
                  Meeting Minutes  

Oakland University Student Congress 
Thomas-Engnell Administration 

Oakland Room, Oakland Center 
Monday, October 24, 2016 

4:00 P.M. 
I. Call to Order 

A. The meeting was called to order on Monday, October 24th, 2016 at 4:03pm 

II. Pledge of Allegiance  

III. Roll Call  

o Legislator Fox, present and voting  

o Legislator Kubinski, present and voting  

o Legislator Mabrouk, present and voting  

o Legislator Nasry, not present  

o Legislator Poppe, present and voting  

o Legislator Sanders, not present  

o Legislator Rourke, present and voting  

o Legislator Seeger, present and voting  

o Legislator Kleinschmidt, present and voting   

o Legislator Thompson, present and voting  

o Legislator Church, present and voting  

o Legislator Harris, present and voting  

o Legislator Walton, present and voting  

o We had quorum 

IV. Approval of Meeting Minutes from October 17th, 2016 

 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to additions, subtractions, or amendments 

to the Meeting Minutes from October 17th, 2016 

 Legislator Mabrouk motioned, “Under Line Item 7, [to] change Pakistani to 

Palestinian.” 

 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to discussion 

 There was no discussion  

 Show of Hands Vote on the Motion  

 The motion was unanimously approved  

 Under Line Item Seven, the word ‘Pakistani’ was changed to ‘Palestinian’ 

 Vice President Engnell opened up the floor to further changes of the Meeting 

Minutes  

 There were no further changes to the Meeting Minutes  

 Show of Hands Vote   

 The Meeting Minutes from October 17th, 2016 were unanimously approved 

V. Comments from the Gallery 

 Ms. Hock and Mr. Foe, the Board of Trustees student liaisons, took the stand 

 Ms. Hock said that they are coming from a Board of Trustees Meeting and today 

at the meeting there was discussion regarding the Presidential Search Committee, 

which is chaired by Trustee DeVore. She continued onward that the Presidential 

Search Committee will most likely be composed of four board members and four 

university representatives.  



 Mr. Foe continued onward to say that there will be no student representation on 

the Presidential Search Committee. Upon hearing this news, Ms. Hock and  

himself were concerned with this decision, so they spoke to Mr. DeVore and were 

able reach a comprise, in which Ms. Hock and/or himself will attend the 

Presidential Search Committee Meetings, but have no voting role. Thus, “there is 

no student vote that will go into the search committee. So, if you guys have any 

concerns about the search, you can address them with Cassie and me. However, 

we won’t be voting members. We will only be sitting in [the meetings] and 

offering input as requested.”   

 Ms. Hock said that it is most likely that only one of them will attend the 

Presidential Search Committee meetings due to potential scheduling conflicts. She 

continued onward to say that as nonvoting members of the Presidential Search 

Committee, they are still bound to a confidential agreement and will only be able 

to share information that the Board of Trustees publically shares regarding the 

search. 

 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to questions  

 Legislator Fox inquired as to whether student opinion is only to be given when 

requested or if Ms. Hock and/or Mr. Foe can actively comment during the 

comment. 

 Ms. Hock replied to Legislator Fox, saying that they’ll be able to speak 

freely, but they won’t have a vote in the meeting. 

 Mr. Foe said their role within the Presidential Search Committee will be 

similar to their current role on the Board of Trustees—they attend meetings 

and offer input, but “at the end of the day, we don’t really have a say in 

what is decided.” 

 Vice President Engnell inquired the reasons as to why the Board of Trustees don’t 

want a student voting on the committee.  

 Mr. Foe replied to Vice President Engnell, saying, “The first was being that 

this year they really wanted to condense the size and they just wanted to 

make the committee much more reasonable. So, the committee for 

President Hynd consisted of 16-18 people and they said that was obnoxious 

and it really didn’t work. Another reason they gave was that the new 

president probably wouldn’t be put in until sometime in [the] summer and 

they were concerned about students graduating and filling that with 

someone who graduated. And they also thought that they could fill that 

student perspective role with a faculty member.” 

 Ms. Hock interjected to say that it may be an administrator or someone 

other member that has student perspective. It was not formally decided that 

there will be a faculty member on the committee. 

 President Thomas inquired as to whether they pointed out the flawed logic of 

wanting to reduce committee members, but allowing them to serve on the 

committee as nonvoting members. 

 Ms. Hock replied to President Thomas, saying that Mr. Foe and she are 

invited to attend the meetings, but they aren’t going to work around their 

schedules. Thus, they will attend the meetings only if their schedule 



permits it and nothing will be arranged to accommodate them if their 

schedules meetings don’t work with their schedules.   

 Legislator Fox said that he is no stranger to political reasoning that appears to 

make sense, but actually doesn’t have too much merit behind them. He continued 

onward to say that he has a distinct feeling that this is what’s taking place, rather 

than an actual compromise. “I would just like to publically state that I certainly 

would hope that the Board will reconsider. And I also think it’s ironic that the 

Board that does not allow public comments at their meetings evidently wants you 

to publically comment at a selection committee. I would also like to say that 

there’s some hypocrisy there, but regardless, this is definitely an issue that I think 

that many members of the Student Congress is going to be looking into further.”  

 Mr. Foe replied to Legislator Fox saying that this process is going to occur 

in three steps. The first part is going to be open to everyone on campus, 

where students can voice their concerns to the Board of Trustees about the 

Presidential Search Committee. The second part is going to be closed, in 

which private meetings will be held and in which Ms. Hock and him will 

attend. The third part is then going to be once again open to campus. Thus, 

another reason that they felt student representation wasn’t necessary 

because this process is going to be mostly open to the public, anyways.  

 Ms. Hock said that during the last presidential search, members of the firm 

came and spoke to Student Congress. In this way, members of the Student 

Congress could voice their concerns and what they, and the student body, 

want and need in a president. She continued onward to say this this will 

most likely occur during the initial stages of the search. 

 Legislator Kubinski inquired if members of the Presidential Search Committee 

will come speak to Student Congress or if this is going to be replaced with the 

open forums. 

 Ms. Hock replied to Legislator Kubinski, saying that there isn’t going to be 

open forums because they can spark a great deal of negativity. Instead, 

members of the committee will most likely come to speak at meetings, such 

as the ones that Student Congress holds. However, all that they decided 

today was to have a Presidential Search Committee and they’re hoping to 

have the members of this committee finalized later this week, so in the 

meantime, we’ll just have to wait for more information.  

 Mr. Foe said that Mr. DeVore said that this committee will be diverse, 

consisting of two people and color, three women, and individuals from 

various departments around campus.     

 Legislator Kubinski inquired as to whether Brandon Hanna, the former president 

of Student Congress when the last Presidential Search Committee took place, had 

a vote on the committee as a student representative.  

 Ms. Hock replied to Legislator Kubinski, saying that the student 

representation had a vote. 

 Legislator Kubinski said, “So, we have had a student recently been on the 

Presidential Search Committee with a vote.” 

 Ms. Hock replied to Legislator Kubinski, saying, “When the committee 

was 16-18 people there was a student [with a vote].” 



 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to further questions  

 There were no further questions  

 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to further Comments from the Gallery 

 Ms. Hock, the President of the Student Program Board, said that they had a 

hoedown last Friday and it went extremely well. Additionally, their next program 

is on November 18th in the Banquet Rooms and the event is Caribbean Paradise. 

The trip to New York City is on November 2nd, as well.  

 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to questions  

 There were no questions  

 There were no further Comments from the Gallery   

VI. No Guest Speaker 

VII. Old Business  

A. C.B. 17-08 Dabke Night Bill, Tamara Mabrouk  

 Legislator Mabrouk said that Dabke Night is a Palestinian international 

night to promote cuisine and culture. The money for this event ($3,300) is 

being transferred from the Noor Tagouri event, which is being moved to 

next semester due to a scheduling conflict in the speaker’s schedule.  

 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to questions  

 There were no questions  

 Roll Call Vote  

 Legislator Church, yea   

 Legislator Fox, yea 

 Legislator Harris, yea 

 Legislator Kleinschmidt, yea 

 Legislator Kubinski, yea 

 Legislator Mabrouk, yea 

 Legislator Poppe, yea 

 Legislator Rourke, yea 

 Legislator Seeger, yea 

 Legislator Thompson, yea 

 Legislator Walton, yea  

 The C.B. 17-08 Dabke Night Bill was unanimously 

approved  

B. C.B. 17-09 International Night Bill, Tamara Mabrouk  

 Legislator Mabrouk said that International Night is a night to celebrate 

different cultures. There were some extra funds from the Fiesta in Detroit 

event, so this money is just being transferred from this event to 

International Night.  

 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to questions  

 There were no questions  

 Roll Call Vote  

 Legislator Church, yea   

 Legislator Fox, yea 

 Legislator Harris, yea 

 Legislator Kleinschmidt, yea 



 Legislator Kubinski, yea 

 Legislator Mabrouk, yea 

 Legislator Poppe, yea 

 Legislator Rourke, yea 

 Legislator Seeger, yea 

 Legislator Thompson, yea 

 Legislator Walton, yea  

 The C.B. 17-09 International Night Bill was unanimously 

approved  

 

 Vice President Engnell said, “I would like to entertain a motion to add 

Presidential Search Committee to Discussion Topics.” 

 Legislator Fox said, “So moved.” 

 Seconded by Legislator Kubinski  

 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to discussion  

 There was no discussion  

 Show of Hands Vote  

 The motion was passed  

 Presidential Search Committee was added as a Discussion Topic 

 

 Legislator Mabrouk motioned “to change the spelling of Anushree’s name 

under the Diversity and Inclusion Committee [So that it’s spelt 

correctly].” 

 Seconded by Legislator Fox 

 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to discussion  

 There was no discussion  

 Show of Hands Vote  

 The motion passed 

VIII. New Business 

A.        C.R. 17-02 Sign Language Credit Resolution, Ryan Fox  

 Legislator Fox said that one of the main drives behind this resolution is 

that several American Sign Language students approached him about the 

fact that sign language doesn’t count towards foreign language credits 

university-wide, because it is acknowledged as foreign language credits 

by the Honors College. This resolution states that the Student Congress 

supports having all departments of the university recognize American 

Sign Language as counting towards foreign language credits.   

 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to questions  

 Legislator Kubinski inquired as to why and how the Honors College 

acknowledges American Sign Language as second language credits, but 

not the entire university.  

 Legislator Fox replied to Legislator Kubinski, saying that he’s not 

sure of the administrative means that took place in which allows 

the Honors College to count American Sign Language as second 

language credits.  



 Ms. Polsinelli said that American Sign Language can count as foreign 

language credits, but only if one takes the two beginning course (114 and 

115), as well as ALS 176, but one must pay more for this course.  

 President Thomas said that those three courses contrast to the one course 

that one needs to fulfil for a normal foreign language requirement.  

 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to further discussion  

 There was no further discussion  

 

 Vice President Engnell said, “I would like to entertain a motion to 

combine the committee member numbers under Section B, C, and E.” 

 Legislator Kubinski said, “So moved.” 

 Seconded by Legislator Rourke  

 Vice President Engnell said, “The discussion at hand is to combine the 

names under B, C, and E, so that each of them is one vote, rather than nine 

separate votes.” 

 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to discussion  

 There was no discussion on the motion  

 Show of Hands Vote  

 The motion was passed  

B. Approval of Scholarship Committee, Erin Rourke  

 1.  Margaret Merogi, Ryan Fox, Victoria Goldwater, Austin Church, and 

Luna Nasry  

 Legislator Rourke said that she thinks all of these individuals are great 

and she would like to have them on her committee. 

 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to discussion  

 There was no discussion  

 Show of Hands Vote  

 The individuals were approved as members of the Scholarship 

Committee 

C.  Approval of Environmental Health and Wellness Committee, Lena Mishack  

 1.  Brittany Kleinschmidt and Helen Thompson  

 Ms. Mishack said that Legislator Kleinschmidt and Legislator 

Thompson both have great initiatives that are related to the 

Environmental, Health and Wellness Committee and she would love to 

have them on her committee.  

 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to discussion  

 There was no Discussion  

 Show of Hands Vote  

 The individuals were approved as members of the Environmental, 

Health, and Wellness Committee   

D. Approval of Legislative Affairs Committee, Sophia Polsinelli 

 1. Erin Rourke  

 Ms. Polsinelli said that Legislator Rourke was a great help to her 

during her voter registration efforts and she would really like to have 

her on her committee. 



 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to discussion 

 There was no discussion  

 Show of Hands Vote  

 Erin Rourke was approved as a member of the Legislative Affairs 

Committee  

E. Diversity and Inclusion Committee, Ahmed Naseem  

 1. Arth Patel, Maaz Chaudhry, and Anushree Jagtap 

 Mr. Naseem was unable to be present, so Legislator Mabrouk spoke on 

his behalf  

 Legislator Mabrouk said that these individuals are really good 

students, as well as very creative. She believes that they would make a 

great addition to Mr. Naseem’s committee. 

 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to discussion  

 Mr. Queen said, “I just want to say that I’ve known Anushree for an 

obnoxious amount of time and that she is great and smarter than me, 

which is not common for me to say, because I am the smartest person 

in the world, but she’s really smart and you should add her.” 

 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to discussion  

 There was no further Discussion 

 Show of Hands Vote  

 The individuals were approved as members of the Diversity and 

Inclusion Committee  

IX. Discussion Topics  

A. Presidential Search Committee 

 President Thomas conducted an informal vote of all of those in favor of 

there being no student representation and vote on the Presidential Search 

Committee: 

 No hands were raised  

 No one is in favor there being no student vote on the Presidential 

Search Committee  

 President Thomas continued onward to say that he thinks not having a 

student representative, with a vote, on the Presidential Search Committee 

isn’t appropriate or fair. The students are the primary stakeholders of any 

university, providing about 82% of the university’s revenue. He continued 

onward to say, “And we’re not allotted a voice on our primary 

representative? That’s ridiculous. Administration benefits from a positive 

working relationship with their central student government, aka, that’s us. 

They benefit from that. We’re willing to provide that, too. That’s what this 

administration is willing to provide, but we’re not willing to provide that if 

they’re going to exclude us from the voting process for our primary 

representative, being the primary stakeholders.” He said that as a Student 

Congress will work to petition against this decision, as well as discuss this 

decision with our Faculty Union to ensure that both student and faculty 

voices are being represented on the committee.  



 Legislator Kubinski said, “I also find this absolutely ridiculous. I’ve been 

at this university for five years, my parents paid their tuition, I have put a 

lot of money into this university and to find out that my voice is not being 

represented, or at least not authentically being heard on this Presidential 

Search Committee, is absolutely ridiculous.” She continued onward to say 

that within the past year we’ve had a tuition raise, the COO position, and 

the $150,000 Florida Retreat, and this is “another strike in another series 

of administrators not listening to us directly and I think that this is one of 

the most important things to have our voices [heard on].” Legislator Fox 

and she will be working on a resolution to showcase how upset we are 

about the decision of not having a voting student representative on the 

Presidential Search Committee. Additionally, she thinks that we should 

use our surveymonkey account to showcase how many students are 

absolutely infuriated by this decision.    

  Legislator Fox said, “I think last year demonstrated that there are wounds 

that need to be healed. We’ve had our administration make a lot of 

decisions without student input that have ruined their reputation amongst 

the student body, and have really shown that they seem to have complete 

and utter disregard for student opinions of any form, yet alone some of the 

most vital decisions that this university will do for years. Condensing a 

committee size, when that committee will be deciding one of the key 

leaders of the university for perhaps decades, makes no sense. And 

essentially, a political ploy in order to minimize student representation on 

campus. As I said before, there are wounds that needed to be healed that 

still need to be healed and the university and the administration does not 

seem to care and I say this is less of a political decision and more of an 

insult.” 

 President Thomas said, “We should be mad at the Board of Trustees, or 

Chairman DeVore, specifically, because I don’t know how much President 

Hynd or his administration has to do with this. Now, the administration 

has representation, of course, and they can definitely help us in this.” He 

continued onward to say that our anger should be directed towards the 

Board of Trustees because they created this committee and will be 

appointing its members.  

 Legislator Seeger said that he’s not going to attempt to guess what their 

reasoning was for not wanting to allow a student on the committee. He 

continued onward to say that “maybe they think that we’re not at a 

professional or [as] high [of a] level as the [individuals] that will be 

allowed to be on the search committee will be, assuming that they might 

have decades of experience.” 

 Legislator Rourke said that regardless of experience, she still thinks that 

the students need to be represented on this Presidential Search Committee. 

 Mr. Queen said, “Just to agree with what Legislator Rourke just said, I 

may not be the most experienced when it comes to our United States 

political system, but denying me my right to vote for our president 

because I’m inexperienced is not a valid reason.” 



 Legislator Kubinski said, “I respectfully disagree mostly because I pay 

tuition at this university, I have had five years of experience on this 

Student Congress, and even if I’m the most inexperienced person in the 

entire world, freshman just walking off the street, I still deserve a vote and 

a voice on this.” She continued onward to say that even freshmen should 

have a voice in this decision because they will be spending at least, 

perhaps more, than four years at the university and the next president will 

influence their experience at the university. She finished with, “if we have 

an equal voice in electing our United States President, then why wouldn’t 

we have a vote and a voice right now?” 

 President Thomas said that he agrees with the logic than lack of 

experience isn’t a valid reason to deny someone a vote, but he also thinks 

that it’s a misnomer to say that students are inexperienced. The average 

student spends five years at the university and gains an exceptional 

amount of experience. He continued onward to say, “Legislator Fox and 

myself, we both study Public Administration and Public Policy, which is 

public sector management. A lot of the administrators here don’t have 

that, a lot of the board members don’t even have that. So, to say that we 

are not qualified or somehow not experienced for the university that we 

exist in and I think that’s a misnomer. I think that a lot of us are very 

experienced.” 

 Vice President Engnell said that we shouldn’t judge the Board of Trustee’s 

reasons at this point in time because we don’t understand why they made 

their decision. However, we can speak ill of the decision itself. “For 

whatever reason it was made, it is infringing on the inherent principles of 

democracy and civil representation that our country is founded upon and 

essentially makes our education system an oligarchy, in which the most 

powerful and those in charge are able to decide who, how, and when our 

leadership is structured and decided upon.” He continued onward to 

mention that there are over 20,000 student voices on campus and to 

choose eight nonstudents to choose the next president, partly because of 

scheduling reasons, “is the one time when administration efficiency should 

not be the main reason that you get rid of another opinion.”    

 President Thomas said that in this upcoming week we’ll be pushing for the 

student voice on the Presidential Search Committee through various 

means, perhaps a petition and other efforts along those lines.  

 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to further discussion  

 There was no further discussion  

X. Legislative Updates 

A. Greek Council Representative, Vicki Harris 

 Legislator Harris said that on Thursday, October 27th, 2016, Theta Chi is 

having a charity soccer game at the upper fields at 9:15pm and that all of 

the proceeds will go to A Mother’s Wish Charity.  

B. Resident Hall Association Representative, Blake Walton  

 Legislator Walton said that there is a Chartwells Committee that is 

currently looking for members, if anyone is interested. They host 



Chartwells Chats in the Oakview Hall lobby on Thursdays at 7:00pm, so he 

encouraged everyone to come to these meetings and express any concerns 

that they may have with Chartwells. Additionally, on Friday, October 28th, 

there is going to be a Zombie Walk starting at Hamlin Circle to the 

Meadow Brook Mansion, starting at 7:00pm. There will be free cider, 

donuts, and s’mores and the first 100 guests will receive a free long-sleeved 

shirt.  

C. Updates related to Legislative Projects and Initiatives  

 There were no updates  

D. Questions related to Legislative Reports  

 Legislator Fox inquired at to what kind of power the Chartwells  

 Committee has—if they’re a suggestion making body or a body that has 

influence on changing Chartwells. 

 Legislator Walton replied to Legislator Fox, saying that they look 

for suggestions, but a Chartwells representative attends these 

Chartwells Chats and takes notes. Therefore, we’re seeing things be 

changed within weeks, or sometimes within a few days.  

 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to further questions 

 There were no further questions  

XI. Executive Reports 

A. Student Body President, Zack Thomas 

 President Thomas said that within the past week Vice President Engnell 

and him started analyzing the results of the parking survey. Additionally, 

he is speaking with other student governments around campus, such as the 

student government in athletics, in order to explore different ways to 

integrate them into Student Congress, along with graduate students. He 

continued onward to say that Vice President Engnell and he are meeting 

with President Hynd and Vice President McIntosh tomorrow. Furthermore, 

he’s going to reach out to the Board of Trustees and try to influence them 

to add a voting student member on the Presidential Search Committee. 

We’ll continue pushing absentee ballots and general voter information, as 

well, under the leadership of Ms. Polsinelli.   

B. Student Vice President, Anders Engnell  

 Vice President Engnell said that 1,130 individuals responded to the parking 

survey: 158 freshmen, 227 sophomores, 333 juniors, 198 seniors, 102 super 

seniors, over 100 graduate students, and 10 staff members. We will most 

likely try to send this parking survey to more staff members, as an effort to 

get a broader spectrum of staff responses on the issues. However, a little 

more than 5% of the population responded to the survey, which provides a 

fairly accurate representation of the student opinion. There were two 

different response groups: 400 residents and 730 commuters.  

 Residents: They were allowed to give a 1 to 10 point response on how 

parking worked for them and this question received some variation in 

responses; these responses were lower than the value reported by 

commuters. Furthermore, a majority of residents are in favor of using an 

optimized Bear Bus shuttle system. As for paid parking, 16% of 



respondents were in favor of university-wide paid parking, 35% were in 

favor of having paid parking only for specific lots, 19% of respondents 

were unsure, and 28% of respondents were not in favor of paid parking. 

Thus, in general, a vast majority of resident students were not in favor of 

paid parking, which is information that will be relayed to the 

administration. When it came to how much a permit should cost, most 

believed that $50 was a fair price, but there were quite a few that believed 

that parking on campus should remain to be free. Moreover, students were 

not in favor of implementing a program that would prevent freshmen 

resident students from having a car on campus.  

 Commuters: For commuter students, they were not as interested in a Bear 

Bus shuttle system. In regards to paid parking, 38% of respondents were 

against it, 12% of respondents were for paid parking, 27% of respondents 

were in favor of paid parking only for a few specialized lots, and 21% of 

respondents were unsure about the matter. So, for commuter students, a 

majority of students are not in favor of paid parking. Furthermore, 52% of 

commuters felt that parking should be free and there were also quite a few 

who felt that a parking permit should cost $50. Also, only 25% of 

commuters carpool to the university, and even so, this is on an irregular 

basis, which tells us that there is a great deal of potential for a successful 

carpooling program on campus. However, 57% of commuters also 

indicated that a carpooling program is something that they would not be 

interested in having, so we would have to be careful about implementing a 

program that wouldn’t be effectively utilized. He is going to be meeting in 

November with COO Kunselman and Chief Gordon regarding the results 

of the survey, as well as publically post around the same time.  

 Vice President Engnell continued onward to say that the Campus Life 

Masterplan Task Force has its first meeting tomorrow for improving 

campus life. Finally, on November 8th, Ms. Hock and he have a meeting to 

discuss changing the spring break from February to after the 8th academic 

week of the winter semester, which would be in March. 

C. OUSC Advisor, Stephanie Jurva 

 Advisor Jurva said that the parking survey will be discussed in a weekly 

newsletter that is distributed to staff, so hopefully this will increase staff 

participation to the parking survey.    

D. Updates related to E-board Projects and Initiatives  

 Mr. Queen said that he just finished the first submission cycle for Grizz 

Art. He received 15-16 pieces and about 10-11 will be displayed in Kresge 

Library, which will be hung up on Wednesday. Furthermore, he traced the 

Grizz head on the canvas, so students are now able to place a colorful dot 

within the Grizz head for our community art project. Additionally, the 

website is all up-to-date and the infographic for the Student Health 

Campaign is finished and will be displayed soon.  

 Ms. Goldwater said that we now have a Snapchat, OUSCofficial. She is 

going to be holding Snapchat contests to help promote the new social 

media account.   



E. Questions related to Executive Reports  

 There was brief discussion as to when Vice President Engnell will vote, 

since he has a meeting on November 8th  

 Vice President Engnell opened the floor to further questions   

 There were no further questions  

XII. Comments from the Gallery 

A. There were no Comments from the Gallery  

XIII. Announcements 

 Legislator Seeger said that tomorrow night History Club is having an event 

in the Banquet Rooms about presidential elections throughout the past.  

 President Thomas said that he is available after the meeting if anyone has 

any questions or would like to discuss anything further.  

XIV. Adjournment 

A. The meeting was adjourned at 5:05pm 


