Student Resource Building Fee Initiative

The proposed Smudent Resource Building is 2 sudent initiatend and ren effort 1o
bester the campus services it s considered part of the over all Univensity
goal of dversity mnd excellence.

Oner the vears, many siuents have expressed their need for space m meet.
orgmize and hold activities becawse comently these are mt sufficient accon-
modations on campus. We all know: how difficull it can be some fimes 10 find
fooms o meet. even: i e MCC and UCEN. This strng sentiment was finafly
recogeized by the admanistration when several hundred of s stdens walked
out of class and demandedd this building which would provide mny sudemt
services. The walkout fefi animmense smpoct oo our pofitical comsoxsness.
and has definirely influenced our mothations in our activities yet. it is Gfficult
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u Several of these nesuled departments, inchuing Greek Affain
and EPCA operate: out of space too small for ther meeds. We know that the
struggie for o diverse stadent populution continees and that a building woukd
Further iestitte vital services givine them 2 permanent place on campes. These
concers are fegitimate 25 they impoct o retention here ot UCSB. = well =
the expenience of futane shudenss and must mceive walid accvonthilit. Re-
mcreber that this bu dimg wis our ides and we are the only ones who con moke
it hagpen!
Moy uclents waer 10 know why smdent fees should pos for 3 new huikding. i
s importast o understand that non-academic buldings. like the proposed St
cent Resource Builing. cannot he and are mot fanded by mosies allocated by
the State Legvslature for capral projects. This means. that sew hiigsm
siructed by Student Affars must. by UC policy, be funded from sasdent foos or
wther sources ke donations or gfis. (Revent examples of such boikdmgs we
the Rec Cen and the UCen expansion funded by studert lock-in focs and the
Stosket Affirs-Adminisirative Services Buikling fimded by operating funds
from Sadiest Affairs. ) At this time. the plan is tu finance the SRB by 2 combine.
o of 2 mandutory sudent foe, regisration foes aliocated by the stdent-nom
Stmdent Fee Advisary Comminee, and Sendent Affurs” operating furds Eforis
e also being maxde to find 2 donor whe woukd be: willing o conmibute i the
bulding.

Anather vabid concer is the costs, which will not take affect until 2004, expe-
caally for students on financial sl Yet. Financial Aid adjsts shadent i pack-
ages o cover all mandsiory stadent fees. So. students eveving Smancial and
woukd have thas fer added 1 their packase

Although this bikling woukd ot be bk unil  fes years from now, this buskd-
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porting th you will give fi access o the befter facilivies
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Bave been like if students befiore us had not bad the foresight 10 envision im-
proved student facilities such as the RecCCen and the MOC? Whether we each
s These resources or not, we all know that there are abwiays 3 steam of s
dents that do use: them and if we ever want 10 iy them out. they are ahways
available for us.

Wih the importance of this buikling in mind. please supgeet the SRB Vise
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Student Resource Building Fee Initiative-VOTE “NO” on this initiative

- No adequate proposal for the building exists. The fittle information avail-
able is insubstantial and unprofessional. At the very least. voters should ex-
pevt a detaiked written estimate of building costs and a written commitment
o e services 1o be housed in the building ani the-space allocation that each

would recenve.

. Students-graduate and undergraduate alike-should ot in any way subsidize
any costs associated with Student Information Systems (SIS) and Student
Affairs Informution Technologies (SAIT). The proposal as wrifien does not
make any such guaraniee.

. There is o reason 1o expect graduate students 1o pay for the Educational
Opportunity Program (EOP). the Fratemity/Soronty Council and Greek Ad-
visar, Campus Leaming Assistance Services {CLAS), or Early Academic
Outreach (EAQ. If the fee initiative goes into effect. graduate students will
subsidize undergraduate services. In the case of CLAS, many graduate stu-
dents will be paying for their own workspace!

4. The fee increase will charge graduaie students approximately $250,000 per
vear, Much of that cost wil] be charged agaimst already Iirmr.u:lﬂ.lmkmmi
ale for graduate fellowships, TAships. and RAships. The math s simple: if
it costs mre (0 go to UCSB. then fewer fellowships. TAships, and RAships
will be availahle.

The Student Fee Advisory Committee. the organization endorsing this bal-
It inifative. has overstepped its role as an advisory committes by choosing
1o propose and lobby for a student fee, Moreover, SFAC has circulated mis-
leading information, particularly regarding financial aid. in order to win sup-
port. To be clear: Financial Aid packages for graduate students will cover
this fee increase ONLY by increasing loans.

. The Office of Student Life. indeed the entire Student Affairs division, has a
direct financial interest in the cutcome of this election. The same officials
supporting the initiative are supervising the election-a clearly inappropriate
conflict of interest. We are concemed that OSL reviewed all Pro/Con state-
ments submitted to the Nexus prior to publication. Moreover, the GSA is
concemed that OSL and Student Affairs resources may have been used im-
properly to advance this initiative, These improprieties may have imvolved
the misuse of Federal Work-Study funds, since Student Affairs student em-
phoyees have campaigned for the initiative while on the job.

. Little or nothing has been done to involve or 1o educate the GSA or
students in general about the impact or importance of this building. Without
compelling arguments supporting this incredible $100 per yeur fee hike,
UCSB graduate student simply cannot support it. I—

—Ciraduate Students Association
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