
ASUC SENATE MEETING

April 2, 2008

Tenth Week

This regular meeting of the ASUC Senate was called to order by Taylor Allbright at 7:17 p.m. in the ASUC Senate Chamber.

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES

Ms. Allbright called for any corrections to the minutes from the March 19 meeting, and seeing none, said the minutes were approved.  THE MINUTES FROM THE MARCH 19, 2008 MEETING WERE APPROVED WITH NO OBJECTION.

APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA (April 16)

Ms. Allbright said that for a note on that evening’s agenda, it was week 10, as Spring Break wasn't an actual week.  Next week’s meeting was canceled, week 11.  So their next meeting will be week 12, April 16.  Ms. Allbright called for any changes to the agenda for the meeting in two weeks, and seeing none, said the agenda was approved. THE AGENDA FOR THE APRIL 16 MEETING WAS APPROVED WITH NO OBJECTION.

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

New Business
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Guest Announcements

SB 100, In Support of the Cal Bone Marrow Drive, to the Finance Committee

SB 101, In Support of the 4th Annual Southeast Asian Graduation, to the Finance Committee

SB 102, In Support of the First Aid Safety Team (FAST), to the Finance Committee

SB 103, In Support of Alpha Kappa Alpha’s Sorority, Incorporated Rho Chapter’s White Attire Gala, to the Finance Committee

SB 104, In Support of the Berkeley Business Review’s Second Print, to the Finance Committee

Ms. Allbright called for any changes to New Business, and seeing none, said New Business was approved.

ANNOUNCEMENTS
Guest Announcements 

Ms. Allbright said the first guest announcement was by Amy Provis, present for the Greenpeace Kleercut Campaign, SB 96.  Ms. Provis said that Kimberly Clark was one of the largest paper companies in the world, producing Kleenex, Kotex, Scott Tissue, and a variety of paper products.  Kimberly Clark was clear cutting boreal forest and advertises the fact that it uses 100% virgin products.  A lot of other paper companies producing tissue paper use recycled paper.

Roll call was taken for attendance.
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Report from the Faculty Representative 

Continuing her announcement, Ms. Provis said that basically, Kimberly Clark was destroying these forests.  Only 25% of ancient forests were left.  A lot of endangered species live there, over 40% in virgin Northern California forest.  What Greenpeace was asking from the ASUC, through SB 96, was basically to suggest to the Student Store that it remove any Kleenex products that it had.  It was a very small part of the Store and there were lots of other options, so it wouldn't affect the Store economi​cally in any way.  They're also asking the President of the ASUC to write a letter to Kimberly Clark condemning their forest practices and telling them that the ASUC wouldn't support them until they changed their practices and basically got more recycled material into their paper and stopped clear cutting endangered forests.  She called for any questions.

Mr. Kunert said endangered forests were mentioned, and asked if any other forests were involved.  A speaker said there were a couple of different criteria they were talking about, for “ancient” and “endangered forests.”  An “ancient” forest was a specific designation that looked at ecosystems that have been intact for 10,000 years, and “endangered” involved a number of criteria that was rather extensive, and essentially referred to the ecological significance of native plant species.  For this specific issue, they were talking about an overlap of both.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.  Mr. Kunert moved to extend by two minutes.  The motion was seconded and passed with no objection.

Mr. Kunert asked if specific forests were endangered because species living there were endangered.  A speaker said that was correct.  And there were 25% of endangered forests.

Mr. Silver said he would like to thank the speakers for attending.  He said the Student Store no longer carried the products in question and has replaced them with other products, as the group requested.  Ms. Provis said she hadn't talked to the liaison in a while, but after the group talked to them, found the Store was in the process of changing that.  Mr. Silver said that for the record, the Store has replaced the products in favor of the products that Greenpeace has requested.  Ms. Provis said that was correct.

REPORTS FROM REPRESENTATIVES TO THE ASUC 

Report from the Faculty Representative 

Prof. Lieu said the Student Affairs Committee will meet on Thursday at 3:30 to 5:30.  There were some items on their list for discussion.  They will have a discussion with the UCPD about its emergency response plan for certain scenarios that Committee members have not heard about.  Most concern was about the scenario where there was an active shooter on campus.  Another order of business will be to discuss the Honor Code, in collaboration with the Office of Student Affairs, who will have a representa​tive at the meeting to discuss this.  The final item on the Committee’s agenda dealt with sexual har​assment training.  This was actually something that has historically become more of a concern.  This issue for the Committee started off as a presentation the Committee heard about sexual harassment training of faculty and staff on campus.  The Committee was made aware that even though training 

Report from the Faculty Representative (cont'd)
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Report from the Chancellor's Designee 

was mandatory, the compliance rate was only 22%.  That was of great concern to the Committee.  It was asked what could be done to improve that on campus.  He personally thought that one of the main things that could be done was to increase the rate of compliance.  This was not the first time that what he has perceived to be apathy has had a detrimental effect on students.  As they might recall, earlier that semester they had a discussion about the lack of compliance by faculty to submit their textbook adoptions on time, which would allow the Bookstore to stock used books and do other things that would lower the costs of textbooks to students.  One item that will be brought up again was what could be done about overall apathy of the faculty, not only for sexual harassment training and text​book adoption, but optimally other things, like ethics training, that nobody has really kept track of or enforced.  He called for any questions.

With Ms. Shanbhag chairing the meeting, Ms. Duong asked what role students had in addressing the faculty apathy in these matters.  Prof. Lieu said he wasn't sure, and perhaps that was a question he could ask of students.  He thought if students, including the ASUC President, brought pressure to bear on the Student Affairs Committee, that would definitely get some reaction from the Committee, which would then bring it to the attention of the overall Academic Senate.  The Academic Senate could then put pressure on the University to consider these questions.  Other than that, he wasn't sure.  He was open to whatever suggestions students might have and he’d like to see students get involved.  He intended to bring this issue up before the Committee.  And if it could be raised by the student representa​tive on the Committee, Pres. Nguyen, that would be helpful.

Ms. Kuo asked if he believed it would be more effective for the ASUC to go through the Academic Sen​ate to put pressure on the faculty or for them, as students and Senators, to individually contact department chairs and professors and urge them to adopt textbooks early.  She asked what he thought would be more effective.  Prof. Lieu said it was hard to say which would be more effective.  He didn't see any problems with students contacting faculty or department chairs directly if it were done in a civilized, non-confrontational manner.  His experience as a faculty member, and with his colleagues, was that faculty tended to be react very negatively to negative reinforcement.  He didn't see any harm in stu​dents bringing pressure in whatever civilized or general methods they might think of.  He thought that going to the Academic Senate, directly to the Administration, or contacting chairs of departments directly could all be effective.

Ms. Shanbhag said that seeing no further questions, she said she’d like to thank Prof. Lieu for his report.

Report from the Chancellor's Designee 

Rachel Luna said she hoped Senators’ Spring Break was restful.  Dean Poullard was coming back from a conference of a national student affairs organization and couldn't be there.  The only big announcement they had was about a forum they were having, sponsored by the Dean’s office and Campus Life and Leadership, on Tuesday night, the 8th.  It will be about opportunities in student affairs.  They'll have a panel featuring Mr. Poullard, Susan Trageser, the Associate Director of Student Conduct at Berkeley, and people from USF and from Mills College, to give their perspectives on career options in the field of stu​dent affairs, coming from different campuses.  They'll also have some networking and mingling activities,

Report from the Chancellor's Designee (cont'd)
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Report from the ASUC Store Operations Board 

as well as some refreshments.  It was short, just an hour and a half.  They want to let people know that this field was out there.  With so many students on Berkeley’s campus involved in leadership activities, presidents of clubs, Senators, and other student government people, they interact on a daily basis with student affairs professionals.  But students weren't aware that they could actually be those student affairs professionals, and that there are graduate schools and educational and professional opportunities for them and they could continue to be involved in leadership, development, and other things like that, as an actual career.  So if students liked doing what they were doing and wanted to get paid to do it as a job, they might want to consider student affairs as a field to pursue.  And even if they didn't want to consider the field, they could still attend the event and learn things and talk to really cool people who work on this campus and other Bay Area campuses, have some food, and hang out.  It will be in Campus Life and Leadership, 102 Sproul from 5:30 to 7:00.  The panel discussion could be found on Facebook and people could also send her an e-mail.  She would appreciate it if Senators could let anyone they know who they thought might be interested in this field, or who might just want to come and hang out, and to please let them know.

Report from the ASUC Store Operations Board 

Mr. Permaul said he would like to welcome them back from Spring Break.  He’d start off with something not in the report he sent out, because he forgot to put it in.  Sen. Kuo reminded him about a meeting she attended prior to Spring Break.  A group of people met to talk about the issue of textbook adoption.  The State of California was doing an audit of three campuses, including Berkeley, UCLA, and Davis.  Auditors will be on the Berkeley campus starting next week will go into the issue of textbook adoptions.  As part of that meeting, Mr. Permaul said he and the Associate Director of the Student Store will attend.  People will also be there representing the Academic Senate, the office of the Chancellor, and the office of the President, as they were also involved in this process.  Associate Vice Chancellor Ron Coley, who oversees the ASUC, asked the Auxiliary to meet with him and Assistant Vice Provost Barbara Davis that past Monday to talk about strategies for improving adoptions.  Sen. Kuo attended that as well.  Sen. Kuo will advance a bill on this subject, as another strat​egy to have faculty comply with these requirements, which would include sexual harassment training as well.  Mr. Permaul said he thought it was an appropriate strategy to consider ASUC Executive Officers or members of the Senate writing to chairs of departments about this, in a respectful man​ner.  There was nothing that precluded students from directly communicating with members of the cam​pus administration on issues that affect students.  He certainly didn't think they should be shy about doing so.  Mr. Permaul said he was available for counseling on how to put the letter together, but that didn't mean they shouldn't do it.  He’ll send Prof. Lieu a letter on Thursday about the issue of adoptions, and he told Prof. Lieu that he would assist in trying to bring this issue up.  Other campuses have formed com​mittees on the issue of textbook costs in general.  These have sprung from the academic side, because the faculty had responsibility for textbooks and curriculum.  They'll work through the Academic Senate, both the Subcommittee on Teaching and the Subcommittee on Student Affairs, to try to establish a task force to focus attention on this issue.  There was no single way to reduce stu​dent costs semester by semester faster than by adoptions.

Regarding an ASUC bicycle operation, Mr. Permaul said that in meeting with GA representatives on the Store Operations Board, he asked about businesses coming to Lower Sproul that graduate 
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students would be interested in, and they responded by saying a bicycle shop was a possibility.  Within a week, Mr. Permaul said he had a call from the Chair of the campus Bicycle Committee asking if he’d be interested in seeing a small, local business, a bicycle shop, come to the ASUC.  He said that of course they would.  So that past week Mr. Permaul said he met with the representatives of Environmental Health and Safety, the Bicycle Subcommittee on the campus, and a representative of Mike’s Bikes, a local business.  They also invited other bicycle stores, but they chose not to come, for whatever reason.  Mike’s Bikes showed a tremendous amount of interest.  Mike’s Bikes currently sponsors the Cal cycling team as well as the UCPD and the City of Berkeley’s bicycle patrol officers.  They are going to make a proposal that he hoped to take to the SOB on April 15, to open a satellite bicycle operation.

Mr. Permaul said he told them that he didn't want a standard bicycle operation and wanted to have a very exciting bicycle operation.  He wanted them to go after grants, and work on things like pro​viding free bikes to students so they could get around campus, making sure that bicycle locks were provided at low cost to students, as examples.  Parking and Transportation used to provide locks but no longer does.  He asked the Bicycle Subcommittee if they could bring that up again.  He was also looking to put a small tent on Lower Sproul to make the bicycle operation very visible.  The location would be by the southern entrance of the Cal Student Store.  He talked to the Store and they were very supportive of this.  Parenthetically, people might notice that there is a screened-in area by that entrance for storage.  That didn't need to be there.  They're also looking to bring a flower shop or flower sales operation on campus right by that entrance to the Store.  That would be another small business they'd try to encourage to join the Auxiliary.  As he got more information from Mike’s Bike, and from a flower shop, he’d let the Senate know.

Regarding his meeting with Marcia Riley, as most of them knew, Campus Life and Leadership was responsible for facility reservations in Lower Sproul.  But CLL wasn't really set up to do that.  It was actually a de facto responsibility that fell to them over the years because nobody else wanted to do it.  With Ms. Allbright chairing the meeting, Mr. Permaul said that recently, he and the Dean got together to talk about how they could bring more life to Lower Sproul.  Mr. Permaul suggested put​ting out all-weather amenities at a certain location on Lower Sproul, set up between May and Sep​tember, for different activities than happen on Upper Sproul, such as poetry readings, musical quartets, chamber music, book readings, and maybe classes.  It would be a way to bring activity on a daily basis to Lower Sproul.  The Dean was also talking about the fact that Campus Life and Leader​ship was looking to improve conditions for dance practices on Lower Sproul.  Mr. Permaul said he thoroughly supported that.  Dean Poullard said they were looking to put out some tiles, to create dance platforms, in two or three places on Lower Sproul.  But the problem was, there was no way to reserve them, and no way to oversee them.  Mr. Permaul said that was what the Auxiliary did.  So they tried to collaborate on the notion of ASUC Reservations making these dance platforms available.  These dance platforms would allow student groups to reserve designated spaces on the Plaza for dance practices.  The Auxiliary would also take care of the storage of the dance platforms.  As they were talking, Ms. Riley said there was a lot more they could talk about in this regard.  So they're going to get together again and hopefully work out before the beginning of next year more ways in which the ASUC could be responsible for facility reservations.  

Mr. Permaul said they were also looking at facilities remote from the ASUC.  There are some depart​ments on campus that don't have the ability to provide for a reservation service for their spaces, and the Auxiliary was talking to them about being their proxy and making available, which, parenthetically, the Auxiliary would make available to student organizations as well.

Report from the ASUC Store Operations Board (cont'd)
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Regarding Cal Day on April 12, Mr. Permaul said he wanted to thank the ASUC for its collaboration with Millicent Morris-Chaney, Student Affairs Officer par excellence, and Karyn Houston, the Auxiliary Marketing Coordinator, plans for Cal Day.  They're going to do something that has never been done on Cal Day, and they'll have eight tables along the eastern edge of the Student Union.  They're going to have banners and other things up.  The Multicultural Center will be open for students, the Art Stu​dio will host a show and have three clay wheels to on Upper Sproul.  The Bear's Lair will be open, and the Bear's Lair food court will be open, for the first time all day.  And during lunch hour, the Bear's Lair food court will be serving food in Upper Sproul Plaza to all visitors.  There will also be a giant SUPERB concert from 3:00 to 5:00 in Lower Sproul.  And for the first time ever, the campus has agreed to put tables in Lower Sproul.  So they'll have 40 tables there.

So the ASUC will have a huge presence on Cal Day.  Mr. Permaul said he wanted to tell the ASUC that this was their opportunity and, he’d say with some temerity, their responsibility to be out there with stu​dents to meet with them.  They should be volunteers.  Auxiliary employees will be out there bright and early and working the whole day.  And both the Officers who were running for office, depending on whether the election results are posted, and those of them who were in offices, should be out there to talk to students and let them know that student government was meaningful on campus and that there were lots of ways to participate.

Mr. Permaul said they'll have the Blue & Gold out there on Cal Day.  The GA will have its own table and have quite a bit out there.  This will be a big event.  He would recommend the ASUC be out there to help pull this off.

Mr. Permaul said he had a meeting with the ASUC’s Finance Officer and it was a pleasure to meet with Nathaniel Chaney.  They spoke about the need of the ASUC Finance Committee to propose changes to the management of the Boston Trust account in order to bring it in line with California State law.  Mr. Permaul said he’s told this to the Senate before.  The ASUC was a 501(c)(3) organization and needed to follow the rules of the California Non-Profit Integrity Act.  In particular, the Boston Trust account required, in his estimation, the formation of a standing audit committee and a standing investment committee, composed of persons other than ASUC Senators and representing an exper​tise in both fields, audits and investments, as demonstrated by professional experience.  The Senate per​forms as the board of directors of this non-profit, and the President of the ASUC was likely its CEO, or chief executive officer.  These were all distinct functions that, under law, must be carried out.  Mr. Permaul said that he and Mr. Chaney agreed that they will need to meet further on this and on other strat​egy issues.  Mr. Permaul said he looked forward to strengthening the financial management of the ASUC through the ASUC’s offices and rules.

Mr. Permaul said they just sent out the management letters from their audits of 05-06 and 06-07.  That meant that very soon he will be able to present the results of those audits to the Executive VP and the President.  There will clearly be requirements that will be imposed upon the ASUC.  Among those include the issue of tracking new equipment.  He mentioned that in his last report.  It's the issue of keep​ing inventory of the ASUC’s equipment and also other kinds of rules and obligations that, as a public agency and a 501(c)(3), they're going to have to take seriously.  He wanted to work together on this with the ASUC.  Mr. Chaney was a very bright guy and very helpful, and it was a great pleasure working with him.

Mr. Permaul said he wouldn't repeat his request for funds for the disability fund, since the Senate knew about that.

Report from the ASUC Store Operations Board (cont'd)
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Regarding the student 1 Card Task Force, Mr. Permaul said he was disappointed to say that he was not given authorization by the 1 Card Task Force to move forward with an RFP.  But he got snippy and unpleasant and said he was sick and tired of waiting around for a year and a half to get this done, and that it was time to start moving.  And they said, okay.  So now they're going to put together a subcommittee to start and actually put the terms and conditions for an RFP.  He’ll come back to the Senate about that as well.

Mr. Permaul said he wanted to remind the Senate that in his last report before Spring Break, he mentioned policies for reservations, and he sent out copies of them.  That past Monday was the day those policies went into effect.  There was no comment about this.  He was just mentioning it to the Senate so they could advise their student groups about this.

Mr. Permaul said he wanted to show them some of the publicity going out for the Cal Day event.  Karyn Houston, using the student interns, has started to create a set of publicity pieces.  They include small post​ers that will not only be used for Cal Day, but will also be used year-round for other activities and pro​grams, so that they can start advertising the ASUC around the campus to students in ways that haven't been done before.  He just wanted to let the Senate know that these were the kinds of materials that the Auxiliary was beginning to produce.

One poster has paid off hugely, for the Cal Lodge.  The Cal Lodge was perilously close to breaking even that year, which was remarkable, considering where it was two years ago.  They should keep their fingers crossed.  The next step was to get the Art Studio back on a financial footing.  The Director, Kay Wees, was doing a wonderful job turning things around.

Mr. Permaul said he wanted to give the Senate some input he received from the Order of the Golden Bear at its meeting on Tuesday night.  The Order of the Golden Bear is the oldest continuous student organization on the Berkeley campus and is the oldest student organization in the UC System.  At its meeting on Tuesday night, he met with a group of student members, after hours, one of whom was an ASUC Senator in the past and the other ran for the Senate.  Every single student around the table said the greatest failing of the ASUC was its failure to communicate to students in an effective manner.  The only exception was when it came to elections, when everyone went to the Plaza and started to wave signs and put out fliers and brochures, saying “please vote for me.”

Mr. Permaul said he wanted to offer them again, as he did about a month and a half ago, the use of a newsletter format that the Auxiliary has created.  They were in communication with over 14,000 students and they've been sending out notices to them on a regular basis.  The Auxiliary would be happy to help the ASUC create its own.  The Auxiliary didn't think it needed to provide information to students for the ASUC, but in the absence of having its own newsletter, and the management staff to operate it, the Auxiliary was certainly willing to help the ASUC communicate to the student body.  He would hope that the ASUC, and its successors next year, will agree to that.  Because he thought that was one of the key ways in which the ASUC could establish its credibility to students around the campus.

Mr. Permaul said he wouldn't repeat his comments on the online inventory system.  The Senate was aware of it and it was in the report.  He called for any questions.

Mr. Jackson said that if the SOB was married to the idea of having Mike’s Bikes in there, because to his knowledge, Mike’s Bikes didn't offer used bikes or an exchange program.  He asked if there was still time 
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for other bike shops to come to the table.  Mr. Permaul said there was, absolutely.  They invited other bicycle shops to do that and they didn't respond.  Mike’s will make a proposal.  His recommendation was that they should jump on board as quickly as they could.

Mr. Silver asked what kind of business plan a small flower shop could produce, and asked if it would pay rent.  Mr. Permaul said they were attempting to tailor the space to a shop’s financial capacity.  They're talking about a very small physical space.  In the case of Mike’s Bikes, the rent they'd pay, $300 a month, was not as significant as the foot traffic they'd bring to the Store, and the life that would be added to Lower Sproul.  A flower shop would simply be a service that would be offered, something that was attractive and eye-catching.  They would try to tailor it to make it a financial model that would work for a small business.

Mr. Silver asked if the 1 Card at Washington State was a debit plan.  Mr. Permaul said it’s a debit pro​gram with added functionality.  It had a series of other programs, like mileage for plane flights, discounts at student stores, VISA, and a large variety of options that banks bid on.  They’d have a laundry list of things they’d like banks to consider and bid on.  There were at least three or four banks that were interested.

Mr. Silver asked if the bank that supported the Washington State program would not necessarily be the bank that was here.  Mr. Permaul said that was correct.

Mr. Seaty asked how students become part of the Order of the Golden Bear and asked how the former Senators and candidates he mentioned measured awareness of the ASUC.  Mr. Permaul said the Order of the Golden Bear was started in 1900 by Benjamin Ide Wheeler and senior student officers of the campus.  In those days the classes ran the campus, not student government.  Student government existed, but the senior classes managed all of the business affairs.  So the Order was established by them, and a building was built for them, Senior Hall, the oldest student affairs building on the cam​pus.  At the rear of that building is a false room, behind a fireplace, where the group meets.  It has met there for 107 years.  The Order is an organization to goes out and looks for people its members feel will honor its charges, which are to practice confidentiality and have open discussion.  There were no votes.  People speak to the chair and it's an opportunity for undergrads, staff members, and faculty, whoever was a member, to engage in discussion of activities.  The Order has a Web page that has all the information on it.  As for the other question, it was felt that the ASUC was simply not doing an effective job of communicating all the good things that it did as an organization.  He sat sitting there defending the ASUC, pointing out what the government has done that year with the renewal of the MCC, checking off all the things that were done.  And the people there were all amazed what the ASUC did that year, because they didn't know about those things.  And that’s because there's no clear place they could go to, on a consistent basis, and get consistent information on the ASUC Web site.  Reading through the minutes was a pretty ponderous task.  He thought they needed to think about an effective way, in this day and age, for the ASUC to use technology to communicate to the stu​dents.  The tools that were needed were available to them, and this was something they needed to do.  They're doing some things at that time.  Student government was bringing in more tools to advance information to students.  That’s just one, but it's a redundancy.  When they think about it, there were a lot of different ways in which students get information and pay attention to it.  That’s one reason they're still working to bring plasma screen TVs to campus.  They think that would be a huge benefit to students as well.

Report from the ASUC Store Operations Board (cont'd)
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Mr. Weiner said that given that according to the ASUC’s By-laws, they were supposed to have things like Senate Summaries, and a few other tools for publicity.  He asked if Mr. Permaul, in his experience, recalled the ASUC doing that in previous years, and if that was effective, or if they were just something in the By-laws that wasn't undertaken.  Mr. Permaul said he was relatively new there himself, and this was his second year.  He thought the fact that other students were not aware of these options spoke for itself.  Governments turn over fully, and there wasn't single member of the Senate who was in the room last year.  So to keep track of all the different agencies and options of student government, if left to the government itself, could be complex.  So there had to be a way to pass information down more effectively and make sure it flowed.  That was a challenge for all of them.

Mr. Rhoads asked about the ads the Auxiliary was setting up on campus, the ones that were specifically for businesses in the Bear's Lair, and asked if they were being paid for by the businesses or of that was a service that was being provided for them.  Mr. Permaul said that for the first time ever, they got all the businesses, including the Cal Student Store, to contribute toward the production of the material.  One major thing the Cal Student Store was producing was recyclable bags.  So that they will have material to hand out to people with a green attitude.  

Ms. Patel asked about the audit and investment committees were in place last year, or if that was some​thing that wasn't done.  And when he said they needed to represent expertise of both fields, she asked if people would be selected by the Senate or something they could look at.  She asked what he meant by “experience.”  Secondly, for the reservation policy, she asked if that will be on the ASUC Web site.  Mr. Permaul said it will be.  For the first question, they didn't follow the rules last year.  Being new, he didn't understand how the Berkeley Student Foundation related to the Boston Trust account, because that had all been handled by the ASUC’s lawyer, Mark Himelstein.  But really, the Berkeley Student Foundation was simply the creature of the interest that was earned from the Boston Trust account.  It was a completely separate entity.  The Boston Trust account itself had to live under the guidelines of the California Non-profit Integrity Act.  And because the ASUC was a 501(c)(3), the expertise that was required came from demonstrated experience in the field, people who have been auditors or investment strategy folks.  The Senate could not do it itself, because it was the board of directors of a corporation, with the ASUC Presi​dent the CEO of the corporation.  So there had to be independent agencies.  The committees would mak​ing recommendations to the Senate and the President and present strategies and advise them, and also review what’s been done and make sure they were living up to their obligations.  These independent bodies were another set of eyes to review what was being done.  That’s why he brought this up.  He was glad she brought that question up because it was important that the Senate understand this.

Ms. Patel asked if have people on the committee who were auditors would be another cost, hiring people from the outside.  Mr. Permaul said he thought they could go out and find people who would be willing to volunteer.  When he was President of the Alumni Association, they had an Audit Committee and an Investment Committee that were comprised strictly of volunteers; and he thought there were people who would leap to the opportunity to serve the campus.

Ms. Coleman asked if he could talk about the banners that he mentioned.  Mr. Permaul said that every person on campus probably received an e-mail from Chancellor Birgeneau indicating the celebration of the 140th Anniversary of the University of California at Charter Day.  That Saturday the University decided to do a project where members of the Berkeley campus, community, faculty, staff, and students, could go to Dwinelle Hall in the next two days, Thursday and Friday, between 10 a.m. and 4 p.m., and have their photographs take, as a memory to celebrate the 140th Anniversary.  Pictures that were up on 
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Elected Official Announcements

the Dwinelle pathway and elsewhere were simply a reflection of that Anniversary.  He read the comment in the Daily Cal that people didn't like the pictures.  They celebrate faculty, corporations, all kinds of people on the campus, and it was nice to have students’ face on banners around the campus, with their own words.  He thought it was wonderful walking down the Dwinelle pathway, which he did far too often going to meetings at University Hall, and he finally had something charming to look at.  That was his feeling.

Mr. Seaty said he wanted to thank Mr. Permaul for the detailed report.  Regarding the ASUC disability fund, he said that Mr. Permaul suggested that this fund be increased to $10,000, but even that wouldn't be enough because it was $250 to $400 per event.  With that in mind, he asked if there was any conversation between the Auxiliary and the University to have an overall fund to fund this.  Mr. Permaul said there was, and said they were working with the campus Office for Compliance to try and see if the campus could come up with a core fund to make it possible to fund all departments to pay into.  In the meantime, they're just trying to set aside an amount for the ASUC’s exposure.  He said Mr. Seaty was right, and the requested amount wouldn't be enough, given the number of students they have who could have these services provided.

Ms. Kuo asked about groups that were chosen to have a table on Lower Sproul for Cal Day, and if that was first-come, first-served or if there was some strategic planning for that.  Mr. Permaul said the student groups who were invited to Cal Day were not handled by the Auxiliary, but by University Relations.  There's an office that puts on public ceremonies, and they were putting on this event.  The Auxiliary requested the tables and they did that through the student organizations that basically have businesses in the ASUC.  They just wanted to have more presence, and the Auxiliary wasn't choosing individual stu​dent organizations.  Students applied for those tables themselves, and they'll be in both Lower Sproul and Upper Sproul.  Seeing no further questions, Ms. Allbright said she would like to thank him.  Mr. Permaul said he would like to thank them.

Elected Official Announcements 

Mr. Seaty said he wanted to wish good luck to those who were running for a position in the ASUC elec​tions.  Next week there will be a Do or Diaspora benefit concert.  He and Ms. Duong were working on it and he would like to pass out fliers.  It will be an awesome event.  Some of the people in the room might support deportation or were against immigration, but he would suggest that they come out to see how deportation and immigration affected people in this room and in the campus community.  People would just really appreciate dialogue.  Everyone was welcome.  There’s a $20 sliding-scale donation, but no one will be turned away for lack of funds.

Ms. Kuo said that as Director Permaul said, she was working on a bill to push for early adoption of text​books, and if anyone was interested in co-sponsoring the bill, which she would highly encourage every​one to do, she would ask them to please let her know.

Mr. Silver said the winner of the Golden Apple Award will be announced on Thursday.  The winning pro​fessor’s “last, ideal lecture” will be on April 24 at 5:00, in Dwinelle.  He wanted to thank people for helping to publicize this.

Standing Committee Reports
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Standing Committee Reports 

Reporting for the Finance Committee, Ms. Kuo  said they met on Monday at 9 p.m.  Absent were Ms. Shen, Mr. Weiner, Ms. Winston, Mr. Nguyen, and Ms. Allbright.  Fi-Comm passed the following fee waivers: SWs 37, 38, as amended; and 40.  they tabled SWs 28, 36, as amended; and SW 39.

Fi-Comm considered the following bills: SB 62 was tabled; 69 was tabled; 85 was approved as amended; 86 was approved as amended; 87, as amended; 88 was tabled; 89 was approved as amended; 90 was approved as amended; 91 was approved; 92 was approved as amended; 93 was approved; 94 was approved; 95 was approved; 97 was approved, along with the University and External Affairs Committee; 98 was approved as amended, in conjunction with Con-Review; SB 99 was approved.

The next meeting will be Monday, April 7 in the Senate Chamber.

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

Begin written report from the Finance Committee

Official Report

Meeting 9
9:00 PM, Monday, March 31, 2008

Senate Chambers, Eshleman Hall

Chair: Senator Shen

Vice-Chair: Senator Weiner

In Attendance: Senators Kuo, Seaty, Ureña, & Wong

Absent: Senators Shen, Weiner, Winston, President Nguyen and EVP Allbright

Meeting called to order at 9:16PM

Meeting adjourned at 11:48PM

Fee Waivers 

SW 28, ASUC Publication Center: Tabled
SW 36a, Sigma Mu Delta’s Blood Drive: Tabled
SW 37, Cal Habitat for Humanity: Passed; $900
SW 38a, American Medical Student Association: Passed; $270
SW 39, Association for Muslim Professional Development: Tabled
SW 40, Muslim Student Association: Passed; $325
Bills
SB 62, A Bill in Support of the Business Architecture Group (Barch): Tabled
SB 69, A Bill in Support of Camp Kesem: Tabled
Standing Committee Reports
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---------------

Written report from the Finance Committee (cont'd) 

SB 85a, A Bill in Support of the 2nd Annual Jewish-Muslim Interfaith Dinner: Passed; $250 Senate Contingency
SB 86a, A Bill in Support of the 5th Annual “De Todo Un Poco” Culture Show: Passed; $750 Senate Contingency
SB 87A, A Bill in Support of Senate Contingency: Passed
SB 88, A Bill in Support of the Public Service Fund: Tabled
SB 89a, A Bill in Support of Sigma Mu Delta UCB Blood Drive: Passed; $80 Senate Contingency
SB 90a, A Bill in Support of American Medical Student Association Health Awareness Day: Passed; $600 Senate Contingency
SB 91, A Bill in Support of APAC’s Cultural and Food Festival: “Not Just an Asian Ghetto – More than Just Takeout”: Passed; $1500 Senate Contingency
SB 92a, A Bill in Support of San Francisco Hepatitis B Collaborative at Berkeley: Passed; $300 Senate Contingency
SB 93, A Bill in Support of the Camp WOW (Week of Wilderness): Passed; $1000 Senate Contingency
SB 94, A Bill in Support of AIESEC-Berkeley: Passed
SB 95, A Bill in Support of Korean-American Campus Mission (KCM): Passed
SB 97, A Resolution in Support of The Right to Give Life: Passed
SB 98a, A Bill in Support of UC Berkeley Publication Groups: Passed
SB 99, A Bill in Support of Golden Real: Passed; 900 Greek Opportunity
Upcoming Meeting

Finance Committee Standing Meeting

Monday, April 7, 2008

9PM Senate Chambers in Eshleman Hall

Attached

All amended bills
End written report from the Finance Committee

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

Reporting for the Constitutional and Procedural Review Committee, Ms. Patel said they met.  Absent were Mr. Kunert and Mr. Osmeña.  They tabled SB 88 and passed SB 98.  The bill also went to Fi-Comm and the final bill was attached to her report.  They had a conference meeting about it.  Also, Ms. Patel said she would like to cancel the next two week’s meetings since they had no business.

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

Begin written report from the Constitutional and Procedural Review Committee

ASUC Senate Standing Committee on Constitutional Review

Standing Committee Reports









    - 14 -

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

Written report from the Constitutional and Procedural Review Committee (cont'd)

OFFICIAL REPORT

Meeting 17

Monday,  March 31, 2008

9: 31PM – 10:15 PM Senate Lounge, Eshleman Hall

Chair: Senator Patel

Vice-Chair: Senator Kunert

ATTENDANCE

Present: Coleman, Galeon Patel, Silver, Wu

Absent: Kunert, Osmeña

BILLS

SB 88: A Bill in Support of the Public Service Fund Tabled

SB 98a: A Bill in Support of UC Publication Groups Passed
NEXT MEETING

9:30PM, Monday, April 7, 2008 Senate Lounge, Eshleman Hall

ATTACHED

SB 98a

End written report from the Constitutional and Procedural Review Committee

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

Reporting for the University and External Affairs Committee, Mr. Rhoads said they met on Monday night.  Members present were himself, Mr. Shams, Mr. Kim, Mr. Louie, and Mr. Rhoads.  They passed SBs 84, 96, and 97.  Their next meeting will occur when they have business.

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

Begin written report from the University and External Affairs Committee

Called to order at 9:19pm

Members present: Shams, Kim, Louie, Rhoads

New Business:

SB 96 – passed, no amendments

SB 84 – passed, no amendments

SB 97 – passed, no amendments

Standing Committee Reports
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Report from the City Affairs Lobby and Housing Commission Director

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

Written report from the Constitutional and Procedural Review Committee (cont'd)

Meeting adjourned at 9:36 p.m.

End written report from the University and External Affairs Committee

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

Ms. Allbright said the Standing Committee on the Advocacy Agenda had no report, but she wanted to thank the Senate for passing the Multicultural Center MOU.  She also wanted to thank Sen. Kuo and other Senators who were working on the textbook bill.  She was seeing some great progress happening through those Advocacy Agenda Committees, although the Standing Committee hasn't met.

Ms. Ureña said the Senate passed the MOU, so there was no meeting of the Advocacy Agenda Committee on Diversity and Inclusion through the MCC.

Mr. Jackson said the Advocacy Agenda Committee on Academic Services hasn't met, but he would like to commend Sen. Kuo for taking the lead with the textbook adoption bill.  He really appreciated that.  And he would echo Ms. Kuo’s words and ask that people interested in co-sponsoring the bill to Sen. Kuo.

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. Jackson and passed with no objection.  This meeting was recessed.

Ms. Allbright said there weren't 14 Senators present, so they would not approve the Consent Calendar and they'd move forward with the agenda.  They could discuss and items under Immediate Consideration, but they didn't have 14 votes present if that was needed for approval.

Mr. Rhoads moved to go to appointed official reports.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Kim and passed with no objection.

Report from the City Affairs Lobby and Housing Commission Director 
Mr. Rhoads said that on behalf of the Cal Housing Director, he would like to say that next week was Ten​ant's Rights Week.  An e-mail was sent out about that by Mr. Tregub.  They all had to rent housing there and he would ask Senators to keep this on their radar screen and to tell people about it.  There will also be some safety events going on along with that. 

ITEMS FOR IMMEDIATE CONSIDERATION 

Items for Immediate Consideration, SB 98, In Support of UC Berkeley Publication Groups
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The following Resolution, SB 98, as amended in committee, was authored by Mr. Weiner and Mr. Silver and was co-sponsored by Mr. Kim:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF UC BERKELEY PUBLICATION GROUPS

WHEREAS, currently many publication groups in their first three years of ASUC sponsorship struggle to attain sufficient funds; and 

WHEREAS, start-up costs for a new publication are often high enough to discourage potential publication groups from being created; and 

WHEREAS, increasing the maximum funding for publication groups in their first three years of ASUC sponsorship would give the Senate the freedom to provide more funding; and 

WHEREAS, support for publication groups is an important part of the ASUC’s mission; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, That Title III, Article IV, Section 3 of the ASUC By-laws be amended as follows:

4.3  Publication Groups shall be eligible for funding in the following amounts:

1.
Any amount requested up to a limit of $1,000 in the first year that they receive fund​ing from the ASUC Senate Contingency Fund or spring budgeting process.

2.
No more than $1, 200 in the second year that they receive funding from the ASUC Senate Contingency Fund or spring budgeting process..

3.
No more than $1, 400 in the third year that they receive funding from the ASUC Senate Contingency Fund or spring budgeting process.

4.
At the discretion of the ASUC from the fourth year on.

5.
Groups that do not receive funding from the ASUC for two years will be considered first-year groups, as under Subsection 1 above, when they reapply for ASUC funding.

6.
The actual amount of funding to be determined by the ASUC after examining factors including, but not limited to, number of members, scope of influence, level of activity, etc.

Mr. Silver said he discussed this at Con-Review.  He thought it was important to offer groups that have extraordinarily high start-up cost an opportunity to go before Fi-Comm and ask for over $2,000, and have an increase.  He didn't think they've dealt with publications at a relatively high rate that semester.  There have been three or four the Senate discussed, and he submitted at least two of them.  The one constant he’s seen was with the start-up costs these groups have, which were really intense, given printing and other costs.  He’s talked to several publishers of these new groups and all of them end up using out-of-pocket money to start the publications because funding they received from the ASUC was not sufficient.  

SB 98, In Support of UC Berkeley Publication Groups (cont'd) 
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Consent Calendar
--
Fee Waivers







--
SB 84, In Support Of Seventyk and Adolescent and Young Adult Cancer Bill of 









Rights

It was hard for a brand new publication to ask for sponsorship, because an advertiser had no reason to invest in a newsletter that hasn't been published.  A few good issues were needed before people could go out and seek sponsorship.  Otherwise it didn't make any sense from a business perspective, in his opinion.  The bill would offer publications an opportunity to come to the Senate and ask for more money.  He didn't think it would cause any significant problems.  The bill would give groups the ability to ask for a maximum of $1,000 and then up to $1,200 and $1,400 for the second and third years.  He thought publi​cations were important to other Senators also.  A publication starting up was a rare occurrence, and giving them more money was important.  This would change the structure of how student groups come to Fi-Comm.  He didn't think the bill would change the financial status of other groups significantly enough to not warrant the change.  He called for any questions.

Mr. Weiner moved to return to the Consent Calendar.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Coleman and passed with no objection.

CONSENT CALENDAR 

The following bills and waivers were up for consideration that evening under the Consent Calendar: SWs 37; 38, as amended; and 40; and SBs 84; 85, as amended; 86, as amended; 87, as amended; 89, as amended; 90, as amended; 91; 92, as amended; 93; 94; 95; 97; 98, as amended; 99; 96; and 97.

SB 98 was removed from the Consent Calendar.

The following bills and waivers remained under the Consent Calendar: SWs 37; 38, as amended; and 40; and SBs 84; 85, as amended; 86, as amended; 87, as amended; 89, as amended; 90, as amended; 91; 92, as amended; 93; 94; 95; 97; 99; 96; and 97.

Ms. Allbright called for any changes to the Consent Calendar, and seeing none, said the Consent Calendar was approved. THE CONSENT CALENDAR WAS APPROVED WITH NO OBJECTION: SW 37; SW 38, AS AMENDED; AND SW 40; AND SB 84; SB 85, AS AMENDED; SB 86, AS AMENDED; SB 87, AS AMENDED; SB 89, AS AMENDED; SB 90, AS AMENDED; SB 91; SB 92, AS AMENDED; SB 93; SB 94; SB 95; SB 96; SB 97; SB 99.

The following waivers were approved under the Consent Calendar:

SW 37, Cal Habitat for Humanity: Passed, $900

SW 38, as amended, American Medical Student Association: Passed, $270

SW 40, Muslim Student Association: Passed, $325

The following Resolution, SB 84, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Mr. Former ASUC Senator Ali Ansary, Adeel Iqbal, and Rohan Wagle:

Consent Calendar
--
SB 84, In Support Of Seventyk and Adolescent and Young Adult Cancer 
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Bill of Rights (cont'd) 

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF SEVENTYK AND ADOLESCENT AND YOUNG ADULT CANCER BILL OF RIGHTS

WHEREAS, it is recognized that there over 70,000 people aged 15-39 diagnosed with cancer in the U.S. per year; and

WHEREAS, for over two decades there has been little or no improvement in survival in this specific age group; and

WHEREAS, the Adolescent and Young Adult Cancer Bill of Rights:

Adolescent and Young Adult Cancer Bill of Rights

We are neither pediatrics nor geriatrics, we have unique needs- medically, socially, and eco​nomically.  However, the rights and dignity of adolescent and young adults are equal and vital to all individuals.  We deserve to have our beliefs, privacy, and personal values respected.  Access to care is a right, not a privilege. 

Our rights, as we perceive them to be and intend to preserve them, are:

1.
The right to be taken seriously when seeking medical attention to avoid late diagnosis or misdiagnosis, and entitlement to separate and confidential discussions regarding our own care.

2.
The right to affordable health insurance, as well as early detection tests unhindered by insurance or socioeconomic status.

3.
The right to be offered fertility preservation as well as current information and research regarding ongoing and potentially lifelong effects of cancer treatment that would affect our fertility.

4.
The right to be informed about available clinical trials and given reasonable access to them.

5.
The right to untethered access to adolescent and young adult cancer specialists and, when requested, a second opinion regardless of insurance or geographic location.

6.
The right to access a social worker or caseworker who is well versed in adolescent and young adult cancer specifics.

7.
The right to “generationally applicable” psychosocial support. 

8.
The right to have our insurance and position as a student or employee protected by law while dealing with our cancer in order to minimize discrimination.

9.
The right to clear explanations regarding the long-term side effects of our disease and its treatment, and to be offered all available and applicable physical reconstruction and reha​bilitation options. 

10.
The right to have all of our treatment options explained to us in full detail, to have our questions answered, and to receive clarification when requested so that we can be an active part of our own care. 

Consent Calendar
--
SB 84, In Support Of Seventyk and Adolescent and Young Adult Cancer 
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Bill of Rights (cont'd) 







--
SB 85, In Support of the 2nd  Annual Jewish-Muslim Interfaith Dinner

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF SEVENTYK AND ADOLESCENT AND YOUNG ADULT CANCER BILL OF RIGHTS (cont'd) 

Preserve our potential.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC endorse and recognize the Adolescent and Young Adult Cancer Bill of Rights.

The following Resolution, SB 85, as amended in committee, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Mr. Shams, Adeel Iqbal, Dean Nahema, and Na’ama Shenev:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE 2nd  ANNUAL JEWISH-MUSLIM INTERFAITH DINNER

WHEREAS, it is recognized that the Jewish and Muslim communities on campus are dynamic and growing minority groups; and

WHEREAS, it is recognized that the interactions of both communities has embedded within it relation​ships of harmony and tension; and

WHEREAS, it is recognized that the 2nd Annual Jewish-Muslim Interfaith Dinner is an attempt to create and reinforce a space of safe, open dialogue and communication with the objective of emphasizing unity through diversity; and

WHEREAS, it is recognized that the 2nd Annual Jewish-Muslim Interfaith Dinner is an integral part of the counteraction against the growth of extremism on campus; and

WHEREAS, it is recognized that the budget for this event is: Total, $575;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC allocate $250 (two-hundred fifty dollars) from the Senate Contingency Fund for the 2nd Annual Jewish-Muslim Interfaith Dinner.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the ASUC recognize the 2nd Annual Jewish-Muslim Interfaith Din​ner as an ASUC-sponsored event

Consent Calendar
--
SB 86, In Support of the 4th Annual “De Todo un Poco” Culture Show
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--
SB 87, In Support of Senate Contingency 

The following Resolution, SB 86, as amended in committee, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Deisy Ramirez, Ximena Egoavil and Ms. Ureña:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE 4th ANNUAL “DE TODO UN POCO” CULTURE SHOW

WHEREAS,
this year the Latin American Student Association (LASA) will be hosting the 4th Annual “De Todo Un Poco” Culture Show; and

WHEREAS, the culture show will be hosted in 155 Dwinelle on April 17th from 6-9 p.m.; and
WHEREAS, the culture show will include spoken word, traditional folkdances, music and media, including short film clips and quick facts from the different Latino cultures; and

WHEREAS, “De Todo Un Poco” strives to be inclusive of all Latin American cultures, including the Caribbean; and 

WHEREAS, performers for the culture show include: Mambo Productions- Dakin Ferris, Salsa de Cuba, El Tunante Peruvian Dance Company, Marinera Norteña & Tondero (Peru), Ballet Folk​lerico de Mexico (Mexico), Marcelo Solis: world-famous Tango Dancer (Argentina), Samba & Capoiera (Brazil), Dance Company Fuego- Sarita Ascirrinaga, Saya (Bolivia), Kanchis Dance group, Huyanito (Peru), Iberia dance Group (España), De Rompe y Raja: Afro-Peru​vian dance company, Festejo (Peru); and
WHEREAS, in the past years, the culture show has filled its venue by drawing over 450 people to the event; this year they hope to continue to fill the venue; and 

WHEREAS, LASA is working with other Latino organizations and hopes to also incorporate the Latino Greek community; and 
WHEREAS, “De Todo Un Poco” is the only Latin@ culture show that addresses the issues affecting the Latin@ community as underrepresented marginalized communities; and 
WHEREAS, the budget for the culture show is as follows: Total, $2,056.50;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC recognize “De Todo Un Poco” as an ASUC sponsored event.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the ASUC allocate $750 (seven hundred fifty dollars) from the Sen​ate Contingency Fund the “De Todo Un Poco” Culture Show.

The following Resolution, SB 87, as amended in committee, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Ms. Shen and was co-sponsored by Ms. Kuo, Mr. Weiner, and Mr. Wong:

Consent Calendar
--
SB 87, In Support of Senate Contingency (cont'd)
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--
SB 89, In Support of the Sigma Mu Delta UCB Blood Drive

A BILL IN SUPPORT OF SENATE CONTINGENCY

WHEREAS, the ASUC Senate is currently allocating funds to student organizations for various projects, programs, and activities led by students of the University of California, Berkeley; and

WHEREAS, the ASUC Senate is running short on funds necessary to continue funding major events and projects hosted by these organizations; and

WHEREAS, the ASUC Senate prioritizes the needs of students financially through the Senate Contin​gency Fund for allocations specific to programs and events presented in main motions; and

WHEREAS, the ASUC Senate would like to continue supporting major efforts throughout this campus;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate allocate $6,000 (six thousand dollars) from Carry Forward to the Senate Contingency Fund.

The following Resolution, SB 89, as amended in committee, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Mr. Wong and Academic Affairs VP Lee:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE SIGMA MU DELTA UCB BLOOD DRIVE

WHEREAS, Sigma Mu Delta is a premedical fraternity on campus that is founded on the principles of brotherhood, education, and dedication; and 

WHEREAS,
Sigma Mu Delta is dedicating its semesterly community services towards a blood drive; and 

WHEREAS,
this blood drive is a joint event with UCSF, the Red Cross, and Sigma Mu Delta, and will occur on Monday, April 7, 2008 in the MLK Student Union Pauley Ballroom; and

WHEREAS,
every day there are people who depend on blood donors in order to live.  This includes acci​dent victims, premature babies, patients under cancer treatment, organ recipients, and many others; and 

WHEREAS,
Sigma Mu Delta’s fraternity goal is to acquire at least 75 donors, each donating around 1 pint to 1 quart of blood; and 

WHEREAS, the proposed budget is as follows: Total, $270;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate allocates $80.00 (eighty dollars) from the Sen​ate Contingency Fund to Sigma Mu Delta’s Medical Symposium Event.

Consent Calendar
--
SB 90, In Support of the American Medical Student Association’s  Health
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--
SB 91, In Support of APAC’S Cultural and Food Festival: “Not Just an Asian 









Ghetto – More Than Just Takeout”

The following Resolution, SB 90, as amended in committee, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Mr. Wong:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE AMERICAN MEDICAL STUDENT ASSOCIATION’S  HEALTH AWARENESS DAY

WHEREAS, the American Medical Student Association (AMSA) at the University of California, Berke​ley, is a part of the National AMSA, the largest independent, non-profit organization in the US; and 

WHEREAS, AMSA is a group of pre-medical students seeking to better understand health care and health issues, while contributing to the effort of improving health care; and 

WHEREAS, AMSA is joining the Asian American Health Society in putting together a Health Awareness Day on April 13, 2008, in UC Berkeley; and 

WHEREAS, the purpose of the event is to educate the Berkeley communities about infectious diseases and healthcare accessibility in developing countries and how healthcare providers could make a difference; and 

WHEREAS, this event will fundraise and donate all the proceeds to Operation Smile, a non-profit volun​teer medical organization providing free cleft surgeries and related healthcare to children and young adults in developing countries and in the United States; and 

WHEREAS, the proposed budget is as follows: Total, $1,780;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate allocate $600 (six hundred dollars) from the Senate Contingency Fund to AMSA’s Health Awareness Day event; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate recognizes AMSA as a Student Activity Group.

The following Resolution, 91, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Mr. Wong, Ms. Duong, and APAC staff:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF APAC’S CULTURAL AND FOOD FESTIVAL: “NOT JUST AN ASIAN GHETTO – MORE THAN JUST TAKEOUT”

WHEREAS, Asian Pacific American undergraduate organizations have been organizing together within the Asian Pacific Council (APC) since 1987. In the past few years, Asian Pacific American 

Consent Calendar
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Ghetto – More Than Just Takeout” (cont'd)

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF APAC’S CULTURAL AND FOOD FESTIVAL: “NOT JUST AN ASIAN GHETTO – MORE THAN JUST TAKEOUT” (cont'd) 

Student Development (APASD) has served as a resource to help revive APC through establishing APAC and encouraging organizations to work together collaboratively; and 

WHEREAS, the Asian Pacific American Coalition (APAC) [formerly Asian Pacific Council (APC)], is a coalition consisting of 23 Asian American and Pacific Islander member organizations from 23 different organizations on campus; and 

WHEREAS, one of the main goals of APAC is to educate and spread awareness about issues affecting the Asian Pacific American (APA) community within the coalition as well as to the greater UCB community; and 

WHEREAS, another main goal of APAC is to encourage student involvement in the greater San Fran​cisco Bay Area APA community as well as other communities of color and other under​represented communities; and 

WHEREAS, nationally, Asian Pacific American Heritage Month (APAHM) is celebrated in the month of May; however due to the academic calendar of UC Berkeley, APAC plans to celebrate APAHM in April and hold their heritage event in April through means of a Cultural and Food Festival as well as encompassing other member organization events throughout the month; and 

WHEREAS, APAC’s Cultural and Food Festival: “Not Just an Asian Ghetto – More Than Just Takeout” event, held on Saturday, April 5, 2008, between the hours of 12:00 p.m.-3:00 p.m., is dedi​cated towards educating the campus community and the greater Berkeley community; and 

WHEREAS, the “Asian Ghetto” is an unofficially adopted name amongst the Berkeley community that insinuates specific Asian restaurants as “ghetto”, and this is derogatory; and 

WHEREAS, the “Durant Food Court” is a respectful alternative; and

WHEREAS, the Durant Food Court is comprised of not only Asian restaurants, but Gyros, King Pin Donuts, and Gypsy’s , which do not show any relationship towards Asian cuisine; and 

WHEREAS, this event’s theme “Not An Asian Ghetto – More Than Just Takeout”  is to give a focus toward recognizing the vibrant and distinct/unique communities within the Asian Pacific American community and the presence many Asian cuisine restaurants in the Berkeley Telegraph region; and 

WHEREAS, APAC will outreach to as many Asian Pacific American communities on campus as possible to encourage them to attend and participate in this event as a way to show the richness of various Asian cultures; and 

Consent Calendar
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--
SB 92, San Francisco Hepatitis B Collaborative at Berkeley

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF APAC’S CULTURAL AND FOOD FESTIVAL: “NOT JUST AN ASIAN GHETTO – MORE THAN JUST TAKEOUT” (cont'd) 

WHEREAS, these organizations will hold booths amongst the Asian cuisine restaurants to show solidar​ity to these businesses, and support them, it will be further supplemented with a structured program of live music and performances, and tabling of campus Asian organizations; and 

WHEREAS, the Berkeley Improvement District (BID) a non-profit city organizations, approves of the importance and value of this event and is providing support towards the event; and 

WHEREAS, the proposed budget is as followed: Total, $6,003.99;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate allocates $1,500.00 (one thousand five hundred dollars)from the Senate Contingency Fund to the APAC’s Cultural and Food Festival: “Not Just an Asian Ghetto – More than Just Takeout” event.

The following Resolution, SB 92, as amended in committee, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Wendy Sun and Ms. Duong and was co-sponsored by Mr. Wong:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE SAN FRANCISCO HEPATITIS B COLLABORATIVE AT BERKELEY

WHEREAS, the San Francisco Hepatitis B Collaborative (SFHBC) serves Asian communities throughout the Bay Area by providing Hepatitis B screening, education, and vaccination at SFHBC’s own permanent clinic in Chinatown, as well as various outreach clinics around San Fran​cisco Bay Area; and 

WHEREAS, SFHBC at Berkeley strives to aid in this goal by providing interpreters and educators for the underserved non-English speaking Asian immigrant population; and 

WHEREAS, SFHBC at Berkeley provides UC Berkeley students with an opportunity to collaborate with UCSF medical, pharmacy, and dental students in providing Hepatitis B education by inter​preting for phlebotomists, performing basic intake, and measuring vital signs; and

WHEREAS, SFHBC at Berkeley travels to UCSF’s clinic locations twice a month to work side by side with medical students to provide the services for their clients; and 

WHEREAS, the traveling expenses for SFHBC at Cal have become quite expensive considering the rise of gas and commuting costs; and

Consent Calendar
--
SB 92, San Francisco Hepatitis B Collaborative at Berkeley (cont'd)
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--
SB 93, In Support of Camp WOW (Week of Wilderness)

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE SAN FRANCISCO HEPATITIS B COLLABORATIVE AT BERKELEY (cont'd) 

WHEREAS, many members of SFHBC at Berkeley are paying out of pocket for traveling expenses because the group’s allocation from spring budgeting 07-08 was inadequate to support the rising traveling costs for the clinic outreaches; and 

WHEREAS, the budget for SFHBC at Berkeley’s outreaches as follows: Total, $1,485.00;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate allocates $300.00 (three hundred dollars) to SFHBC at Berkeley from the ASUC Contingency Fund.

The following Resolution, SB 93, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Jon Waston and Ms. Duong:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF CAMP WOW (WEEK OF WILDERNESS)

WHEREAS, Camp WOW is a week-long program in Yosemite, California for eighth-grade students from Community School in San Francisco; and

WHEREAS, the mission of Camp WOW is to empower students to understand the importance of being a positive member in one’s community and the value of higher education; and

WHEREAS, a majority of the students who participate come from low-income families and stressful home environments, where they lack positive role models in their lives; and 

WHEREAS, Camp WOW strives to positively influence these students at the beginning of their transition period into high school; and

WHEREAS, Camp WOW organizes a variety of activities and workshops that promote community building and leadership as well as fun camp activities such as hiking, horse-riding, and swimming; and 

WHEREAS, about 15-20 Cal students serve as counselors who work tirelessly throughout the Spring Semester to prepare and organize the entire week’s program; and 

WHEREAS, Cal students receive a first-hand experience in understanding the struggles of these stu​dents who grow up facing barriers to higher education with little resources and encour​agement from their environment; and 

WHEREAS, Cal students play a significant role in ensuring the positive impact of this camp on the stu​dents who participate by serving as mentors; and 
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--
SB 94, In Support of AIESEC-Berkeley

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF CAMP WOW (WEEK OF WILDERNESS) (cont'd) 

WHEREAS, the budget for Camp WOW is as follows: Total, $6,160;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that Camp WOW is an ASUC-sponsored event.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate allocates $1,000 (one thousand dollars) from the ASUC Contingency Fund.

The following Resolution, SB 94, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Mr. Kim:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF AIESEC-BERKELEY

WHEREAS, the ASUC exists to serve the needs of student groups, and one way in which this duty is ful​filled is by providing sponsorship for student groups; and

WHEREAS, albeit recognized by the Campus Life and Leadership of Student Life as a student group on campus, it has not been recognized by the ASUC; and 

WHEREAS, AIESEC is a provider of international business and technical talent to business, government, and non-government organizations through our international exchange programs; and

WHEREAS, AIESEC’s exchange program provides individuals with the opportunity to learn about the people and culture of a host country; and

WHEREAS, AIESEC’s  goal is to contribute to the development of our countries and their people and an overriding commitment to international understanding and cooperation; and

WHEREAS, AIESEC in the US works to send students to gain practical work experience abroad and receive international students who undergo training with companies in the US; and 

WHEREAS, AIESEC- Berkeley Chapter’s purpose shall be to provide an opportunity for UC Berkeley students to gain a worthwhile understanding of business at the local, national, and interna​tional levels; and

WHEREAS, AIESEC- Berkeley presents the opportunity in the form of possible internships and other means for UC students to work together with the business community and to obtain a practi​cal knowledge of the fundamental aspects of the business structure; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC recognize AIESEC-Berkeley as a first-year ASUC-sponsored Student Activities Group. 
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The following Resolution, SB 95, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Mr. Kim:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE KOREAN-AMERICAN CAMPUS MISSION (KCM)

WHEREAS, the ASUC exists to serve the needs of student groups, and one way in which this duty is ful​filled is by providing sponsorship for student groups; and

WHEREAS, the goal of the Korean-American Campus Mission (KCM) shall be to promote spiritual growth, fellowship, spread the gospel, and provide service to the church and community in the spirit of Christ; and 

WHEREAS, KCM will be focused on three main aspects of ministry throughout the year such as mis​sionary activities, fellowship of members and helping church activities, and literature and arts; and

WHEREAS, albeit recognized by the Campus Life and Leadership of Student Life as a student group on campus, it has not been recognized by the ASUC; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC recognize the Korean-American Campus Mission (KCM) as a first-year ASUC-sponsored student activities group.

The following Resolution, SB 96, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Kaitlin Finneran and was sponsored by Ms. Coleman:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE GREENPEACE KLEERCUT CAMPAIGN  AND ENVIRON​MENTAL SUSTAINABILITY AT UC BERKELEY

WHEREAS, The Greenpeace Kleercut Campaign aims to protect the ancient boreal forest from being clear-cut for unsustainable paper production; and

WHEREAS, twenty-five percent (25%) of the ancient forests left in the world is found in the boreal forest of North America1; and

WHEREAS, nearly forty percent (40%) of the 700 bird species found in North America breed or nest in the boreal forest; and

WHEREAS, the boreal forest is being destroyed for American consumption of products such as dispos​able tissue and toilet paper; and

Consent Calendar
--
SB 96, Greenpeace Kleercut Campaign  and Environmental Sustainability at     - 28 -









UC Berkeley







--
SB 97, In Support of the Right to Give Life

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE GREENPEACE KLEERCUT CAMPAIGN  AND ENVIRON​MENTAL SUSTAINABILITY AT UC BERKELEY (cont'd)  

WHEREAS, ninety percent (90%) of all logging in Canada is through destructive clear cutting, and 5 million acres are cleared annually; and

WHEREAS, Kleenex® facial tissue, Kimberly-Clark's flagship brand, is made from 100% virgin fiber; and

WHEREAS, In response to the Greenpeace campaign, Assistant Director Jeff Deutsch of the ASUC Stu​dent Store has already stated that the Store is already looking into seventh-generation tissue product substitutes, and that switching tissue brands will not affect the profitability of the Store; and

WHEREAS, environmental sustainability is a priority of the ASUC; Article XIII Section I of the ASUC Constitution states that the ASUC shall conserve and protect natural resources by adopting environmental sustainability as a policy; and 

WHEREAS, Greenpeace has already worked together with college and university students across the country to pass similar resolutions, including Harvard, Rice, Wesleyan, University of Miami, American University, and Skidmore College;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC states that we do not support the selling of Kimberly-Clark products in the ASUC Student Store, and directs the ASUC President to write a letter to Kimberly-Clark condemning their forest practices.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the ASUC expresses support for the unified efforts of Greenpeace, CalPIRG, and Campus Climate Challenge, to remove Kleenex® Tissues from the Cal Stu​dent Store until Kimberly-Clark:

1. Stops all sourcing of fiber from endangered forests, including the boreal forest;

2. Uses only virgin fiber that has been certified to the standards of the Forest Stewardship Council;
3. Dramatically increases the percentage of post-consumer recycled fiber in all their paper products, including Kleenex® brand tissue

__________

1  Greenpeace Roadmap to Recover; The World’s Last Intact Forest Landscapes (Greenpeace 20060, http:shewww.inatctforests.org/publications/publications.htm

The following Resolution, SB 97, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Jeff Manassero and was sponsored by Mr. Shams, Ms. Patel, Mr. Jackson, and Ms. Winston:
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RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE RIGHT TO GIVE LIFE

WHEREAS, there is currently a shortage in blood donations across the United States, and all able-bodied individuals should be allowed to donate blood without being selectively marginalized by being subjected to a lifetime ban; and 

WHEREAS, the current Food and Drug Administration (FDA) policy that prohibits any man who has sex with another man or any woman who has sex with a man who has had sex with a man, from donating blood; and 

WHEREAS, this policy was established in 1985 in reaction to the prevalent emergence of HIV/AIDS amongst sexually active gay men, but current technology has made the FDA policy outdated due to increased efforts to screen all blood services in the United States; and

WHEREAS, based on public university non-discrimination policies, some campuses propose to ban blood drives on campus. University President Don Kassing recently enacted such a ban at San Jose State University and professors at Sonoma State University are currently weighing a meas​ure that would do the same at their campus; and

WHEREAS, while more adversarial efforts are effective in raising awareness, a new and innovative approach might better offer benefits for both a marginalized community seeking equality and an individual in desperate need of blood; and  

WHEREAS, the LGBT community at Cal deserves the same right to give life as all other students who are eligible to donate blood; and 

WHEREAS, students have organized the Right to Give Life Sponsor Blood Drive, which allows deferred donors to seek sponsors to give blood in their name, thereby increasing awareness of this outdated, harmful and discriminatory policy, while at the same time providing much needed blood to those in need; and 

WHEREAS, the Right to Give Life Blood Drive will be held on Monday, April 7th;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC sponsor the Right to Give Life ‘Sponsor’ Blood Drive.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the ASUC supports the advertisement of the blood drive by reserv​ing space in its Daily Cal ad during the week of March 31st 2008. 

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that the ASUC sign onto a petition that the FDA change the blood donor questionnaire to focus on more refined and specific sexual behavior criteria, such as sexual histories that include unprotected sex, or altering the length of categorical donation bans, in order to better serve the public and increase the number of lives saved by including those who are currently prohibited from donating blood. 
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The following Resolution, SB 99, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Cedric Morris and Ms. Winston and was co-sponsored by Mr. Seaty, Ms. Ureña, and Ms. Duong:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF GOLDEN REAL

WHEREAS,
Alpha Phi Alpha Fraternity Inc. develops leaders, promotes brotherhood, and academic excellence, while providing service and advocacy for our communities; and 

WHEREAS, Alpha Phi Alpha Fraternity Inc., Alpha Epsilon Chapter was charted on the campus of UC Berkeley on January 17th 1922 and since its inception, 85 years ago, supplied voice and vision to the struggle of African-Americans and people of color on and off the Berkeley campus; and 

WHEREAS, Alpha Phi Alpha is a well established seventh-year Student-Initiated Service Group;  and 

WHEREAS, Alpha Epsilon Chapter has received Western Region Chapter of the Year four times in a row and has won National Chapter of the year twice; and 

WHEREAS, Alpha Phi Alpha has been a staple in the community and operates as a unifying factor among students on campus and people in the surrounding neighborhoods; and

WHEREAS, there are few events on campus that celebrate the creativity, diversity, strength, and origi​nality of student-made cultural films; and 

WHEREAS, Golden Real serves as a platform for students to creatively share their stories and experi​ences in a way the promotes awareness for issues that are important to their various commu​nities; and 

WHEREAS, Golden Real is designed to get extremely creative and talented students of UC Berkeley to express their concerns and issues on a source a media that is easily broadcast to large audiences; and 

WHEREAS, during the event the organization recognizes filmmakers who most creatively addresses the goal of the program to “create a visual thesis on the issues that we face and present them to an audience in creative way”; and 

WHEREAS, Golden Real addresses an unmet need within the Cal black community and will be attended by over 200 Berkeley students and community members, and is scheduled to take place March 20, 2008; and 

WHEREAS, the Budget for Golden Real Cultural Film Show is as follows: Total Expenses, $1,610.00

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC allocate $900 (nine hundred dollars) from the Greek Opportunities Fund to Alpha Phi Alpha’s First Annual Golden Real.
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Immediate Consideration, SB 98, In Support of UC Berkeley Publication Groups (cont'd) 

Report from SUPERB Representatives
Mr. Mazur said he hoped everyone’s break was awesome.  SUPERB had a lot of cool stuff.  Some things happened right before the break.  They had a Guitar Hero tournament at Gelateria Naia that was really cool.  Activision gave out free gelato to everyone.  They also gave out a free DS Lite.  Mr. Chow said they had the “Coexist? Comedy Tour”  in the Bear's Lair, and it was a huge success.  They ran out of chairs and had to get more.  That was it for what happened before the break.  On Tuesday night they had a screening of “21,” on Shattuck.  On Thursday Daphne Loves Derby will play in the Bear's Lair.  Mr. Mazur said the show was pretty much sold out.  They could tell their friends to check at the door as there might be more tickets on sale.  Mr. Chow said that people should get there early. On Friday they have a shindig and will show “I Am Legend” in Wheeler.  Senators can get in for free.  Mr. Mazur said the movie will be shown at 7:00 and 9:00.  Mr. Chow said that on Friday they'll also have a small get-together on Lower Sproul.  Mr. Mazur said the set will start at 5:30 and go until 7:00.  It will be huge.  There will be lots of security and vendors in the Bear's Lair will stay open so people could get food.  Senators should tell everybody to come out, and it will be great, and memorable.  Mr. Chow said this was definitely something that Cal hasn't had for a long time. 

Mr. Seaty said a couple of students, one of the Coordinators for Asian American Leaders, talked to him about his frustration with the movie “21.”  He asked if Mr. Chow talked to him about that.  Mr. Chow said he got an e-mail.  Mr. Chow said he was an Asian American himself and he too was pretty upset about that.  His first reaction was that they had to pull the movie, but at the same time, they had already signed a contract two weeks before the e-mail was sent.  The movie was already out in theaters.  The big​gest thing was the fact that they had signed a contract and they couldn't back out of that.  So their hands were bound.  Even if he wanted to do something about it, he couldn't.

Mr. Rhoads asked about the turnout for the Guitar Hero tournament.  Mr. Mazur said there were about 100 people there, from 8:00 to 10:00.  It was pretty solid.  Seeing no further questions, Ms. Allbright said she would like to thank them for the report.

ITEMS FOR IMMEDIATE CONSIDERATION (cont'd) 

Ms. Allbright said they would continue discussion on SB 98, In Support of UC Berkeley Publication Groups.  Mr. Jackson said he actually thought this was a great bill.  But one thing needed to happen to make it the best it could be, he thought.  He actually talked with Sen. Coleman and they both expressed how they were sort of concerned about the amount of printing that went on and how it could be hard for a first-year publication to judge how many issues to print.  What ended up happening was a lot of waste, with a lot of issues that just sit around or get composted, or even worse, were thrown away.  So he would propose the Senate add an amendment to instruct the Auxiliary employee who was in charge, Ann Marie Molosky, to work with first-year pubs to help them monitor how many issues were printed, so there was accountability.  That way, he would totally be in support of increasing the amount of money for publica​tions, because there was a large amount of start-up costs associated with publications.  He just wanted an amendment to create accountability so publications don't print hundreds and hundreds of copies that just go to waste.
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Ms. Patel said she wanted to speak on a personal experience she had in doing a publication, “The Berke​ley Business Review.”  Sen. Silver mentioned how costs were going up for publications, and she wanted to reiterate that.  The Review would not have been successful, or would not have gone into its first print​ing, if it hadn't received $700 from the ASUC.  But more than that, it wouldn't have been printed if all of the writers and both Chief Editors, and herself, everyone, had not gotten a corporate sponsorship, without advertising.  They didn't want their first issue to have advertising.  Even though it only had four pages of printing it went above and beyond in cost, and they printed 5,000 copies.  She understood Sen. Jackson’s concern with over-printing and not using all the issues.  But at the same time, they had to take into consideration that some publications plan on printing a small amount and come to the ASUC, asking for only $7-800, others go beyond that and print 5,000 copies that are given to all University housing, to ven​dors on campus, and off-campus.  So she thought there was room for both.  At the same time, they could ask one of the club advisors to help to moderate the number of copies.  She thought that was an obligation they could take on.  The ASUC should monitor publications and help them get started and make sure they were successful.  If the Senate allocated money to publications, she thought that was more of the Senate’s job than the three club advisors, who already had so much work to do.  She didn't think it was advisors’ job to follow up with clubs and really help them get started, other than logistically.  That should be stu​dents’ job.  

Just reading about the reduction that the Finance Committee made to second and third-year groups, for that year it may have been barely enough.  It honestly was not enough that the ASUC sponsored these groups because publications had to go out and get corporate sponsorship.  A lot of students didn't have the expertise to do that.  Ms. Patel said the fact that her publication was a business review obviously implied that many writers also had business knowledge and could market the paper.  However, for example, a Psychology paper wasn't able to get any corporate sponsorship.  But that was reasonable, and students shouldn’t need to have those skills to start up a paper.  She thought second-year groups would have increased costs and would come back for more money.  There's a bill in the agenda packet that week for “The Berkeley Business Review.”  It needed more money.  So it shouldn't be taken lightly that second and third-year groups need more money.  They really do need more money than they get from the ASUC; lots more.  And it wasn't fair that the Senate asked groups to get corporate sponsorship to write a paper.  Papers were doing more than the ASUC was asking them to do, and that really discouraged papers from starting on the campus.

Ms. Coleman said she supported Berkeley student publication groups and thought they were very impor​tant and thought the ASUC should prioritize them.  She thought the ASUC already did prioritize them since the By-laws offering $700 for first-year groups.  She was concerned when she heard that some pub​lications printed 5,000 copies, or more.  She thought the ASUC should be sensitive to paper waste and to environmental sustainability.  A lot of student publications on the campus didn't have subscriber bases and didn't even know if people were reading them.  At her house, some student publications give them 60 copies every time an issue came out, and not all the copies were used.  Publications print thousands and thousands of copies and distribute, but people may not be reading them.  

Ms. Coleman said it also seemed that the increments the bill made in pubs’ allocations were arbitrary.  The bill didn't explain why they needed to increase the first amount from $700 to $1,000.  There was no discussion behind the preamble of the bill, which concerned her.  The first Whereas Clause said that all ASUC groups were struggling to obtain funds.  So if they increase the cap for student publications, they should also consider bills in the future asking the Senate to increase caps for other categories.  They should be careful in setting a precedent in raising the cap for publications.  All of the claims made in the preamble could be made for other group categories.
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Ms. Coleman said the fourth Whereas Clause said that publications were an important part of the ASUC’s mission.  But so was support for SISGs and SAGs.  She thought current caps of $700, $900, and $1,100 showed that the ASUC did prioritize student publications and take them very seriously.

Mr. Silver said he respected the sustainability argument and thought that was something that should be considered.  But to respond, the Daily Cal was probably the largest publication to waste paper every day, and the ASUC supported it by giving the paper decreased rent.  If there really was an issue of sustainabil​ity, they should tackle the largest problem.  He didn't think giving $300 more to a first-year group would be a problem with sustainability, and that didn't make sense.  It seemed like they were trying to promote sustainability by giving pubs less them to make sure fewer publications were printed.  That concerned him.  There was an issue of sustainability.  There should be a campaign to talk to leaders of publications.  They should not use a backhanded method of solving the problem by giving less money.  

As for the arguments regarding SAGs and SISGs, Mr. Silver said they went over that in Con-Review.  The bill did not make it seem like SAGs and SISGs weren't important.  It was a publications bill.  It was written to support publications and to give them more financing.  If there was concern among Senators about the way SAGs and SISGs were financed, then all power to any Senator who wanted to write a bill to support increasing those amounts.  Publications were definitely a unique and small group on campus.  The bill was not by any means telling SAGs and SISGs they were not as important, or that they were not getting as much attention.  He thought it was clear that publications were a very small component of how the budget was allocated.  The idea that $700 was sufficient didn't cut it for him.  Of all the groups the Senate dealt with, publications always faced the largest upfront start-up costs.  And students simply couldn't pay.  So what the ASUC ends up doing was asking students to pay for publications out of their pockets.  It probably took a few years for a publication to get enough revenue to really sustain itself.  So $300 more to get to that point, and get out of the red, was an important step for the ASUC to take to sup​port publications on campus.  

He really would like to get the sustainability issue off the floor because he didn't think the bill had any​thing to do with sustainability.  If they really wanted to tackle that issue, they should talk to the Daily Cal.  He didn't think “The Business Review,” no matter how many copies it published, was the largest issue around paper waste that the Senate needed to deal with as student government.  Offering publications less money to back handedly prevent copies from being published wasn't the way to handle the sustainability problem.

Mr. Jackson asked if he could elaborate more on the Daily Cal issue, and if that meant the Senate shouldn't address another issue.  Mr. Silver said he thought there were two parts to this.  First, the issue of sustainability was independent of giving more money to publications.  Paper waste was an issue.  But he would ask how not giving a pub $300 more would help solve the problem of sustainability.  In his opin​ion, there was no correlation between $300 more and suddenly saving a lot of paper.  Issues will get printed regardless.  It just meant more money would be given to student groups so they didn't have to pay out of pocket.  Regarding the Daily Cal, he didn't see why the Senate should pick a bone of sustainability with small groups.  If there really was a sustainability concern among Senators, they should talk to people they have a partnership with in the building, on the 6th floor, the biggest paper distributor on campus.  It was clearly the biggest paper waster on campus.  So the Senate should talk to the paper about sustainabil​ity, as the head publication on campus, to move forward on this issue, in the realm of publications.

Mr. Jackson asked if he would be amenable to an amendment that made publications more accountable, so the maximum amount of allocation stayed the same, but that publications were more accountable for 

SB 98, In Support of UC Berkeley Publication Groups (cont'd) `




     - 34 -

the number of copies they printed.  Mr. Silver said they also talked about that.  That could be a symbolic measure for Senators to pass the bill.  He didn't think the Senate was accountable in terms of the financing they give to groups.  The Senate gives $1,500 to a student group and doesn't go back to ask the group if it spent it.  A lot of money will get rolled over to next year because it's not spent, and it's a reimbursement-based system.  Unless people go to the 4th floor and ask for their money back, they don't get it.  So to make publications more accountable than other groups would picking on them.  That wasn't done for any other groups.  And the proposed increase, $300, would not change the number of copies printed.  Groups will print 2,000 copies regardless.  The bill, in his opinion, would just allow students to not pay more out of pocket.  He didn't think giving publications $1,000 would change the number of copies they print and didn't think the ASUC would be more sustainable by offering pubs $700 instead of $1,000.

Mr. Shams said he was all for increasing money to publications, but his primary concern was the margin.  To be honest, there will probably be a soft cap to start off the year, probably $750 or $800.  If they could guarantee that all first-year groups would get $1,000, that was fine.  But if groups were all going to get $700 any way, he thought the Senate should just guarantee that amount and leave things as they were.  Secondly, he was actually in favor of a sliding scale for first-year groups.  He didn't see what was wrong with first-year groups having unmet need.  He thought groups should prove that they were legitimate and were putting out quality stuff, and should have to establish themselves.  He didn't see anything wrong with that.

Mr. Silver asked if he could elaborate on the sliding scale policy.  Mr. Shams said he was still figuring it out.  Established groups that were already on campus, and had experience, should possibly get more money than a first-year publication that was coming out of the blue.  Just from his previous experience dealing with Fi-Comm and the way Fi-Comm used soft caps, and it could still end up being $700.  There was rhetoric and reality, but definitely, if they were looking at having experience be a major part of allo​cations, he didn't see why the bill couldn't have another clause, dealing with fundraising experience.

Mr. Silver asked if he was saying that a first-year group without prior experience, but with a really good model for a publication, should only get as much money as a group with a lot of experience.  Mr. Shams said he wasn't saying that.  A publication that was already established and had a solid network on campus for distribution and corporate sponsorship didn't need as much money as a first-year group that was started in his house, or by his roommate, that didn't have experience.  That’s what he was looking at.  And then there was a soft cap.  In the past Fi-Comm has decided to not use a soft cap.  But groups at the beginning of the year suffer from caps.  So the Senate could change the funding limit to $1,000, but if there was no clause in the bill that said these groups were guaranteed $1,000, the allocation they actually get could still be $700.

Mr. Weiner said there were some Senators who were unaware of how much publications have been under-funded in the past few years in the ASUC.  As a category in the budget, publications did not get the money they deserved.  That year, as a Senator in Fi-Comm, he’s seen publication after publication come in.  Even for printing a fairly small number of issues, it was really expensive.  The Senate often gave $150 to $200 to a first-year student activity group, and the group could use that money to buy a table, chairs, and a banner, and actually get started.  A publication, however, to even put out its first issue, the cost was much higher.  The Senate has heard about the costs of local copy places to print these publications, and it was really expensive.  

Regarding the issues about wasting paper, Mr. Weiner said the argument being put forward was basically that some of these copies could go to waste and therefore the Senate should forget about the fact that it 
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was speech that was involved.  The Senate should support free speech and should value a diversity of viewpoints on the campus.  Even if a few issues went to waste, he didn't think speech should be lower on the totem pole than sustainability, in this case.  Like Sen. Silver pointed out, there were other ways the Senate could address sustainability issues.  Finally, regarding the increase from $700 to $1,000, the amount of $300 was based on research into a lot of the publications that year, as well as publications in the last couple of years.  Specifically, in looking at the budgets of many publications that were presented that year to the Senate, and looking at how Fi-Comm dealt with them, the increase should be more than $300.  That amount was kind of a minimum increase to reflect what these were, which were hard caps, having $700 or $1,000 as a hard cap.  It was too low and didn't reflect how much it cost to put out a pub​lication.  The Senate ought to support speech on the campus.  So he would urge Senators to vote for the bill.

Ms. Coleman said that regarding student publications being under-funded, she said that one student publi​cation received $12,000 in the ASUC’s spring budget process, and another received $6,000.  So she didn't think that increasing the hard cap for student publications meant they were showing more support.  And she didn't think that disagreeing with the bill meant they didn't support free speech, or didn't support diversity.  Regarding environmental sustainability, it was no method of accountability.  They weren't sure if people were reading them.  Being sustainable didn't mean they were going to preclude the number of issues that were printed.  She didn't think student publications were under-funded.

Mr. Silver asked if she could address his point that a $300 increase would not change the number of cop​ies in the initial printing, and would therefore not make a group more or less sustainable.  By supporting the bill, they'd be supporting a $300 increase.  The number of issues printed wouldn't change if the Senate allocated $700 or $1,000.  Ms. Coleman said she didn't feel that the bill addressed some other aspects with publications.  They could make sure student publications use the money the ASUC was already giv​ing them in a wiser manner.  And by doing that, they might not have to increase the hard cap.

Mr. Silver asked if she would address the concern he had that this seemed to pick on publications since the Senate didn't follow-up on any other allocations it made to groups.  He’d ask why they’d start fol​lowing-up on how much publications were spending and how many issues they were printing.  Following that logic, they’d need to have those clauses in all aspects of the Constitution.  

Ms. Coleman said she thought that when they make changes to the By-laws, they had to consider how that would affect other categories, SISGs and SAGs.  They had to consider the synergy among those dif​ferent categories.  If they're thinking about effectively asking for more money for student publications, they should think about how that will be extended in other ways, and perhaps they should give more to SISGs and SAGs.  If these claims could be made about publications, they could be made about student activity groups as well.

Mr. Silver said he was confused.  He asked if Ms. Coleman would agree that the ASUC didn't check the accounting of any student group on campus.  Sustainability issues come up in a variety of different guises.  A group could produce thousands of fliers for an event, and not use all of them.  He asked how the Senate could judge the efficiency of fliering for an event.  If that was also wasteful, he asked why this issue was so specific to publications if these issues came up all over campus.  Ms. Coleman said the bill didn't state what the issue actually was and whether the increase was for printing costs, or what the extra money would be used for.  So she was bringing up a question about something she’s seen publications do, print​ing excess issues.  She didn't know what the extra money the bill proposed would go towards.  The Co-op published its Zine issue for $1,200.
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Ms. Patel said she saw the argument as a lose-lose situation for publications.  If issues were too widely spread, they're wasting paper because people didn't read all of them.  And if they didn't print enough, and only reached out to certain communities, they're being exclusive.  So either way, she thought publications were criticized.  She thought print in general tried to reach out to as many students as possible.  So if they deliver to places where some readers don't read all of them as frequently, that was just the case.  That was the reality of a newspaper, that not everyone read every issue every time.  Secondly, she thought first-year groups, at least the three she knew and worked with, print with 70% recycled paper.  They don't do that because it's sustainable, but because it was cheaper.  It happened to be sustainable as well.  The Daily Cal printed color issues on non-recycled paper.  For a publication that starts off, the ASUC gave it $700 to $1,000, and the issue cost over $5,000 to print.  So if they don't use that money wisely, they're not print​ing.  It was barely in the Senate’s By-laws that publications had to use that money wisely, and the Senate only gave pubs one-fifth of what they need to print.  So she thought that was inherently fair for the Senate to raise the amount it gave publications.  

Secondly, as far as how successful first-year groups were, every publication she knew had an online site, even if they were first years.  She knew of many first-year student activity groups and SISGs that didn't have Web sites and didn't have anything technological until their second or third years.  But every pub she’s seen had a site.  They put their e-mail address on every single issue, and they get so much feedback, continuous e-mails.  Ms. Patel said The Berkeley Business Review got over 2,000 e-mails and comments on their site, just for their first print.  And they only printed 5,000 copies.  That was a tremendous amount of feedback.  That’s why second-year groups should receive more, because that accountability could be seen.  A publication getting 2,000 comments on an issue of 5,000 copies was a tremendous success.  She thought that work should be rewarded with more money from the ASUC.

To address Sen. Shams’ issue, where soft caps might still be in play, Ms. Patel said she thought that was a great point, and that was why the Senate should increase Fi-Comm’s flexibility.  Fi-Comm will still be strict with the amounts it gives to student groups, especially publications, but she thought the Senate should allow Fi-Comm the opportunity to give more to publications that were being successful and doing great work.

Mr. Shams said he thought it was great to have the idea that the Senate would judge everybody based on their work, but when it came to the Senate didn't.  He didn't mean to make this a response to what Sen. Patel said, but just that, in general, unfortunately, when groups come to the Senate, the Senate didn't judge them on their work.  He’d leave that statement open ended.  But he thought the soft cap was a weapon that was used far too often.  And it was a political tool.  Unfortunately, the Senate didn't judge groups by their work or their results when they put on events.  The soft cap was a tool, and unfortunately, people suffered for it.

Ms. Kuo moved to go to appointed official reports.  The motion was seconded and passed with no objection.

Report from the Attorney General 

Report from the Attorney General 
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Mr. Kozak said there was an update on what he reported at the last meeting, and tabulation which will occur 24 hours after the end of the good-faith deadline.  It would have been updated that day except he thought Jan Crowder on the 4th floor asked Jillian Hagan not to update the By-laws because she had con​cerns.  But Mr. Kozak said it was within his authority to verify changes made the By-laws.  And this change was actually made, and was in the minutes.  He was prepared to defend the change before the J-Council, if somebody had a problem with it.  But he wanted to make sure that this change was actually made in the By-laws.  It was because of a clerical mistake that the amendment wasn't included in the By-laws.  

Mr. Kozak said there was an article that day in the Daily Cal about the Advisory Opinion the J-Council considered.  He would explain it.  People might want to read the briefs that Mr. Kozak said he and Justin Azadivar wrote for the Advisory Opinion.  It essentially asks two questions.  After the vote, vote data are generated, and a vote file is created, which was a complete, anonymous list of every vote.  It was really long, a few megabytes.  The first question of the Advisory Opinion was whether or not this file counted as an official ASUC record, or as official ASUC information.  If it did not count as official information, then it did not fall under the Freedom of Information aspect of the Constitution and the ASUC wouldn't be required to release it upon request.  But if it was considered an official ASUC record, then there was another question to ask: whether or not the Elections Council holding it, or him holding it, until the end of the good-faith deadline constituted a due delay or an undue delay.  The freedom of information part of the Constitution stated that upon request, the ASUC must provide any official document without undue delay.  So if it was official, then he would argue that holding it until after the good-faith deadline was a due delay, and something done before in ASUC history.  That was the debate.  There were some other issues that people could take a look at if they wanted.  But Mr. Kozak said he has already decided that he will act in accordance with how the J-Council rules on this.  He felt that he made his case clear and the opposing viewpoint was made clear as well.  If it was decided that it was official ASUC record and it should be given out upon request without undue delay, he would release the information to any party who requested it.  That was something that parties might be interested in seeing, so they should probably pay attention to the Advisory Opinion.

Mr. Kozak said one concern for some of them was the use of e-mail lists for campaigns.  In Title IV, Sec​tion 12.3.6, there's a restriction on using ASUC authority or resources for campaigning.  All of them were already familiar with this.  Mr. Kozak said he interpreted this to mean that using ASUC authority would be using some like using office authority, something an official had access to that other students don't.  Using a student group mailing list fell within IV.12.3.6 because mailing lists were a part of lists.berkeley.edu, which was a University resource.  And since it's not an ASUC resource and didn’t use their authority as ASUC officials, he didn't see that as falling within 12.3.6.  He knew a lot of people have been doing this so he should probably say something about it.  They might be putting a student group at risk of getting its sponsorship revoked when they do use e-mail lists because Title II, Section 2.1 restricts student groups and ASUC-sponsored groups from campaigning in any way.  So using the mail list of a student group could be construed as using it to recruit people to campaign, using it for campaign pur​poses, and that could be construed as violating II.2.1.  That would make the group vulnerable.  So people should keep that in mind.  He would suggest that they try not to use their group’s e-mail list, because that was a risk.

Ms. Patel asked what expenses a referendum needed to record and asked if there was a limit.  Mr. Kozak said he would have to check on the exact language, but he believed they need to report their campaign expenses.  He could get back to her.

Report from the Judicial Council
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Report from the Finance Officer 

Report from the Elections Council Chair 

Report from the Judicial Council 

Kiira Johal introduced herself and said she was the Judicial Council Assistant Chair.  She wanted to give the Senate an update on the Advisory Opinion filed by Justin Azadivar.  The Attorney General did a good job of explaining it in his report.  The Judicial Council met on Monday, and according to the Judicial Rules of Procedures, they looked at points 1 and 4 of Article 3.6.2 of Procedures and decided that the Advisory Opinion was within the J-Council’s jurisdiction and that it was filed in good faith.  So the J-Council has accepted the request and will issue its opinion on it.  They were asked to issue an expedited opinion due to the fact that they had to get it out before the end of the elections.  So the J-Council has a meeting scheduled on Thursday evening.  It was their goal to have a decision out by Monday.  She called for any questions.

Report from the Finance Officer 

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

Begin written report from the Finance Officer

Good Evening Senators,

I am currently working on spring budgeting.  Nothing new to report on that except I continue to go through the applications to meet the initial deadline, which may be pushed back as I have noticed that it interferes with elections.  More on this in the days to come.  A report will be issued next week on the state of the finances after the allocations are done for this week.  If you have any questions you can e-mail or call me and I will be more then willing to meet with you to answer any questions.  

Have a good night.

End written report from the Finance Officer 

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

Report from the Elections Council Chair 

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

Begin written report from the Elections Council Chair 

Elections Council Report

February 28, 2008

The elections website has been updated. Candidates will find important filing dates and forms online at Election.ASUC.org.

Report from the Elections Council Chair (cont'd) 
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Immediate Consideration, SB 98, In Support of UC Berkeley Publication Groups (cont'd) 

Advertisements for the 2008 elections will be posted around campus this week, a flyer has been designed to promote the elections.

The discount coupon for voters has been approved.

The Technical coordinators have been selected and are working with the ECC.

Brendean Luce, Elections Council Chair

brendeankelly@berkeley.edu

End written report from the Elections Council Chair

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

ITEMS FOR IMMEDIATE CONSIDERATION (cont'd)

Ms. Allbright said they would continue discussion of SB 98A, In Support of UC Berkeley Publication Groups.  A motion to recess for two minutes was made and seconded by Mr. Weiner and Ms. Duong and passed with no objection.  This meeting was recessed.  Back in session, Ms. Ureña moved to extend the recess by five minutes.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Duong and passed with no objection.  This meeting was recessed.  Back in session, Mr. Silver moved to recess for ten minutes.  The motion was sec​onded by Ms. Duong and passed with no objection.  This meeting was recessed.

Back in session, Mr. Weiner said he wanted to echo again that while it was certainly true that every group, event, and all the other things the ASUC wanted, funded, or didn't fund, they all deserved more funds.  But the point about this particular bill was that in proportion to the amount the ASUC allocated through spring budgeting and through the Contingency Fund, in proportion, publications did not get the amount they should, given their extremely high costs, especially their high start-up costs.  That’s why he thought it was so important to change the allocation caps for the first, second, and third years that publi​cation groups could receive.

Ms. Ureña moved to amend the bill, the Resolved Clause, section 4.3, to amend the amounts for first-, second-, and third-year groups to $900, $1,100, and $1,300, to read as follows:

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

Begin amendment to SB 98

4.3 Publication Groups shall be eligible for funding in the following amounts:

1.
Any amount requested up to a limit of $900 in the first year that they receive funding from the ASUC.

2. No more than $1,100 in the second year that they receive funding from the ASUC.

3. No more than $1,300 in the third year that they receive funding from the ASUC.

End amendment to SB 98

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

SB 98, In Support of UC Berkeley Publication Groups (cont'd)
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Report from the Student Advocate Office 

The motion to amend was seconded by Ms. Coleman.

Ms. Ureña said that during the recess she talked about being uncomfortable with the amounts.  She under​stood that publications had high costs.  She’s worked with publications in the past and understood how expensive they were to print.  But she just felt uncomfortable with increasing the amount by $300.  She felt that would be a really large increase and she’d feel more comfortable increasing the amounts by $200, to $900, $1,100, and $1,300.

Mr. Weiner asked why $300 was a large amount and $200 wasn't.  He asked what the real difference was.  Ms. Ureña said she still felt that $200 was a lot, and the amendment was her way of compromising with the original bill.

Seeing no further speakers, the question was automatically called.  Mr. Weiner requested a roll call vote.  The request was seconded by Ms. Patel.

Roll call was taken on Ms. Ureña’s motion to amend:

	            YES
	          NO

	
Rebecca Coleman 
	
Philip Kim

	
Danielle Duong
	
Chad Kunert 

	
Daniel Galeon
	
Jason Louie

	
Winnie Kuo
	
Lisa Patel

	
Dave Rhoads 
 
	
Scott Silver 

	
Maurice Seaty
	
Gabe Weiner 

	
Nadir Shams
	
Albert Wu 

	
Gabriela Ureña 
	


A motion to close the rolls was made by Ms. Coleman and was seconded by Mr. Seaty and failed by voice-vote.

Report from the Student Advocate Office 
Mr. Krishnamurthy said he actually had quite a few things to report.  First, the Code of Conduct revi​sions have been going very well.  They made some very large improvements in things they had problems with at the beginning of the year.  For the past month and a half the Associate Dean of Students Karen Warren and Dean Poullard helped them pressure the Office of Student Conduct to be receptive.

Mr. Krishnamurthy said he should talk about this in a week or two, when there were more people who would be involved next year, but he wanted people to start thinking about how the ASUC ran the appointment process for administrative committees.  Every year the Academic Affairs VP was supposed to serve on these committees, and Mr. Krishnamurthy said he thought it was problematic specifically regarding the committee that sent students to serve on hearing panels for conduct hearings.  The hearings were the analog to trials, and students, an undergraduate and graduate, had to serve at hearings.  However, 

Report from the Student Advocate Office (cont'd)
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SB 98, In Support of UC Berkeley Publication Groups (cont'd)

Report from the Executive Vice President

Not enough students served that year.  Eight students were appointed to that committee and two showed up.  As a result, hearings for students were delayed and cases were kept open for much longer than they had to be.  That was a big problem for people.  Mr. Krishnamurthy said he didn't see why it shouldn't be an open process.  He was not sure what procedures were involved, but he’ll talk about this in the future.

Mr. Krishnamurthy said the other procedural matter was a policy they were working on for the student grievance process, where students get to seek recourse for discrimination and University policy.  It was a means to seek recourse if a student felt discriminated against, or if they felt that University administrators didn't act in accordance with set policies.  There were a couple of problems with this policy.  The first was that no one knew about it.  He thought about there have been about five grievances that year, which seemed to be very low.  Secondly, recourse was problematic because it didn't actually help the students.  If a student felt discriminated against, and their recourse was to get a reprimand for someone, that didn't do a whole lot to the student.  So Mr. Krishnamurthy said that was something he would like to explore more and try and get that process revised.

As far as casework, Mr. Krishnamurthy said they've seen kind of a drop in cases input past few weeks.  He wasn't sure what the reasons were.  For obvious reasons, the SAO will try and get its message out in the next two weeks and will try to have a pretty big advertising push right before finals, before students go through problems.  He called for any questions.

Ms. Allbright said the Chair would entertain a motion to return to Immediate Consideration.  It was so moved and seconded by Ms. Patel and Ms. Ureña and passed with no objection.

ITEMS FOR IMMEDIATE CONSIDERATION (cont'd) 

Ms. Allbright said the Chair would entertain a motion to close the rolls on Ms. Ureña’s amendment to SB 98.  It was so moved Mr. Kunert and was seconded and passed with no objection. 

WITH THE ROLLS CLOSED, THE MOTION TO APPROVE MS. UREÑA’S AMENDMENT TO SB 98 PASSED 8-7-0.

Seeing no debate, Ms. Allbright said the question was automatically called on the bill.

THE MOTION TO APPROVE SB 98, AS AMENDED ON THE FLOOR, PASSED UNANIMOUSLY BY VOICE-VOTE, RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF UC BERKELEY PUBLICATION GROUPS.

Report from the Executive Vice President 

With Ms. Shanbhag chairing the meeting, Ms. Allbright said she didn't have a report that was prepared as well as usual because she anticipated that the Senate would have adjourned before hearing Executive 

Report from the Executive Vice President (cont'd)
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Officer reports, since that’s happened for the last few weeks.  So she didn't prepare as she normally did.  She wanted to thank the Senate for passing the Multicultural Center MOU.  She really enjoyed the opportunity to work with so many different students, both in ASUC offices and outside in this particular process.  Every one of them brought something to the table in terms of making the MOU an incredible document and an incredible agreement they made with the University.  They secured $270,000 for cross-cultural student programming over the next three years.  They increased the space, increased staffing, and increased the level of commitment from the University for the Phase 3 center on the Lower Sproul redevelopment project.  She hoped that was something everyone could be particu​larly proud of.

Ms. Allbright said she was also proud of the decisions they were able to make in negotiations about the governing boards and the way they were able to really look at power and inclusivity involved in multi​culturalism.  She hoped that those who weren't graduating will continue to be involved in the MCC and with integrating the idea of what “inclusivity” meant, and what “multiculturalism” meant, and how they could really exemplify it in terms of way they run student government and the way they run the MCC.  It was a blast, and the highlight of her term.

Ms. Allbright said they did all the allocations for the OCF.  As they knew, over Spring Break work was done to provide electricity to the OCF’s new location, and the ASUC spent a lot of money on that.  The basement was now electrically capable of housing the OCF there, and the move will actually happen, and should happen that summer.  The ASUC had to allocate additional funds from capital improvements to buy some furniture and some software that was needed.  They also bought some additional software for the computers in the Publications Center and for publications to do business.  They also bought an additional conference table for Room 18 and additional furnishings for that area.  By this time next year, and hopefully by the fall, they should have greatly improved the resources the ASUC has in terms of computing for student groups, particularly for publications.

Ms. Allbright said work orders have been submitted for a number of different items around Eshleman to improve various things, such as broken light fixtures and things like that, on the 3rd and 5th floors, and broken locks.  Hopefully, a lot of Senators’ constituents, in terms of student groups, should see improve​ments in their spaces in the next month.  For Senate Chamber stuff, the Auxiliary has received authoriza​tion to spend $4,000 on the tables.  Her office she believed has already ordered the projector screen, and it should be installed before the end of the year.  The office contacted the Auxiliary about chairs in the Sen​ate Chamber and ordering covers and having backs, and they were waiting to hear back from them.  The office contacted the audio company that was referred to them by David Fullmer for audio for the Web​cam.  They requested  quotes.  They haven't heard a response back, even though they've contacted com​panies twice a week.  A company said they would call back on Thursday.  Hopefully, they meant it.  And hopefully by the Senate’s next meeting, April 16, they'll have quotes for the sound for Webcasting.  The only problem that was wrong with it was that the software that was purchased wasn't authorized for usage, so the University saw an unauthorized signal and thought it was someone hacking into the system and blocked it.  But they talked to the University, and the signal has been unblocked.  However, the equipment was only designed to Webcast to 20 computers at that time.  That was why some people could access actual video and some people could access a flashing image.  The equipment was purchased under Anil Daryani’s term in office.  She asked him why they bought equipment that did it that way, and Mr. Daryani said they didn't know it did it that way.  So perhaps in the future someone perhaps should look into buying new equipment.  The camera that was purchased was $5,000, as she was told.

Report from the Executive Vice President (cont'd)
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Ms. Allbright said they had another meeting with consultants about the surge proposals for MLK and Eshleman.  The office was doing development.  The faster they come up with a suge plan, the faster con​struction will take place.  The Office of Academic Affairs headed up plans for the ASUC banquet and people should have been contacted about it.  If they haven't been, they should talk to VP Lee or Chief-of-Staff Lee and could ask about the details.  Also, they installed a new wireless printer in the Pub Center for publications.  They came up with a system for publications to temporarily store additional their copies, during distribution please do so, when they had large influxes of copies that couldn't necessarily fit in their cage.  The cages were a bad place to store copies of publications, and there are a bunch of racks in the archives that work really well for temporary storage.  So they bought new book cases for the archives, and the racks that were there will be moved into the Publications Center.  The office was trying to find creative ways to utilize their space.  Publications didn't necessarily need space year-round and only needed space for distribution of their copies.  The office was also continuing its dialogue with Room 515 occupants, the largest room used by student organizations, and also the room with the most problems.  Toner they ordered for the copier on the 2nd floor was the wrong kind, and has been reordered, and should be installed shortly.

Ms. Allbright said she wanted to thank Vice Chair Shanbhag for putting up the tip sheets for guest speak​ers.  Ms. Allbright said that on Tuesday she went to the opening game for the Oakland A’s and she was proud to say the Red Sox won.

Mr. Rhoads asked if they considered getting speakers for the projector screen.  Ms. Allbright said she didn't think that was part of the package.  Mr. Rhoads said they might want to consider that.  Ms. Allbright said she’ll follow-up on that.  She suggested that at some point to the person working on this in the office, but she didn't know if speakers were included, or if that was included in the $1,000 that was allocated.  She’ll check and re-authorize.

Mr. Silver asked about the A’s game.  Ms. Kuo asked if he could ask personal questions off the Senate floor.  

Ms. Kuo moved to adjourn.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Seaty and passed with no objection.

Roll call was taken for attendance.  Members present were:

	
Rebecca Coleman 
	
Winnie Kuo 
	
Nadir Shams

	
Danielle Duong 
	
Jason Louie
	
Scott Silver

	
Daniel Galeon
	
Lisa Patel
	
Gabriela Ureña 

	
Philip Kim
	
Dave Rhoads 
 
	
Gabe Weiner 

	
Chad Kunert 
	
Maurice Seaty
	
Albert Wu 


This meeting adjourned at 9:52 p.m.

These minutes respectfully submitted by,

Steven I. Litwak

Recording Secretary

