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Meeting Minutes: Emergency Meeting
Thursday, February 26, 8:00 pm Southern Shoppe, Bietz 1st Floor
[image: ]
I. Move to amend agenda – Asher LeVos
a. From Bylaws committee review of election to Senate review of election (in favor 23: Opposed 0)
II. Discussion
Senator Asher LeVos - Previously the bylaws committee had decided to call for a re-election, but only for the position of social vice president. Because that was the weird one where the margin could be affected by the missing votes. Because of the technical glitching system, people who full-time students enrolled in online classes or Directed study did not receive the ballot to vote. Now since that time, we senators have been hearing a lot of concerns from constituents, and concerns voiced by senators regarding the ethics on what happened and how senate has handled this situation.
Senator Jacob Koh – One of the issues brought up is the concerns around what has actually happened. No official statement has truly gone out except for the report given out by the Accent. Which very briefly discussed the situation was that there was there were 421 vs 321 for President, and 800 to 72 for VP, which is alright for margins sake. Statistically, one could argue that based on predictive statistics there was a landslide victory. However, the other students were not able to vote, there was concern
whether their voice should have also been heard. We did a revote for social vice this morning. Why didn’t
we do another revote for president as well as executive vice president.

Senator Asher LeVos - And on top of that we’ve also been hearing concerns from students about what the glitch actually was. There seems to be a bit of confusion that we’ve been hearing from specific constituents as to why that hasn’t been communicated as well with our procedures.
Senator Jacob Koh- what have your constituents voiced to you? Lets open the floor for discussion.
Senator Heidi Burke- 22 Constituents responded to an email I sent this morning, I have19 who said that they would like us to call for a revote. I also had a constituent give me a statement they would like me to read, which with your permission I would like to read on behalf of my constituent.
“I move to allow Senator Heidi to read the statement from her constituent” (in favor 23: Opposed 0)

This is from Ainsly Acevedo-Rojo - B.A. History

“To the members of the Senate,

As a student leader on this campus, I have had the opportunity to hear many opinions and perspectives about how Southern operates. I truly love this campus and the diversity of students who make up our student body. Because I care deeply about this community, I want what is best for it.
What has been concerning to me is the amount of student concern surrounding this SA presidential election. I hold no discontent in my heart toward any of the candidates. This is not about individuals or outcomes. However, it should raise serious concern that a significant number of eligible students were unable to vote due to ballot emails not being received. When not everyone who was eligible had the opportunity to participate, it calls into question the fairness of the election process.
If students were prevented from voting through no fault of their own, then the fair and democratic response is simple: redo the vote. Democracy depends on equal access and full participation. Anything less weakens student trust in our system.
I believe Senator Heidi Burke has done an excellent job representing my voice, and I respectfully ask the Senate as a whole to do the same by prioritizing fairness, transparency, and the integrity of our
democratic process.”

DISCUSSION Continues.
Senator Valerie Grajales – So just to put this out here, in discussion with Dr. Negron, the number was 50
students who weren’t able to get the ballot vote.
Senator Tata Tsikirai – Given with the vote that happened this morning, I did hear back that there are still ongoing problems with the students getting their link and not receiving the email although they are a full-time frame of students. So, the problem seems to still be going on with the system.
Senator Heidi Burke – I think addressing the concern about the revote is necessary. If people are added would or wouldn’t chang the outcome. For me, this has nothing to do with statistics, nothing to do with the outcome. It has everything to do with us representing ourselves as a democratic body.

Democracy depends on free, fair, and competitive election. And you might say some people choose not to vote, and again that is a choice. If we are telling students that we set them to provide a vote, and they can choose, and some of them don’t get to vote. And we call them based on statistics, then we are not actually democracy. Students are depending on us as their senators to represent their concerns, and for me, even five students or one students not being given the opportunity to vote is enough for me to say that this is no longer a democracy.

Senator Lauren Pritchett – No matter how many students didn’t vote, we are still supposed to be in the position to speak for the ones that weren't eligible to. They should have the option to say yes or no. Even if it is one person. How can we call re-election and not include this?

Dr Negron VP of Student Development - I am just going to respond to what Heidi is saying. Based on what you're saying, then what the fairest thing would be give the opportunity for the 58 students who did not get a ballot, to vote, and only those individuals. The reason is that there was a significant number of people who received ballots and chose not to vote. And we know how many people opened up the ballot, and didn’t even vote, ok.
So, are we saying that those people who chose not to vote the first time should get a chance to vote a second time? There is no fairness there. We shouldn't give some people the chance to vote twice.
Senator Arianne Milosavljevic – Outside of what has been recently discussed, like who or who isn’t eligible to vote, this would be a good opportunity for senate to show what we actually do. A lot of students don’t know and unfortunately don’t read their emails as much as we try to send them out.
Especially those of you who have constituents who aren't in STEM or nursing. The communication is not
always there, but I think this might be a good opportunity to say, “Hey we take seriously our jobs and what you bring to us.” Because unlike SA, our job is solely to represent the student body. And that is exactly what we are all here for.
And so, even if it were to be just a show of solidarity with the student body, some sort of statement should be made by Senate. Regardless of whether we choose to or not to do a revote or only allowing the 58 to vote. Senate should say something as a whole.
Senator Joshua Lohr – I think that the point is that this is the biggest outcry we’ve had from our constituents. And the entire point, as Arianne said, for Senate is to represent the student body. If this is the thing that is most important to them, then that needs to be what's important to us.
Senator Steve Mota – I just have a question to everyone. Were there any constituents who reached out to you, that mentioned they did not receive the email? Can we show in a share of hands the people for the first go around?
Senator Jacob Koh – I do believe, bottom line if we are going to do anything as senators speaking out, we should definitely:1. Discuss how we should write what happened to each of our constituents in an email. Because no official statement has been made, unless you read between the lines of it in The Accent Article. So, I think what we should do is collectively be on the same page and understand what we are going to write.
Senator Asher LeVos – Also I want to say, moving forward this is something that in Bylaws committee we need to be discussing, in terms of actually writing things making sure that the language is clear in the constitution, the election manual, and Bylaws. Specifically, what will happen if situations like this should arise again. Or if there is a technical glitch, which currently our bylaws do not even account for. This situation makes us aware of an area where we are able to now look at, be able to set some precedent, and finally communicate with the student body that we are taking this seriously. We’re hearing your concerns and what we are going to be doing in the future to address such circumstances.
Senator Jacob Koh – I would like to open the floor on perspective on how we should be able to proceed. To reconcile. As a face, we partially lost some credibility with the student body, not necessarily for mistakes we did as senate, but stuff that was mitigated on us as student representatives.

Dr. Negron – I would recommend that before you take any action like that... Well, first of all there will be no action. One of the reasons is, remember that what happened last week, and this discussion tonight is to know what happened last week ok? Follow exactly what is in the Bylaws. The Bylaws committee got
together, and they determined what would happen. It wasn’t me, and the individuals who were in the bylaws committee can attest, that they went to a separate room, and you made a decision, and we abided by your decision. Okay?
Now, if you end up saying, we are going to take another decision, basically what you are saying is, “It doesn’t matter that they followed the constitution.” It doesn't matter that they (the Bylaws Committee) followed the bylaws of the constitution. We are going to change that action, but they followed the constitution.

Senator Arianne Milosavljevic – I wouldn't say that it is impossible to allow the 58 students who didn’t get a chance to vote to be able to vote. If we were good about opportunity, I don’t think that this would necessarily overturn the decision of the votes. Would sending out the ballots to the 58 students who weren’t allowed to vote overturn the ballots the Bylaw committee decided?

Dr. Negron – I think before we move forward with what Jacob said, we need to know what happened last week.
BYLAWS COMMITTEE REVIEW OF ELECTION DECISION FOR REVOTE
Senator Steve – We (the Bylaws Committee) met and talked about different things and options that we had, and we followed the election manual to the best of our abilities in terms of... technically, we shouldn't have had a re-election for the social vice president because in our election manual it said that if they won by 20 or more, we don’t have to. We could just state clear winners. So that is what we decided to as a body, and discussed it and argued among ourselves. We concluded at the end saying, what does it mean when we say there was a glitch.” How are we going to go about this and state that just this position because of the margin.
Senator Valerie Grajales – The margin between the other two positions wasn’t far at all. Obviously, presidency was over 100, but the social VP wasn't. That is why we realized it depended on the Margin. And lets say if it is huge group, it could make a difference on who wins, so we decided that it would be fair to have re-election for them. This way it would be fair overall. And in my personal opinion was that if the person who had won that night had gone into their position, I would feel like they would still be attacked. Or not attacked, but people would be questioning their position if they truly won, or if they were supposed to be there because of the glitch. This decision shuts everything and all the doubts by having a re-election and people would see that that person was meant to win if they revote again.
Sentor Asher LeVos – I would just like to comment also kind of in the lines of following Bylaws, following the constitution. I was looking in depth at both in the election manual, Constitution, and Bylaws, noticing that particularly pertaining to elections in student government that there are notable discrepancies in the documents. So, there is already a lot of vagueness in certain sections, there are also grammar issues. And this is something I am going to talk to Havin about but just wanted to notify you guys as senators as to what are documents are showing at this point.

Senator Heidi Burke – In regards as to what we are going to do tonight, I would like to turn to the Election Manual, Article One, Section 5.2 It states, “All decisions made by the SA Senate Bylaws Committee shall be final, unless overturned by a two-thirds majority vote of the SA Senate.”
And so, to me it seems that there is legal precedent for us to make a decision tonight that has actual weight to it. Without us violating the legitimacy of the Bylaws committee.
Dr. Negron – And I will say... I will Veto any action like that.

Senator Arianne Milosavljevic – Ok well, then I think it would be beneficial two consider two options.
1. Allowing the constituents to vote, for even the sake of procedure, and having students understand that their voices are heard.
2. Have the Bylaws committee post a video or statement and sharing what happened.
Just for example, I am on senate, and I just found out tonight with what happened with the Bylaws committee decision. So, I can only imagine how much more lost the rest of the student body feels. And I am not saying this in disappointment with the election results. I think it was handled the best it could be considering all the complications.
Senator Houston Beckworth – Dr. Negron may I ask you a question? You say you would Veto any decision here tonight?
Dr. Negron – Yes, this meeting was not called to make any decision.
Senator Houston Beckworth – Would you be open to sending out ballots just for the vice president and president positions for the 58 people, just out formality?
Dr. Negron – Well, before I answer that question, I was supposed to have an opportunity to explain somethings. So, may I take that opportunity now?
Senators in agreement - “absolutely, yes”
DR. NEGRONS EXPLANATION OF EVENTS
Dr. Negron – This is the statement that a reporter asking on Monday morning to explain and this is the
email I sent out. I don’t know the reason it was never reprinted.
The reason for the re-vote is that Student Association by-laws require a re-vote if any race is decided by 20 votes or fewer. Even though the Social Vice President race was decided by 52 pr 53 votes (I don’t remember), there were several students who did not receive a ballot through the mail. We learned during the day of voting of this happening but decided not to do anything unless the results called for an action. Those students who did not receive a ballot all fell in the same category. They were taking online classes. If a student taking an online class had 12 or more hours even without counting the online hours, they received a ballot. If the omission of the online classes resulted in fewer than 12 hours, they did not receive a ballot.
At the time, the by-laws committee of Senate could not know how many students were affected. The members of the committee only knew that Southern taught at least 20 online classes. We know now that

over 30 students did not receive ballots from these classes. We don’t know if all of them would have
voted. But we know now there were enough to say the by-laws committee made the right decision.
In contrast, the other races would not have been affected by this glitch in the emailed ballots. Statistically, those results would not have been affected by the number of students who did not receive ballots. As a result, the by-laws committee did not require a revote in those races.
Dr. Negron – So we knew early enough. In fact, Priscille was one of the students who did not receive a ballot. We corrected that immediately and gave her a ballot. We now know it was 58, and how do we know? Because I went through the roster of all online classes. Every single one, looking at every single student, and checking every single class schedule. I did all the math for every single person. And then, I cross checked to see if the information was right. About 500 people.
I did this to see if the decision made by the bylaws committee was correct. The second confirmation came in last Friday morning. The head of our Research department reached out interested about our decision to do a revote. I have run the numbers and the statistics show that there is a 0.005% chance that if you revoted, the results would change for all three races.
Every year, we see that of the ballots we send a year, we only have 50-60% of the possible people receiving ballots even vote.
Senator Heidi Burke – that is interesting to know. And I apologize if it sounds rude, but I must ask out of the explanation for any constituents who may question Why you said you would veto any action taken by the representative body of the student government. Because it sounds like we do have a lot of student concerns, and we are trying to investigate.
Dr. Negron – The reason is because I am a strong proponent in the believe that you do not make decisions that overturn your Constitution. And it would be correct if you saw that the Bylaws committee did something wrong. But they did nothing wrong. If anything, the only thing you could fault them on is that they did not go by the letter of the law.
Also, historically it takes the rest of the semester to select the rest of the cabinet, as well as senators. The more we delay the less time we have to do that.

Senator Arianne M. - But if we truly believe that statistically it wouldn’t influence the votes for President and EVP, and we are already doing it for the Social VP, how is that delaying anything?
Dr. Negron  - I guess it has to do... it doesn’t make any logical sense for me to do that. That for me would be an emotional decision, not a logical one.
I was going to start with a personal story, why you have to be careful not making logical decisions.
[Dr. Negron proceeds to share where 5 years ago neglect in a hospital from a nurse caring for his mother going through hip surgery cost her to have a serious complication where the bedpan is stuck to the behind of his mother after several hours and peeled of multiple layers of skin. After discussion with the Chief of Staff, he took back his promise to fire all the staff who were involved in her care due to that nurse specifically having the highest ratings of all the nurses on that floor.]

Dr. Negron- I didn’t let my emotional part of my rule the logical part of me. Giving those votes would be a symbolic move, but it makes absolutely no difference, it’s not going to do anything.
Senator Heidi B. - I think we desperately need a symbolic motion that senate cares about the student body. Coming from my constituents, this is a breakdown of trust in the election system because there is not statement, people don’t know what is going on. These people still deserve to be able to vote and giving them that shows that we care even if we know it won’t make a difference.
Dr. Negron – Did the accent not address these concerns? Because they were there.
Senator Heidi B. - I mean, there are many ways the university could have sent a statement, but the fact is that there has not been enough clarification for everyone to know what is going on.
Where the fault lies, I cannot say, nor do I believe is relevant. What is important is how we are going to regain that trust and show our constituents how we as a student senate actually care about them.
Senator Houston B.- Dr. Negron, I do want to thank you for all the work you have done in terms of seeing the level of error and overseeing every student who underwent this glitch.
Do you have any issue, just out of formality, having Teri send out a poll or informal vote or just communicate our care to the student body?
Senator Jacob K – I would say that issue we have is not the statistics, it was the ethics of what went wrong.

Senator Brandon Koilpillai- I agree with Dr. Negron, personally I haven't heard anyone talking about how
they don’t trust us anymore. Like should the students have been noted, yes. But it is not going to make a difference, and if they were to vote nothing is going to change. And if I was in their shoes, I wouldn’t vote if I knew if counted for nothing. I think that the bylaws did make the right decision, because with the social VP it would actually impact that decision.
Senator Joshua L – Just to make it clear, the bylaws committee is not on trial right now. They made it clear they followed the letter of the law as much as they could with the issues where the letter of the law was insufficient. So, they had to deal to the spirit of the law with whatever logic they found available, which is not their fault. However, we are here to follow the letter of the law with the section article Heidi referred to, which is the power to overturn their decision that they made in their interpretation of the law.
Because if the point is that nothing would have mattered anyway then why are we even here. There is no point to have this meeting if there is no outcry, if there is no real impact. If the conclusion is to do nothing, then I believe that is actually wrong. We are the voice of the student body, logically or not.
Dr. Negron- So the only question I have for you is, how many students voiced out a concern.
Senator Adrian – If we are going to do something, and regardless if it counts or not, lets vote anyways.
Senator Heidi B. - My job is to know my constituents, but we are working on no data, no knowledge, no nothing. And I am voting today with the assumption that I know what my constituents want as a senator, because that is my job.

Senator Houston B. - This morning when I sent out an email to my constituents asking if revote for president and vice president should be considered. 33 responses, 27 yes and 6 no.
Dr. Negron – What I will veto is a request to have another round of revote. If you want to have a symbolic 58 ballots to go out there. Which aren’t going to make a difference, but we have a list. We can send that out tomorrow morning. I will oppose the idea to send out a poll to all 1700 people. Because 700 of
those people chose not to vote last week. They shouldn’t get a chance to vote again.
Senator Tata T. - Speaking from my personal experience, I was one of the students who didn’t get a ballot despite having 15 credits. The pool of students didn’t receive the ballot are leaders and heavily involved around campus. The students that would vote are the students who do have an impact and want to share with senate.
MOTION
Senator Houston - "I move to retain the current voting decisions made by the Bylaws committee, and out of formality, send out a ballot to the remaining 58 students who were unable to vote for this election year."

DISCUSSION
Senator Arriane M – I move to amend the motion and add “Alongside this, a statement will be made by the Bylaws committee to address this issue to the student body.” Motion to amend (add this on) passed
Senator Heidi B – So I move to amend this motion too , “By the power invested in senate, to revoke the calling of the election until the normal amount of time has elapsed between sending out the rest of the 58 votes”
If we truly think it makes no difference, then we allow then to vote it would be an actual vote. Vice President Priscille Mikala – Point of Information. The election has already been called. Dr. Negron – we cannot revote the previous elections.
Senator Valerie- Point of information! We can’t call for a revote because he already vetoed. He has overall say. We can’t.
Constitution Article 2, section IV
The Vice President for Student Development shall serve as the SA Coordinator and shall be a non-voting member of the SA Senate, the SA General Assembly, and all SA Committees. The Vice President for Student Development shall have veto authority over all actions of the constituent bodies of the SA. The University President shall appoint all SA Faculty Advisors upon consulting with the Vice President for Student Development.
Senator Kalla Carballo – I vote for sending out the 58, but I disagree with what you said just because even if we could revoke it, people already know they won or that they didn’t win. So, people would have more question on why are we revoking this.

Senator Valeri G – I would think it just would make it seemed disorganized. We as senate have no power on the re-election, we wanted to do a re-election for everyone, but we couldn’t because it was Vetoed.
Discussion time ended


Voting for motion"I move to retain the current voting decisions made by the bylaws committee, and out of


formality, send out a ballot to the remaining 58 students who were unable to vote for this

election year. Alongside this, a statement will be made by the Bylaws committee to
address this issue to the student body.”
MOTION HAS PASSED

Meeting Adjourned
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