
 
The University of Mississippi  

Campus Senate 
Minutes for [8/28/18] 

 
I. Called to Order at at 7:07pm 

II. Invocation by Senator Weaver, Pledge of Allegiance led by Senator Dames 
III. Roll Call 

a. Members absent: Senators Makala McNeil, Navodit Paudel, Jack Vincent 
IV. Report from Standing Committees 

a. Committee on Rules 
i. No reports. 

b. Committee on Government Operations 
i. Senate Bill 18-14 is coming to the floor tonight. 

c. Committee on Academics and Administration 
i. No reports. 

d. Committee on Athletics  
i. No reports. 

e. Committee on Student Life  
i. No reports. 

f. Committee on Infrastructure  
i. No reports. 

g. Committee on External Affairs  
i. No reports. 

h. Committee on Inclusion and Cross Cultural Engagement 
i. No reports. 

V. Reports from Legislative Council 
a. Legislation Monitor  

i. No reports 
b. Executive Liaison 

i. The ASB President is excited to hear the senate’s first legislation. 
He thanks the senate for coming to business row, and reminds the 
senators that they play an integral part in ASB. For tonight, the 
president asks for the senate to vote on behalf of their constituents.  

c. Campus Liaisons 
i. No reports 



 
VI. Nominations 

a. Nick Lewis is called to the floor for Deputy Attorney General of 
Elections. Passed with unanimous consent. 

VII. Legislation  
 
Bill 18-14 

● Introduction 
o This bill is strengthening and clarifying elections rules. This bill seeks to 

combat unethical behavior seen by candidates. It has been ignored by its 
vagueness. Wants to bring light to behavior that can be considered 
unethical and wants others feel like they will no longer feel bribed or 
coerced to vote for a candidate. A vote yes means you wish to hold 
elections to the basis of fairness and equality. - Charlotte Shackelford 

● Questions 
o Armistead - Given the timing of the introduction of this bill, is this an 

attack on the Greek community? 
▪ No ASB does not oversee what chapters do and do not do. 

However, it can oversee what candidates do. 
o Mannery - What would happen if an organization bribes without the 

candidate’s knowledge? 
▪ The candidate is held accountable. Everything is taken by a case by 

case basis. This will come before the attorney general. 
o Gage - It says campaign representatives. Is that defined anywhere? 

▪ As defined by precedent, it is anyone who supports a candidate. 
o Doty - Do you think this bill is enforceable? 

▪ Charlotte: I think what this bill seeks to do is bring light to 
something that has flown under the radar for a while now. It will 
show people what is right and not right, more people will be able 
to stand up and say something. 

▪ Nick: What we’re doing is taking an obscure rule that exists and 
clarifying it. The changes that we’re making is staying true to the 
spirit of the rule, but it makes it more enforceable. We will not 
punish the organization, it will punish the candidate. 

o Mayfield - Would you consider this a new rule? 



 
▪ I would not consider this a new rule, I would consider this 

strengthening and clarifying. “In campaign in any form” is the only 
new part. 

● Debate 
o Weaver - Speaking in favor of this bill as he knows there has been 

controversy. There are certain people who feel personally attacked by this 
bill. This bill is not intended to target any specific organization, candidate, 
or office. It is just clarifying a previous rule. This is something that is 
needed because if it is not, it is telling them that organizations can 
continue to break rules. Highly encourages everyone to vote yes on this 
bill. 

o Johnston - Speaking on behalf of this bill. This bill is not anti-Greek. It 
legitimizes your position and shows that you are here not because you are 
backed by one organization. It helps others have the ability to run. 

o Armistead - I believe that this bill has great intentions, however, I am 
concerned about the fact that this could be the same story as the new 
panhellenic rules. Are they really being regarded by Greek organizations? 
This is a great bill, but I am concerned that this could not be enforced. 

o Johnston - Wants to add that her sorority is running a candidate for an 
office. She says we want you to vote for her because you know her, not 
because she is a member of your sorority. Regardless of this bill, Greek 
organizations are already on track. This speaks a lot to how we should 
have our elections run, as you should vote for people based on character. 

o Shackelford - This bill is simply strengthening and clarifying a bill. The 
attorney general is here to enforce the rules. I am a member of a Greek 
organization, and if our house cheats, I will turn them in. It is on us to 
inform everyone of these rules and let everyone know what is wrong. 
People talk and now we know what is wrong and what is right. It is on us 
to bring it up and turn it into election commission. 

o Benson - I am not a member of a Greek community, so it is hard for me to 
understand why this is a big deal. To a member of the non-Greek 
community, it is nice to see that this is a step to show that they should care 
and that we want ASB to be diverse and inclusive. 

o Weaver - During the writing of this legislation, we worked with the 
Attorney General. We are clarifying this rule. Attorney General has this 



 
concern and it is enforceable. This would empower students to run and 
allow elections commission to make elections more fair for everyone. 

o Mayfield - To me, this is not a new rule. We are not making a new rule, so 
if the last rule could not be enforced, how could this be more enforced? I 
worry that this will open the door for things to happen without the 
candidate’s knowledge and for them to be punished for it. 

o Shackelford - Whenever I first drafted this bill, I had up to the discretion 
up to the attorney general previously. Once I met with the attorney 
general, they were worried about new attorney generals trying to get 
around this rule. With enforceability, this has gotten attention, so this bill 
is garnering attention for the rule. It will help people step up and empower 
people to step up when wrong things are happening. 

o I do completely agree that enforceability will be tough. With bills and 
laws, enforceability will be an issue. When we clearly define our bills and 
laws and put forth a punishment, we will prevent others from committing 
a crime by having a clearly defined what the punishment will be. With just 
the threat of what could happen could prevent other violations. 

o Armistead - I am also concerned with the fact that this bill tries to prohibit 
incentivizing voting. There is no issue incentivizing voting in states and 
countries and villages and towns. I’m afraid that this bill will concern 
others from getting involved and running for something because they may 
think there is nothing in it for them. My concern is that if this bill was to 
pass, prohibiting incentivizing will help people not be as involved with 
campaigns and not as passionate.  

o Shackelford - We included this word because incentivization is 
synonymous with bribery. If someone says I will give you a piece of pizza 
for voting for my candidate, they are likely not passionate. People should 
be interested whether or not they are bribed. Most of campus does not care 
and there is not much that we can do. Organizations that will no longer 
incentivize people will not have much effect, since you should vote for 
someone because you like them and not to get a point. 

o Dames - Speaking of incentivization, another important facet of voter 
turnout is education. I do not think this will negatively affect voter turnout 
since it is not telling people to not go out and vote, it is telling people to be 
educated about who you vote for.  



 
o Weaver - In context, incentivization is talking about candidates or 

organizations incentivizing. I don’t want a candidate saying if you show 
me that you voted, I will give you a piece of pizza. We are all for 
organizations endorsing candidates and assisting candidates financially. 
When it comes specifically to coercing, bribing, incentivizing, is what we 
are enforcing. Not voting because of one word is ridiculous. 

o Johnston - It is people’s choice if they want their voice heard or not. 
Voting is one of the easiest ways to get a point for a Greek organization.  

o Czerwinski - It is the office of the attorney general that believes it will be 
enforced. We have a presence here tonight to show you that. 

o Benson - Wants to clarify that food cannot be offered as a part of the 
campaign process. All items used as a giveaway must have $1 value or 
less. Points systems are not put on vouchers, therefore it is 
unconstitutional. 

o Riojas - One of the best case impacts we can see this if we pass it through 
would be to take out incentivization to vote. 

o Mayfield - On the food, when we are having this conversation, we are 
confusing bribing and incentivizing. Incentivize and to have someone say 
they voted and then being rewarded for that should be no issue. I believe it 
is done a lot, and I have no issue with that. 

o Doty - I have concerns with the immediate disqualification clause. I know 
it says it will go to elections commission, but it is not saying this in the 
bill. I think someone may use this to kick out another candidate. I am 
concerned about the way it is worded. 

o Shackelford - I will be serving on elections commission, and I think it will 
be important to note that if any campaign concern comes up it will go to 
elections commission and the attorney general.  

o Weaver - Anything that could be a possible violation of this will go to the 
elections commission and the attorney general. I had concerns as well 
about immediate disqualification, but it is not like any concern comes up 
and you are taken off the ballot. 

o Chauvin - I have a concern about the wording of this. It says campaign 
and incentivize in any form, what constitutes that form?  

o West - I rise in caution in the wording of this bill. I like the idea behind it, 
I just have an issue with immediate disqualification. I understand why it 



 
was changed to make attorney generals not get around the bill, but at the 
same time, if a candidate wants to get around and immediately disqualify 
another candidate they would be able to.  

o Mayfield - We have heard a lot from a few tonight, I want to say that I 
have an issue with immediate disqualification because how is this different 
than the attorney general just deciding it. I think it opens the door, you’re 
either immediately disqualified or taken to the attorney general where it 
has previously been. 

o Shackelford - The attorney general does not pick all of elections 
commission, Gov Ops also serves on elections commission. My 
committee and I will be serving, which puts a check on the Attorney 
General. Additionally, what the attorney general will be deciding and the 
elections commission is do these details and specifics fit all of the bill and 
for immediate disqualification it was left in there as it was previously in 
the bill before this bill was written. 

o Mayfield - Gov Ops does not get a vote. 
o Weaver - Immediate disqualification is already in the constitution, which 

is not a change. If we have a fear of a candidate working with the attorney 
general to disqualify their opponent, we should not just vote based on that. 

o Wells - The point of senate is to make lives here better in any way that we 
can. If we can make elections more accessible for students, we should do 
that and remember that as you’re voting. 

o Czerwinski - The attorney general is not a member of the elections review 
board, he does not get a vote. Gov Ops members are members with 
elections commission. If someone comes with a violation to us, we decide. 

o Hull - Concerns about what is our standard of proof is someone is accused 
of violating our campaign process. 

o Shackelford - It is not senate’s decision to decide what is proof and what is 
not. What we should be worried about is this bill and not elections 
commission. 

o Shackelford - I would like to read part of the code and constitution. The 
elections review board has the elections commissioners, the chair and 
vice-chair of gov-ops, and deputy attorney generals all vote. 



 
o Dames - I would like to note that tonight talks about a lot of hypotheticals. 

With those infractions there are people who have brought them to light. 
We need to help our constituents who have reached out with concerns.  

o Mayfield - Motion to amend. Amendment would strike out the first section 
and remove incentivization. 

▪ It addresses most concerns that was brought up. The candidate 
would not be held responsible for the actions of an organization, 
and candidates should not be responsible for their entire 
organization. Incentivize would be removed and keep enforce, 
bribe, and coerce. No organization should be allowed to punish for 
not voting. Changing “immediate disqualification” to “major 
campaign violation.”  

▪ Questions: 
▪ Benson - In what way can an organization incentivize their 

members to vote or campaign? 
▪ This is a reaction to the points system used by sororities. If an 

organization wants to give a point for voting, that is okay. If they 
want to give a point for voting for someone specific, there is where 
the issue is. 

▪ Weaver - You struck article 1 by the grounds of the immediate 
disqualification if an organization acts without the candidate’s 
knowledge. 

▪ It changes to a major campaign violation and not immediate 
disqualification. 

▪ Watts - This is to correct not incentivizing voting in general? 
▪ The current way it reads does not prohibit anyone from 

incentivizing voting. All I did was take incentivize out of the 
newly written Bill. 

▪ Watts - Should incentivizing for voting in general be a better 
amendment? 

▪ Doty - Can you amend an amendment? 
▪ Yes 
▪ Hall - What is friendly or not friendly? 
▪ Nonfriendly is when you make major changes on the bill. 
▪ Riojas - Does the very last line read in disqualification? 



 
▪ It says major violation. 
▪ Shackelford - What do you think a major violation constitutes a 

candidate? 
▪ It is in the code and constitution. 
▪ Czerwinski - Do you think that if an organization incentivizes 

voting while endorsing a candidate is coercion? 
▪ No. 
▪ Debate: 
▪ Shackelford - I would like to say that a major violation can result 

in disqualification. In reality, it is not changing that much. Also, I 
had incentivize in there because it is a part of the problem. We 
don’t want people to try to find loopholes around it.  

▪ Doty - Strong affirmation of this amendment. It takes care a lot of 
our issues with this bill. A major campaign violation could mean 
disqualification, but it gives it more leeway for a case by case 
basis. 

▪ Riojas - On the striking of the word incentivize, on leaving this in 
the bill would make elections less equitable by letting one 
organization rule elections.  

▪ Czerwinski - A major violation can mean a disqualification, it just 
gives the election commission more discretion.  

▪  
o Dames makes amendment to amendment: 

▪ adds “to vote for a specific candidate or candidates” and re-adds 
incentivizes. Deemed friendly by Senator Mayfield.  

 
● Summation 

o Vote: Passed with unanimous consent. 
 

● Senatorial comments: 
o Mayfield: It took a long time, but I think it will benefit senate.  
o Wells: thanks for everyone using your voice.  
o Dames: This is a really amazing attendance turnout, and I’m proud.  
o Shackleford: Leader from the taskforce is excited that we passed this and 

took step to improve elections. 



 
o West: This was a really well fought bill.  
o Period of announcements: 

▪ Keys: Interviews this week for legislative aid and council. Next 
week is informal senate.  

o Vote: Passed with unanimous consent. 
 

 
Adjourned at 8:43 pm 
 
 
Cady Cooper 
Secretary 
Associated Student Body 
cmcoope1@go.olemiss.edu 

 


