ASUC SENATE MEETING

April 30, 2008

Fourteenth Week

This regular meeting of the ASUC Senate was called to order by Taylor Allbright at 7:16 p.m. in the ASUC Senate Chamber.

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES

Ms. Allbright called for any corrections to the minutes from the April 23 meeting and seeing none, said the minutes were approved.  THE MINUTES FROM THE APRIL 23, 2008 MEETING WERE APPROVED WITH NO OBJECTION.

APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA (May 7)

Ms. Allbright asked Senators to please note that the agenda was unusual for next week, their last regular meeting.  A number of changes were made based on recommendations from the Senate on how to improve their budgeting process.  The agenda was specifically for the budget meeting.  She called for any changes to the agenda, and seeing none, said the agenda was approved.  THE AGENDA FOR THE MAY 7 MEETING WAS APPROVED WITH NO OBJECTION.

NEW BUSINESS 
New Business
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As a note from the Chair, Ms. Allbright said she would like to thank Senators for listening to the recom​mendation of not submitting any bills that week.  There were 17 bills submitted for the budget meeting, almost one per Senator.

Ms. Allbright referred the following bills to committee:

SB 140, In Support of the Hip-Hop in the Park Event, to the Finance Committee

SB 141, In Support of Correctly Allocating Funds Previously Misallocated into the Carryforward Account, to the Finance Committee

SB 142, In Support of the San Mateo Youth Foundation at Berkeley, to the Finance Committee

SB 143, In Support of Birlik, to the Finance Committee

SB 144, In Support of Senate Leadership Network Training, to the Constitutional and Procedural Review Committee 

SB 145, In Support of the Dance Marathon, to the Finance Committee 

SB 146, In Support of ASUC Study Rooms, to the Finance Committee

SB 147, In Support of Suicide Awareness Week, to the Finance Committee

SB 148, In Support of ASUC Input in Democratic Reviews of the Academic Senate, to the University and External Affairs Committee and to the Constitutional and Procedural Review Committee 

SB 149, In Support of Senior Senators and Graduation Materials, to the Finance Committee

SB 150, In Support of the Multicultural Center Advisory Board and Operations Committee, to the Finance Committee

SB 151, In Support of Students for the Integrated Medicine Club, to the Finance Committee

SB 152, On an Amendment for an Audit Committee, to the Constitutional and Procedural Review Committee 

SB 153, In Support of the “Safe Berkeley” Initiative, a Student-Neighbor Community Neighborhood Watch, to the University and External Affairs Committee 

SB 154, In Opposition to Proposition 98 and In Support of Proposition 99, to the University and External Affairs Committee

SB 155, In Support of Rerouting and Reorganizing Parking and Transportation Night Safety Shuttles to Reflect Student Needs, to the University and External Affairs Committee 

SB 156, In Support of Transparency and Enhanced Reliability Concerning AC Transit Bus Routes and Bus Rapid Transit, to the University and External Affairs Committee 

SB 157, In Support of Hiring a New ASUC Lawyer, to the Constitutional and Procedural Review Committee and the Finance Committee 

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

APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA (May 7)

Approval of the Agenda
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Guest Announcements

Ms. Allbright called for any changes to the agenda for next week, and seeing none, said the agenda was approved.  THE AGENDA FOR THE MAY 7 MEETING WAS APPROVED WITH NO OBJECTION.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

Guest Announcements 

Ms. Allbright said the first announcement was from Frank Cruz, regarding childcare for students.  Mr. Cruz introduced himself and said he wanted to thank the Senate for its time that evening.  He was an undergraduate at Berkeley.  He came to the University with a wife and child and was able to finish his bachelor’s degree and move into graduate study there.  He was currently in a PhD program in English Literature.

Mr. Cruz said his family has made a decision to have another baby.  So he was excited to tell them his wife was pregnant again and he will have a son.  He was there that evening on behalf of students, parents, and children of the campus community.  He would like to inform them of a crisis situation that has developed in recent weeks for many student parents at Berkeley. 

Roll call was taken for attendance.

MEMBERS LEGALLY PRESENT:

	
Rebecca Coleman 
	
Winnie Kuo
	
Scott Silver 

	
Danielle Duong 
	
Christian Osmeña 
	
Gabriela Ureña 

	
Daniel Galeon
	
Lisa Patel
	
Gabe Weiner 

	
Corey Jackson 
	
Dave Rhoads 
 
	
Roxanne Winston 

	
Shawn Jain
	
Nadir Shams
	
Chris Wong

	
Chad Kunert 
	
Grace Shen
	

	
	
	

	MEMBERS PRESENT:
	
	

	
	
	

	
Maurice Seaty
	
	

	
Albert Wu 
	
	

	
	
	

	MEMBERS ABSENT:
	
	

	
	
	

	
Jason Louie
	
	


Continuing Guest Announcements, Mr. Cruz said the cost of University-run childcare for many graduate student parents was set to increase by more than 60% next year.  That was in response to a University-wide 7-14% cut, coupled with a structural deficit that was run by the University’s 

Guest Announcements (cont'd)
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Early Childhood Education Program.  The Program has decided to dramatically increase fees.  This announcement was made just a few weeks ago, on April 10.

The Early Childhood Education Program, also known as “ECEP,” was levying this increase exclusively on full-fee student parents.  These are families living on GSI salaries but were not poor enough to qualify for a free or reduced price for State-subsidized childcare.  They currently pay more for childcare than any other student population at Berkeley, but less than faculty and staff.  Next year’s 60% increase essentially eliminates the difference between student and faculty fees.

Beginning in fall, 2008, Mr. Cruz said he will be asked to pay the same amount for childcare as do pro​fessors, administrators, and even the Chancellor.  This increase, if enacted, will put many student families at Berkeley, his family included, in a very difficult situation.  He was faced with the possibility of having to leave his Department without a degree because Berkeley childcare was no longer affordable.  Several graduate student parents have organized to fight this unfair increase and the proposed budgetary cuts to the Early Childhood Education Program.  ECEP serves infants through pre-schoolers of the campus community.  The student parents were proposing that the Chancellor freeze student childcare fees for next year and that he maintain Early Childhood Education’s current level of funding for the academic year.  They believe the University should try to make its budget match its rhetoric in campus-wide dis​cussions around equity and inclusion and creating a family-friendly environment within the academy.  Programs that serve children and families were the last that should be cut.

Mr. Cruz said they were asking the Chancellor to freeze fees and maintain ECEP’s current level of fund​ing so that student parent could work with the program to write grants, solicit donor dollars, and come up with other fiscal and political solutions to the Program’s budgetary problems.  If no such solutions were available, they would then have next year to find alternative childcare arrangements, or leave the Univer​sity without a degree.  They were unable to do that this year since the 60% increase was announced in April, for next August; and all the waiting lists were filled.  So families were currently trying to negotiate how they'll pursue their academic goals.

Mr. Cruz said student parents were bringing this issue before the ASUC in the hope that the ASUC will stand with student parents and children to protect their childcare at Berkeley and to protest this fee increase. They're asking Chancellor Birgeneau, several Vice Chancellors, and the Graduate Dean, to freeze fees and maintain Early Childhood Education funding for next year and not force students like himself out of the University.  He would be more than happy to answer questions.  

Mr. Cruz said he thought the most important point was that in one year, the increase will be 60%.  He will go from paying $775 that year to almost $1,300 per month for his son’s childcare.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.  Ms. Winston moved to extend by three minutes.  The motion was sec​onded by Mr. Wong and passed with no objection.

Mr. Cruz said student parents understand the budget crisis was have real and that it will be felt Univer​sity-wide.  They just strongly believe that the way this was leveled on one specific group of students was inappropriate and inequitable.  He would ask Senators to just imagine if their fees were increased 60%, and imagine if the campus told them in April that next year they’d have to pay 60% more out of pocket.  Some of them wouldn't be able to come back; and that was the position student parents were being put in.  Many of them were graduate students and were committed to improving 

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

undergraduate education at Berkeley.  They think an increase like this would be disastrous for retention of top-tier graduate students.  If the increase went into effect, they'd find that graduate students would apply to peer institutions like USC, Stanford, Columbia, and Duke, that had more family-friendly pro​grams.  They will leave this institution, and as that flight began to happen, their institutional ranking will be in jeopardy.

Mr. Cruz said they also think it will be a challenge in recruiting top-tier graduate students.  Most graduate students were in their late 20s.  He was 26.  He has colleagues who were in their 30s.  To say they shouldn't be allowed to grow a family and be committed to undergraduate education and their own aca​demic goals was inappropriate and was really disturbing.  This has been so narrowly marginalized to one group, and it has been narrowly announced.  He realized Senators were probably hearing about this for the first time.  Student parents just felt it was important for them, as undergraduates, to know the deci​sions their University was making fiscally, and how those decisions would impact families who have been serving undergraduates’ educational needs at Berkeley as Graduate Student Instructors and Readers.  He wanted to thank the Senate for its time.  If people had any questions, he’d be happy to answer them to the best of his ability.  Seeing no questions, Ms. Allbright said she would like to thank him for the announcement.  Mr. Cruz said he would like to thank them.

REPORTS FROM REPRESENTATIVES TO THE ASUC

Report from the Store Operations Board

Mr. Permaul said the next SOB meeting will take place next Tuesday, May 6.  As he indicated at the last meeting, at that Board meeting, he and Tom Spivey will present letters of intent with regard to at least two, if not three, major vendors, and ask the Board to approve them.  These letters will be the basis of the Auxiliary’s negotiations of contracts with vendors and will lead to both contracts and, hopefully, con​struction in the new fiscal year.  They'll also present the contract renewal language for the Bear's Lair food vendors, the English Language Institute, and the Daily Californian, and he will present a proposal, from the bicycle vendor.  He received it and it was attached to his report that evening so people could see what it looked like.

Mr. Permaul said he wanted to talk to the Senate about the seismic project for the Student Union.  He explained it to the President of the ASUC, but he wanted the Senate to hear it, and to hear it carefully.  On Tuesday, Mr. Permaul said he and Mr. Spivey met with a representative from Capital Projects to dis​cuss the delayed seismic renovation project at MLK.  They received this official explanation.  The cam​pus Budget Office was uncomfortable with the original project that was submitted to the Office of the President.  Upon further review of the OP, it was determined that the proposal was out of compliance with UC policy and was therefore resubmitted with a larger scope of work and an increased cost of the campus Life Safety Fund.  The project has gone from $3.5 million to a project that will involve sheer walls all the way down to the basement of the building.

Mr. Permaul said the Auxiliary had intended to phase the project, with Tilden being done that summer and with Pauley to be done next year.  But the resubmission has forced both projects into 

Report from the Store Operations Board (cont'd)
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2009.  Beginning with March 1, 2009, Pauley Ballroom and the Tilden Room will be closed, with the goal of getting them back online by September 1, 2009.

Mr. Permaul said the last two student governments, this government and the previous government, wisely set aside funds to address the shortfall in revenues to the ASUC from Reservations.  But now the expanded projects will have an as yet to be determined impact on the commercial businesses of the ASUC in the Bear's Lair Pub, the Bear's Lair food court, and the Cal Student Store.  Mr. Permaul said he was working to minimize those impacts, but there may need to be a surge plan for the Cal Student Store during the summer of 2009.  In addition, he has asked Peter Quintin, of the Events Office, looking into surge spaces the ASUC could work with during March, April, and May of next year to provide spaces for some student programs affected by the loss of Pauley starting on March 1, 2009.  Currently, Pauley was already booked, starting from September all the way to March 1, 2009, for every weekend during the course of the year.  So there were no other dates that were left open.

Mr. Permaul said there was one last piece to this puzzle.  Since the redevelopment of the Student Union complex could be anywhere from three to five years away, or more, the question of Eshleman Hall and its safety remained a looming liability.  In order to show appropriate diligence for student safety, the campus has commissioned a report on the prospect of seismically reinforcing Eshleman Hall.  That report, along with the impacts and staging of the other projects he just detailed, for Pauley, Tilden, and the sheer walls, will come out in June.  He will keep the new government apprised of strategies he’ll rec​ommend to take in the face of what they learn, and how to mitigate impacts on space from the loss of any of these facilities.  It also meant that he’ll recommend to new members that for proposed new renovation projects, that they do construction during the spring and summer of 2009, for an anticipated fall opening in 2009.  That would mean revenue from new and expanded businesses would 

likely not to flow to the ASUC for another full fiscal year.  This was going to mean a very, very tough year for the ASUC.

Regarding the Student Fee Referendum Committee, Mr. Permaul said the SFRC met that past Friday and recommended a series of changes to the regulations for sponsored and initiated referenda.  While these recommendations what the not mandatory for student referenda, the consequence of not following them could create significant hardship for student fee referenda that were developed outside of the regulations.  In the debriefing of student leaders from SUPERB and the GA over the narrow loss of the SUPERB Ref​erendum, it was agreed by both sides that language for student fee referenda should be submitted to the SFRC during the fall, prior to ASUC elections in the spring.  Mr. Permaul said he would repeat that.  For the referenda that will be run in the spring, the language will need to be submitted in the fall prior to that Spring Semester.

In addition, both recommended that the ASUC Auxiliary give the Senate and new Executives focused training on how mandatory student fee referenda were approved through the campus and the OP, and hence, why following recommended procedures was a wise course of action.  Mr. Permaul said he will begin that process in the Executive Leadership Institute for new Officers and carry that along in the fall during Senate Training.

Regarding the new audit and investment committees for the Boston Trust, Mr. Permaul said that he and Finance Officer Chaney met on Monday to craft new language for the Senate to consider to amend the By-laws regarding the Boston Trust account.  Unfortunately, the language could not make the deadline 

Report from the Store Operations Board (cont'd)
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for submission to the Senate for passage of a bill.  So Mr. Permaul said he and Mr. Chaney will finish the draft and make recommendations to the next government and the next Senate for action in the fall.  The language will meet the test of the California Non-profit Integrity Act with regard to the formation of an independent audit committee and a separate and distinct investment committee for the Boston Trust.

Regarding the Multicultural Center, Mr. Permaul said that last week he was asked by the Senate to bring examples of extra charges assessed to groups that use the MCC as a result of non-standard set-ups and staffing.  In a two-week period, from April 13 to April 27, there were 13 such charges that amounted to a total of $805.50.  The average cost of those 13 events was $62; and the highest was $138.  All those involving costs over $100 were associated with staffing.  Mr. Permaul said he attached to the report he sent out a spreadsheet showing these costs and the events that were assessed.

Regarding Student Union redevelopment, Mr. Permaul said the campus was providing over $700,000 for the next phase of planning for the redevelopment of the Student Union complex and the Student Union Plaza, which people call Lower Sproul.  Because of the late assignment of these funds, the planning process has been delayed as well.  The campus has proposed that selection of consultants to advance the planning take place in early June.  Mr. Permaul said that both he and the Dean of Students have expressed concern to ensure adequate participation by student leadership and Student Affairs profession​als in this process.  Mr. Permaul said they will keep Senators and new ASUC Officers apprised of these matters.  And as part of the Executive Leadership Institute for new Officers, he will present on capital development and other campus projects.  

Mr. Permaul said he was Facility Manager during the construction of the Recreational Sports Facility; he worked for five years and did a number of constructions on campus, including the VLSB and the retrofit of Wheeler Hall, and a number of other projects.  He has planned and constructed three major capital projects in Parking and Transportation, including the new Underhill Field and parking structure.  So he believed he was in a position to bring his expertise to the ASUC’s project, and he fully intended to do so.

Mr. Permaul said the RSSP and University Health Services have recommended that the ASUC ask its vending machine contractors to sell over-the-counter drugs in Auxiliary vending machines on campus.  In particular, things like Tylenol and other types of non-prescription, and over-the-counter drugs.  Students currently had to come all the way down to University Health Services to purchase them, but should be available more easily.  Mr. Permaul said the Auxiliary will talk to its vendor about that, but he was inter​ested in hearing what students had to say about the prospect of being able to buy over-the-counter drugs in vending machines.  If people could send him their comments and thoughts about that, he would appre​ciate it.  This certainly could be done, and that wasn't the issue.  It was a question of whether students thought it was appropriate.

Regarding the Cal Student Store and Follett, Mr. Permaul said he was going to share this with the Senate because he wanted them to know about it.  Follett became the first pure computer retailer in the US to join the Fair Labor Association.  There are other producers, retailers, and distributors that join the FLA, but Follett has taken the greatest financial risk by doing this as a pure retailer that distributes products made by others.  The Fair Labor Association is comprised of representatives from six universities, six corporations, and six agencies, with the goal of ensuring that the products sold on college campuses meet fair labor standards.

Mr. Permaul said he wanted the Senate to know this, so that when they look at what other companies in the area, like Nebraska Books, right across the street, aka Ned’s, that they hold them to the same high

Report from the Store Operations Board (cont'd)






      - 8 -

Elected Official Announcements 

 standards that they hold the Cal Student Store.  In addition, the ASUC Bookstore already met the price of any text sold in any store in this community.  And it worked diligently to get faculty to adopt texts for resale to students.  That past semester, buybacks produced $180,000 for students, and students saved $240,000 that semester on new books.  The Student Store provides funds to pay the Auxiliary and returns funds to student groups, and was also a good citizen on the campus.  So he would ask people to please remember that and to support their businesses on campus.

Mr. Permaul said this was the last regular meeting where representatives were allowed to make reports.  Next week reports from him, Mr. Poullard, and all the other reports, will be in writing.  He’ll come back to the last Senate meeting just to give them a “thank you” before the year ended.  But he wanted to say that it has been a privilege to work with many of them that year.  And for those for whom he did not have the opportunity to work with, it was his loss.  He wanted to thank them for their service to the students and to the University.  Their work was noble.  This laboratory was as meaningful as the other practices in the classroom and the community in which they have engaged their time and energy.  In years to come, they'll look back on this experience fondly.  Mr. Permaul said he was speaking with a former ASUC President just a couple of days ago who said that now, decades after he was in their seats, he still was moved by the experience he had as a student at Cal.  Mr. Permaul said he hoped that as they move on in life and do public leadership, this year will have offered them more than they realize.  He wanted to wish to all of them his best wishes.  For those who will be returning to serve, and those who will move on to better opportunities, especially as they go on to graduate school, he would just ask them to remember, Hail to California, and Go Bears!

Elected Official Announcements 

Mr. Kunert said he had happy news, and his sister got into Cal and will be coming there in the fall.  Before people got too upset about Kunert coming to campus, he should let them know that his sister was a registered Democrat and a Barack Obama supporter.

Mr. Silver said the Golden Apple Lecture went really well.  He wanted to thank the people who stopped by.  There were about 100 people there, which was a pretty good turnout.  They're considering options to make this a semester event, and kind of grow the name a little bit, and get exposure for more professors.  One thing that new that they did that year was to put together a course list.  Every professor who was nominated by someone on campus and was teaching in the fall was on the list.  It gave information about the class they taught and which were being offered in the fall.  Mr. Silver said they hope to turn this into a resource that students could use when considering classes, and they hope to have it become a semest​erly event.  He’ll send it to the Senate listserv, and if people could pass it on, that would be appreciated.  It was good for when people look at classes and want to fill out their schedule with classes that people on campus were really positive about.  Mr. Silver said they got a lot of good feedback, and hopefully this can grow into something that could be an institution at Berkeley.  He was very happy for how it went and his work on it, and he wanted to thank people for contributing.  He wanted to thank them.

Mr. Jain said Theatre Rice was having its showcase that weekend, Friday and Saturday at 7:30 in 155 Dwinelle.  Even though he wasn't in it, people should still go.  If they e-mail him that evening, he could get them on the VIP list.  They'd still have to buy a ticket, but they would get to sit in a more elite part of 

Elected Official Announcements (cont'd)
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Committee Reports 

155 Dwinelle.  He’d pass around fliers.  He would ask them to please go.  Also, the Queer Nation Con​ference will occur on Saturday.  He would invite people to register online, and he hoped people attend.

Mr. Rhoads said he was passing around some chocolate chip cookies and he would ask people to please take some.  Guests could have some as well.

Ms. Kuo said she wanted to echo what a guest speaker said that evening about childcare.  She sat on the Women in Ethnic Studies Committee and heard about the proposed increase in childcare costs on Mon​day night, but out of consideration of it being the last meeting next week, she didn't submit a bill.  She regretted not having done so.  As undergrads, they probably couldn't understand the difficulties that grads went through, but this change would significantly impact the admission of graduate women because they’ll choose to go elsewhere, where they could have better childcare, and they wouldn't have to miss school because they were a mother.

Ms. Allbright said that if people haven't seen former Graduate Dean Mary Ann Mason’s report on student parent retention, it was an excellent report for more on that particular topic.

Standing Committee Reports 
Reporting for the Constitutional and Procedural Review Committee, Mr. Kunert said that SB 123 failed; SB 127 passed as amended; 133 passed; 134 passed as amended; 137 passed; 138 failed; 139 passed as amended.  Sen. Patel was absent and all other Senators were present.

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

Begin written report from the Constitutional and Procedural Review Committee

Standing Committee on Constitutional Review Minutes and Report

Spring 2008 - Week 17

Monday April 14, 2008

9:30PM Senate Lounge, Eshleman Hall

Senators Present: Osmeña, Kunert, Silver, Galeon, Coleman, Wu

Senators Absent: Patel

Meeting Called to Order at 9:40

Elected Official Announcements

New Business

SB 123 - Failed

SB 127 – Passed with amendments

SB 133 - Passed

SB 134 – Passed with amendments

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

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

SB 137 – Passed 3-2-0

SB 138 – Failed 2-2-0

SB 139 – Passed with amendments 3-2-0 

Adjourned at 12:49 AM

End written report from the Constitutional and Procedural Review Committee

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

Reporting for the Finance Committee, Ms. Shen said they met that past Monday.  Absent were Mr. Seaty, Mr. Nguyen, and Ms. Allbright.  As for fee waivers, they tabled SWs 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, and 62.  They passed SWs 60, 61, and 63.  As for bills, they tabled SB 107.  They passed SBs passed 124, as amended; 125, as amended; 126, as amended; 128, as amended; 131; 132; 133; 134; and 136, as amended.  Their next meeting will be Monday, May 5.  They'll consider the spring budget along with the very many bills that were referred to Fi-Comm.  The amended bills were attached to the report.

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

Begin written report from the Finance Committee

ASUC Senate Finance Committee

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

Non-Voting Members: President Nguyen & EVP Allbright

Finance Officer: Nathaniel Chaney

OFFICIAL REPORT

Meeting 12
9:00 PM, Monday, April 28, 2008

Senate Chambers, Eshleman Hall

Chair: Senator Shen

Vice-Chair: Senator Weiner

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

Absent: Senator Seaty, President Nguyen and EVP Allbright

Meeting called to order at 9:20PM

Meeting adjourned at 11:15PM

Fee Waivers 

SW 52, Berkeley National Organization for Women (conference): Tabled

SW 53, Berkeley National Organization for Women (t-shirt): Tabled

SW 54, Intertribal Student Council: Tabled

SW 55, AAVP Speaker Series: Tabled

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

Written report from the Finance Committee (cont'd) 

SW 56, Bears for UNICEF: Tabled

SW 60, Undergraduate-Graduate Mentorship Program Banquet: Passed; $189.36

SW 61, Undergraduate-Graduate Mentorship Program Banquet: Passed; $357.25

SW 62, Alpha Phi Alpha: Tabled

SW 63, Reach! Banquet: Passed; $431

Bills

SB 107, A Bill in Support of Alpha Kappa Psi, Berkeley Chapter: Tabled

SB 124a, A Bill in Support of BARE Magazine Second Print: Passed; $571.18 

SB 125a, A Bill in Support of the Foundation for International Medical Relief: Passed; $400

SB 126a, A Bill in Support of Beta Gamma Sigma: Passed; $150

SB 128a, A Bill in Support of the Queer and Asian Conference: Passed; $700

SB 131, 132, 133, A Bill in Support of ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition Program: Passed

SB 130, A Bill in Support of Mien Student Union: Tabled

SB 134, A Bill in Support of Title XVII of the ASUC By-Laws: Outstanding Student Recognition Program: Passed
SB 136a, A Bill in Support of Peace Power Magazine: Passed; $600

Upcoming Meeting

Finance Committee Standing Meeting

Monday, May 5, 2008

9PM Senate Chambers in Eshleman Hall

Attached

All amended bills
End written report from the Finance Committee

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

Reporting for the University and External Affairs Committee, Mr. Rhoads said all members were present.  The meeting was called to order at 9:20.  The Committee passed SBs 128; SB 129, as amended; 131; 132; 133; and 135, as amended.  The meeting adjourned at 9:50.  The Committee will meet before the next Senate meeting, probably on May 5 at 9 p.m.  If not, they'll let people know if that has changed.

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

Begin written report from the University and External Affairs Committee

University and External Affairs Committee – Official Notes

Monday, April 28, 2008– June Jordan Room 

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

Written report from the University and External Affairs Committee (cont'd) 

Senators Duong, Jackson, Jain, Louie, Rhoads, Shams

Student-at-Large Shanbhag

External Affairs Vice President Montes

Members Present: All voting members present

Meeting Called to Order at: 9:20pm

Consideration of:

New Business:

SB 128 – A Bill in Support of the Queer and Asian Conference

SB 128 – Passed No Amendments

SB 129 – A Resolution to Challenge Faculty Compliance in Fulfilling the Sexual Harassment Prevention Education Requirement


SB 129 – Amendment to add Senator Rhoads as a sponsor



Amendment Passed


SB 129A – Passed with Amendments

SB 131 – A Bill in Support of the ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition Program

SB 131 – Passed No Amendments

SB 132 - A Bill in Support of the ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition Program

SB 132 – Passed No Amendments

SB 133 - A Bill in Support of the ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition Program

SB 133 – Passed No Amendments

SB 135 – A Resolution in Support of the May 1st Immigrant Rights Demonstrations

Amendment to make various changes (amendment attached)


Amendment Passed


Amendment to include Whereas clause:

Whereas, in 2007, anti-immigrant legislation continued to be introduced, such as HR 2954, "The Secure Borders FIRST Act," which would have created a new program of indentured servitude by requiring a portion of "guest worker" income to be held in escrow and collected when "guest workers" returned to their countries of origin; and

Committee Reports (cont'd)
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Report from SUPERB 

Items for Immediate Consideration, SB 127, In Support of Elections Information

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

Written report from the University and External Affairs Committee (cont'd) 

Amendment Passed

SB 135A – Passed with Amendments

Meeting Adjourned at 9:50pm

End written report from the University and External Affairs Committee

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

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

Ms. Allbright said there weren't enough Senators present to pass the Consent Calendar so they'd move on.

Report from SUPERB 

Kevin Huynh introduced himself and said he and Robert Yeh were filing in for Mr. Mazur and Mr. Chow that evening, as they prepare to graduate.  They had a sound request on Monday and a noon show on Fri​day.  They also showed “Juno” in Wheeler.  Mr. Huynh said “Juno” was ridiculous.  They also showed a sneak preview, “Forbidden Kingdom,” which was absolutely ridiculous.  They filled up Wheeler, and 500 students were still waiting outside.  So they had a giant turnout.  They've had a lot of sound requests and have worked with groups finishing off the year, and were working with Cold Night Resistance, Hip-Hop in the Park, and Relay for Life, all that weekend.

Mr. Silver asked if they'll be doing this next year.  Mr. Huynh said they will be.  Mr. Silver said he wanted to congratulate them.

Ms. Winston asked if they were the new Eugene and Shawn.  Mr. Huynh said they were.

ITEMS FOR IMMEDIATE CONSIDERATION 

The following Resolution, SB 127, as amended in committee, was authored by Mr. Osmeña and Mr. Weiner:

SB 127, In Support of Elections Information (cont'd)
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RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF ELECTIONS INFORMATION
WHEREAS, the ASUC should be open with information and provide easy access to information regard​ing its activities and operations; and 

WHEREAS, recent Judicial Council opinions have made a formal tabulations event less necessary, given that candidates can no longer drop from the race in the middle of tabulations; and

WHEREAS, the ASUC can provide information quickly through the use of its Web site; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that Title IV of the ASUC By-laws be amended as follows:

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

Begin SB 127 By-law amendment

ARTICLE XV - TALLYING OF VOTES

15.1
Ballot Tabulation


1.
Preliminary ballot tabulation shall commence within 24 hours following the good faith filing deadline for elections violations. This section does not prohibit the filing of new charges by the Election Council or Attorney General for Campaign Violations occurring after the commence​ment of ballot tabulation.


2.
The voter file, containing all election vote data, shall be made available on the ASUC and elec​tions websites within 12 hours following the good faith filing deadline for elections violations. The vote file shall be made available on the elections Web site on the same day of, but not prior to, the good faith filing deadline for elections violations.

3.
If any candidates should be disqualified following the preliminary tabulation, a second and final ballot tabulation will commence following all decisions and settlements of lawsuits regarding elections by the Judicial Council.


4.
Both ballot tabulations shall be supervised by the Elections Council Chair and the Attorney General or their representatives.


5.
After the preliminary tabulation, the results of the elections shall be released by the Elections Council Chair and the Attorney General of the ASUC as soon as possible. The results shall be posted on the ground floor doors of Eshleman Hall as well as in other relevant places so that all persons shall have access to these results that do not confer upon anyone the legal rights and/or responsibilities of the office in question. They shall be clearly marked as preliminary and uncertified results. 


6.
The election results for all elected officials positions, as certified by the Elections Council, shall become effective by their being read into the Minutes of a Senate Meeting following their certification by the Judicial Council.

SB 127, In Support of Elections Information (cont'd)





    - 15 -

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF ELECTIONS INFORMATION
---------------

Begin SB 127 By-law amendment


7.
The election results for all elected official positions may be certified separately from all propositions.

End SB 127 By-law amendment

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

Mr. Osmeña said the bill would just require that the Elections Council post the vote file on the same day as the good faith filing deadline for elections violations.  They authored this bill because they thought it was important to get this information out to students as quickly as possible.  It would institutionalize what was done that year, as a result of a J-Council Advisory Opinion that said that the tabulations would have to restart after candidates dropped.  It would decrease the need for a formal tabulation event.  The authors believed that individuals throughout the campus community could do the tabulations on their own at their own computers.  He hoped people support the bill.

Ms. Allbright said there weren't enough Senators in the room to pass the bill.  

Mr. Jain moved to amend, to have #2 read as follows:

2.
The voter file, containing all election vote data, shall be made available on the ASUC and elections websites within 12 hours following the good faith filing deadline for elec​tions violations. The vote file shall be made available on the elections Web site on the same day of, but not prior to, the commencement of ballot tabulation. 
The motion to amend was seconded by Ms. Ureña.

Mr. Jain said he proposed this amendment because he thought having tabulation in a public place was important.  He would acknowledge that the vote file, after it was released to the public, would allow peo​ple to do the tabulation in the comfort of their own homes, but there was something about it being a lot more transparent when it was done in a public space that anyone could go to and watch what was going on.  That was still really, really important.  The amendment kept things as they were at that time.  As far as he knew, the vote file was released immediately at tabulation.

Ms. Allbright said the Chair would entertain a motion to move into the Consent Calendar.  It was so moved and seconded by Ms. Kuo and Ms. Coleman and failed by hand-vote 9-5-0, requiring a two-thirds vote.  Ms. Allbright said they would continue with the speakers' list for SB 127.

Mr. Jackson said the bill, without Mr. Jain’s amendment, didn't exclude the possibility of a public tabula​tion.  Mr. Jain said he was aware of that, but that year the good faith deadline was the Tuesday after the Thursday of elections, he believed, at 4 p.m.  And then the tabulation was at 5:00.  If the vote file was released at 4 o'clock, as it would be if the bill was approved, that could sort of negate the need for another tabulation.  People would most likely take the vote file and do the tabulation at home.  So he thought the bill should be amended.

SB 127, In Support of Elections Information (cont'd)
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Consent Calendar

Mr. Osmeña said the bill as it was amended by Con-Review did not eliminate the preliminary tabulation.  But in the By-laws, there was no such event mandated.  That was just how the ASUC has traditionally done things.  He thought the bill would make things more transparent.  A public tabulation could still occur if the Elections Council so chose.  But individuals who may not be able to attend the event could get the information as soon as possible.  At the end of the good faith filing deadline for elections viola​tions, there's no logical reason why students should not have this information.  And with a tabulator, it made the elections process more transparent for all students on campus.

Ms. Allbright said that seeing no further speakers, the question was automatically called.  The motion to approve Mr. Jain’s amendment failed by hand-vote 7-8-1.

Ms. Allbright said that seeing no further speakers, the question was automatically called on SB 127A.  A roll call vote was requested by Mr. Jain and Mr. Seaty:

Roll call was taken on the motion to approve SB 127, as amended in committee:

	          YES
	              NO
	     ABSTAIN 

	
Corey Jackson 
	
Rebecca Coleman 
	
Dave Rhoads 
 

	
Chad Kunert 
	
Danielle Duong
	
Nadir Shams

	
Winnie Kuo
	
Daniel Galeon
	
Roxanne Winston 

	
Christian Osmeña 
	
Shawn Jain
	

	
Lisa Patel
	
Maurice Seaty
	

	
Grace Shen
	
Gabriela Ureña 
	

	
Scott Silver 
	
	

	
Gabe Weiner 
	
	

	
Chris Wong
	
	

	
Albert Wu 
	
	


Ms. Allbright said the rolls were still open on the bill.

Ms. Allbright said the Chair would entertain a motion to move back to the Consent Calendar.  It was so moved and seconded by Ms. Winston and Mr. Seaty and passed with no objection.

CONSENT CALENDAR 

The following bills and waivers were up for consideration that evening under the Consent Calendar: SWs 60, 61, and 63; and SBs 124, as amended; 125, as amended; 126, as amended; 127, as amended; 128, as amended; 129, as amended; 131; 132; 133; 134, as amended; 135, as amended; 136, as amended; 137; and 139.

The following bills were removed from the Consent Calendar: SBs 127, as amended; 137; and 139, as amended.

Consent Calendar
--
Fee Waivers
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--
SB 124, In Support of Bare Magazine’s Second Print
The following bills and waivers remained under the Consent Calendar: SWs 60, 61, and 63; and SBs 124, as amended; 125, as amended; 126, as amended; 128, as amended; 129, as amended; 131; 132; 133; 134, as amended; 135, as amended; and 136, as amended.

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

THE CONSENT CALENDAR WAS APPROVED WITH NO OBJECTION: SW 60, SW 61, AND SW 63; AND SB 124, AS AMENDED; SB 125, AS AMENDED; SB 126, AS AMENDED; SB 128, AS AMENDED; SB 129, AS AMENDED; SB 131; SB 132; SB 133; SB 134, AS AMENDED; SB 135, AS AMENDED; AND SB 136, AS AMENDED.

The following fee waivers were approved under the Consent Calendar:

Fee Waivers 

SW 60, Undergraduate-Graduate Mentorship Program Banquet, $189.36

SW 61, Undergraduate-Graduate Mentorship Program Banquet, $357.25

SW 63, Reach! Banquet, $431

The following Resolution, SB 124, as amended in committee, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Mr. Wu and Doreen Block and was co-sponsored by Mr. Weiner and Ms. Shen:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF BARE MAGAZINE’S SECOND PRINT

WHEREAS, the ASUC supports a diverse array of student groups and publications to enrich the lives and serve the interests of students on the UC Berkeley campus; and

WHEREAS, BARE is an entirely student-run and student-created publication, with over 50 students con​tributing to its creation, from student models and photographers, to writers, layout designers, and student clothing creators; and 

WHEREAS, BARE Magazine recently won best new publication from the ASUC Publications Department; and

WHEREAS, BARE is a way for students to be able to express their creativity and engage with the fashion world in a uniquely Berkeley way -- bringing social and gender equity, and environmental consciousness to a fashion magazine; and

WHEREAS, BARE’s first issue was able to garner huge excitement for BARE Magazine.  Even though only 500 copies were printed, many more students heard about and were able to experience the magazine; and
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--
SB 125, In Support of the Foundation for International Medical Relief 










of Children (Berkeley Chapter) (cont'd) 
RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF BARE MAGAZINE’S SECOND PRINT (cont'd) 

WHEREAS, BARE is currently going through a second print and is in dire need of funds to be able to print their second issue of the year; and

WHEREAS, BARE Magazine was funded $328.72 in last year’s budget; and

WHEREAS, the budget for the second printing of BARE magazine is as follows: Amount needed for sec​ond printing, $2,200; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate recognizes BARE Magazine as a fourth-year publication.

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that the ASUC allocate $571.18 from the Senate Contingency Fund to BARE Magazine for its spring 2008 issue.

The following Resolution, SB 125, as amended in committee, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Dana Pan and Ms. Duong and was co-sponsored by Mr. Wong:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE FOUNDATION FOR INTERNATIONAL MEDICAL RELIEF OF CHILDREN (BERKELEY CHAPTER)

WHEREAS, the Foundation for International Medical Relief of Children’s (FIMRC) collective vision is a world in which all children have an equal opportunity to benefit from modern medicine; and 

WHEREAS, the mission of FIMRC is to provide access to medical services for the millions of under​privileged and medically underserved children around the world and to raise awareness of various international health care problems; and 

WHEREAS, FIMRC works to accomplish its mission statement through fundraising for the establishment of pediatric facilities in places lacking this health care for children and actively supporting individuals who want to travel to medically underserved areas in the world; 

WHEREAS, throughout the year, FIMRC (Berkeley Chapter) carries out projects that include organizing nutritional fairs at local elementary schools, developing informational resources on various health care issues to distribute, participating in medical goods drives, and fundraising for the national organization; and

WHEREAS, the budget for FIMRC (Berkeley Chapter) is as follows: Total, $500

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate recognizes the Foundation for International Medical Relief of Children’s (Berkeley Chapter) as a first-year Student-Initiated Service Group (SISG). 
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of Children (Berkeley Chapter) (cont'd) 







--
SB 126, Resolution on the Berkeley Chapter of Beta Gamma Sigma
RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE FOUNDATION FOR INTERNATIONAL MEDICAL RELIEF OF CHILDREN (BERKELEY CHAPTER) (cont'd) 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate allocate $400 (four hundred dollars) from the ASUC Contingency Fund to the Foundation for International Medical Relief of Children’s (Berkeley Chapter). 

The following Resolution, SB 126, as amended in committee, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Peter Nguyen and Ms. Duong, and was co-sponsored by Ms. Patel:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE BERKELEY CHAPTER OF BETA GAMMA SIGMA 

WHEREAS,
in 1913, members of Beta Gamma Sigma at the University of Wisconsin, Delta Kappa Chi at the University of Illinois, and the Economics Club at the University of California, Berkeley realized their coexistence and similar goals and so united to form a larger national organiza​tion known as the International Honor Society Beta Gamma Sigma; and 

WHEREAS,
 the mission of the International Honor Society Beta Gamma Sigma is to encourage and honor academic achievement in the study of business, to foster personal and professional excellence, to advance the values of the Society, and to serve its lifelong members; and 

WHEREAS, the purpose of this organization is to encourage and reward scholarship and accomplishment among students of business and administration, to promote the advancement of education in the art and science of business, and to foster integrity in the conduct of business operation; and 

WHEREAS, Beta Gamma Sigma is organized exclusively for charitable and educational purposes; and 

WHEREAS, the main objectives of the Society include: 

1.
Encourage and honor high academic achievement by students of business and manage​ment through chapters in business programs accredited by AACSB International.

2.
Foster in Beta Gamma Sigma members an enduring commitment to the founding princi​ples and values of the Society: honor and integrity, pursuit of wisdom, and earnestness.

3. Support the advancement of business thought and practice to encourage lifelong learning.

4.
Enhance the value of Beta Gamma Sigma for students and alumni members in their professional lives.

5. 
Advance the visibility and reputation of Beta Gamma Sigma; and 
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-- SB 128, In Support of the Queer and Asian Conference (cont'd)
RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE BERKELEY CHAPTER OF BETA GAMMA SIGMA (cont'd) 

WHEREAS, the budget for Beta Gamma Sigma is as follows: Total, $230.00;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate recognizes Berkeley Chapter of Beta Gamma Sigma as a first-year Student Activity Group (SAG). 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate allocates $150 (one hundred fifty dollars) from the ASUC Contingency Fund to the Berkeley Chapter of Beta Gamma Sigma. 

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate allocate $5,000 (six thousand dollars) from Carry Forward to the Senate Contingency Fund.

The following Resolution, SB 128, as amended in committee, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Gregory Stevens and Mr. Jain and was co-sponsored by Mr. Seaty, Ms. Coleman, and EVP Montes:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE QUEER AND ASIAN CONFERENCE

WHEREAS, Cal Queer & Asian is an ASUC-sponsored Student-Initiated Service Group that has pro​vided support to the queer & Asian community and their allies for years; and 

WHEREAS, Cal Queer & Asian has engaged both social and academic activities in providing support; and 

WHEREAS, Cal Queer & Asian is seeking to hold one of the first of its kind Queer & Asian Conferences at UC Berkeley on May 3, 2008; and 

WHEREAS, it is the charge of the ASUC to support students in their endeavors; and 

WHEREAS, conferences are significant undertakings out of the financial means of most student groups; and 

WHEREAS, grant funding from the Academic Affairs Vice Presidents office is insufficient to cover the costs of any conferences; and 

WHEREAS, the budget for the Queer and Asian Conference is as follows: Total budget, $3,312.25.  Total of items eligible for ASUC funding, $2,112.25; and 

WHEREAS, a description of the conference is below: 

Categorically speaking, where do you fit? Which bubble do you circle? Which box do you scratch down a checkmark in? Mark one. Only one. Prioritize. The box confines. The box 
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SB 129, To Challenge Faculty Compliance in Fulfilling the Sexual Harassment 










Prevention Education Requirement
RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE QUEER AND ASIAN CONFERENCE (cont'd) 

omits. The box silences. As nearly half a century of progress, activism, and change have demonstrated that "Asian" is obsolete—we are not one people, but many; we've garnered more boxes to choose from. But it is still a box. The box confines. The box omits. The box silences. We've reached an age of intersections. The "Asian" collides with the "Queer." Decide. Are you the L, G, B, T, I, Q, Q, or A? And if you mark a Q, what Q is it? In this age of intersections, the boxes multiply. The silences multiply. In the end, what story does the box tell?  Behind every box there's a story. What is yours? What is ours? 

Berkeley's 1st Queer and Asian Conference will be held on Saturday, May 3rd, 2008. The theme is Story-ing the Silence: Filling the Pages. This year's Conference is organized by the University of California, Berkeley's student group Cal Q & A (Cal Queer & Asian). As we put a story to the silence, we hope this will be a day for community building and network​ing; a place to explore the intersections of our identity, and share our experiences, our stories as individuals; our stories as community. Together, let's break through the compounded silences of Queer and Asian. 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC fully supports Cal Queer & Asian in holding the Queer & Asian conference, titled: Story-ing the Silence: Filling the Pages.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the senate shall allocate $700 from the Senate Contingency Fund to Cal Queer and Asian for the Queer and Asian Conference.

The following Resolution, 129, as amended in committee, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Ms. Duong and was co-sponsored by Mr. Jain, Mr. Silver, Ms. Coleman, Ms. Kuo, Ms. Winston, Mr. Seaty, Mr. Wu, Mr. Jackson, Mr. Shams, Ms. Ureña, and Mr. Rhoads:

RESOLUTION TO CHALLENGE FACULTY COMPLIANCE IN FULFILLING THE SEXUAL HARASSMENT PREVENTION EDUCATION REQUIREMENT

WHEREAS, according to a research report by the American Association of University Women (AAUW) Educational Foundation, 62% of 2000 college students surveyed in 2005 claimed to have experienced sexual harassment in college; and

WHEREAS, sexual harassment on campus takes the form of verbal aggression such as crude jokes, remarks, gestures, and electronic messages, as well as physical contact such as touching, groping, grabbing, and forcing sexual activity; and 

WHEREAS, less than 10% of students who experience any form of sexual harassment choose to report the incident to a campus official and an even smaller percentage officially report these incidents to a Title IX officer; and 
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Harassment Prevent Education Requirement (cont'd) 
RESOLUTION TO CHALLENGE FACULTY COMPLIANCE IN FULFILLING THE SEXUAL HARASSMENT PREVENTION EDUCATION REQUIREMENT (cont'd) 

WHEREAS, the research study also mentioned that harassment can take place anywhere in the dorms or student housing, on campus grounds, off-campus housing, and in classrooms or lecture halls; and 

WHEREAS, effective January 1, 2005, California Law AB 1825 mandated a minimum of two hours of sexual harassment prevention education for UC Berkeley faculty (including professors, lecturers, and teaching assistants), staff, and administration every two years; and

WHEREAS, the legislation also requires that supervisors who are newly hired or promoted finish the education and training requirement within six months of acquiring the position; and

WHEREAS, in 2003, UC Berkeley established several new measures to strengthen current sexual har​assment policies and training processes as a proactive way to address issues of sexual har​assment on campus; and

WHEREAS, the options to complete the two-hour requirement include taking a two-hour online educa​tion program created by UCOP, attending a two-hour workshop facilitated by the Compli​ance Education Manager, or attending an instructor-led workshop organized by Campus Climate and Compliance (CCAC); and

WHEREAS, recently, the Chair of the UC Berkeley Academic Senate reported concern regarding the low rate of faculty compliance in completing the Sexual Harassment Prevention education and training; and

WHEREAS, in the best interest of all students, it is critical that all faculty members adhere to California Law AB 1825 and fulfill the education and training requirement so that in the case of a sexual harassment issue, they will be knowledgeable enough to take proactive roles in pre​venting and reporting sexual harassment situations; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate recognizes the serious effects and conse​quences of sexual harassment on all students by challenging the campus faculty to increase compliance in fulfilling the two-hour Sexual Harassment Prevention education and train​ing requirement.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that ASUC President Nguyen put this issue on his agenda to be dis​cussed with the Chancellor for their final meeting this 07-08 school year.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that ASUC President Nguyen and Academic Affairs VP Lee actively encourage the UC Berkeley Academic Senate to push faculty to prioritize and complete the Sexual Harassment Prevention education and training.
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--
SB 131, In Support of the ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition Program
RESOLUTION TO CHALLENGE FACULTY COMPLIANCE IN FULFILLING THE SEXUAL HARASSMENT PREVENTION EDUCATION REQUIREMENT (cont'd) 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate send a copy of this Resolution to the Dean of Stu​dents, Vice Chancellor for Undergraduate Affairs, Vice Provost for Undergraduate Education, and the Title VI Compliance Officer, to enlist their support in encouraging faculty compliance.

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that the ASUC Senate send letters/e-mails to all campus academic deans and all members of the UC Berkeley Academic Senate asking for greater compliance with the Sexual Harassment Prevention education and training requirement, with a sample letter as attached.

The following Resolution, SB 131, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition Program Director Richie Khanh Nguyen, and Mr. Seaty and Mr. Wu:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE ASUC OUTSTANDING STUDENT RECOGNITION PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the Associated Students of the University California originally created the Outstanding Stu​dent Recognition Program in order to commemorate and acknowledge the commitment to community service demonstrated by University of California, Berkeley students; and
WHEREAS, recipients of the Outstanding Student Recognition Scholarship demonstrate characteristics of campus leaders that include, but are not limited to: a commitment to community service, a willingness to help peers find self-empowerment, creativity, passion, an ability to provide voice for others, and personal sacrifice in order to benefit peers; and

WHEREAS,
recipients of the Outstanding Student Recognition Scholarship must meet the following criteria:

ARTICLE III – CRITERIA FOR AWARDS

3.1
General Criteria

ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition scholarships shall be awarded to eligible stu​dents (as stated in Article 2.1) based upon the following criteria:

1.
Academic Achievement

2.
Enthusiasm

CC
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SB 132, In Support of the ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition Program
RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE ASUC OUTSTANDING STUDENT RECOGNITION PROGRAM (cont'd) 

3.
Inspires other students 

4.
Willingness to use $250 of the award to benefit students through programs or buying club equipment

5. 
Community Service, Leadership, and Personal History;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED,  that the ASUC recognize Muttika Chaturabul as a recipient of the 2008 ASUC Outstanding Achievement Scholarship for her commitment to communities both on and off UC Berkeley’s campus; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the ASUC award Muttika Chaturabul with a $250 (two hundred fifty dollars) scholarship from the ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition Program.

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that the ASUC allocate  $187.50 (one hundred eighty-seven dollars and fifty cents) to the Southeast Asian Young Leaders Mentorship Program from the ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition Program.
The following Resolution, SB 132, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition Program Director Richie Khanh Nguyen, Mr. Seaty, and Mr. Wu:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE ASUC OUTSTANDING STUDENT RECOGNITION PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the Associated Students of the University California originally created the Outstanding Stu​dent Recognition Program in order to commemorate and acknowledge the commitment to community service demonstrated by University of California, Berkeley students; and
WHEREAS, recipients of the Outstanding Student Recognition Scholarship demonstrate characteristics of campus leaders that include, but are not limited to: a commitment to community service, a willingness to help peers find self-empowerment, creativity, passion, an ability to provide voice for others, and personal sacrifice in order to benefit peers; and

WHEREAS,
recipients of the Outstanding Student Recognition Scholarship must meet the following criteria:

ARTICLE III – CRITERIA FOR AWARDS

3.1
General Criteria

CC
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SB 133, In Support of the ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition Program (cont'd) 

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE ASUC OUTSTANDING STUDENT RECOGNITION PROGRAM (cont'd) 


ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition scholarships shall be awarded to eligible stu​dents (as stated in Article 2.1) based upon the following criteria:


1.
Academic Achievement


2.
Enthusiasm


3.
Inspires other students 


4.
Willingness to use $250 of the award to benefit students through programs or buying club equipment


5. 
Community Service, Leadership, and Personal History

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED,  that the ASUC recognize Fong Tran as a recipient of the 2008 ASUC Outstanding Achievement Scholarship for his commitment to communities both on and off UC Berkeley’s campus.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED,  that the ASUC award Fong Tran with a $250 (two hundred and fifty dollars) scholarship from the ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition Program.

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED,  that the ASUC allocate  $187.50 (one hundred eighty-seven dollars and fifty cents) to Reach! the Asian and Pacific Islander Recruitment and Retention Center from the ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition Program.
The following Resolution, SB 133, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition Program Director Richie Khanh Nguyen, Mr. Seaty, and Mr. Wu:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE ASUC OUTSTANDING STUDENT RECOGNITION PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the Associated Students of the University California originally created the Outstanding Stu​dent Recognition Program in order to commemorate and acknowledge the commitment to community service demonstrated by University of California, Berkeley students; and
WHEREAS, recipients of the Outstanding Student Recognition Scholarship demonstrate characteristics of campus leaders that include, but are not limited to: a commitment to community service, a willingness to help peers find self-empowerment, creativity, passion, an ability to provide voice for others, and personal sacrifice in order to benefit peers; and

WHEREAS,
recipients of the Outstanding Student Recognition Scholarship must meet the following criteria:

CC
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SB 134, In Support of Title XVII of the ASUC By-laws: Outstanding Student Recognition 






Program (cont'd) 

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE ASUC OUTSTANDING STUDENT RECOGNITION PROGRAM (cont'd) 

ARTICLE III – CRITERIA FOR AWARDS

3.1
General Criteria


ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition scholarships shall be awarded to eligible stu​dents (as stated in Article 2.1) based upon the following criteria:


1.
Academic Achievement


2.
Enthusiasm


3.
Inspires other students 


4.
Willingness to use $250 of the award to benefit students through programs or buying club equipment


5. 
Community Service, Leadership, and Personal History

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED,  that the ASUC recognize Amy Shen as a recipient of the 2008 ASUC Outstanding Achievement Scholarship in the name of Noah Dov Kagan for her commit​ment to communities both on and off UC Berkeley’s campus.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED,  that the ASUC allocate $250 (two hundred fifty dollars) scholarship to the San Francisco Hepatitis B Collaborative from the ASUC Outstanding Student Recog​nition Program.

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that the ASUC allocate  $250 (two hundred fifty dollars) to UC Jazz Ensembles from the ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition Program.
The following Resolution, SB 134, as amended in committee, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition Program Director Richie Khanh Nguyen, Mr. Seaty, and Mr. Wu:

A BILL IN SUPPORT OF TITLE XVII OF THE ASUC BY-LAWS: OUTSTANDING STUDENT RECOGNITION PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the Associated Students of the University California originally created the Outstanding Stu​dent Recognition Program in order to commemorate and acknowledge the commitment to community service demonstrated by University of California, Berkeley students; and
WHEREAS,
there were many well qualified  2007-2008 applicants that caused the Outstanding Standing Recognition Program Committee to award three students as opposed to only two; 
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--

SB 135, In Support of the May 1st Immigrant Rights Demonstrations

A BILL IN SUPPORT OF TITLE XVII OF THE ASUC BY-LAWS: OUTSTANDING STUDENT RECOGNITION PROGRAM (cont'd) 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED,  that Title XVII, Article 1, Section 3 of the ASUC By-laws be amended as follows:




1.3
Number of Scholarships





The ASUC shall grant each year, at least two (2) two (2) new ASUC Outstanding Stu​dent Recognition scholarships to UC Berkeley students.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Title XVII, Article 1, Section 4 of the ASUC By-Laws be amended as follows:




1.4
Amount of Scholarships




Each ASUC Outstanding Student Recognition scholarship shall be in the amount of at least five hundred dollars ($500) four hundred dollars ($400) per year.  At least Two hundred, fifty dollars ($250) one hundred, and eighty dollars ($180) must be used to benefit a student group or the campus.

The following Resolution, SB 135, as amended in committee, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Gloria Hernández and Ms. Ureña and was co-sponsored by Ms. Winston, Mr. Seaty, and Ms. Duong:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE MAY 1st IMMIGRANT RIGHTS DEMONSTRATIONS

WHEREAS,
May 1st is International Worker’s Day; and, 

WHEREAS, in 2006, as a direct response to anti-immigrant legislation, such as HR4437, May 1st become a day of demonstration to speak out against racist policies and Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) conducting raids and deportations in marginalized communities; and

WHEREAS, in 2007, anti-immigrant legislation continued to be introduced, such as HR 2954, "The Secure Borders FIRST Act," which would have created a new program of indentured servi​tude by requiring a portion of "guest worker" income to be held in escrow and collected when "guest workers" returned to their countries of origin; and
WHEREAS, UC Berkeley students have come together to educate and inform the broader campus com​munity of these injustices; we want to support the criminalized immigrant and refugee com​munities; and

Consent Calendar
--
SB 135, In Support of the May 1st Immigrant Rights Demonstrations
     - 28 -







--
SB 136, In Support of Peace Power Magazine

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE MAY 1st IMMIGRANT RIGHTS DEMONSTRATIONS (cont'd) 

WHEREAS, a coalition of students have come together to organize a week of action: “Week of Anti-Deportation Action: Intersecting Communities;” and

WHEREAS, the week of action includes: 

Sunday, April 27th - “Achieving Our Dreams, Immigrant Student Conference” hosted by Rising Immigrant Scholars through Education (RISE)

Tuesday, April 29th - “Anti-Deportation Dialogues: Teach-Out!” hosted by the Anti-Deportation Coalition” 
Wednesday, April 30th - “Immigration Teach-Out: Migration is a Human Right!!!!” hosted by Xinaxtli 
Thursday, May 1st - “One Land, One People, One Struggle: Rally and March for Worker, Immigrant and Refugee Rights” hosted by the May 1st Coalition
Friday, May 2nd - “Night of Cultural Resistance: Designing Our Resistance: Many Styles, One Struggle” hosted by Multicultural Student Development 
Saturday, May 3rd - “Hip-Hop in the Park.” hosted by Students 4 Hip Hop; 
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC supports the May 1st Immigrant Rights demonstra​tions on the UC Berkeley campus and nationwide. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the ASUC supports the week of action: “Week of Anti-Deportation Action: Intersecting Communities.”

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that the ASUC supports all students, workers, staff and faculty who take part in May 1st.  

The following Resolution, SB 136, as amended in committee, was approved under the Consent Calendar and was authored by Mr. Jackson:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF PEACE POWER MAGAZINE 

WHEREAS,
Peace Power is a unique, nationally distributed, student-run, student-initiated magazine dedi​cated to publishing articles that embody the nonviolence movement; and
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SB 137, In Support of Effective Implementation of ASUC Rules and Regulations
RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF PEACE POWER MAGAZINE  (cont'd) 

WHEREAS, Peace Power is sold in bookstores such as Barnes & Noble, Borders, and several independ​ent bookstores; and 

WHEREAS, the budget for Peace Power Magazine is:

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the ASUC allocate $600 from the Senate Contingency fund to Peace Power Magazine 

ITEMS FOR IMMEDIATE CONSIDERATION (cont'd)

The following Resolution, SB 137, was authored by Mr. Osmeña and Mr. Weiner:

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF EFFECTIVE IMPLEMENTATION OF ASUC RULES AND REGULATIONS

WHEREAS, the ASUC Constitution outlines the duties of the ASUC Attorney General; and 

WHEREAS, these duties are as follows:

A.
Ensuring that all rules, regulations, and procedures passed by the Senate and/or stated in this Constitution are implemented and followed.

B.
Investigating charges of violation of this Constitution, the By-Laws of the Association, and all other regulations of the Association. 

C.
Maintaining the official file of standing policies of the ASUC Senate.

D.
Representing the ASUC when it is a party (as the Association) in a Judicial Council suit.

E.
Keeping the Senate informed of legal matters involving the Association.

F.
Carrying out other duties as set forth in this Constitution and/or assigned by the Senate; and

WHEREAS, the ASUC Senate created the position of Solicitor General in Title I of the ASUC By-Laws; and 

WHEREAS,
the duties of the Solicitor General are difficult to distinguish from those of the Attorney General; and
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RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF EFFECTIVE IMPLEMENTATION OF ASUC RULES AND REGULATIONS (cont'd) 

WHEREAS,
the Attorney General should be able to develop his/her own office and maintain a staff as is necessary to carry out the duties of his/her position; and 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED,  Title 1 of the ASUC By-Laws be amended as follows: 

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

Begin SB 137 By-law amendment 

ARTICLE V - AGENDA

The Senate shall adopt the Agenda for each Regular Meeting at the immediately preceding Regular Meeting.  The Senate shall adhere to the previously approved agenda, provided that the Senate may, by a two-thirds vote of the entire Senate, change the order of items on the agenda for that meeting.

The Agenda for Regular Meetings shall consist of the following classes of business:

I.
Approval of the Minutes

II.
New Business

III.
Approval of the Agenda

IV.
Guest Announcements 

V.
Elected Official Announcements

VI.
Representatives to the ASUC Reports


Chancellor’s Representative


UCPD Representative



Graduate Assembly Representative

VII.
ASUC Store Operations Board Report

VIII.
Finance Officer Report

IX.
Committee Reports


Standing Committee on Finance


Standing Committee on Constitutional and Procedural Review



Standing Committee on University and External Affairs

X.
Consent Calendar

XI. 
Reports



Attorney General

Solicitor General

Judicial Council Representative

Elections Council Chair

Director of Cal Housing

Public Relations Director

Greek Affairs Officer



SUPERB Representative



Services Board Director

Director of Environmental Sustainability

XII.
Immediate Consideration 
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---------------

SB 137 By-law Amendment (cont'd)

XIII.
Old Business


XIV.
Appointments

XV. Executive Officer Reports

President


Executive Vice President

External Affairs Vice President

Academic Affairs Vice President




Student Advocate


XVI.
Elected Officials Committee Reports


Standing Committee on Advocacy Agenda


Advocacy Agenda Issues Committee on …


Advocacy Agenda Issues Committee on …


Advocacy Agenda Issues Committee on …


Advocacy Agenda Issues Committee on …

Temporary Committee on the Selection of the Attorney General and Solicitor 

      General


Temporary Committee on the Selection of the Elections Council Chair


Temporary Committee on the Selection of the Greek Affairs Officer


Temporary Committee on the Selection of the Public Relations Director


Temporary Committee on the Selection of the ASUC Recognition Awards for the 

     Oski Leadership Awards


Temporary Committee on the Selection of the Undergraduate Rep to the SOB


Temporary Committee on the Selection of the Services Board Director


Temporary Committee on the Selection of the Commissioner of Diversity Affairs


Temporary Committee on the Selection of the Fundraising Director


Temporary Committee on Reforming Elections By-Laws


Temporary Committee on the Berkeley Students Foundation





XVII.
ASUC Representatives Report


ASUC Representative to the Residence Hall Assembly


ASUC Representative to the Inter-Fraternity Council


ASUC Representative to the College Panhellenic Association


ASUC Representative to the National Pan-Hellenic Council

ASUC Representative to SUPERB


ASUC Representative to the Graduate Assembly


ASUC Representative to the Committee of Student Fees


ASUC Representative to the Re-entry and Transfer Students Association


ASUC Representative to the Student Athlete Advisory Committee


ASUC Representative to the Haas Business Students Association


ASUC Representative to the Berkeley Student Cooperative


ASUC Representative to the Engineers’ Joint Council




ASUC Representative to the Recreational Sports Advisory Board




ASUC Representative to the Committee for Academic Opportunity
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RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF EFFECTIVE IMPLEMENTATION OF ASUC RULES AND REGULATIONS (cont'd) 

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

SB 137 By-law Amendment (cont'd)




ASUC Representative to the Committee for Intellectual Community




ASUC Representative to the C.A.L. Housing Commission




ASUC Representative to the Lobby Corps Commission




ASUC Representative to the Fall Freshman Extension Program




ASUC Representative to the Removing Impediments to Students’ Education 

     (RISE) Scholarship Program

7.9
Standing Committee on Constitutional and Procedural Review


1.
Voting members: Seven (7) Senators. The Attorney General and Solicitor General shall be a non-voting members.

ARTICLE VIII - EXECUTIVE OFFICER VACANCIES

8.1
In the event of a vacancy in an Executive Office, the Senate shall form a Temporary Committee of seven elected officials to select a replacement nominee.

8.2
Any elected officer may submit a nomination for the vacated office to the Temporary Committee.

8.3
The Temporary Committee shall select a nominee not before the first Regular Senate Meeting after its formation, and not later than the third Regular Senate Meeting after its formation.  The nominee must be approved by a two-thirds vote of the Entire Senate.

8.4
In the event of a temporary or permanent vacancy in the office of the President, the following line of succession shall be observed: Executive Vice President, Academic Affairs Vice President, External Affairs Vice President, Student Advocate, Finance Committee Chair, Constitutional and Procedural Review Committee Chair, University and External Affairs Committee Chair, Finance Committee Vice Chair, Constitutional and Procedural Review Committee Vice Chair, University and External Affairs Committee Vice Chair, Attorney General, Solicitor General, Finance Officer.

9.23 The following time schedule shall be met every year by the ASUC Senate:
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---------------

SB 137 By-law Amendment (cont'd)

	COMMITTEE
	TASK
	DEADLINES
	WHERE SPECIFIED IN THE BY-LAWS

	 
	 
	 
	 

	Standing Committees
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 

	Standing Committee on University and External Affairs
	Approve criteria and application form to select student representatives to Academic Senate committees and continuing committees of central campus administration; interview applicants
	Last meeting of Spring semester
	1.7.10.2f

	Finance 
	Approve standard forms for discrimination charges and to request refunds of mandatory student fees
	Third meeting of semester
	I.7.8.2d, e

	Constitutional and Procedural Review
	Interview Judicial Council applicants nominated by the President and select final nominee(s)
	Second regular meeting after receiving President's nomination(s) and nominees' contact information
	1.7.9.2b

	 
	 
	 
	 

	Temporary Committees
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 

	Selection of the Attorney General and Solicitor General
	Confirm AG  and SG nominee by Senate body
	Third and seventh meeting of semester, respectively
	1.9.2.3, 1.19.9.2

	Selection of the Elections Council Chair 
	Recommend AG nominees for Senate Approval
	Eighth meeting of semester
	4.2.3.1

	Selection of the Greek Affairs Officer 
	Present nominee to ASUC Senate
	Fourth meeting of semester
	1.9.4.1

	Selection of the Undergraduate Representative to the SOB 
	Present nominee to ASUC Senate
	April 15th, or  one week after vacancy occurs
	1.9.3.1.2.2
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---------------

SB 137 By-law Amendment (cont'd)

	Selection of the Fundraising Director
	Present nominee to ASUC Senate
	Fourth meeting of semester
	1.9.20.1

	Selection of the Commissioner of Diversity Affairs
	Present nominee to ASUC Senate
	Fourth meeting of semester
	1.9.21.1

	Selection of the Public Relations Director
	Present nominee to ASUC Senate
	Fifth meeting of semester
	1.9.5.1

	Selection of the Berkeley Student Cooperative Affairs Officer
	Present nominee to ASUC Senate
	Fourth meeting of semester
	1.9.5.1


9.19 
Solicitor General


1.
The Attorney General Selection Committee (AGSC) will also select and forward one (1) Solici​tor General nomination to the full Senate for approval by a two-thirds vote of the entire Senate. Nominees for consideration by this committee shall be limited to and must include those people nominated by at least one (1) elected officer. Following the formation of the Attorney General Selection Committee (hereafter AGSC), the Senate shall be given at least one (1) week to submit nominations. The AGSC is not required to accept nomination past the required one (1) week period, though it may choose to do so. 



2.
The AGSC must submit its selection for Solicitor General to the Senate for approval by the sev​enth regular Senate meeting.



3.
If the Senate fails to approve an Solicitor General by the seventh regular meeting of the Fall Ses​sion, the Executive Vice President shall appoint an interim Solicitor General whose term will expire when the Senate approves a properly nominated candidate for the position.



4.
The Senate may not consider any other business past the seventh Regular meeting of the Fall Session until it has approved a Solicitor General.



5.
The Solicitor General shall keep updated with the business of the Senate and Executives of the ASUC.



6.
The Solicitor General shall be the primary spokesperson of the ASUC if it is a plaintiff or defen​dant in any case.
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---------------

SB 137 By-law Amendment (cont'd)


7.
The Solicitor General, when not working on a case, shall provide any assistance required by the Attorney General to accomplish his or her duties.



8.
The Solicitor General shall, during election season, actively search out campaign violations with the Attorney General and file suits accordingly with the Judicial Council.



9.
The term of office of the Solicitor General shall expire on the first day of the Regular Fall Semester.

Mr. Osmeña said he and Mr. Weiner authored the bill and felt it was important for the ASUC to operate in an effective manner and for the ASUC Constitution and By-laws and rules to be upheld effectively.  They felt the creation of the Solicitor General position in 2005 was not an appropriate way to ensure their rules were followed, and felt that the duties of the Solicitor General were similar in language to the Attor​ney General and were confusing when compared to the AG’s duties.  The AG was a constitutional Officer whose duties were specified in the ASUC Constitution.  The Solicitor General’s duties were vague, and were similar.  It has been brought up that the Solicitor General served as some sort of training ground for the Attorney General.  Mr. Osmeña said the authors felt there were better structures to enable the Attor​ney General to train some type of assistant.  The authors would be willing to propose amendments to specify that in the By-laws.  But they think thought the SG was a duplicative position that created prob​lems, as seen in the fall, with finding students to fill the position. It has stopped the business of students in the past.  So he hoped that people support its elimination.  He called for any questions.

Mr. Rhoads asked if Mr. Kozak was present at Con-Review’s meeting to express his opinion on this.  Mr. Osmeña said he didn't express his opinion.  He believed Mr. Kozak wanted to speak on the bill that eve​ning but wasn't present.  Mr. Osmeña said he didn't know Mr. Kozak’s position on this.

Ms. Winston asked if the authors approached Mr. Kozak about the bill before Con-Review or asked his opinion while writing it.  Mr. Osmeña said he discussed the issue with him in the past, but not specifically when he was writing the bill.

Mr. Weiner asked if Mr. Osmeña also considered speaking with every Attorney General who has ever served in the ASUC for the last 100 years.  Mr. Osmeña said he considered it, but didn't think it was fea​sible given the time constraints.

Ms. Coleman said it was mentioned that the description of the AG and SG were very similar, but in 9.19, sections 6, 7, and 8 were very distinct.  The Solicitor General represented the ASUC when the ASUC was a plaintiff or defendant in a case.  She thought it was important to preserve the position for that reason.  Also, it said specifically that the Solicitor General would provide assistance to the Attorney General.  She thought that was important, especially during election season.  She felt if they were going to completely get rid of the position, they'd need to provide for some sort of other position for the Attorney General in the By-laws.  More research should have been done on the bill to account for that before submitting the bill.

Report from the Attorney General 
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Report from the Finance Officer

SB 137, In Support of Effective Implementation of ASUC Rules and Regulations (cont'd)

Mr. Jain moved to go to Appointed Official Reports.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Ureña and passed with no objection.

Report from the Attorney General 
Mr. Kozak said he understood the Senate was considering the elimination of the Solicitor General posi​tion.  He was willing to take questions on that.  Ms. Allbright said it would be appropriate to discuss this during debate on the bill.  At this time his report should reflect the duties of the Attorney General.  If he wished to speak during debate, he could have a Senator yield him time.

On a point of information, Mr. Jain asked if he could ask how Mr. Kozak felt about the bill, his general feeling about it.  Ms. Allbright said she would prefer that to be done during debate.  

Mr. Jain asked how he felt about public tabulation of results.  Mr. Kozak said the By-laws could be read to say that there was no requirement for a public tabulation of votes.  The value of such an event was sec​ondary.  It was not really his place to say whether they should have public tabulation or not.

Mr. Silver asked what he was doing next year, and if he would hold this position again.  Mr. Kozak said that was not up to him.  He was considering graduating in the fall.  Mr. Silver asked if that would be at the end of the fall.  Mr. Kozak said it would be.  Seeing no further questions, Ms. Allbright said she would like to thank Mr. Kozak for his report.

Report from the Finance Officer 

Mr. Chaney said that in terms of the Contingency Fund, there was $1,739.15.  The Greek Opportunity Fund had $130.00.  For carryforward, a couple of big allotments were taken out last week and $73,945.14 remained.

Mr. Chaney said the second budget proposal was on the Web site.  The updated timeline was also up, reflecting the Senate meeting on May 7.  The budget will be finalized at Fi-Comm on Monday.  If people weren't on the Committee and were interested, they could attend.  Mr. Chaney said that later that evening he will send out an explanation of how he did the budget that year.  He already explained it several times in Fi-Comm.  Some Senators asked him to send that out and he’d try and get it done as soon as possible.  Seeing no questions, Ms. Allbright said she would like to thank him for his report.

ITEMS FOR IMMEDIATE CONSIDERATION (cont'd)  

Ms. Allbright they would continue discussion on SB 137, In Support of Effective Implementation of ASUC Rules and Regulations.
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Mr. Osmeña moved to amend SB 137, to add two Resolved Clauses, to read as follows:

"Further Resolved, that Title 1, Article 9.2 be amended to include:


11.
The Attorney General may nominate an Assistant to the Attorney General to be approved by a two-thirds (2/3) vote of the Senate, with a recommendation for stipend.

“Finally Resolved, that, the line item in the 2008-2009 budget reading ‘Solicitor General’ be removed and the funds added to the Senate Contingency line item budget.”
Ms. Allbright said that when an amendment is made, they restart the speakers' list, so there would be no questions for the last speaker on the question, Ms. Coleman.

Mr. Osmeña’s motion to amend was seconded by Mr. Silver.

Mr. Osmeña said Con-Review debated and argued whether the Attorney General could better train some​one that he or she selected and that an “office of the Attorney General” should be created, and that the person the AG trained would be seen as the person likely to take over the position the next year.  So they worked on language for an amendment, and that was what he was proposing.  The second Resolved Clause would eliminate an unnecessary part of the 2008-9 budget, which would be a line item for a non-existing position.

Mr. Jain asked if he thought having an assistant to the Attorney General would imply that they had to go along with what the AG was doing.  In the case of elections violations, the ASUC would want two indi​viduals operating on their own.  He asked if Mr. Osmeña saw the issues that might arise.  Mr. Osmeña said he thought it would be more logical during elections to have one person responsible for seeking out elections violations rather than have two people with ambiguous responsibilities.  He felt that would cre​ate more problems during elections.  While the ASUC would need additional manpower during elections, he thought that was mandated by the bill.

Ms. Kuo asked if he thought the title of “assistant” to the AG was a bit unglorious.  Mr. Osmeña said he would point out that a current Judicial Council Justice was an assistant to the Solicitor General, so he didn't find the title unglorious.  Many important people have risen from “assistant” positions.

Mr. Silver said that given that the position of Solicitor General was created very recently, he thought the amendment would be a good compromise between not having an SG at all and having one that may not necessarily be needed.  Mr. Osmeña said he thought this position provided necessary support for the Attorney General, so he thought it would be better than having no additional prosecutorial function in the ASUC.

Ms. Coleman asked about the duty of representing the ASUC as a plaintiff or defendant in cases regard​ing the Attorney General.  Mr. Osmeña said he thought Sen. Weiner was interested in this discussion, and yielded time to Mr. Weiner.  Mr. Weiner said he thought it should be pointed out that if they were going to have someone for that purpose alone, that person probably would not have anything to do for an entire year.  They don't need a specific person waiting to serve as the ASUC’s representative in a suit.  For that, they could appoint someone.  If there was an assistant to the AG, it would probably be that person.  But
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the Senate would appoint someone to take up that role and didn't need to make that a permanent fixture.  The chance of it coming up even once or twice a year were extremely low.

Mr. Silver said that given that the Solicitor General position was created only a few years ago, he asked how they would tackle this issue before a change took place.  Mr. Osmeña said he was not on campus three years ago when the position was created.  He wasn't sure how these issues have been tackled previ​ously.  He thought a scenario was raised in Con-Review where the Senate would be sued, with the argu​ment being that the AG could sue the Senate, and the SG would represent the Senate.  Mr. Osmeña said he believed they had that case earlier that year, before an SG was appointed.  The Senate selected EVP Allbright to represent the Senate in a possible suit.  He believed the case was settled.  But the same proc​ess could and should be followed during any Judicial Council case.  Individuals can select someone to represent them, and the Senate could select somebody as well to represent the body.

Mr. Jain yielded time to Attorney General Kozak.  Mr. Kozak said he was kind of in conflict on this.  There was definitely a value in having more than one person doing elections violations, and other things.  He thought there was value in having at least some sort of staff for the AG, but he thought that ideally, there would be a Solicitor General aside from just the AG, because he thought a Solicitor General did have a role to play in the ASUC that an assistant AG couldn't play.  For example, if he were to have to sue the Senate for doing something illegal, the SG would be the person to represent the Senate.  Mr. Kozak said he thought there was value in having a completely independent position nominated by the Senate to represent the Senate in those situations.  And he thought there was value in having a separate process from the AG selection process that would nominate and approve by the Senate a person to carry out the SG’s duties, even if they were similar to the AG’s duties.  He called for any questions.

Mr. Jackson asked if he could elaborate on what he meant by a “separate process” to select the AG and the SG, because from his understanding, it was the same committee.  Mr. Kozak said he might as well be frank with them, and it could happen that an AG would be selected who didn't do all the work they should.  So he thought there was value in having a separate person, someone who wasn't selected by the AG, who could do the work.  So if the AG didn't do the work they should, there would kind of be a back-up position to do the work that should be done.

Mr. Weiner said that going on the same reasoning, he asked if there should be doubles for every impor​tant position in the ASUC, and if maybe instead of 20 Senators, they should have 40, in case a Senator didn't do their job.  Mr. Kozak said he understood the argument.  He thought the AG and the SG had unique positions in the ASUC, where they were kind of internal positions, sort of, that watch the ASUC.  As the only positions of the Senate to make sure the Senate followed the rules, he thought it was a really valuable position to have in the ASUC.  It would be somebody else appointed who specifically was sup​posed to make sure the Senate followed the By-laws and Constitution.

Mr. Weiner asked if it was true that in terms of someone who went after the Senate, like a watchdog for the ASUC, he asked if it was true that the Senate, by a majority vote, could directed the AG to do any​thing the Senate wanted that person to do, within the overall structure of the ASUC.  Mr. Kozak said that was also in the context of another constitutional provision directing the AG to make sure all rules and regulations of the ASUC were followed.  Whether or not one took precedence over the other was some​thing that should be settled by the J-Council, in an Advisory Opinion or a Charge Sheet. He didn't think the provision of the Senate having some control over the AG’s actions could be interpreted as necessarily negating the other duties of the AG.
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Report from the Graduate Assembly

Mr. Weiner asked if he would agree that because of that provision and a few other provisions, that the AG wasn't really properly a watchdog of the Senate because he could be ordered out by the Senate.  Rather, the position was simply supposed to enforce the rules of the ASUC, for students on the campus and student groups.  Mr. Kozak said he wasn't sure what Mr. Weiner meant by bringing into discussion other students.  He looked at his position as essentially making sure that the different offices and bodies in the ASUC followed all of the By-laws and the Constitution.  He thought that was the essential job of the AG.  These were interpretative questions that should be asked of the J-Council, such as which duty of the AG took precedence.  An example would be if the Senate ordered the AG not to sue the Senate on something the Senate did.  There was a situation earlier where the Senate might have decided to falsify the minutes regarding attendance records.  And in that case, Mr. Kozak said he would have sued the Sen​ate if it falsified attendance records.  If the Senate ordered him not to file that suit, he would have still continued to file suit, because his first duty as Attorney General was to ensure that rules and regulations of the ASUC were followed. So he would interpret the first duty of the Attorney General as taking prece​dence over the other duties.  If someone disagreed, that was the kind of thing that should be settled by an Advisory Opinion of the Judicial Council.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.  

Mr. Osmeña moved to go to Reports from ASUC Representatives.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Kunert and passed by hand-vote 9-0-1.

Report from the Graduate Assembly 

Mr. Daniels said this will be his last report of the year to the Senate.  He wanted to thank them all for a fantastic working relationship.  He thought the GA and the ASUC went above and beyond what they've been able to accomplish last year and did all they could, hopefully, for this year.  He hoped that next year, with Miguel Daal as GA President, Senator Sen. Winston as ASUC President, the relationship will be even better.

In terms of a report, the last Delegate Assembly meeting of the year will be on Thursday, May 1.  Among on the things, the GA will discuss the budget for the 2008-2009 year.  Their total budget is approximately $810,000, including their reserve.  They have both a commercial reserve and a student fee reserve.  Obviously, the student fee reserve was restrictive, whereas the commercial reserve was not.

There was one thing he wanted to mention about the GA’s budget.  When the campus was thinking about taking more money from the ASUC Auxiliary, and taking some carryforward the Auxiliary had, Mr. Daniels said he and Pres. Nguyen fought that, and requested that it not happen given that both student fees and commercial revenues have historically been ASUC funds.  The campus agreed to that.  They said they wouldn't touch the Auxiliary’s funds.  At least that was the last thing he heard.  So that was a victory for the ASUC and the GA.  In those conversations, one thing that came up was that if the ASUC wanted to solidify its independence, it had to act independently.  One thing that meant was that on the one hand, being a good campus citizen, but to also act independently.  All campus components were being asked to take some pain given the budget cuts.  But as an independent entity, the GA and ASUC could not be forced to do that.  With that said, Mr. Daniels 

Report from the Graduate Assembly (cont'd)







    - 40 -

said he would suggest that the ASUC and the GA do so.  And the GA was willing to put forward $25,000 of its reserves and actually gift it to the campus.  What that would mean is that the GA would take some pain, as good campus citizens, in order to demonstrate that they were independent.  And at the same time, they would be helping the campus out when it needed it.

Mr. Daniels said he didn't know the capacity of the ASUC was to do that for the 08-09 budget, but to the extent that they were able, he would highly encourage them to put some portion of money for that pur​pose, because if there was a demonstration that the ASUC/GA gave the campus money on their own accord, and not as a result of being required to do so, that would, in some sense, be a fact on the ground in evidence that the GA/ASUC was independent of the University, of the Administration.  He knew they all face tight budget times, and he wasn't saying this lightly.  But he thought people should think of it as a long-term- investment in their independence.  So he would encourage the Senate to consider some amount of money that would be meaningful to the ASUC, although not to the campus, to send to the Administration, with a letter attached saying that even though they were independent, they wanted to contribute and share the pain of these budget cuts; and as a result, the ASUC itself would take money that it would have otherwise put towards things it wanted, and instead, give that money to the Administration to ease the pain across the campus.  The GA will debate that on Thursday.  And he would encourage the Senate to debate that as well as part of its budget.

Mr. Daniels said he didn't want to give away what kind of food they'll have, but suffice to say there will be 550 pieces available of this type of food.

Mr. Daniels said he wanted to sincerely thank EVP Allbright for her hard work that year.  She’s been amazing, both as the head of the Senate and as a representative of the ASUC in the meetings they've had. 

Lastly, regarding Lower Sproul, Mr. Daniels said the University put out an RFP, a Request for Proposal, to develop the Master Plan feasibility study for Lower Sproul redevelopment.  Ten bids were submitted, and out of those, three were chosen.  A 25-person committee will interview these three architectural firms.  That will happen at the end of May or early June.

Mr. Daniels said that GA President-elect Daal was present in case people had any questions or advice for him.  Mr. Daniels said that if they would like him to leave the room so people could talk about what he hasn't done well, he’d be happy to, and he wouldn't read the minutes.

Mr. Daniels said he wanted to thank them again very much for the year.  He hoped they had a fantastic summer and he wanted to wish them good luck with finals.  And again, if any of them wanted advice about law school or public policy, or internships in government, he would ask them to please use him as a resource.

Mr. Daal said he was there to answer any questions people might have.

Ms. Ureña said she would like to welcome Mr. Daal.  She asked about the $25,000, and asked if they knew where that money was going, and what it would be applied to.  Mr. Daal said that was up to the Administration, to put the money where it wanted.  But the GA could make suggestions on where it should go, and they were thinking of suggesting that it go towards fellowships.  Mr. Daniels said the GA could gift it as an official gift, like an alumni might, but the challenge was that if money was gifted to
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Financial Aid, the campus took a percent off the top, whereas with a straight gift, the campus could use it as it wished.  They felt it made sense to just gift it, with the campus to use it based on its needs.

Mr. Silver said he was kind of troubled by that and asked if they thought about giving the money to the ASUC.  Mr. Daniels said the $25,000 gift was an investment of independence for both the GA and the ASUC.  Right now they were facing tight budget times, but if Lower Sproul was redeveloped, the income generated from the commercial operations there will probably double.  If the University continued to look at tight budget cuts in the future, it would look at these commercial revenues and want some.  And that would be a fight.  He thought that $25,000 now was certainly worth $6 million ten years from now.  Obviously there was no guarantee any of this will happen, or that the students would win a court battle if it were to go to court, but he would say that when the GA sued the Regents over the ability to use student fees to lobby for or against State ballot propositions, one of the things the judge looked at very closely was evidence of independent action.  So if the GA had a contract with the University, that was evidence of independence, since an entity couldn't contract with itself.  He thought this would be a very important bit of evidence, both in terms of negotiations and in terms of a lawsuit, that the students could fight the Administration on if the campus wanted to take the commercial revenue generated by ASUC commercial operations.  Seeing no further questions, Ms. Allbright said she would like to thank Mr. Daniels very much.  Mr. Daniels said he would like to thank them.

ITEMS FOR IMMEDIATE CONSIDERATION (cont'd) 

Ms. Winston asked the Chair to recite the votes on SB 127.  Ms. Allbright recited the votes.

Ms. Allbright said they would return to SB 137, In Support of Effective Implementation of ASUC Rules and Regulations.  They were under consideration of the amendment to SB 137 proposed by Mr. Osmeña, adding two Resolved Clauses to I.9.2, regarding a assistant to the Attorney General and removing the Solicitor General from the upcoming budget.  Seeing no speakers on the amendment, the question was called.

Mr. Osmeña requested a roll call vote.  The request was seconded by Mr. Kunert.

Roll call was taken on Mr. Osmeña’s amendment to I.9.2, adding two Resolved Clauses:

	           YES
	             NO
	      ABSTAIN 

	
Corey Jackson 
	
Rebecca Coleman 
	
Daniel Galeon

	
Chad Kunert 
	
Danielle Duong
	
Winnie Kuo

	
Christian Osmeña 
	
Shawn Jain
	
Nadir Shams

	
Dave Rhoads 
 
	
Maurice Seaty
	

	
Grace Shen
	
Gabriela Ureña 
	

	
Scott Silver 
	
Roxanne Winston 
	

	
Gabe Weiner
	
	

	
Chris Wong
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Ms. Allbright said the Chair would entertain a motion to close the rolls.  It was so moved and seconded by Mr. Jain and Mr. Seaty and passed with no objection.

THE MOTION TO APPROVE MR. OSMEÑA’S AMENDMENT TO SB 137, I.9.2, ADDING TWO RESOLVED CLAUSES, PASSED 8-6-3. Voting comments were heard.

Mr. Weiner moved to recess for five minutes.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Seaty and passed with no objection.  This meeting was recessed.  Back in session, Mr. Jain moved to extend the recess by one minute.  He asked to withdraw the motion.  Ms. Allbright said that with no objection, the motion would be to recess for five minutes.  The motion was seconded and passed with no objection.  This meeting was recessed.

Back in session, Ms. Allbright said they would return to consideration of SB 137A.

Mr. Weiner yielded time to the Attorney General.

Mr. Kozak said he was willing to speak in favor of the bill on two conditions.  One, that there was some sort of staff granted for the Attorney General, because as they'd see in an article in the Daily Cal on Thursday, there weren't any elections violations cases that year because he had a lack of resources.  He was just one individual in charge of enforcing every election violation for every candidate.  So his major worry was for the Senate to provide for a staff, so there wasn't only one person doing elections violations.

Mr. Kozak said the second issue was that to think about who would defend the Senate if the AG sued the Senate for an illegal action it took.  If the Senate were to consider these two options and come to an appropriate answer, he would speak in favor of the bill and in favor of eliminating the Solicitor General position.  He called for any questions.

Ms. Winston asked if he felt that the best solution for next year and having more than one person would be to eliminate the SG or to fill the position.  Mr. Kozak said he didn't have an answer to that and could see the pros and cons to both sides.  He could see having an independent Solicitor General position not chosen by the AG, and selected by the Senate.  But he could also see a pro side to having the AG select somebody to work directly under the AG in some sort of official capacity.  He didn't want to make a value judgment on which was a better choice.  That would be up to the Senate.  It was really not clear to him which was better, and the Senate would have to decide for itself which would be more effective for elections violations and things like making sure the rules and regulations of the ASUC were followed.

Ms. Winston asked if he thought it would be better to have both positions.  Mr. Kozak said he thought the more people to make sure the Senate followed the rules, the better.  If they could have an SG and an assistant Attorney General, he thought that would be fabulous.  But if that was politically unfeasible, then maybe they should think of an alternative.

Mr. Seaty asked if he felt that having a Solicitor General would be an appropriate check on the AG in case of contention.  Mr. Kozak said he thought the main check on the AG was the Senate.  He’d guess they could think of some cases where an SG would check the AG, but that would kind of be a weird case.  He wasn't sure what that would be.  The main check or oversight of the Attorney General was by the Senate.
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Mr. Silver said that given that the Solicitor General was relatively new to ASUC structure, he asked why there was so much faith put into the position given its lack of responsibility over the last few years.  It's been a working experiment for the last four years and hasn't proven to be necessary.  Mr. Kozak said he couldn't speak to that because the only experience he had with the position was being in the position.  So he couldn't say whether or not the SG was effective, because in his experience, it was effective, as it was his position last year.  He couldn't really speak to the history of the position.

Ms. Winston said that it was mentioned that one benefit of having the SG was in case the AG sued the Senate.  She asked if he thought it would be appropriate for the assistant to fill the SG position.  Mr. Kozak said he didn't think that would be appropriate, and thought the Senate would have to come up with somebody to be its representative.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.  Mr. Jain moved to extend by five minutes.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Winston and passed with no objection.

Mr. Jain asked if he felt the assistant to the AG should be paid or stipended.  Mr. Kozak said that at times, the position of the AG, and even the SG, could become very workload heavy.  When somebody was charged with making sure the ASUC followed its own rules, that could often be a very difficult task.  He thought it would be appropriate to allow for a stipend for a position like that.  He wasn't convinced the Solicitor General should get a stipend of $1,000.  Last year he got a stipend as SG of $500.  He thought it was appropriate for a stipend to be given, but he wasn't sure what the amount should be.

Mr. Weiner said this involved a few different issues.  An issue was brought up that the Senate needed its elections laws to be enforced, and that more staff was needed for that.  The proper role was not necessar​ily a Solicitor General.  That didn't apply to this bill.  There should be additional staff to deal with elec​tions violations.  As for the issue of the AG suing the ASUC, that was an aberration.  The Attorney Gen​eral normally defends the Senate.  That was just a general principle.  Whether it's the State Attorney Gen​eral or US Attorney General, the AG normally was an agent of the government.  ASUC By-laws even say that the Senate could direct the AG.  If the Senate needed really needed someone to be a watchdog, it wouldn't be an AG or SG, but an inspector general, or some kind of special prosecutor.  The position fundamentally could not have the independence necessary.  If that has happened in the past, and the AG has been a watchdog on the ASUC, that was fine.  But in principle, the AG defended the ASUC.  So as for possibilities that have been raised that evening, and needing two people, that was not a normal case.  And if it came up, the Senate should appoint people.  They should really address the issue of an inde​pendent position to be a watchdog on the ASUC.  In traditional law, the SG was just an arm of the AG.  So the notion of having two separate people checking each other made no sense.  Normally, the SG just worked in ways the AG directed.  They were essentially part of the same office.  They were not supposed to be one defending the ASUC and the other going against the ASUC.  It didn't make any sense in terms of what the positions were created for.  If the Senate wanted a watchdog position, it should create one.  But that was not the SG’s role.  The SG was just another arm of the AG, and also represented the ASUC.

Mr. Osmeña said one impetus of the bill was in speaking with the former SG, Noah Johnson, who resigned in January.  Mr. Johnson made the recommendation that the position be eliminated because Mr. Johnson felt his position and duties were duplicative of those of the AG and were confusing.  He never understood his role as separate from the AG.  Mr. Osmeña said he thought that was important informa​tion, and thought the Senate should take the advice of people who have served in these positions.

Ms. Winston asked if he thought that if the Solicitor General had been there for the entire year he would figured out what the position entailed.  Mr. Osmeña said he couldn't answer that.
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Report from the Judicial Council Chair

Mr. Osmeña moved to amend the bill, I.9.2, to amend the last two Resolved Clauses, as previously amended, to read as follows:

“Further Resolved, that, Title I, Article 9.2 be amended to include:


11.
The Attorney General may nominate an Assistant to the Attorney General to be approved by a two-thirds (2/3) vote of the Senate with a recommendation for sti​pend, and may select additional staff as necessary to perform the functions of the office.

“Finally Resolved, that the line item in the 2008-2009 budget reading "Solicitor General" be removed and the funds added to the Senate Contingency Attorney General line item budget.”
The motion to amend was seconded.  Ms. Allbright said they would take a pro-con speakers list. 

Based on what AG Kozak said, Mr. Osmeña said he believed the AG should have the ability to select as many staff as was necessary to perform the functions of the office.  He thought it would be appropriate for an assistant to the AG to possibly receive a stipend.  So funding that would have gone to the Solicitor General should be made available to stipends or other functions of the Office of the Attorney General.

Mr. Galeon said he was against the amendment.  The Senate could say the AG had the option of creating additional staff, but if they were to put this into the Constitution, he believed they should outline the number of staff the AG could have.  The AG was a very powerful position, and if a staff was institution​alized, the Senate should outline the positions and duties of the staffmembers to hold that office accountable.

Mr. Osmeña said they weren't putting anything into the Constitution and were adding to Title I of the ASUC By-laws.  Secondly, nowhere in the Constitution or By-laws were there structures of Executive Offices outlined.  So he didn't see why the Senate would feel why it should define the structure of the Attorney General’s office.

Mr. Jain moved to go to Appointed Official Reports.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Galeon and passed with no objection.

Report from the Judicial Council Chair 
Ms. Day said the Judicial Council met on Monday to certify the election results.  As the only case that was up was settled, per the agreement, the J-Council certified the election results and they have been sent out, to be read into the minutes.  She called for any questions.  Seeing no questions, Ms. Allbright said she would like to thank Ms. Day for her report.

Report from the Judicial Council Chair (cont'd)
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---------------

Begin certified election results 

ASUC Judicial Council

Election Results 

On this date, the Thirtieth of April, Two Thousand and Eight 

By Chair Allison Day 

  The following are the results of the 2008 ASUC Election as reported to me by the Elections 

Council Chair and as certified by the Judicial Council: 

Executives: 

President: # 24 Roxanne Winston 

Academic VP: # 35 Carlo De la Cruz 

External VP: # 45 Dionne Jirachaikitti 

Executive VP: # 51 Krystle Pasco 

Student Advocate: # 61 Matt DeMartini 

Senators: 

# 101 Saira Hussain 



# 117 Tara Raffi

# 185 Sheila Chen 



# 108 Meghana Dhar

# 183 Will Smelko 



# 147 Obiamaka Ude

# 118 Sarah Cho 



# 113 Yishi Zuo

# 139 Tu Tran 




# 148 Stephanie Yang

# 164 Mary June Flores 


# 107 Eddie Nahabet

# 138 John Moghtader 


# 153 Oscar Mairena

# 163 Lyell Sakaue 



# 154 Claudia Rodriguez

# 146 Kifah Shah 



# 160 Lisa Tran

# 144 Christina Oatfield 


# 106 Tommy Owens 







Alternate: #103 Brad Froehle 

Referendum: Failed 
End certified election results 

---------------
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Ms. Allbright said they were under consideration of the proposed amendment to SB 137A, as submitted by Mr. Osmeña.

Mr. Rhoads said he felt the amendments to the bills were problematic for many reasons, including what Sen. Galeon said.  The authors were tossing amendments out to try to appease people and make the bill happen that evening.  Mr. Rhoads said he was concerned that this was a larger change, and something they needed to think about more than at the last minute.  He knew the Solicitor General position hasn't been around for very long, and has been effective in certain cases, but not in others.  Because of that, he didn't support the amendment or the bill in its current state.  He didn't think everybody has thought about this enough, or understood exactly what was going on.  He thought a better plan could be made, with some adjustments, if they had more time.  He supported changes to the SG and AG positions, but he was concerned that this wasn't thought out well enough for action that evening.  He would support working with people who were around next year and writing a bill on this for next year’s Senate.

Mr. Weiner said he had the opposite view of Sen. Rhoads.  The amendment they're considering was already provided for by other provisions.  Any appointed official of the ASUC could have additional staff.  The amendment didn't actually say additional staffmembers would get stipends or have some offi​cial status.  There was nothing against any appointed official having staff, and the amendment just made it explicit for this position, that they need more staffmembers and more people needed to be put into this office.  But it was his interpretation, and it wasn't a stretch, to say that any appointed official could have staffmembers and assistants.  It was similar to some Senators having interns, who weren't specifically official ASUC interns.  There was nothing against that in the way the By-laws were currently written.  With the amendment or without it, they could still have staff.  But adding the amendment made it clear and would encourage the person to have staff.

Ms. Ureña said she didn't support the bill as it stood at that point because and didn't support the amend​ment.  She agreed that the AG needed more help and more staff.  She didn't think it would make anything better to take away the SG position and randomly add additional staff.  She didn't think the amendment was appropriate to just try and fix the bill.  She would be more agreeable to keeping the SG position and adding staff to the office.

Mr. Wu said he liked the amendment.  He would like to bring this to the Student Advocate Office where they could appoint officers in their office without having anything formal in the By-laws about what their positions were.  He liked what the SAO has done.  It was very successful and was, he thought, one of the best offices because politics didn't get involved in what was going in the office.  Giving the Attorney General that flexibility was something the ASUC needed to do.  It would give the AG the flexibility to operate without having so many formal things because the AG was non-partisan.

Seeing no further speakers, Ms. Allbright said the motion was automatically called.

The motion to approve Mr. Osmeña’s amendment to add two Resolved Clauses to SB 137 failed by hand-vote 7-8-1.

Ms. Allbright said they were under consideration of SB 137, as amended.

Mr. Weiner said the ASUC has gone for without a Solicitor General for over 100 years.  The correct rem​edy for serious issues that have been brought up that evening was something they couldn’t handle that 
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evening, and could require a constitutional amendment for a Solicitor General.  He hoped Senators next year address that.  But he thought this Senate could give future Senates, ASUCs, and students, and pro​vide them with better By-laws and a better ASUC if they didn't have positions that overlapped for no reason.

Mr. Wu said he was surprised at the amount of contention on the bill, and he was disappointed that it’s broken down along party lines.  He didn't think this was such a contentious issue.  The Solicitor General had important responsibilities, but he thought the ASUC could operate better without it, especially if the AG had more responsibilities.  He was surprised.

Ms. Winston said she understood this has broken down along party lines, but she didn't think that was the reason.  What drove her position was what she spoke to the AG about off the floor, about how he felt the Solicitor General wasn't an important position.  Another reason the AG should be non-partisan was because the Solicitor General was chosen by a group of Senators, and it was impossible to select or elect anyone without party politics coming into play.  So she thought it was important that they have more than one person who was selected by the Senate, so there was a balance.  She thought the SG position was important and thought next year the Senate should pick someone who would stay for the long haul and fill the position.  It was important that the Attorney General have assistance.  But she thought it should be institutionalized.

Mr. Osmeña said he was disappointed that an effort to make the ASUC a more effective organization has broken down along party lines.  Even if Ms. Winston said it hadn't.  Mr. Osmeña said an argument that individual Senators have not taken the time to think out the issues should not be mistaken for the Senate as a whole not taking the time to think out what it would take to make the ASUC more effective and make sure that students were protected, and that the rules and By-laws of the Association were adhered to.  So he would urge them to support the bill.

Mr. Galeon asked if the bill was time sensitive, and if there was a sense of urgency to eliminate the posi​tion by the end of the semester.  Mr. Osmeña said that given that they all serve until the end of the semester, then yes, it was time sensitive.

Mr. Galeon asked if he thought this kind of bill would be more effective if it was introduced and dis​cussed at the beginning of next semester for the new Senate.  Mr. Osmeña said he didn't.

Mr. Jain said he agreed with Sen. Osmeña that individual Senators should have spent more time on this bill.  And Mr. Jain said he wished the authors would have done a little more research, and at least consulted the person who last held the Solicitor General position, or who held the position for a full year and really did the elections violation part of it, i.e., Mr. Kozak.  It was said that this was being decided along party lines, and he was proud to have the same position as AG Kozak.  Mr. Jain said he didn't think anyone in the room would insinuate that Mr. Kozak was partisan.  Mr. Jain said his problem with the bill was the fact that there wasn't a guaranteed stipend.  He thought there were other appointed positions that didn't have a guaranteed stipend, and he thought $1,000 for the kind of work that AG Kozak did, or that the Solicitor General did, was not enough.  To say they wouldn't guarantee that was kind of insulting, he thought.  Regarding the elections violation part, he was proud of the campaigns that all the parties waged in that year's elections.  He thought it was very clean.  He didn't think any party had any unfair advan​tage.  But he thought there were minor violations that nobody was able to catch because the ASUC didn't have a Solicitor General.  If it was a question of whether the title should be “SG,” or “assistant,” or 
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 “inspector general,” it seemed that was just a matter of what the title should be.  They should have some​body there to enforce elections law, and that person was already there.  He didn't see the need for changes.

Mr. Weiner said he would like to address some of the comments made at the end of Sen. Jain’s speech.  They were Senators, law makers, and he hoped Senators and Executives coming in next year realize they're supposed to think about different positions, what they mean, and the overall structure of the ASUC.  He thought it was important in the future for the AG to enforce the rules of the ASUC, but to also be directed by the ASUC Senate.  So those issues need to be addressed.  He thought the Senate did need something like an inspector general, a completely different position, that was independent of the ASUC and could enforce the ASUC’s rules with regard to the Senate.  The Attorney General would be in an inherent conflict of interest.  The position represented the Senate and at the same time, was supposed to enforce the rules against everybody, including the Senate.

Mr. Rhoads said it was important to make adequate changes as things change in the ASUC, but he didn't think they were prepared that evening to do that.  They're talking about maybe having an inspector gen​eral, or maybe an assistant Attorney General.  It was important to have a clear plan and to make changes in a more appropriate manner.  He didn't think they were really prepared to do so that evening.  It was at the last minute to be discussing that year.  Some people will still be around next year, and one of the main sponsors of the bill will be around.  Mr. Rhoads said he would be around, and would support Mr. Osmeña and a new Senate in bringing about a new bill that made adequate changes, with well thought-out ideas about how to revamp that branch of the government.  He didn't think they were prepared that evening to do that.

Ms. Patel said that speaking to AG Kozak during Con-Review and off the floor, Mr. Kozak mentioned that it was important that he have a staff during elections, and to help with manpower during elections.  But for the Fall Semester, Mr. Kozak mentioned that the AG didn't really have a huge position, or play a big role in his office, or have work.  It was important when the Senate selected an AG next year that instead of having an AG who could create a staff on his own, that the Senate incorporate the AG when the Senate created interns for Senators and Executives.  There were a variety of ways for the Attorney General to create a staff.  She didn't think that staff should be checked by the Senate.  She thought the AG was capable of creating his own staff.

Mr. Patel said she didn't think the bill was about the name.  When she read it, she thought it was more about whether the ASUC had the ability to check over and approve the SG, under the AG.  That was the point of putting it in the By-laws.  The SG would have to get approved by the Senate.  If it wasn't in the By-laws, she thought the SG would still exist, but it wouldn't be approved by the Senate.  Whether or not the bill passed, she thought there would somebody filling a position of this nature.  She thought it would be more effective if that person was selected by the Attorney General, and the AG could create its own staff without having to be checked by the ASUC.  She also thought having one representative to the ASUC instead of two would be more effective.  

To comment on Mr. Rhoads’ statement that the Senate was not prepared to consider this bill at the last minute, Ms. Patel said she thought that way as well.  But speaking to AG Kozak throughout the year, and especially in the Fall Semester, she thought that not having an SG would be more effective for the ASUC.  She wished the bill had come up earlier.  But because it was on the floor at that time, she thought they should consider it and not fail it just because it came at the end of the year.  As for a mention of 

SB 137, In Support of Effective Implementation of ASUC Rules and Regulations (cont'd)

    - 49 -
Senators having to speak with other Senators about this bill beforehand, if people wanted to know about the bill they should have gone to the authors and sponsors of the bill.  It wasn't their job to contact every Senator who wanted to know more about the bill.

Ms. Allbright said that seeing no further speakers, the question was automatically called.  A roll call vote was requested by Mr. Osmeña and Mr. Silver.

Roll call was taken on the motion to approve SB 137, as amended in committee and on the floor:

	         YES
	             NO
	     ABSTAIN 

	
Corey Jackson 
	
Rebecca Coleman 
	
Nadir Shams

	
Chad Kunert 
	
Danielle Duong
	
Roxanne Winston 

	
Christian Osmeña 
	
Daniel Galeon
	

	
Lisa Patel
	
Shawn Jain
	

	
Grace Shen
	
Winnie Kuo
	

	
Scott Silver 
	
Dave Rhoads 
 
	

	
Gabe Weiner 
	
Maurice Seaty
	

	
Chris Wong
	
Gabriela Ureña 
	

	
Albert Wu 
	
	


Mr. Galeon moved to close the rolls.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Coleman and failed by hand-vote 6-12-0.  Ms. Allbright said the rolls were open.

Mr. Wu asked Ms. Allbright to recite the votes.  Ms. Allbright recited the votes.

A motion to close the rolls was made by Mr. Wu and was seconded.  The motion failed by hand-vote 10-3-1. Ms. Allbright said the rolls were open on SB 137A.

Ms. Allbright noted that all members present had voted.

Mr. Galeon moved to close the rolls on SB 137.  Mr. Weiner said that was dilatory and said the Senate just voted on that.  Ms. Allbright said that considering the frazzled state of the Senate and the confusion, Ms. Allbright said the Chair would accept the motion as she thought some people who were confused have become unconfused.  So the point of order was not well taken.

Ms. Patel moved to recess for one minute.  The motion was seconded and passed by voice-vote.  This meeting was recessed.  Back in session, Ms. Allbright said the rolls remain open on SB 127A and SB 137A.

Ms. Duong moved to go to Elected Official Announcements.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Jain and passed with no objection.

Elected Official Announcements (cont'd) 

Elected Official Announcements (cont'd)
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Ms. Duong said a couple of Senators asked her why she was wearing an armband, and it was a symbol for the Vietnamese flag, the one that many Vietnamese Americans look up to.

Ms. Duong read the following:

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

Begin Ms. Duong’s commemoration of April 30

On April 30th, 1975, 33 years ago, Communist troops of North Vietnam overcame Saigon, marking the end of the War in Southeast Asia, more commonly known as the Vietnam War, and the end of freedom in Vietnam.  Millions of Vietnamese people, including my parents and three siblings, escaped the Commu​nist army fleeing for their lives with absolutely nothing in their pockets. They escaped by planes, by foot on land, and by boat on sea in search of freedom, and began the largest diaspora the world has ever seen.

On April 17th, 1975, Khmer Rouge forces entered Phnom Penh, the capital of Cambodia, which marked the beginning of the Cambodian Genocide. On this day, the Khmer Rouge declared the date Year Zero and proceeded to "reconstruct Cambodia" by killing millions of innocent people. I'd like to pray for the victims who passed during the Khmer Rouge regime -- the radical Communist party that was responsible for this tragic and mass genocide from 1975-1979. 

Today the family members and relatives who are left behind in Southeast Asian -- in  the countries of Laos, Cambodia, and Vietnam -- are living a life without freedom and basic human rights.  To this very day, the Communist Parties in Southeast Asia work to keep these people in a state of sad and complete submission. They have no right to vote, to speak their voice, to have adequate health care, while those who partake in political actions are arrested and put into jail without a fair trial, and religious leaders are harassed and discriminated against.  All privileges that we have here today. 

So I ask that you join me in commemoration of both days, April 17th 1975 and April 30th, 1975, to rec​ognize the unique refugee struggle, history and resettlement experience struggle to America, and to rec​ognize the privilege that we all have to be sitting here in this room today, and the privilege that we have to be receiving an education in the United States

End Ms. Duong’s commemoration of April 30

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

Mr. Silver said that for people who weren't there earlier, and given that there were future Senators pre​sent, and a future Academic Affairs VP in the room, he would make this announcement again.  The Golden Apple Award put together courses taught by professors who were nominated.  They want to spread this information out as much as they can for students looking to create their fall schedules for next year. He would pass the flier around and would ask people to please share the Web site with others.  Peo​ple could learn about good courses to take.

ITEMS FOR IMMEDIATE CONSIDERATION (cont'd) 
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The following Resolution, SB 139, as amended in committee, was authored by Mr. Weiner and was co-sponsored by Mr. Osmeña:

RESOLUTION ON AN AMENDMENT IN SUPPORT OF STUDENT PUBLICATION GROUPS, STUDENT ACTIVITY GROUPS AND STUDENT-INITIATED SERVICE GROUPS

WHEREAS,
in the ASUC By-laws, Student Activity Groups and Student Publication Groups are subject to allocation limits; and 

WHEREAS,
these limits encourage groups to carry out their goals because they allow the ASUC to reward groups for organizational achievements; and 

WHEREAS,
Student-Initiated Service Groups are currently not subject to any allocation limitations; and 

WHEREAS,
in past years, the Finance Committee has put in place “soft caps” on Student-Initiated Ser​vice Groups; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that Title III, Article IV, Section 4 of the ASUC By-laws be amended as follows:

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

Begin SB 139 By-law amendment 

4.4
Student Initiated Service Groups shall be eligible for funding in the following amounts:


1.
SISGs shall be eligible for funding at the discretion of the Senate. Any amount requested up to a limit of $500 in the first year they receive funding from the ASUC Senate Contingency Fund or spring budgeting process.


2.
No more than $700 in the second year that they receive funding from the ASUC Senate 

Contingency Fund or Spring Budgeting Process.


3.
No more than $900 in the third year that they receive funding from the ASUC Senate Contin​gency Fund or Spring Budgeting Process.


4.
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.  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


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

End SB 139 By-law amendment

---------------
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RESOLUTION ON AN AMENDMENT IN SUPPORT OF STUDENT PUBLICATION GROUPS, STUDENT ACTIVITY GROUPS AND STUDENT-INITIATED SERVICE GROUPS (cont'd) 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this Resolution shall take effect immediately after the 2008 ASUC budget is approved.

Mr. Weiner said the Resolution was for fairness in funding for all groups.  He thought that groups that were properly considered Student-Initiated Service Groups deserved more funding in their first three years than student activity groups, based not on the goodness of their cause, but because their activities end up requiring more funds to get off the ground.  That was a similar situation to publication groups.  As a result, SISGs should have higher caps.  However, there was no justification at all for not having limits.  Having no limits was a complete mistake in terms of the ASUC’s allocation of funds.  It wasn't fair and didn't make sense.  There was no justification for the way things have been done for the last few years.  While for the last few years no first-year SISG has been allocated $10,000, according to the Senate’s cur​rent rules that was totally possible.  If they have limits on publication groups and student activity groups, some limits should be placed on SISGs.  So he would encourage Senators to take up this important issue and support this change to the By-laws.

Mr. Galeon yielded time to Finance Officer Chaney.  Mr. Chaney said he wasn't really in support of the bill, but not the entire bill.  He would like to speak on the caps themselves.  The argument has been made that SISGs need to have caps on them.  While he agreed with that, he didn't know if this was an issue the Senate could take up at that point in time.  And he didn't know if the numbers that have been proposed were accurate.  He’s heard the argument that the amount that was being proposed, $500 for a first-year SISG, was that SISGs should not be much more than double the amount that first-year SAGs get.  For SISGs, that would mean an allocation of $400 plus another $100.  He couldn't say that he even really thought the first-year cap for SAGs at that time was effective, or that the cap was effective for publica​tions.  As they’ve seen that year, the Senate has decided to change those caps.  So he didn't feel that this was just a SISG issue or just a publication or SAG issue.  In general, the state of all the caps, and the state of finances, needed to be looked at.  Maybe the Senate should appoint a committee to look at this, but he thought the caps for all the groups should be looked at.  A lot of student groups have been coming in that year and complaining about inflation and costs increasing.  That wasn't something that just affected one set of groups on the campus.  It wasn't just pubs that couldn't get advertising, or SAGs that couldn't afford publicity.  With the changing finances outside the Senate, he didn't feel the amounts reflect those changes for other groups’ caps at that time.  He believed it was very late in the year to try and decide this and thought a lot more research had to be done to look into the needs of not just SISGs in order to determine caps that more fully reflect what all groups need in their first years.  He heard the argument made for SAGs that $200 was enough, and that all a first-year SAG needed was a table and a banner in order to be a group.  Mr. Chaney said he didn't know what SAGs people have been a part of, but just having a banner and table wasn't enough to get people to be a part of a group.  He didn't know if that was an effective argument.  The Senate needed to fully understand the needs of these groups, and he didn't think the num​bers in the bill reflect that, either for SISGs or for any of the groups, as the bill stood at that point.

Mr. Weiner said that Mr. Chaney was saying that he supported some type of cap on SISGs, but he was concerned about the amounts.  Mr. Chaney said that was correct, and he didn't feel amounts could be determined at that point in time.
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Ms. Patel said offices change once a year, so the Senate only had a year in office to do something.  She asked why he didn't think this was the proper time for such a change.  Mr. Chaney said Senators have been there all year and had all year to bring this up.  This was the way things have been, and SISGs haven't had caps for a very long time, at least since he’s been at Berkeley.  If this was a concern of the current Senate, it should have been brought it up sooner.  Also, as he’s mentioned, he didn't believe the amounts listed could be backed up, at least in his opinion, or to his satisfaction.  An entire re-evaluation of all caps needed to be looked at.  He didn't think the Senate had time that current year to be able to do all of that work and come up with significant caps that made sense.

Mr. Galeon asked what his official recommendation would be to the Senate.  Mr. Chaney said he under​stood it was difficult, given the current year.  His recommendation would be that Senators tell their suc​cessors that this was an issue that needed to be dealt with.  They needed to do this early in the year so it was understood by the entire student body before the next spring budget.  If it could be done in the fall, that would be great.  A committee needed to be put together to analyze the needs of all of the student groups, pubs, SISGs, and SAGs.  Once they understood those needs, the Senate could set appropriate caps after doing the proper research.  They should look at previous years’ budgets and consider how costs have risen.  They should also determine the amounts for soft and hard caps in terms of what groups needed to barely survive and what they needed to go beyond that.  That would be a way to determine caps that would then not be frequently changed.

Ms. Patel said he mentioned that a table and a banner weren't enough for a group to get started.  He asked if he thought caps should be raised.  Mr. Chaney said he heard that argument by different Senators at dif​ferent points in the year in reference to SAGs and their caps.  He couldn't say at that time if caps should be increased or not.  What he felt should be done was to take into consideration what a first-year SAG would need in order to be able to do what it wanted.  But he couldn't support the logic of having SISGs’ caps at double the amount of SAGs, plus a little more.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.  Mr. Jain moved to extend by five minutes.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Kuo and passed with no objection.

Mr. Weiner asked if he said the SAG cap for first-, second-, and third-year groups should be so SAGs could do whatever they want to do.  Mr. Chaney said he didn't believe he said that.  He didn't know if they could determine that $200 was an effective cap for a first-year SAG.  As a result, they need to do more research to understand what an effective cap would be.  Perhaps $200 was effective.  But they had to re-evaluate caps.  The numbers have been in place for a while.  An argument was made that year that pubs’ caps should be increased, and thus, they were, because they had increasing costs.  It was logical to consider that costs were rising for all of their student groups and that the Senate needed to re-evaluate all caps to make sure they were effective and that the ASUC was best serving student groups with their financial needs.

Mr. Wong asked what his recommendation would be for a cap for SISGs.  Mr. Chaney said he didn't feel a cap could be determined at that time.  More research was needed to be done.  He didn't feel comfortable offering a suggestion.  They had to look at all of the student groups.  Caps in place at that time could not, at that point, be determined as to whether or not they were effective.

Mr. Wong asked what research should be done to facilitate this.  Mr. Chaney said he didn't know if any​body could effectively state what a first-year SISG needed.  He didn't know if they could classify that and 
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put every SISG in a box.  That’s not what he was saying.  Because of the diversity of all the different groups and their needs, the Senate had to fully understand how much to fund for publicity, e.g.,  for a first-year SISG, and determine an amount the Senate thought was effective.  The way he determined it that year for funding groups was to look at previous years’ budgets.  He saw how much first-year SISGs were given and kind of saw where the quote “caps” were.  He used that information to pinpoint where SISGs should fall.  

Mr. Wong asked what he meant by “research.”  Mr. Chaney said they needed to talk to photocopying places, e.g., and determine the average price for copies, and find out how much publicity could be gener​ated from a given amount.  They needed to talk to first-year SISGs and ask what they needed.  He thought in a couple of hours they could get a good idea of what a reasonable cap would be.

Mr. Silver said that given that the Senate had bills coming up next week and that research could be done in a few hours, he asked if Mr. Chaney would be willing to do that research and have the bill tabled and then consider it next week.  Mr. Chaney said he would be willing to help on that.

Mr. Weiner asked if he was aware that research was put into the bill in order to arrive at particular num​bers.  Mr. Chaney said he was at the meeting where this was discussed and he believed what the speaker said was that they wanted to give SISGs double the amount SAGs got, plus a little more.  He didn't feel they could say SAG amounts were appropriate at that point.  He didn't know who did the research or how many people were involved.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.

Ms. Patel said the Senate had caps on the other two types of groups, and it made sense to have caps on SISGs.  The fact that there weren't any, and the Senate was almost at its last meeting, was not a reason the bill should be failed.  Seeing as they were content neutral, they were supposed to consider all groups equally.  If a first-year SAG asked why there weren't caps on SISGs, she could answer that.  Going through a year on the Senate has made her more aware of why they need caps on SISGs.  That’s why she felt more comfortable passing a bill at that point of the year than she would at the middle or beginning of the year, when she didn't have experience working with groups and didn't understand why a bill like this needed to be passed.  This was the perfect time of the year to consider the bill.  Also, comparing SAGs and pubs to first-year SISGs was immensely difficult, considering the diversity of all first-year groups.  It was really hard to try and try and determine budgets that each type of group needed in their first, second, and third years.  That was why so many SAGs and SISGs come in event-by-event.  She thought that was a much more effective way of making sure money was spent effectively for first-, second-, and third-year groups.  The reason why there's no cap after that was because groups wouldn't be in danger of collapsing.  It was a stability issue, in her opinion.  And if money was spent effectively, it wouldn't end up going to the next year’s carryforward and could be spent by another group.  She didn't fully understand why the numbers were as they were, but the content of the bill, and having caps for SISGs, was essential.  The bill should be passed that evening because next year’s Senate will come in not having any experience, or as much experience as the current Senate.  Before the bill could even really be proposed next year, it would be December.

Mr. Jain said he appreciated the time and energy Mr. Weiner and Mr. Osmeña spent on the bill and on SBs 127 and 137.  He understood it took a lot of time.  And he appreciated what was an honest attempt, in their eyes, to make the ASUC better.  But he disagreed with the bill 100%.  Governments prioritize funding, and given the mission of the ASUC, it was right to prioritize community service groups over 
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other sorts of funding.  That’s why there was no cap, and why creating a cap would penalize community service groups.  The ASUC should continue to prioritize groups that did good work in the community.  Secondly, the way the debate has been framed was problematic, with people filling in numbers they felt were good because they didn't like the current numbers.  He didn't think the Senate should play that game.  The second way it's been framed was in terms of hypotheticals, as if a SISG would ask for $15,000.  Mr. Jain said he attended a Fi-Comm meeting where the Finance Officer said that the most asked for in the past couple of years was $1,200, or $1,600.  Mr. Jain said he thought a problem had been created where one didn't exist, as if fraudulent SISGs were coming forward to ask for thousands of dollars.  That wasn't the case.  If Senators could show that this would save a lot of money because fraud was occurring, they’d have an argument.  But otherwise, he didn't see what was motivating the bill.

Mr. Weiner asked if he was aware of Title II, Article 3 of the ASUC By-laws.  Mr. Jain said he wasn't.  Mr. Weiner said he was a new Senator, so perhaps he could educate him.  In determining sponsorship for student groups, that By-law said that the ASUC shall make decisions based on a content-neutral basis.  The words Mr. Jain enunciated were in direct violation of that By-law.  Ms. Allbright asked what his question was.  Mr. Weiner asked if he realized that was the case.  The By-laws say they could not take a group and say, because it was service oriented, it deserved more money.  Ms. Allbright said she thought Mr. Weiner needed to learn how to say that in a question.  The question was out of order.  Mr. Weiner objected.  Ms. Allbright called for real questions for Sen. Jain.

Mr. Silver said that if the Senate were to make reforms on how it spent its money, he thought they'd save a substantial amount.  He went into this discussion trying to determine the most effective way in which they spend their money.  If the By-laws were reformed, they could save money in the long run, and more than just a few pennies, which he felt Mr. Jain was getting at.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.  Ms. Patel moved to increase speaking time by five minutes.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Wong and passed with no objection.

Mr. Jain said that three queer organizations used to receive money from the Queer Resource Center, which got a budget of $13,000.  That budget has been decreased and the money re-allocated.  Two groups decided to operate autonomously.  He said that Mr. Silver’s question made his argument stronger.  By having no caps, the Senate allowed SISGs the ability to re-organize themselves and decide how to oper​ate autonomously.  Caps would prevent that.

Mr. Silver said he had a list of maybe 60 groups in front of him, and the Senate could have saved over $6,000 by having those caps, since first-year SISGs have gotten over $1,000 repeatedly.  Mr. Jain said the bill would obviously cut some money out of groups’ budgets, but he didn't think it was significant enough.  They'd have to do research into groups individually and see how much they'd save.  Even if it was $10-15,000, the money goes towards community service groups.  The question Mr. Weiner was asking earlier about making a statement that said they were valuing certain groups over others, the struc​ture of the ASUC naturally did that, and naturally gave SISGs somewhat of an advantage.  That was obvious because SISGs didn't have a cap.  If people thought that was wrong or was a violation of the By-laws, they should take that up with the J-Council.  Mr. Silver said that just because this has happened in years past and was the status quote didn't mean it shouldn't be changed..

Ms. Allbright said she was hearing a lot of argument in people’s questions.  When Senators ask questions of other Senators, it should be to clarify what has been said.  Counter arguments to what people have said should be raised in debate, not in questions.  She asked if Mr. Silver had a question.
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Mr. Silver asked if the $6,000 could possibly go towards first-year SAGs.  Ms. Allbright said that making a statement and adding a question mark at the end did not make something a question.  She would ask Senators to please save these points for debate.  She called for further questions for Mr. Jain.

Ms. Patel said that he mentioned that pubs didn't request ridiculous amounts of money in their first year, and therefore they shouldn't have a hard cap.  Because SAGs and pubs could ask for ridiculous amounts, she asked if they should have a cap, or if their cap should be eliminated.  A Senator sponsored every bill.  She asked what the justification was to have hard caps for SAGs and pubs and not for SISGs.  Mr. Jain said the justification, as he’s said, was that the structure of the ASUC, the way it currently operated, pri​oritized SISGs over SAGs and pubs.  He was okay with that.  First-year SISGs could get $200 and first-year pubs could get $900.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.  Mr. Weiner moved to extend by five minutes.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Patel and failed by hand-vote 8-0-0.

Ms. Kuo said the interpretation of the lack of caps was pure opinion.  The Senate did funding based on activities.  Several groups that came for Contingency funding, especially among SAGs, were given the full amount.  But they were only given $150, the soft cap for a SAG.  She believed SISGs deserved more funding because of the costs they incur as a result of their activities.  They had to set up booths for kids, e.g.  Habitat for Humanity spent money on tools, e.g.  She didn't believe the Senate had a right to say that sports and service groups were worse than others.  She believed community service was important, but the vitality of student life was also important.

Ms. Allbright said she found it fitting that this was their topic for practice debate during Senate Training, if people recalled, when Dean Poullard facilitated the debate.  The question was whether SISGs were more important than SAGs.

Mr. Seaty said people talked about the possibility of potentially saving money, but he would ask at what cost they would save money, and who would benefit from the savings and who money would be taken from.  The money they use to support SISGs was well spent by the ASUC, and shouldn't be looked at as money they should save.  It was also said that the vitality of student life was important, and SISGs con​tribute to that vitality with activism and participation off-campus.  Sitting in Fi-Comm that year, he was able to better understand the nature of SISGs and the costs they incur.  Their budgets were much more than SAGs, by the nature of SISGs’ work.  They often go off-campus and their budgets were more by the nature of the work they do.  The question of whether the Senate was prioritizing one group over another he didn't think was a valid argument.  He didn't think they were.  That entire academic year the Senate has operated on a content-neutral basis.  He’s seen SISGs come there as first-years, and the Senate talked about how they need to fund SISGs so they could exist in the long run.  But they couldn't be successful if they didn't get adequate amounts to be successful.  He’s seen a student organization that served over 3,000 students and was struggling to serve EOP students on campus, and that was an argument why the bill shouldn't pass.

Mr. Wu said that if a SAG held numerous events during the year, some if which could be considered something a SISG would do, he asked if the group should consider becoming a SISG because of limited funding for SAGs.  Mr. Seaty said that if the purpose of the group was to serve a body outside the cam​pus, he would ask why they shouldn't be a SISG.  Mr. Wu said that if a group’s main purpose wasn't as a SISG, but part of what the group did was SISG-like, and asked if they should change if they held one or two SISG-like events out of 20 events in a year.  Mr. Seaty he didn't know.  They shouldn't if their nature wasn't as a service group.
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Ms. Patel asked if the argument held for SAGs and pubs, and if they should be given money so they could be successful.  Mr. Seaty said he agreed.  But they need to do more research on how to approach this.  He respected the research done by Mr. Weiner and Mr. Osmeña, but the Senate needed more research on the sustainability of groups on campus and whether allocations given to groups were enough to sustain them.  He didn't know if that has been done for SISGs, SAGs, and pubs.

Ms. Allbright said the time for debate had expired.  Mr. Osmeña moved to extend by 15 minutes.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Shen and passed with no objection.

Mr. Seaty moved to extend his speaking time by ten minutes.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Jain and failed by voice-vote.

Mr. Silver moved to meet in a committee of the whole.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Shams and failed by voice-vote.

Mr. Osmeña said he appreciated Mr. Weiner’s attempt to educate people about the By-laws.  Sen. Jain mentioned this was the structure they had, and if they wanted to change it, they should seek a remedy from the J-Council.  Title I, Article 7.9.2.2.A, in duties of Con-Review, states that the Committee should study and review all proposed changes in the Constitution, By-laws, and standing rules, and recommend changes to the Senate.  This bill was a needed change.  The way they fund groups gave advantages to SISGs over SAGs and pubs because SISGs don't have caps.  The SAG subtotal in requests was around $235,000 versus a SISG subtotal of $278,000.  The advantage was shown in the 2008-9 requested alloca​tions; and there were half the number of SISGs as there were SAGs.  The total for pubs was lower, about $61,000.  So SAGs and pubs were at a disadvantage.  SAGs receive far less than SISGs, on average.  SISGs might have higher costs to operate than SAGs, and that was accounted for in the bill by proposing caps for SISGs at two and a half times those for SAGs.  If the Senate felt those numbers were inappropri​ate and that the number should be perhaps three times what SAGs could get, then they should change that number.  But currently, SISGs, when they start, could be funded at whatever amount they want and could continue to be increased while SAGs faced strict budget constraints.  He would encourage Senators to adopt some kind of restriction on funding for SISGs so more equitable funding could be achieved for all student groups.

Mr. Seaty asked if he’s looked at the operating budgets of SISGs, compared to SAGs, in the spring budget.  Mr. Osmeña said he hasn't looked at all of them.

Ms. Duong yielded time to Craig Stevens.  Mr. Stevens said that since he got to campus he has been involved in SISGs and SAGs.  He has been a treasurer of a SISG or SAG every semester he’s been there.  The current process respected students’ time.  SISGs had to run around to get more sources of funding, and if they were cut, they'd have to do that more.  SISGs were unique organizations and he wouldn't rec​ommend putting them in a box for budgeting purposes.  It wasn't possible to determine typical costs for SISGs because of the wide variety of organizations in that category.  SAGs were more strictly defined, and determining typical costs for them might be possible.  He agreed the number needed to be looked at.  In his time doing groups’ budgeting, he thought it was important to do research-conscious budgeting that recognizes the unique aspects of each group.  He didn't think the Senate should create arbitrary numbers.  That would result in a lot of unspent money.  Inflation was increasing and unspent money was worth less.  So they should get as much money out there as possible.  Money saved and sitting in an account was not money saved, but money wasted.  SISGs spend money and get it out to students and to the community.
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Mr. Silver asked what he meant by saying that SISGs spend their money and give it back to the commu​nity.  Mr. Stevens said the Queer Nation Conference was happening on Saturday and invited students from all over California.  There will be 100 people there, and well over 50 were coming from other cam​puses.  That’s the way Berkeley played a role and built community on campus and from all over the State.

Mr. Wu asked if he thought SAGs and pubs didn't dedicate their lives to their organizations and also had to scrounge for money just as much as SISGs did.  Ms. Allbright said speaking time had expired.  Ms. Patel moved to extend by five minutes.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Shen and failed by hand-vote 10-1-1.

On a point of order, Mr. Weiner asked what the justification was for that motion failing.  Ms. Allbright said approval of the motion required a two-thirds vote of the entire Senate.  That was in Title I, which states that no person may hold the floor for more than five minutes unless extended for a definite period by a two-thirds vote of the entire Senate.

Mr. Weiner said the Senate had a fundamental decision between having some type of cap or having com​pletely unlimited allocations for SISGs.  It was mentioned that SISGs usually request about $1,000, and that therefore not having caps was okay.  But in fact, there were a number of first-year SISGs in this year’s budget that made requests in excess of $8,000.  If the Senate thought it was okay to fund a SISG what it requested, and that it was okay to give a first-year SISG $8,000, then they should have no cap, or have an $8,000 cap, or maybe $10K or $20K.  There was no justification for having no limits.  At the very least, they should try to come up with some limit, even if it was temporary.  The discussion about research was relevant, but if they don't set limits, this could go on for another entire year of Contingency Fund bills and another spring budgeting with no limits at all.  The Senate would be making a statement that it was okay with no limits, and that was wrong.  He thought they could agree that there had to be some kind of caps on SISGs like there were on other groups, even if it was just a temporary limit.  They shouldn't leave the room with SISGs able to get allocations of upwards of $8,000, as they have requested.

Mr. Osmeña said an argument was made that each SISG was unique.  The same argument could be made for SAGs and pubs.  SAGs had very stringent caps, and there were none for SISGs.  SISGs were pre​dominant in the budget.  When Mr. Silver said the Senate would save money by having caps on SISGs, that was money that could be reallocated more equitably for students on campus.  Students pay $55 a year to the ASUC.  That’s not to say they didn't want their money spent on SISGs.  But to prioritize SISGs and send students off-campus was not necessarily how all 33,000 students who give money to the ASUC wanted it spent.

Mr. Weiner moved to recess for one minute.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Galeon and passed with no objection.  This meeting was recessed.  Back in session, Mr. Silver moved to extend the recess by five minutes.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Wong and passed with no objection.  This meeting was recessed.

Back in session, Mr. Osmeña moved to amend the bill, to change the amount that a first-year- SISG could receive to $2,000; a second-year SISG to $4,000; and a third-year SISG to $6,000.  The motion was sec​onded by Mr. Wu.

Ms. Allbright called for discussion on the amendment.
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Mr. Osmeña said he believed this was a compromise based on his understanding of the discussion that evening.  He felt they might restrict SISGs by setting caps at such low amounts.  The way he came up with this amendment was by taking the current caps for SAGs and multiplying them by ten.  He thought they provided for the type of unique work that service groups do, things that cost more in many cases.  So he thought the amendment was a compromise.

Seeing no further speakers, Ms. Allbright said the question was automatically called.  A roll call vote was requested and the request was seconded.

Roll call was taken on the motion to approve to Mr. Osmeña’s amendment on SISG amounts:

	          YES
	              NO
	      ABSTAIN 

	
Corey Jackson 
	
Rebecca Coleman 
	
Nadir Shams

	
Chad Kunert 
	
Danielle Duong
	
Roxanne Winston 

	
Winnie Kuo
	
Daniel Galeon
	

	
Christian Osmeña 
	
Shawn Jain
	

	
Lisa Patel
	
Maurice Seaty
	

	
Dave Rhoads 
 
	
Gabriela Ureña 
	

	
Grace Shen
	
Gabe Weiner 
	

	
Scott Silver 
	
Roxanne Winston 
	

	
Gabe Weiner 
	
	

	
Chris Wong
	
	

	
Albert Wu 
	
	


A motion to close the rolls was made and seconded by Mr. Seaty and Mr. Seaty and passed with no objection.  THE MOTION TO APPROVE MR. OSMEÑA’S AMENDMENT ON AMOUNTS FOR FIRST-, SECOND-, AND THIRD-YEAR SISGs PASSED 11-6-2.  Voting comments were heard.

Ms. Allbright called for any further discussion on SB 139.

Mr. Osmeña said the bill was important for achieving equity in the groups the Senate funded.

Mr. Weiner moved to table SB 139.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Wong.

Mr. Weiner said that people have mentioned that more research was needed.  And they still had time to pass some kind of caps this year, to make sure that for the Contingency Fund next year, and even for next year’s budget, that SISGs in their first three years wouldn't have the opportunity to get funding without any caps at all.  So he would encourage the Senate to take some time to do research.  As the Finance Officer mentioned, even a few hours of research would work.  Mr. Weiner said he personally did many hours of research into the numbers he chose for the bill.  But if other Senators wanted to research, or if a group wanted to work on this, he thought that would be great.  Some kind of caps were necessary.

Mr. Jain said the Senate had spring budgeting to do next week, people have debated this a lot, and peo​ple’s views were clear.  He never said he was willing to compromise on the bill because he didn't think the side that wanted caps had the votes to pass caps.
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and Student-Initiated Service Groups (cont'd) 
Elected Official Announcements (cont'd) 

Mr. Weiner said that last week Mr. Jain gave the Senate a definition of “compromise” and urged the Sen​ate to compromise.  But this week Mr. Jain said he was not willing to compromise.  Mr. Jain said he gave that definition because Sen. Weiner was using the word in a way he felt was disingenuous.  Mr. Jain said he never said he was willing to compromise and Mr. Weiner was saying he wanted to compromise at a time when he actually wasn't.  Mr. Jain said he’s been honest and has said he’d never be willing to com​promise in how he’s discussed this bill.

Ms. Allbright said they were getting dangerously close to personal attack, and she would ask people to please keep comments related to the arguments at hand.  And arguments should occur in debate, not in the form of questions.

Mr. Silver said people were asking for time to do more research.  Finance Officer Chaney said he would be willing to help.  People could do research for 20 years and they'd still get the same vote.  He asked why SISGs should get a free ride without having to be accountable and have caps.  He asked why pubs should have caps.  Most people against SISG caps were in favor of caps for publications and student activity groups.  He hasn't gotten a straight answer of why it was appropriate for SISGs to not have caps.  He’d be fine if the bill failed and people did the research.  But there were unanswered questions on both sides of the room.  If they table the bill, and opinions don't change next week, they could fail the bill.  All people were asking was for time for research.  People have asked others to do research but wouldn't give the opportunity to do so.

Ms. Winston moved to recess for one minute.  The motion was seconded and passed with no objection.  This meeting was recessed.  Back in session, Mr. Wong moved to recess for five minutes.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Shams and passed with no objection.  This meeting was recessed.

Back in session, Ms. Allbright said that seeing no further speakers the question was automatically called.

THE MOTION TO TABLE SB 139A PASSED BY HAND-VOTE 9-8-0, RESOLUTION ON AN AMENDMENT IN SUPPORT OF STUDENT PUBLICATION GROUPS, STUDENT ACTIVITY GROUPS AND STUDENT-INITIATED SERVICE GROUPS.  Ms. Allbright said the bill was post​poned until the next Senate meeting and would be considered under Old Business.

Mr. Jackson moved to go to Elected Official Announcements.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Shams and passed with no objection.

Elected Official Announcements (cont'd) 

Mr. Jackson said he would like to submit to the Finance Committee a $1,500 stipend for Attorney Gen​eral Alex Kozak.  Ms. Allbright said the motion would be referred to Fi-Comm.

Mr. Weiner said that Friday was Holocaust Memorial Day, “Yom Ha-Shoah”  On Sproul throughout the day there will be name reading, specifically from 12:00 to 1:00.  He asked people to please come out.

Elected Official Announcements (cont'd) 
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Report from the External Affairs Vice President

Mr. Shams said the Oskis will be held on Thursday.  He had 12 tickets.  Senators didn't need a ticket to get in, but they might want one for somebody.  CLL has invited 250 people and the capacity was for 220.  They should come out and see awards given to student leaders and programs.  CLL put a lot of hard work into this and it will be posh.  It will be from 6:00 to 8:00, with awards at 6:30.

Mr. Seaty said he attended the final readings for Poetry for the People.  It started on Tuesday night and will finish on Thursday from 7:00 to 9:00 in the Lipman Room, 8th floor of Barrows Hall.  Also, the Night of Cultural of Resistance was happening on Friday starting at 6:00.  People were invited.  There will be T-shirts and awesome performers.  Mr. Seaty said that Sen. Shams requested that he perform a poem he did earlier that morning, and Mr. Seaty said he would like to respect that request.

Mr. Seaty recited a poem, “Backspace.”

Report from the External Affairs Vice President 

Mr. Montes said that week was Tenant's Rights Week.  They were still lobbying for the State budget to change and prioritize their educations.  The University received a cut of $300 million and higher educa​tion will get a big cut.  Last Monday they had a rally in Sacramento and UCLA, Riverside, and Santa Barbara, against fee hikes.  Mr. Montes said they took people from the office to rallies in Sacramento to fight these cuts. Speaker included himself, Favio Nuñez, speaker of the Assembly, Lieutenant Governor John Garamendi, and the Chair of the Higher Education Committee.

Mr. Montes said the UCSA Congress will occur that summer.  Schools put in bids to see where they want to hold it, and he thought it would be a great opportunity for Berkeley to hold the Congress there that year.  At this conference they pick what the campaigns will be for the upcoming year.  It was a great way to include any Senators who will still be students, or students on campus, and Senators and elected offi​cials next year, so they could know what the campaigns were and have a voice in the selection.  The bid will go to the UC Board of Directors meeting at UC Riverside, the last UCSA meeting of the year.

Mr. Montes said that at the UCSA meeting coming up they'll also interview the top ten finalists for the Student Regent position and narrow it down to three.  Those three nominees will go to the Regents, for the Regents to choose one out of those three.

Ms. Winston said she had a question about Prop. 98.  She knew it was Tenant's Rights Week that week, but asked if any specific effort was being made to inform students about this election and Prop. 98.  The Proposition attacked rent stabilization, which students in Berkeley benefit from since it was how people could live in their apartments, at least herself.  A bill was going through the Senate about that.  Mr. Stevens said there will be a debate about that on Thursday, and in his report, he’d give the Senate the time and location so people could be informed about the Proposition.  There will be speakers from the Rent Stabilization Board and Berkeley property owners, he believed.

Mr. Seaty asked if Mr. Montes was concerned about his safety in the building, and if he’s had any trauma after the breaking of his name plaque.  Mr. Montes said that Mr. Seaty was referring to his plaque being broken in half and put back on his office door.  He didn't know if it was a sign of frustration, hate, or a 

Report from the External Affairs Vice President (cont'd)
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Report from the Executive Vice President

threat.  He wasn't really phased by it.  But it was a reminder for people to take care of things on the 2nd floor, and to take care of themselves and their property.  

Mr. Montes said he would strongly encourage the Senate to try and invest some time in organizing, attending, or knowing about the UCSA Congress.  It was the place where they'll choose the campaigns where students from the UC System have an opportunity to talk about the issues that affect people State​wide.  It was a great way to end the year strongly and start a new year strongly.  Next week he’ll let them know whether UC got the bid to host the Congress.

Mr. Shams asked if the ten finalists were from all the UCs. Mr. Montes said they were.  Applications go to Southern schools and then Northern schools, where cuts were made.  The UCSA Board picked the top ten and then the top three were sent to the Regents. The President of the UCSA sits on a special commit​tee as a non-voting member to select the Student Regent position, along with the current voting Student Regent.  The new Regent will be sworn in at the July Regents meeting.

Mr. Silver asked if any applicants were from Berkeley.  Mr. Montes said he couldn't report on that, but the applicants were very good, and it will be a very difficult decision.

Mr. Jain asked if he was aware of any elections coming up.  Mr. Montes said his office will try and do a voter registration drive and get out the vote for the June 3rd election.  This was an important race, especially for this area.  They'll choose a State Assembly nominee, as Loni Hancock has been termed out.  Different people were running for that position.  Also, State Senator Don Perata will be termed out as well.  People were encouraged to register to vote if they haven't done so already.  It was hard to get peo​ple out because the election would be held post finals and people will be going home.  The office will try to get as many people out as possible.

Mr. Weiner moved to adjourn.  Ms. Allbright said they had an appointment to consider.

Mr. Weiner moved to go to appointments.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Osmeña and failed by hand-vote 9-7-1.

Report from the Executive Vice President

With Ms. Shanbhag chairing the meeting, Ms. Allbright said she wouldn't waste the Senate’s time, as it's been a long meeting.  Things were continuing.  Regarding capital improvements, they've been negotiating about surge space in Pauley during the retrofit and for Eshleman during redevelopment.  People saw the invoice about the Senate tables and chairs.  The only feedback she got was from a Senator who said they didn't want to buy new chairs, and to just have new tabletops.  Unless there was other discussion, they would re-do the tabletops and not buy new chairs.  She spoke with AAVP Lee and the padfolios were ordered that day.  Also, everything was ready for the budget meeting next week.  The ASUC Web site went over their allowed bandwidth and the ASUC had to pay a fee.  The office covered that charge.  They went over bandwidth during elections due to people downloading the Voter's Guide, which was a large file.

Report from the Executive Vice President (cont'd)
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Appointments -- Undergrad SOB Representative 

Mr. Silver asked who they had to pay the fine to.  Ms. Allbright said it wasn't a fine, just an additional charge to the software company.

Mr. Rhoads said he would like to express concerns about purchasing chairs.  Ms. Allbright said they wouldn't purchase new chairs, but would reupholster them.

Ms. Patel asked if groups that have questions about space allocation should go to Ms. Allbright or to the new EVP.  Ms. Allbright said they should go to herself, the incoming EVP, and to the Director in her office who directed space allocations.  That information was on the application.  Senators should tell people to follow the directions on the form.

Mr. Jain said that if people speaking in favor of reupholstering chairs would mean that would go forward.  He asked how a decision would be made.  Ms. Allbright said all she’s heard was opposition to reuphol​stering.  If people felt strongly about that, they should say so, in order for her to get an informal sentiment of the Senate.

Ms. Kuo moved to meet in a committee of the whole.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Wong and passed by voice-vote.  This meeting entered into a committee of the whole.

Back in regular session, Mr. Osmeña moved to move into appointments.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Silver and passed with no objection.

APPOINTMENTS 
With Ms. Allbright chairing the meeting, Ms. Allbright said they were under consideration of the appointment of Mr. Rhoads as the undergraduate representative on the Store Operations Board, 2008-10.

Mr. Rhoads said he thought he was a good candidate for the position.  He’s attended pretty much all the SOB meetings that semester and he was extremely passionate about how the ASUC got money from commercial operations, how that was organized, and how decisions were made about how they make their money.  He felt it was very important that they make good decisions in what businesses they have, what their practices were, and how they form their agreements with businesses they work with.  He had a lot of experience in terms of real estate and took a class in real estate economics and finance.  So he was familiar with tenant agreements, lease agreements, and tenant improvements.  He was an Architecture major and knew what a good space looked like, in his opinion.  New leases were coming up before the SOB and he had experience and could look at plans in front of the Board and critique them.  Also, the two at-large students on the Board have never come to the Senate to give their own reports.  That wouldn't happen at every Senate meeting, but he thought student reps should report things that were rele​vant to the SOB, and he would like to speak to report at Senate meetings.  He thought it was appropriate that students on the Board report to the Senate directly.

Mr. Osmeña asked if he would fill the term for its entire duration.  Mr. Rhoads said that currently he didn't plan on being there for an additional fifth year.  He may be around for a ninth semester.  He didn't 

Appointments -- Undergrad SOB Representative (cont'd)
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receive in-State tuition.  He’ll try to appeal that, and it was a complicated process.  But if he was there for another year or year and a half, he’d be committed to the SOB.  He also had an idea that he would like to have someone who was not appointed by the Senate who he thought could make good judgments and hopefully be appointed by the Senate after his term was up.  Someone could be along with him during the entire way.

Mr. Shams asked if he anticipated any differences being on the Board as a Senator and next year being a student-at-large member.  Mr. Rhoads said he’d have a vote.  He be able to devote his time and attention to the SOB specifically, which would help.  He’d also be more accessible to other Board members.

Ms. Allbright said that seeing no further questions or points of discussion, the question was automatically called.  THE MOTION TO APPROVE THE APPOINTMENT OF DAVE RHOADS AS UNDER​GRADUATE REPRESENTATIVE ON THE STORE OPERATIONS BOARD, FOR THE TERM OF JULY 1, 2008 TO JUNE 30, 2010, PASSED UNANIMOUSLY BY VOICE-VOTE.  Ms. Allbright said she would like to congratulate Mr. Rhoads.

Mr. Weiner moved to adjourn.  The motion was seconded and passed with no objection.

Ms. Allbright said roll-call votes were automatically closed.

With the rolls closed, the motion to approve SB 127A failed 10-6-3, Resolution In Support of Elections Information, requiring a two-thirds vote of the entire Senate.

With the rolls closed, the motion to approve SB 137A failed 9-8-2, Resolution On an Amendment In Support of Student Publication Groups, Student Activity Groups and Student-Initiated Service Groups, requiring a two-thirds vote of the entire Senate.
Roll call was taken for attendance.  Members present were:

	
Rebecca Coleman 
	
Winnie Kuo
	
Maurice Seaty 

	
Danielle Duong 
	
Christian Osmeña 
	
Scott Silver 

	
Daniel Galeon
	
Lisa Patel
	
Gabriela Ureña 

	
Corey Jackson 
	
Dave Rhoads 
 
	
Gabe Weiner 

	
Shawn Jain
	
Nadir Shams
	
Roxanne Winston 

	
Chad Kunert 
	
Grace Shen
	
Chris Wong


This meeting adjourned at 11:59 p.m.

These minutes respectfully submitted by,

Steven I. Litwak

Recording Secretary

