
University of Virginia Student Council 

General Body Meeting 

October 16, 2018 

The General Body Meeting began at 6:34 

Exec Updates 

Alex: Happy back to school! Student council updates: further explicated by cabinet chairs. Yesterday 
morning we met with facilities management about menstrual hygiene. First meeting of student police 
advisory board November 28th, selection committee will be getting an invite very soon and will be 
meeting to parse out what the application to be on the board will be. The number of people on the 
board has not yet been determined. Generally the applications will be released via university wide 
email. Please vote for the budget. We had several meetings on issues related to academics, working 
with ALC, BSA, LSA, to discuss diversity of disciplines in the various schools across the university. I’m very 
well versed on the budget process at this point. I think that’s all I have at the current moment.  

Camilla: Cabinet will go into more detail. After the budget passes we’ll get things rolling. We’re excited 

Ty: Some updates: 16 applications for cios is closing next Friday, I’ll be meeting with the earlier apps 
soon and putting legislation on the table. We’re not quite done but rolling round two is about to be 
finalized. CIO bill on the table this evening, I strongly encourage representatives to vote this evening. 
Finally, I met with Duron on a number of initiatives.  

Taylor: Rosters, Noah put out in the leadership channel so chairs fill those out. There is no formalized 
process for releasing someone from the committee, so just whoever you deem is on your committee 
just put them on. It’s for the census, website, social events and bootcamp. The SDAB application just 
opened upa dn we’ll be pushing that out. Spread that out. Budget once again, I don’t think we have 
anything extra planned. Thank you guys for how wonderful that’s gone. I think we really made it 
efficient. I met with Brian to talk about external affairs and how they’re functioning. We don’t want to 
duplicate efforts. Marketing and communication request forms will be shared with the chairs. Get those 
requests in to us.  

Ellie: So last week on Friday we had our food pantry launch. Monday 105, Thursday 12-4 are the open 
hours for the food pantry. We have different hours for November and December. Free menstrual 
hygiene is happening, we’re having a similar project to what we were doing in newcomb in the other 
libraries for at least a week and thank you to ISC for cosponsoring that with us. FAFSA is open now and 
student financial services is open to help with that.  

Leadership reports: 

Academic affairs: Our cav education application closes tomorrow, it’s our student taught program where 
students are able to teach classes. Academic affairs put together a student input for the diverse faculty 
hiring process, we want to put together a student advisory board for that. We’re also working with them 
to get more diverse disciplines taught at the university.  



Athletic affairs: Our mental health round tables with varsity student athletes will be happening in 
November, it’ll be like 20-30 athletes to talk about mental health. If you have a facebook or twitter 
follow the hoosplaying accounts.  

Arts: Our arts cio spotlights are looking great, like the studco facebook page to see those. We had 
USingers last week. Our arts fund is opening in the next week, any artist in the school can apply if they’re 
working on a project. Lastly if you have any fun tidbits you have on UVAs architectural history, we’re 
gathering those. 

Community Relations: Committee doesn’t have any updates but for city council, there was one 
yesterday. We had a briefing from Chief Brackne on Stop and Frisk data, she gave us that presentation to 
standardize their data collection. 62 encounters with 82 people, 30 resulting in arrest, 55% white 45% 
black. They didn’t include Hispanic, or Asian, or any other category because they’re trying to improve 
their data system. Another cool thing, 65,000 dollars to the Charlottesville food equity initiative. 1/6 
cville residents live with food insecurity. Lastly, if you haven’t read the NY times article on the racial 
divides in cville schools I encourage you to check those out.  

Diversity engagement: Immigrant bond fund launch party this Friday, 6pm-1am, it’s 5 dollars per 
students. It assists local families in bailing out undocumented families and friends from jail.  

Legislative Affairs: We just finished voter registration yesterday, we registered 579 students. (clapping) 
I’d like to think UDEMS and Nextgen America for helping out with that. Next step is getting them to go 
vote, we’re working on transportation to the polls, and distributing voter information.  

Swellness: We’ve had some pretty great achievements this week, we’re back with more free menstrual 
hygiene sponsored by us and the ISC. Alex and myself had a very productive meeting with facilities 
management. Pleas share the facebook event for library free menstrual hygiene and I have an op-ed 
coming up through the cav daily. For the police advisory board we met with Chief Sutton and Gloria 
Graham to finalize the selection committee, they’ll be hearing about their acceptance in the coming 
week. The university wide application will come out in November. Tomorrow we have a second UPD 
ambassador meet and greet, there will be free pizza and dorm students will be there to facilitate talks. 
Free STI testing on world AIDS Day, UPD town hall still working on that.  

Service: This week we had a really productive meeting, we’re gonna revamp mapping service at UVA 
with all the service CIOs on grounds.  

Student Life: So the sdab applications are coming out today, it’s a great opportunity to get involved with 
dining. If you have someone that has a parking permit for emmet and ivy they’ll need a new permit so 
they need to go to the P&T department to switch it out.  

Sustainability: We got approval for a skip the straw event in the PAV and we’re looking at compositing in 
unique areas.  

VPO: We’re gonna be working on the appropriations benchmarking process, we’ll also be working on 
CIO orientations. New initiatives coming up like the CIO guidebook as well.  

Appropriations: We had some new members able to attend the hearings and as of tomorrow we’ll have 
the final approved amounts. Next week we’ll have a training event and rolling round 3 isn’t until 
November.  



VPA: 

Director of Membership: Good news and bad news. Bad news, fill out the roster I really need that. You 
have all the information put it in for me please. If not I’ll start coming out for you. Invite your new 
members to slack I don’t know why you don’t want them there. I’ll send out the census again, it’ll take 5 
minutes. The good thing is apple picking is October 27th at carters mountain 5pm. I have a paper due at 
midnight I don’t have time to write it so I will leave 

Taylor: That was so baller 

Ellie: It be like that 

Alex: So sdab is the student dining advisory board, ellen is amazing. Also hello to all the new committee 
members.  

Rep reports: 

Avery: Budget went well I didn’t hear anything about fall break about it. On response to the AJA thing 
we edited the resolution. So that’s what I did over fall break.  

Public comment, Mary Alice explains the rules.  

Baily Bush: speaking for Isabella Blackmon, she does animal research and studies neuroscience. I’ve 
dissected a lot of things, I don’t want to believe I’ve been a bad person. And I’ve been doing biology 
research for five years now. It is necessary and sufficient for the process we study is the ultimate goal of 
many scientists. Is dissection in introductory classes necessary and sufficient? I do not believe so. I 
haven’t learned anything from anything I’ve dissected. No upper level science class has ever required me 
to know something I got from a dissection. I want to know about CRISPR and what an MRI machine 
does, there are biology researchers doing research on supercomputers right now. We’re still forcing 
undergraduates and PHD candidates to cut apart animals. You probably disagree with something I said 
today. I want you to decide on your own conscience.  

Isabelle: I spoke last time. I know Brian and Ellie have been fabulous with communicating with you all. 
We created a semester by semester sample plan to take in to consideration the needs of the programs, 
departments and professors.  

Jackson: I do’t have a lot to say, I used to be a bio major. It’s bad science you’re not going to learn 
anything you had any other way. As bailey mentioned in isabella’s letter, if you dissect something you 
can’t tell anything from what’s in it. And the environmental impact on these animals is literally 
incredible.  

Cory: I’m a professor in the English department, I’ll speak in a professorial way. I hope y’all see the moral 
imperative, and see their reasoning is strong and compelling. It is powerful. I do want to talk briefly 
about two vested interests I have. I think the thing I’ve come to recognize and communicate in my 
classes, the easy virtue of recognizing violence and atrocity that we all see. The more difficult and rarer 
virtue is to stand against violence and atrocity when very few students see it. The second interest I have 
is education, I think we all share in the missions of the university. 



Legislative Session: 
Vote on the minutes, minutes pass. Good start.  

Motion to move FB18-13 off the table. Second.  

Ty: I encourage everyone to vote on this today, now if you do have questions now would be the time to 
ask me about the process.  

Avery: So, I really do not believe the concerns over duplication by the Roosevelt society. After reading 
the personal statements, they are untrue. I personally think that without a presence of public comment 
is to not vote until they come and say why they aren’t duplicating.  

Omar: I wanted to voice the opinion that Ty has been doing this job for a while and when he 
recommends that it be voted on I would support voting in favor 

Denzel: I don’t see the organization needing that much money, which would be the problem of 
duplication. I don’t think they need that much money and I feel that at a time like this this organization 
is needed on campus. I think you should vote in favor.  

Avery: Non -duplication is a standard we hold for all, think of the political philosophy society. The claim 
that the Roosevelt discusses American politics only is false by the statement of the Roosevelt society. 
They already incorporate philosophy and non-american things. I think we need to hold the standard 
constant and not just be a blank check and consider the concerns of the committee. And that’s why it’s a 
no because in its current form it’s duplication.  

Motion to vote, second. 19 yaes, 6 nays, 3 abstentions. FB18-13 passes.  

Ellie: Moving on to FR18-15, motion to move the resolution off the table. I don’t have much else to say 
besides what else everyone had to say during public comment. I think the resolution is at a place right 
now where it is both reasonable and doable. I think animal dissection that is not necessary. 

Brian: Ellie and I and avery worked very hard to improve and update the resolution. It is very 
streamlined and represents tangible and pragmatic policies allowing students to pursue an education 
that gives them the freedom to express their own values.  

Shivani: I want to say that I appreciate the people who came out to support this resolution I think that’s 
really valuable while I understand the sentiment behind it and do support it I did meet with research 
students in this area there is a negative to phasing it out completely. They do support reducing 
dissection a lot but at least allowing it is a negative, banning it completely from a research institution is 
something they’re against.  

Chi: chair pro temp 

Ellie: I would question what the cons are to phasing out dissection entirely and comparing them to the 
cons of animal violence. We are proposing student choice that’s dissection free and virtual reality and I 
think they’re reasonable choices.  

Brian: I would say that the actual language does not call for the total phasing out it calls for pilot 
programs and dissection free courses. It doesn’t touch the med school but the rep did support the bill.  



Shivani: To clarify, maybe I’m not understanding it, but the resolution does calls for the end goal of 
stopping dissection. 

Brian: While our second resolve clause recognizes what they’re doing it’s separate to what we as a rep 
body are working on now.  

Avery: I wanted to add on to that to anyone who read the resolution from last week. The most 
significant change, it’s no longer an end goal of 2023 to end dissection. As it stands it’s incremental 
phasing out by making it optional to provide the things Brian stated.  

Billy: So I’m your lowly comm rep I don’t do science and when I read this I talked to people who do 
science. I asked every bio person I knew every one of them said they weren’t in favor of what this 
resolution is and all felt it would be detrimental to their education. One girl asked me to read her 
opinion, a 4th year bio major applying to PA school. “simply put, only three dissections occur. The cow 
eye and sheep heart are already dead. No animals are killed for their parts. The students taking these 
are students who are the future of our health systems and can benefit from the physiology of these 
species. We already do have digital experiences. Because each cat dies from natural causes, and see the 
unique changes in their body that led to their demise.” Apparently in some anatomy class this semester 
there was a delay in getting cadavers and they were forced to use alternatives and they quote, “suck” I 
would vote against this resolution because of those reasons.  

Avery: I just slacked out the resolution, we aren’t banning dissection, we’re creating an optional system.  

Shivani: So I think I’m confused again I’m hearing conflicting things. Is the resolution supporting an 
initiative to not make dissection mandatory or is it making it a goal to end dissection?  

Ellie: Officially we’re going for dissection free courses, in the second resolved clause the AJAs campaign 
gets support as well which is to end dissections. We aren’t saying we’re supporting the end of 
dissections.  

Shivani: My second question is, from what I’ve heard is I’m unclear whether the dissection happening at 
the university is from ones already dead or ones being sought after to be killed for this purpose. That 
would be helpful. 

Ellie: To my knowledge, there are animals bred and killed for this purpose. They are killed. I do believe it 
is animal violence.  

Billy: With regard to call for an optional program, I would say that the language in the resolve clause 
doesn’t really say that. We’re saying we’re supporting the incremental phasing out of dissection, you 
don’t phase something out to halfway. If the word mandatory was thrown in there that would be a 
different ball game.  

Ellie: What dissections aren’t mandatory 

Avery: So there’s a student choice policy, and a choice to participate. And pilot programs. And provisions 
of, there will be a provision of dissection free courses.  

Harley: The first time I read this resolution I read it to understand it means to phase out mandatory 
dissections.  



Roseanne: I want to echo what billy is saying, look at the name of the bill. I strongly believe no one 
should go against their moral values, now as the bill stands I would vote against the bill. Supporting 
student choice and dissection free options I hold in favor.  

Brian: Should we make it a friendly amendment to add mandatory? 

Maeve: The reason I would also say no to that is there are three other places you have to make changes. 
This would not be phasing out dissection at other schools because that’s not what the university 
encompasses. I think in an undergrad context, as it stands, there would need to be a lot of revisions.  

Shivani: Is it possible to table it again?  

Ellie: It can be, in theory, I would like it not to be.  

Devon: Is the problem that students just don’t feel that they want to dissect them or is it how the 
animals are obtained. 

Ellie: From both 

Alex: From looking at the original plan, the plan was quite detailed. I think this benefits people in 
providing an option and simply doesn’t get rid of dissection. I would err on the side of asking yourself 
who does it hurt and who does it benefit.  

Taylor: I’m not gonna get into the nitty gritty and the language, but it’s a resolution and a bill. It’s just 
the opinion we hold, it’s not telling anyone what must be done.  

Harley: It’s that most of the no votes agree with the resolution in theory are problems with the 
language, I don’t know why we shout down the friendly amendment so quickly because that’s our stated 
goal. What’s the motive?  

Ellie: The friendly amendment was shot down because that’s not what animal justice advocates wanted. 
I don’t feel comfortable watering it down any more.  

Harley: If you say that’s your goal in the bill then why not put it in the bill 

Ellie: it would mean we aren’t supporting their campaign, we’re supporting them in theory because 
we’re supporting a student group.  

Harley: I think it’s confusing to say in this meeting that we aren’t trying to phase out dissections entirely 
but can’t put that in the bill 

Shivani: I do agree with you, by adding the word mandatory which I agree with, would be nullified in the 
second resolved clause. Can we vote dividing by clause? 

Ellie: no, it is not.  

Shivani: So we can vote on an unfriendly amendment? 

Roseanne: So if the goal of the resolution is to make choice how is it watering it down? Incremental 
policy change is policy change so even if the ultimate goal is to phase out dissection. As it stands now I 
would hardly vote no, I just don’t understand it.  



Brian: If we were to do that it would lose the support of the organization, which raises questions of who 
the bill would be for.  

Roseanne: But what about the students who would be happy to have student choice we represent those 
people too.  

Ellie: I would say the main goal of the resolution is to support AJA at the university, a CIO that endorsed 
a couple of you and that’s the main goal. So if they don’t like the amendment then it loses value.  

Brian: I agree. But it is still your right to put it to a vote.  

Omar: I want to say endorsement aside and for the bill itself, the AJA came to us at first with a bill a lot 
of us disapproved of. I think we shouldn’t penalize people.  

Brian: I would say we’ve known for two weeks animal justice advocates had a vested interest in this bill. 
No reps other than ellie and myself have done that.  

Ryan: I want to say we’re a rep body for the students, I don’t think a student should ever feel 
marginalized for their moral beliefs. I think this bill gives students a rightful choice, and upon reflection 
why not just phase out dissection, it’s never helped me.  

Isabella: I want to clarify the amendment before was adding mandatory before this, my question is why 
wouldn’t a group against violence support a bill phasing out mandatory dissection, isn’t that a step in 
the right direction? 

Brian: Well we’ve watered it down a lot 

Isabella: Isn’t the bill still on the right side of history 

Avery: So I made it the most agreeable to the entire representative body, there were a lot of things we 
had to get rid of change and alter. I think editing at the 11th hour with the express stated discontent is 
throwing away all that work.  

Isabella: So you know they wouldn’t be in favor? 

Brian: Yes 

Denzel: So if you phase it out there’s no choice, I don’t understand why they won’t support saying you 
have a choice. I mean, I didn’t know I had two weeks to talk to these people. The most ideal thing to do, 
is give it more time. If you just want to push it through because you want to support the liberal side. 
What I see is a contradiction, where at one point they say they want to phase it out completely but 
others saying its an increment or choice type deal. Billy said a bio student said they learned better that 
way. If we want to support the entire university would be to listen to both sides. 

Zarah: I wanted to thank everyone for the work done on the bill it’s something I will support and it is 
something that offers choice. Given the reps that have spoken about what they believe and an issue of 
mine considering.  

Darlene: Would you believe the AJA would work with a scientific committee to  



Harley: If this resolution was actually about choice adding the word mandatory would mean it isn’t 
about choice, if it isn’t that’s fine I would just want us to own that.  

Mary Alice did say no snapping at the beginning of this tomfoolery, and yet, it occurs.  

Motion to vote: Motion 17 yaes 8 nays FR18-15 passes.  

FB18-16, approving the budget.  

The Honorable Michael J Horth: There have been no changes to the budget since last time.  

Billy: SAF funds in my view should not be used for discretionary purposes 

Motion to vote, second, passes.  

FB18-17, a bill to approve appointments to the rules and ethnics committee.  

Motion to vote, second, passes.  

Community Concerns: 

Shivani: I got a lot of concerns about the bus system especially over the weekend, busses will say they’re 
coming and not show up. It’s hard at the end of the day. The second concern is during days busses don’t 
run and are changed, it’s not accurately informing students that they won’t be running. I don’t think 
many students at all knew or were going off of rumors. I have a concern that busses don’t run during 
game days but we had a night game and they weren’t running all day. 

Alex: We do have a cabinet chair meeting with parking and transportation soon. 

Lukas: A note on that on the weekend they don’t start until noon anyway 

Meeting ends at 8:01 


