USG WINTER 2017 ELECTIONS RESULTS

USG President Elections:

Rachel Yee 1968

Ryan 462
Ozminkowski

Matt Miller 291

USG Vice President Elections:

Nate 2354
Lambert

USG Treasurer

Alison 2383
Shim

USG Academics Chair

Olivia 2346
Ott



USG University Student Life Chair

Tania 2359
Bore

USG Class of 2019 Senator Elections:

Michael 169
Asparrin
Ruby Guo 267

USG Class of 2020 Senator Elections:

Joshua 172
Gardner

Kade 244
McCorvy

Brad 236
Spicher

USG Class of 2021 Senator Elections

Elizabeth 171
Bailey
Sergio 125

Martinez



Scott 149

Newman
Jinn Park 157
Kevin Zheng 159

Referendum 1:

Question: Shall the Honor Constitution be amended to (1) change the standard penalty for a
first violation of the Honor Code from a one-year suspension to disciplinary probation, (2)
change the standard penalty for a second violation of the Honor Code from expulsion to a one-
year suspension, and (3) stipulate that a violation of the Honor Code involving “extenuating
circumstances” will result in a finding of not responsible, instead of disciplinary probation?
Results:

Yes 2893

No 434

Referendum 2:

Question: Shall Article Ill, Section C, Subsection 6 of the Honor Constitution be amended to
add that an “[alleged Honor Code violation] case brought to hearing must have at least two
separate pieces of evidence, each of which indicates that a violation occurred”?

Results:

Yes 2984

No 338




Referendum 3:

Question: Shall Article Il, Section D of the Honor Constitution be amended to add that “a
student will be found not responsible [of an Honor Code violation] if the Committee fails to find
overwhelmingly convincing evidence that the student ought reasonably to have understood that
their actions were in violation of the Honor Code, or if the course instructor explicitly states that
a student’s actions were not in violation of their class policy”?

Results:
Yes 2973
No 351

Referendum 4:

Question: Shall Article Ill, Section C, Subsection 4 of the Honor Constitution be amended to
require that Honor Committee investigators “disclose [a] student’s status as a student in
question or a witness” when “making initial contact” with that student, rather than allowing
investigators to defer this disclosure until just before questioning the student?

Results:

Yes 3137

No 191




