
 

President’s Session – February 3, 2017 

Meeting Location: 134 HUB 

 

 

  Friday, February 3, 2017  

Call to Order: 7:04 pm 

I. Roll Call: 

● Absent: Dubois, Greater Allegheny, University Park 

● Late: Berks, Brehend, Hazleton 

 

II. Old Business: 

● N/A 

 

III. New Business: 

● State of State Presentation 

i. They have a February Conference, on the 11th 

ii. Trying to incorporate more Commonwealth perspectives / knowledge / help 

iii. Taking the live stream into highlight bits 

iv. Looking to have a through conversation with the Commonwealth throughout the year 

v. Newsletter – submission-based  

vi. Viewing parties / funding for transportation to be involved 

vii. AJ Fink – Altoona working with State of State currently 

● Social Media Cooperation 

i. Brought on a new Social Media Coordinator on Central Staff 

ii. Email Ben to be added to the box – there is a paper  

1. Looking to create and amplify Commonwealth through media 

● Election Committee Nominations 

i. C.R 2017-18.09; In Support of Election Committee 

1. Need nominations members from the Commonwealth; not anyone who is 

running for a position, two people cannot be from the same campus 

2. Vote will occur prior to Campus Chair Nominations 

● Election Packet Overview 

i. Guidelines for running, what to do, questions to ask, etc. 

ii. Looking to have staff and swearing in during April Council 



iii. Script for nominations 

iv. Angie – How many nominations? 

1. Endless nominations 

● Legislation for Council Weekend Dates for next academic year 

i. Prior years, we have had 6 Councils – we are proposing 5 Councils 

ii. AJ – Does the Constitution State how many Councils we must have? Checked football 

schedule? 

1. You can’t have less than 4 Councils; and yes! 

iii. Host a Council 

1. New Kensington is offering to host November Council  

2. Altoona –  any Council 

3. Harrisburg -  any Council 

4. Beaver – any Council 

iv. Will vote on the dates during Council 

1. Will vote on where at a later time 

● CAP’s Presentation  

i. Talked about the fee for awhile  

ii. Long waits, huge issue / more needs, etc. 

iii. At the Commonwealth level; more diverse, services are all over the place 

iv. Looking to be flexible to meet the students needs per Student Mental Health Fee; and 

finding resources to provide to a wide-variety of mental health topics 

v. Looking to be an add-on at campuses; not replace 

vi. Proposal suggests lots for the campuses; University-wide services, and then the 

flexibility per Campus 

vii. Rather than a $15 fee: 

1. $4 – covers 50% of university-wide services, and asst. director for MH 

2. $11 – Staff, operations, etc. 

viii. Question? 

ix. How the money will be distributed to the campuses? 

1. Public Health Model- needs assessment; not everyone is comfortable with a 

decision like that; but still up in the air 

x. Who makes the final decision about how to allot the money? 

1. Fee Board—everyone here has 

xi. Is the full $15 the going rate?  

1. We realize that the demand is increasing; and therefore, the $$ will never cover 

it all.  

2. The 24-hour hotline would be helpful, at the least, to cut down costs, etc.  

xii. Hesitations from Altoona 

1. Not comfortable with UP holding our money 

2. The needs-analysis – want to see specifics 

3. We invested our budget to help mental health needs 



xiii. Hesitations from Harrisburg 

1. Spoke with Director of SA- don’t want the funds to go off and not to directly to 

us 

2. We like the hotlines, etc. – all campus stuff 

3. Staffing is hard since we invest lots of money already 

xiv. Lehigh (asked questions – missed) 

xv. Berks stands behind those with the distribution; and the hotline is ideal 

1. We want the money that we put in back though 

xvi. If we have a call system already, can we still use it? 

1. Why not?  

xvii. Opposed to the $4 services 

1. Wilkes-Barre - I’m opposed to any fee, it’s going to continue to rise, and we have 

a dropping-rate of people attending our campus; needs to be rearranged 

xviii. President Barron will match up to $400,000 to whatever our students agree on 

xix. Berks – Agree with the slippery-slope; but maybe data to help show at a 

Commonwealth-level each need, etc. to help look at how much $$ really needs to be 

added on 

xx. Brehend – Agree with the $4 universal system; $11 is pushing 

xxi. Overall majority that the $4 fee is something everyone is favored on  

● Child Care Subsidy Overview 

i. There is a hand-out in the folder packet 

ii. Provost donated money – temporary fund; looking about how to get funding, etc. for 

this issue 

iii. Looking to have more campuses to participate in this to help; need more resources 

iv. Go back to SAF board, see if there are needs from your campus 

● CCSG Funding Proposal 

i. Moving to the morning session 

Adjournment: 8:17 pm 

 

 

  



 

 

President’s Session – February 4, 2017 

Meeting Location:  233B HUB 

 

 

 

 

  Saturday, February 4th, 2017  

Call to Order: 8:05 am 

 

I. Roll Call: Lehigh valley, Mont Alto, Dubois, New Kensington, Fayette, Shenango, Hazleton, 

Harrisburg, Altoona, berks, Worthington Scranton, Wilkes-Barre, York, Abington, Beaver  

● Came late: Behrend, Schuylkill 

● Brandywine (came 9:10 after we voted which is why the total adds to 18) 

II. Old Business: 

● Strategic plan discussed by Pavel: we will look as an executive board to create steps for the 

future and basically write down our vision 

i. We will be doing surveys like we did last April. 

ii. There will be a moderator during the election. 

III. New Business: 

● Attempted to do survey 

● Tram: limbo about the way we are funded  

i. We want and need Predictable and reliable funding 

ii. Visited this issue several times 

iii. In the policy handbook for saf funding 

iv. In the past we gotten a one percent 

v. Total 54 cents per students across the commonwealth 

vi. Any money we would not use would be rolled over to the commonwealth fee board  

vii. Gives us more freedom and autonomy 

viii. Pavel: currently our money comes from Damon Simms (sometimes from Jay) and 

Madelyn Haynes 

ix. AJ Fink: fundamentally having any fund leave the campus, he is against it. At altoona 

they pay over 3000 dollars for ccsg and some campuses are running out of money. 

Then there is the idea of “taxation without representation”. 

1. Tram addresses AJ: there is a SAF policy that the money can never leave the 



campuses, ccsg is the only exception.  

2. Also knowing how much money you spend, we spend a lot of money on you 

guys during campus 

3. Pavel makes a point on legislation there has not been a case that smaller 

campuses versus larger campuses. It is a scenario of the fact we do not have 

equal representation but there has not been a need or disagreements 

towards that nature. 

x. Adele; Beaver asks to not have a vote this council…  

1. Andrea says that due to timing we may have to vote during polycom but we 

do not have to vote today 

xi. Since we are funded by administrators, we do not get audited. There is nothing 

stopping us from going rouge 

1.  You will be able to demand services as a buyer 

xii. Tram emphasizes the point that we need to be independent in regards to funding. 

University park funds go to you up students and commonwealth funds go to 

commonwealth students. She implores people if they do not think/ want to approve 

this way,  how else do you think we should get funding 

1. AJ informs us of a taskforce that was made a few years back and how we 

could pay through items like parking tickets or through sga budgets 

● Commonwealth fee board (CFB) is asking what they think is an appropriate increase 

i. Amber Dubois: willing to increase as long as it is below a five dollar 

ii. Nicole Nygard mont alto: they are ok to do a minimum increase of a dollar 

iii. Greater Allegheny willing to increase because they see the benefit 

iv. Aj explains the fee boards side 

v. New Kensington is willing to do closer to five dollars because they do not think one 

dollar will make a difference 

vi. Adele Beaver says her campus has an overflow so they do not need an increase 

vii. Two people do not want any increase 

1. 10 campuses increase of one dollar 

2. five campuses want an increase of more than one dollar 

● CFB increase facilities 

i. Fayette says that he does not think we should increase two different fees at the 

same time 

ii. Aj explains that this is the first year that students have control over this fee. Every 

time tuition would increase, facilities would also increase. 

iii. Berks they always have rollover. They are going to have a renovation yet there is 

still not a need 

iv. Adele Beaver has a rollover 

v. Andrea says that rollover is almost expected because they are saving towards bigger 

projects 

vi. Dixie says that Hazelton has a lot of need and would not mind 2 to 3 dollar increase 

vii. Shannon Josefoski; New kensington also is ok with a two or three dollar increase 



viii. Seven campuses think no increase 

1. Eleven for a two dollars increase 

2. No one wants an increase for over two dollars 

ix. Ann-Queen surveys the room on why they voted no 

1. Gregg; Wilkes-Barre says that the activities side of things are one level of 6 

dollars so he does not want to increase on top of that 

2. Leon; Shenango says that he feels he wants more towards saf and less 

towards facilities. Carryover helps projected need 

3. Berks agrees 

4. Dubois do not see a facilities need  

x. Deadly opposition from shenango 

● When comes to certain thing that are affecting students, we need to discuss them. Some 

issues may seem like a partisan issue outside this group but ccsg is a non-partisan 

organization and we represent the students. Pavel explains how it has affected someone 

like himself who is not even from one of those seven countries. Everyone/other countries 

must now pay a fee which increase to travel here. The same thing is happening in china. 

i. At the Abington campus, 14 percent are international: they are quite scared.  Firm 

believer of safe spaces. Reaching out to clubs who are most affected. At penn state 

we are all in. letting know that we are here for them 

ii. Lehigh valley campus will be doing  an open forum. They have a lot of Syrian 

students. 

iii. Berks has been effected. Berks has been facilitating and will address student 

concerns on 14th or 15th.  

iv. Yosef Harrisburg; at last general assembly meeting, discussed having an open forum. 

We are very diverse campus so it would hurt if it impacts 

v. York does have one student that cannot go home. There is a lot of support behind 

him and there is staff that is working with you. The current response is “we will not 

send you on that plane if we do not know if you will be able to come back”.  Also 

affecting alternative spring break. 

vi. Mostafa staff has held two open forums in November and will have one by the 

upcoming students. Showed support and was very civilized 

vii. Pavel asks if we should make a statement 

1. Chacha Abington says yes 

2. Kenshay Harrisburg says the reason we are all here is to unify the 

commonwealth. Due to this occasion, we should voice that we are all here for 

are students and we are all in 

3. AJ asks who would be writing this statement 

a. Pavel answers pavel 

b. Pavel will send an email and asks for everyone to answer 

● Ann-Queen: Campus Update Bulletin 

● Shawn: Going to Schreyer House Reception Roster 

● Shawn: PA Patchwork 



i. Explains and a packet instructions coming soon 

● Pavel: quick intro regarding diversity summit 

Adjournment: 9:40 am 

 


