
 
Cornell University Student Assembly 
Agenda of the Thursday, November 21st, 2019 Meeting 

4:45-6:30pm in the Memorial Room of Willard Straight Hall 

   
I. Call to Order & Roll Call 

 
II. Presentations 

a. (4:45pm) University Budgeting  
i. University ad-hoc Committee with Charlie van Loan, 

Jaewon Sim, JT Baker 
b. (5:05pm) Final Exam Policy Revision  

i. Health and Wellness Committee with Rep. Matolka 
 

III. Announcements 
a. Sprint on Sunday  
b. Special Projects: 

i. Dyson Students of Color Coalition 
 

IV. Appointments 
a. Confirmation of the OSGA 

 
V. Approval of the Minutes 

a. November 14th, 2019 
 

VI. Open Microphone 
 

VII. Byline Reports 
a. Willard Straight Hall Student Union Board (SUB) 
b. Cornell University Programming Board (CUPB) 
c. Welcome Weekend  

 
 

https://cornell.box.com/s/29ialrculp9j620bjdjo5nnigrrtmedb
https://cornell.box.com/s/29ialrculp9j620bjdjo5nnigrrtmedb
https://cornell.box.com/s/vvvxq152ugv23gg70jihv0ggfaamqp3g
https://cornell.box.com/s/vvvxq152ugv23gg70jihv0ggfaamqp3g
https://cornell.box.com/s/sshjb9e9rvhztfsp4vnkx0nqk1edc99q
https://cornell.box.com/s/sshjb9e9rvhztfsp4vnkx0nqk1edc99q
https://cornell.box.com/s/ipwxpi96fl62lieekbl77owruxiinjyx


VIII. New Business 
a. Public Statement: Supporting Students at Syracuse University  
b. Resolution 18: Approving Special Projects Request for IvyG 
c. Resolution 19: Creating Internal Elections Rules 
d. Resolution 20: Setting the Special Projects Funding Guidelines 
e. Resolution 21: Creation of the Diversity Innovation Fund 
f. Resolution 22: Establishing an Equitable Event Registry System 

for Cooperative Houses 
 

IX. Business of the Day  
a. Resolution 17: Establishing a Framework for Electronic Voting 

 
X. Adjournment  

 
 
 
 

https://cornell.box.com/s/2vgrwab98cnhvr2lfsm8wmcoj5ent0bp
https://cornell.box.com/s/2vgrwab98cnhvr2lfsm8wmcoj5ent0bp
https://cornell.box.com/s/2jn53hn8ximryzute78br695fd0parn4
https://cornell.box.com/s/2jn53hn8ximryzute78br695fd0parn4
https://cornell.box.com/s/2i3zjfuyurnh9gd4z2jb9e5szgmvdzon
https://cornell.box.com/s/2i3zjfuyurnh9gd4z2jb9e5szgmvdzon
https://cornell.box.com/s/f7gpmz680oun2tsc2dkqw23kpmxmx8pm
https://cornell.box.com/s/f7gpmz680oun2tsc2dkqw23kpmxmx8pm
https://cornell.box.com/s/wa5rp4k2utlpzcmojjhhvivl596dthpm
https://cornell.box.com/s/wa5rp4k2utlpzcmojjhhvivl596dthpm
https://cornell.box.com/s/zgx0rlcymtz3jqe0o9ek7prqlck37h5p
https://cornell.box.com/s/zgx0rlcymtz3jqe0o9ek7prqlck37h5p
https://cornell.box.com/s/fc7waz8954vlgwtrn43objk09pa2t08f
https://cornell.box.com/s/fc7waz8954vlgwtrn43objk09pa2t08f


  
 

Cornell University Student Assembly 
Minutes of the Thursday, November 14th, 2019 

Meeting, 4:45-5:37 pm in 701 Clark Hall 
 

I. Call to Order & Roll Call 
a. J. Anderson called the meeting to order at 4:45 pm.  
b. Roll Call: 

i. Present: M. Adeghe, J. Anderson, M. Baker, C. Benedict, A. Cass, U. 
Chukwukere, J. Clancy, O. Egharevba, J. Feit, M. Haddad, C. Huang, J. Kroll, 
Y. Li, L. Ordonez, I. Pavlov, L. Smith, P. Solovyeva, S. Sun, N. Watson, K. 
Wondimu, S. Xu, J. Youngblood, Y. Yuan 

ii. Absent: G. Martin (excused), N. Matolka (excused), T. Reuning (excused), B. 
Weintraub (excused) 

iii. Arrived After Roll Call: V. Xu (excused) 
II. Approval of the Minutes 

a. November 7th, 2019 
i. Motion to approve the November 7th minutes – approved 21-0-1. 

III. Open Microphone 
a. No speakers at the open microphone. 

IV. Byline Reports 
a. Convocation 

i. M. Adeghe said that they will be tabling two of the three byline reports on 
the agenda today, and that they would start with Convocation’s byline 
funding since that is the organization who they will not be tabling today. She 
added that they requested to be raised from $16.85 to $18.00 so that they 
could get more high-profile speakers, and that there were some questions 
that the committee asked that they did not answer, which disappointed the 
committee, but they decided that bringing in high-profile speakers for the 
weekend is important. She also said that she has an amendment that she 
would like to add, and that Convocation is currently under the Class Councils 
constitution, rather than their own, so they will work with them on making 
their own constitution since they are a byline organization. 

ii. M. Adeghe moved to amend Convocation’s byline funding such that the 
following text is added: “The Committee and the Assembly ask Senior 
Convocation to write a separate constitution that provides guidance to 
executive board structure and financials of the organization to better guide 
the organizations. In addition, the Convocation Chair position should be 
removed from the Class Councils constitutions, as the two organizations are 
fundamentally distinct and separate” – amended 21-0-1. 

iii. Motion to approve Convocation’s byline funding – approved 22-0-1. 



b. Class Councils 
i. M. Adeghe said that Class Councils’ main mission is to foster class spirit and 

pride, and that the committee wasn’t comfortable with giving them an 
increase in funding since they did not give them a detailed budget, and that 
what they were given was not a budget at all in the committee’s opinion. She 
added that they’re tabling this funding until next week so they can see if they 
can get a more detailed budget, and that the report will be redone for next 
week once they have enough information to determine whether or not they 
warrant an increase. She moved to table Class Councils’ byline funding – 
tabled 22-0-1. 

c. Senior Days 
i. M. Adeghe said that Senior Days had a similar situation, and that they had a 

slightly more detailed budget and hence got a slight increase, but that they 
also lacked a detailed budget, as well as some information the committee 
thought necessary to give them full funding, and so she suggests that they 
table this funding as well. She added that they also reached out to them for a 
more detailed budget, and that it makes sense that this is happening because 
both Class Councils and Senior Days have the same advisor. She moved to 
table Senior Days’ byline funding – tabled 21-1-1. 

V. New Business I & Business of the Day I 
a. Resolution 15: Creation of a Working Group of Student Assembly Composition, 

Structure, and Representations 
i. J. Anderson moved to amend the agenda such that Resolution 15 would be 

considered before Resolution 14 – amended. 
ii. J. Anderson presented the resolution. 
iii. O. Egharevba asked if the members would be committee members, current 

SA members, or a mixture of both. 
iv. J. Anderson said that they would be SA members, and that he imagines that 

there would be periods of public feedback. 
v. J. Feit said that he was ecstatic when he saw this resolution on the agenda, 

and that he thinks that they need to see this happen, and that it is crucial that 
they evaluate the composition of who they have representing them. He 
added that it has been too long since they’ve looked at this, and that he 
would hope that they can have this committee remain year-to-year to ensure 
that things are constantly reevaluated. He also said that Cornell is a huge and 
unique school with so much potential and diversity, and that potential and 
diversity must be represented here. 

vi. J. Anderson said that if they wanted to maintain the committee year-to-year, 
it would have to be a future bylaws amendment, which would be up to the 
working group to determine if they want to do that. 

vii. J. Clancy asked if they’re sure that the allocation numbers won’t change with 
regard to North Campus expansion, especially with regard to numbers of 
freshman and sophomore students. 

viii. J. Anderson asked if J. Clancy could elaborate. 
ix. J. Clancy obliged. 
x. J. Anderson said that he does not know the answer to that, and that question 

would be better for the Provost’s office, and that this would be a great 
question for VP Ryan Lombardi, who he could put J. Clancy in contact with. 



xi. M. Haddad began to say that she was confused about the content of lines 41 
through 45. 

xii. J. Anderson said that those lines are in Resolution 14, and that the resolution 
currently being discussed is Resolution 15. 

xiii. C. Huang said that lines 39 and 40 mention that the SA will vote to 
implement these changes, and asked if this meant that they will put these 
changes in place for the spring election cycle or for next year. 

xiv. J. Anderson said that they would ideally be before the petitioning period if 
the SA decides to take the recommendations of the working group, and that 
this assembly has the power to deny the recommendations. He added that he 
is asking the working group to think about is the biggest picture and ideas, 
and then moving down to the smallest changes. 

xv. There was a motion to move the resolution to Business of the Day – 
approved 22-0-1. 

xvi. There was a motion to vote. 
1. M. Haddad dissented. 
2. The motion was withdrawn. 

xvii. M. Haddad asked how the demographic analysis will reflect people who are 
multiracial. 

xviii. J. Anderson said that he is sure that this is something that the demographic 
report can capture, and that he is not an expert, but that he is sure that they 
can utilize a system where people who identify as such will be represented. 

xix. Discussion continued in this regard. 
xx. Deborah Nyakaru said that Cornell actively has demographic data for 

students, and that they would likely look at that first before soliciting 
information from students. 

xxi. M. Haddad said that her problem with that is that Arabs like herself are 
sometimes caught in different categories and are often identified as white. 

xxii. J. Anderson said that other universities have had workarounds for that. 
xxiii. J. Feit asked what will happen once they have findings about demographics, 

and that it’s great to assess and see a problem, but doing something about it 
is what counts. 

xxiv. J. Anderson said that the demographic report will be published to the student 
body, and that it will not be a silver bullet solution, but it will keep people 
aware. He added that they will understand the blind spots that they have as 
an assembly, and understand that if there is a resolution that has a disparate 
impact around a certain identity and looking at what that representation is. 

xxv. J. Feit asked if they can grant a seat to a minority representative if it is found 
that the assembly has a percentage of white students greater than that of the 
white population on campus. 

xxvi. J. Anderson said that this is why they are asking to do the demographic 
report beforehand, and that he thinks that this will also inform their election 
outreach. 

xxvii. Discussion continued in this regard. 
xxviii. Motion to approve Resolution 15 – approved 22-0-1. 

b. Resolution 14: Creation of the Office of Student Government Relations. 
i. J. Anderson and L. Smith presented the resolution. 
ii. M. Haddad asked if the position detailed in the resolution would be an SA 



member or someone else next year once L. Smith ceases to serve in that 
position. 

iii. J. Anderson said that it would be the chair of CLA, which can be an SA 
member, and that it is a dually-held position. 

iv. J. Youngblood asked if the presenters know how many lobbying trips were 
set in the last few years. 

v. J. Anderson said that from an SA standpoint, he was the first EVP to start 
this process, and that he doesn’t know about any trips beforehand. He added 
that Albany is less popular than Washington, D.C. for students because the 
issues are more niche, and that they do want students in the halls of Albany. 
He also said that if any person did any of this before his time at Cornell, he is 
unaware of it. 

vi. C. Benedict asked if the $10,000 from SPF would be accessible for outside 
groups lobbying for issues that the SA approves of. 

vii. J. Anderson said that it’s just a fund transfer to the office, and that a big part 
about the lobbying is that of the partnership, and that such organizations will 
always be invited into the fold. He added that an organization that contacts 
them and says they would like to lobby an issue would get put in contact with 
OSGR and use money from them, and that the student organization would 
be using that budget, rather than their own. 

viii. There was a motion to amend the resolution such that “nor” in line 42 is 
changed to “or” – amended 21-0-1. 

ix. There was a motion to move the resolution to Business of the Day. 
x. J. Anderson said that this is a bylaws resolution, and so it will have to be 

tabled. 
xi. Motion to table Resolution 14 – tabled 21-0-1. 

c. Resolution 16: Creation of the “One Cornell Fund” 
i. J. Anderson presented the resolution. 
ii. O. Egharevba asked how this is different from a lot of the byline 

organizations that do collaborate with each other or fund specific events for 
specific times, or otherwise promote these sorts of collaborations already in 
general. 

iii. J. Anderson said that he understands O. Egharevba’s question, but that he 
does not believe that the premise of the question is actually occurring, and 
that some organizations like ALANA encourage collaboration between their 
suborganizations, but most aren’t. He added that this is another avenue to 
get money to the student body, and that if he is in an organization with a 
budget of $500, and another organization approaches that one with a 
collaboration because of some intersection, this is an avenue for them. He 
also said that more conscious and collaborative programming is important, 
and that it is important for them to support that. 

iv. C. Benedict asked if student organizations could apply both for SPF and for 
the One Cornell Fund (henceforth OCF). 

v. J. Anderson said that they could in theory, but not in practice, and that if he 
were to hold a collaborative event, OCF would be the primary source, and 
that is dependent upon the reviewing committee. He added that if they apply 
to both for the same event, they will look toward OCF first for a 
collaborative event. He also said that he thinks that there would sometimes 



be cases in which they can get grants from both, and other cases where they 
get one but not the other, particularly when it doesn’t warrant big community 
impact. 

vi. L. Ordonez asked if suborganizations can apply for this funding. 
vii. J. Anderson said that any registered organization can do so. 
viii. L. Ordonez asked if this includes two suborganizations under the same 

umbrella. 
ix. J. Anderson replied in the affirmative. 
x. J. Youngblood asked what the plans for future funding of this are, and what 

would happen when the $10,000 from SPF runs out. 
xi. J. Anderson said that the question at hand would be whether or not they will 

run out this year, and whether or not the fund is attractive if they do not run 
out. He added that he would hope that next year’s SA finds a way to split 
their SPF proportionally if this proves to be popular, and that he is sure that 
they can provide for this through partnerships with organizations like SAFC. 

xii. M. Adeghe asked a question. 
xiii. J. Anderson said that he plans to move this procedure into AppsCom during 

a non-byline year. 
xiv. M. Adeghe said that the standing rules this year were done as fall and spring, 

and asked if this would be done in the same way, or if J. Anderson would 
prefer a year-by-year basis. 

xv. J. Anderson said that he prefers year-by-year, and that even in a byline cycle 
year they are seeing SPF requests and working on Appendix B, and that they 
plan on ramping up AppsCom’s duties in non-byline years. 

xvi. There was a motion to move this resolution into Business of the Day – 
moved 22-0-1. 

xvii. Motion to approve Resolution 16 – approved 22-0-1. 
VI. Business of the Day II 

a. Resolution 12: Revising the Student Assembly Bylaws to Dictate that Community 
Votes be Conducted Online 

i. O. Egharevba began to present Resolution 17, but there was a realization 
that the version of the resolution in the meeting packet was not the most up-
to-date version, and so Resolution 12 was presented while O. Egharevba 
found and sent out the most recent version of Resolution 17. 

ii. J. Kroll presented the resolution. 
iii. Community member Jillian Shapiro said that she thinks that there are ways to 

make community votes more private and accessible without opening the 
floodgates for lack of a better term, and that as an example, when Hillel has 
e-board elections, there is a risk of votes becoming a popularity contest and 
involving asking people who don’t care about the outcome to vote, and that 
one solution would be to have a request for an absentee ballot be a 
possibility. She added that this would be for people who can’t make it to the 
meeting but consciously want to vote because they care, and that there are 
ways to have in-person votes that are more private, and that saying votes out 
loud is not the most private, but that she is sure that there are ways to scan a 
person’s ID and not have their vote be able to be traced back to them. She 
also said that she thinks that for the BDS vote last year, being present for the 
resolution was important so that people could see the reactions in the room 



and hear the points being made, and that she thinks that making the system 
should be made more accessible and private while making it more 
meaningful. 

iv. J. Kroll said that they acknowledge the value of having discussion in the SA, 
and that they hope people will still come after that, but that he doesn’t think 
it’ll come to a popularity contest, and that he thinks that issues for which the 
community votes will be relevant and polarizing issues. He added that he is 
hard-pressed to believe that people will sign away their vote because a friend 
asked them to, and asked whether she would blindly vote or give it some 
thought if someone sent the BDS vote to her. He also said that the Hillel 
vote is less comparable because SA votes affect everyone on campus, and 
that he doesn’t think the two situations are entirely comparable. He added 
that they had discussed some alternatives regarding privacy, and that it is 
problematic that there is no oversight on what the parliamentarian does. 

v. J. Shapiro said that in that same vein, there are ways to make sure that the 
parliamentarian doesn’t have access to who voted what, and scanning the ID 
but not tracking the vote is a way to do that, which was not done last 
semester. She added that they talked about something being relevant to the 
whole campus, but the BDS resolution wasn’t relevant to everyone and for 
many, it was a matter of what their friends thought and voted, and that it 
needs to be in line with the wants and needs of the student body. 

vi. J. Kroll said that he thinks that the crux between the two proposals is 
accessibility at the cost of people who do not care as much being able to 
vote, or vice versa, and that he thinks that the former is more important 
when they have these votes that are so polarizing, emotional, and important. 

vii. I. Pavlov said that she thinks that they need to be valuing the privacy and 
accessibility above all else, and that everyone has the right to vote as an 
undergraduate student, and that if someone sees a vote in a GroupMe and 
doesn’t know anything about it, they’re not going to vote on it. 

viii. M. Adeghe said that she does not want to go into what happened last 
semester, but that she thinks that they saw a lack of accessibility, and that she 
thinks that accessibility alone is a good reason to support this. 

ix. A. Cass said that they think that any issue brought before the SA is relevant 
to everyone on campus, and that the SA represents all undergraduate 
students, and that they think that they can debate proposals, but the assembly 
has gone back and forth since last meeting and settled on this as a proposal 
to protect privacy and ensuring accessibility. They added that they think they 
settled on having the vote open for the meeting rather than beforehand, and 
that it is important to emphasize that any democratic process could have 
someone walking into a voting booth and voting randomly, but that barriers 
should not be put up to prevent that person from voting, and that 
accessibility is more important. 

x. J. Feit said that there are valid concerns that they need to relinquish some of 
their personal politics to strive to reach a more democratic body, and that he 
thinks that they have to make the process more accessible, and that just 
because someone is not perceived as having a vested interest doesn’t mean 
that their voice doesn’t matter. He added that he doesn’t think that it’s fair 
for people who need to work during a meeting to have their voices silenced, 



and that they need to embrace the community consensus, and so he will be 
voting in favor of this resolution. 

xi. M. Baker asked how they will verify that students are voting, and how they 
will prevent hacking. 

xii. M. Haddad said that CU Authorization will be used. 
xiii. M. Baker asked what would happen for a person that knows another 

person’s NetID. 
xiv. There were simultaneous responses from many people on the assembly. 
xv. J. Anderson asked that people not give out their passwords. 
xvi. M. Haddad said that they did check, and that the data can be altered to make 

sure that only undergraduate students have access. 
xvii. O. Egharevba said that this is a good idea in theory, and asked what 

mechanisms or resources will be used to prevent low-information voting. 
xviii. J. Kroll said that he thinks that they have instances of low-information voting 

when votes are taken in person, and that the only difference is that high-SES 
people are more likely to be able to show up even if they don’t care about the 
issues, and that the page to the link with the vote will also have the link to 
the resolution. 

xix. O. Egharevba asked if there would be the link to the livestream. 
xx. J. Kroll said that they had originally wanted that, but that the OA claimed 

that they would be better off without it due to the low quality of the 
livestream, so that people who want to hear the discussion can come to the 
meeting. 

xxi. O. Egharevba said that he would look more favorably on this resolution if 
the option were there so that people could see it before they vote. 

xxii. J. Anderson said that the link to the agenda is in all of their agenda blasts. 
xxiii. A member asked if the link would be open all day, only during the meeting, 

or for some other time frame. 
xxiv. M. Haddad said that voting would open at the start of the meeting, and 

would go until debate closes, and that they would then hear the community 
votes before the SA votes. 

xxv. C. Benedict said that he wanted to highlight that he is pretty sure it is not the 
job of this assembly to assume students’ background knowledge, and that 
they need to ensure the accessibility and make sure that students vote. He 
moved to approve Resolution 12 – approved 22-1-1. 

VII. New Business II 
a. Resolution 17: Establishing a Framework for Electronic Voting 

i. O. Egharevba presented the resolution. 
ii. N. Watson asked where they will be getting the iClickers from. 
iii. O. Egharevba said that they are provided by the OA through Academic IT, 

and that they can buy their own if they want, and that he does not see any 
reason why they can’t get their own. He added that the ones the OA 
provided were for the trial run. 

iv. N. Watson asked where the money for the iClickers would come from. 
v. O. Egharevba said that it would probably come from the administrative 

budget, but that it would be a one-time cost, and you would be given an 
iClicker for your term, and return it once your term ended. 

vi. O. Egharevba said that it would come to about $500 or $600 dollars for 28 



iClickers, and a base station on top of that would bring the total cost to $750, 
but that this would be a one-time purchase. 

vii. J. Kroll said that his concern with this is that they will waste more time in 
discussing whether they want to waive the use of iClickers than they will save 
by using iClickers, and that he thinks that it is more transparent having 
placards raised. He added that the iClickers have been waived in the past for 
this specific reason, and that he doesn’t think they are saving energy or time 
by doing this. 

viii. O. Egharevba said that a person could possibly be unable to make it to a 
meeting due to other commitments, and the livestream is low quality, and 
that he doesn’t think it’s fair to make the assumption that people can make it 
to these meetings all of the time. He added that the vast majority of SA votes 
are not controversial, and that they don’t spend an hour or 90 minutes 
discussing them, and that the case that J. Kroll described would be a 
boundary case in his opinion. He also said that they get a few controversial 
things each year, and that those votes would be decided ahead of time, and if 
it is still controversial after that decision, they would go straight into voting 
on that, and that is why he wanted to close debate on this particular issue 
with a majority vote rather than a 60% vote. 

ix. J. Clancy said that he wanted to thank O. Egharevba for putting so much 
time into this, and that from what he saw in the trial run, he agrees with J. 
Kroll that it takes up more time than it saves, and that it takes up their time 
from other issues they could be voting on. He added that he understands O. 
Egharevba’s concerns and that he appreciates that he has looked at it bigger-
picture and its implications, but that he thinks that it is making a simple 
process way too complex. He also said that he is not convinced that there’s a 
set need that warrants the changing of the system. 

x. J. Feit said that he thinks his concerns have already been expressed, and that 
they are reinventing the wheel here, and that their vote should be held 
accountable if they are looking for more transparency. He added that if they 
go on the premise of motions largely not being controversial, then they can 
say that there are very few negative votes, and that those would be relatively 
easy to post online anyway. He also said that the cost is closer to $50 per 
iClicker, not $20, and that this could put additional economic burden on 
them, and that he thinks that placards are better than instituting new 
technology that looks and feels better. 

xi. O. Egharevba said that he knows that this change is radical in the eyes of the 
assembly, and that we as humans tend to oppose things that are radical, and 
that he thinks that this would be more accessible for students, particularly 
low-income students who might have to take jobs as was mentioned in the 
last resolution. He added that some people can’t come to meetings and sit for 
two hours and wait to see how a vote goes, and that this would bring more 
transparency to the assembly at large since they have a record of who voted 
what, and that he thinks that people have a right to see who voted for what. 
He also said that opposing this under the guise of it being new technology or 
not having done it before and therefore not doing it now is not sensible in 
his mind, and that he is not saying that the argument is invalid, but that he is 
trying to get people to understand where he is coming from. 



xii. C. Benedict said that O. Egharevba was speaking about how this is similar to 
the last resolution, and asked if O. Egharevba voted in favor of the last 
resolution. 

xiii. O. Egharevba replied in the negative and said that this was because of the 
lack of options for livestreaming, and said that he doesn’t see how this is 
relevant. 

xiv. M. Haddad asked how secret ballot votes would be conducted. 
xv. O. Egharevba said that they would just randomize which iClicker is used, and 

each person would use someone else’s, so that the votes would be visible, but 
no one knows who voted for what. 

xvi. M. Haddad said that she feels like someone could easily figure out who voted 
what in such a case, and that she could keep an eye on someone who she 
would want to see the vote of. She added that she thinks that it’s a great idea 
for these votes to be put in the minutes through the iClickers, and asked if 
there is a chance that they could use both, and that she feels like that would 
be a solution even though it is hectic. 

xvii. O. Egharevba said that he thinks they might be able to get the votes on the 
screen so the community can see how each individual voted if they’re there, 
and that would be something he can look into between now and next week. 

xviii. There was a motion to table the resolution. 
1. O. Egharevba dissented, and said he wanted to hear more people’s 

voices. 
2. The person who made the motion maintained it. 
3. There was a vote-to-vote – status unclear at the time of voting 12-10-

1. 
4. O. Egharevba asked whether or not a vote-to-vote requires a 60% 

majority. 
5. There was research on this. 
6. J. Anderson said that a vote-to-vote requires a two-thirds majority, 

and so the vote-to-vote failed 12-10-1. 
xix. V. Xu said that she first wanted to recognize the effort that O. Egharevba 

put into this for researching and finding a new solution, and that for 
randomizing the iClickers, they could just get rid of the labels, and eventually 
get a second set to be used for randomized voting. She added that her main 
support for this resolution is that there are cases where assembly members 
look at others when deciding how to vote, and that she feels like the iClickers 
give people an opportunity to just vote how they are thinking. 

xx. M. Adeghe said that she does want to commend O. Egharevba for his work 
on this, but that she thinks he is putting words into people’s mouths which 
she does not think is acceptable. She added that in practice, this seems like it 
will add time, effort, and confusion into something that is not a big issue, and 
that she doesn’t think that placard voting is an issue at all, and that she thinks 
that they are trying to solve a problem that doesn’t exist here. 

xxi. O. Egharevba said that as with any new procedure, there will be times where 
it isn’t perfect, but in the long run, it is an investment in both the SA and in 
the community because they are providing transparency to the community. 
He added that for quick votes, this is more efficient for them, and that these 
concerns are valid, but that once they figure things out over time and what 



works and what doesn’t, it will be a fair investment for the body. 
xxii. M. Adeghe asked if O. Egharevba could also address her point of putting 

words into people’s mouths. 
xxiii. O. Egharevba said that he apologizes if J. Feit felt uncomfortable by his 

response, and that his point was not to put words into his mouth but for him 
to recognize his vision. 

xxiv. L. Ordonez asked what a secret ballot is and if they have ever used it. 
xxv. J. Anderson said that it was used last year, and that there are interpretations 

that they can use it. 
xxvi. L. Ordonez asked if it was therefore the case that they do use it, but only 

rarely. 
xxvii. J. Anderson said that it is not explicitly in their documents, but is implicitly 

allowed to them through parliamentary procedure. 
xxviii. A. Cass said that they agree with what V. Xu said about there being a risk of 

people voting based on how other people are voting, but that they also want 
to echo what M. Haddad said about iClickers being traced back to a number, 
and that it seems like just writing the vote on a piece of paper would make 
more sense. They added that they understand the desire to have votes 
recorded even if they are not contentious, but that they are not sure that this 
is the way to do it given the cost and the complications. 

xxix. There was a motion to table the resolution. 
1. O. Egharevba dissented and said he wanted to respond. 
2. The motion was maintained. 
3. O. Egharevba withdrew his dissent. 

xxx. Motion to table Resolution 17 – tabled 21-0-1. 
VIII. Executive Session 

a. J. Anderson moved the meeting to executive session at 6:14 pm. 
IX. Adjournment 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
John Hannan 
Clerk of the Assembly 
 



 

 
 
Rationale of the Committee 

The Committee voted to fund SUB at $0.50 for the 2020-2022 Byline 
Funding Cycle.  

The Committee fully supports the work that SUB does to provide events for 
the Cornell community. Ultimately The Committee felt that given the large 
surplus, SUB should continue providing the wonderful events that they do and 
request an increase next byline cycle. Given, that the application did not include 
the required future financial projections, The Committee also did not know how 
SUB projects it will fare, given that it doesn’t receive the full funding request. 

Overall, The Committee is pleased with SUB and encourages them to further 
spend down their surplus and request additional funding when the surplus is down. 

 
Vote Totals  

The committee votes down from the highest amount proposed to the lowest, 
to give the group the advantage.  

The vote totals from the Committee were as follows: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 
Moriah Adeghe 
Vice President for Finance, Cornell Student Assembly 

Organization Willard Straight Hall Student Union 
Board 

2018 – 2020 Allocation $0.50 

2020 – 2022 Request $0.75 
Appropriations Committee 

Recommendation $0.50 

Amount Vote 
$0.75   4-6-1 
$0.50   9-1-1 



 

 
 
Rationale of the Committee 

The Committee voted to fund CUPB at $13.55 for the 2020-2022 Byline 
Funding Cycle.  

The Committee fully supports the work that CUPB does in bringing 
influential speaker to our campus. The Committee was pleased to see that 
undergraduate students have cheaper tickets than graduate considering that 
undergraduates pay more of CUPB’s allocation. The Committee looks forward to 
seeing the speakers that CUPB can bring with the additional $5 per student. 

Overall, The Committee is pleased with the work that CUPB does and looks 
forward to working with them in the future. 

 
Vote Totals  

The committee votes down from the highest amount proposed to the lowest, 
to give the group the advantage.  

The vote totals from the Committee were as follows: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 
Moriah Adeghe 
Vice President for Finance, Cornell Student Assembly 
 
 

Organization Cornell University Program Board 

2018 – 2020 Allocation $8.55 

2020 – 2022 Request $13.55 
Appropriations Committee 

Recommendation $13.55 

Amount Vote 
$13.55   9-0-0 



 

 
 
Rationale of the Committee 

The Committee voted to fund Welcome Weekend at $2.40 for the 2020-
2022 Byline Funding Cycle.  

The Committee fully supports Welcome Weekend and the work they do to 
provide fun events to welcome student back to campus after every major break. 
The Committee did not feel comfortable providing an increase to Welcome 
Weekend considering the organization has been running a surplus that is equal to 
their current allocation for the last several tears. 

The Committee is overall pleased with Welcome Weekend and encourages 
them to further spend down their surplus and request additional funding when the 
surplus is down. We look forward to working with Welcome Weekend in the 
future. 

 
Vote Totals  

The committee votes down from the highest amount proposed to the lowest, 
to give the group the advantage.  

The vote totals from the Committee were as follows: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 
Moriah Adeghe 
Vice President for Finance, Cornell Student Assembly 

Organization Welcome Weekend 

2018 – 2020 Allocation $2.40 

2020 – 2022 Request $2.50 
Appropriations Committee 

Recommendation $2.40 

Amount Vote 
$2.50    2-8-1 
$2.40   10-0-1 



 

Cornell University Student Assembly | www.CornellSA.com 
Stay Informed. Get Involved. Make a Difference.  
 

 

 

November 19, 2019 

 
Since November 7th there has been an outbreak of racist and bias-related events that have taken place at 

Syracuse University. At least eleven of these incidents have been reported within the past two weeks, 

taking form in racist graffiti and verbal abuse targeting Black, Asian, and Jewish students of the Syracuse 

University community.  

We, the members of Cornell’s undergraduate Student Assembly, denounce these actions and stand in 

solidarity with the students of Syracuse who have been affected by the recent events. The Syracuse 

University administration must work to ensure that no similar events occur in the future. We urge the 

Syracuse University administration to take immediate action to meet the demands of the affected 

communities.  

It is up to the Syracuse Administration to create the change needed. However, if the administration proves 

uncooperative in any way to putting the demands of the affected communities of Syracuse students into 

policy, then we encourage the students of Syracuse to continue to protest. We will do all we can to 

support their continued push for positive change.  

As institutions of higher education, both Cornell and Syracuse pride themselves in celebrating diversity 

and inclusivity in their respective student bodies. However, diversity and inclusion must go further than 

simply increasing numbers of minority students. To purportedly improve resources and opportunities for 

minority students only to stand by as they are blatantly targeted by their own peers is disrespectful and 

unfair to their academic commitments. These students must be able to trust their broader community and 

their own safety. The administrative leadership at Syracuse and Cornell must take steps to ensure that 

their institutions, which have historically existed to promote the oppression of minority peoples, are able 

to maintain student safety. Only when racism, bigotry, sexism, settler-colonialism, and white supremacy 

are completely eradicated can these institutions truly be spaces for all students. Until that moment, these 

institutions that we are a part of will still exist as vehicles of oppression.  

No student, student body, or University exists in a vacuum, and these issues will not be resolved by a 

single entity. As an institution that prides itself on its national and global presence, Cornell has an interest 

in ensuring that students not only at Cornell but within the state and nation are provided with the highest 

protection and dignity that a university can offer. The Student Assembly calls on leadership at Cornell, at 

Syracuse, in New York State and on the Federal Government level to acknowledge and investigate these 

hate crimes and allocate all resources possible to support the communities affected. We look forward to 

seeing justice delivered.   

 

In solidarity, 

The Cornell Student Assembly 
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S.A. Resolution #18 1 

Approving Special Projects Request for IvyG 2 

 3 
ABSTRACT: This resolution approves $10,000 of Special Projects funding for IvyG at Cornell.  4 
 5 
Sponsored by: Cat Huang ’21, Joe Anderson ‘20 6 
 7 
Whereas, according to the Student Assembly Standing Rules, Special Project “[r]equests $1500 and 8 

over shall be decided upon by a majority vote of the Appropriations Committee and 9 
confirmed by a majority vote of the Student Assembly, at large. The SA, at large, is only 10 
required to confirm requests of $1500 or greater. The request should be presented to the 11 
Student Assembly in the form of a resolution;” 12 

  13 
Whereas, IvyG is an inter-ivy and ivy+ conference that invites first-generation college students to 14 

participate in programming and advocacy specifically related to the first-generation college 15 
student experience; 16 

 17 
Whereas, this is the first time that Cornell will be hosting this prestigious conference; 18 
 19 
Whereas, the Executive Committee, by a unanimous vote, recommended $10,000 in Special 20 

Projects Funding to IvyG at Cornell;  21 
  22 
Be it therefore resolved, the Student Assembly approves the $10,000 Special Projects disbursement 23 

to IvyG at Cornell;  24 
  25 
Respectfully Submitted, 26 
  27 
Cat Huang ‘21 28 
Executive Vice President, Student Assembly 29 
 30 
Joe Anderson ‘20 31 
President, Student Assembly 32 
 33 
(Reviewed by: Executive Committee, 6-0-0, 11/19/2019) 34 
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S.A. Resolution #19 1 

Creating Internal Elections Rules 2 

 3 
Sponsored by: Nick Matolka ‘21 4 
 5 
Whereas, the Student Assembly needs to create rules for its internal elections; 6 
  7 
Be it therefore resolved, the following be added to the Standing Rules: 8 
 9 
Section 9: Internal Elections 10 

A. Rule 1: With one week’s notice, the VP of Internal Operations will notify Assembly 11 
members of a position that needs to be filled.  12 

B. Rule 2: Assembly members will have until the Sunday night prior to internal elections 13 
to submit an application. For a position, an Assembly member will be asked to answer 14 
the following two questions: 15 

1. Why do you want to serve in this position? 16 
2. Do you have the time to effectively commit to this role? 17 

C. Rule 3: Assembly members will be aware of applicants by Monday night. They will be 18 
able to have access to the answers of the applicants’ questions. The means of viewing 19 
this information is at the discretion of the VP of Internal Operations  20 

D. Rule 4: Following the release of the applicants’ questions, Assembly members can send 21 
in statements of an applicant until the Wednesday night prior to an internal election. 22 
Statements may only be positive and in support of a candidate. The statements will be 23 
submitted via Google Form. Only the President, Vice President, and Parliamentarian of 24 
the Student Assembly will be able to view submissions.  25 

E. Rule 5: Statements will be released on Wednesday night for the full Student Assembly 26 
to view.  Statements will only be released if they positively reinforce a candidate. Each 27 
statement will be attached with the submitter’s name. A statement will be vetted if they 28 
impose an ad hominem attack on an opposing candidate.  29 

F. Rule 6: In the case of an Assembly member having an egregious claim that should 30 
disqualify a candidate, they should submit the claim via Google Form to the President, 31 
Vice President, and Parliamentarian. It is at the discretion of the President, Vice 32 
President, and Parliamentarian in how to proceed. At a minimum, they are required to 33 
explain their choice to the submitter. If the disqualifying claim is released, the submitter 34 
will not be identified.  35 

G. Rule 7: An internal election will proceed as follows:  36 
1. Each candidate will be given three minutes to talk. It is a time to reiterate their 37 

answers and add any additional material.  38 
2. Following all of the candidates’ speeches, the President will read aloud all of the 39 

claims submitted and approved.  40 
3. Following the reading aloud of claims, deliberations will go on for at maximum 41 

fifteen minutes. During this time, Assembly members can solely reaffirm a 42 
candidate of choice, or reaffirm a statement made by a candidate of choice. At 43 
no time can an Assembly member engage in in ad hominem attacks on any 44 

Originally Presented on:  (11/21/2019) 
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candidate or intentionally make false statements against any candidate. In 45 
addition, an Assembly member cannot add additional information that hasn’t 46 
been stated during the meeting. If an Assembly member violates this rule, the 47 
President, Vice President, and Parliamentarian reserve the right to excuse the 48 
Assembly member from the internal election and they will not be allowed to 49 
vote.  50 

H. Rule 8: The sequence of events illustrated must take place prior to an internal election. In 51 
the case of a vacancy appearing that needs immediate filling via internal elections, the 52 
timeline should be modified to fit accordingly. 53 

I. Rule 9: Each candidate will document and release a log of all Assembly members that 54 
they meet with in lobbying for a position. Each candidate will document who they met 55 
with, the length of the meeting, and the material discussed. They will be released via the 56 
medium of choosing of the VP of IOPS.  57 

J. Rule 10: This process will also be implemented during the mass internal elections at the 58 
end of the school year.  59 

 60 
Respectfully Submitted, 61 
 62 
Nick Matolka ‘21 63 
Undesignated Representative-At-Large, Student Assembly 64 
 65 
(Reviewed by: Executive Committee, 6-0-0, 11/19/2019) 66 
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S.A. Resolution #20 1 

Setting the Special Projects Funding Guidelines 2 

 3 

ABSTRACT: This resolution proposes rules and guidelines on Special Projects funding.  4 

 5 
Sponsored by: Colin Benedict ’21, Debbie Nyakaru ‘20 6 

 7 
Whereas, currently there are few written guidelines for Special Projects funding 8 

 9 
Whereas, when the Vice President for Finance, President, Appropriations Committee, and Student  10 
Assembly review an application for Special Projects funding, it will follow the guidelines outlined in 11 
the Appendix of this resolution,  12 
 13 
Be it therefore, resolved, that the Student Assembly adopts these changes to the Standing Rules, in  14 
Section 8, Subsection B:  15 
 16 

Rule 7: Special Projects funding applicants may not:  17 
i. Apply for Special Projects Funding more than once per semester 18 
ii. Use Special Projects funding for recurring events except in extremely extenuating 19 
circumstances to be determined at the discretion of the Reviewing Body 20 
iii. Apply for Special Projects funding after the event/initiative date has passed 21 

 22 
Respectfully Submitted, 23 

 24 
Colin Benedict ‘21 25 
Vice President of Diversity and Inclusion & Minority Student Liaison At-Large, Student Assembly  26 
 27 
Debbie Nyakauru ‘20 28 
Parliamentarian, StudentAssembly 29 

 30 
(Reviewed by: Executive Committee, 6-0-0, 11/19/2019) 31 
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S.A. Resolution #21 1 

Creation of the Diversity Innovation Fund 2 

 3 

ABSTRACT: This resolution reestablishes the Student Assembly Diversity Innovation Fund. 4 
 5 
Sponsors: Cat Huang ‘21, Colin Benedict ‘21  6 
 7 
Whereas, Cornell University highly recommends that colleges and units sustain diversity councils  8 

consisting of students, faculty, staff, and external partners to focus on advancing their 9 
diversity and inclusion initiatives and priorities 10 

 11 
Whereas, Cornell University lists resources for these diversity councils on their official Diversity  12 

and Inclusion website; 13 
 14 
Whereas, one of the resources listed is the Student Assembly Diversity Innovation Fund; 15 
 16 
Whereas, the Student Assembly Diversity Innovation Fund was created in 2013 under the United  17 

Student Body initiative; 18 
 19 
Whereas, the United Student Body 2015-2017 working document states that  20 

“A $ 5,000 grant sponsored by the office of the Vice President for Student and 21 
Academic Services will be used as an annual fund to sponsor any initiatives to 22 
promote on-campus diversity. Metrics for these will be determined by the USB 23 
Task Force at the beginning of the academic year.” 24 

 25 
Whereas, the Student Assembly Diversity Innovation Fund has historically been established by the  26 

Student Assembly to support sustainable, high-impact projects aimed at serving diverse 27 
populations; 28 

 29 
Whereas, past Student Assemblies ran the Student Assembly Innovation Fund and often allocated  30 

Student Assembly budget surplus to increase the Diversity Innovation Fund as seen in years  31 
2015, 2016, and 2017. 32 

 33 
Whereas, the Student Assembly Diversity Innovation Fund currently is not in operation; 34 
 35 
Whereas, the current chair and past chair of the Diversity and Inclusion Committee recommend  36 

that this fund be reestablished through the Executive Committee; 37 
 38 
Whereas, this funding process will act similarly to the Special Projects Funding;  39 
 40 
Be it therefore resolved, that $10,000 from the Student Assembly Special Projects Fund be  41 

allocated to a Diversity and Inclusion Committee Budget for the disbursement of the 42 
Diversity Innovation Fund; 43 

Be it further resolved, that a public application be created and available on the Office of the  44 
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Assemblies site, next to the current Student Assembly Special Projects Funding Request; 45 
 46 
Be it further resolved, that the following be inserted in the Student Assembly Standing Rules  47 

Section 8, effective immediately 48 
 49 

D. Diversity Innovation Funding:  50 
A. Rule 16. The Diversity Innovation Fund may be used by any registered student 51 

organization for purposes of an initiative that veritably promotes diversity and 52 

inclusion at Cornell. 53 

B. Rule 17. The Student Assembly Diversity and Inclusion committee may choose to 54 

fund any project, program or service through the SA Diversity Innovation Fund that 55 

it deems are demonstrably sustainable, high-impact projects aimed at serving diverse 56 

populations. 57 

C. Rule 18. The SA Vice President of Diversity and Inclusion and the Executive Vice 58 

President together may approve any Diversity Innovation funding request up to $500 59 

without consultation with the Executive Committee. Amounts up to $1,500 may also 60 

be funded by a majority vote of the SA Executive Committee. Request must be 61 

made public at a Student Assembly meeting in the form of an 62 

“Announcement/Report” before being approved.  63 

D. Rule 19: The Student Assembly can overturn a funding decision by a two-thirds 64 

majority vote. 65 

E. Rule 20: Organizations may not receive funding from both the Diversity Innovation 66 

Fund and SA Special Projects for the same initiative.  67 

 68 
Respectfully Submitted, 69 
 70 
Cat Huang ‘21 71 
Executive Vice President, Student Assembly 72 
 73 
Colin Benedict ‘21 74 
Vice President of Diversity and Inclusion, Student Assembly 75 
   76 
(Reviewed by: Executive Committee, 6-0-0, 11/19/2019) 77 
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S.A. Resolution #22 1 

Establishing an Equitable Event Registry System for Cooperative Houses 2 

 3 

ABSTRACT: This resolution seeks to create a system for registering and hosting events in cooperative 4 
living houses that provides similar protections and university support as events in Greek houses. 5 

  6 
Sponsored by: Gavin Martin ’20, Moriah Adeghe ‘21 7 
 8 
Whereas, Cornell University has eight cooperative living houses: 660 Stewart (660), Prospect of Whitby, 9 
Triphammer, Von Cramm, Wait Avenue, Wait Terrace, Wanawake Wa Wari (Wari), and Watermargin; 10 
  11 
Whereas, in recent years, the Cornell administration has not allowed social events to be hosted at 12 
cooperative housing, citing fire code; 13 
  14 
Whereas, within, for example, the cooperative house Watermargin public rooms are clearly marked with 15 
Cornell University Environmental Health and Safety Department signs that authorize an occupancy of up 16 
to 49 people per room. These appear to contradict earlier claims by the administration that the entire house 17 
has a 49 person capacity;  18 
 19 
Whereas, in the above case of Watermargin, even if the entire house has an occupant capacity of 49 people, 20 
Watermargin should be able to host events at said maximium capacity;  21 
  22 
Whereas, previously, coopertives had been able to host large educational, cultural, and other events. 23 
Fraternities still have these means through a mechanism offered by the administration allowing them to 24 
register events with high numbers of occupants, at which alcohol may be served to people over 21 years 25 
old; 26 
 27 
Whereas, cooperative events are almost always open to the general Cornell community and allow valuable 28 
opportunities for cross community discussions and interactions; 29 
  30 
Whereas, cooperative living houses face greater restrictions and risk of prosecution when it comes to 31 
hosting parties; 32 
 33 
Whereas, the ability to register social events is integral for coordination and communitcation with first 34 
responders;  35 
 36 
Whereas, undergraduate students are in search of safer spaces to socialize outside of fraternity houses – 37 
which already monopolize social interactions even within Greek Life, evident in sororities being unable to 38 
host events of their own; 39 
 40 
Whereas, fraternity parties in particular have seen numerous recent incidents of assault and harassment; 41 
 42 
Whereas, according to the 2019 Cornell Survey of Sexual Assault and Related Misconduct: Overview of 43 
Survey Results, “Among undergraduate women and men, the most common locations for nonconsensual 44 
sexual contact experience to have occurred were: … a fraternity chapter (23% of incidents described by 45 
women) [and], a fraternity annex (10% of women)”; 46 
   47 
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Whereas, the cooperative living community at Cornell, and the parties and events that they host, are 48 
frequently described as among the most inclusive spaces on Cornell’s campus; 49 
  50 
Be it therefore resolved, that the current policies which restrict the ability of cooperative living houses to 51 
host events in a similar manner as Greek houses be revisited; 52 
  53 
Be it further resolved, that a permanent system be set up to allow cooperative living houses to register both 54 
educational, academic, and social events, including those where alcohol may be present for individuals 21 and 55 
older. Establishing an official system, similar to the system which is already in place for Greek houses would 56 
further enable Cornell University to ensure students are being responsible when hosting events. 57 
 58 
Respectfully Submitted,  59 

  60 
Gavin Martin ‘20 61 
College of Arts & Sciences Representative, Student Assembly 62 
Co-President, Inter-Cooperative Union (ICU) 63 
 64 
Moriah Adeghe ‘21 65 
Vice President for Finance, Student Assembly 66 
Member, Watermargin Cooperative 67 
 68 
Eve Hallock ‘21 69 
Co-President, Inter-Cooperative Union (ICU) 70 
 71 
Omar Dairi ‘20 72 
President, 660 Stewart Cooperative  73 
    74 
Kyra Patton ‘19  75 
President, Von Cramm Cooperative 76 
 77 
Shayla Lugay ‘21  78 
President, Prospect of Whitby Cooperative 79 
 80 
Nicole Oliveira ‘20 81 
President, Watermargin Cooperative 82 
 83 
Daniel Kirchner ‘21 84 
President, Triphammer Cooperative  85 
 86 
Sophie Cook ‘19 87 
President, Wait Avenue Cooperative 88 
 89 
Kiana Chow ‘22 90 
President, Wait Terrace Cooperative  91 
 92 
Wanawake Wa Wari Cooperative signed on by an intra-cooperative majority approval  93 
     94 
With special thanks to TJ Ball ’19 for the initial resolution’s framework 95 
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S.A. Resolution #14 1 

Creation of the Office of Student Government Relations 2 

 3 

ABSTRACT: This resolution creates an Office of Student Government Relations  4 
 5 
Sponsored by: Joe Anderson ’20, Cat Huang ’21, Liel Sterling ’21, Lucas Smith ‘22 6 
 7 
Whereas, the Student Assembly strives to represent the issues of the student body to Cornell 8 
University Administration; 9 
 10 
Whereas, many issues that students experience are in results of policymaking at the local, state, and 11 
federal levels; 12 
 13 
Whereas, recognizing that Cornell University is the land-grant university of the state of New York 14 
and operates three contract colleges: the College of Agriculture and Life Sciences, the College of 15 
Human Ecology, and the School of Industrial and Labor Relations; 16 
 17 
Whereas, the Student Assembly has the duty of representing the student interests at the local, state, 18 
and federal level; 19 
 20 
Whereas, the duties of organizing potential lobbying trips to Albany and Washington D.C. currently 21 
fall within the jurisdiction of the SA Executive Vice President; 22 
 23 
Whereas, the workload of effectively organizing the trips to Albany and Washington D.C. and 24 
executing the rest of responsibilities of the Executive Vice President are immense and the Student 25 
Assembly has not recently engaged in lobbying trips; 26 
 27 
Be it therefore resolved, that the Student Assembly creates the Office of the Student Government 28 
Relations (OSGR); 29 
 30 
Be it further resolved, that the OSGR will be led by a Director of Student Government Relations; 31 
 32 
Be it further resolved, that the Director of Student Government Relations will have three 33 
branches: (1) City and Local Relations (which is currently the City and Local Affairs Committee of 34 
the Student Assembly), (2) State Government Relations, (3) Federal Government Relations; 35 
 36 
Be it further resolved, that the Director of Student Government Relations will be appointed by the 37 
President of the Student Assembly and will be confirmed by a majority vote of the Student 38 
Assembly; 39 
 40 
Be it further resolved, that the Director of Student Government Relations shall be a voting 41 
member of the Student Assembly nor a voting member of another shared governance body; 42 
 43 
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Be it further resolved, that the Directors of City and Local Affairs, State Relations, and Federal 44 
Relations may be a voting member of the Student Assembly or any other shared governance body; 45 
 46 
Be it further resolved, that it will be highly encouraged that the Director of State Relations be a 47 
student of one of the contract colleges (see above) and serve as the liaison, in addition to the 48 
President of the Student Assembly, to the SUNY Student Assembly  49 
 50 
Be it further resolved, that the Student Assembly will allocate $10,000 from its Special Projects 51 
Fund to be the seed funding of the OSGR to be used for trips to Albany and Washington D.C.; 52 
 53 
Be it further resolved, that the OSGR will partner with other relevant student organizations 54 
depending on the content of the lobbying trip to either Albany or Washington D.C.; 55 
 56 
Be it further resolved, that the OSGR will partner with Cornell University Relations, where 57 
appropriate, to work collaboratively on messaging, lobbying training, and any other beneficial 58 
projects; 59 
 60 
Be it further resolved, that the following be inserted into the bylaws in Article 1, Section 2: 61 
 D. The SA can grant an ex-officio position to any member of the Cornell Community to 62 
serve as the Student Advocate. 63 
 E. The SA can grant an ex-officio position to any member of the Cornell Community to 64 
serve as the Director of Student Government Relations.  65 
 66 
Be it further resolved, that the parts 10 and 12 be removed from Article 3, Section 2; 67 
 68 
Be it finally resolved, that the Student Assembly will look to approve a set of bylaws by the end of 69 
the Fall 2019 Semester. 70 
 71 
Respectfully Submitted, 72 
 73 
Joseph Anderson ‘20 74 
President, Student Assembly 75 

 76 
Cat Huang ‘21 77 
Executive Vice President, Student Assembly 78 
 79 
Liel Sterling ‘21 80 
Student Advocate, Office of the Student Advocate 81 

 82 
Lucas Smith ‘22 83 
College of Agriculture and Life Sciences Representative, Student Assembly 84 
   85 
(Reviewed by: Executive Committee, 4-0-0, 11/12/2019) 86 
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S.A. Resolution #XX 1 

Establishing a Framework for Electronic Voting 2 

 3 

ABSTRACT: Establishes a framework for electronic voting. 4 
 5 
Sponsored by: Osai Egharevba ‘21 6 

 7 
Whereas, the accountability and transparency of the Student Assembly can be improved using 8 
electronic voting. 9 
 10 
Whereas, the efficiency of the Student Assembly can be increased using electronic voting. 11 
 12 
Be it therefore resolved, that article IV Student Assembly Bylaws are amended to include the 13 
following: 14 
 15 
Section 9: Default Voting Method 16 

A. The default method for voting on resolutions and secret ballots during meetings shall be vote by 17 
electronic device, all other votes shall be by placard. 18 

B. This section may be suspended on a per-resolution basis through a majority vote of the 19 
assembly. 20 

Be it therefore resolved, that the Student Assembly Standing Rules are amended to include the 21 
following: 22 
 23 
Section 9: Procedures for Electronic Voting 24 

A. Rule 1: The voting period shall be twenty seconds. 25 
B. Rule 2: All voting members shall be provided with an electronic voting device if they do not have 26 

one to use during their term. 27 
C. Rule 3: The voting record of members shall be published on the Student Assembly website for 28 

transparency and accountability. 29 

Respectfully Submitted, 30 
 31 
Osai Egharevba ‘21 32 
College of Engineering Representative, Student Assembly 33 
 34 
(Reviewed by: Executive Committee, 5-0-0, 11/12/2019) 35 

Originally Presented on:  (11/14/2019) 

Type of Action:  Legislation 

Status/Result:  New Business 



 

 
 
Rationale of the Committee 

The Committee voted to fund Senior Days at $5.10 for the 2020-2022 Byline 
Funding Cycle.  

The Committee supports Senior days and the programs they provide during 
the time leading up to graduation in both May and December. The lack of a 
detailed budget breaking down how much was spent on each of the free and 
ticketed events, as well as the lack of ticket price information and attendance 
numbers, was what ultimately led The Committee to not fund Senior Days at their 
requested amount. The Committee wished that more information was provided so 
that we could have had a more comprehensive discussion and could have possibly 
funded Senior Days at the request amount. In the future we hope that Senior Days 
can track attendance and ticket prices for all events and present those number 
during the next byline funding cycle 

Overall, The Committee is satisfied with the work that Senior Days does. 
 

Vote Totals  
The committee votes down from the highest amount proposed to the lowest, 

to give the group the advantage.  
The vote totals from the Committee were as follows: 

Organization Senior Days 

2018 – 2020 Allocation $4.85 

2020 – 2022 Request $5.90 

Appropriations Committee 
Recommendation $5.10 

Amount Vote 
$5.90 2-8-2 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 
Moriah Adeghe 
Vice President for Finance, Cornell Student Assembly 
 

$5.10 8-2-2 



 

 
 
Rationale of the Committee 

The Committee voted to fund Class Councils at $2.35 for the 2020-2022 
Byline Funding Cycle.  

The Committee supports the work that Class Councils does to try and foster 
class pride throughout a student’s time at Cornell. The primary reason The 
Committee did not feel comfortable giving an increase was because of the lack of a 
budget. While Class Councils provided a budget outline, we felt that we did not 
have enough information to feel comfortable providing an increase. Furthermore, 
the bus program was never listed as a source of income, nor was food at meetings 
listed as a source of expenditure. The Committee was disappointed that we 
discovered that information by a committee member that had known about the 
food at meetings. Additionally, the lack of detailed hypothetical cuts, describing 
what type of programs would get cut or which specific events would be scaled 
down given that there was a decrease in funding, was discouraging for many 
Committee members. 

The Committee was overall pleased with the work that Class Councils does, 
but the lack of a detailed budget and the missing budget information were the 
reasons that The Committee felt Class Councils did not need an increase in 
funding. 

 
Vote Totals  

Organization Class Councils 

2018 – 2020 Allocation $2.35 

2020 – 2022 Request $2.40 

Appropriations Committee 
Recommendation $2.35 



 
The committee votes down from the highest amount proposed to the lowest, 

to give the group the advantage.  
The vote totals from the Committee were as follows: 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 
Moriah Adeghe 
Vice President for Finance, Cornell Student Assembly 
 
 

Amount Vote 
$2.40 1-11-2 
$2.35 11-2-1 
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