Associated Students of Willamette University

3/1/2012  Autzen Conference Room

Senate Minutes

1.0
Call to Order

1.01
The meeting was called to order at 7:03pm

2.0
Roll Call:  Absent: Baptista, Santana, Lo, Bourke
3.0
Approval of the Minutes

3.01
Newcomb moves to approve the minutes; there is a second, approved.
4.0
Approval of the Agenda 

4.01
Bateman moves to approve the agenda; there is a second, approved

5.0
Officer Reports

5.01
Reddy: the Willamette Ethic has been approved by status and will move to a faculty vote in April. 

5.02
VP Peterson: all spring allocations have been put into club accounts working on SOC fund.

5.03
VP Updegraff: sweatshirts $32 a piece. Senate will pay for half. Let her know if you want one, working on ASWU elections. 

5.04
VP Kittleson: working on constitution and bylaws, sent out the shuttle email. 

6.0
WEB Report

6.01
Baptista’s Report Says: four events with total attendance of 425 students, applications for co-president are now out. March 9th is the deadline, put it in the OSA Friday is Willamette’s Got Talent at 7pm in Smith. There will also be a Portland Saturday Market trip.

7.0
Committee Reports

7.01
PR committee: working on getting things out. Send pictures to Senator Chand. Meeting with Mark to get an AWU sponsored Goudy dinner, also working on getting stickers and voting booths in Goudy. Talk to Alicia, there are now no more petitions for elections. They are also updating the Facebook page. 

8.0
Old Business

9.0
New Business  

9.01
Constitution Proposal – President Reddy & VP Kittelson
9.01.1
Reddy proposes we suspend the rules so that the audience/ students at large can participate. 

9.01.2
Kaiser: thanks students for coming to our meeting and explains what a great accomplishment this is to get people involved and talking about the role of ASWU. He questions if these changes are necessary. He feels we are farther now from our original goal than when we started last semester. He thinks these revisions are trivial and are not going to be effective in ASWU. He feels that this happened behind closed doors and should have been more transparent. No debate has happened. This has not been questioned enough. He wants everyone’s voice and opinion heard. He asks that we look for more long term change. 
9.01.3
Discussion: Newcomb: to Kaiser: you were so involved and now how is it that this is something you are so unhappy with? Kaiser: there were very few people involved and people were excluded. Piper: Is there a response from those pushing this? Reddy: I gave a few presentations, I came in and edited this, after many people were included and involved. The rules are that we give this to Senate and then to the student body and that is what we did. This document people hadn’t seemed to have opinions about, Kaiser, you have been involved for a very long time, why haven’t you said anything sooner? I think your goals are important, but I have had the experience and I think you are specifically talking to about the Collegian with this, but they are not cooperative. We don’t think we are exactly where we need to be, but we must fix this before we can fix anything else. I am surprised, and I am welcome to hear new ideas. Kittleson: Lauren Vannini spearheaded this and invited you all to a Google Doc, which remained empty, so I took the role and people seemed to agree. Kaiser you spoke about going against a single man, but you were a single man who made many changes. This is out of left field. Briggs: to an extent there have been some closed doors, you all meet in office hours and I wish more people would be involved, to Kaiser: I trust your opinion, and I think it is unfair to not truly involve all of us. Kittleson: this has been a process for a few months, the entire frame work. Briggs: there has been a lot of input on the Google Doc. Briggs: to Kaiser: what do you think needs to be changed? Kaiser: we need to have clear bylaws. Not just change the constitution and leave the bylaws for others to change. Kittleson: we were not trying to push the bylaws off until next year. They are currently in the works. Bateman: we should pass the constitution and the bylaws as one; I don’t think we can do that separately. We need to see them in writing. There has been a break down in communication with this committee. Combs: if this passes is this the only document we have? Are there any bylaws? Reddy: they have to be separate; you have to pass a constitution which outlines the bylaws you want. What I am hearing is that you want to go back to the drawing board. Combs: If we pass this and have a constitution, what happens in the period before bylaws are passed? Reddy: Senate has not shown the commitment to make these changes. People have not shown up which is why we had to step in. Peterson: this has been presented many times. Why is this coming out now? This vests so much more power in you all. This allows you all to represent your constituents so much more. It gives Senate a much bigger role. We thought we had filled you in every step along the way. Every draft I have read has been presented to the senate. I invite scrutiny, and questioning. Student at Large: First heard that senate did not have the initiative to make changes, and then heard that these changes will give them more power. This is contradicting. Peterson: This gives us a more outlined job. This makes it so that you have a job and can’t get away with not doing anything. We think this will help senate rise to action. Newcomb: I am all for editing, I would have been okay with passing it, but there are obviously issues. Kaiser: if we want to look at all of these issues, we should break it down weekly to address everything. We should also be talking to the public more and bringing it back to Senate. Combs: regardless of however shady this process may have been, I think that this is a good document and that it would be smarter to pass this than have to deal with both at once. I would vote to pass this. I have been aware of how I could have been involved and I have not. Bateman: people feel like we have not spent enough time on it even if it is a good document. We have thought about a mandatory review session at the end of next semester to see if it is working. Reddy: this new document gives you all much more power. Can we talk about the document rather than the process? We have sent you this. Let’s look at this document. Not the process of making it. Newcomb: It seems like people have problems with what is in it. Kittleson: My main goal was to empower senate, when you all didn’t step up, executive took a bigger role. Briggs: we want to see funding and bylaw changes and we want to see that the student body is involved in this. It does not matter whose name is on this. It is more about the bylaws going to the students. The whole point is that we want to see what the students want, maybe we need a little controversy to see that. It is about the document not the process. Peterson: to talk about allocations for WEB and the Collegian, we are auditing both to see what kinds of funds are necessary. This approval however, needs to happen soon. We cannot wait for the audits. We need to make sure that next year’s government looks at these things next year. Kittleson: we didn’t want to touch those fundings and no one said anything. Reddy: this does not change allocations for WEB and the Collegian, it also does not change the possibility to change those things later. It allows you to make these changes later. This document empowers you. Rasmussen: concerns about closing doors? This proposal opens doors, and this document will strengthen communication. Bateman: this will keep the door open for future changes. Reddy: you have senate meetings. You should be working everyday to do that. You don’t need this mandatory check to do that. This document makes things easier. The old constitution is outdated this was a house keeping issue. Kaiser: if we wanted to discuss things like funding there would be a student vote. There will be continued student votes which doesn’t make sense. Peterson: there is nothing wrong with sending more votes to the student body. Why would that be a bad thing? This would be much more transparent. Dehaas: we have to publicize so much more to get people involved; why not throw it to them more and more to see changes and to vote. This is a good way to get the student body much more involved. Newcomb: I would be in favor of passing it and putting it into action next semester and continue to make changes over next semester. This needs to happen quickly and we can still continue to make changes. Piper: getting the students more involved and sending these votes out to them will help them to know what we are even doing which is great. Even seeing students here is great. This will force us to do better and be more involved. Combs: having student vote separately on these smaller things will help people look closer at them and they don’t have to vote on one big document with things that don’t even relate to each other. Updegraff: to students at large: do you participate? Would you be involved? Students at Large: If we get emails we will vote. Reddy: you might not have people who don’t want to address this at all, and ASWU will continue the process of not doing anything. Let’s hold you all accountable. Kaiser: senate has been very involved in the past; it has just been in a lull. Reddy: moves to vote on it as stands. Yoshida: ASP representative is not clearly set out. Reddy: as it stands they get to choose which committee they will be on, when they are elected. The old document doesn’t even let the ASP rep vote. Newcomb asks: that included in this movement to approve is a mandatory review at the end of next semester. Combs: moves to close the speakers list, senate is divided. Hallberg: I was expecting for this to be tabled again. I like the idea of having a mandatory and official meeting that is a mandatory review. I think it would be fun to enact it next week and see how it works. If people still want to talk why would we close the speakers list? Reddy: okay we will add a mandatory review. Reddy moves to vote for the current constitution. Vote to close the speakers list 15-0 closed. Moved and seconded to approve the constitution as it stands 14-0 Briggs abstains. Motion on the floor is to vote on a mandatory review session at the end of fall 2012, 13-1 approved.

9.02
Elections Board Appointment – VP Updegraff

9.02.1
Only one person was interested in being on elections board, Nick Borrielli, we will view results together, and make sure everyone has their paper work in. He would be good for it. If you are interested or have friends who would be interested let me know. Combs moves to vote. Approved. 

9.03
Smoking on Campus – Senator Newcomb

9.03.1
Newcomb: Have you talked to friends? Briggs: against smoking, but has friends who would be very unhappy if senate passed this. Newcomb: two options: enforcing rules, or banning it. Combs: we are treated like children, and to tell people that they can’t do something that is legal in somewhere that is legal is ridiculous. Piper: we have a lot of international students who smoke and it is more socially acceptable. I hate smoking. Updegraff: last year we discussed this and it was contentious. It is not fair for us to talk about it. It would be great to enforce the law because it is a state law, however we might just be running around in circles. Hallberg: I have a lot of friends who smoke. Our campus is safe, and we need to keep it feeling safe and them feeling at home. Campus safety is here to protect us, we don’t want them writing everyone up all the time. Briggs: we have ashtrays set up in areas that are okay. We have a lot of people who just don’t know the rules. So what can ASWU really do? I don’t know if we can really do much. Dehaas: I have never seen a smoker on campus who is disrespectful. Bateman: outside of Goudy is the only spot that drives people crazy, let’s think about doing some research on that spot. Newcomb: a student brought it to ASWU’s attention. There are some people who definitely care about it and it is a student issue. Moves to table discussion until next week and encourages people to talk to people about it. Approved. 

10.0
For the Good of the Order

10.01
Track meet this Saturday. Email pictures to Cynthia! 

11.0
Adjournment

11.01
The meeting is adjourned at 8:12pm
