The Associated Students of Colorado State University
40th Senate, Session 10
October 27th, 2010


I. Call to Order
II. Pledge
III. Roll Call
IV. Gallery Input
V. Consent Agenda
VI. Guest Speaker
i. Dave Kemp
1. City of Fort Collins bike coordinator.  I am here to talk about the efforts underway on campus.  I’m sure you all are cyclists.  There are 15 thousand cyclists a day on campus and only 8500 parking spaces for bikes.  It’s so important that we practice bicycle safety and education on campus.  It is important that we teach students.  ASCSU is a partner with us on this outreach effort.  The Campus Bicycle Advisory Committee is made of several departments at CSU.  Seth Danner has been fantastic working with us.  I am here to get some feedback and talk to you about getting us up to the next level of cycling in the community.  We are a top ten US biking town right now – very high honors.  We are up there in the ranks.  That means we have a very high percentage of those who ride on a daily basis.  10 percent commute to work by bike – national average is 1%.  It’s going to continue to grow – I predict by 2015 we will have a 20% population that commutes by bike.  A lot of people ride from the dorms and students off campus.  Did anyone go to the Bike For Breakfast? It was sponsored by ASCSU and we made contact with 2500 students.  Every Monday and Thursday we had breakfast stations set up and we provided information on cycling.  All the students that ride on campus are also a part of the city.  The Bike For Breakfast program was an innovative technique trying to reach out to students.  We are hoping ASCSU can communicate bike safety.  We want to increase ridership and decrease accidents.  It seems benign – bike safety – but it is so important.  We are trying to make motorists more aware of cyclists.  There is a new bicycle friendly program.  Right now the community is going for the platinum level  - we are at gold – campus is at silver.  We have a lot of work to do on campus.  One of the things we are producing is a campus bike map – shows bike routes on campus and bike parking as well as safety info on the back.  About 2 miles is the average that people ride here.  We ask that anyone who lives within 2 miles ride.  And although it is cold, if you can dress to ski, you can dress to ride your bike.  I want to solicit your input.  I need info on what is important for students to know about bike safety.  Anything that has to do with bikes and students, we want to know so we can implement it in our plan.  Are there any questions or concerns?
a. Questions:
i. Q: Newcomb: I have noticed this year, there seem to be more bike racks, but they are still often too full to find a spot.  I was wondering how the numbers are assessed.  It seems that if you put the racks out there, they will get filled.
ii. A: Space is an issue.  Bikes take up so much space.  The parking services actually do all the bike racks.  There are 8500 on campus now which increased by 2000 this year.  It is on the radar to increase bike parking.  The new parking garage has sheltered bike parking.  A portion of the yearly budget goes to bike racks.  It is very important to us that we provide bike racks.  They measure how many bikes are in a particular area and asses what places are not being utilized and they can move bike racks to where there needs to be more parking.
iii. Q: Johnson: If you want to work to platinum status, you need to educate pedestrians as well.
iv. A: That’s right.  We try to educate cyclists – adult, kids, motorists, law enforcement.  Those are the main audiences – motorists are the hardest to tackle.  There is no car associating that we can go talk to.  Radio and television are a way to educate.  Most cyclists are motorists but we become someone different.  There is a lot of education that is taking place and needs to take place more.
v. Q: Mahgoub: What are the regulations for cycling on campus?  Who are those handled by?
vi. A: CSU police department is separate than the city.  Their ordinances are similar to the cities and states.  Their fines are way less than the city.  There is a big difference between the city and CSU.  We try to get out several bike safety messages.  That’s why enforcement is so valuable.  It’s no fun getting a ticket, but it’s no fun getting hurt.

VII. Ratification & Swearing In of New Members
i. Executive members
1. This is Travis Wendell.  He is up for ratification for assistant of community affairs.  He is doing a wonderful job.  He is learning quickly.
2. Travis – major: political science and business, concentration in finance.  I   worked with RHA.
a. Questions:
i. Q: Skeen: are you aware of the issues already?  
ii. A: Wendell: Yea, in regards to the ex officio – we are working with City Council.  
iii. A: Eckerdt: We are working on it. It’s a learning process.
iv. Q: Weiner:  Do we have an associate yet?  Why now?
v. A: Eckerdt:  The application is going to be up this week for the next three weeks.  We will do interviews and then announce an associate at the end of the semester.  If Travis wants to apply, I encourage him to. 
b. Discussion and Debate:
i. Eckerdt: Vote for him
c. Vote: 23-0-0
ii. Swearing In: 
a. Heidi Spears – Associate Senator Engineering 
b. Travis Wendell – Assistant for Community Affairs
c. Mohammed Al Hajji – Associate Senator CVMBS
d. Miguel Gutierrez – Senator  CVMBS
e. Xiangyuan Zhong – Associate Senator Business

VIII. [bookmark: _GoBack]Judicial Reports
i. Associate Justice Schrader
IX. Senator Reports
i. Harries: If you have been getting the email, you have seen my reports.  It would be helpful for new senators – everyone should write a report.  Put it up there for people to see.  I talked about Senator Outreach.  Please come talk to me
ii. :  There has been a lot of talk about the professionalism and I noticed we follow procedure, but at the end of the night we end it by throwing candy and singing off key.  I would like to hold straw poll to remove the birthday tradition. I ask if anyone could tell me what you like about it, other than tradition.
iii. Schulz: Last week I mentioned we will be CSPANning senate.   I am meeting tomorrow to talk about setting up a camera so everyone can see what we do.  I guess Supreme Court has gone over the Vice President complaint – I do not know the decision.  Come talk to me.
X. Associate Senator Reports
i. Seeing None
XI. Executive Reports
i. Eckerdt: I want to thank everyone who participated last Thursday in Council Round Table.  Cooper and I were contacted by the Head of the Board of Realtors.  They have a huge influence of code enforcement and zoning.  They have invited us to place a rep on that board.  We are working this out.  I’ll give updates when we get that worked out.  Come see me about the Associate Position.  We are going to be posting the job description.  I encourage you to apply.  Or come see me.  We hope to have the spot filled by the semester’s end.
ii. Babos:  Welcome to all new people.  I want to apologize for not guest speaking today.  I took a poll about who wants to see the presentation on Interpersonal Violence.  We are working out some confidentiality issues.  That should be ready by next week.  I apologize for the delay.  Today I was a part of a conference call with the White House Council of Women and Girls.  If you want any info, please come talk to me.
iii. Strauch:  I just want to pass out this candidate survey we did.  We surveyed about 30 candidates and received about 15 responses and I am proud to share the results.  These are verbatim responses by the candidates about student related issues. Please come talk to me.
XII. Confidence Business
XIII. Committee Reports
i. Seeing None
XIV. Old Business
i. Resolution #4009
1. Kupka: I would like to ask unanimous consent to bring resolution 4009 to new business.
XV. New Business
i. Discussion and Debate:
1. Kupka: We made two changes.  We removed that national and state governments do not use abstentions and we changed it to say that absentee abstentions will not be counted, but willful abstentions will be counted.  
2. Schulz: I do believe that last clause is relevant.  It’s interesting how real elected officials don’t have a political safety shield to hide behind when there is something they do not want to vote upon.  When you abstain, it is the majority of the vote that decides where your vote goes – if you do not take a stance on something, you are giving up your vote.  College councils are democratically elected.  You were voted on yes or no and the least you can do is take a stand.
3. Jackson: I don’t have a problem removing the last clause, but if you look at the changes that were made to the last sentence – it is redundant and we can get rid of that.  Also the last sentence is not consistent with the rest of the resolution.  I would say vote no on these changes.  I really think that ASCSU would not look smart with a resolution like this.
4. Shank: I would like to say that we are on a motion to pass the committee changes – then we will move to the second reading.  You can change any of the committee changes – you are voting to approve or not approve these changes.  I also want to say I was at the committee meeting, and I will say that the way you see this worded was done specifically such that it did maintain consistency with the title.  It is redundant, but it was left in there because it follows the title.
5. Skeen: if we approve, can we amend later?
6. Shank: Yes.
7. Witter: The changes do fall in line with the title, but they conflict within the resolution.  You are giving up your rights by not stating one or the other, but making them count to the minority is taking your rights and giving them up to the senate.
8. Weiner: Because it is saying to remove abstentions, it does follow the title.  The actual intent does not matter.  I think the final clause should be removed.  There are many differences between us and the national government.  I’m still very much torn on the issue.  I think we need to have some form of abstention available, because there are some circumstances where abstention is the correct answer.  
9. Niemerg: I want to echo previous speakers – get rid of the last whereas clause.  I was at the meeting and we did debate on what is the proper role of abstentions.  All we are doing with these changes is removing absent people.
10. Eckerdt: I am comfortable removing the last clause.  I’m still confused how if you change that clause, how that does not remove abstentions from the vote.
11. Weiner: You are removing those people who are absent.  
12. Eckerdt: It kind of goes against the title.  It should probably stay how the resolution was originally written.  That would be more appropriate with how the resolution was originally written.
13. Skeen: I was also present at the committee meeting.  I do think that the abstentions for present voting members are important, like conflict of interest.  I abstained last time because I was confused on what I was voting for and why it was on emergency status.  Abstentions are important.  The second clause should be rephrased to be more consistent with the rest.
14. Kupka: I will move to amend the second whereas clause to change abstentions to absences in order to stay in line with the rest of the clause.  This just keeps it in line with the rest.  The third clause may need to be amended too.
15. Jackson: I think we need to clarify what abstentions are if we do have a conflict of interest.  I believe clause number two should not be amended.  If you abstain what else are you doing except removing yourself from the vote.
16. Witter: The original purpose of this was to focus on what abstentions mean.  Absences are taking away from our original goal. 
17. Eckerdt: We are getting away from what we originally discussed.  What we are debating is what abstentions count as.  By changing this to absences, we are getting away from the original issue.  The debate is what abstentions should count for.  By changing this to absences, we are changing to a different discussion.  I would advise to have the discussion over abstentions and leave the clause in its original state.
18. Niemerg: We concluded in the committee that there were two different types of abstentions.  We said that abstentions when you are here should be counted.  The ones that should not be counted are the absent ones.
19. Laughlin: I feel that this is very relevant with the original discussion.  What the committee has proposed to us is in line with the original argument.  I think this is still relevant and is with what we are trying to figure out.
20. Harries: Since we are just deciding what changes to make, I think this amendment makes it easier and I move for previous question to vote on amendment.
ii. The motion to change clause # 2 fails.
1. Kupka: You should amend this further or decline the bill.
2. Shaughnessy: I disagree that abstentions should be removed.  I feel Robert’s Rules are very clear.
3. Jackson: To Parliamentarian: When it says that majority is of present voting membership, it says that abstentions do not count.  Why are absentees abstentions?
4. Shank: We wouldn’t include people who are absent.  They are still abstentions because they have a vote.  Present voting membership is not everyone who has a vote.  I take care of very basic stuff like formatting, typos, periods.  I do not change wording.  I would only go with senate changes.
5. Jackson: It still seems redundant to me.  I don’t think these changes should be made.  We are saying that abstentions should not be included.  
6. Newcomb: It sounds like there is confusion as far as the position of the value of being absent and abstaining from the vote.  If one did not want to vote, they could leave the room and be absent.  Abstentions have a place in the voting process.  It is not the same as being absent.  It is really an important statement to be able to make a statement without voting yes or no, but to be present. Those numbers are important.
7. Harries: Right now all we are voting on is the motion to accept the changes the committee made.  I think there are some that would like to pass the legislation changes.  It seems impossible to do that without the change or amendment to the whereas statements.  It would be beneficial to accept the changes made to see who wants the changes.  I move to amend the legislation, changing clause two and three.  
iii. Discussion and Debate on amendment:
1. Harries: I would like to reiterate that the only way it would make sense to pass this, is with the amendments.  
2. Weiner: I would like Shaughnessy to read the rules again
3. Shaughnessy: (Reads Robert’s Rules again) 
4. Weiner:  With that I would like to point out that this entire thing is redundant.  In our bylaws, it says we should follow Robert’s Rules.  They are cut and dry.
5. Witter: I agree with that, but our bylaws say that abstentions count against the total vote.  
6. Weiner: I would like to have another yield, to hear the bylaws where it states that.  If these changes do not pass, I am going to say that this resolution will not pass.  We are still under these rules, which will hinder this passing.
7. Schulz: It is not in the bylaws, which means we leave it to Robert’s Rules
8. Weiner: This is redundant and very clear on the matter.  In this case, we follow Robert’s Rules.  All of this is unnecessary.
iv. Vote on whether or not to end discussion: passes
v. Vote on motion of whether to amend the second and third clauses: fails
vi. Vote on approving committee changes: fails
vii. Main Motion Discussion and Debate:
1. Kupka: Regardless in either state, I understand Robert’s Rules but we are allowed to make changes. Previous Question
viii. Vote to end discussion and vote: passes
ix. Legislation Vote: With a vote of 11-14-2 that fails
1. Schulz: Considering how we found in Robert’s Rules that abstentions don’t count, wouldn’t the legislation two weeks ago have passed?
2. Shank: I’ll bring it out for you.  The word majority means more than half of the vote excluding blanks and abstentions.  The ruling I made at the time was based on precedent, which is in conflict of Robert’s Rules.  Given that, what would be best is to bring that back up with this new information.
3. Eckerdt: Does this affect the legislation two weeks ago as passing?
4. Shank: Potentially yes.
5. Sellers: What process would we have to do to get the ruling from two weeks ago valid?
6. Shank: There is timeliness in any decisions.  I need to look into this.
7. Shaughnessy: The resolution was put on emergency status so with voting ending next week, this does not matter.
8. Eckerdt: It is late but I could put out a couple of articles on our stance.  Either way it is problematic.  I can’t do much with this.  It looks terrible.  That legislation is dead.  
9. Skeen: I would like clarification. Going by Robert’s Rules, we are holding abstentions of present people do count and absences do not count?
10. Shank: I can read that – more than half of the votes excluding blanks or abstentions.  The affect would be that votes are taken as yes and no.  If we were to go back and change previous decisions, then we would be looking at a motion to reconsider something that took place previously.  
11. Skeen: When Shaughnessy said this, he said excluding absences.
12. Shank: Since we do not allow votes for the absentees, this is present voting membership
13. Schulz: If you were going to pass a bylaw, and anything we did would be undone because of that ruling.  You ruled that abstentions counted, so that was against our bylaws, it would overturn the decision made on that resolution
14. Shank: I see what you are saying, but we cannot go back and just change those decisions.  You need to make a motion to reconsider.  
15. Witter: I’m really happy that we now understand what abstentions mean.  This should not be an issue ever again.  As far as the previous legislation, it is not going to change whether we bring it back or not.
16. Eckerdt: By bringing that legislation up, that doesn’t exclude the fact that we had an incorrect ruling that put my department in a precarious situation.
XVI. Announcements
i. Kupka: I would like to disagree that we do not know what abstentions exactly mean.  I would like to see if everyone is clear on the matter. 
ii. Jackson: I worked with Eric Berlinberg to create a survey – come talk to me. I will be presenting the ASCSU smoking survey results.
iii. Witter: We are looking to do a joint event with another college.  Let your college know and they can talk to me.
XVII. Roll Call
XVIII. Adjournment 8:23 pm


