
TABLED  MOTION  #1  
OR  Area  Business  Meeting  –  May  21,  2017  

Sponsored  by  District  6  (read  by  Brian,  DCM  District  6)  

Motion:  Allow  the  Area  Chair  to  appoint  a  YPAA  Liaison  to  give  a  report  at    Area  Business  
Meetings  on  YPAA  activities  and  items  of  interest  to  YPAA  communities.  The  term  would  be  
one  year,  starting  in  November  through  the  following  September.  
  
Intent/Purpose:  To  create  a  better  exchange  of  information  and  unity  with  YPAA  committees  
and  the  Oregon  Area  Service  Structure.  It  is  not  the  intent  for  this  position  to  have  a  vote  
during  Area  business  meetings.  The  person  appointed  however  may  have  a  vote  in  their  
capacity  as  GSR,  DCM  or  Area  Committee  member.          
  
Current  Practice:  To  create  a  better  exchange  of  information  and  unity  with  YPAA  
committees  and  the  Oregon  Area  Service  Structure.  It  is  not  the  intent  for  this  position  to  have  
a  vote  during  Area  business  meetings.  The  person  appointed  however  may  have  a  vote  in  
their  capacity  as  GSR,  DCM  or  Area  Committee  member.          
  
Budgetary  Impact:  The  position  will  not  be  funded,  no  budgetary  impact.  
  
  
Grace,  District  19:    I  have  questions.    Number  one,  the  position  will  not  be  funded.    Who  would  
be  funding  this  position?    Would  it  be  a  YPAA  committee  or  the  person  themselves.    And  two,  
as  the  General  Service  Liaison  for  the  Oregon  State  Young  People  in  Alcoholics  Anonymous  
Host  Committee,  I  was  wondering  how  this  would  affect  the  position  I  currently  hold.      
Brian:  Grace,  your  question  was  twofold,  who  would  be  funding  it.    It  would  a  self-funded,  it  
would  be  an  appointed  position  by  the  Area  Chair.    As  far  as  how  this  would  affect  your  
position…it  wouldn’t  affect  your  position  at  all.    You  don’t  give  a  report  at  the  Area  business  
meeting.    You  may  be  considered  for  that,  I’m  sure  that  whoever  Jim  chooses  will  be  somebody  
who’s  active  in  YPAA,  who’s  familiar  with  all  aspects  of  YPAA.    That’s  the  intent,  to  have  
somebody,  one  voice  if  you  will,  to  speak  at  the  Area,  rather  than  somebody  who  just  volunteers  
to  speak,  like  I  know  yesterday  at  the  DCM  reports  there  was  somebody  asked,  is  there  anyone  
from  YPAA,  and  somebody  got  up  and  said  some  things,  but  they  may  not  necessarily  know  
everything  that’s  going  on  with  YPAA.    That’s  what  we’re  looking  for.    Does  that  answer  your  
question?  
Grace:    I  guess  I  should  clarify.    It  seems  like  we  already  have  the  opportunity  to  do  our  reports  
during  that  time  and  that  any  YPAA  committee  can  come  and  submit  a  report  if  they  choose  to.    
I’m  wondering  why  we  have  that  available  and  then  would  also  have  an  additional  time  when  
YPAA  is  checking  in  during  the  business  meeting.      
Brian:    Again,  this  would  be  one  single  voice  for  YPAA  at  the  business  meeting.  That’s  the  
intent.    I  don’t  know  that  that  position  exists  at  this  time.      
  
Gus,  Area  Grapevine  Chair:    I’m  not  opposed  to  the  spirit  of  this  motion,  I’m  kind  of  opposed  to  
how  it’s  being  presented.    I’m  very  much  in  favor  of  a  liaison  being  created  and  having  better  
communications  between  Area  and  YPAA.    But  in  most  of  the  settings  that  I’ve  participated  in,  a  
liaison  was  chosen  by  the  body  who  wanted  to  have  the  liaison,  and  they  then  presented  
themselves  to  the  body.    So  in  this  case,  YPAA  would  choose  a  representative  from  their  
number  and  say  this  is  our  designated  liaison  to  the  Oregon  Area.    The  Chairperson  would  
recognize  them  and  give  them  the  opportunity  to  address  various  issues.    That’s  just  my  two  



cents.    I  have  a  question  though,  I’m  interested  in  learning  whether  or  not  prior  to  this  motion,  
whether  the  motion  maker  contacted  all  of  the  YPAA  organizations  in  our  footprint  to  see  
whether  or  not  they  were  all  on  board  on  this.    To  have  an  inclusion  kind  of  thing  here.    If  we’re  
going  to  represent  YPAA  at  the  Oregon  Area  then  the  more  than  half-a-dozen  organizations  
ought  to  be  consulted.    I  don't  know  whether  that  happened  and  the  motion  doesn’t  let  me  know  
that.    Thank  you.  
  
Ron,  Area  Alt-Chair:    I’m  not  opposed  to  or  for  this  motion.    I  just  wanted  to  make  something  
known,  if  you  didn’t  already  know  this.    On  the  agenda  for  the  weekends,  I  have  added  YPAA  to  
the  DCM/Intergroup  reports.    This  assembly  we  had  one  short  YPAA  report.    That’s  all  I  wanted  
to  let  you  know.    YPAA  is  on  the  agenda  for  sharing  what’s  going  on.      
  
Brandon,  District  26:    I  think  this  is  a  great  idea.  I’m  a  little  concerned,  I  just  want  to  claify  
again,  about  who  would  be  funding  this  trip.    I  think  I  heard  it  would  be  self-funded.    But  I  think  if  
someone  wants  to  have  a  liaison  to  give  a  report  at  an  assembly,  whatever  organization  is  
sending  them  should  be  funding  that,  it  shouldn’t  be  coming  out  of  pocket.    I  want  to  make  sure  
that’s  happening,  thanks.  
  
Stan,  District  7:  I  would  like  to  make  a  friendly  amendment  to  this  to  put  the  OSYPAA  General  
Service  Liaison  where  it  says  YPAA.    And  for  the  budgetary  impact,  should  be  at  OSYPAA’s  
discretion.  
Grace,  OSYPAA:  OSYPAA  has  nothing  to  do  with  making  this  motion.    It  would  be  difficult  for  a  
conference  host  committee  to  fund  a  liaison  that’s  supposed  to  cover  all  YPAAs  throughout  the  
state.    I  don’t  know  that  that  would  be  an  appropriate  committee  to  have  fund  that  position  
necessarily.      
  
BJ,  District  36:    I  would  like  to  actually  like  to  see  us  pause  on  this  motion,  and  actually  table  it  
because  as  Gus  stated,  the  YPAA  has  been  added  to  our  agenda  at  this  assembly.    I’d  like  to  
see  us  pause  to  see  how  that  works  for  the  next  assembly,  since  this  was  the  first  time  that  we  
have  re-added  that  onto  our  agenda,  so  maybe  we  get  a  chance  to  see  if  the  YPAA  community  
gets  the…it  was  kind  of  early  in  the  morning,  some  stuff  happened…but  we  did  have  one  of  the  
committees  show  up  and  make  an  announcement.  Maybe  now  that  we  have  that  in  place,  let’s  
see  how  that  works,  before  we  add  a  position,  a  liaison,  which  I  think  is  a  great  idea.    I’m  a  huge  
advocate  for  this  because  I’m  a  loudmouth.    I’d  like  to  propose  a  friendly  amendment…not  even  
a  friendly  amendment…I’d  like  to  see  us  table  this  motion  until  the  next  assembly.      
Brian:  I’m  not  opposed  to  tabling  either,  until  the  next  assembly.  I  think  this  is  something  that  
should  be  discussed  not  only  with  the  various  YPAA  organizations,  and  quite  frankly  I’m  not  
sure  whether  the  writer  had  involved  all…certainly  not  all  because  some  didn’t  know.    I  think  we  
should  have  some  discussion  about  this  in  our  meetings,  discussing  whether  or  not  this  would  
be  appropriate.    I  do  continue  to  point  out  that  one  point  of  contact  that  is  designated,  and  I  don’t  
know  who  that  should  be,  but  I  like  the  idea  of  one  voice,  if  you  will,  so  just  a  random  YPAA  that  
gets  us  and  knows  about  their  stuff  but  doesn't  know  about  these  other  things  doesn’t  end  up  
giving  the  report  and  not  being  completely  being  able  to  give  a  report,  if  that  makes  sense.  
Jim:    Brian,  are  you  willing  to  withdraw  the  motion.  
Brian:    I  am  willing  to  withdraw  the  motion  at  this  time…No,  actually,  I’m  not.    I’m  willing  to  table  
it  until  the  next  assembly.      
Jim:  We  don’t  have  that  process  within  our  voting  procedure.    You  can  withdraw  and  resubmit  
it.    
Brian:  Then  we  can  do  that.    I’m  not  overly  familiar  with  the  process,  so  forgive  me.    I’m  willing  
to  table  it  at  this  time  and  bring  it  back  at  the  next  assembly.      
  



Lee,  District  20:    Our  normal  procedures,  if  decide  to  go  forward  on  this  measure,  would  call  for  
us  to  decide  whether  it’s  urgent  or  administrative,  in  which  case  it’s  acted  on  now,  or  whether  it  
should  be  taken  back  to  the  groups.    So,  in  our  normal  procedures,  we  would  take  this  back  to  
our  groups  for  consideration,  if  we  like  this.    As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  the  Area’s  relationship  
with  YPAA  is  an  evolving  thing,  this  seems  to  be  an  excellent  first  step.    We  can  pass  it,  if  our  
groups  like  it  of  course,  at  the  next  assembly.    And  then,  a  year  from  now,  we’ll  take  a  look  at  it  
and  see  whether  it  has  to  be  massaged  and  changed  again.    As  far  as  I’m  concerned,  it’s  a  
great  first  step,  thank  you.  
  
Jim:    The  process  now  is  to  hear  all  of  the  debate,  and  for  the  body  to  decide  if  it’s  urgent  or  
administrative.    If  it’s  not  urgent  or  administrative,  it  will  go  back  to  the  groups  for  discussion.  
  
Unknown:    Is  that  how  the  Chair  has  ruled?    I  was  going  to  speak  against  withdrawal  of  the  
motion  because  I  think  we  need  that  process.    In  term  of  speaking  to  the  motion,  I  think  this  is  
an  excellent  first  step  and  I  think  we  need  to  be  making  progress  In  ensuring  that  young  people  
have  an  authentic  voice  in  our  proceedings.      
  
Motion  to  Call  the  Question  made  by  Cole-District  37.    Seconded  by  Jeannie-District  1.  
Vote	  taken	  to	  end	  debate,	  2/3	  majority	  achieved.	  	  Debate	  Ends.	  
Motion  determined  by  a  majority  to  not  be  urgent  and/or  administrative.    Motion  TABLED.  
  
  


