The Campaign Violation Case & Rationale
Joanna Faith Williams V. Clayton.Hinton
Docket Number: E 051-0001
Presiding: Chairman Walt Grayson
Hearing Date: Monday March 18th, 2018
Hearing Time: 8:20 pm
Hearing Location: App Hall Room 085
1. Complainant Name Joanna Faith Williams (Recused self as a member of the E Court for the
Duration of this case).
2. The Date and Time the Complaint was Filed: 12:00pm; March 19, 2018
3. The Name of the Campaign that violated the rule(s): Clayton. Hinton
4. Cite Elections (Bylaws) that have allegedly violated (please list each Bylaw violated separately).
Please list using Article and Section Numbers of the Bylaws:
 Article III, Section X, Number 1, Correspondence and Communication IV: "Campaign
Staff and Candidates are prohibited to speaking to an Elections Court Member at any time during
an election. Candidates and staff may contact the Elections Court Chair to inquire about
Elections related concerns, practices, policies, and cases."
 Article III, Section X, Number 1, Candidates and Campaign Staff VI states: "Candidates
and Campaign staff shall comply with all Student Government Governing Documents, University
Policy, the Code of Student Conduct, and Local, State, and Federal Law."
5. Explain the alleged offense:
At approximately 9:13am on March 19th, Anderson Clayton chose to contact myself, an Elections
Court Member, via Facebook. Exhibit A shows the post in question, where I was inappropriately
tagged, marked with the red oval. Anderson has had many opportunities to be made aware that I
am an Elections Court official. From being nominated, approved, and watching me take the oath,
all in senate meetings which she is present in, to watching me re-announce to Leadership
Educators that I am taking on this role again, which Anderson Clayton is also present in as well;
there have been numerous occasions in which she has been made aware of my role.
When tagged in a post, Facebook shares the post with those that are tagged, as well as the
friends of those who have been tagged, as shown in Exhibit B. At the time of writing this, I
currently have 3,044 friends on Facebook. Therefore, this post has the potential to reach 3,044
other people, who may then believe that I support the Clayton.Hinton campaign since I have now
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been associated with it. As an Elections Court official, I am to remain as unbiased as possible and
not support any ticket that has declared their candidacy. This post has inaccurately represented
me. Because of my involvement on campus with my level of visibility and potential influence, this
may also have an impact on the way that some students decide to vote.
By tagging me in a post, it directs my attention to it and communicates her message to me,
therefore violating Article III, Section X, Number 1, Correspondence and Communication IV. By
violating this statute, Anderson Clayton did not comply with the Elections Bylaws, which is a
highly regarded Student Government Governing Document, therefore also violating Article III,
Section X, Number 1, Candidates and Campaign Staff VI.
6. Witnesses: Photo Evidence Submitted
7. Counsel (According to the Elections Bylaws you may appoint a student, community member, etc.
to argue on your behalf during the hearing. You must be present during all hearings regardless of
appointed counsel):
Respondent – Amanda Lago and Andrew Strahan
Complainant – No counsel appointed
Form verified by Travis O’Shell on 3/19 at 12:21pm
Exhibits A and B attached below.

Rationale: Joanna Faith Williams V. Clayton. Hinton No. 051-0001
Determination of Responsibility: In Violation
The Clayton Hinton Campaign was accused by Joanna Williams of violating Article III, Section X, Number 1,
Correspondence and Communication IV and Article III, Section X, Number 1, Candidates and Campaign
Staff VI.
The Clayton Hinton Campaign was asked to state if they were responsible or not responsible for violating
these bylaws and they specified that they were responsible for a violation of Article III, Section X, Number
1, Correspondence and Communication IV and a violation of Article III, Section X, Number 1, Candidates
and Campaign Staff VI.
Both the complainant and respondent were provided open statements, questioning, and closing
statements. Since the Clayton Hinton Campaign took responsibility for the violations, the sanctioning
hearing immediately commenced.
Sanctioning Determination:
Article III, Section X, Number 1, Correspondence and Communication IV. Campaign Staff and Candidates
are prohibited to speaking to an Elections Court Member at any time during an election. Candidates and
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staff may contact the Elections Court Chair to inquire about Elections related concerns, practices, policies,
and cases.
Rationale: The Court determined that the respondent has extensive experience in campaigning and based
on the Court’s responsibility to consider prior precedent during sanctioning they took into account
Clayton Lee v. Wiley Sullivan Case 1. In this case the Clayton Lee campaign previously argued in favor of
sanctions regarding this specific statutes (speaking to E Court Members), which affirmed for the Court
that Candidate Clayton was familiar with this statute. Further Candidate Clayton attended the Policies and
Procedures meeting where this statute was read aloud. The Court appreciated the Clayton Hinton
Campaigns argument that the intent was of negligence rather than malice, however the Court holds that
it is important to weigh the impact of the action as well.
Based on testimony from the respondent and complainant, the Court determined that Joanna Williams
social media presence, coupled with the importance of the first day of voting were aggravating factors in
the impact of this action. The sharing of this post on the complainants Facebook page - which has
thousands of student followers - without her consent, even if done by mistake, gave the complaint as
considerable vote advantage over other campaigns.
The court believes it is important to note that the respondent failed to provide an answer regarding
whether or not the Elections Board was aware of this post prior to it being posted. This lack of
information did not however influence the sanctioning outcome.
The Court holds that based on prior precedent, the first day of voting is the one of the most significant
days for active campaigning. The Court determined that since the violation took place roughly from 9 am
to 3 pm on the first day of voting, that a sanction should appropriately correlate to the action.
The Court believes that due to due to the aggravating factors in the case, the public may have indirectly
received or interpreted the tagged post to translate to a lack of impartiality on the part of the Court. The
ethical integrity of the Court is critically important to the election and the Court heavily considered this as
an impact on the potential functioning of SGA as prescribed in the Elections Bylaws sanctioning
guidelines.
The Court has determined the following sanction is appropriate for the Clayton Hinton Campaign based on
the aforementioned rationale: A suspension of all active campaigning take place on Wednesday March
21st 2018 from 9 am to 9 pm.
The Court considered the timing of a Tuesday and Thursday sanction and determined that Tuesday would
be too soon following the hearing and Thursday would be too late in the campaign cycle.
For future cases involving contact between elections court members, campaigns and their staff: Any and
all communication or contact with elections court members from campaigns constitutes “speech”, unless
it involves academic, organizational, and work related purposes.
For administrative purposes: A suspension of active campaigning means that a campaign may in no way
solicit a vote, share the voting link, operate any active campaign venues such as contact tables, club
meeting presentations, and more. All active campaign material such as banners, posters, flyers and more
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may not be distributed and must be taken down for this period of campaigning. This also includes
campaign Facebook pages and websites. Candidates may not participate in any activities that fall within
the guidelines of active campaigning – soliciting a vote. E-Board members are statutorily required to
ensure that this sanction is carried out ethically and entirely.
Article III, Section X, Number 1, Candidates and Campaign Staff VI. Candidates and Campaign staff shall
comply with all Student Government Governing Documents, University Policy, the Code of Student
Conduct, and Local, State, and Federal Law.
Rationale: The Court did not issue a sanction for this violation.
Photo Evidence Attached Below:
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Exhibit B.
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