Senate January 26, 2011
Senate called to order at 6:38 PM by Speaker Pro Tempore Andy Shank
Shank: Please rise for the pledge. (Senate Rises and recites the Pledge of Allegiance)
The clerk administered roll call
Senators Present
	
	26-Jan
	Bill 4006
	Bill 4010

	Taylor, Tommy
	Y
	Y
	Y

	Witter, Tyler
	Y
	Y
	Y

	 
	 
	 
	 

	Godlewski , Brittany
	
	
	

	Laughlin, Alexandra
	
	
	

	Lutonsky, Jacob
	
	
	

	 
	 
	 
	 

	Berlinberg, Jason
	Y
	Y
	Y

	Jefri, Mohamed
	Y
	AY
	AY

	Shaughnessy, Joshua
	Y
	Y
	Y

	 
	 
	 
	 

	Jackson, Taylor
	Y
	N
	Y

	McKey, Kaleb
	AP
	AY
	AY

	 
	 
	 
	 

	Hemphill, Daniel
	Y
	N
	Y

	Johnson, Scott
	
	
	

	Kupka, David
	Y
	N
	Y

	Newcomb, Maureen
	
	
	

	Niemerg, Matthew
	
	
	

	_
	
	
	

	 
	 
	 
	 

	Cole, Katie
	Y
	Y
	Y

	_
	
	
	

	_
	
	
	

	_
	
	
	

	 
	 
	 
	 

	Eden, Joe
	Y
	Y
	Y

	Harries, Jack
	Y
	N
	Y

	Kethcart, Katie
	Res
	
	

	Labonte, Phillip
	AP
	AY
	AY

	Roche, Eric
	Y
	N
	Y

	Skeen, Daniel
	Y
	Y
	Y

	 
	 
	 
	 

	Huntoon, Harrison
	Y
	N
	Y

	Mahgoub, Fayiz
	Res
	
	

	Schulz, Keegan
	Y
	Y
	Y

	Weiner, Ben
	Y
	N
	Y

	Ewing, Becky
	Y
	N
	Y

	 
	 
	 
	 

	_
	
	
	

	_
	
	
	

	 
	 
	 
	 

	Gutierrez, Miguel
	Y
	Y
	Y

	Marquez, Rachelle
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Key
	
	
	

	Y: Yes
	
	
	

	N: No
	
	
	

	AP: Associate Present
	
	
	

	AY: Associate Yes
	
	
	

	AN: Associate No
	
	
	

	Res: Resigned
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


[bookmark: _GoBack]Associate Senators
· Victoria Sandora
· Annika Firn
· Caley Follmer
· Matt Gorenc 
· Jordan Garkow
Cabnit Members
· Andrew Ives
· Eric Berlinberg
· Jordan Von Bokern
· Regina Martel
· Amy Lamb
Shank: We will now move into gallery input. Is there any gallery input?
Andy: We have our photographer here and we want a picture of senate to put in the Collegian. We want the senate’s permission.
Shank: Is there any objection? Seeing none make sure you’re discreet. Is there any more gallery input? Seeing none we move to any objection to the agenda. Seeing none we move to guest speakers. Senators Shults and Jefri.
Schulz: We are members of the LSC governing board. I am the official ASCSU representative. We are talking about the new LSC renovations coming through.
Jefri: Already Eric has seen the information with the video.
Schulz: So last year we had a bunch of focus groups around the LSC tell us what kind of renovations we want to see happen.
Jefri : After the flood we had renovations but now a couple of years ago they had a master plan and they completed phase 1, now we are on to phase two which includes the renovations of the theater.
Schulz: The theater is paid for by the LSC reserve fund. It has stadium type seating. This is the first time that a theater is like that in the state. The back wall is supposed to be a theme that reflects Horsetooth. They are going to try to make some renovations to increase natural light. We want our theater to be flexible so that we can change from a theater to a ballroom when needed. We are going to show you a really cool video that shows the difference from the current theater to the new theater. The outside of the theater will still look traditional, but the inside will be new and renovated.
Video showed. 
Schulz: I thought that was pretty cool. That is on the LSC website. So well go over the timeline. We complete the 20 yrs master plan and we updated the master plan last year. The theater renovation was accepted last spring. We are in the phase of showing all the other student groups and organizations. The LSC affects all of the students here. We will be presenting this to the Student Fee Review Board in just a few weeks. The estimate is to have the renovation done by 2015.
Jefri: In 2012 we have the 50th university of the LSC and it is a great time to meet with alumni and gain their support. We believe that this is the best thing we can do for the next generation of students. So the construction costs are used with the LSC reserve. 
Shank: The speaker’s time has expired any objection to increasing the speaker time for 5 minutes. Seeing none please continue.
Jefri: We think this will attract more students to CSU and prove our university to be energy efficient. We are a green university and this new LSC will certify us as such. 
Schulz: These universities have had just finished or are in the process of completing their student centers. All of these universities increased the fee increase. Our student fee increase will not go up until after the renovations are finished.
Jefri: The cool thing about this table is that it shows the difference between our university and theirs. 
Schulz: So now here are the four different options in front of you. In the middle is the student fee. It really depends on when we get it going. 
Jefri: It is already in your survey to say what you want us to be doing. We met with students and one of their concerns that the students have is that our ballroom is not large enough. As you can see the four options have different benefits to them.  (See sheet to see different options.) 
Shank: The speakers time has expired any objection to increasing their time by 3 minutes? Seeing none speakers please continue. 
Jefri: This is about the finishing touches to make the LSC better. There will be both interior and exterior renovations and they will look cool. These are the four options that we have. Please fallow us on twitter facebook and youtube.
Shank: Any questions? 
Eric: Can you comment on how the theater fits into this plan and how it increases fees.
Schulz: It was the 6 million dollar project and it came out of the reserve not student fees. And it would help if we wanted to change it from a theater environment to a ballroom. (Surveys were collected)
Shank: Are there any more questions? Seeing none, are there anymore guest speakers? Seeing none we move into ratifications
Von Bokern: May I approach. 
Shank: Yes
Von Bokern: Hi senate the SFB has open seats on it and two spots opened up and now we have two new people for the board. So I want to nominate Bret and Eric.
Bret: I am Bret. I was a senator for the college of engineering and I’m a junior
Eric: I am a sophomore construction management major.
Von Bokern: I thought that these people would be good because they will both bring in outside advice and perspective.
Shank: Any questions?
Weiner: This is for Bret. Do you have any ideas of how to change and update SFB?
Bret: No, but I would be happy to help with the collaboration.
Shank: Any more questions. Seeing none I will move to discussion and debate.
Discussion Occurred
Shank: Any other discussion and debate? Seeing none we will now do a secret ballot.
Vote
19 – 0 – 7 for Both
Both get ratified.
Shank: Will senate please congratulate our newest members of the SFB.  Are there any other ratifications? 
Strauch: I would like to submit an assistant director of Legislative affairs Kirstin Salvera. She is a sophomore political science major and she was the beat reporter for us for the Collegian. I was excited to find that she left the Collegian for her own purposes and decided to join ASCSU. One of the things we have been missing is a writer and she is a fantastic writer. Her expertise would be ideal and I request you ratify her.
Shank: Any questions? Seeing none is there any discussion and debate? Seeing none please vote. 
Vote 
20-0-7
She was ratified
Shank: Will everyone congratulate our newest member of Legislative affairs. Are there any other ratifications? Seeing none will everyone who needs to be sworn in come to the floor. ( Eric Colter- SFB, Kirsten Silveira -Assistant Leg affairs, Brent Brady – SFB, Liz Brennan – Associate senator for Agricultural Sciences.)
Oath was administered by Nick Yoswa
Shank: Are there any judicable reports? Seeing none we now move into senator reports.
Weiner: The retreat helped us come up with an idea. This is a probationary status so that we have a way to warn and control those who have consistent unexcused absences. It will help them know what senate expects of them. It’s not finalized, but it’s in the works.
Shank: Are there any other reports? I have one. Congratulations to our new members. If you don’t have a name plaquards please come see me and we can fix that. I would like to remind you that you seek recognition from the chair before leaving the room. We now move into Executive reports.
Berlingburg: I would like to comment on the LSC renovations report today. It will help to put us on the map and it is a very important thing. I hope you all realize how important this is and how we can help to leave our legacy on our campus. I would also like to remind you that the fee will not happen until the renovations have been completed. It really is going to be a big thing. I serve as a vice chair of the SFRB and this is arguably the most important thing that our group does each year. I want everyone here to be familiar with this process and be prepared for it. In two week Vice president Babos and I will be presenting to help you know the Student fee process and giving you regular updates. We will also be giving an update on the new proposed student fee. If you have any questions about either of these subjects please contact me. For all of the senators in the room if you have constituents looking for grants come to the parents fund. I sit on the committee of libraries and the biggest subject we talked about was the budget for the libraries. The Library has been looking at usage of materials to online textbook s and reservations. After the 1997 flood the library took a big hit. So they received a lot of one time funds to replace and repair the materials. Since then the funding has been declining steadily. The library has been expecting a 10% budget cut. The library is trying to figure out what to cut. Everyone uses the library and when it comes down to it everyone is going to be effected by theses cuts. Parking service is meeting in two weeks. 
Shank: Any other Director reports
Eckerdt: Good evening. I am still continuing to work on the grove development project. In the pursuit of affordable student housing I will be working on putting forth legislation towards that to the body. We are planning to put forward a plan to the community elections. Those elections will really be the short term focus of our department. Please come talk to me if you have any questions.
Martel: With groups we are going thing a bit different. There is a link on our website and you will give us three request days and the process is a little different. We need volunteers for Saturday. We are looking for a new assistant and associate if you are interested.
Shank: Are there any other Executive Report? Seeing none we move to Committee reports.
Cole: University issues our meeting time will have to be changed and I motion to adopt committee changes to bill 4006.
Shank: We are now to discussion and debate. Seeing none we move to a hand vote. All in favor. Opposed. The motion does pass. We are now on the motion to adopt. 
Weiner: Personally from my experience with campaigning I have seen both sides of the issue. As the problem stands it limits the dollars. You have 2000 points to run your campaign. This would effectively take this point system away where there came into the fact that they turn into real money. It’s not equal. Its disproportionate punishment. You should need to pay a fine, but it should come from your points. Those points are precious and taking away from those is a blow to your campaign. Without having to pay it is a fair blow. If they are required to pay this fine that they might not have the money. It would change the playing field become some can’t afford it.
Jefri: I was against this bill, but I think I missed the big picture. I was able to meet some alumni and the elections committee will meet to make sure that these mistakes are reviewed. These mistakes take away from student fees, and the candidates should have to pay for wasting the elections committees time and resources.
Ives: The reason I don’t support the point system is that the candidates could use breaking the rules as a campaign strategy. I feel that a monetary fine is a way to prevent these rules from being broken. If they are found guilty of breaking our rules there should be something to punish them. I would like to appeal the last sentence of the therefor clause. “If a campaign chooses to repeal a penalty the fine will not be due until four days after the appeal has been settled by the Supreme Court.” 
Shank: Are there any objections to this amendment? Seeing none this bill is amended.
Harris: I think that there have been good points made to both sides of this bill, but I oppose this bill. I don’t think that the monetary funds will be fair. I don’t think that this bill should be passed. I would discourage any amendments that would change the meaning of this bill.
Wilkinson: I like this bill. I think if we’re going to run an election and rules are going to be broken a monetary fine should be encouraged.
Harris: If this comes in I can see the campaigning going sour and make things worse  
Jefri: Right now it is not a point system. Right now the team needs to pay and they have to pay. There is a monetary fund. The only thing is people do not care about being fined, so they continue to break the rules. I think that without harsh rules and regulations there would be more harsh blood.
Jackson: I want to say that monetary values are highly important to this bill. I think that a deadline would make it a monetary concern and not just a point system.
Weiner: It’s not fair. If we make it a matter of paying then there will be cheating. Here’s the thing The wealthy campaigns will continue to cheat. You have different standards. You are measuring their resource cap. Outside resources will be brought in by this. They are set to how much money they have. The poorer campaigns would be at a higher disadvantage. You have a different field when you have outside resources put in. With that I wish to amend the bill to say “Candidates and campaigns shall at no time.”
Shank: We now move into discussion and debate on this amendment.
Weiner: This is the debate we’ve been having. This is the heart of the matter. This does change the way that things will be done. I hope with my arguments you can see why this needs to be a point system. It would put everyone on an even standard.
Schulz: This bill is concerning deadlines and penalties and not a point system. If you really want a point system then please discard this and make a new bill, I find this an illegal bill with this amendment. 
Jefri: I agree this action makes this bill illegal. 
Shank: The current amendment is effecting the deadline and therefor I find it in order. 
Eden: I wanted to point out that the new amendment kills the bill. If you want to kill the bill then kill the bill.  I say we not make an amendment to this current bill.
Witter: I agree. If you feel so strongly about this I say to vote it down and create a new bill.
Shank: We will now move this to a vote. Previous motion does pass.  All those in favor of the second amendment? This motion fails. 
Weiner: Just failing this bill which I do encourage does just put us back in limbo. Failing the bill now puts us in limbo and does nothing for the election.
Schulz: There are rules and they have consequences. If you’re going to break a rule then pay for it. If you do not pay the fee then this late fee will be added. 
Jefri: If the speaker feels passionate about a new bill then he should have written a resolution about it. I recommend we pass this bill and give people incentive to not cheat. 
Witter: If a candidate does something wrong then they need to pay
Ives: I want to point out that most elections do not break the rules. Some campaigns happen without penalty. Somewhere along the line the penalty system gave the incentive for a campaign to not break the rules. If one campaign or many campaigns can keep from breaking the rules then I think that this penalty system is working. I want this deadline to help force these rules to be followed.
Harris: I want to reiterate how important this legislation is. It could have serious ramifications. I feel that this does not help those who have less money. 
Weiner: There are always finable offensives and there are always mistakes made. The elections code is grey and sometimes unfair. 
Eckerdt: I’m concerned about jumping the gun and calling for a vote. I think this is a big deal. 
Hemphill. I move to move to committee of the whole.  
Ives: I would like to point out that this bill has been in committee for three weeks. I feel as though this is just wasting time. I don’t see how dissolving into the committee would resolve this.
Jefri: I think it’s a waste of time. 
Hemphill: Sounds like there are a lot of different threads and I feel as though going to this committee we could work these out. I think we could come to a good middle ground. 
Eckerdt: How can going to committee make this any better?
Weiner: It would give the senators more speaking time.
Ives: This legislation has been in front of us for a month of a half, but how have these issues just now come to the body. How can all these problems just now be coming up?
Weiner: The idea that these issues have not been being discussed is ridiculous. I think the point is that even with the committee time these are still issues. 
Shank: Now we will move into a vote to move into the committee of the hole. That motion does fail. We are back on the main motion to adopt bill 4006.
Hemphill: I wish to amend the bill by striking the words “In monetary form.” I think this gets to several points without changing the meat of the bill and still reaches the deadline, but at the same time makes them more impartial
Ives: This won’t necessary get rid of money being in place to fine. It is already in place that we can fine them 5 dollars. So go for it. 
Schulz: I think we need to keep the monetary form. This is a horrible change.
Jefri: How do you pay without monetary form?
Hemphill: I’m looking for a way to make this better to the previous speaker. If anyone can figure out how to make this more equal I would like to hear it. I don’t find this bill fair as it stands.
Jefri: That does not answer my question.
Gutiares: If we accept this amendment we need to change other parts of this bill. This action would lead to production of another bill.
Shank: I checked in the green book and that is indeed correct on behalf of the body we will change that from article 1 to article 11
Witter: This is not the only time where monetary form is in the elections code. We would be refuting ourselves. So basically it is pointless. So why not pass this bill on deadlines then talk next week about monetary forms.
Ewing: I move for previous question. 
Shank: That passed. We are now in vote to amend. We are now back on the main motion to adopt bill 4006. We move into a roll call vote.
Vote 12-8-7
Bill 4006 passes
Shank: We move back to committee reports.
Eden: Committee on External Affairs. I am working on getting a list of those who are assigned to my committee and I will update my e-mail list and set up a meeting time. Our meetings with the speaker pro temp will be meeting at 5. I encourage everyone to attend.
Shank: Are there any other committee reports. Seeing none we move to old biasness. Seeing none we move into new business. Any new business?
Ives: I moved to adopt bill 4010 to the floor
(Parliamentarian reads the bill)
Ives: I try to read the election code about twice a day. And one thing that was missing was a presumption of innocence clause. I feel the code can be abused in finding someone innocent or guilty. Hopefully it will weed out the frivolous claims so were not dealing with mudslinging.
Shank: Are there any questions? 
Witter: Will this be put on emergency status?
Ives: Yes because elections are coming up and I need to train them on this if it passes. It will take some time on my part. I would like to put this bill on emergency status. 
Shank: Bill 4010 is now on emergency status. Is there any discussion? 
Vote 20-0-7 
Bill 4010 passes
Shank: Is there any other new business?
Schulz: I want to bring bill 4013 to the floor. 
(Parliamentary reads the bill)
Schulz: We are all tired of hearing my voice. Senators often do not come to senate and we have that if you have 4 unexcused absences automatically resigned.
Kupka: Does this include them being tardy or if they never show up for the meeting?
Schulz: The intention is to keep it from just having an associate all the time and never being here be unacceptable.
Jackson: You could still have an excused absence with an associate present. If I was to talk to the speaker it would still be counted unexcused.
Schulz: Yes that is correct.
Weiner: I ask for unanimous consent to send this to internal affairs.
Shank: The bill has now been moved for discussion in internal affairs.
Shank: Are there any announcement. I noticed that there was a large effort to use the term previous speaker and not use the people’s name. Thank you for that.
Ives: If you are ever working on legislation on the elections code then I would be glad to help you out with those things. 
Roll is called
Adjourned at 9:13 PM



