
I. Attendance 
Members Present:  President Vijayakumar, Senator Gosselin, Senator Schurer, Proxy Lee, Proxy 
Flores-Clavel, Senator Gee, Senator Sanchez, Senator Velazquez, Senator Brady, Senator Sharma, 
Senator Mehta, Senator Best, Senator Maxie, Senator Gurkan, Co-Chair Lezama (15) 
 
Members Absent: Senator Salas, Senator Smith (2) 

 
II. Acceptance of Minutes from 4/5/20 

Motion to accept minutes. 
 
Seconded. 
 
15-0-0 [Unanimous approval. Minutes are accepted.] 
 
III. Announcements 

A. Executive Board 
President Vijayakumar: Tomorrow, we will have the SGA debates. They will be livestreamed on 
Youtube. We’ll send a link out. Another reminder that if you want to send an email to your constituencies, 
they have to be run by Director Khodadad since we’re still in an election cycle. 
 
CoS Platt: I just wanted to ask you all to complete the MCG survey. 
 
Senator Schurer: yes, please complete it so they can evaluate us and make us more effective because we 
can definitely use that. 
 
President Vijayakumar: We have awards still coming up for staff appreciation. I’m working on the faculty 
appreciation award, but SGA administers the selection process. We made a selection committee 
consisting of Co-Chair Lezama, Senator Maxie, and former Senator Heyer, but he left. I would love to 
have one more person to join the group. The main responsibilities of the position are to read the 
applications and meet with the committee. The work is significantly less because you’re going through 
the committee applications and won’t have to be responsible for organizing the awards ceremony since 
we won’t have one in person. 
 
Senator Gosselin: I can do it.  
 
President Vijayakumar: Ok great. So make sure to talk to each other to discuss the applications. 
 
Senator Gosselin: I know we have some money appropriated for the ceremony, so what are we doing with 
it? 
 
President Vijayakumar: I think it’ll go back to the reserve. 
 
[Senator Smith enters.] 



 
IV. Old Business 

A. Email Permission Discussion 
B.  

Senator Schurer: This concerns an old discussion we had about email permissions and how to use them 
responsibly.  
 
President Vijayakumar: Over the past week, I’ve been getting emails from people being inundated with 
emails regarding the election. This is largely stemming from the fact that we are having remote elections. 
Since candidates were trying to collect signatures to be eligible on the ballot, some individuals were mass 
emailing students, not necessarily using SGA class lists to send them and they weren’t against SGA 
elections policies, but it still caused the same disruption and discontent among our peers. These emails 
were especially frustrating for some because this was after all the emails from #FairGradesMidd and other 
student organizers emailing a bunch of students about their proposals. So, a lot of students thought these 
emails regarding signature collection were linked to the SGA. I think it points to a larger concern that 
many students have. Right now, we restrict students from sending emails from their class lists as a 
privilege because of SGA and their involvement in it. I was curious if anyone else received similar emails 
and wanted to know what your thoughts were on how we can reduce SGA messaging? This was 
something people complained about consistently and it was a huge reason why we’ve reduced the number 
of school-wide emails the SGA sends this year. Last year, there were a lot of SGA emails sent, so that was 
cut down significantly. I think it goes both ways because since we’re remote, emails sometimes are the 
only way students can reach a lot of other peers. 
 
Director Khodadad: I know it’s different because we’re remote, but I was wondering if you all think the 
number of signatures that candidates need is too high? 
 
Senator Gosselin: I think the system works well during the normal year but we don’t really have a 
protocol for when we’re off-campus like this. I hope this never happens again, but if it does, it might be 
worth it to make a bylaws change or a change to the elections policy that waives this requirement for 
when we’re off-campus. 
 
Senator Maxie: I think the situation is very odd and that’s why there've been a lot of emails sent. I’ve 
stayed away from sending emails regarding the elections, but it is hard to collect 200 signatures from 
students when we’re all off-campus. I agree with Senator Gosselin on a potential bylaw change.  
 
Senator Gee: I agree but also people complain about the emails all the time, but they also complain when 
they don’t get emails. I’m at a point where if people aren’t going to read the emails, then they won’t and 
that’s just how it is. I get where the frustration is but we’re only talking about maybe an extra 5 emails? I 
personally don’t think it’s that big of a deal. I get that people may be frustrated because it seems that it’s 
all SGA emails, but i feel like that’s the purpose of what we’re doing. We’re supposed to create an avenue 
for conversation and we’re also remote. 
 



President Vijayakumar: I think the distinction here is that those emails are from people who are 
candidates and not necessarily providing SGA-backed information. The things we need to discuss are 
adjusting elections council guidelines where there would be a clause that indicates that changes would be 
subject to whatever the elections council chair sees as feasible in a given environment. It makes sense 
because Director Khodadad knows how all of this runs. The other thing to consider in the future, maybe 
people don’t see it as necessary to mass email their peers, but it could be something that happens. Do we 
want to have something in the election policies that indicates that you shouldn’t be mass emailing?  
Senator Maxie: We should definitely add it to the election policies. It’s not clear if you’re allowed to send 
mass emails. So maybe we should restructure it to prohibit mass campaign emails. I agree that it’s an 
issue of someone complaining. If something like this were to happen again that we’d have to organize 
elections remotely, I can’t speak to future election council chairs, but maybe removing the signature 
requirement or lowering the number of signatures. I don’t know what the best course of action would be. 
 

V. New Business 
A. SSCA Presentations and Discussion 

 
[Senator Gee exits.] 
 
Senator Schurer: We’ll be hearing presentations from two candidates for the Second Student Constituent 
Advisor position for the Board of Advisors. We’ll spend about 45 minutes doing this. We’ll invite each 
applicant in separately, they’ll present and then they’ll leave the room for the next applicant to come in. 
We’ll then take about 15 minutes to discuss the presentations and who we’d think would be an ideal fit for 
the SSCA. 
 
Senator Brady: Were these the only applicants or were they selected by the SSCA Selection Committee? 
 
Senator Schurer: These were the only two applicants. The applicants are Aubrianna Wilson ‘23 and 
Senator Maya Gee ‘22. 
 
[Aubrianna Wilson presents first. Senator Gee presents after. Senate discusses the two candidates in their 
absence.] 
 
Motion to vote. 
 
Seconded.  
 
[Senators vote in a secret ballot. Senator Maya Gee is elected as the SSCA.] 
 
[Senator Gee re-enters.] 
 

B. Grading System Resolutions & Discussion 
Senator Schurer: So we’ll read the Resolution in Support of Changing the Spring 2020 Grading System. 
This is the resolution we workshopped last week and didn’t get a chance to vote on. It has changed quite a 



bit since the initial draft, so I encourage you to take a close read. Let’s wait to debate on significant 
sections of the resolution until after we’ve read the Act to Support Accessible and Equitable Learning. 
 
Co-Chair Lezama: Looking at the clause that includes “the Office of Dean of Curriculum, the SLG and all 
parties involved in this decision making process to base their decisions on the testimonials provided by 
#FairGradesMidd,” it just doesn’t make sense. I understand there are student testimonials, but I would 
like to hear the thought process behind this clause. 
 
Senator Gosselin: I’m not sure if “base” is the right verb, so maybe “inform” or “consider.” What this 
clause is trying to say is that we want these groups to read the testimonials? 
 
Senator Schurer: I think that’s what it’s trying to do. Also for reference, since myself, Senator Maxie and 
Senator Flores Clavel cosigned this resolution, we are allowed to have oversight and accept the friendly 
amendments, or things that people suggest. I think the change in wording would be fine. How about we 
change it to “...all parties involved should take the testimonials into consideration?” 
 
Senator Gosselin: I think “decision-making process” would be more clear.  
 
Proxy Flores-Clavel: I want to clarify, there’s a difference in how much the committee would have to take 
those opinions when they’re forming it between “base” and “consider.” It makes a big difference for what 
they’re saying. 
 
Senator Gosselin: The reason I offered the friendly amendment like this was because I think if we leave it 
the way it was, it would look like we’re telling the faculty to make their decisions based on the student 
testimonials, and it looks more like a demand than intended. 
 
Senator Brady: I wanted to ask about the clause that mentions that Middlebury would subsidize wifi costs. 
Is that in case we’re still remote going into next semester? 
 
Senator Schurer: I think that implies that they would help subsidize those costs now. I know it’s in a 
weird place considering when during the semester this whole debacle happened, but I’m pretty confident 
that it is regarding this semester and it would potentially continue next year.  
 
Senator Gee: The vote is still for Universal Pass/Fail (UPF), even though faculty are voting on mandatory 
credit/no credit (C/NC)? 
 
Senator Schurer: That’s something we could discuss. The document we’re working on probably hasn’t 
been touched since five days ago. Things are up in the air in that case. 
 
President Vijayakumar: For the accessible learning resolution, I think it’s still something we should hold 
regardless of whether or not we pass the other resolution. Even if the school doesn’t go with UPF, there 
are still items on the list in the resolution that are important to implement.  
 



Senator Best: Friendly amendment, I think it makes sense to switch to C/NC because that’s what the 
administration will be hearing about because they’re very tuned into what the faculty says. I think that if 
we all support C/NC, then it would make everything simple and show that student government’s on that 
side and it would show that the SGA is in unison. 
 
Senator Schurer: Also, it would add a value of clarity in an already murky situation. 
 
Senator Gosselin: Is the faculty currently discussing UPF or are they trying to discuss moving to C/NC? 
We should support whatever the faculty’s doing. 
 
Senator Maxie: Faculty is only focusing on C/NC. I think there might be an amendment to that, but I 
would have to check on that. 
 
Senator Brady: The amendment you’re talking about, was that brought forth by professors? 
 
Senator Maxie: I’ve spoken with Professor Combelles and Professor Parker who said that they are 
addressing the concerns regarding students’ GPAs being affected. I don’t know if it’ll materialize, but it’s 
the only alternative grading system mentioned by faculty. Otherwise, there’s a binary of C/NC or 
maintaining the current opt-in system. 
 
Senator Schurer: The Act to Support Accessible and Equitable Learning comes from Senator Smith and 
Co-Chair Lezama and it’s on a similar theme but slightly different. I’ll let them present it. 
 
Co-Chair Lezama: Our intent was to separate the endorsement of that bill for actual action, meaning steps 
we can take to continue to support students with respect to the pandemic. We came up with a list of 
things, including ways faculty can adjust their Zoom classes and online learning with respect to increasing 
accessibility since we are in online classrooms, how to make sure that students have access to online 
classes with respect to their internet access. We actually sent this to the Dean of Students and Dean of 
Faculty and they were in favor of it. We got a good reply from the Dean of Faculty and she even gave us a 
suggestion to add to the resolution. It’s nice to know that we could work with them to implement. This list 
isn’t expansive and we would make sure to continue to think about how we can make classes more 
accessible. 
 
Senator Smith: In the case it seems too demanding of the faculty, we spoke with the Dean of Faculty 
about it and she said that, given the circumstances, she thinks that faculty would be willing to do what is 
asked of them, or at least to the best of their ability. We also ask the college to make sure that all students' 
needs for wifi and computers are covered as well and to do their best to subsidize wifi costs. We also 
included a list of free wifi being offered to low-income students and families via a variety of servers. We 
asked the school to make sure they’re providing loaner computers and technology to all students who 
need them.  
 



Senator Best: When I read through this bill, I was wondering if the communication with the 
administration had happened already and it seems like that that has already happened and it’s already a 
great bill and all the more reason to support it. 
 
Senator Gee: For the clause that talks about students not signing in after 10 pm, could we also add an 
amendment to add “before 6 am”  as well so that night and morning times are included? 
 
Co-Chair Lezama: I would be happy with this friendly amendment. 
 
Senator Schurer: The resolution in support of changing the grading system should just focus on the 
grading model, whereas this resolution should focus on other forms of digital learning support. It makes 
sense for them to be different bills because I can see that there are some senators that feel confident about 
one of these avenues, but not so confident about the other. I feel strongly about separating them but still 
voting on both today. 
 
Co-Chair Lezama: That’s why we separated. When I reached out to Senator Smith last week about how 
there were two different things to be addressed. Also, the fact that the administration looked at this 
resolution is also important to consider. Also, I’ve changed the wording in one of the clauses so our bill 
would not be contingent upon the grading bill passing. 
 
Senator Smith: We wanted to design it so that it could be passed in tandem with the grading bill, but also 
if people didn’t feel confident about the administration would not be able to follow through with UPF or 
another grading system, this would be a separate resolution and an additional option. 
 
Senator Gosselin: We should probably pass both of these resolutions, especially the one in support of the 
change in the grading model because over the course of the discussions, I haven’t said much, but the 
C/NC system is the fairest and I think there’s a real chance the faculty votes in favor of the system even 
without our support. Last week, I wasn’t so sure because it seemed that the administration had the 
authority to make that decision and to send that email with some degree of finality. Some of my 
professors were upset that the administration made the grading decision without consulting with faculty, 
so now it’s possible that it might backfire on the administration. 
 
Senator Maxie: The faculty has a committee of 20 people making the decision. Before the administration 
sent their decision in that email, the faculty got an email from them saying they had a leeway to grade 
their students on whatever scale they wanted to. I just wanted to note that. 
 
CoS Platt: I wanted to clarify with the grading bill, is it still in support of UPF? If that’s accurate, could 
you explain what you’re hoping this would achieve? Is this an ideological vote of equity? Is it intended to 
put pressure on a specific system? That was an answer that we didn’t get from #FairGradesMidd last 
week.  
 
Senator Schurer: I just updated the language from UPF to C/NC on the bill. At the time that this bill was 
updated, we didn’t have clarity on what the faculty and the administration would be willing to do. In light 



of the updating/continuing these conversations, it’s clear that they’re interested in a universal C/NC 
system. I think the resolution needs to reflect that rather than the previous suggestion of UPF, which 
seems slightly different. 
 
CoS Platt: If the two grading models are different, I’m looking at the language that was based on support 
for a different grading system from the student body and I’m not sure how that would impact the bill. The 
survey that we sent out and the testimonials that were taken weren’t necessarily about the C/NC grading 
model and I’m not sure if you’d want to adjust that language.  
 
Senator Maxie: I think UPF and C/NC are different in name but basically the same. The reason we should 
include information from the survey and the testimonials is because it shows that students support the 
change in the grading system and it reflects that. Overall, it’s still a powerful part of the bill because it 
includes concrete information and data collected from students. Our audience right now is not the student 
body, it’s the faculty because regardless of what the administration thinks, this comes down to the 
faculty’s decision and we should be giving them everything we have.  
 
Senator Smith: I agree that much of it is the same in practice, but to avoid confusion and to show that we 
know what we’re talking about, we should use C/NC to stay consistent with the language, considering 
that’s what’s likely to become a reality. 
 
Director Khodadad: The difference is that there’s no potential for a 0 GPA with C/NC while there is 
potential for a zero GPA if you fail. 
 
Senator Best: I think we should still keep the data in there to show that students voted for UPF and say 
that it is basically the same system as C/NC. I don’t know if we need to mention that technicality. 
 
Senator Maxie: I thought when we were looking at UPF and talking to #FairGradesMidd, I thought the 
main point was to remove all impact on GPA. As far as I was aware and after speaking with students from 
the group, their premise was that UPF wouldn’t affect GPA, but maybe I was misinformed. 
 
Senator Gosselin: I have a friendly amendment.I imagine a lot of the faculty would be looking at this and 
I think they’ll skim it. We should change the order of some of the clauses to put the more important ones 
on top. I think they’ll look at the official titles and stop reading. 
 
Senator Schurer: Good suggestion. 
 
Senator Best: Friendly amendment: put in “mandatory credit/no credit” rather than “universal credit/no 
credit.” 
 
Senator Schurer: I’ve had people reach out to me who are currently students abroad and they want to 
make sure they aren’t left out or screwed over by any of the decisions made. Do you think it would be 
helpful to add a clause that addresses these students? 
 



Senator Gosselin: I think for the audience we’re shooting for, it’s just the undergraduate college faculty, 
so I’m not sure how much of an effect the faculty decision would have on those students.  
 
Co-Chair Lezama: What were these students’ concerns? Did they want their grades or did they want 
C/NC? 
 
Senator Schurer: They wanted C/NC and they wanted to make sure that they would be eligible for that 
even though they’re abroad. 
 
Co-Chair Lezama: It might be easier to say that if students attended one of the  Middlebury Schools 
Abroad or the Monterey program, this should apply to them since they’re under Middlebury’s 
jurisdiction. 
 
Senator Smith: I think in one of the clauses, we should say “the SGA supports #FairGradesMidd and the 
faculty committee in their pursuit of an alternative grading model,” just to clarify our sources for this. 
 
Senator Schurer: I was wondering if that clause needs to be there at all because I feel like it starts to touch 
on the resolution that you and Co-Chair Lezama wrote. I feel like stressing the idea of Mandatory C/NC is 
already expressed adequately earlier in the resolution. I think that being succinct in this resolution will 
give it more weight. I will suggest removing that clause. 
 
Senator Gosselin: I think making it shorter is good. I think it looks good. I was going to motion to vote 
soon.  
 
Senator Brady: I wanted to quickly address some students’ concerns about this. If the C/NC system were 
to go into effect on Friday, then there would only be three weeks left in the semester. People have been 
working hard for grades all semester and to not have a grade option after that could be tough for some 
people. #FairGradesMidd talked about other comparable schools that have moved onto a UPF grading 
system, but I think there are still some reservations about this. 
 
Senator Gee: I agree but I still feel weird about using the data from the survey considering that Dual A is 
out of the picture. I know that UPF is similar to C/NC but my hesitations about drawing that conclusion 
with this bill still stands. I know that a handful of constituents felt that the survey wasn’t no longer 
representative because of how circumstances have changed. 
 
Senator Schurer: It is a great point. I’m wondering what if instead of citing the statistics, we say that 
#FairGradesMidd had a widespread petition and the SGA conducted a survey that would then be attached 
to the bill? We could even express that there has been a lot of student support for changing the model. We 
shouldn’t erase the fact that we tried to collect data, but I worry that the way we are framing it could be 
interpreted poorly by the faculty. 
 



Senator Best: The thing I worry about if we just show them the data directly is that I didn’t even 
understand what the data meant in terms of people supporting UPF until Treasurer Cho analyzed the data 
last week. Most people taking a glance at it probably won’t spend much time on it. 
 
Senator Velazquez: Regarding the accessible learning bill, you mention in a clause that if remote learning 
continues past the two-month trials, Middlebury subsidizes the wifi monthly costs for students in need. I 
was wondering if that would apply to students who have to pay for wifi now? Would Middlebury be 
asked to subsidize their out-of-pocket costs now. 
 
Senator Smith: I wrote that clause in reference to the WIFI packages mentioned in the clause before this 
that offer a free 2-month deal for students. I don’t know how realistic it’ll be to get Middlebury to 
subsidize all WIFI costs for students who are on financial aid or below a certain income bracket. I don’t 
know about including something that isn’t financially feasible for the school. 
 
Co-Chair Lezama: If you are asking whether a student is having trouble paying their costs for internet 
access currently, there are specific funds available for that. Students just need to reach out to their deans. 
 
Senator Schurer: I think we have everything settled except it seems like some are hung up on the whereas 
clause in the grading resolution regarding the data. I don’t feel like we’ve figured out what to do with it. 
 
Senator Maxie: It’s hard and Senator Brady brought up a good point. I still support the bill but this is the 
last three weeks of the semester and people have been working hard these last nine weeks for grades.  
 
Senator Gosselin: After speaking with professors about this, they acknowledge that it’s late in the 
semester but they blame the people making the decisions. They feel that this has been thrust upon them by 
a series of some slow decisions. For me, it is pretty late in the semester. For those we are trying to help 
with this proposal, their lives have already been disrupted at this point. In that sense, I think it’s even 
more important to pass it. 
 
CoS Platt: I agree with everyone and I don’t want to make it more complicated, but  I think there’s 
something difficult about proposing such drastic change at this point in the semester based on skewed 
data that was only 60-40 to start with. When #FairGradesMidd came to our meeting, they couldn't explain 
the difference between the current opt-in model vs #OptInMidd. Things have changed and these impacts 
have already taken place. Something feels off to me to shake everything up as opposed to thinking of 
ways we could reframe it or focusing on ways we could make sure that those things are supported. 
Senator Velazquez made a fantastic point about opening up conversations about opt-in grades. At this 
point in the semester, to go back and erase information based on that data. We need to be clear about what 
that statement is. It’s an ideological statement and there are a lot of good arguments for it. However, to 
base that on a representation claim when we actually heard much more from one group would seem odd 
to me. 
 



Senator Gurkan: I think it’s difficult to change what the school's already decided. There are things the 
administration would need to do to help students with the decision they made. I think the second 
resolution has more of an impact. 
 
Senator Velazquez: We had time to look over the bill to save time and we are currently debating these 
technicalities. I feel like we’re going around in circles. I understand what others are saying about how it is 
too late in the semester, but we’ve spoken about this topic for many meetings and we keep tabling this. 
We’re at a point where we’ve already had these presentations and discussions and a resolution that has 
been drafted. It’s not gonna get anywhere if we continue discussing it. We have to vote on this today. The 
impact has already happened and it’s our job to tackle it head on and actually do something about it.  
 
CoS Platt: I wasn’t saying that we should table this. I wanted to make sure people are considering the 
arguments in mind as they vote today. But I totally agree with what Senator Velazquez said.  
 
Director Khodadad: I feel like it is late but we shouldn’t let admin strong-arm this decision. I feel like we 
should consider the fact that we’ve gotten 400 testimonials from #FairGradesMidd showing that many 
students are affected and will continue to be affected no matter how late the decision comes. We should 
still consider that we are representing those students even if the data is skewed and doesn’t represent the 
current decision.  
 
Senator Schurer: Since the data seems to be one of the most contentious pieces of the grading system bill. 
The clause has been updated to reflect that the SGA was part of these conversations and that we were part 
of continued dialogue and data collection. It omits quoting the specifics of the data. I’m wondering if that 
kind of an amendment is a happy medium, please let me know. 
 
Senator Gosselin: When faculty reads this, they'll have an idea of what students think based on those 
they’ve already talked to. I don’t think the data would shift these professors’ opinions very much. 
Regardless of whether or not we have the clause, I’m not sure of its effect. 
 
Senator Schurer: That’s a good point. It seems that most of you would like to keep the updated clause and 
remove the initial one. 
 
Motion to vote on the Resolution in Support of Changing the Spring 2020 Grading System. 
 
Seconded. 
 
15-1-0 [Senator Gurkan votes against. Motion to vote passes.] 
 
13-1-2 [Senator Brady votes against. Senator Gee and Senator Gurkan abstain. Resolution passes.]  
 
Motion to vote on the Act to Support Accessible and Equitable Learning. 
 
Seconded. 



 
16-0-0 [Unanimous approval. Motion to vote passes.] 
 
16-0-0 [Unanimous approval. Resolution passes.] 
 
VI. Adjournment 

 
Motion to adjourn. 
 
Seconded. 
 
16-0-0 [Unanimous approval. Meeting ends at 5:00 pm.] 


