
Meeting begins at 8:27pm 
 
 
(Misaki enters the room at 8:31pm) 
 
 

•   Explains the story of what happened, about the meeting made over the first vote and how 
it was unconstitutional.  

•   Mentions how the screenshot was sent of the 18th, when even the original date one was 
allowed to start campaigning on the 19th, and how the discussion with Evan Jones was 
considered “publicizing” their campaign.  (wording in statement from campaigner, urging 
for vote) 

•   Questions the subjectivity of the first hearing’s ruling, and how the impact of 
discussions(screenshots) can’t be totally measured. But mentions that any impact can 
influence the results of the elections. Biggest complaint, especially with who Evan is and 
how big of an impact he has around the community.  

•   April 2nd, Misaki got information of the screenshot. (Evan didn’t know about any of the 
SGA rules)  

•   Power of the election board when it comes to repercussions if violations occur, how 
much power do they have? 

 
 
(Misaki leaves the room at 8:41pm) 
 
 
Campaigning date was changed from March 19th(Monday) to April 2nd(Monday 2 weeks after) 
 
 
Determine the reasons for 5-campaign suspension and 100-vote deduction  
 
 
(Election board comes in 8:45pm, 4 members) 
 
 

•   The screenshot was received during election week by the election board. 
•   The first meeting ruled that there was possibly a violation, but claims that there wasn’t 

substantial enough evidence to rule a violation, the election board only had Misaki 
testimony and the screenshot. They could only see that a total of 3 people were affected 
by the evidence presented.  

•   Lack of evidence was partly due how no one could get ahold of Evan.  
•   Violations from election board on the campaigns were based on time(?).Due to a lack of 

time during campaign week(1 hour before the Misaki case,  they could not justify a limit 
of campaign hours. The Dom group was given 5 hours of non-campaigning because their 
issues came earlier in the campaign week.) 

 
(Election board members leave 8:55pm) 



 
 
(Evan enters the room at 8:58pm) 
 
 

•   Poetic Justice president, orginization has 50-100 members 
•   Got the message from Dominique March 18th, when campaigning was originally 

supposed to start March 19th. Was changed to 2 weeks later 
•   Says he(Evan) didn’t speak about the campaign with anyone before the moved-back 

election date  
•   Evan says the his organization would not have been influenced by the early-campaigning.  
•   Was not aware of any SGA rules, especially in particular with the campaigning rules.  
•   Only communication about campaign information was during campaign week. Evan 

didn’t vote during elections 
 
 
(Evan leaves at 9:08pm)  
 
 
(Dominique comes into the room at 9:12pm) 
 
 

•   Running for SGA vice president. current president of BSU, who is in charge of poetic 
justice(Evan). 

•   Under the impression that campaigning started March 19th, thought that the message that 
she sent to Evan was following Election Board instructions over campaign language. 
(New evidence: “Election Questions from Candidates”)  

•   Says that her message to Evan was not meant to be interpreted as “could yall vote for us”, 
but she  meant it as “can yall help campaign for us”.   

•   Says that she contacted Evan because she saw the organization(Poetic Justice) as a 
creative group who is good with images, and knew that the size of the organization was 
not the main reason for her(Dom) reaching out to Evan. Reached out for their campaign 
help, not for the smaller organization to vote for her.   

•    
 

(Dominique leaves at 9:22pm) 
 
 
The Supreme Court, in wake of the previous Election Board meetings, recognizes that the 
violations were reasonable but that the punishments/sanctions were not enough.  
 
SGA advisor: Christa Coffey  
Supreme Court:      Hope Hernandez   
Courtney Sanchez       Michaela Wright 
Chris Schufford      Rex Eastepp  
Haley Barnes        Taylor Santori  


