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Respondents

Respondents’ Brief of Arguments
Standard of Review:

We do not argue with this standard. De novo standards require that the lower “court” is
reviewed fully, including their finding of fact. This is the implicit stance of the Court of Appeals as
written. Seeing the de novo standards are usually applied in appellate settings it makes sense to
continue that trend, but not for the reasons stated. We are a not a federal system, judicial or
otherwise. We, and | use that term to encompass all things related to Student Senate, are a student
governance system and nothing more. To clarify fully, we do not need to hold hearings for those that
were dismissed. We hold the power, explicitly, to determine whether or not students are classified as
eligible or not completely separate from out powers as an arbiter.

The statement from the Petitioners that this “review was a ‘radically inconsistent



interpretation of the Student Senate rules” and the Commission did not follow historical precedent is
false. In Appendix A there is a letter from a former member of the Elections Commission that details
how in the general election of Spring 2014 a random sampling was taken from each candidate form
and if there were issues then deeper investigation would be warranted. While the letter also states
that it was “highly unlikely that any individual candidate would not have enough valid signatures to
be eligible for the election” it was also stated that, “Most of the signature sheets that we received had
plenty of extra signatures”. In Appendix B there are candidacy declarations in which all signatures
were checked for validity. In the context of the election this cycle (Spring 2017) the average number
of signatures that were written on the sheet was, 28. Three above the absolute baseline of eligibility.
Furthermore, the letter also states how Mr. Pacey was Acting Commission Chair for the Freshman
Elections and when he checked those forms found that many contained the bare minimum for
eligibility, he ran them all personally, and found that enough people were ineligible to where only
the seats available remained. The important thing to note here is that this decision was appealed to
the Court of Appeals and the decision of Mr. Pacey to perform such an action was upheld.

To clarify, and it will be reiterated throughout this brief, all students that were found to be
ineligible had the opportunity to speak with, or meet Dr. Tuttle who had the private student
information.

Arguments:

Unreasonable Decision:

First to clarify the difference between Michelle Kokes and the remainder of the candidates |
would like to say that this situation was categorically different than the other individuals in question.
All of the documents were turned in and | looked them over to make sure they met the basic

requirements. I made sure that they had a Dean’s Stamp, filled out the form correctly, and that they



had at least 25 written signatures, assuming at the moment that they were all valid. At this time |
then took the IDs from the sheet and put them into an Excel spreadsheet which was sent to Dr. Tuttle
to be examined by the Registar’s Office. Dr. Tuttle then spent her time, outside of work, running and
checking, then rechecking all of the signatures that were found. She then sorted them by coalition
and whether or not they had enough signatures to be considered valid.

| think it is also important to note that prior to the deadline listed on the website, we had
received many forms that were missing signatures, declaration of candidacy forms, or the Dean’s
Stamp. Harrison took the time to contact those individuals and tell them that at that moment in time
that they were missing these documents and that they needed to turn them in by the appropriate
deadline. This shows that the Commission is dedicated to making sure that people are eligible to run,
as long as they follow the regulations outlined and submit the correct documents by the time it is
due.

In response to the claim the Petitioners make that if we had notified all invalidated candidates
in a timely manner then they would be able to file as independents: Even if we were simply spot
checking the ID numbers we still would not have had the time to turn around all of the documents
that we had. No member of the Commission has access to the system that can check enroliment data.
The normal individual who runs the spot check was not able to serve in that same position this year
and so we had to search elsewhere. It was at this point we floated the idea to Dr. Tuttle, our adviser
and she agreed that it would be a good idea. If the numbers were spot-checked it would still require
pulling each person up and checking the qualifications of each signature that was spot-checked. This
would have to be worked into Dr. Tuttle’s schedule which is understandably busy considering her
position in Student Affairs.

Candidates should operate under the assumption that all the documents will be checked



thoroughly. This is why the form specifically says that the bottom that it is suggested that more than
the required number of signatures be found, just in case some are found to be invalid.

The Petitioners seem to make a suggestion that because a few individuals were found to be
valid after originally being told that they were invalid that the Commission is incompetent is a
stretch of reality as well as barely veiled attack on the competency of the individuals the Senate
trusted to make decisions revolving around Elections. Furthermore, the fact that a few candidates
have been revalidated does not suggest the Commission is incompetent at their jobs, and frankly it is
offensive to suggest otherwise. We have done the work needed and we apologize that in the middle
of sorting over 2500 signatures that occasionally an individual gets sorted into the wrong pile or
something is read incorrectly.

Due Process:

To reiterate, for the record, that the Commission found these students to be ineligible to be
candidates. They were not disqualified or removed from the ballot. They were never on the ballot
until the Court of Appeals granted their injunction. The Petitioners never give any proof that shows
that the Commission is wrong. Instead they make an attempt to equate a law student that falsified an
application to get into law school to candidates in a student senate election. Considering that these
two are hardly equitable and that the remedies that the Petitioners are suggesting makes it clear to
remove the individual that falsified their document it is unclear as to why they made the statement
that they did. I would also argue that students that wish to be candidates do not have a “claim of
entitlement” to their status. There are regulations that govern their status and if they do not follow
them they lose said status.

Students that wish to be candidates do not have significant property interests in their

continued candidacies. In Board of Regents of State Colleges v. Roth (408 U.S. 564 (more) 92 S. Ct.



2701; 33 L. Ed. 2d 548; 1972 U.S. LEXIS 131; 1 L.LE.R. Cas. (BNA) 23) it was found that Roth did
not have a property rights because the contract that was signed specifically for that position was for
the time of one year. Because this was the expectation there was not rights that were explicit in the
continuation of said job. In regards to the matter at hand, the idea that if you wish to become an
eligible candidate in the general election you have to gather 25 signatures counts as a unwritten
contract between the governing body (The Commission) and the individual in question (potential
candidate). This was a clearly defined expectation of the Commission that all individuals interested
in running must follow the rules. Through this argument the idea that students have due process
rights because of a significant property interest is null.

The Commission also gave notice to potential candidates through contact with the Election
Commission Liaisons. The information of those who were considered valid candidates was given to
the Election Commission Liaisons of each coalition, with the exception of the coalition with no
Senatorial Slate. It was expected that the information would be disseminated by those individuals,
who serve as an intermediary between the Commission and the coalitions. Everyone was made
aware of the fact that any and all decisions of the EC can be appealed by the Court of Appeals
through the information sessions, and through any email/in person interaction in which a decision
was reached. If the students asked for the reasoning we gave it to them. Within the Student Code of
Rights and Responsibilities Due Process is not outlined at all. We operate just as past Commissions
have in the sense that when we make a decision we do not contact every single person to explain the
whole process to them. Only in circumstances where there was a violation is the evidence explained
and the opportunity to present their arguments given. Since the Commission has the ability to
determine individuals ineligible without a hearing we do not have to follow that same process.

In Mathews v. Eldridge, 425 U.S. 319, 96 S.Ct. 893, 47 L.Ed.2d 18 (1976) a three-pronged test was



created in which to determine whether or not due process has indeed been violated. The prongs of
this test are as follows:

1) The importance of the issue at stake

2) The risk of an erroneous deprivation of the interest because of the procedures used, and the

probable value of additional procedural safeguards;

3) The government’s interest.

1) To determine the importance of the issue at stake is incredibly subjective. The original
decision of the court rested on SS benefits and the courts found that to be a substantial private
interest, however, later courts have said that it is up the Courts to decide on the relative merits at
stake. | would urge the Court to think holistically about the candidates that were found to ineligible
and whether or not they had a powerful, vested interest in becoming Student Senate members.
Seeing that no evidence was submitted with the Brief of Arguments that is written testimony from
the ineligible candidates that becoming a member of student senate was a goal or aspiration of theirs
it should be suggested that while they may be upset about the fact they cannot get involved it was
not a traumatic event that would trigger this prong.

2) While the Petitioners are correct in stating that there have been errors made in the process
overwhelmingly there have been few issues in the process. Of the original 47 individuals only 4
individuals have been placed back on the ballot due to an issue. One such individual was because the
extra signature that was submitted was on a scrap of paper approximately 2 inches by 2 inches and
got caught on a paperclip on the back of a stack of papers. So in reality only 3 individuals have been
added back onto the ballot which is an error rate of 6% which for the second time in recent history
that such a process has been applied by the Commission is excellent. Within this system there was

also the ability for all students to ask for clarification on their documents. The Commission retained



possession of the paper documents with the signatures and a spreadsheet that listed all the numbers
of gathered signatures, how many were considered invalid, and then the number of eligible
signatures they had. If the student requested more information than that they had the opportunity to
contact Dr. Tuttle and either schedule a meeting or have an email correspondence. We actually
reduced the risk of “erroneous deprivation” by ensuring that this process was fair and equal for all
individuals. The issue with spot-checking is that perhaps not all individuals will receive the same
number of spot checks, especially if the Commission knows the individual and perhaps wishes to
make it easier for that individual to become a Senator. The system that we used was an impersonal
program that simply ran the numbers and spat back the information on the student. Dr. Tuttle served
as a further check on bias by serving as the intermediary between this information and the Elections
Commission. This shows that the students had several methods in which to address their grievances,
and many did.

3) The final prong of this test is the interest of the government. In the Matthews ruling it was
found that the courts gave, “substantial weight to the good-faith judgments” of those in charge of the
administration of actions. All of the judgments the Commission made in regards to the signatures
and the process in which they were checked were done in good faith. It is not the position of the
Commission to simply eliminate individuals with no reason, it is the job of the Commission to
enforce the rules.

Remedies:
The Commission does not fully support any of the remedies offered by the Petitioners and
instead suggest:

1) The appeal be dismissed in its entirety and the decision of the Elections Commission be

upheld, as it has been in the past.



However, in the interest of showing a good-faith effort to the work of the Petitioners the
Commission will say that should the Court side with them that options 2 or 3 would be seen as
the most acceptable. Option 1 would unfairly disadvantage the fourth coalition that will not have
the opportunity to place members of its slate back on the ballot. Also, the number of slated
individuals is not equal between the three remaining coalitions and the coalition that receive the
least number of slated spots back proportionally could claim distortion in the results of the
election and suggest that they have been unfairly treated. Option 2 would be the least concern to
the results as it would be all individuals simply running as independents and no one coalition
would gain any unfair advantage over the other by suddenly having far more people to help table
or to reach out to others. Option 3 is similar to the action that attempted in Student Senate, and if
you were to follow the text of the bill that ultimately failed it would only allow for those students
that had 5 or less missing signatures to be placed back on the ballot. It would not allow for
student that were missing forms, had failed the quiz, or completed actions unbecoming of a
future senator i.e. Forgery.

Respectfully submitted,

Is/

Harrison Baker
Compliance Chair

Garrett Farlow
Chair
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April 11", 2017

Student Senate Court of Appeals
University of Kansas

1301 Jayhawk Blvd., Room 410
Lawrence, KS 66045

Dear Court of Appeals,

After hearing about the current situation facing the Elections Commission and Court of Appeals
today | felt that my unique and extensive experience in University of Kansas Student Senate
Elections might be of value to these proceedings. | was involved in the elections process for
several years, starting with the spring election of 2004 through the spring election of 2015 | was
involved in every general election and several of the freshman and special elections. | have
served in campaigns as an un-slated volunteer, senator candidate, campaign organizer, and
campaign consultant. Most relevant to your decision today, however, was the time | spent as an
Elections Commission Member for the spring 2014 general election and as the Acting Elections
Commission Chair for the fall 2014 freshman and special elections.

In my time as a volunteer, candidate, and organizer it was common practice among the
coalitions to encourage each of their members to collect far more signatures than were required.
If | recall correctly we were required at the time to collect a minimum of 50 signatures. The
campaign managers always encouraged us to collect at least 75 signatures on the assumption
that they were all checked. The only issue that | can recall from that time was caught in a
signature inspection where it was found that a potential candidate had copied their signatures
from another candidate’s signature sheet. | believe that student was barred from running in
that, and the next Senate election.

As an Elections Commission Member for the spring 2014 election we determined as a
commission to inspect a random sampling of each signature sheet, with the understanding that
if any signatures among the sample were found to be invalid that a further investigation into the
signature sheets would be necessary. Most of the signature sheets that we received had plenty
of extra signatures, so, after our investigation found no invalid signatures, it was determined that
it was highly unlikely that any individual candidate would not have enough valid signatures to be
eligible for the election.

For the 2014 Freshman Election | was acting as the Elections Commission Chair. After
receiving the signature sheets from all of the prospective candidates | found that many of them
contained the bare minimum of signatures. It was decided by the commission that checking
every signature would be necessary to ensure that each candidate had a sufficient number of
signatures. | personally checked every signature for that election and found several invalid
signatures. Between signature issues and missing dean stamps several candidates were



determined to be ineligible to run. In the end there were only enough eligible candidates to just
fill the available seats. At the time the commission’s decision was appealed to the Student
Senate Court of Appeals, where the Elections Commission had their determination upheld.

Inspecting every signature is by no means unprecedented, in fact | applaud this Elections
Commission for being so thorough. With four coalitions running this year I'm sure it would have
been easy to not inspect every signature. I’'m sure that inspecting each signature was by no
means an easy task and the commission should be applauded for taking the time to ensure that
the rules of the election were fairly enforced. Student Senate, like the Court of Appeals, thrives
when the rules are followed and enforced. Taking the time to follow the rules is what ensures
that every action of the body is well considered and that every voice has the potential to be
heard. Obtaining signatures might seem unimportant, but the ability to follow process and
receive the support of your constituents is essential to a proper Student Senate. | believe that
the Elections Commission not only operated within their power in this instance, but that they had
the precedence as well as an obligation to check every signature if they had any suspicion that
any candidate might not have gotten enough valid signatures to qualify them to run.

Sincerely,

Mark D. Pacey PhD.
Former Acting Elections Commission Chair



University of Kansas
Student Senate Elections Commission

Candidacy Petition for Student Senator
2014 FALL STUDENT SENATE FRESHMAN SENATOR

Freshman

Division in which candidate |

Please note: Your signature is valid only if you are currently enrolled — n¢

in the division/school that this candidate seeks to repres
Name (please print) Division/School
1. Son TR Freshman
2. pA oeng BNy Freshman v~
3. )enhika P\WMRA: J 30190 Freshman
4. /Y\GMM e Freshman .~
5. Baniun 1 M(e( Freshman .~
6. -wm# i Notsed’ Freshman
7.CoseN wMeDonad d Freshman v
8. Amiger  TphinSeN Freshman ,~
9. atHun ee Freshman v~
10. cmpla s Freshman ./
. \AGaAN Gtes Freshman v~
12. dVmeu Ciaun Freshman v/
13. O Kolocr? | Freshman
14. ()/l,\f’f,(/ £ lase 7| Freshman
15. SNANLA,_ TN FOCA Freshman
16. @W?’\LP’”AW\ECJ Freshman
17 &t %VZ'}{,UH / Freshman
EZS%QlQ\J UG 0 Y\ Not o V4 Freshman
19 760beY N Mo\ ()Uu\ Freshman .~
20. 0 Ll Reddben Freshman «~
21. X \(9as Freshman .
22. 57 fov e . Mg\~ Freshman
23. oo . Lo Freshman /
24 \ﬁmtﬂ IWVIE 7 Freshman +~
f<z  |Freshman |/

When finishéd please return this form to the Kansas Union Administration office roo

Thursday, September 4",
minimum 25 signatures.

It is recommended that you print two of these forms and g
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University of Kansas
Student Senate Elections Commission

NN Zie

Candidacy Petition for Student Senator
2014 FALL STUDENT SENATE FRESHMAN SENATOR

Freshman

a7

Division in which candid.

Please note: Your signature is valid only if you are currently enrolled —
in the division/school that this candidate seeks to repre

Name (please print)

Division/School

1'_65MU¢ f

Freshman .~
Freshman +~

2 Mg?fm Koy

3 (race Carmns

Freshman ./

LN ha COLONRLON

Freshman

AL heamary

Freshman v~

Freshman
Freshman
Freshman

Freshman

Freshman
Freshman

Freshman

Freshman

Freshman

Freshman

Freshman

Freshman
Freshman

Freshman
Freshman

Freshman

Qa.s.a\ MO'GV\

Freshman

23.

PEEYY Y 's TN

Freshman

Milug

a\mr

Freshman

5 Taw SHond

\\\\ \\\\\\ NNSRUYORS

Freshman

When finished please retum this form to the Kansas Union Administration office roc

Thursday, September 4
minimum 25 signatures.

It is recommended that you print two of these forms and g



University of Kansas
Student Senate Elections Commission

Candidacy Petition for Student Senator
2014 FALL STUDENT SENATE FRESHMAN SENATOR

M‘J\UJ\[\IR{ o Freshman

Division in which candidat:

Please note: Your signature is valid only if you are currently enrolled — n
in the division/school that this candidate seeks to repres

Name (please print) Division/School
1. Jordan Berths|f Freshman _~
2. (WS e W Freshman
8. - Freshman
4. Freshman
5. Freshman
6 Freshman
i Freshman
8 Freshman
9. Freshman
10. Freshman
il Freshman
12, Freshman
13. Freshman
14. Freshman
15. Freshman
16. Freshman
17. Freshman
18. Freshman
19. Freshman
20. Freshman
21. Freshman
22, Freshman
23. Freshman
24 Freshman
25. Freshman

When finished please return this form to the Kansas Union Administration office room #
Thursday, September 4™. 1t is recommended that you print two of these forms and gathe
minimum 25 signatures.



Jniversity of Kansas
Student Senate Elections Commission

Candidacy Petition for Student Senator
2014 FALL STUDENT SENATE FRESHMAN SENATOR

_JN;%:[JW\ WZAH{MG

Freshman

Division in which candidai

Please note: Your signature is valid only if you are currently enrolled —r
in the division/school that this candidate seeks to repre:

i Name (please print) Division/School
1. )ﬂmi(}v&/\)\) [ amS ‘/ahme- Freshman ./
2. W 2 (il hem) Freshman .~
3. Al Wildor Freshman .-
4. ; Freshman +~
5 Yu Jechlerd Freshman ./
6. Yohay 1y Freshman
7. Zigl Zho Freshman .~
8. Mudisen Yeol Freshman
9. VY Freshman .~
10. (aua o (A0S Freshman
1. R NP\ ?\B\N\(’ Freshman |/
12. Beyce Cnlrs Freshman
13. Pnivexo, (adosrout Freshman -
14\ lpicin 0DvuALs Freshman .~
15. <rpfllen  Seal Freshman
16. AWW\Q Labman Freshman
(17, Minake|  Baiy Freshman /
18. (Qopr Owmnglyn Freshman
19. %Ay My ials- ot Freshman /
20. Nacyad Hecaek Freshman ./
21. \W&L&w Wit Freshman /
22. A5anny- Muion Freshman .~
23. ‘N Yl e Freshman ./
24 A inoh Tnch - Prordorn Freshman
25. ) Freshman

7=

When finished please return this form to the Kansas Union Administration office room
Thursday, September 4™, It is recommended that you print two of these forms and gat

minimum 25 signatures.

476 Kansas Union e University of Kansas e Lawrence, KS 66045 « (785) 86



University of Kansas
Student Senate Elections Commission

Candidacy Petition for Student Senator
2014 FALL STUDENT SENATE FRESHMAN SENATOR

’;93\ or ZQb@l Freshman

Division in which candidai

Please note: Your signature is valid only if you are currently enrolled — r
in the division/school that this candidate seeks to repre:

Name (please print) Division/School
. Ruywn boaar” smhwu‘* Freshman
2. Surde  Deeiw 5.;“}\‘ X__|Freshman
3. Mcidwd  Ungw Sl ¥ | Freshman
4. Foshin  Lomnelly ' " | Freshman
S. ﬂﬁ‘maﬁf Kaba Freshman .,/
6. (Guont Paclo — Freshman ,/~
7. Sebastion Wit Freshman ,/
8.  Towlir  Eahm Freshman .,/
o0 Mo~y Ugan Freshman
10. \’avm Haeseld "fwg\_ % | Freshman
11. MALATN A PTYASSAPWA N f Freshman
12. Tan Hierd SoN o k| Freshman
3. Alex Gaf6in Freshman /
4. moiee -\\m)m Freshman /
15, \Joad®dq Moo — Freshman v
16. \/pvel %meffw\hmnm Freshman .~
7. Yrooks ﬂdu&hu =coi~dk| Freshman
8. (alson MAm g Freshman
19. AU ce b 611“6/ Freshman ./
20. Teont Allen Freshman ~
e Clos  PlBoanony - Freshman _~ _
22. Madeline eld Freshman -
123 Siivuwi Gt Freshman ,~
24. Tesmy  Purt\ <onh_ 6k |Freshman
25. © JAY Suast : Freshman

When finished please return this form to the Kansas Union Administration office room
Thursday, September 4 It is recommended that you print two of these forms and gatt
minimum 25 signatures.



Jersity of Kansas
Judent Senzic

- =lzctions Commission

Candidacy Petition for Student Senator
2074 rALL STUDENT SENATE FRESHMAN SENATOR

o Division in which candidate

\_j(?/%_&p;‘ 6 yﬂ&éj’ Freshman

Please note: Yeoiir signature is vaiid only if you are currently enrolled — n¢
g y
~ine division/school that this candidate seeks to repres:

i Nams {please print) Division/School
'_1%1@ "t Rbsrn Freshman
F Mg Freshman ,/
3 Auin Koy Freshman L/
A Tdhe R Freshman .~
O e Lo =S o0oh Freshman
3 ' Freshman |~
Freshman /
| 8. Freshmany”

Q

_Ag_ - .. ,f fbgﬂ\ Freshman
0 ‘u{&l T&Hfﬂd/ﬁfﬁ : Freshman/
e } ) L s 5 . Fresnman
i £ _ %«lﬁj\m ° | Freshman

Freshman
Freshman
Freshman
1 is—reshrnan

| | Freshman

L &&\Wew Freshman

, NY a4 ‘fé-km conn ; oIS

\R\\\\

é t~resnman e

| Freshman <on
| Freshman —"

| Freshman o~

' Freshman

' Freshman .~

When finished piez< > -emurs this form to the Kansas Union Administration office room #
Trursday, Seprerto - - L iris recommended that you print two of these forms and gathe

o RS L
GAHNUNG £0 Sifliacuw: Lo
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Jniversity of Kansas
Student Senate Elections Commission

Candidacy Petition for Student Senator
2014 FALL STUDENT SENATE FRESHMAN SENATCR

Bﬁ%ﬂ;&w l r\ﬁ' - Frei)?ﬂbcm;?hﬁh candidate is
~21376% 2

Please note: Your signature is valid only if you are currently enrolled — not
in the division/school that this candidate seeks to represe

_.__Name (please print) Division/School
Palv\clb% Loy Freshman
2 Poarberr Frghs ‘ Freshman i
Jdazi\_ Nowod\ Freshman
4" lathan  Mor - Freshman v -
‘ Freshman
Freshman
Freshman
Freshman,/
0 gfin - Freshman v/
10, Lopdon  Svedll Freshman /
1. DMWE STEROART. __ |Freshman .~
12. de, 4 Meyer Freshman
13. pMuntt GN,,{% Freshman
4. Ben  Maller Freshman /
15, Walen Hilst - Freshman
16 Mo Yo S&, Freshmar -
7. Thomes MM% Freshman
8. Sipplvin  Seal Freshman ./
19 Bewvean Bméqo Freshman ,_~ -
NL&LMLL,,AM Freshman ./
E_&\ﬁ.g_lﬁa_m—_ Ao | Freshmany” B
22. Sqnu Larac ™ Net Sot Freshman
23 Nicw | atimesr - Freshman .,
24, Pugia_Shetn - 2. [Freshman )
25. Syavuni {A5EA _ Freshman v~ B
Ll Anno oier Frespmon

When finished please 1e[um sy 1sas Anion Administration office room #
Thursday, September 4™ It is recor men ed IWHHI two of these forms and gathe
minimum 25 signatures.

ﬂ Saran Ceinaiter !V\Wf’ 2 B\ pfihinain



University of Kansas
Student Senate Elections Commission

Candidacy Petition for Student Senator
2014 FALL STUDENT SENATE FRESHMAN SENATOR

Freshman

ame Division in which candidai

Please note: Your signature is valid only if you are currently enrolled —r
in the division/school that this candidate seeks to repre:

£ Name (please print) Division/School

NN f}qoh Freshman

2 Sowrai~ Scinulex Freshman .~
WYT vk (e Seol. | Freshman
AN Vo Comon Seph Freshman
500Panilo “Ja \ Sonla | Freshman

6O Yusin.  Pribreain : Freshman .~
TOYN e Flaes Freshman

' 8. Freshman +~
is 9. Freshman
be 10. Freshman
11 Freshman
12. Freshman
13. Freshman
— 14. Freshman
15. Freshman
Appli 16. Freshman
fcif;if i Freshman
18. Freshman
lorm. 19. Freshman
20. Freshman
21. Freshman
22, Freshman
23. Freshman
24. Freshman
25. Freshman

When finished please return this form to the Kansas Union Administration office room
Thursday, September 4™, It is recommended that you print two of these forms and gatt
minimum 25 signatures.



Student Senate Elections Commission

Candidacy Petition for Student Senator
2014 FALL STUDENT SENATE FRESHMAN SENATOR

Micheed  Zhow Freshman

Name ‘Division in which candidal

Please note: Your signature is valid only if you are currently enrolled — n
in the division/school that this candidate seeks to repre:

Name (please print) Division/School
1. Posdie fomnallY Freshman o/~
2. Geonk Packec Freshman v~
8. Yiden T._v Sopi. Freshman
4 Iy on  HinT— Sadh Freshman
5. Tat\ar Zabel . Freshman .~
6. ' TP | Freshman
7. 3TV Wbt /" IFreshman
8 Lt Yinyy sSoon Freshman
S. yder o Freshman
10. (A /' e | Freshman _~

11, Z 5,(9{@(\, Freshman

12. £ \t2 A PeterSon Freshman,~

13. Adan, Sfnl([Der “epln . | Freshman

14. Byedor KON Vo ' Freshman, ~

15, Virang ik fimglaweno Freshman ..~

16. Cympnalivie L orene Dl | Freshman

17. Michse | Nene, 6@»\, Freshman

18, Sy Sheaker” ' Freshman ,_~
19. AT Daermt s Freshman .
20. John |Hen Freshman
21. Viv’ﬁ.l—/ﬁ PD\V’l[/\\GLVlL»thH Freshman .~
22. Mot Heondon SO | Freshman

23. Teyes Pl D)~ | Freshman

24, Howw  Ritland ; Freshman ,_~

25. Dowele Calderon Copdile ;)gioh Freshman

When finished please return this form to the Kansas Union Administration office room
Thursday, September 4", It is recommended that you print two of these forms and gathe
minimum 25 signatures.



niversity of Kansas
Student Senate Elections Commission

f\hvd  Thow

Candidacy Petition for Student Senator
2014 FALL STUDENT SENATE FRESHMAN SENATOR

Freshman

¥ Name

Division in which candidate |
[}
\

Please note: Your signature is valid only if you are currently enrolled — na
in the division/school that this candidate seeks to represe¢

Name (please print) Division/School

1. Mud\f\om Womack SN |Freshman
2. Ul//f [ MA Freshman
3. Sobbtlion B+ Freshman
4. “femylor (?afm\ Freshman , -
5. é é,// Freshman
6. — "D /\/Anwlw —e)__| Freshman
7. r / Freshman .~
8. M. Q;.M m Freshman .
9. Zac re@ Aol | Freshman
10. l\}a}\rvn/\ Len e | Freshman
M. Lo ld Toba 010 L 4 ' Freshman .~
12. WW Freshman .~
13. oA > Freshman .~
14. Freshman , ~
15. Kosle Bovmpotsreiter Freshman .~
16. €7\ i Freshman

(et Ming , Etodd . SN Freshman
18. Sma fﬁmm ' Freshman
19, ig Anduasin Freshman
20. Alex Gebr (], Freshman (_~
2. NG ™M n Ros\iy Freshman .~
22. Pithaun yand Freshman
23. Aidly (Giusts Freshman , ~ |
24. Masdlen Yo oo prnto Freshman .~ /4
25, Joan Fen- an<ce Freshman .~

When finished please return this form to the Kansas Union Administration office room #

Thursday, September 4"
minimum 25 signatures.

It is recommended that you print two of these forms and gathe



zrsity of Kansas
.udent Senate Elections Commission

Candidacy Petition for Student Senator
2014 FALL STUDENT SENATE FRESHMAN SENATOR

Koesw_[Furee Freshman

Please note: Your signature is valid only if you are currently enrolled — n
in the division/school that this candidate seeks to repres

Name (please print) Division/School
1; Jushm Kim ool zn, Freshman
Hpoica e, e@w%g‘——\/e{umw\/(lma{ Freshman
3- K/(:\Ml(f\ E\Mf Cl\Ly ¢ /\MP/ Freshman .~
4. Lein (akbcie) @"w%/( ¥ Freshman
53& G /L/V/( m\an ;A//////A' J‘M/&A,Z/ Freshman .
6. 1LR\3 WL ALY} | Freshman
- nlmﬂ&r Mm:‘a, V) ulpFreshman
8TD\2lMHL€'@ oo VA 7 Freshman .~
@OHC{Q Frug Freshman .~
10. @ach ) Baootn Freshman . _
“ Lilid [Aak Freshman ,/
12. [10]¢h }YQD(M,V Freshman ./
13. Jannu e, Marhinez Freshman ./
14. P\/\(ﬁ(]af 10 YIRS Freshman
15. g0 f:> A Freshman.””
16 WI/CYU e Freshman.”
(()Uﬂ \&u’?l\m_ Freshman ,/
Holena  Sohnake Freshman ,/
19 3/«’1 A A0 GMA Freshman ./
20 C tn Hi 5 Freshman ,/
UL Bk Freshman
22 Christan Hoddy Freshman
28- Eac Sipesean I Freshman ,/
24. M, bwg Freshman /
<0, I@‘Y\ (e BownwuN Freshman ,/

When finished please return this form to the Kansas Union Administration office room
Thursday, September 4™, 1t is recommended that you print two of these forms and gathe
minimum 25 signatures.



sersity of Kansas
Ltudent Senate Elections Commission

Candidacy Petition for Student Senator
2014 FALL STUDENT SENATE FRESHMAN SENATOR

l/\ ORRN 'Pmm ER Freshman

Name Division in which candidate is runni

Please note: Your signature is valid only if you are currently enrolled - not m
in the division/school that this candidate seeks to represent.

Name (please print) Division/School
T Do o Freshman v~ ;
2. Anioine e VN eeaor Freshman ~ :
3. Freshman
4. Freshman
- 3. Freshman
6. Freshman
7. Freshman
I e 8. Freshman
s 9. Freshman
= 10. Freshman
Dea 11. Freshman
12. Freshman
13. Freshman
14. Freshman
R 15. Freshman
P 16. Freshman |
Septen 17. Freshman
accepte 18. Freshman
19. Freshman
(form ¢ 20. Freshman "
21 Freshman !
22. Freshman
23. Freshman
24. Freshman
Wi 25, Freshman
,;I-:; When finished please return this form to the Kansas Union Administration office room #4

Thursday, September 4% 1t is recommended that you print two of these forms and gather
minimum 25 signatures.



