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Senate Minutes

?? PM – 27 February 2011

David E. Johnson Boardroom

SPECIAL MEETING Number 2

Meeting

I. Call to Order

II. Roll Call
III. Old Business
a. Election Bylaws Proposal – Election Commission

Mork: to recap: contradictions presented themselves in the bylaws, so we needed to clarify the policy. 
Wiklund: in order to allow people to run in teams

Spitzfaden: You shouldn’t have to choose between SGA and going abroad—in real life you have to choose.  Exec positions do require a lot of commitment; if you’re not sure, then you should take on a different leadership role within the team; I chose not to go abroad so I could do SGA.  You have to make decisions. You can’t do everything.  We have students who are over involved.  By make people choose, we support not burning students out.  

Sickbert: last year I was a class rep for BORSC, and I decided to run while abroad. There is no way BORSC could be running through co-chairs in one year: for the meeting in February alone, you would be preparing for this second meeting is in the transition time—it would not go well.  

Move to Amend using Section A: a person who is going to run for senate position should be on campus for a full year. 
Second

Gueringer: In favor of amendment. Imagine 18 different people running. I think that in some cases it works out, but it could be a disaster. 

Wiklund: I think cohesion is a big deal; there is something to be said about execs working together as a group.  If a candidate is going to be here for the full year, they should be able to commit for the year and run the team for the year.

Mork: we apologize for amendment and short discussion. I’m in favor of this amendment. For planning purposes, it’s important for people to be here for an entire year.

Spitzfaden: it would be difficult to split half-year, transitions have not gone smoothly. Any transition that has happened in the last 3 years has not gone smoothly. Due to poor communication, things get dropped or ignored.  The leadership style of meetings is a big deal. Individuals run things differently.
Fay: I was opposed originally.  Thinking about the worst case scenario, abroad programs aren’t chosen until after the election.  What if the abroad people don’t get into their programs?

I’m in favor of the amendment
Cunningham: It is the coordinator’s responsibility to assess different portions of campus. Decisions are difficult to keep cohesive

Hubbard:  we shouldn’t consider the issues with acceptance to abroad program; we don’t want winning the election to be second choice.  2 coordinators creates confusion in responsibility.  With one candidate, who has one year of service, there will be stronger, more continuous leadership.

McKinney: The more committed person is here all year. First choice should be to here.

Grasso: Move to PQ

Second
Vote

Pass

Sheforgen: ok, so moving back to the original proposal and section B

Rakke: is there anything limiting the co-cos? Does this mean you can run jointly and serve opposite semesters or could they run jointly, and both serve both semesters?
Sheforgen: That is actually limited by constitution. The position is defined and limited to one vote—there couldn’t be 2 people for one vote.

Rakke: So they have one vote in senate? Two people, one vote?

Wiklund: this refers to one position

Zander: so you need both up there? 

Spitzfaden: the last amendment was to get rid of what we did at the last meeting and put in this

DeFrance: I’m in favor of this, if you think of elections, in the real world, if you were to elected a co-senator, it just wouldn’t be.  That’s not how it works.  You should still be within the constraints of general election regulations and standards.  This coming year we could have 3 co-cos; that’s how many have registered for election positions; this year there is only 1

Arbeiter: In support; for a summary of why it’s fairer to disallow co-chairs, the publicity argument is strong in favor, as 2 people would have more name recognition than one; it’s also unfair to those who have wanted this but wanted to go abroad. Abroad can add global view, but it boils down to commitment.  This is the fair and responsible thing to do
Bishop: In favor; as a co-co this year, we’ve been going through projects that have been working with admin, who are working through the year.  Some of these projects take months to get going, and someone needs to follow this all year.  In terms of making changes, the best way to do this is have one person do it

Riley: In favor; from personally experience, I’ve been the DCC coordinator for 2 years now, and I know the difficulties it takes to get everyone on the same page when you have members switching in and out. It really screws things up, and it takes a long time to work them into your system. Then you spend the semester getting them up to speed, and it just takes too much
Bishop: move to PQ


Second


Division: obvious ayes


Vote


Division: ayes-22; nays-7


Pass
IV. Adjournment

Spitzfaden: move to adjourn
Second

Adjourned

[Thanks to Kim and Kris for the bulk of these lovely minutes!]
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