Spring 2021 General Elections Report
SGA Election Commissioner: Joy Nath

Election Commission Staff: Issac Kabrick, Beau Lauffer, Ashley Marshall

Election Results
Winner(s) identified in bold

Campus Activities Council Chair

Total Votes: 321

Choice Votes Percentage
Kobe Chen 304 94.7%
Abstain 17 5.3%

t nt Bar A iation President

Total Votes: 18

Choice Votes Percentage
Tyler Self 17 94.4%
Abstain 1 5.6%

Representative Elections

Communication District

Total Votes: 22

Choice Votes Percentage
Dana Searles 22 50%

Kendall Few 22 50%



Engineering District

Total Votes: 33

Choice
Edita Pipic

Abstain

Finance and Accounting District

Total Votes: 23

Choice
Beckett Myers
Brady Mandrell

Kyle Morse

Humanities District

Total Votes: 10

Choice
Jack Dexter

Abstain

Physical Sciences District

Total Votes: 11

Choice
Hanna Kevric

Halle McMullen

Votes

32

Votes
18
15

13

Votes

10

Votes
11

11

Percentage
96.96%
3.03%

Percentage
39.13%
32.6%

28.26%

Percentage
100%
0%

Percentage
50%

50%



NOTE: No winner was identified as the vote minimum was not met, as stipulated by the

Code Annotated (Code Annotated § Title VI, Chapter 1, Section 7)

Social Sciences District

Total Votes: 29

Choice Votes Percentage
Eileah Hale 17 29.31%
Becca Yanez 16 27.58%
Rachel Koch 9 15.51%
Faith Patton 8 13.79%
Gunner Janes 8 13.79%

University College District

Total Votes: 75

Choice Votes Percentage
Ryan Barnett 68 18.13%
Emiliano Perez 66 17.6%
Robel Tesfaselassie 66 17.6%
Bailey Trautmen 63 16.8%
Luke Kirk 57 15.2%

Samuel Antipov 55 14.66%



Election Grievances
There were zero Election grievances filed during this period. All procedures were conducted

in accordance with the Code Annotated § Title VI.

Election Irregularities

1) No winner was identified in the Physical Sciences District due to the fact that the
Code Annotated requires that in an uncontested election, the candidates get at least
50% of the votes polled in the most recent elections. (Code Annotated § Title VI,
Chapter 1, Section 7) That number comes out to be 25 for this district, but the
candidates only received 11 votes, thus falling short of this stipulation.

a) The candidates were made aware in the Candidate Information meeting about
the vote minimums, and were also sent the numbers as an attachment in a

follow-up email.



