
I. Attendance 
Members Present: President Sohn, Speaker Aaron, Senator Koontz, Senator Finkelstein, 
Senator Schurer, Senator Vargas, Senator Goldfield, Senator Low-Beinart, Senator Gosselin, 
Senator Andrews, Senator Pustejovsky, Co-Chair Brook, Senator Vijayakumar, Senator Pandey, 
Senator Salas 
 
Members Absent: Senator McCormick, Senator Mahboob 
 

II. Acceptance of the Minutes from 3/11/18 
President Sohn: If people need more time to look at the minutes before we ratify them, we can 
motion to table them. 
 
Speaker Aaron: Is there a motion to table passing the minutes? 
 
Motion to table. 
 
Seconded. 
 
Speaker Aaron: All in favor of tabling? All opposed? All abstaining? The minutes are tabled for 
our next meeting. 
 
13-1-0 [Senator Goldfield opposes.] 
 

III. Announcements 
President Sohn: When you do your Senate Check-ins, could everyone please include how straw-
polling went for you. If you didn’t do that, please include that as well. Don’t address the 
sentiments you received regarding the bill yet, just talk about the communication questions. 
 Any updates from the Common Agenda Leads during Check-ins would be helpful. 
People that attended the Board of Overseers luncheon, please share your sentiments. I’m about to 
create a Google Doc for the people that attended to fill in some notes. 
 Regarding the Board of Overseers meeting that happened last weekend, I can’t share much. 
The Board is currently undertaking work and progress that supports Middlebury’s transformational 
goals. We mostly discussed financial aid, providing more to a larger number of students, while 
maintaining the college’s financial stability. Inclusivity, from physical spaces to academic matters. 
Full participation, making sure that more people get to experience the full life of the college. I’m 
going to see if I am able to send out an official report to students. 
 I send out emails to all the senators about reunion announcements and the student 
leadership award deadline that is coming up. Please share this information in your weekly emails. 
 

IV. Senate Check-ins 
Senator Andrews: Nothing new. 
 



Senator Koontz: I spoke with a lot of people at the best methods of communication. Most people 
enjoyed email and found them to be very educational, but most people also didn’t mind 
Facebook. 
 
Senator Gosselin: People like emails and Facebook. 
 
Senator Schurer: This Saturday we had our Beach Bash for the freshman class. Attendance was 
okay, but St. Patrick’s Day posed major competition. I attended the Publicity Committee meeting 
and it was very productive. Senator Vijayakumar a lot of good things to say. Senator Pustejovsky 
and I will be introducing our bill today.  

I have been the minute keeper of Community Council this year, and aside from that I 
have been helping them revamp their website at go/middcc. I bring this up because we have 
talked a lot about enhancing collaboration between our bodies. Hopefully we can look at their 
archives and read the minutes to find ways to collaborate. 
 
[Senator Salas arrives.] 
 
Senator Vargas: The Sexual Relationship and Respect Committee is waiting to hear back from 
administrators. Today I spoked to Common Council regarding the Pads and Tampons Bill and 
found out that ICC is looking to fund the initiative. Senator Pandey and I also met with Jeff 
Cason, it went well. We spoked about many topics, one of which was the role of the President 
and past presidents in the Middlebury community. 
 
Senator Vijayakumar: I attended the Board of Overseers luncheon and was pleasantly surprised 
by how receptive they were. I was talking to Chief Alam about how it would be cool if we could 
make it more infographic about how the Board of Trustees works and then disseminating it to 
students. We could try to work with the Publicity Committee on that.  

In conjunction with the Publicity Committee, we are trying to find a time to meet with 
Bill Berger about a framework for a student advisory for communications and marketing. 
Hopefully this will be done like the one Admissions has.  

After Spring Break, I am planning to meet with Baishakhi Taylor regarding transparency 
communications on the common agenda.  

In terms of straw polling, most people were interested in the bill on communications. I 
think it would be more useful to spread information on what we do using the SGA Instagram 
rather than through personal Instagrams. 
 
Senator Goldfield: The biggest thing we are working on for our Common Agenda item has been 
10 o’clock Ross and expanding dining hall hours and food choices. I reached out to Dan Detora 
and we’ll hopefully meet soon.  

I reached out to Hannah Ross about the legality of posting course syllabi online.  
It seems that tonight, a lot of the discussion is about Bi-law Amendments. I was told to 

wait until end of year to present my amendment. If I don’t have to wait anymore… 
 



President Sohn: [Addressing Senator Goldfield] Senators Gosselin, Pustejovsky, and Schurer 
submitted things to the agenda. I explained the situation on Slack, that’s why this is a 
“discussion” on the agenda rather than “bill,” no voting. 
 
Senator Pustejovsky: Would it be possible to deal with all after Spring Break? 
 
Senator Goldfield: Okay. 
 
 Senator Gosselin: Okay. 
 
Senator Finkelstein: The people I spoke to like the emails. This Wednesday I will be meeting 
with people from the Study Abroad Office to talk about Febs studying abroad. 
 
Senator Pandey: Many people I spoke to were indifferent whether we used Facebook or email. It 
seems like email is more formal. When we send a lot of general information through email, 
people tend to not check it as much. I think we need a mix of general and important information 
so that people keep reading their emails.  

I met with Laurie Patton to talk about the initiative I’m working on. I will also meet with 
Peter Brook, who oversees art and architecture.  
 
Senator Low-Beinart: I also heard that email is good, and Facebook is also good. Some people 
check Facebook less. The luncheon was great and it gave me an idea. What if, in the educational 
booklet that we were discussing, we included some facts about the diversity of the Board?  

At the Common Agenda meeting this week, I realized we need people to be aware they’re 
on the Common Agenda.  

Senator Salas and I submitted a proposal to a computer science software making class. 
Hopefully this will take care of the computer aspect of our project. 
 
Senator Pustejovsky: I echo the sentiments about the infographics and statistics on the Board of 
Trustees. I spoke to the President of the Board and asked if she would be interested in 
incorporating the Board into Midd Mayhem? Hopefully they will come to the All-Student Picnic.  

I will also be presenting a bill tonight. 
 
Speaker Aaron: Jeff Cason said he would be happy help on learning how to approach 
administrators.  

Baishakhi Taylor’s Advisory Committee is currently discussing leave of absence and 
what that looks like for students.  

I am working on a bill about sense of belonging with Senator Pandey. I’m trying to get 
students to use the Cost Differences Fund, given to SGA by Senator Patton. No one has used it 
yet.  

I want to remind everyone that if you’re submitting a bill and have editing ability, please 
don’t edit or change anything between when we send out the agenda and have our meeting. We 
want to maintain the integrity of finalized agenda.  



Senator Salas: Regarding the luncheon, we talked a lot about having an outlet between students 
and Trustees. This is the first step to continue contact.  

Peter’s bill, many of my constituents are on board if it doesn’t affect financial aid or 
tuition.  

This Friday will be the first meeting of the Advisory Council, I will be part of that and 
will update. 
 

V. Community Council Check-in 
Co-Chair Brook: Mike Roy, the Dean of the Library attended our meeting. We had an interesting 
conversation regarding the March 7th editorial article about the frustration of transitioning to an 
online bookstore. It is unlikely that we can expand library program with rights to reserve, so we 
discussed other possibilities, financial aid and open source networks. I am writing a reply to the 
editorial this coming Thursday. 
 We also discussed 24/7 library hours. We would like to understand what the student body 
wants those extended hours for. After 2 a.m. during finals, the head count is consistently below 
25 people, so it’s not very useful. We want to know do they want the space for resources or for 
the open space? 

I am presenting a bill today.  
I also attended the luncheon and I was frustrated by my lack of understanding on what the 

Trustees do. I felt that they answered all our questions in a very watered-down way. Following 
conversations were productive. I would hope the next meeting with them would be very 
structured so that it’s more productive.  
 

VI. Campus Pulse 
Senator Vijayakumar: There was a Campus article about the namesake “Mahaney” covering up a 
sexual assault matter that we should be aware of.  
 
Senator Pustejovsky: Echoing Senator Vijayakumar, it would be interesting to discuss whether 
we feel comfortable with the name Mahaney.  
 
President Sohn: I’m coming up with a statement from the SGA. 
 
Senator Pustejovsky: It would be a very poor show of support from the school to continue to 
honor that. 
 
Senator Vargas: I’m not sure, did everyone see the journal tab on Slack? 
 
President Sohn: We’re going to talk about that with the bill. 
 
Senator Low-Beinart: There are sheets littering Proctor about the To-go containers. Was that a 
Frisbee joke? 
 
Senator Pustejovsky: Ultimate Frisbee had Spring Fling.  



In regards to this past weekend, I was very overwhelmed by the amount of drunk people 
in the dining halls. I was wondering if later we could discuss conduct in dining halls. A lot of 
dining staff expressed how they were scared overwhelmed. Public Safety had to show up and I 
think that’s despicable of us to make dining hall staff feel so uncomfortable that they have to call 
in back up. 
 

VII. Public Comment Time 
Speaker Aaron: Is there anyone here to talk during Public Comment Time? Then we will move 
on to Old Business. 
 

VIII. Old Business 
Senator Pustejovsky: I motion to strike the Bi-laws Amendment. 
 
Seconded. 
 
Speaker Aaron: All in favor of striking the Bi-Laws Amendment from the agenda? All opposed? 
All abstaining? It has been removed from the agenda. 
 
15-0-0 
 
Senator Pustejovsky: Should we discuss the Off-Campus Food Bill and the possible Club Sports 
Bill in tandem?  
 
President Sohn: I agree. 
 
Senator Gosselin: I agree with that too. 
 
Speaker Aaron: Motion to move up “An Act to Correct the Club Sports Bill 2.0” to before? 
 
Seconded. 
 
Speaker Aaron: All in favor? All opposed? All abstaining? It has been moved.  
 
14-0-1 [Senator Low-Beinart abstains.] 
 

a. Tina Brook, Hannah Pustejovsky, Jin Sohn: An Act to Correct the Club 
Sports Bill 2.0 

Co-Chair Brook: This isn’t necessarily correcting anything. We started this amendment under the 
Campus article that was against the Club Sports Bill. This amendment comes from reading the 
minutes and understanding why Club Tennis came to us in the first place and trying to emulate 
that as much as possible. At the same time we wanted to offer other student organizations on 
campus the opportunity to engage as much as possible and maximize accessibility. We wanted to 
do this all while leaving space for the financial aid bill. 



Senator Pustejovsky: Looking back at the minutes, the main motivation for Club Tennis was the 
lack of institutional support and campus visibility. This includes no email access, difficulty 
reserving space, and difficulty in functioning on campus. It’s super important that clubs have this 
right and we wanted to make this a possibility for them, while making it possible to financially 
support. This is where the idea of social sports comes in to play. They would supply them with 
what they asked for without funding a full traveling season, which is what would strain us 
financially. This would only apply to sports with a varsity counterpart on campus. As mentioned 
before, the point of club sports is to offer something new, and we can’t support the amount of 
club sports in the grey area that we’ve created.  
 
Co-Chair Brook: Because we want to frame this as an amendment, not new bill or repeal, the 
first part of the document is the amendment. We’ve included the two previously voted on 
amendments. I would like to yield my time to Peter. 
 
Peter: Doug [Connelly] came up with the idea of social sport. It implies that these sports are 
specifically for partying. Travel and league dues cost the most in club sports. $20,000 liability 
goes decreases to $500 maximum liability per sport, which is a 10% cost reduction. We are 
looking at ways to cut the fat out of our budget without touching the meat, one of those ways 
would be to reduce the SGA budget. 
 
Doug Connelly: I’ve been in touch with Co-Chair Brook and Senator Pustejovsky about 
separating a new portion of club sports that would operate differently. It allows for new sports to 
merge. I looked at other NESCAC institutions, spoke to relevant staff on campus, and looked at 
what non-NESCAC schools do. NESCAC has an agreement that there is rarely duplication of 
varsity sports to club sports. If there is a separation, then there is usually a strong division. 
 Club sports have been divided into three tiers that create some sort of strange hierarchy 
that I don’t understand. Then there are the recreational organizations. I propose that we get rid of 
the tiers. We have competitive club sports that don’t mimic varsity sports, recreational club 
sports that can compete with a different focus, and then have completely recreational club sports. 
This opens the door for potential club sports in the recreational realm, because we aren’t always 
ready to take on new club sports.  
 The SUCC only approves the budgets of club sports. Club sports require more 
collaboration when it comes to approving them. Facility space, staffing, budget, and safety will 
all be involved. Club Sports cannot support collision sports, right now we only have one, rugby. 
There is a distinction between contact and collision sports. We are not equipped to have any 
more collision sports. 
 
Senator Pustejovsky: We just changed “social sport” to “recreational sport” in the bill. We are 
drafting something about proper procedure approval and going through all the proper channels. 
There are many great sports on campus that deserve to exist, and there are ways to make it 
happen. We just have to consider how it will affect other areas. High-risk sports are required to 
have paid coaches because of liability, so we wrote into the bill that if a club sport cannot 
provide for a coach then it cannot be accepted. 



Speaker Aaron: [Addressing Co-Chair Brook & Senator Pustejovsky] There was a committee 
addressing club sports created by Co-Chair Wright, is there a reason you didn’t join the 
committee? 
 
Senator Pustejovsky: I was on the committee but was unable to continue attending because of all 
the things I’m involved in. I felt I had clearly expressed my stance in each meeting. 
 
Speaker Aaron: Is there some reason, throughout the process of writing an amendment to a bill 
that was the result of a committee meeting for multiple months, that you didn’t reach out to any 
of the committee members? 
 
Senator Pustejovsky: I was in contact with Peter who was on the committee. 
 
Speaker Aaron: The three senators that have been presenting this bill for weeks and weeks? 
 
Senator Pustejovsky: I have also been in contact with Senator Gosselin. I’m sorry I didn’t 
include everyone. 
 
Speaker Aaron: I’m just confused because we’re talking about transparency and working 
together in the SGA, it’s frustrating to see something that I worked on get undermined by three 
of the seniors on the senate.  
 
President Sohn: That’s not fair to say. 
 
Speaker Aaron: I didn’t hear about this amendment to a bill that I worked laboriously on, until it 
was sent out in the agenda. I find it difficult to have collaboration if we can’t reach out to each 
other and work on things together. I hope that moving forward, we can be in touch more. It’s a 
great bill and I support most of its content.  
 
Co-Chair Brook: I reached out to the people I felt comfortable reaching out to. I felt that you 
were hostile in the way you approached this bill and I expressed that in a Campus article this 
week, how I didn’t feel my voice was being heard. My first meeting I was told I shouldn’t play a 
role in the conversation because I didn’t understand what was going on because I wasn’t present 
during Club Tennis’ presentation.  
 
Speaker Aaron: I’m really sorry you felt that way, I never meant to make anyone feel 
uncomfortable. I tried to reach out to as many people as possible. I think no matter how we feel 
about each other, it’s important to still work together since we’re all here to work for the 
students.  
 
Co-Chair Brook: That was nothing personal, it was just about the working ethic I felt you 
presented. I didn’t think I would be able to work collaboratively with you, nothing with you 
personally.  



Speaker Aaron: Right after and before the meeting where you became Co-Chair, I reached out to 
you to see if you wanted to get lunch so that I could get to know you. I reached out to you again 
afterwards, so I don’t see how I could have been hostile. 
 
Senator Goldfield: Thank you for making these amendments. This body by majority vote, voted 
to lift the initial funding cap, and now we’re going back to it. Why did we lift cap in first place? 
If we’re giving $500, why don’t we just give the $500 and tell the board to spend in on whatever 
they want to spend it on? 
 
Senator Pustejovsky: To clarify, the lifted funding cap was for all new clubs coming forward, not 
for the ones in the new category with already existing varsity counterparts. It’s only for the first 
year to show what they’re doing with a limited budget. 
 About your second point, if we put a limit on tournaments it can go towards, it would 
prevent us from having league fees. We did want all of our funding to go towards league fees 
and then have them come in and ask for more money. 
 
Senator Goldfield: It is an annual cap of $500 or is it just for the first year? 
 
Senator Pustejovsky: Just for the first year. 
 
Senator Goldfield: And then is there unlimited funding after that or with discretion? 
 
Senator Pustejovsky: At the discretion of the funding cap that applies to all other club sports. 
 
Senator Goldfield: I do not want to see a funding cap lifted there, I’d love to have a funding cap 
annually. I think every recreational sport might be different in how they spend their money. 
 
Co-Chair Brook: The reason why we put 1 to 2 was as a guideline so not to say that this $500 
should only be used on campus. I would be open to amendments on wording that accurately. Did 
you have a number in mind for that annual cap? 
 
Senator Goldfield: I was thinking the original $1,000. 
 
Peter: Incorporating Doug’s classifications, there are components beyond social and competitive. 
Rental organizations allow access to materials which means they first have to buy these 
materials. The budget does exceed $1,000. If there was just the competitive and social end, it 
would not exceed $1,000. I don’t foresee the social or competitive components going over 
$1,000 making $500 a safe cap. 
 
Senator Pustejovsky: Right now, this amendment only pertains to duplicated club sports, should 
we try to incorporate all sports into this bill or write another bill addressing how to deal with 
sports? 
 



President Sohn: Whether you want to include Doug’s bill into your bill? 
 
Senator Pustejovsky: I know the language is written towards varsity sports and creating this new 
category. If this we were to pass, we could come back and say we would also like to categorize 
these sports as something. I don’t know what would be best. 
 
Senator Gosselin: I think we should stick with one bill. The SUCC is getting confused on club 
sports policy.  

I also wanted to thank you for all the work you’ve done Doug. 
 
Doug: Of course, I want all these clubs to do well. 
 
President Sohn: Thank you Doug. Regarding Senator Pustejovsky’s question, I think that would 
mean we all agree with the proposed bill before we can incorporate it into the bill. I also think 
it’s important to reach out to the involved students and get their sentiments. I would be a little 
hesitant on shifting this without informing them and then having them caught off guard. 
 
Senator Finkelstein: Would not calling a sport a “Club Sport” hurt its identity?  
 
Doug: Both of those groups should be considered club sports, there is a chunk that is 
competitive, and there’s another that’s not really like that.   
 
Senator Finkelstein: They would all still be called “Club Sports?” 
 
Doug: Instead of having 3 tiers, we could simplify it to 2 groups that are all still “Club Sports.” 
 
Senator Pandey: Is it possible to create a program where more competitive members could 
mentor people that are more just interested in dabbling? 
 
Co-Chair Brook: I think that goes along with what Senator Goldfield was saying, that would 
imply that we get to dictate what sports do. 
 
Senator Pandey: What do you mean? 
 
Co-Chair Brook: If they wanted to do it, we wouldn’t be opposed to it, but putting it in the bill 
mandates they do it. 
 
Doug Adams: [Explains the reason for 3 tiers.]   
 
Doug Connelly: For those recreational sports to hope to become competitive sports, it fits what 
they aim to do.  
 



Senator Pustejovsky: [Addressing Senator Finkelstein] In terms of naming, this is more of a 
numeric device for us, they would still be marked as “Club” in public. We don’t want to belittle 
anyone’s participation in a sport. 
 
Speaker Aaron: I think it’s good to have them both in one bill if we’re reworking the whole club 
sports system. One friendly amendment would be to change having 2 home matches to having 2 
matches a year. Home games don’t cost much, and I think it would limit the function of club 
sports. 
 
Senator Pustejovsky: We originally had it written that way but then were asked by Derek Ducet 
to put a limit on it because of tight scheduling and lack of spaces on campus. With all the groups 
trying to find spaces on campus, we weren’t trying to encourage limitless, however I would be 
happy to discuss that further. We felt a cap would make easier to schedule. 
 
Speaker Aaron: Maybe have it be a case by case basis with Franklin? 
 
Co-Chair Brook: It seems like many people are in favor of melding a bill to incorporate other 
organizations which would involve further discussion with the other organizations. I’m about to 
motion to table this until we’ve done that. First, I want to hear any comments on bill itself.  
 
Senator Goldfield: I just want to hear thoughts on having an annual cap. 
 
President Sohn: [Addressing Doug Connelly] I don’t want to create more committees, but you 
said there are people who should be considered during the approval process of a club sport. Is 
there formal committee for that?  
 
Doug: In an ideal world we would know who all of those people would be, but I’m hesitant to 
volunteer them. 
 
President Sohn: If there was a way to involve other people in terms of communication. There is a 
committee for student varsity athletes, is there a committee for club sports athletes? 
 
Doug: There isn’t, there’s the presidents and the treasurers that I meet with. 
 
President Sohn: What are your thoughts on having a committee for club sport athletes? 
 
Doug: I’m open to the idea.  
 
President Sohn: In regard to spacing scheduling, I know this has been a huge issue overall with 
the topic of club sports. Has there ever been a report about spacing in the athletic fields? I know 
varsity gets priority, but sometimes I think they use too much of that privilege that requires 
sports to have unnecessary meetings at 2 in the morning. If sports are not using the spaces, they 
need to be held accountable and notify that the space is free since it isn’t fair.  



Doug: I don’t know if that study did exist. It’s probably something to talk to Franklin about. I 
will say that the biggest constrictions occur during foul weather.  
 
Co-Chair Brook: Thank you to everyone involved. We will keep working on this and we’ll slack 
you, Senator Goldfield. I motion to table this for next week. 
 
Seconded. 
 
Speaker Aaron: All in favor of tabling? All opposed? All abstaining? The amendment is tabled 
for next meeting. 
 
15-0-0 
 

b. Peter Dykeman-Birmingham & Jin Sohn: Off Campus Food Financial Aid 
Program (OFFAP) 

Peter: You know where you’re leaning towards regarding funding club sports. There are two 
working variables to discuss, the tier of financial need that you’re going to fund, and the per day 
reimbursement.  
 
Speaker Aaron: If a club leaves campus at 4 p.m. does that day count as a day off campus? 
 
Peter: I hadn’t considered that, we can work language in where you guys are comfortable.  
 
President Sohn: Now would be a good time to talk about straw polling feedback. 
 
Senator Goldfield: If we did the absolute maximum amount of funding and not all of it was used, 
would that money be set aside for the next year and be untouchable? 
 
Peter: This bill would establish a special fund within the SGA budget. These funds will not be 
directly handed to organizations for them to appropriate. The way the fund was structured would 
allow for the opportunities that you mentioned. 
 
Senator Pustejovsky: I support this bill. I am curious, do we have a way to reevaluate proportions 
on financial aid changes down the road. I don’t want this to somehow become an open ended 
loophole. 
 
Peter: There is no language in it that talks about that.  
 
Senator Pustejovsky: Maybe if we could keep that in our minds as a body. If this becomes 
unfeasible, then we should come back and fix it. 
 
Peter: I envision writing in a legal back door. 
 



Senator Gosselin: I’m leaning towards the all financial aid recipients receiving $15 a day. If it’s 
available to all financial aid recipients, more people will know about it and take advantage of it. I 
also think $15 would buy enough food for a day. 
 
Chief Alam: This will make it so that financial aid money is allocated during spring budgeting, 
but a lot of organizations don’t have their spring travel plans set in the previous spring. How do 
you envision dealing with that problem? 
 
Peter: It’s going to be a live budget. We will fund the organizations with what we have already 
been funding, but it will be an open budget. If new ideas come up, then we can put money in at 
any time. 
 
Senator Goldfield: Can this be slowly rolled out or is this something that has be to determined 
right now? 
 
Peter: You can do whatever you want. I will say that you can’t make any change that will bisect 
a year. To address student awareness, our publicity push would benefit from having a solid 
number up front. 
 
Senator Vijayakumar: Progressing incrementally sounds like a good idea, but I know many 
students that intentionally don’t partake in campus organizations because of out of pocket 
expenses. If we started with the lowest bracket, I’m not sure what the data would tell us. If we 
went with the highest bracket, then more people would know about it and use it. It really depends 
on how well we can disseminate info about program. 
 
Peter: I drafted a lot of letters later in the bill on a communication strategy. 
 
Senator Vijayakumar: It’s great that those letters are there, but I’m thinking about the people that 
intentionally don’t participate and how knowing about this program would encourage their 
participation. 
 
Speaker Aaron: Does the email just go to the students on financial aid or to the students on the 
rosters of those clubs and financial aid? 
 
Peter: The students on the rosters and financial aid. I believe the Student Financial Services letter 
goes out to everyone who qualifies. Cluster manager letters only go out to students on the club 
rosters when a trip comes up. One is a broad push while the other is very specific. 
 
President Sohn: The general sentiment seemed to be that if the SGA could sustain itself then the 
support of all financial aid recipients with $20 would be the ideal. It was mentioned that only 
prioritizing the highest need might be something for the SGA to focus on with $20.  
 



Peter: I did some research on allocation of financial aid and how a student’s ability to contribute 
is calculated. Part of it is out of pocket expenses being $1,000 which is built into the number of 
the estimated family contribution. 
 
Christine: As a student on financial aid who came from a place where winter clothing wasn’t 
much of an expense, preparing to attend college in a different climate was a huge expense. I just 
wanted to say that upfront expenses can be very high, especially for first years which might 
explain lack of involvement. 
 
Senator Pandey: Thank you for sharing your insight. I faced similar consequences freshman year 
and went to something called the Winter Closet. I encourage you to try and look out for such 
opportunities that already exist on campus.  
 
Christine: The expenses weren’t much of a problem since I took a year off to work full time. It 
was more comfortable to come to campus prepared rather than unprepared.  
 
Senator Pustejovsky: I appreciate what you’re saying, but I don’t think that should limit us when 
discussing making off campus trips more accessible. Trips aren’t always related to the outdoors 
and this is supposed to be about different ways to get involved in campus organizations. 
 
Christine: I guess the only reason I mentioned it was to show how the $1,000 can go quickly. 
Financial aid assumes that all expenses, educational or not, will cost a total of $1,000.  
 
Peter: That’s a good point. 
 
Co-Chair Brook: I think that should be considered, the assumption that every group has $1,000 
for out of pocket spending. Differing the amount of money given to each group could be a way 
of solving that. I wonder from the research you’ve done, is the “medium need” still under the 
assumption that they still only have $1,000 out of pocket expenses? 
 
Peter: Yes. They delineate where they’re putting the cost of education. Then they reconcile that 
with estimated family contribution into a compound structure of a grant, loan, and work study. 
They expect $1,000 and factor that into the cost of education, which is then subtracted from the 
estimated family contribution. 
 
Co-Chair Brook: Then it wouldn’t make sense to divide them, since it’s still under the pretense 
that everyone has $1,000. 
 
Peter: A family with a high estimated contribution could have resources that could offset the 
cost. Socioeconomic factors beyond just the economic, could influence someone’s ability to pay. 
Going just off assumption, we would assume everyone has the same out of pocket expenses. 
 
Speaker Aaron: The goal is to choose one of these, correct? 



Peter: Yes, you can also make a different one if you so desire. 
 
Christine: Another number to spin around, the median income in America is around $57,000. 
Some people on financial aid could have a family contribution of about half of that.  
 
Peter: The poverty line is $30,000 a year. That’s medium need.  
 
Co-Chair Brook: I think we should go for $20 a day. As someone in the highest need bracket 
with an on-campus job, even if it is $20 a day, I’d still realistically need to put in my own 
money. This opens it up for a lot of people to do what they want on campus. I think we should 
start with $20 because I think that’s where the need is. 
 
Speaker Aaron: $20 for which bracket? 
 
Co-Chair Brook: I think it should be for all brackets. I never want to assume that someone 
doesn’t have that need. 
 
Senator Pandey: I also support that, it’s must better to start with more than with less. It’s going to 
be hard to increase after we settle down.  
 
Senator Goldfield: I don’t want to vote on giving full funding before we have club sports figured 
out. If we aren’t voting on the amendments tonight, I’m not comfortable moving forward tonight. 
 
Peter: I am scheduling full meetings with every club very soon. I need to be able to very 
specifically inform the cluster managers. It’s a many step process that needs time. I think I’ll 
need a little more of a carrot to make sure they collect the data. 
 
President Sohn: What would be your recommendation be for what we choose, regarding bracket 
and per-day reimbursement? 
 
Peter: I am a proponent of covering all financial need, $15 a day works best for the budget. $20 
would require cutting a little more than I’m comfortable with, but there’s nothing on there that 
we can’t do.  
 
Speaker Aaron: What is the average number of nights for these trips in succession?  
 
Peter: The average is the weekend trips, but there are also break trips.  
 
Senator Pandey: Just thinking about what kind of food $10 would buy in the United States. 
 
Peter: It’s important to point out that $20 a day is still a supplement. The NCAA provides $30 
per day for varsity athletes. We can’t feasibly do anything more than $20. The SGA are the only 



people who know how they’re going to vote on the club sports bill. It’s not binding but it is your 
decision. 
 
Doug Connelly: The restructuring isn’t adding new sports other than tennis. There is an avenue 
for new sports to emerge, but there aren’t any immediate huge ramifications. 
 
Peter: There will be budget ramifications if we don’t pass this new bill. If we keep the bill as it 
currently is, then tennis or soccer would be able to go full budget. 
 
Speaker Aaron: Wouldn’t soccer not be able to because it’s a collision sport? 
 
Doug: It’s not a collision sport, just contact. 
 
President Sohn: We should keep in mind that caps for currently existing club sports will be 
ending in two years. I think we should include language about reevaluating this program into 
bill. 
 
Senator Pustejovsky: Could we do a straw poll about club sports? Motion to add a friendly 
amendment about reevaluating this bill in the future. 
 
Peter: I think it was going to happen anyways. It’s likely going to continue with some sort of cap, 
but with a percentage increase.  
 
Chief Alam: Are we adding the amendment or not? 
 
Peter: I don’t think it does detract or add in my opinion. 
 
Speaker Aaron: I’m confused how club sports it will affect how we vote on this. 
 
Peter: The current club sports bill is a financial liability, the new one lessens the financial 
liability. 
 
Speaker Aaron: Are we assuming a cap in your bill? 
 
Co-Chair Brook: It doesn’t have to be a part of the discussion. Even if the cap isn’t there, the 
amount of travel and off campus cost brings down the cost of the sports.  
 
Senator Gold: [Addressing Peter] You said the $23,000 would be feasible but a strain. Do you 
foresee a raise in the Student Activities Fee? 
 
Peter: I’m already planning on cutting the SGA’s budget. I don’t foresee a raise for the next 
couple of years. It would be trimming fat on the SGA. We will eventually have to increase the 
with inflation. 



Senator Salas: I am also in favor of all financial aid recipients receiving $15 per day. I wouldn’t 
want the Finance Committee to cut out a substantial amount of the SGA’s funds. I want us to 
keep in mind when we talk about X amount of dollars for a day, that’s not just for that particular 
person, but for whole team.  
 
Senator Gosselin: I think another reason $15 would be good because we don’t know how 
accurate these projections are. If it turns out this program is more expensive than we thought, it 
will give us a little more of a hedge. 
 
Senator Low-Beinart: I wanted to agree with people who said it was easier to go down than to go 
up. Logistically it could be, but socially it would be much more difficult.  
 
Senator Pustejovsky: A lot of this has to do with the sense of belonging on campus. If we were to 
offer funding then cut it, that would set us back.  
 
Straw poll on the new Club Sports Bill 
In favor of the new amendment: 15 
Not in favor: 0 
 
Speaker Aaron: Is there anyone who would prefer to start at a different amount of reimbursement 
per day, or want to support a different bracket of aid? 
 
Senator Vargas: $20 a day for EFC of less than $30,000. The cost seems similar to the one of 
$15 a day in the other bracket. It still gives us a good amount of lee-way, and I don’t want to 
assume someone has more access to their family’s income than other people. 
 
Senator Pustejovsky: [Responding to Senator Salas] While this would make it easier to do more 
grocery shopping, we have to remember the clubs that don’t grocery shop.  
 
Straw Poll on Which Financial Aid Bracket to Support 
$15 a day for all financial aid bracket: 11 
$20 for medium financial aid need: 2 
Most amount of money for all need brackets: 2 
 
Round 2 
$15 a day for all financial aid bracket: 15 
$20 for medium financial aid need: 1 
 
Speaker Aaron: When voting on this bill our final choice will be $15 a day for all financial aid 
brackets. 
 
Co-Chair Brook: [Addressing Peter] Do you know how many people are interested in using this?  
 



Peter: I have no clue.  
 
Speaker Aaron: Can we edit bill to reflect the straw poll? 
 
Co-Chair Brook: Shouldn’t we leave it? If we need to move it then we can. 
 
Speaker Aaron: We can leave and just have it in our minutes.  
 
Co-Chair Brook: It would then be better to procedurally to write in as “this is how it is now, but 
the SGA can change it.” 
 
President Sohn: I’ll work on the wording. 
 
Speaker Aaron: I think it’s important to add that a day counts if you leave before noon. You 
could bring a sandwich for lunch, but I think people should be able to have the $15 for dinner. 
 
Peter: [Addressing Doug Connelly] Do you think adding a new leave time component would be 
too much to work with? 
 
Doug: I think it’s more of a 24 hours thing rather than a leave at this time. 
 
Speaker Aaron: Maybe just have it on an honor system. Please only get reimbursed for meals if 
you leave before a certain time. We don’t need to add it to the bill. 
 
Peter: We’ll add it to the communication strategy. 
 
President Sohn: Can this be reevaluated every year? 
 
Senator Pustejovsky: Sure, maybe it could be reevaluated during budgeting. 
 
Doug Adams: The Finance Committee evaluates every policy every year, so we don’t need new 
language. 
 
Motion to vote. 
 
Seconded. 
 
Speaker Aaron: All in favor of voting? All opposed? All abstaining? We will proceed to voting. 
 
14-1-0 [Senator Andrews opposed.] 
 
Speaker Aaron: All in favor? All opposed? All abstaining? The bill is passed. 
 



14-0-1 [Senator Andrews abstains.] 
 

IX. Ish Alam & Jin Sohn: Students-Trustees Representation and Engagement Bill 
President Sohn: We’re going to work on it over spring break. We’re still in communication with 
Dave Donahue, but he does want an idea on where we’re moving forward on it so that he can 
talk to Trusteeship and Governance before the May meeting. Senators Low-Beinart, 
Vijayakumar, and Salas all reached out that they were interested in working on the bill. If you’re 
interested lease reach out  
 
Senator Gold: I have gotten feedback from a student. They mentioned they were very 
uncomfortable with students being able to vote on the Board of Trustees. They think one reason 
the Board is the Board is because they’re supposed to be removed from the students.  
 
Motion to table. 
 
Seconded. 
 
Speaker Aaron: All in favor of tabling? All opposed? All abstaining? The bill is tabled. 
 
15-0-0 
 

X. New Business 
a. Annie Cowan & Jin Sohn: Resolution in Support of Middlebury Students 

Against Gun Violence 
Annie: This has turned out to be more of a bumpy road than I anticipated. This resolution hopes 
to state the SGAs support of students who are speaking out against this issue and will also state 
that this issue of gun violence is a national and institutional issue. The third “that” statement is 
asking Administration to edit the statement towards applicants that take part in political action. 
Many students have been discouraged by the vagueness of this statement.  
 I also want to bring up the thought that the events of last Wednesday was turning a blind 
eye to targeted black students. I was frustrated because it didn’t come to my attention until today, 
but it’s an important step for the SGA and Middlebury to take. Some cabinet members suggested 
this resolution could include statements about minority students or that we could write a 
completely separate bill. They would like to see those resolutions passed together. 
 
President Sohn: The timing might show a symbolic gesture of where the SGA’s priorities lie. 
There hasn’t been much of follow up on supporting students of color after the fall semester. 
There have been attempts to try and communicate, but we should reconnect and look back into 
that.  
 
Senator Gosselin: I was confused by the comment in Slack, and I think the proper response 
would be to make a reference to the Black Lives Matter Resolution should be addressed in this 
resolution. 



Senator Goldfield: I’m not sure the Australian Buy Back law in the resolution is what you’re 
meaning to say. This is definitely a very political bill. You tried to make the SGA email as little 
political as possible, but this is a very political statement that should be taken into account when 
discussing and voting on this.  
 
Senator Low-Beinart: I see the connection between the third and the first two “that” clauses, but 
I think they’re pretty separate. I would want to learn more about the Application Discrimination, 
but it seems like a separate section. I agree, I think the first “that” clause is very political and I’m 
not sure if I’m entirely comfortable with.  
 
Chief Alam: Thank you for working on this bill and organizing the march Annie.  
 
President Sohn: I second that. 
 
Motion to table. 
 
Seconded. 
 
Speaker Aaron: All in favor of tabling? All opposed? All abstaining? The resolution is tabled. 
 
14-0-1 [President Sohn abstains.] 
 

XI. Adjournment 
Speaker Aaron: Is there a motion to adjourn? 
 
Motion. 
 
Seconded. 
 
Speaker Aaron: All in favor of adjourning? All opposed? All abstaining? We are adjourned. 
 
15-0-0 
 
Meeting ends at 9:03 p.m. 


