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Whereas the Section 7.4 of the University Student Court (USC) Bylaws enumerates one of the duties of the Clerk of Courts as “maintain and compile the USC budget with the oversight of the Chief Justice, and oversee all purchases of the USC”, and

Whereas neither that provision nor any other line within the USC Bylaws states whether the SA Senate has the authority to further regulate USC expenditures after the Senate’s initial vote on the SFC-approved USC budget, and

Whereas this omission can and has caused confusion, and

Whereas ensuring that the Senate has the authority to lock USC funds in a line item of allocated but nonetheless reserved funds (from this point forward known as “reserves”) gives greater validity to the practice of Senate oversight on USC expenditures after an overall budget allocation has been approved by the SFC and by the Senate, and

Whereas the USC having to present written justification to the Senate for further shifts of funds from the “reserves” line item to any other line item is a useful tool to enhance transparency and engendered accountability, and
Whereas this more systematic process of authorizing USC expenditures reduces the chances of confusion over budget authorization, therefore

Be it resolved that the USC Bylaws be amended to include S7.5, which reads as follows:

“7.5a Any SFC funds approved by the Senate for use by USC but not allocated to USC positions or office supplies must be placed in the line item “reserves”.

7.5b Any reallocation of funds from the “reserves” line item must be approved by a simple majority of the Senate.

7.5c The Chief Justice or designee must provide written justification to the Senate before the Senate will vote on reallocation of funds from the “reserves” line item.”
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