
Sheridan Student Union 175th Meeting Minutes 
Trafalgar 

 
 

30th  March, 2016 
 

Members in Attendance: 

Michael Burnside- Chair of the Board 
Xinxin Zhang –  Director 

Marina Qureshi – Secretary, Director 

Nicolas Mazur  - Director 

Rachel Pusateri – Director  

Russel Neal – Director 

Kaushalsingh  Devda- Director 

Muhammad Tayyab Asrar- Director (via teleconfrence) 

Shanise Collins - Director  

Krittika Malhotra – Director  

 

Members Absent: 

Sunny Pathak-Director  

Gurpreet Singh-Director 

 

Ex-Officio Members 

Sylvia Ibrahim- President 

Jamie King- General Manager 

Kaitlyn Di Ilio- Project coordinator and CRO 

Maria Lucido Bezely 

 

Guests 

Jacob Sanchez 

Tyler Bogaert 

 
Talked about the meeting minutes needing to be read in advance and directors need to make sure to follow 

up on this. 

Starting to communicate about the HMC 2A sponsorship and the looking over the responses form the 

college, Mike reminds everyone that they need to have flexibility.  

Mike B. asks if anyone has any questions/comments regarding the answers provided by  Sharon Aitken about 

HMC phase II 

Shanise asks if we are able to own a space instead, states that it was briefly mentioned in the document 

Mike B clarifies that the request is for a contribution not an ownership 

Rachel asks if we can we make requests along with the approval/disapproval 

Mike B: yes, we can also pay in installments  
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Krittika asks have we mentioned the installments option to the college? Would they be opposed to this 

option? 

Sylvia informs the board that this question was brought up from Russel in the document, and the college 

didn’t seem to oppose. 

Jamie informs the board that their request is not an unusual request. 

Maria LB, states that the request is for the HMC II strictly for academics, the phase IIA is separate and will 

be owned by SSU and athletics. 

Jamie informs the board that there are no issues in entering this agreement financially. The board needs to 

assess the value of the request.  The idea of installments stages the request and is easy to do financially.  

Tyler B states that the contribution would be beneficial to the SSU and their relationship with the college. 

Russel asks what are our goals on this matter, college’s long term strategic planning? $500 thousand is a token 

of contribution and the college can easily receive the funding elsewhere. The contribution has many positive 

impacts beyond the monetary contribution. The contribution should be made overtime, it should affect many 

generations rather than just one through the ancillary fee all at once.  

Mike B states that if we do installments, it should be over 3 years. Otherwise, the college would not be getting 

the requested funding on time.  

Xin agrees that we should do a payment plan over a short amount of time.  The donation would put SSU in a 

good position especially with phase IIA coming up.  Does not see any negative impact to this.  

Rachel asks if the board is concerned that a disapproval would deteriorate the relationship with the college? 

Jamie clarifies that no, it’s just an act of partnership. Gave context to Davis student center and the good 

relationship. 

Russel states that student might not appreciate this, the questions/data seem weird, and that he is not fully 

supportive of this. 

Sylvia explains the activity fund, capital, and building. The contribution from building is up to the board, it 

does not affect our operating fund so defers the statement of using the fund elsewhere.  The amount is being 

spent of things for the students, it’s not just a plaque.  

Maria questions the arguments of asking if students would approve the fund. Would they approve the SSU 

ancillary fund? Context is always needed.  

Jake says that he speaks often to students as the event coordinator, and he realizes that students don’t like to 

spend money, and if students became aware of this amount of money going towards HMC. Some students 

might not relate to it, some will find it not relatable if they go to TRC not HMC, although some decisions 

might have been made that supported TRC and not HMC in the past.  

Nick says that if you put students into the director role they will make the same decision we are making for 

the whole of the students.  
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Be it resolved that the SSUI approve a contribution of $500,000 in support of the HMC phase two 

campaign, and further; that this contribution be forwarded in three installments: $350,000 for the 

2015-16 fiscal year, $75,000 for 2016-2017, and $75,000 for 2017-2018. 

First by Xin, Second Marina 

Poll Vote: 

In Favour: Marina, KD, Xin, Shanise, Rachel, Krittika, Muhammad 

Against: Russel Abstain: Nicolas 

Motion Passed 

2016-2017 Operating Budget Overview 

Jamie and Sylvia have had meetings with each of the divisional managers, to assess current year’s budget and 

look at requests for the next year’s budget and work with current resources to create the presented budget.  

One of the major factors affecting the budget is the increase in the activity fee for the Student Union, which 

has been helpful in putting this together. The budget present it balanced, with a surplus of just over 4,000. They 

feel it is important to run a balanced budget. One thing that is significantly affecting the SU is the shuttle bus, 

he agrees that the decision of the board previously with the funding model of the shuttle will help in the future.  

Other income dropping due to the fact that we received a signing bonus from Health and Dental renewal. 

Overestimating expenses and underestimating revenues.  

The finance committee had concerns regarding the bursary and its distribution, how to coordinate it, sensitive 

to privacy and equity concerns. 

Russel clarifies that they would intend on using it similarly to other campuses, and working with Student Rights 

and Responsibilities and make sure that not student feels uncomfortable telling any of the information as it 

would not be held against them. Michael suggests to freeze the line until the guidelines have been created for 

this.  

Maria notes that they used to do a small $100 fund for students, and student union got away from the emergency 

fund and went to food resources room. Maria suggests that the college and SU get together and create it together 

with criteria (for amounts for no more than a couple hundred dollars and to be careful with what the range of 

support is and not to make it to wide a range) 

Shanise agrees with not too much a range, but criteria is important because they are able to prove financial aid 

and to be sure that it isn’t subjective. 

 

Be it resolved that the SSUI Board of Directors approve of the 2016-2017 Operating Budget Overview 

with the stipulation that the line for student emergency funding should be frozen until the board is 

able to approve the guidelines surrounding it, at which point the funds will be released.  

First, Russel, Second, Xin 

Motion Passed 
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Presidents Update  

Sawssan and Sylvia have been busy with interviews, and hired the three new EVPs, they are planning to hire 

much earlier in order to have better and more effective training. Training is end of April and official start date 

will be May 2nd. Coordinator Training is going to be new and more effective. Committee surveys to be taken 

by the board, and April 11th they will be meeting again to assess and change data for report to senate.  

 

Ratification for online vote  

Be it resolved that the SSUI Board of Directors approve the release of the request of the funds to 

Craft and Design Grad Show Exhibition to the amount of $3,000   and the Express yourself event 

$500.00 event. 

First, Xin seconded by Krittika 

Motion Passed 

AGM 

Katie updates the board on the election results. She is confident in the integrity of the use of ballots and excited 

about the cooperation from all teams at the Student Union.  

Katie then goes through the AGM agenda with the board and lets Michael and Sylvia know that they will be 

speaking on the accomplishments of the board and admin respectively.  

Katie brings up another motion to do with proxy. She indicates that there should be a limitation to the number 

of proxies per student to prevent one student from collecting proxies and controlling a meeting.  

Michael then points to the last motion for the by-law changes at the AGM that have been brought forward 

regarding qualifications. He requests to add that a criminal background check be conducted.  

Maria points out the need to look into the Human Rights implications of this background check. Russel notes 

how a background check could help streamline the wrong people getting involved in the board and making 

decisions that do not help the students. Jamie points out that the democratic structure of the board would help 

prevent any unethical decisions from being made, as well as the need to know what the guidelines are (what 

constitutes a criminal history). He also informs the board that many colleges SUs have the same debate going 

on. He states that the only limitation on his personal town membership is that he cannot be in jail.  

Rachel then points out that we should look at the motion for when a director’s home campus changes. Katie 

is to look into this.  

Meeting Adjournment 

Be it resolved that the SSUI Board of Directors adjourn the meeting at 9:10pm. 

First, Xin, Second KD 

Motion Passed  


