
Meeting Minutes 
Oakland University Student Congress 

Thomas-Engnell Administration 
Oakland Room, Oakland Center 

Monday, August 22nd, 2016 
5:30 P.M. 

 
I. Call to Order 

A. Call to Order Monday, August 22nd, 2016, at 5:36 pm  
II. Pledge of Allegiance  

III. Roll Call  
A. Legislator Chande, present and voting 
B. Legislator Fox, present and voting    
C. Legislator Kubinski, present and voting   
D. Legislator Mabrouk, not present  
E. Legislator Nasry, not present  
F. Legislator Poppe, present and voting   
G. Legislator Saadat, not present 
H. Legislator Sanders, not present  
I. Legislator Semma, not present    
J. Legislator Rourke, present and voting   
K. Legislator Harris, present and voting    

• We had quorum  
IV. Approval of Meeting Minutes from August 1st, 2016 

• Vice President Engnell opened the floor to discussion and  changes to the 
Meeting Minutes from the August 1st, 2016 meeting   

• There were no changes to the Meeting Minutes  
• Show of Hands Vote 

• The Meeting Minutes were unanimously approved 
V. Comments from the Gallery 

• Vice President Engnell opened the floor to Comments from the Gallery 
• Ms. Hock, the President of the Student Program Board and a student 

liaison to the Board of Trustees, said that there was a Board of Trustees 
Meeting on August 8th, in which the two main topics of discussion were 
the new chair that was elected among the members and the schematic 
design for the expansion of the Oakland Center, which was approved. She 
continued onward to say that Mr. Sean Foe, another student liaison to the 
Board of Trustees, brought up an excellent point at the meeting by saying 
that he saw it more as a renovation, rather than an expansion. However, 
“the square footage that’s getting added to the Oakland Center is 50% of 
the Human Health Building”.  

• Legislator Fox said, “Who was elected as the new chair?” 
• Ms. Hock replied to Legislator Fox, saying, “I didn’t write 

it down before I came up here, and I can’t remember at the 
top of my head.” 

• Vice President Engnell said, “It was Mr. DeVore.” 



• Ms. Hock continued onward to speak about the Student Program Board, 
saying that their Fall Carnival is going to be on Friday, September 9th from 
5:00pm-10:00pm, just north of the Oakland Center in the grass area. 
Additionally, they are in need of volunteers, so anyone interested in 
volunteering can email spb@oakland.edu. Furthermore, the Student 
Program Board is currently accepting general members, so anyone 
interested in applying can find a link to the application on their website or 
Facebook page.  

• Vice President Engnell thanked Ms. Hock for speaking, and continued 
onward to urge Congress members to volunteer with the Student Program 
Board at some point during the academic year.  

• Vice President Engnell opened the floor to further comments from the gallery 
• There were no further comments from the gallery  

VI. Guest Speaker 
• There was no guest speaker  

VII. Old Business  
A. Approval of Minimum Balance Access of $4,021.00, Zack Thomas 

• President Thomas said that this access to the Minimum Balance was to 
cover some of the floating invoices that were left unaccounted for by the 
previous administration. He reminded Congress that the Bylaws allow 
access to this Minimum Balance to account for unforeseen expenses, and 
this would allow the conservation of the Summer Budget by keeping all 
the categorized items fully functional. Additionally, this access of $4,021 
from the Minimum Balance would be replenished immediately upon the 
activation of the Fall Budget  

• Mr. George said, that when looking at the rollover amount of $42,763.98, 
the access of the Minimum Balance “is really not going to hamper us in 
the future.”  

• Vice President Engnell opened the floor to further discussion  
• There was no further discussion   
• Roll Call Vote 

• Legislator Chande, yea 
• Legislator Fox, yea 
• Legislator Rourke, yea 
• Legislator Poppe, yea 
• Legislator Kubinski, yea 
• Legislator Harris, yea 

• The access to the Minimum Balance was 
unanimously approved   

B. End-of-Summer Financial Report, Zack Thomas 
• Mr. George reminded Congress to keep in mind that although of the 

figures represented within the document are very exact, some other figures 
have some gray area; for example, there’s still two weeks left for E-Board 
compensation, so some of those figures are estimated. The figures in red 
represent items that have been purchased and withdrawn from the account; 



the figures in blue represent estimated costs of what we’re going to be 
spending within the remaining weeks of the semester; the figures in the 
highlighted green represent the running total. At the bottom of the 
Financial Report, it indicates that the total rollover is $42,763.98. 
President Thomas and he budgeted an estimated $83,000 for the SAFAC 
Allocation, which they deduced due to what appears to be a stagnation in 
attendance, as well as a way to budget conservatively. This gives an 
estimated $125,763.98 for the Fall 2016 Budget, not including the 
deduction to account for the Minimum Balance.    

• Vice President Engnell opened up the floor to questions and discussion   
• There were no questions  

C. Approval of Fall 2016 Budget 
• President Thomas said that the Total Estimated Carryover for Summer 

One and Two is $42,763.98. Additionally, the Fall 2016 Estimated 
SAFAC Allocation is $83,000; this number is due to the stagnation that 
we’re seeing in the summer numbers. Thus, adding those numbers, there is 
an Estimated Total Fall 2016 Fund of $125,763.98. By subtracting the 
Minimum Balance from this amount, we’re left with an Estimated 
Available Budget of $120,763.98 for the Fall of 2016.  

• President Thomas opened the floor to questions regarding those figures 
• There were no questions regarding the general figures of the Fall 2016 

Budget  
• Executive Board Compensation: President Thomas said that a Payroll 

Discussion Committee was formed, comprised of Executive Board 
members, Legislature members, the Judiciary Chair, and our advisor. 
Within this committee, it was unanimously agreed to increase the wage to 
$10.00 an hour, in light of minimum wage increase, as well as partly to 
keep with tradition, but to “not increase [the wage] too much to look like 
we’re benefiting from this, because we don’t want to benefit from the 
minimum wage increase that we pushed for”. President Thomas continued 
onward to say that there has also been some reduction in hours to follow 
the stipulations created by the Affordable Care Act. Many of these hour 
reductions went from 25 to 20 hours a week; the Student Body President’s 
hours went to 15 hours a week. Thus, some of these hour reductions make 
up for the wage increase, as well.  

•  President Thomas opened the floor to questions regarding 
Executive Board Compensation   

• Legislator Kubinski asked Mr. Queen if he is going to 
make sufficient use of the 20 hours a week because 
traditionally the Visual Communications Director is only 
allotted 15 hours a week.  

• Mr. Queen replied to Legislator Kubinski, saying 
that the 20 hours will be sufficient because during 
the summer he was able to effectively use the 15 
hours allotted to him, and during the school year 



there is going to be more events and initiatives, and 
thus, more work for him to complete.  

• Vice President Engnell said that he can attest to the fact 
that Mr. Queen is always in the office working on projects, 
and that his graphics are always “timely and finished 
phenomenally”.  

• President Thomas said that sometimes within the Visual 
Communications Director position, events and projects will 
come in all at once, and that 20 hours is a pretty responsible 
figure to account for times of heavier workload. 

• There were no further questions regarding Executive Board 
Compensation  

• Presidential and Vice Presidential Budget: President Thomas said that 
Vice President Thomas and him allocated $1,500 towards Discretionary 
Funds, which would allow our administration to have flexibility in the 
case of some unforeseen expenditures within our own budget, as well as if 
there’s another initiative or idea that is presented during the middle of the 
semester. He continued onward to say that $250 was allocated to the 
Etiquette Dinner Participation. This gave a total of $1,750.  

•  President Thomas opened the floor to questions on the 
Presidential and Vice Presidential Budget  

• Legislator Fox inquired as to what exactly does the $250 
covers for the Etiquette Dinner Participation  

• President Thomas replied to Legislator Fox, saying 
that it’s $100 for a table, and the extra $150 is for 
some extra wiggle room, such as, if we wanted to 
do some marketing for the Etiquette Dinner 

• There were no further questions regarding the Presidential 
and Vice Presidential Budget  

• Administrative Assistant Budget: Ms. Walukonis said that the first line 
item, Office Maintenance, was budgeted $2,000. This item was 
purposefully kept general, as to ensure that we have flexibility in 
maintaining all types of office supplies/items. Next, $3,000 was budgeted 
for the Scantron Program, so that OUSC can continue to provide students 
with free Scantrons. $1,000 was budgeted for the Copier Maintenance 
Agreement, so that Student Congress and the Student Program Board can 
keep the printer functional. Exam Cram was budgeted $2,650, and this 
event is going to help students prepare for finals week by providing school 
supplies, as well as some food and prizes to help alleviate some of the 
stress that’s associated with finals. Finally, $100 was budgeted for the 
SAFAC Open House; she is working in collaboration with the other 
SAFAC organizations, and it was agreed upon that each SAFAC 
organization would provide $100 in order to cover the cost of food for the 
event. This gave a total of $8,750. 

• Vice President Engnell said, “I would like to note that Ms. 
Walukonis was able to dramatically decrease the cost of 



SAFAC Open House to Student Congress by advocating 
for SAFAC Funds and that event.”  

• There were no further questions regarding the 
Administrative Assistant Budget  

• Environmental, Health and Wellness Director Budget: Ms. Mishack said 
that the only new item that was added was the EHW Discretionary Fund. 
She was originally allocated 20 hours of week, but decided to move down 
to 15 hours a week. Thus, this difference ($800) was moved into a 
discretionary fund, which she already has some ideas as to how she will 
utilize the money, since the outdoor recycling bins might have an added 
cost to them. The other line items included: Tiller Sustainability Initiative 
($700), Promotional Items ($750), Talkin’ Trash ($1,100), Stress Free 
Initiative ($1,250), Outdoor Recycling Bins ($4,500), and Farm/Orchard 
Trip ($1,000). This gave a total of $10,100.  

• There were no questions regarding the Environmental, 
Health and Wellness Director Budget  

• Student Services Director Budget: President Thomas, speaking on behalf 
of Ms. Merogi, said that $4,050 was allocated for the Text Suggestion 
Initiative, in order to ensure that OUSC has a text suggestion number in 
which students can text us their concerns; this will ultimately increase our 
communication with the student body, as well as allow us to mass 
communicate with the student body. $650 was budgeted for Student of the 
Month, in which a student is singled out, praised, and given a very nice 
parking spot. $1,450 was budgeted for Sexual Assault Awareness, which 
includes the It’s On Us Campaign. There was an increase in this budget so 
that we’re able to get some more promotional items. Next, the Legislator 
Initiative Fund was allocated $500, which the Legislature can utilize if 
they have their own initiative. $1,200 was budged for Companion, which 
is an app and a continuation of last year’s initiative. Finally, $150 was 
budgeted for Bear Bus Day. This gave a total of $8,000.  

• There were no questions regarding the Student Services 
Director Budget  

• Legislative Affairs Director Budget: President Thomas, speaking on behalf 
of Ms. Polsinelli, said that the SAM Annual Membership Fee was 
budgeted $700, and the SAM Conferences line item was reduced to 
$1,500 because we’re attending only two SAM Conferences this semester, 
which is SAM’s decision, not ours. Further, a General Voter Registration 
line item was added and budgeted $500, which will go towards 
incorporating paper voter registration forms, in addition to TurboVote. 
The other line items included: Rock4Rights ($1,700), My Vote Counts 
Campaign ($2,700), TurboVote Promotion ($600), and Voter Participation 
Kits ($1,500). This gave a total of $9,200.   

• President Thomas opened the floor to questions regarding 
the Legislative Affairs Director Budget  



• Legislator Kubinski asked if SAM is only have two 
conferences this semester, which was confirmed by 
President Thomas  

• There were no further questions regarding the Legislative 
Affairs Director Budget  

• Marketing Director Budget: Ms. Goldwater said, that $7,790 was 
budgeted for the SWAG Campaign, and this money would be used for 
different promotional items that would be given away in order to draw 
students to our table, or be given away at events or for social media 
campaigns. $300 was budgeted for Social Media Marketing, which would 
be used for promoted posts, especially for important events or information 
that we want to ensure reaches a certain amount of people. Finally, $1,000 
was budgeted for Marketing Discretionary, which could be used for 
posters or unexpected marketing costs. This gave a total of $9,090. 

• Legislator Kubinski said, “I motion to line item the SWAG 
Campaign Budget—$850 for water bottles, $2,800 for 
shirts, $450 for pens, $440 for flashlights, $2,250 for 
sweatpants, and $1,000 for hats.” 

•   Legislator Harris seconded the motion 
• Vice President Engnell opened the floor to discussion of 

the motion  
• Legislator Fox inquired as to why $440 is being allocated 

for flashlights and $1,000 for hats because it seems as 
though flashlights would cost more than hats. 

• Ms. Goldwater replied to Legislator Fox, saying, 
that after doing research on all of these items, she 
did find that the hats that she wants to purchase do 
cost more than the flashlights. 

• Mr. George said that, as the previous Marketing Director, 
he speaks out against line iteming the SWAG Campaign 
because he understands how difficult it can be to get the 
exact items that one wants, especially when prices can 
fluctuate. He continued onward to say that this would limit 
the flexibility that the Marketing Director has with the 
SWAG Campaign. 

• Legislator Kubinski said that in the past this 
problem was overcome by using either the 
Marketing Discretionary Fund, or the Presidential 
and Vice Presidential Discretionary Fund, or a bill 
was proposed at a later time in the semester. She 
continued onward to say that we should be upfront 
with exactly what we’re spending our money on, 
because it is students’ tuition money.  

• Legislator Fox said that he imagines that there are some 
painful calculations in deciding the quantity of items that 
are needed for the SWAG Campaign. Thus, he continued 



onward to say that he’s leaning towards not line iteming the 
SWAG Campaign, so that the Marketing Director can have 
more flexibility.  

• Legislator Poppe said, “Yes, I have a question. So, 
on the motion being discussed, are we going to 
assign each item the cash value that Legislator 
Kubinski has stated, or are we going to let the 
Marketing Director come up with cash values for 
each item.” 

• Vice President Engnell replied to Legislator 
Poppe, saying, “Yes, we’re using the values 
that were stated.” 

• Ms. Goldwater said that she put in the research and 
the values that were associated with each item are 
the numbers that she chose herself. 

• There was no further discussion on the motion   
• Roll Call Vote 

• Legislator Chande, nay 
• Legislator Fox, nay 
• Legislator Rourke, nay 
• Legislator Poppe, yea 
• Legislator Kubinski, yea 
• Legislator Harris, yea 

• 3 yeas and 3 nays 
• Tie vote; President Thomas had the deciding 

vote  
• President Thomas said, yea 
• 4 yeas and 3 nays  

• The motion was passed  
• The SWAG Campaign will be line 

itemed  
• Diversity and Inclusion Director Budget: Mr. Naseem said that the only 

major change was that the Fiesta in Detroit budget was increased in 
$3,000 because he’s having some difficulty with Bear Bus and he may 
need to seek and arrange for alternative transportation. He continued 
onward to say that the Postcard Pals Initiative was allocated $370 and will 
be similar to last year, but he will be running it out of the OUSC office, 
instead of arranging an event around it. $3,300 was budgeted for the Noor 
Tagouri Event, and the event is going to be a speaker that’s going to be 
coming to campus. This event is going to be done in collaboration with 
other organizations on campus. The Diversity and Inclusion Tee-Shirts 
was allocated $450, and these will be for committee members, as well as 
be used as a giveaway at events. The I Am Campaign was budgeted 
$1,065, and is also going to be similar to last year. This gave total of 
$8,185.  



• Legislator Rourke inquired as to what exactly the I Am 
Campaign entails.  

• Mr. Naseem replied to Legislator Rourke, saying, 
that last year a huge canvas was brought into the 
Fireside Lounge, in which students wrote how they 
were able to break or overcome stereotypes.   

• Legislator Fox inquired about the Noor Tagouri event and 
the other organizations involved with the event. He 
continued onward to ask if this would be a co-sponsored 
event. 

• Mr. Naseem replied to Legislator Fox, saying that 
he has been working with SPB and SLLB, who still 
have to get their budget approved for this event. He 
continued onward to say that this would be a co-
sponsored event.  

• Legislator Fox asked what would happen if one of the other 
organizations wasn’t able to get the budget approved for 
this event, and if we should budget more for this event in 
case one of the other organizations doesn’t agree to co-
sponsor it.   

• Mr. Naseem replied to Legislator Fox, saying that 
he has been discussing this event with the other 
organizations and he’s almost positive that they’ll 
be able to co-sponsor the event, and that a bill can 
written later, if needed.  

• Visual Communications Director Budget: Mr. Queen said that $1,180 was 
budgeted for Grizz Art, which he is responsible for organizing and running 
this year. He has been working closely with the Student Services Director 
on how to approach taking over this initiative, as well. He continued 
onward to say that after analyzing the budget last year, he was able to 
eliminate several unnecessary costs, like the Chipotle Event. Additionally, 
considering that he is an art student, he has a lot of access to the art 
classes, and is thus able to communicate directly with art students about 
participating in Grizz Art. This budget will be used mainly for equipment 
for hanging the artwork, as well as advertising and possibly promotional 
tee-shirts. Mr. Queen continued onward to say that another change is that 
prizes will be given every other month, rather than every month. There 
was also $500 allocated for the Visual Communications Discretionary, 
which can include more equipment for Grizz Art, advertising, and perhaps 
treating his committee members to dinner. This gave a total of $1,680.    

• Legislator Rourke inquired as to why the prize money will 
only be given every other month instead of every month. 

• Mr. Queen replied to Legislator Rourke, saying that 
it would give participants more time to finish their 
submissions, and thus, allow us to receive more 
submissions.   



• Mr. George said, “Do you fear that making it a bi-monthly 
prize giveaway will increase [submissions] the first month, 
but not the second month? So, you’ll have a lot of 
submissions in first month when you’re giving prizes, but 
not in the second month, when you’re not giving prizes.”  

• Mr. Queen replied to Mr. George, saying that 
anyone who submits artwork, for example, in 
September will be eligible for the money that is 
being given out in October. So, every two months a 
prize is given, but that prize covers submissions for 
both months and there will be advertisements 
indicating exactly when submissions are due.   

• Mr. Naseem left the meeting at 6:26 pm   
• There were no further questions regarding the Visual 

Communications Director Budget  
• Tailgate Chair Budget: Legislator Harris said that $2,500 was budgeted 

for the Alumni Barbeque, $2,000 for giveaways, $1,500 for the Mock Bar, 
Snacks, and DJ, $350 for Committee Tee-Shirts, and $150 for Tailgate 
Marketing. The tailgate will be similar to how it was last year. This gave a 
total of $6,500.  

• There were no questions regarding the Tailgate Chair 
Budget 

• Scholarship Chair Director Budget: President Thomas, speaking on behalf 
of Legislature Seema, said that $2,500 was allocated towards Student 
Scholarship(s). This line item is purposefully left general so that there’s 
flexibility in what can be done in regards to scholarships.  

• Legislator Chande inquired as to whether Legislator Seema 
has spoken to President Thomas about potential types of 
scholarships. 

• President Thomas replied to Legislator Chande, 
saying that Legislator Seema has not contacted him 
personally about any ideas in regards to Student 
Scholarship ideas.  

• There were no further questions regarding the Scholarship 
Chair Budget  

• Team Development Budget: Vice President Engnell said that we set up to 
minimize the expenditures this year because we plan to discuss the 
$150,000 retreat with administration, and we wanted to set an example 
ourselves. Thus, $400 was budgeted for the Executive Board Team 
Development Retreat and $500 was budgeted for the Congressional Team 
Development Retreat; this is simply the rollover amount left from the 
summer, since only $100 was spent on Team Development. This gave a 
total of $900.   

• Legislator Kubinski said that she would prefer if any team 
development retreats be scheduled after September, since 
it’s going to be a busy month. 



• Discrepancy Factor (Safety Net) Budget: President Thomas said that this 
is a safety net that’s an addition to the Minimum Balance and will account 
for any discrepancies between the estimated SAFAC allocation and the 
actual SAFAC allocation, any discrepancies between the estimated 
rollover and the actual rollover, and/or any unexpected invoices from 
previous semesters or as a part of a continued initiative. By including this 
Discrepancy Factor, it allowed Mr. George and him to be more exact in 
the rollover figures from the summer budget, while being fiscally 
conservative and responsible by making sure that we have money set aside 
and accessed without needing ex-post facto approval. This fund has a total 
of $5,763.98.  

• Legislator Kubinski said, “Just to put it on the record, this 
would not be used as a discretionary fund, correct?” 

• President Thomas replied to Legislator Kubinski, 
saying, the asterisk on the bottom of the fund is set 
in stone because you would be approving this 
asterisk, as well. It would only be accessed and the 
funds would be deducted immediately in case any 
of the events outlined within the asterisk should 
occur. 

• Estimated Total Fall 2016 Budget: $125,763.98 
• Estimated Available Funds (-$5,000 Minimum Balance): $120,763.98 
• Total Categorized Funds Fall 2016: $104,418.98 
• Uncategorized Funds: $16,345.00 
• Roll Call Vote on Approval of the Fall 2016 Budget  

• Legislator Chande, yea 
• Legislator Fox, yea 
• Legislator Rourke, yea 
• Legislator Poppe, yea 
• Legislator Kubinski, yea 
• Legislator Harris, yea 

• The fall 216 budget has been approved unanimously  
VIII. New Business 

A. C.B. 17-03 Judiciary Bylaws, Ryan Fox 
• Legislator Fox said, “the Bylaws are completely self-serving to the 

Constitution, and there were actually some Bylaws that directly 
contradicted the Constitution— very directly contradicted the 
Constitution.” Thus, what this bill does is remove those Bylaws because 
they contradict the Constitution.  

• Vice President Engnell opened the floor to discussion  
• There was no discussion  

B. C.B. 17-04 Judiciary Guidelines, Ryan Fox 
• Legislator Fox said that this bill outlines the system in which the 

Congressional Court will function, as well as the subsequent Appeals 
Court, if an Appeals Court is necessary. He continued onward to say that 



the court will consist of three or five Associate Justices, which is directly 
outlined in the Constitution. The Judiciary Chair will be a nonvoting 
member so that the court is able to remain with an odd number of voting 
member. 

• President Thomas said, “Yes, I really appreciate the work of Judiciary 
Chair Fox on this because this will help our Constitutional Court, 
essentially our Judicial Branch to be fully functional. With something as 
Oakland University Student Congress, when we’re kind of similar to the 
U.S. Congress structure, we need to have a Judicial Branch to function. 
Now, these were meant to be created every year and I think Judiciary 
Chair Fox is taking great initiative in making this happen.” 

• There was no further discussion  
C. Approval of Legislative Affairs Committee, Sophia Polsinelli 

• Madison Kubinski 
• President Thomas attested for Senior Legislator Kubinski, 

saying that she’s interested in all things Legislative Affairs 
and would be a wonderful addition to the committee.   

• There was no discussion 
• Show of Hands Vote 

• Legislator Kubinski was unanimously approved  
D. Approval of Environmental, Health, and Wellness Committee, Lena Mishack 

• Madison Kubinski 
• Vice President Engnell, speaking on behalf of Ms. Mishack 

said that Legislator Kubinski would make a wonderful 
addition to the committee. 

• There was no discussion 
• Show of Hands Vote 

• Legislator Kubinski was unanimously approved  
E. Approval of Tailgate Committee Members, Vicki Harris 

• Madison Kubinski, Jessica Yankee, Gerry Sandoval, David Fleming, and 
Sophia Polsinelli 

• Ms. Harris attested for everyone and said they were able to 
have a solid first meeting. 

• Show of Hands Vote 
• The Tailgate Committee members were approved 

unanimously 
IX. Discussion Topics 

A. Parking at Oakland University, Anders Engnell 
• Vice President Engnell said that Legislator Chande and he were able to 

meet with Mr. Kunselman and Mr. Gordon about parking. The meeting 
began with Mr. Kunselman telling them that they were aggressively 
looking at paid parking on campus. However, Legislator Chande and he 
expressed the fact that they’re not interested in paid parking on campus; 
however, it would be responsible if Mr. Kunselman and Mr. Gordon 
presented a good plan to the student body for approval of certain areas of 



paid parking on campus. He continued onward to say that they discussed 
AutoCount, which is a tracking system that would give intelligent data on 
all the parking that happens across Oakland University. However, since 
AutoCount is a $600,000 project, everyone agreed that it would be 
responsible to collect data about parking and communicate this 
information to the student body. There was also discussion about altering 
the Bear Bus routes to create lines so that students could park in a south 
lot, and the Bear Bus would directly take students to a specific building, or 
buildings, at set times, before classes. Thus, they’re currently working on 
ways to maximize use of the things we already have.  

• Legislator Kubinski said that she was under the assumption that we 
already had lines for the Bear Buses, so are you referring to something 
completely different? 

• Vice President Engnell replied to Legislator Kubinski, 
saying, “We’re talking about the same phrasing, different 
operation. So, we have the Grizz Line and the Claws Line, 
but they work in a circle around campus. So, instead of 
going from one exact location to another exact location at a 
single time, they circle, which means that students are 
unsure of when they’re going to arrive to different places 
and it’s difficult to use right before a class. What this would 
say is that you have a Bear Bus waiting in one of those 
south lots from 7:25 to 7:45, and that at 7:45 that Bear Bus 
would take you to one of the buildings on campus.” So, it 
would strategically use our Bear Buses, instead of just 
having them circle around campus.” 

• Legislator Fox said that although these options are useful, “they do feel 
like Band-Aids”, and he continued onward to inquire about any long-term 
solutions to parking.   

• Vice President Engnell replied to Legislator Fox, saying 
that there is a four phase approach that administration is 
taking towards parking. Phase One and Two is allocation, 
which is maximizing the potential of each of the parking 
lots on campus. Phase Three would be either permit 
parking or AutoCount, so Legislator Chande and he are 
putting together a survey that will factor in both signatures 
and testimonials, so that we can express the disinterest of 
the student body for paid parking on campus. Phase Four 
would then be a parking structure.   

• Legislator Chande said that information collected from AutoCount would 
also allow us to see where parking is most needed and the demand is the 
highest, so that a parking structure could be built in a location that would 
suit these needs and demands. 

• Legislator Rourke inquired about the cost of a parking permit.  
• Vice President Engnell said that in the survey that will be 

distributed to students, they’ll include ranges of how much 



money students would be willing to pay for parking, 
starting from not willing to pay for parking to $400, or so. 
He continued onward to say that he’ll follow-up with 
administration in regards to a price, but he imagines that 
the permits would be around $200, and that this amount 
would increase every year.  

• Mr. George said, “I’m not a fan of this idea, but I feel many students at 
Oakland may be in favor of parking permit solution if that guarantees 
them closer parking. Has OUSC gauged the general student body’s option, 
and if so, how? And if not, do you plan to?” 

• Vice President Engnell replied to Mr. George, saying that 
this information will be collected within the survey. He 
continued onward to say that “permit parking would not 
immediately improve parking” because it would still be 
20,000 students and the same number of parking spots. 
Permit parking would only provide a solution if “students 
would transfer or no longer attend the university because of 
paid parking. That would really be the only way that it 
would improve. We would still have the same number of 
spots no matter how much students were paying for them. 
Permit parking would at best factor into zoning, which 
means students would be cornered off into different parts of 
the university to park just there, which would balance 
parking, but also make things difficult for people who have 
classes in SFH, Varner, and the Engineering Center. So, 
permit parking would be raising funds for a big purchase, it 
wouldn’t improve just about anything, unless students 
leave.” 

• Legislator Chande said that Mr. Kunselman, by the end of the meeting, 
was willing to look into other possible options regarding the parking 
problem, but was still leaning towards permit parking. Thus, with data 
from the survey, he hopes to persuade Mr. Kunselman away from permit 
parking.  

• Vice President Engnell said, “Mr. Kunselman luckily has an engineering 
mind and is solution oriented. So if we’re able to entice and distract almost 
him with solutions that would definitely improve our chances of not 
getting paid permit parking on campus.” 

• President Thomas said, “Yes, so this isn’t a case of the administration 
being malicious because Vice President Engnell and I are very aware of 
that. This goes into our meeting with Vice President McIntosh and 
President Hynd, too. They have this perception that students want to pay, 
as silly as it sounds, that students want to pay for the parking spots, for 
parking solutions, or for parking improvements or to negate some of that 
traffic, but I know several anecdotes of when they put the two meters in at 
Oakview Hall that people were really, really ticked off about it. So, what 
we need to do, as Vice President Engnell is taking the leadership on and 



Legislator Chande is taking the leadership on, is provide those 
testimonials, those surveys to show, like, hey we have documented 
evidence that students do not want this.” 

• Vice President Engnell said, “Yeah, in the meeting we had earlier with 
President Hynd this month, he provided an anecdotal in which there was a 
student he was talking to, and he was like, “So, would you be willing to 
pay each semester to have a lot right next to Oakview?” and the student 
was like, “Yeah! Yeah! Let’s do it, totally.” And was super enthusiastic 
about it, which is directly contrary to everything that I have heard from 
individuals when I’ve talked about permit parking. I mentioned it to 
someone, and they were like, transferring right now. And that’s the 
general consensus that we have seen. Now, of course, it could be the way 
that it’s framed. Maybe the student he was talking to didn’t know it would 
be $200 or $400, but that’s why we’re proposing in the survey a range of 
option. So, we’re definitely collecting data on all that.” 

X. Adjournment 
• Legislator Kubinski left the meeting at 6:56pm 

• Quorum was lost  
• Meeting was adjourned at 6:56pm  

 


