
I. Attendance 
Members Present:  President Vijayakumar, Senator Salas, Senator Schurer, Proxy Lee, Senator 
Flores-Clavel, Senator Gee, Senator Sanchez, Senator Velazquez, Senator Brady, Senator Sharma, 
Senator Maxie, Senator Smith, Senator Gurkan, Co-Chair Lezama (14) 
 
Members Absent: Senator Mehta, Senator Gosselin, Senator Best (3) 

 
II. Acceptance of Minutes from 3/29 

Motion to accept minutes. 
 
Seconded. 
 
14-0-0 [Unanimous approval. Minutes are accepted.] 

 
III. Announcements & Updates 
 
Senator Schurer: Thank you all for sending your Senate updates to CoS Connor. 
 

A. Executive Board 
President Vijayakumar: If you're interested in running for any position in the upcoming spring elections, 
we will have the interest meeting tomorrow, April 6. You should’ve received an email from the Elections 
Council this past week and it includes a form you have to fill out to receive the Zoom link. Starting 
tomorrow and until the end of the election cycle, every person currently in the Senate who has email 
permissions to their constituencies, no matter what the email is about, has to get Director Khodadad’s 
approval first and he has to approve it before you send the email out. If you fail to do so, it will be 
immediate grounds for the removal of your name from the ballot. Especially if you’re running for a 
position, make sure that any email that you are writing that you want to send to your constituency, you 
have to run that by Director Khodadad. I don’t want anyone to be disqualified because of something like 
that. 
 
Director Khodadad: Please just send it to my personal email. I’ll get back to you quickly once you send 
me your emails.  
 
CoS Platt: A survey was sent out by Middlebury Consulting Group looking to solicit first-hand feedback 
from those a part of SGA about how their experience pre-pandemic has been like so they could make the 
best possible recommendations for future SGAs. They’ve let us know that the feedback they have 
received so far has been fantastic. So if everyone could fill this survey out, time-permitting, and look it 
over and provide some feedback, that’d be great. 
 

B. Community Council 
Co-Chair Lezama: There are no new updates. We’ll have our first Community Council meeting this week. 
 

C. Finance Committee 



[Treasurer Cho is not present.] 
 
IV. Old Business 

A. Review Data from Grading Survey 
Senator Schurer: Our survey got a total of 1843 responses, which is about 67% of the student body, and 
that’s a phenomenal turnout and it seems that each grade was represented pretty equally. Of the first 
choice options, about 60% of students voted in favor of Dual A, with Opt-In and Universal Pass/Fail 
following with about equal percentages. For the second choice, we had about 40% for Universal Pass/Fail 
and pretty equal distribution for Dual A and Opt-In. For the third choice, 30% chose not to support one, 
but 36.9% supported  the current opt-in system. The last question, which was optional, asked students if 
Middlebury decides to uphold the current system, would they support extending the current deadline of 
May 1st to after the spring 2020 grades are released. 93.8% of students said yes and the rest, for some 
reason, said no. The reason we put this last question is that it was requested by the #OptInMidd organizers 
on the assumption that it would be difficult for the administration to change the grading system or they 
expected some degree of unwillingness. We should open it up to discussion for 10 minutes about your 
reactions to hearing the news from administrations as well as reactions and updates from your 
constituencies. 
 
Senator Sharma: Did the administration know about this survey? 
 
Senator Maxie: The administration received an email from #FairGradesMidd about data being collected. I 
don’t know if they knew about the survey SGA sent out, but they knew data was being collected in 
different forms. 
 
President Vijayakumar: I mentioned in an email to Provost Cason that the SGA survey would be 
conducting an all-student survey sent via an all-school email. I did not share any data points with them 
before the Provost’s email regarding the grading policy.  
 
Senator Schurer: I didn’t share data either. We hadn’t even had the chance to send out the survey results 
to them. Unless there were individual students who possibly forward the results unofficially, that could be 
a possibility, but even then, it’s still surprising.  
 
Senator Gurkan: The first-year Febs asked me if we had contacted the administration at all about the 
results because it seemed as if no communication was going on to the administration in the decision that 
was made. Is there a way we can make it clear that we did try to come in contact with the administration 
like we did try to get input rather than making it seem like we didn’t care about what students think.  
 
Senator Schurer: I think there is merit to that suggestion.  
 
FGM: We have drafted an email to President Patton and the Senior Leadership Group (SLG) in response 
to Provost Cason’s response. We’re waiting on the outcome of this meeting to send it. In the email, we’re 
acknowledging that the survey happened and the resolution we drafted includes the results of the survey if 
that could be incorporated before sending it out. 



 
Senator Maxie: Did faculty vote on this? The indication that was originally given is that faculty would 
vote on this decision. The email didn’t indicate that and made it seem like it was an administrative 
decision on their own.  
 
FGM: Originally, Provost Cason said the decision would lie with the faculty, but at the same time he was 
a bit–very in the fine print saying that he didn’t mean to stifle student debate but that there was strong 
resistance to a big change. Originally, we were hoping to present to the Faculty Council on April 10th, but 
the opposite outcome happened. We haven’t heard how that decision happened. I would imagine the 
decision happened between the people that sent that email, so anyone mentioned in it.  
 
Senator Velazquez: My professor is one of the only profs that is implementing the Dual A system in the 
course. She said she had low hopes because faculty have to bring something up and the council or 
whoever would decide on the matter tables it, and after that is when the topic goes up for debate. So even 
if faculty were to debate it, she said it would take a long time for them to debate and then vote. 
 
Senator Maxie: I spoke to some professors and they have made a subcommittee that would decide on this 
issue. I got this explanation from Professor Combelles who is the head of the MBBC department. 
Essentially, it would be 20 people making the decision which is what was originally said, and as far as 
I’m aware, I don’t know what happened.  
 
Senator Smith: Is there any way that all faculty could be regulated? I feel like that could be an uneven 
ground for students if some professors are implementing Dual A and others are following the current 
system and holding their students to the same expectations as before. Is there any way to make sure 
professors have the same expectation of students, even if the grading policy doesn’t change? 
 
[Treasurer Cho enters.] 
 
CoS Platt: Good point. To a certain degree, there already is an inherent curve that different professors 
already grade tougher. It might be hard to establish that. I voted for Universal Pass/Fail, but we’ve 
worked a lot with the Provost and Dean Moorti. Even though for very valid reasons people are certainly 
allowed to have their emotions run high, but we’ve seen some stuff that’s a bit immature toward them. I 
would encourage everyone to remain respectful in our interactions with them regardless of emotions we 
might be feeling about this.  
 
Senator Schurer: FGM, could you guys speak a bit about the accreditation standards that make Dual A not 
functional? 
 
FGM: We found out from a faculty member that Dual A faces accreditation issues, so we had been 
playing around with the option– well we still intend on following through with the project because we feel 
like it’s important to respect the voices of the students. We were hoping to open a dialogue to find a 
system that could be a compromise of both systems we proposed, whether that be Dual A with some fail 
capacity or A/No Credit type situation. We wanted it to open up the opportunity for conversation. 



Ranging somewhere for those who want a more equitable model and those who are concerned with 
grades. We would appreciate the SGA’s support in what we’re hoping to achieve for the student body. 
 

V. New Business 
A. Resolution in Support of Changing the Spring 2020 Grading System 

Senator Schurer: Please refer to the resolution. The FGM group will do a brief presentation. 
 
[#FairGradesMidd (FGM): Luke Bowen ‘22, Chloe Fleischer ‘21.5, Arthur Martins ‘22.5, Tre Stephens 
‘21] 
 
FGM: When I drafted this resolution, it was before the Provost’s email and there was still the expectation 
that the faculty and administration were deliberating and open to some degree of dialogue. I had spoken 
with Co-Chair Lezama about bringing the issue to the Community Council meeting this week. But with 
this email, that changes the outlook and offers an invitation to how SGA can become more involved in 
this. In the wording of the original resolution, it allows SGA to endorse this change and will allow 
#FairGradesMidd continues in our role as advocates, but at this stage, I think it’s essential that SGA take 
an active role in pushing for this change. We don’t have a formal presentation. What we hope is to create 
a dialogue on how the SGA can gear its institutional and symbolic power toward this cause and open up 
contact with the administration. You have far more connections with the administration, which is truly an 
asset and offers you an opportunity to act on it. It’s an opportunity to envision how we want to move 
together, whether that be an official SGA statement to the administration or contacting faculty to open this 
door, or at the least demand transparency. The greatest frustration is that the email felt careless in how 
they put together this email and without really providing explanations of how or why they made that 
reasoning. We have to hold the administration accountable to standards of transparency. It’s of the 
essence to fine-tune the language in the resolution and pass it. We’ve said that it’s not an issue of policy 
but a question of student well-being. We believe there’s a sense of urgency. 
 
Treasurer Cho: Wondering with the survey, if you discount the Dual A option, what does the breakdown 
look like?  
 
FGM: I don’t think those votes should be discounted. There is potential for an equitable model that could 
include grades. There’s potential for models with the same integrity. 
 
Treasurer Cho: I understand that, but I was just wondering because since Opt-In and Universal Pass/Fail 
are the most likely options, if you take out the Dual A as the first choice, what would the updated results 
look like? It would be helpful for the conversation. 
 
FGM: Do you think we should look at people’s second choice options? Because a lot of students chose 
Dual A as their first choice and Universal Pass/Fail as their second choice. 
 
Treasurer Cho: If you took the students who chose Dual A as their first option and looked at the numbers 
of their second choice options, then counted it back as their first-choice options and then combined that 



with the other first choice options, what would the new pie chart look like? That would be helpful to look 
at to see what the student body population is considering.  
 
Senator Schurer: The first choice, 60% said they wanted Dual A. Second choice, 27% in favor of Dual A. 
ARe you saying we should omit those? 
 
Treasurer Cho: What are the percentages of people choosing Dual A as their first choice? Could we move 
their second choice option as their first choice option if we discount Dual A? After that, what percentage 
would prefer Universal Pass/Fail as their first choice? 
 
Senator Schurer: We’d have to look at the actual spreadsheet and redo the analyses. 
 
FGM: It’s important that we need to imply support for broad change because we have only expressed 
support for specific models, whereas previously–you had it in the way it was written–they could infer if 
students were broadly in support of changing the system, and then expressing their preferred choices as 
part of a ranking system. I think it’s important, as we move to this conversation, that the main takeaway is 
that there has been expressive student support for changing the system. Since students have expressed 
support for a change in the grading system and Dual A is no longer a viable option, Universal Pass/Fail 
becomes the next best option. I do think it’s important to frame our discussions in the sense of having it as 
broad support for changing the system rather than nit-picking whether students are more in support of 
Dual A or Universal Pass/Fail.  
 
Senator Maxie: FGM brought up a great point about sending an email from the SGA to the administration 
because I’m seeing a distinct mirror of what happened last spring. The SGA had a survey that went out to 
all students. The administration was aware that there was a survey that went out to all students. We were 
getting student feedback and they put out a statement before the information on the results were made 
available. Their actions somewhat discredit the voices of students. I think we made a lot of progress this 
year toward having an SGA that’s legitimate and that the administration listens to, but this was a good 
chance for them to look to what we had to say and they completely dismissed it. I think having the SGA 
formulate a response to that could be possibly effective. 
 
FGM: I think that if you look at the document, Universal Pass/Fail is the second-most popular choice for 
the first- choice system and the most popular choice for the second-choice system by 40%. I don’t know if 
that answers your question, but Universal Pass/Fail has a lot more support over Opt-In 
 
CoS Platt: I think something we discussed was an indication that choosing Dual A isn’t synonymous with 
wanting an overarching structural change. I don’t think that’s necessarily the truth. I’m having a hard time 
going to this data because the question we asked wasn’t asking if students would support an overarching 
system. Dual A has a very specific connotation for many students on this campus who aren’t in this call. 
While I’m on your side, I don’t think that’s a fair assertion to make. 
 



FGM: I agree with you, but Universal Pass/Fail does have second support, so combined with Dual A 
support, there’s strong support for change in the system. There are also ways to make Dual A work if we 
would be able to work with faculty. It would have to be a discussion. 
 
CoS Platt: I appreciate what you’re saying, but I think that we released this whole survey and that falls on 
all of us with an option on the survey that’s muddling the data that’s not much of an option. That’s a 
humongous setback, optics-wise. It’s not something we can brush over and assume that’s what we’re 
doing if that’s the kind of argument we want to make. There are other really valid reasons to make that 
argument. It is an issue that the options were presented in that way when that’s not exactly how it could 
actually pan out. The option wasn’t asking if we should fight for Dual A and then work in the next two 
months before the grades are decided to put together a new system to do this. It wasn’t “do we think this 
is equitable?” Those weren’t really the options that were presented. I understand what you’re saying but 
from looking at the data, it feels like a leap to say those things. 
 
Senator Smith: This is a bit of a negotiation with the administration. I think a lot of students have been 
looking at the grading process from the equity standpoint. But I would imagine the administration is also 
concerned that students are jumping on this wave to make sure they get A’s. or make sure they do well. 
We all want to but Middlebury has a responsibility to uphold itself as an academically-challenging 
institution. I think the Dual A system might be clouding the administration’s perception of what the goal 
is and a concern that maybe there’s another incentive than just the equity focus. 
 
FGM: It’s still important to look at the data–the second data–where Universal Pass/Fail still has roughly a 
20% edge on Opt-In. We also need to understand that data does not speak by itself. It only reflects on how 
the survey was designed. This design of the survey was also addressing the concerns from #OptInMidd 
and that needs to be taken into consideration when we analyze this data. Given how the questions were 
framed and what questions were asked. More importantly, it was a big request of us that there be included 
an option for students to write-in their support and why they believe in the change. It is unreasonable for 
us to make any decisions looking at this data without taking a close look on what students are saying 
about it. To resort to pure numbers would be a disservice to students, especially as Senator Smith said that 
this is a question of equity for most of us. This is a policy that has actual human impact on students and 
it’s the very least we can do to look at what they are saying and why they are voting, whether to keep or 
change the system, before we jump to hasty conclusions and say the data is inconclusive. We wanted to 
model the effect that came with the FGM petition where students not only voted, but we could see why 
they were voting for a specific model, and how it is that these choices have an actual disproportionate 
effect on ourselves and our peers. 
 
[Senator Best enters.] 
 
Co-Chair Lezama: I was going to ask how we’re gonna talk about the resolution. Will we transition to a 
separate talk about that specifically or is this what is happening now? 
 
Senator Schurer: Let's hold off for a bit longer. 
 



Senator Gee: I was wondering if there’s a way to see the split responses for individual classes. I don't 
know if there’s a way to make a pie chart to show the breakdown for each class. 
 
Senator Schurer: We can do that. Treasurer Cho will be able to do all the math stuff. 
 
Senator Best: Any way to indicate data based on commons? 
 
Senator Schurer: No, we chose not to collect commons data. 
 
FGM: While it’s valuable to look at the class splits, I do think it’s important that we look at this 
holistically and realize that it’s a tangent whether more sophomores or less seniors have said that they 
support or don’t support a specific model when it is equally worth acknowledging that either voted for 
this. I cannot overemphasize that this is a human issue and it shouldn’t take much for students to care 
about one another. I invite you to take this into consideration as we move forward and realize we have a 
personal stake in this conversation. It would be unreasonable to hide behind data itself and not consider 
the issue in a more holistic lens. 
 
CoS Platt: I understand what you’re saying. I think the argument didn’t come out until the data got 
skewed. It’s an issue of equality, not an issue of data. My question for FGM is what research have you 
done to reach out to law schools, med schools, other graduate programs that indicates what will happen to 
a transcript with pass/fail on it? 
 
FGM: The administration also has a responsibility to put the research together and come up with 
responses with shortcomings. We’ve searched through peer institutions’ websites, newspapers, and the 
internet. All of that information is in the SGA brief we provided. 
 
CoS Platt: I appreciate that and I read through it because one of the most compelling arguments for 
Universal Pass/Fail and what led me to put it as my first choice is that Harvard Med School would only 
accept pass/fail if it were universal. There are very compelling arguments for both sides of the discussion, 
but if we’re moving forward and we’re going to try to make this as equitable as possible, another 
maneuver that we might have to do is what are the ways we can ensure that if people have to pass/fail 
classes, it doesn’t hurt them. I’m looking at this as a reality as a race against the clock now. I think we 
need to think about ways, instead of having it as a conjecture of how a pass/fail looks on a transcript, 
make sure that that’s really the best option for people who are struggling at home and transitioning into 
figuring out how to make sure that there’s as little stigma surrounding that as possible. I know Provost 
Cason pretty well. These are good, caring people and they’d be willing to work on that, and I think he 
started to even allude to that in that email, saying that there will be a note from the administration on the 
transcript. They’re working to make sure those things are viable. 
 
FGM: There have been alternatives explored, like extending the opt-in pass/fail period after grades are 
released and not just giving students an extra week. Another accommodation we had originally for 
#OptInMidd was shadow grading where the school would adopt Universal Pass/Fail but students would 
be awarded letter grades, but they would only be able to disclose them at the end of the semester and they 



would not count toward students’ overall GPA. There are different models and alternatives, but it is also 
important that we don’t know what’s gonna happen. It is not on us or the administration to know whether 
different graduate programs are gonna make decisions about the grading policies they would accept. It 
would be good to look at this and have this incentive to jump on the bandwagon, but it’s also important to 
reframe and look at our own community and see how these decisions would impact us as Middlebury 
students, whereas our peer institutions have already been making these decisions, like Columbia 
University, Barnard College, MIT. There’s great attraction for arguments on either side and I think there’s 
still a solid case for these changes being accommodated in the future. 
 
President Vijayakumar: This is a question for the bill sponsors. The resolution needs to be reframed 
significantly in response to what’s happening and the email sent out. Right now, I’m confused about what 
the aim would be with an SGA endorsement and what exactly we’d be endorsing. I’m strongly of the 
opinion of supporting something if it’s clearly collaborative and realistic and not antagonistic. It’s 
unfortunate and difficult to deal with decisions, especially when they’re made over our heads, but I just 
don’t know if it’s wise to push back. I know there’s a lot of tension on campus, especially among a lot of 
students. I want to know very clearly what next steps are desired if the SGA were to endorse. It feels very 
nebulous, like what would we even be supporting right now? 
 
Senator Maxie: I think it’s important to do our job as the SGA and represent students. We have clear 
objectives from students for a change in the grading system and that has been completely disregarded. 
Our endorsement would be along the lines of us supporting what students are requesting. I think the bill 
needs to be slightly reworked, but not as much as we think. The data hasn’t changed and the bill 
marginally hasn’t changed. 
 
FGM: I think that it’s a question of framing. I think there’s nothing the SGA can’t do in that it’s the only 
official representative of the student body and its voice matters. There are forms of engagement beyond 
just sending data to the administration, showing them what the students support and asking them to do 
something based on the results. In the past, you’ve said that the administration has proved itself that it’s 
open to student output and that has changed over the past year. We need to look at the bill and make it 
clear how SGA can take a stand for the students. I think the data is solid enough that people can vote by 
seeing that this is what the majority of students want. There’s also an argument for taking a leap of faith 
and owning the question of being representative to the students. We need to fine tune the bill where we 
need to make our message clearer.  
 
FGM: I think we’re overlooking that Universal Pass/Fail was a pretty strong second choice, showing that 
students support change. It’s our responsibility to stand up for what students need to succeed this semester 
because if we don’t, then who will? The endorsement should be supporting a change because the system 
needs to be more equitable. 
 
President Vijayakumar: I wasn’t disputing the results in any way. I want us to be mindful of how we 
move forward. If it’s an endorsement of us saying that this is what the overwhelming student sentiment 
reflects. We want to uphold what the data reflects. What do we expect the next steps to be because– what 
are the tangible things we need to get done? It would be a shame if we’re sitting here, running around in 



circles, all voting in favor of a resolution that does just that. What are the tangible things you want to get 
done? Is it the SGA endorsing this and then student organizers on FGM discuss? Is it something the SGA 
takes over? Those are my questions and I think those are the important things to discuss to have a clear 
trajectory as we move forward.  
 
[Senator Gosselin enters.] 
 
FGM: You all have a better understanding of how SGA can best participate in this. I think there’s 
significant value in engaging in the networks you have and the institutional connections, whether that’s 
the Academic Affairs Committee in the Cabinet or other positions. How can we use those connections to 
talk to the administration? It’s important to move forward together. Getting a blanket approval to move 
forward and do our thing would be a great disservice to all of us. We’re here asking you all how the SGA 
can become more involved in this and how we can imagine that together because I only know so much 
about the connections that you have.  
 
FGM: I think it would definitely include SGA support because I don’t think we’ll get very far without 
your support. In response to what was said about what the collaboration between SGA and FGM would 
look like, I don’t think we don’t want you guys to take this over because we’re very informed and 
well-versed on this issue, and we’re passionate about this. We need your help with leveraging support to 
get us these meetings to allow us to have these conversations and we would be willing to collaborate as 
much as you all are. We want to work with you all and we want this to happen. 
 
Co-Chair Lezama: We can’t help but say thank you for everything the FGM team has done. Any 
pushback shouldn’t be taken as us not supporting your cause because I think it’s important that you are 
highlighting the issue that needs to be addressed. Originally, I wanted to say that the bill feels a bit 
nebulous, as President Vijayakumar already said. If we’re going to do something–this is not a question of 
framing but a question of action– but what can the SGA do directly to support our students. Now that the 
accreditation issue with Dual A has come to light, my thought process has shifted regarding how we can 
move forward with this. I think action should be taken to support students, but is pursuing the 
administration grading policy change the best way to support students exclusively? I think it’s important 
and it should still be pursued, but what else can we do as an SGA and FGM to support them? I was 
thinking along the lines of the bill that the President and Treasurer Cho passed last week when they 
directly allocated money from the excess to support students through the emergency fund. That’s what the 
SGA should do, not just say we simply support your cause. The real question is what can SGA do? One 
thing we can pursue is asking the administration to give us a greater extension to opt-in to after spring 
term grades are released. There are other things the SGA has been doing in consultation with FGM. We 
can talk about other resources, like the food resources guide that was passed this past week, which is 
huge. I’m not saying that it’s time to move on from pursuing policy change, but it might be worthwhile 
thinking how can everyone in their respective positions pool in their resources to make sure students are 
being supported? Exclusive pursuing policy change might not be as healthy for students as we think it is. I 
might even say that it can cause a bit of anxiety and the anticipation of a potential change is a little bit 
harmful to students because we’re living in a time where we don’t know what’s happening. I think 



actually taking follow-up steps that are concrete would be the next steps, which would be a revision of the 
resolution and how we can pool in our resources. 
 
FGM: I agree with what you said and I don't think there’s no reason we couldn’t do both. A big part of the 
platform for #OptInMidd surrounded the resources the school was already providing us and the 
accommodations professors were already making for students. Even if they were, which I don’t think are 
and there’ no such thing as “enough” support, there’s still a strong case to ensure that students are 
supported throughout all areas of their Middlebury experience. This policy concerns their academic life, 
but also their broader well-being in the same ways that some of the resources are addressing their 
well-being and having a positive impact on their academic standing because they are able to have some 
sense of security. What we need to look at is how we can make SGA engagement in this question of the 
grading policy more tangible, and perhaps we can devise a strategy plan to create a road map and timeline 
on what we will do moving forward. This issue is central to students because I have been in contact with 
over 400 students who have shared their stories of why this matters to them. This is an important moment 
for the SGA to support students and act on their behalf in this matter. We need to look at how we can 
make this engagement concrete, but we need to make this happen and not just brush it aside. We need to 
work to make it reasonable for everyone.  
 
FGM: In response to Co-Chair Lezama, I think it’s important to also focus on resources. In terms of 
dropping the FGM movement, I know thw decision feels a bit set in stone after the email we got from the 
administration, but we have a duty to see this through because so many of the student body supports this 
change because there’s no one else that will stand up for them. I think we need to stand up for students 
even if nothing happens. 
 
Co-Chair Lezama: I think ultimately, I don't understand what the bill will do in terms of just getting our 
endorsement when we can directly pass legislation allocating resources to support students. That is a 
tangible action. If you want the support of the SGA, which I think you do have, you have it, but you have 
something greater than that which is the support of students who signed on to be advocates for the 
movement.  
 
FGM: We are working on making hard action happen. I understand that the email has hit us and our 
student engagement hard. The bill does not do enough, so what’s the hard action SGA can take with 
FGM. What FGM is doing right now is planning to re-engage with students and asking them to take more 
action to ask the faculty to start responding to us. I think since this is a negotiating table for what our next 
steps are, there is room for more cooperation because we are on the brink of not getting anything feasibly 
done for the student body. 
 
Tre (FGM): I didn’t want to speak as an organizer, but I want to speak as a student, as someone who has 
been affected significantly by both sides of the administration. I want to know what exactly SGA can do? 
We’re asking for your endorsement. Can the SGA find a way to get us a meeting with faculty? Is there a 
way or a forum where we can get the administration to go back on their decision? That email seemed very 
final. I’m saying this as an individual student because I can see this discussion going in circles. Is there 
anything SGA can do? I also wanted to touch on what Co-Chair Lezama has said. I hear you and I think 



it’s great what the students and the SGA are doing, but it also seems like we’re giving students cars with 
no wheels. I personally have dealt with the issue of not having the broadband of going to classes and 
turning in major assignments. All the time, I get told to contact my dean but mine hasn’t responded at all. 
So I just want to hear from you all and what you can do. 
 
President Vijayakumar: Can I clarify if what we’re seeking here is an endorsement to give this movement 
legitimacy so that we can have you guys engaged in higher-level conversations and be facilitators for that 
to happen?  
 
FGM: Yes. Adding to your other point, also engaging the SGA more actively in this question is what 
we’re asking for. Even if the SGA says we’re legitimate, it’s unreasonable, given how the administration 
has handled it, that it’ll get us very far, but if the SGA takes a more active role in the advocacy of this 
change, then we have a chance.  
 
FGM: We want to push back on this decision and we need your support. If you don’t want to endorse, 
that’s okay, but we’re still going to push back. It’s still important that we have your support and 
endorsement because we’re continuing to advocate for this. We also talked about resources being more 
important than FGM, and I do agree but I don’t think there is a reason why we can’t work on both 
because I don’t feel like we’re asking a lot from you because we have really dedicated organizers and 
rsources are definitely something the SGA can focus on after we reach a conclusion to our discussion. 
 
Senator Best: I've been researching what schools are doing to issues brought up by FGM in terms of 
internet access, which is one of students’ main concerns. Some schools are accommodating for that 
particular issue to people who do not have the proper internet access by sending them routers or other 
practical materials they may need. I think that’s something that can be beneficial, and I’ve worked with 
President Vijayakumar and CoS Platt to get in contact with the administration and to try to see what we 
can do. I also think being able to get support from your dean is crucial and it’s not okay for you to not be 
getting responses from them. I think that’s something SGA may be able to help out with to provide 
additional support in terms of communication. 
 
Senator Maxie: I don't know what the administration will do, but I think it’s feasible for us to ask for a 
change to be made. If students are asking for a change to be made, then we, as the SGA, should ask for 
that change to occur. Whether than be Dual A or an alternate program, I think we can really advocate for 
that change for the end goal that they may possibly change their position on the matter. 
 
Senator Velazquez: It’s difficult for me to understand what’s going on in this conversation when we’re 
talking about either endorsing or what the next steps are after endorsing. I was wondering if we can pass a 
motion to endorse? If we’re talking about tangible steps, what are the tangible steps we can take for this 
conversation right now? I feel like that can help us launch forward to see what we can do.  
 
Senator Schurer: An endorsement is not something we can just raise our hands on. We need a formal 
document to endorse because it outlines the premises of the argument we support, and that comes in the 
form of a resolution. The problem is that this resolution was written and attached to the agenda before the 



administration’s response. We need to edit the resolution to reflect the kind of endorsement that we’re 
looking for, and it seems to me that we’re trying to figure out what type of endorsement would affect the 
most change. But I think we should move onto looking at the bill. Out of no disrespect to everyone who 
has commented, but having a large SGA meeting, especially one that has many guests, is that the 
conversation usually devolves. This isn’t necessarily a bad thing, but it is a reality we face. There’s a lot 
of people here, many of whom have exciting and promising thoughts.  
 
FGM: If people can look through the bill and make comments, that would be great. 
 
[The Senate and members of FGM open up the draft of the resolution.] 
 
Co-Chair Lezama: This comment is directed at the sponsors of the bill, I think the bill was extremely 
well-written but I’m having problems understanding a particular section of the bill, more specifically 
wondering if you’re just asking for an endorsement of the SGA to acknowledge you as a legitimate group 
and to empower you to seek a change. If you would be able to make that more clear, if that is the thing 
you guys want, it would work because it isn’t explicitly clear what it’s doing. 
 
FGM: As I mentioned before, I drafted this bill not knowing fully what the SGA could do or could 
imagine doing. We need make clear that the SGA’s role is more than just recognizing. It would be 
stronger if the SGA comes strong in the bill, saying “we endorse and recommend to the administration to 
change and/or review the system, to revisit the decision,” or something along those lines with making 
concrete commitments within the SGA. 
 
Co-Chair Lezama: Quick follow-up, if that is the direction you want to go with the bill, I would say that 
implementing the statistics from the survey would be extremely helpful to have for the administration 
because they’ll most likely want to see the distribution of the breakdown. I think there should be a clause 
that mentions that the SGA endorses the pursuit of the Dual A model as the primary choice. The reason I 
say that is because if 60% said that is their first choice, we shouldn’t stop there and not pursue that. 
Saying that the student government endorses a change from the current system to just any change is not 
the best approach. While I do think some change is better than none, it would at least target something 
that we want to reach, allowing us to hopefully get some results based on that. 
 
FGM: Going forward, rather than recognizing FGM as a legitimate movement, it would be important to 
reiterate support for us and the change we’re making because we need whatever the best chance we can 
get to be able to negotiate with the faculty and the administration. Having your support will help us go the 
distance.  
 
FGM: I’m working on the clause that can articulate where I’m trying get at. Regarding the Dual A 
conundrum, I think it’s a very important question that we should address because ultimately, it does 
impact strategy and optics. What would be stronger: the SGA endorsing Universal Pass/Fail because it’s 
feasible for the administration to take seriously and implement, or for you to support the Dual A system 
and then bringing it to the administration only for them to laugh and say that it’s not even valid? I think 
we need to take that into consideration. I see the value of coming off of Dual A. I think that choosing a 



specific model is stronger and maybe we should recommend Universal Pass/Fail to the administration 
with the option for modifications.  
 
Senator Best: Endorsing Dual A would be a mistake. We were discussing this earlier about how if we ask 
the administration about Universal Pass/Fail, would they even listen then? If we go to them and say that 
we’re asking them to give everyone an A or an A-, regardless of how they do this semester, and have 
already discussed the accreditation issues, then we’d be putting ourselves in a more difficult situation. 
We’re not sure how much this resolution will do, but it’s going to say something, at the very least. If you 
endorse the Dual A system, then the administration will not listen to us at all. If we come and endorse 
Universal Pass/Fail, then there’s a better chance that they will listen. Looking at the new numbers that 
Treasurer Cho analyzed by eliminating Dual A, 60% of students would support Universal Pass/Fail. 
 
Senator Flores-Clavel: Something we’ve talked about is the underlying anxiety regarding what happens 
with employers or education after Middlebury. As someone who has no AP/IB credits because my high 
school did not offer them, there is this whole notion that students come in with a certain number of credits 
that it’s assumed everyone else has. I had college course credits that Middlebury didn’t recognize because 
they were community college courses. If the institution decides to go with Universal Pass/Fail, it speaks 
to the reality that institutions outside of Middlebury end up making the call and Middlebury should stand 
for what it believes in. My high school knew that having no AP classes would put me at a disadvantage, 
but otherwise, besides the fact that I didn’t have those classes, it still made me a viable candidate to go to 
this school. Whatever Middlebury chooses to do, it’s something that other institutions have to deal with. 
When we look at this, we keep looking at what other schools will think but Middlebury should just do 
what they think is best. I think the point being made about which system we choose is great, but we also 
need to make that distinction to the administration when we’re saying that Middlebury should just stand 
by what it believes in.  
 
Senator Maxie: What are we reaching for the most with this bill? It’s best to view this on a broader scale. 
We should acknowledge the percentage of people who support changing the grading model and then 
breaking it down further to show which different models they would support. We have a large percentage 
of students who supported a change in the system, and we shouldn’t be discounting the overarching 
numbers. It’s also important for the SGA to get information on who made the decision and also push for 
faculty to make the decision on this, if they weren’t involved in the decision-making process for the 
recent decision made because they are most directly affected by the grading model after students. Having 
that faculty input on what we end up doing is incredibly important.  
 
Senator Gee: I have no idea where we are at. If we do this, we’re endorsing you and I understand that this 
is a conversation between all of us on what would be the most strategic thing for us to do to give to the 
administration. It would help me personally to know exactly what the end goal is. What is your most ideal 
situation? I also want to know what are the specific challenges you’re facing right now, whether it 
actually is getting a meeting with the administration? I don’t know if having those doors opened for 
would necessarily require an endorsement. I just need more specificity because this is your movement, but 
I’m just unclear on what specifics you want. If we’re going to endorse a bill, I want to know what your 
path is.  



 
FGM: I think that’s a very important point. The challenge right now is that it seems that the 
administration is very unwilling to work with us. If you read their email, it makes it seem that they’re not 
willing to reconsider this and that this is a final compromise for them. The main challenge is that we don’t 
know how willing the administration is to reopen dialogue. When the SGA says “this matters and you 
should take a closer look at it,” then it opens the possibility of them listening to us. It’s easy to disavow 
eight students who are gathering and creating a whole grassroots movement. The SGA has the symbolic 
power and the endorsement is key in helping us put this issue on the table for the administrators to 
discuss. It would be best to put a Universal Pass/Fail endorsement because it puts it back in their 
conversations in a way that is concrete and they won’t be able to simply disavow us. The end goal of this 
cause is to make a change that we feel is good enough. Seeing this through to get the school to change the 
system to Universal Pass/Fail as soon as possible would be ideal. They might continue to linger to tire us 
out, and by then if it’s too late to change the system, then we’d need to look at modifications to make 
accommodations to extend the pass/fail option beyond the end of the semester. As I said, this is an urgent 
matter because the sooner we take action, the sooner the administration can react.  
 
Senator Gee: Do you want us to support you in reopening this conversation or do you still want a specific 
plan? 
 
Senator Schurer: I’ll jump in for a minute. Listening to everyone talk in circles for the last hour and a half, 
here are my main takeaways that I have put into very simple language, and I want to know what people 
think about these premises for the resolution: “SGA wants you (the administration) to meet and negotiate 
with the students organizers we are endorsing; SGA supports a more equitable model than the current one, 
such as Universal Pass/Fail or some variant of it; here is the research the group has done; here are the 
non-negotiables that will help us achieve this equitable system; this is time-sensitive.” I respect you all 
and admire the contributions you want to make, but we also have to be realistic. We are students and, you 
know, we have the Sunday scaries, even though we’re learning remotely. Our meeting has 22 minutes left 
until people are allowed to leave, and we want to be respectful of people in different time zones. I’m 
trying to distill the argument as simply as it can be, and then we can introduce the formal and professional 
language that makes a bill something that will convince the administration.  
 
FGM: Do we want to make those implementations now and try to vote on the bill during this meeting, or 
if you feel strongly, do we move the vote to after this meeting but sometime before the next official 
Senate meeting? It would be important to get this done today, but I want to be respectful of people’s time 
as we edit the bill.  
 
Senator Schurer: We’re not allowed to conduct official votes without convening a meeting because it’s an 
issue of accessibility and clarity about what we’re talking about. However, we could conduct an 
emergency meeting, which is a meeting outside of a normally scheduled Senate meeting. I am concerned 
about others’ commitments and impacting their schoolwork. If we buckle down and take a hard look at 
this document for the next 20 minutes, I believe there’s a chance we could make it something that we can 
vote on.  
 



Senator Gosselin: I made comments on a separate document and want to add them to the official 
document.  
 
Senator Smith: In case the administration isn’t open to changing the current grading model, we should 
state the facts that this is an issue of inaccessibility for people in an introductory paragraph. I think that 
the administration thinks that they’re fulfilling students’ full needs with the emails they send out but don’t 
realize that there’s still a large gap in what students are receiving and what they still need. They need to 
find a way to solve that, whether it’s with Universal Pass/Fail or something else to solve this issue, and I 
think that should be the number one priority. 
 
FGM: I agree about resources. I was wondering if there is a way that SGA can work with the 
administration and faculty to lessen the stress and burden of classes on students? Is there a way to get 
professors to have alternative assignments for students who can’t work collaboratively via Zoom? Is there 
a way to encourage professors to come up with alternative assignments? In my personal studies, I’ve had 
the experience of professors who had not come up with alternatives, and I think that shuts off a lot of 
students from engaging with their classes. I understand that a big part of the discussion has been on 
finding ways to keep students engaged in their classes. A big concern is that professors, including some of 
my own, haven't been open to providing alternatives and I was wondering if SGA would be able to 
support something like that. 
 
Senator Schurer: That’s something we can support, and we can discuss later whether this can come with 
this resolution or a separate one, if it makes more sense to split them up. There’s inconsistencies we’re 
finding in the classrooms with different professors, not only with how they are choosing to grade, but in 
the technological accommodations they’re choosing to make. Let’s keep that in mind. So for now, we 
should move to the document and look at the changes that should be made in terms of the words.  
 
[SGA members and FGM read through and make edits to the resolution.] 
 
FGM: How do people feel about removing language like “changing the grading system” and just put in 
the endorsement for Universal Pass/Fail? 
 
Senator Velazquez: I don’t see a problem in changing it to Universal Pass/Fail since Dual A isn’t a viable 
option anymore.  
 
Senator Gee: I will say that looking at the statistics for the sophomore class, it’s pretty split down the 
middle, so if we say we’re endorsing Universal Pass/Fail, I will abstain from voting in this resolution. 
 
Senator Maxie: As will I. I will say that since this decision isn’t 100% up to students, saying it has to be 
Universal Pass/Fail would be disregarding the chance for any other changes to be made. I would advise 
against changing the language to that. If it’s what we’re suggesting, then yes, but were saying that we 
only want this particular model would make things a bit tricky. 
 



Director Khodadad: I just don’t see the administration taking this survey seriously because while many 
students responded to this survey out of true concerns over equity, there are still many students who voted 
or Dual A. I think the administration will continue to think that people want Dual A as a way to boost 
their grades. We need to highlight the stories of those heavily affected by the current situation to bring 
forth why and how Universal Pass/Fail will benefit these students. Talking about these 400+ cases and 
having a direct conversation with faculty and the administration will help significantly rather than simply 
showing them the results of this survey. 
 
FGM: As suggested by Senator Velazquez, maybe we could compile our testimonials and those that 
people submitted through the SGA survey and attach it with the resolution to send to the administration. 
 
Senator Schurer: It is past 5 pm EST, if you are interested in continuing on this, let me know, or if you 
think we’re rushing too much.  
 
Arthur: This is a question for Senator Gee and Senator Maxie, would you abstain if there’s a direct 
endorsement of Universal Pass/Fail in a specific clause or just in general in the overall document? 
 
Senator Gee: Yes. 
 
Senator Maxie: We should still make a recommendation for changing the system, but if it’s specifically 
endorsing a particular model, then I would abstain. 
 
Senator Schurer: If you’re available to keep working on this resolution, it would be great to get more 
work done on this. I am, however, committed to making sure that we’re not compromising any of your 
personal lives. If you have to leave, please do so. There will not be a vote today because people have to 
leave. 
 
[Senator Gurkan leaves.] 
 
FGM: Can we establish a timeline for the edits? Can we have the edits done by Tuesday and then evaluate 
if there’s a need for an emergency meeting? 
 
Senator Schurer: How does having the edits be done by Tuesday night sound? We’ll see what people’s 
interests are regarding meeting again before next week’s scheduled meeting. 
 
VI. Adjournment 

Motion to adjourn. 
 
Seconded. 
 
15-0-0 [Unanimous approval. Meeting adjourned at 5:08 PM.] 
 


