or together with the Lower Sproul Work Group.  

Another proposal to meet at least once a semester between the Vice Chancellor for Equity and Inclusion and the Oversight Board, for accountability.  The 2005 MOU just said that the University had to show a “good faith effort.”  There would also be an annual meeting between the Chancellor and the MCC Oversight Board.  There would also be an annual report on the progress of the Phase III MCC, to be produced by March 1 each year and posted on the MCC Web site.

Ms. Ureña said they want to have a comprehensive vision of the MCC as part of Lower Sproul redevel​opment.  They want to make sure the University didn't think an MCC was just a lounge, like the current space, but a place to have multicultural events.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.  A motion to extend speaking time by five minutes was made and seconded by Mr. Seaty and Ms. Duong and passed with no objection.

Ms. Ureña said that also on the negotiating committee was the Vice Chair of the Committee, Mr. Shams, EVP Allbright, and Pres. Nguyen.  Members of the third world Liberation Front were also present and worked hard on the MOU.

Ms. Kuo asked if there was a multicultural Web site.  Ms. Ureña said that maintaining a Web site would be a duty of the MCC Coordinator.  Ms. Allbright said there currently wasn't a site and there would be one as part of the proposed MOU.  The MOU was part of the bill.  The negotiating team will meet on Fri​day and Vice Chancellor Basri will present it to the Chancellor on Friday.  They want to get the process started in the Senate, and there will be amendments presented on Monday, depending on what happened with the negotiating team.

Mr. Wu said the reason he got involved in this was because he wanted to hold the University accountable and keep the money going for the next three years.  The minimum was $200,000 over that time.

Report from the Attorney General
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Report from the Judicial Council

Report from the City Affairs Lobby Director

A motion to go to Appointed Official Reports was made and seconded by Mr. Shams and Mr. Galeon and passed with no objection.

Report from the Attorney General

Mr. Kozak said he had to apologize for completely screwing up party registration that year.  Apparently party registration was supposed to happen in the fall.  He confused party registration with party filing.  The good news was that all parties were registered, and he took care of all the parties; so it was nothing to worry about.  He should have announced in the fall that party registration was open, but everything was fine.  Mr. Kozak said elections were coming up soon, so people shouldn't start campaigning yet.  It wasn't quite time.

Mr. Silver asked about the dates of the election.  Mr. Kozak said elections will be Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday, April 8, 9, and 10.

Report from the Judicial Council 

Kate Feng  said this would be her last Senate meeting as she was resigning that day.  Her term expired in mid-March, but she was retiring at that time so the Assistant Chair, Allison Day, would take over as Act​ing Chair until the Council had another election.  Ms. Feng said that with her resignation, seven people were on the Council, and quorum was four.  One graduate and one undergraduate seat was open.  She had full confidence in the people currently appointed.  They've been working with her, several since last semester.  Two weekends ago they had a mock hearing to give them a rundown of the JRPs and how to conduct a hearing.  They also heard from ASUC general counsel Mark Himelstein and ASUC Auxiliary Director Permaul, who spoke to the justices.  So she thought they were fully equipped.

Ms. Feng said she would like to thank all the Senators and Executive Officers for appointing them to the Judicial Council.  She wished all of them the best with their election season and would ask them to remember to stay within the rules.  They should feel free to seek the guidance and advice of J-Council members because they were not just there as a Council, but for judicial and legal procedural advice.  She wanted to thank them.

Ms. Allbright said she would like to thank Ms. Feng very much.  Her work was really appreciated and she would be missed.

Report from the City Affairs Lobby Director 

Mr. Stevens said he would apologize for not sending out a report before.  The survey was done for undergrads.  They got permission from the Graduate Division to send it out, which will probably 

Report from the City Affairs Lobby Director (cont'd)
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Report from the Finance Officer

happen next week.  He would like to thank the Finance Committee for getting a waiver for the incentives for people to do them.  For preliminary findings, 80% of undergrads don't know what the BRT was; they think Southside was dirty and unique; and around 80% have never gone to People's Park, ever; but about 40% of respondents didn't want to do anything to People's Park.  There were some interesting results, and the office will be analyzing them for a while.  He was excited to have a moment’s look at the pulse of the student body.  It will be nice to have a sense of where they were.

Mr. Stevens said Renters’ Rights Week was coming up.  They've brought on two more people so it could actually go forward, and he’d send out their contact information.  It will be the week after Spring Break, starting the 31st.  Hopefully people will learn how to better find an apartment, make sure their housing was habitable, and learn where the best grocery stores were.

For the Downtown Area Plan, they have another person working on it, Rachel Bramwell, an Urban Stud​ies student, who will work on it with Jessica.  Ms. Bramwell should be attending every DAP meeting.

Mr. Stevens said he recently talked to the owner of Sufficient Grounds, and mentioned the program the office was doing with businesses that stay open until 11:00, and the owner was interested in participating.  The business has lights on the sidewalk and discounts for students, a $1 discount for anything purchased over $3.  This was the sort of business the program was designed to acknowledge as responsible commu​nity businesses.  This was behavior they want to encourage, and it would make the neighborhood safer.

Mr. Stevens said they hope to have a meeting with the Chancellor about parking replacement policy; and it was the Chancellor was decided on this, not some group.  Whether a decision will be made was another question.  But Mr. Stevens said they’ve gone a long way very quickly with this.  According to parking replacement policy, if land is taken from Parking for any other use, whatever University department took the land had to pay $37,000 per parking space for that land.  That cost currently applies to housing, and Mr. Stevens said the office was trying to get an exception for housing, and make the cost optional, for University housing to be affordable.  Mr. Stevens noted that the City Affairs Lobby Director position has been instrumental in getting new housing built.

Report from the Finance Officer

---------------

Begin written report from the Finance Officer

Greek Opportunity Fund

Annual Budget 
Allocated Spring 2007:  $6,360.00    
SB 15 3640.00     
SB 28 (520.00)    
SB 29 (600.00)    
SB 37 (1400.00)    
End written report from the Finance Officer

---------------

Report from SUPERB 
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Standing Committee Reports

Report from SUPERB

Mr. Chow said that last week they showed “No Country for Old Men” in Wheeler, and sold out both shows, about 650 people for each.  Mr. Mazur said that made their week.  The were showing “Atone​ment” that week.  They'll have a noon show, “The Start,” and a comedy show on the 14th, “Coexist? Comedy Tour.”  Mr. Chow said they'll have the Guitar Hero Challenge on the 13th at the Gelateria.

Mr. Chow said they're trying to get a spring show on Lower Sproul.  They're talking to Too Short.  Also, Counting Crows approached them to do something on Lower Sproul at a really big discount.  It was up in the air.  Daphne Loves Derby tickets were still on sale.

Mr. Silver asked about the possibility of having Counting Crows.  Mr. Chow said they need to get the group what it wanted.  Mr. Mazur said they were pooling all their resources for that.

Standing Committee Reports

Reporting for the Finance Committee, Ms. Shen said they met on Monday, March 3, at 9 p.m.  All Sena​tors were present, with Pres. Nguyen and EVP Allbright absent.  For fee waivers, they passed SWs 23, 24, 25, as amended; 26; 27; 28 was tabled, and 29 passed.  For bills, they passed SBs 30, as amended; 44; 45; 47, as amended; 48, as amended; SB 23, as amended; SB 46 was tabled.  Their next meeting will be Monday, March 10, 9 p.m., in the Senate Chamber.  In Fi-Comm’s official report bills were attached as amended.

---------------

Begin written report from the Finance Committee

ASUC Senate Finance Committee

Members: Senators Kuo, Seaty, Shen, Ureña, Weiner, Winston, & Wong

Non-Voting Members: President Nguyen & EVP Allbright

Finance Officer: Nathaniel Chaney

OFFICIAL REPORT

Meeting 6
9:00 PM, Monday, March 3, 2008

Senate Chambers, Eshleman Hall

Chair: Senator Shen

Vice-Chair: Senator Weiner

In Attendance: Senators Kuo, Seaty, Shen, Urena, Weiner, Winston & Wong

Absent: President Nguyen and EVP Allbright

Standing Committee Reports (cont'd)
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---------------

Written report from the Finance Committee (cont'd)

Fee Waivers 

SW 23, Undergrad/Grad Mentorship Program: Passed; $31.68
SW 24, Jewish Student Union: Passed; $2,300

SW 25A, Congress to Campus: Passed; $400

SW 26, Jewish Student Union Homelessness Awareness Event: Passed; $450

SW 27, EAVP Survey: Passed; $300

SW 28, Tabled;
SW 29, Sigma Mu Delta: Passed; $149.64
Bills

SB 30A, A Bill in Support of Society for Mainland China and Taiwan Affairs: Passed; $150 Senate Contingency 

SB 44, A Bill in Support of SUPERB: Passed; $3,500 Carry Forward

SB 45, A Resolution in Support of the Golden Apple Student Committee on Teaching: Passed
SB 47A, A Bill in Support of UC Jazz Ensembles Spring Concert: Passed; $700 Senate Contingency
SB 48A, A Bill to Sponsor and Support from All Perspectives: Passed; $7,000 Carry Forward
SB 23A, A Bill in Support of ASUC Speaker Series, Major Madness Week, and Spring Budgeting; Passed; Carry Forward

SB 46, A Resolution of Support of The Berkeley Hebrew Collaborative: Tabled
Upcoming Meeting

Finance Committee Standing Meeting

Monday, March 10, 2008

9PM Senate Chambers in Eshleman Hall

Attached

SB23A, SB30A, SB47A, SB48A

End written report from the Finance Committee

---------------

Ms. Patel said the meeting of the Constitutional and Procedural Review Committee was canceled.  Their next meeting will be Monday, March 10, in the Senate lounge, 2nd floor, Eshleman, at 9:30.

Mr. Rhoads said the meeting of the University and External Affairs Committee was canceled and they had no business.  Their next meeting will be at the regular meeting time, 9 p.m. in the June Jordan Room.

Reporting for the Standing Committee on the Advocacy Agenda, Ms. Allbright said she still needed to do check-ins with Ms. Winston and Mr. Jackson and she was now spending all her time with Sen. Ureña on the MCC.

Standing Committee Reports (cont'd)
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Approval of the Agenda (cont'd) 

Appointments 

Reporting for the Advocacy Agenda Committee on Equity and Inclusion through the MCC, Ms. Ureña said they met on Thursday.  Sens. Seaty, Kim, and Silver were absent.  They discussed the PowerPoint presentation the Senate saw that evening.  They'll meet on Thursday at 5:30 in the June Jordan Room to go over the bill on the MCC, and that could include Senators from any other committees.

Ms. Kuo said the Advocacy Agenda Committee on Academic Services did not meet, but individual pro​jects were in progress.

Ms. Allbright said the Chair would entertain a motion for a five-minute recess.  It was so moved and sec​onded by Ms. Kuo and Mr. Seaty and passed with no objection.  This meeting was recessed.

Back in session, Mr. Shams moved to reconsider the agenda for next week.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Rhoads and passed with no objection.

APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA (March 12) (cont'd) 

Mr. Shams moved to hear a Special Order from 8:30 to 9:00, to go over the process and vote on the ASUC “Official of the Year.”  No campaigning was allowed.  And he would ask that to be repeated twice on the record: No campaigning was allowed.  If people campaign, they'd be disqualified.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Rhoads.  THE MOTION TO HEAR A SPECIAL ORDER NEXT WEEK, FROM 8:30 TO 9:00, TO CONSIDER AND VOTE ON THE ASUC “OFFICIAL OF THE YEAR,” PASSED WITH NO OBJECTION.

Mr. Rhoads moved to go to Appointments.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Shams and passed with no objection.

APPOINTMENTS 
Ms. Allbright said the first appointment up for consideration that evening was Michael Mun, for Elections Council Poll Coordinator, with a stipend of $800.  Mr. Mun introduced himself and said he was up for Poll Coordinator for the ASUC Elections Council, with a stipend of $800.  He was already doing most of the work and was receiving applications for poll workers.  He was setting up a schedule and will have a meeting on Thursday to set up polling sites with the people he had to work with for that.

Ms. Patel asked if he’s been involved in ASUC elections before.  Mr. Mun said he has not been involved in any previous ASUC election.  He was a second year.  To his knowledge, most of the people on the Elections Council also didn't have any prior experience running the polls.

Appointments (cont'd)
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Ms. Patel asked if he planned to make any improvements or change anything from last year, and said there were problems last year with campaigning by polls.  Mr. Mun said they’ll advertise polling loca​tions heavily.  They'll probably change a couple of polling sites compared to what the By-laws specifi​cally state because it seemed that some sites were too close to one another.  He’d enforce any By-laws.

Ms. Kuo asked how frequently he and other members of the Elections Council meet to prepare for the elections.  Mr. Mun said they actually live in the same house, so it wasn't a problem talking to each other.

Ms. Patel said polling areas were changed about two years ago and several locations were close together because grads vote in certain areas more than others.  She asked if he’s talked to the GA about that.  Mr. Mun said he’ll meet with the Events Manager of Facilities Operations and several other people on Thurs​day morning and talk about setting up the polls.  He could probably get input about that.  The By-laws call for sites at Wurster and Boalt, and he didn't see a need to have multiple locations at those areas.  He felt they should probably focus on the Kroeber area by the fountain, because so many people were in that area.  He thought it would be better to have one focus point and not have another poll less than 100 yards away.  There will be polling sites where graduate students were located, such as Haas, near Evans, and Soda-Etcheverry.

Ms. Allbright said that seeing no further questions or discussion, the question was automatically called.  THE MOTION TO APPROVE MICHAEL MUN AS POLL COORDINATOR, WITH A STIPEND OF $800, PASSED UNANIMOUSLY BY VOICE-VOTE.

Ms. Allbright said the next appointment to consider was of Justin Chung, for Elections Council Assistant Chair and Publicity Coordinator, with a stipend of $1,300.

Mr. Chung introduced himself and said he’s been putting up ads for poll workers and emphasizing filing dates and when elections will be held.  He will assist the Elections Council Chair with running the elec​tions, organizing voting packets, etc.  Ms. Allbright called for any questions.

Ms. Kuo asked if a room has been reserved for the Candidate's Meeting.  Mr. Chung said he submitted an application for Tuesday, March 18, from 6:00 to 9:00.  The room has not been set yet.

Mr. Osmeña asked what methods he’ll use to publicize and encourage voting.  Mr. Chung said they'll have a large ad in the Daily Cal.  There will also be publicity for people campaigning.  The main thing was to let people know that they could vote online.  He’ll focus on letting people know how they could vote and the times to do so.

Ms. Patel asked if he’d be willing to give out his contact information.  Mr. Chung said he would be.

Ms. Allbright said that seeing no further questions or discussion, the question was automatically called.  THE MOTION TO APPROVE JUSTIN CHUNG AS ELECTIONS COUNCIL ASSISTANT CHAIR AND PUBLICITY CHAIR, WITH A STIPEND OF $1,300, PASSED UNANIMOUSLY BY VOICE-VOTE.

Mr. Rhoads moved to go to Guest Announcements.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Winston and passed with no objection.

Guest Announcements (cont'd)
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Consent Calendar
--
Senate Waivers
Guest Announcements (cont'd) 
Kriss Worthington, Berkeley City Council member, said that once a year he came to the Senate to invite people to suggest students to get involved in City government.  In the last two years they've quadrupled the number of students serving on important City commissions, including some who were chairs and vice chairs of some of the most powerful commissions in the City of Berkeley.  If any Senators knew students who would be interested, particularly those who would be available in the summer and fall, there were a few vacancies.  A lot of commissioners were graduating and it was nice to find people who’ll be back in the fall and get them oriented and in place in the summer, so in the fall they could jump in.  For any stu​dents interested in government experience, this was an entry-level opportunity to really get experience and make a big difference.  Many students have made dramatic improvements to the City of Berkeley.  They've had students on the Zoning Board, the Planning Commission, the Police Review Commission, and the Housing Commission.  These bodies only meet once a month so it wasn't a lot of work, but mem​bers had to do their homework.  Mr. Worthington said that if people were interested, he would ask them to please contact his office.

CONSENT CALENDAR 

The following bills and waivers were up for consideration that evening under the Consent Calendar: SWs 23; 24; 25, as amended; 26; 27; and 29; and SBs 23, as amended; 30, as amended; 44; 45; 47, as amended; and 48, as amended.

The following bill was removed from the Consent Calendar: SB 48, as amended.

The following bills and waivers remained under the Consent Calendar: SWs 23; 24; 25, as amended; 26; 27; and 29; and SBs 23, as amended; 30, as amended; 44; 45; and 47, as amended.

Ms. Allbright called for any other changes to the Consent Calendar, and seeing none, said the Consent Calendar was approved.  

THE CONSENT CALENDAR WAS APPROVED WITH NO OBJECTION: SW 23; SW 24; SW 25, AS AMENDED; SW 26; SW 27; AND SW 29; AND SB 23, AS AMENDED; SB 30, AS AMENDED; SB 44; SB 45; SB 47, AS AMENDED; AND SB 48, AS AMENDED.

SW 23, Undergrad/Grad Mentorship Program: $31.68

SW 24, Jewish Student Union: $2,300

SW 25A, Congress to Campus: $400

SW 26, Jewish Student Union Homelessness Awareness Event: $450

SW 27, EAVP Survey: $300

SW 29, Sigma Mu Delta: $149.64

CC
--

SB 23, In Support of the ASUC Speaker Series, Major Madness Week, Spring Budgeting      - 30 -


--

SB 30, In Support of the Society for Mainland China and Taiwan Affairs

The following Resolution, SB 23, as amended in committee, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Ms. Shen  and was co-sponsored by Ms. Kuo, Mr. Seaty, Mr. Weiner, Ms. Winston, Mr. Wong, and Ms. Ureña:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE ASUC SPEAKER SERIES, MAJOR MADNESS WEEK, AND SPRING BUDGETING

WHEREAS, the amount received by the Association from commercial revenue and unspent allocated funds reached $ 226,433.74 (two hundred twenty-six thousand and four hundred thirty-three dollars and seventy-four cents); and

WHEREAS, this plan is a product of several weeks of research and debate in the Finance Committee, which has unanimously jointly authored and co-sponsored this motion;

WHEREAS, the budget for Major Madness Week is as attached: ASUC AAVP: $1,820;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate authorize $1,000 (one thousand dollars) to be used towards the ASUC Speaker Series featuring high-profile figures to speak to students on campus from the Carry Forward Holding Fund.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate authorize $1,200 (one thousand two hundred dollars) for the ASUC Major Madness Week to be used for programming and publicity from the Carry Forward Holding Fund.

 BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate authorize $70,000 (seventy thousand dollars) from the Carry Forward Holding Fund to be controlled by the Senate and is intended to be used in the spring budgeting process.

The following Resolution, SB 30, as amended in committee, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Greg Ge and Mr. Osmeña:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE SOCIETY FOR MAINLAND CHINA AND TAIWAN AFFAIRS

WHEREAS, the Society for Mainland China and Taiwan Affairs is a new student group on campus; and

WHEREAS, the group hopes to serve as a forum for the discussion of political issues related to Mainland China and Taiwan; and

WHEREAS, the student group has obtained sponsorship from Campus Life and Leadership; and
CC
--

SB 30, In Support of the Society for Mainland China and Taiwan Affairs (cont'd)
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--

SB 44, In Support of SUPERB 

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE SOCIETY FOR MAINLAND CHINA AND TAIWAN AFFAIRS (cont'd) 

WHEREAS, the group is planning on hosting several events in the coming semester, including a dinner with Political Science Professor A. James Gregor; and

WHEREAS, there are certain necessary costs associated with starting a student group; and

WHEREAS, the budget for the student group is as follows: $996;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate recognize the Society for Mainland China and Taiwan Affairs as a first-year student activity group (SAG).

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate allocate $150 from the Senate Contingency Fund to the Society for Mainland China and Taiwan Affairs.

The following Resolution, SB 44, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Eugene Chow and Ms. Kuo:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF SUPERB

WHEREAS, SUPERB is a student-run, non-profit branch  of the Associated Students of the University of California (ASUC) at the University of California, Berkeley, dedicated to providing entertainment for the campus and community; and

WHEREAS, its annual programming includes the Friday Film Series, free Noon Concerts on Lower Sproul Plaza, Comedy Competitions, Poker Tournaments, free Sneak Previews of upcoming movies, and more; and

WHEREAS, UC Berkeley students receive discounts to events, and all are wheelchair accessible; and

WHEREAS, in addition to producing events that entertain the campus community, SUPERB also provides professional production services to student groups that would otherwise be unable to afford and operate sound equipment; and 

WHEREAS, this past year, SUPERB has had to replace a large portion of its existing equipment due to wear and degradation over the past 30 years; and

WHEREAS, the total repair and replacement budget for the past year is as follows: Total, $8,903.11; and 

WHEREAS, SUPERB has a smaller operating budget this year than past years, and an extra, unexpected burden is placed upon them this year due to breakdown of their regular sound equipment; and

Consent Calendar
--
SB 44, In Support of SUPERB (cont'd)
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--
SB 45, In Support of the Golden Apple Student Committee on Teaching
RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF SUPERB (cont'd) 

WHEREAS, the amount allocated for sound replacement can help ensure that SUPERB continues its repertoire of programming, as well as have the proper, functional equipment to provide service to student groups that can last for many years to come;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC allocates $3,500 from Carry Forward to SUPERB's 2007-2008 operating budget.

The following Resolution, SB 45, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Andrew Gurwitz and Mr. Silver:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE GOLDEN APPLE STUDENT COMMITTEE ON TEACHING

WHEREAS, UC Berkeley, the premier public institution in the nation, is home to some of the finest faculty that higher education has to offer; and

WHEREAS, these faculty are recognized for their efforts in various University-sponsored award programs, yet no student-initiated award had been on this campus until four years ago with the creation of the Golden Apple Award; and

WHEREAS, over the last four years the award has grown into its own as the only student-nominated teaching award at UC Berkeley in which professors are honored for teaching with passion, energy, and showing tremendous care in the classroom for their students; and

WHEREAS, this year's award will be determined by a committee of students ranging from all of the colleges on the UC Berkeley campus; and

WHEREAS, this committee is seeking ASUC sponsorship as the "Golden Apple Student Committee on Teaching" to became a permanent part of the ASUC each year; and

WHEREAS, this new group will work to publicize nominations for the teaching award, help determine the selection committee for the award after nominations have closed, and be involved throughout the academic year in projects leading up to the annual conferring of the Golden Apple Award each spring;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC recognize the significance of the Golden Apple Award as a voice of the students in expressing appreciation for our beloved faculty.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the ASUC recognize the Golden Apple Student Committee on Teaching as a first-year SAG (Student Activity Group).

Consent Calendar
--
SB 47, In Support of the UC Jazz Ensemble’s Spring Concert

     - 33 -

The following Resolution, SB 47, as amended in committee, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Mr. Rhoads, Megan Marquardt, Russell Sterten, and was co-sponsored by Ms. Coleman, Mr. Osmeña, Mr. Shams, and AAVP Lee

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF UC JAZZ ENSEMBLE’S SPRING CONCERT

WHEREAS,
the UC Jazz Ensembles (UCJE) is an ASUC Sponsored Student Activities Group and has been continuously for 30 years; and

WHEREAS, the UC Jazz Ensembles is comprised of 70 undergraduate students, 5 graduate students, who come from many different backgrounds and communities on campus, and 7 paid instructors; and

WHEREAS, many students would like to join UCJE but are turned away because of the lack of funding to pay for additional instructors and current groups are way above the normal capacity for a small jazz combo; and

WHEREAS, UCJE performs weekly on Lower Sproul Plaza, monthly at a local jazz club, performs for paid gigs around the Bay Area, and performs at end of semester showcase concerts; and

WHEREAS, much of their operating expenses include: hiring instructors, repairing musical instruments, new instruments, sheet music, and travel to performances in the Bay Area; and

WHEREAS, the majority of funding for UCJE comes from Cal Performances as part of Student Musical Activities (which also includes UC Choral Ensembles and Cal Band); and 

WHEREAS, UCJE has recently lost their $20,000/year corporate sponsorship with See’s Candies and ASUC funding has been reduced in the last two years; and

WHEREAS, UCJE will hold its Spring Concert in the International House Chevron Auditorium, which costs $1,100 to rent for an evening; and

WHEREAS, this concert is the only ticketed UCJE performance on campus, and is specifically geared toward students with student discounts, and toward I-House residents with free admission.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC allocate $700 (seven hundred dollars) to the UC Jazz Ensembles from the Senate Contingency Fund for their Spring Concert.

Mr. Silver moved to recess for five minutes.  The motion was seconded and passed with no objection.  This meeting was recessed.

ITEMS FOR IMMEDIATE CONSIDERATION 
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Back in session, the following Resolution, SB 48, as amended in committee, was authored by Mr. Shams and Meghana Dhar and was co-sponsored by Ms. Shen and Mr. Weiner:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF FROM ALL PERSPECTIVES

WHEREAS, for the past three years, students have celebrated the talent and diversity of UC Berkeley in a collaborative multicultural showcase known as From All Perspectives; and

WHEREAS, this showcase is the only campus event that brings together performance-oriented student organizations representing various cultures and talents across the campus; and

WHEREAS, previous years have featured student vocal and instrumentals, ancient and modern cultural dance, literature and poetry, and an educational experience that celebrates the diversity of UC Berkeley students as well as the connection that can be drawn across cultures and interests; and

WHEREAS, the showcase also strives to call student attention and activism toward the cause of diversity and inclusion, both at the university level and from a national perspective; and 

WHEREAS, it is recognized students continue to question and redefine the meaning of “multicultural​ism,” and have stressed the importance of focusing on creating an inclusive environment for students engaging in higher education; and

WHEREAS, this extends into the important issues of access to higher education, recruitment and reten​tion of students from underprivileged backgrounds, and the challenges of unifying a chang​ing campus based on different social and ethnic experiences; and

WHEREAS, this showcase consists of over 14 different organizations and over 100 student performers, and attracts a captive student audience of over 1,500; and

WHEREAS, these organizations include Cal Taiko, Indus, Reflejos de Mexico, Cal Poetry Slam, Move​ment, Theater Rice, Berkeley Bhangra Club, TruElement, Decadence, UC Jazz, Armenian Students Associations, Cambodian Students Association, Iranian Student Cultural Organizations; and

WHEREAS, the showcase reaches to outside community members and faculty and staff; and

WHEREAS, the prospective budget is as follows: Estimated Total: $12,450.  Eligible for ASUC Funding, $10,000;

WHEREAS, the hope of student government is to build this event into a widely recognized and demand​ing experience for students engaged in the education of UC Berkeley, which extends far beyond the classroom;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Senate allocates $7,000 from the Carry Forward fund.
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Mr. Shams yielded time.  Introducing themselves were Raina Verma, Director of Performance Outreach, Meghana Dhar, Director of the Show, and Andrew Adelman, Director of Publicity.  Ms. Verma said that From All Perspectives was a great cultural showcase.  It will take place on April 11 in Zellerbach.  It was a great avenue for smaller groups on campus to have a wide audience and to showcase in front of the whole school.  That was the point of the show.  It was the third year of the show, and they hope to make it the biggest and best.  Last year’s attendance was average, so for the coming show, they were really trying to get a large population to come and appreciate all the talent Cal had to offer in terms of cultural dance, singing, comedy, and musical performances.

On a point of information, Mr. Wu said he thought the bills were numbered incorrectly, and SB 48 was in the current week’s bill packet as well.  Ms. Allbright said that since Mr. Wu noticed that, she asked if he could contact Jillian Hagan and make sure the numbers were corrected.  Mr. Wu said he would do that.  Ms. Allbright said that for bills that were referred to committee that evening, Committee Chairs should note bill numbers were already given to previous bills, and those numbers will probably change.  She would ask Chairs to take note of the changes in their reports.

Ms. Coleman said that given that the event was asking for so much money, she asked if more people would be attending the Senate meeting.  Mr. Silver said he didn't believe an audience was needed in order to fund an event.  Ms. Allbright said that was a point of debate.  Ms. Coleman asked if more people were coming to show support for the bill than the three of them who were there, since so much was being requested of the Senate.  Ms. Verma said she didn't believe any additional people were coming that eve​ning.  But for the past few weeks a group has been coming out to Finance Committee meetings to discuss the topic.  So this was one of a long line of meetings planners were attending to fight for the bill.

Mr. Osmeña asked what groups were collaborating on this event.  Ms. Verma said they're being spon​sored by AAA and SUPERB, and were collaborating with performers, selling tickets and doing publicity, and they were very much a part of the planning process.  Mr. Osmeña asked what groups will perform.  Ms. Verma said the exact performance list has not yet been set.  They have been dedicating the entire week for auditions.  She believed Senators were sent a list of all the performers who were contacted to audition.  Decisions on performers will probably be made by Friday.  A lot of groups were auditioning.

Mr. Seaty said he would like to thank them for attending the Senate meeting, and he knew they were also there late on Monday night.  Something that wasn't addressed on Monday was that a large part of From All Perspectives was supposed to be tied into the establishment of a permanent MCC.  He asked if they could talk about how that would be worked out.  Ms. Verma said she thought that was part of the pre​senting process that was still going on with the show.  For every speaker they’ve contacted and every e-mail that’s been sent out, people have been notified that this was a concern of the organizers.  They were trying to have a reception in Heller Lounge after the show, if they could get enough funding.

Ms. Winston asked how they planned to incorporate the history of the MCC and all of the politics around those who fought for it.  Ms. Verma it was important to realize that was a secondary concentration of the show, and the emphasis was to showcase student groups.  Their team sent out e-mails to members of the twLF for potential speakers.  Mr. Adelman said they'll have speakers who will talk about MCC issues and its history and future.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired. A motion to extend by five minutes was made and seconded by Mr. Galeon and Ms. Patel and passed with no objection.

Mr. Galeon asked what criteria they had in evaluating groups for auditions. Ms. Verma said they talked about that at Fi-Comm on Monday.  Groups for the basic talent portion must have originality, enthusiasm.  
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The most important thing was that they want groups that will cover a vast majority of different art forms and the groups represented on campus.  So talent was an issue, as well as picking groups that come from different areas of the broad array of Cal students.

Mr. Seaty asked if they had T-shirts last year.  Ms. Verma said she didn't think they did.  Last year 500 tickets were sold, total.  SUPERB and AAA were already committed to selling 700 tickets and T-shirts were for performers, for their support.  Ms. Dhar said it also served for publicity.  People will wear it on campus and others will learn about the show.

Ms. Duong said her roommate was the From All Perspectives director two years ago and said the hardest part was trying to figure out how to help the students who participate and attend to understand what the show was about, and its underlying purpose.  She asked how the planners will help people understand what multiculturalism was.  Ms. Dhar said a main goal was to involve students in the planning process.  Groups will come to meetings and help plan.  The reception will also be educational and there will be talk about what the event stood for.

Mr. Seaty said T-shirts were $7.50 each, and they planned to buy 300.  Instead of using that for publicity, he asked if it would be smarter to give free tickets to students, or subsidize the cost for students to attend.  That would be over 500 tickets.  Ms. Dhar said they wouldn't know how to divide the tickets up, or how to decide on subsidizing some tickets over 2,000 seats.  Ms. Verma said revenue from the tickets will be distributed to the student groups that perform.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.  A motion to extend by five minutes was made by Ms. Patel and was seconded and passed with no objection.

Mr. Galeon asked what other funding sources they were looking at.  Ms. Verma said the Senate was their last resort.  Their Director of Finances and the other Directors know what they've applied for and what they've been turned down for.  They're depending on the Senate and on corporate sponsors.  They have $5,000 committed and the Director of Finance was in talks with different corporations for funding.

Mr. Galeon asked what grants they were turned down for.  Ms. Verma said they were turned down by the Ethnic Studies Fifth Account.  Because of how the fiscal year worked, the show wasn't eligible for a lot of grants.  They went through grants upstairs, including the Intellectual Opportunity Fund.

Mr. Seaty asked how many times participants have met.  Ms. Verma said student groups that auditioned have met herself and Ms. Dhar and a couple of other people on the team.  Most of the auditions were on Thursday.  The Executive staff will be there and will introduce themselves.  Mr. Adelman said that once groups have been chosen, they'll be invited to planning meetings.

Mr. Osmeña asked about what they saw as the purpose for the show.  Ms. Verma said she thought it was in the title, and it was to garner all perspectives from Cal students, to have all groups with a performance to showcase to get up at Zellerbach and reach a mass number of students, showing the cultural diversity of student groups and acknowledging that, for students to enjoy.

Ms. Winston asked what “diversity” meant to the programming staff and what efforts they've taken to make this a diverse program.  Ms. Verma said the definition of “diversity” was pretty self-explanatory, trying to cover as many different types of people on the campus as they could.  “Diversity” was their pro​gram, from the types of performers they're picking.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.  A motion to extend by ten minutes was made and seconded by Mr. Osmeña and Ms. Patel and passed with no objection.
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Ms. Winston asked if the group believed there was a diversity issue on the campus, and if they did, how this showcase could address that.  Ms. Dhar said whether or not there was a diversity problem was out of the bounds of this discussion.  She didn't think they could make an honest assessment of that.  But they were trying their best to bring education about what was going on on campus, the MCC, and bringing the campus together.

Ms. Winston said that since the MCC was part of the showcase, she asked if programming would con​sider that the MCC was born out of the lack of diversity on campus, and the continuing lack, and if that was something the organizers believed.  Ms. Dhar said she thought that was understood.  Ms. Adelman said they were trying to present the diversity that was offered and showcase the huge array of communi​ties there, as well as showcasing some issues.

Ms. Duong said she had a conversation with somebody who wanted to participate, and he had a concern about communication between groups and organizing staff.  Ms. Dhar said for the past month and a half she and an amazing group of interns have been corresponding with every single student group that was auditioning, back and forth.  She knew everyone by first name.  She thought communication was excel​lent.  They're seeing every group possible.

Ms. Ureña said she knew student groups who were auditioning.  She asked how many will be chosen and asked how long the event will be.  Ms. Verma said it's about two and a half hours, with a 15-minute intermission.  They're slating about 8 minutes per performance, with about 12-14 groups.

Ms. Ureña asked how many groups were auditioning.  Ms. Verma said she believed there will be 16 or 17.  Ms. Ureña asked when the show was scheduled, and heard it was rescheduled.  Ms. Verma said it will be April 11.

Mr. Seaty asked how they have contacted groups to audition.  Ms. Verma said student groups were regis​tered on campus, and a notice was sent out to every group.

Mr. Jackson said he wanted to thank the directors of the show for coming out, and said he realized it was hard to stand up there and field questions.  A question was asked as to whether they thought there was a diversity issue on the campus.  He did, and that’s why the event was so important.  He appreciated that student groups that are chosen will be an integral part of the planning process.  And he wanted to com​mend the planners for getting corporate sponsors.  Very few student groups that come before the Senate have taken that initiative.  He thought it was important that this event get more than the Activism Right There Festival because From All Perspectives was student initiated and student run.  Money the Senate gave was money that student groups would get back.

Ms. Winston asked if he was aware that the show will happen during bridges’ multicultural Senior Week​end.  Mr. Jackson said it was unfortunate that the schedules overlap.  He asked if some groups would be completely excluded because the show was happening on Senior Weekend.  Ms. Winston said the black community was about 3% of the campus, and about 200 seniors from high school were coming to Senior Weekend, and every person in the black community will host students, since the community was so small.  In her community, most people will be extremely involved in Senior Weekend.  Mr. Osmeña asked if there was a question for Sen. Jackson.  Ms. Winston said there wasn't.

Mr. Seaty asked if he thought it was problematic that a large portion of the bridges community and the twLF planning committee wouldn't be at the event.  Mr. Jackson said he didn't know the planning process.  
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The show planners have been in communication with twLF.  He didn't know what the planning for Senior Weekend looked like.  It would be great for seniors to go to the show and see there was a place to have their voices heard.  He thought it could be a benefit for both events and provide a forum for students.

Mr. Galeon said the one thing he was really uncomfortable about was the amount, $7,000, which was a lot.  Any time a community has come there for money, he’s seen community support.  When the Viet​namese Student Association asked for $1,500 the room was packed.  When Activism Right There came to the Senate, the room was packed.  It was free, and From All Perspectives charged students.  Activism Right There was also student run and student initiated.  He was good friends with the person who planned From All Perspectives two years ago and it was hard for her to outreach to different communities.  He felt $7,000 was a bit too much.  He didn't think they should fund From All Perspectives more than Activism Right There.  Seven thousand was the most the Senate will have funded for a show in Zellerbach.  The Pilipino Culture Night will happen the following week and they're not going to ask for $7,000; and they’d be rejected if they did, regardless of the amount of people in the room.  He was speaking on behalf of his community, and the amount was unfair.  If people compare this to Activism Right There, they should fund it equally.  Ms. Allbright said two minutes remained.  Mr. Silver moved to extend total time for debate by 20 minutes.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Wong and passed with no objection.

Mr. Silver said he had concerns with how the Senate dealt with events in general.  When they ran for the Senate, he hoped they didn't tell people that when they needed help, they should bring their entire com​munity there, or otherwise they wouldn't find support.  He thought it was ridiculous that Ms. Coleman had to ask why there weren't more people from the group present at the Senate meeting.  He asked what that meant to the people who were there, and asked if that meant the worth of the reps who were there was not as important as if the entire Senate Chamber was full.  He asked if the Senate was assuming there needed to be a full house for anything people wanted to do.  He didn't mind when people came to a Senate meet​ing to support their group, but it didn't mean it was bad if there weren't a lot of people, and a big audience.  There were so many contradictions in this discussion that he wanted to bring to people’s attention, for the record.  He sat in on several Fi-Comm meetings and Sen. Winston repeatedly said they should not com​pare one event to another.  And Sen. Galeon just asked the Senate to compare From All Perspectives to Activism Right There.  The reason the VSA was funded a fraction of the amount FAP was seeking was because it appealed to one community.  From All Perspectives catered to several.

On a point of personal privilege, Ms. Winston asked to not be misquoted.  Ms. Allbright asked for no cross debate.

Mr. Silver said that as elections come up, he was concerned about what the Senate will ask students to look for.  As elected officials, he asked if they were asking to be students’ leaders and representatives, or to organize bodies to come to meetings to show support.  It was ridiculous that there was discussion of how many people were in the room in support of the show.  He resented the question.  It was a stab at a group doing good work and didn't address the real concerns about funding aspects of the bill.  He hoped this wasn't a trend that continued, and that whether there were five people there of 1,500, they'd get the same respect.

Ms. Coleman asked if he quoted her as saying they should have an audience or community support.  Mr. Silver said he believed she said that usually when there was a large amount of money being requested, there was large community support.  That’s basically what he took from what she said.  That assumed the Senate couldn't fund a group a lot of money without large community support.  Ms. Allbright said 
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speaking time had expired.  A motion to extend by two minutes was made by Mr. Shams and was seconded and passed with no objection. 

Ms. Duong asked how he defined “community.”  Mr. Silver said he didn't feel the need to answer that question, and she could ask him in a personal discussion.  His definition of “community” didn't have anything to do with the bill.  Ms. Duong said he mentioned that VSA’s culture show only catered to one community, and she wanted to understand where he was coming from.  Mr. Silver said he thought people understand that the From All Perspectives catered to more communities than the VSA culture show.

Mr. Seaty said a gross misstatement was made to Vietnamese students who tried hard to have their show be a multicultural representation of not just Vietnamese students, but all students.

On a point of order, Ms. Patel asked if they were supposed to be discussing SB 48.  Ms. Allbright said they were.  Ms. Patel asked if this discussion was germane to the topic.  Ms. Allbright said it was, since it directly related to discussion on the bill.

On a point of information, Mr. Weiner asked how personal attacks were germane to the bill.  Ms. Allbright those were not germane to the bill.

Mr. Seaty said they were not comparing events.  The point of any event the ASUC funded was to attract as many students as possible.  He asked why they should give All Perspectives more money than Activism Right There.  It was problematic that the event was being hosted during elections, which a lot of students will participate in.

On a point of personal privilege, Ms. Kuo said the show will be held after elections, not during elections.

Mr. Seaty Fi-Comm always argues about how many students will come out.  Ms. Winston asked if he thought having From All Perspectives the day after elections might impact rehearsals.  Mr. Seaty said a lot of students were burnt out after elections and thought elections would affect turnout.

Mr. Osmeña said Senators were elected to represent students, and he didn't feel students had to come out to a Senate meeting.  Senate meetings weren't fun or entertaining, and he wouldn't ask students to come to Senate meetings on a regular basis.  Senators did this job so students didn't have to come there.  He found it unfortunate that having people attend a meeting was a criterion for funding.  Student life didn't revolve around ASUC elections.  He thought students were burnt out most of the year, and there wouldn't be a perfect weekend to hold an event on the campus, or a weekend without schedules conflicting.  So he didn't find that argument persuasive.  The Senate had to fund events based on how much they felt was appropriate.  What other groups received in funding should not be a criterion.  He thought the Senate should support this collaboration of student groups.

Ms. Duong asked how well he thought From All Perspectives represented issues of diversity and inclu​sion.  Mr. Osmeña said it was one way to address those issues, through performances, and he thought it did that well.  Ms. Duong asked if he thought the show was problematic by not allowing all groups to audition.  Mr. Osmeña said the organizers talked about a limited amount of time for performances.

Ms. Coleman asked if felt there was a problem with From All Perspectives being on the same day as the bridges event.  Mr. Osmeña said it was unfortunate.  He knew the organizers have thought about this problem, and unfortunately, there was no other solution.
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Mr. Galeon asked if he was aware that almost half the culture groups were directly and indirectly involved with Senior Weekend, and how that would affect rehearsal dates.  Mr. Osmeña said that question would better be answered by the organizers.  Mr. Adelman all the groups they've selected have had no conflict and have been more than willing to comply with the dates.

Ms. Patel said that if From All Perspectives was held on another weekend, it would conflict with another culture show or other huge event.  Something was always being held that was multicultural, which showed that students were willing to hold multicultural events.  Everybody has complied with rehearsal dates and the show was going smoothly, showing that it was possible to hold it as planned.  It shouldn't be looked down upon because it was being held on April 11.  Also, Activism Right There had its tickets sub​sidized and All Perspectives didn't.  The planners were still trying to make the event as open to the com​munity as possible.  If they subsidize those costs, they'd have to get the money from somewhere else.  The ASUC didn't have the funds to do that.

Mr. Jackson asked if All Perspective organizers have heard there was a conflict of interest with Senior Weekend so groups couldn't participate.  Ms Verma said that so far, they haven't.  They've done a lot of outreach, but most people just came to them and were willing to perform on the date.  The planners were more than willing to accommodate Senior Weekend, and if the show could be made a part of Senior Weekend, the show would love to give them free tickets.  She thought the Senior Weekend schedule was packed, but the show would love to work with them.  Ms. Allbright said total time for debate was expir​ing.  A motion to extend by 15 minutes was made and seconded by Mr. Seaty and Mr. Shams and passed with no objection.

Ms. Ureña yielded time to a Director of bridges Multicultural Resource Center.  Gloria Hernandez intro​duced herself, and said bridges Senior Weekend was various communities that would be excluded from attending From All Perspectives.  The agenda for the Weekend was already made, and a lot of people were going to the City the evening of the From All Perspectives show.  If the show was held on the scheduled weekend, it would exclude anyone who might be thinking of attending Berkeley.  That would include at least 200 Raza who couldn't make it.  To her, that wasn't inclusive.  Bridges was six communi​ties that they would be excluding.  They've been planning Senior Weekend for months, and the agendas were set.

Mr. Jackson asked if she found it valuable that students from other communities would see the perform​ances.  Ms. Hernandez said she did.  bridges would like to see it as well, but wouldn't be able to.

Mr. Jackson asked how involved the Office of Undergraduate Admissions was involved in Senior Week​end.  Ms. Hernandez said it was a collaboration.  They have biweekly meetings.

Mr. Silver said that since the debate seemed to be about Senior Weekend, he asked if people ultimately wanted to fund From All Perspectives less because of the conflict.  He asked if that was the ultimate goal.  Ms. Hernandez said she wasn't talking about funding, but excluding people from attending the show.

Mr. Shams said the Senate had to judge this as an event.  It was planned by students, for students, and money would be going back to students.  There was no monopoly on the definition of “multicultural.”  Students who were minority and care about that were interested in participating, and the definition of “multicultural” should not be limited.  It was sad that the two events being discussed didn't coincide, and he thought they should.  But he thought All Perspectives had a lot of merit on its own.
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Elected Official Announcements (cont'd) 

Ms. Coleman said that just because bridges wouldn't be able to participate was not a reason to fund the event less, but it spoke to what occurred during planning, and being sensitive that there could have been a conflict.  She didn't think it was a question of what quote “multicultural” meant.

Mr. Silver said that it seemed that the major dissenting argument was that From All Perspectives was on the same weekend as Senior Weekend.  He asked where the Senate was going, and if the point was to raise a concern or to cut funding because of the concern.  Ms. Coleman said they were just questioning the nature of the event and the question of funding, and whether the show could be “from all perspec​tives” if the community being discussed was not included in the beginning from planning this event, and if it was actually fulfilling its mission.

Mr. Silver said that just because dates conflicted, he asked if that was a reason to cut funding for the event.  He asked if that’s what they were really talking about.

Ms. Patel said the Indus Culture Show was the day after From All Perspectives, so if the show was held on another date, it might exclude another community.  A lot of huge events were held at the same time, and any date that was selected could be a conflict.

Ms. Coleman said this was to showcase all perspectives at Berkeley, and she was questioning whether it would be able to do that if the bridges community wasn't present.  And since they weren't, she was asking if they were consulted, and if the decision would have been different if they had been consulted.

Mr. Silver asked if the Senate had the authority to question the impact of this event’s opportunity to engage students as a result of the calendar conflict enough to negatively affect the event by cutting its funding.

Ms. Coleman said that $7,000 was a lot to ask.  The event was being taken seriously, and that’s why peo​ple were looking at it critically, and looking at potential inconsistencies.  Since the planners were seeking corporate sponsorship, cutting the event by some fraction wouldn't impact the event.

Mr. Osmeña moved to call the question.  The motion to end debate on SB 48, as amended, was seconded and failed by hand-vote 11-6-1, requiring a two-thirds vote.

Ms. Patel moved to go into a committee of the whole.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Seaty and passed with no objection.  This meeting entered into a committee of the whole.

Back in regular session, Mr. Weiner moved to go to Elected Official Announcements.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Jackson and passed with no objection.

Elected Official Announcements (cont'd) 
Mr. Weiner said he would like to note for the record that during the committee of the whole, Sen. Winston yelled out “Fuck you” to him as well as other Senators.  Mr. Weiner said he would encourage the Senator, in the future, to avoid such behavior.  It was disrespectful.

Elected Official Announcements (cont'd)
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Ms. Winston said it was “Black Wednesday.”  They had a wonderful event.  A lot of students came out to show solidarity.  She was misquoted twice that evening.  She has compared events and accidentally passed gas that day.

Ms. Patel said a group the Senate funded, the “Berkeley Business Review,” went through printing and there was an over printing.  So there were 5,000 newspapers circulating around campus.  The next date for articles was March 17, and if people wanted to write for the publication, they should let her know.  Also, Social Justice Awareness videos were circulating around the campus, and if anybody wanted to go to a screening, they should let her know.  Also, the Indian Student Association event will be held on March 15 from 12:00 to 2 p.m. on Upper Sproul.

Mr. Silver moved to recess for ten minutes.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Jackson and passed with no objection.  This meeting was recessed.  Back in session, Ms. Winston moved to extend the recess by four minutes.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Wong and passed with no objection.  This meeting was recessed.

IMMEDIATE CONSIDERATION (cont'd) 

Back in session, Ms. Allbright said they were still under consideration of SB 48, as amended. 

Ms. Winston moved to amend the bill to $6,000.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Ureña.

Mr. Wu asked if they had to do financial amendments by filling in the blank.  Ms. Allbright said the point of order was well taken and Ms. Winston’ motion to amend was out of order.

Seeing no further discussion, Ms. Allbright said the question was automatically called on SB 48, as amended.  Ms. Winston requested a roll call vote.  The request was seconded.

Roll call was taken on the motion to approve SB 48, as amended:

	                                            YES
	
	               NO

	
Corey Jackson
	
Dave Rhoads 
 
	
Rebecca Coleman 

	
Philip Kim
	
Nadir Shams
	
Danielle Duong

	
Chad Kunert 
	
Grace Shen
	
Daniel Galeon

	
Winnie Kuo
	
Scott Silver 
	
Maurice Seaty

	
Jason Louie
	
Gabe Weiner 
	
Gabriela Ureña 

	
Christian Osmeña 
	
Chris Wong
	         ABSTAIN 

	
Lisa Patel
	
Albert Wu 
	
Roxanne Winston 


Mr. Weiner moved to recess for one minute.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Winston and passed with no objection.  This meeting was recessed.  Back in session, Mr. Seaty moved to recess for two minutes.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Galeon and passed unanimously by voice-vote.  This meeting was recessed.  
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Elected Official Announcements (cont'd) 

Back in session, Ms. Allbright said the Chair would entertain a motion to close the rolls.  Ms. Allbright said that seeing no motion, the rolls were open.

Mr. Osmeña moved to recess for five minutes.  The motion was seconded and passed by voice-vote.  This meeting was recessed.

Back in session, Mr. Kunert moved to close the rolls on SB 48.  Mr. Silver asked for a tabulation of the votes.  Ms. Allbright said the votes would not be tabulated until the rolls were closed.  Mr. Osmeña asked for a recitation of the votes.  Ms. Allbright recited the rolls.

Mr. Osmeña moved to close the rolls.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Patel and passed with no objection.

WITH THE ROLLS CLOSED, THE MOTION TO APPROVE SB 48, AS AMENDED IN COMMIT​TEE, PASSED 14-5-1, RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF FROM ALL PERSPECTIVES.  Voting com​ments were heard.

Mr. Weiner moved to go to Elected Official Announcements.  The motion was seconded and passed by voice-vote.

Elected Official Announcements (cont'd) 

Mr. Weiner said he wanted to make the statement that in the vote the Senate just had, an abstention was exactly the same as a nay vote, given that two-thirds of the entire Senate was required to pass the bill.  So he was wondering why a particular Senator would abstain, and what the reason was for that.

Mr. Seaty said he felt it was problematic when they throw around the term “multiculturalism” but didn't take the time to think which students were actively engaging in increasing the multicultural activity on campus, and what it meant to the bridges community when From All Perspectives would happen on Sen​ior Weekend.  Students who will come to campus won't be able to participate in From All Perspectives because they'll be engaging in Senior Weekend.  It didn't make sense to talk about diversity when this event was not diverse at all.  Fucking people were acting like fucking monkeys.

Ms. Patel asked if profanity was included in the minutes.  Ms. Allbright said it was, sometimes.

Mr. Weiner said he hoped all of them could take the Senate seriously in the sense that what they were doing in the Senate was a responsibility for students.  It shouldn't be a place for political posturing.  Instead of yelling out profanities at other Senators or other people, they should try and work on behalf of all students on the campus.

Mr. Jackson said he took incredible offense at went was said.  He had some Armenian blood in him and knew that Armenians put on a culture show where they dance and exhibit their culture, and it was 
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incredibly offensive to say to doing that was dancing like monkeys.  He thought it was an incredible opportunity to exhibit people’s cultures.  What was said wasn't very nice.  They talked a lot that evening about how planning for From All Perspectives was in the very early stages.  If people had a problem with it, and if they thought the multiculturalism that would be exhibited was an artificial representation, they were still in the early stages of the planning process, and people could get their voices heard.  This was a collaborative event where student groups come together and have an opportunity to have their voices heard.  He’ll be there, and he would be upset if he didn't see Senators there who had objections.

Mr. Shams said that in a place like Berkeley, they couldn't say there was one definition of “multicultural” versus another definition.  Just because he voted for SB 48, he was Muslim and Pakistani, the most antagonized minority groups today in the world.  So he understood what it meant to be minority.  But it shouldn't diminish minority groups that were not as minority.  He thought they could move on, and hope​fully the Senate could have some decorum.  He wasn't saying people didn't curse, but hopefully they'll all respect each other.

Ms. Patel moved to adjourn.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Weiner and passed by hand-vote 8-7-2.

Ms. Allbright said that Mr. Seaty, Mr. Shams, and Mr. Osmeña will receive committee absences for fail​ing to report.

Roll call was taken for attendance.  Members present were:

	
Danielle Duong 
	
Christian Osmeña 
	
Gabriela Ureña 

	
Daniel Galeon
	
Lisa Patel
	
Gabe Weiner 

	
Corey Jackson 
	
Maurice Seaty
	
Roxanne Winston 

	
Philip Kim
	
Nadir Shams
	
Chris Wong

	
Winnie Kuo
	
Grace Shen
	
Albert Wu 

	
Jason Louie
	
Scott Silver 
	


This meeting adjourned at 12:39 a.m.

These minutes respectfully submitted by,

Steven I. Litwak

Recording Secretary

