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In recent days, much attention has been given to the Office of the Attorney General and the process of 
elections. Although the decision rationale of the Judicial Council was made available to the public late 
last week, the Office of the Attorney General withheld comment on the matter until the election process 
was completed. In this spirit, the Office of the Attorney General would like to submit the following 
information to the public record, in order to further elucidate the events that transpired last Thursday, 
April 4 th , 2019. 
 
At the beginning of each campaign period, candidates are required to participate in a Certification 
Meeting in which they are educated on the rules for elections, the violations process, and the schedule 
for the coming election. During this meeting, the Attorney General takes care to ensure that candidates 
are fully informed on the election process prior to the campaign’s commencement. Herein lies the 
original error that later evolved into an unprecedented situation. 
 
During a campaign, candidates are required to keep track of expenses related to their campaign on an 
Expense Voucher (hereafter referred to as ‘Voucher’) that is to be submitted to the Office of the 
Attorney General for verification. For candidates participating in the Primary election, Vouchers were 
required to have been filed between 1:00 PM and 4:00 PM the day before the Primary election. This 
convention was reflected in the schedule provided to candidates at the Certification Meeting; and, it 
was followed by the Office of the Attorney General and candidates alike. 
 
While candidates participating in a Primary must submit a Voucher the day before their election, the 
ASB Code states that the Run-Off Voucher deadline shall be 5:00 PM on the day of the Run-Off [ASB 
Code: Title V(c), Section 116(d)]. Due to a clerical error within the Office of the Attorney General, this 
convention was not reflected in the schedule provided to candidates at the Certification Meeting. 
Rather, the official campaign schedule dictated that a Run-Off Voucher, if necessary, would be due by 
4:00 PM on April 3 rd , 2019, the day before the Run-Off election. This clerical error would not be realized 
by the Office of the Attorney General, or any other individual, until the evening of April 4 th , 2019, 
sixteen days after the erroneous schedule was distributed to the Officer candidates. This confluence of 
events would later result in ‘Finding #1’ of the ASB Judicial Council’s Decision Rationale on the matter 
of Sarah Doty vs. ASB Attorney General’s Office. 
 
The Office of the Attorney General takes full responsibility for this clerical error and expresses 
understanding for how this clerical error brought about the events of last Thursday. 
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Ms. Doty, a candidate in the Thursday Run-Off for Vice President, did submit her Run-Off Voucher with 
additional expenses prior to the April 3 rd  deadline that had been erroneously set by the Office of the 
Attorney General. Based on the fact that neither Ms. Doty, nor her opponent, noted that the Run-Off 
Voucher deadline was twenty-four hours earlier than the ASB Code dictates, paired with the fact that 
both candidates submitted a completed voucher prior to this deadline, it is clear that neither candidate 
had a reasonable basis to believe that they could continue spending money for their campaign, even if 
the amount was as “small” as $25.00. As is clearly articulated in the [ASB Code: Title V(c), Section 
116(e)], and as candidates were made aware during the Certification Meeting: “Failure of a candidate to 
make a required report to the Deputy Attorney General of Elections on the prescribed date and time 
shall result in disqualification, unless in a hearing by the Elections Review Board, it is determined to have 
been excusable due to unforeseeable and extremely mitigating circumstances.” 
 
When Ms. Doty approached Interim Attorney General (IAG) Czerwinski on the morning of the election 
asking to add approximately $25 of expenses to her Run-Off Voucher, IAG Czerwinski consulted the 
ASB Code and followed the clearly dictated procedure for a candidate’s failure to turn in all expenses 
prior to the “prescribed date and time”: disqualification [ASB Code: Title V(c), Section 116(e)]. IAG 
Czerwinski immediately informed the candidate that, at that point, she was deemed to be disqualified; 
however, Ms. Doty was told by IAG Czerwinski to continue campaigning as the Elections Review Board 
(ERB) was convening to discuss whether or not to uphold the immediate, Code-mandated 
disqualification. 
 
[ASB Code: Title V(c), Section 116(e)] dictates that the ERB has the wherewithal to override the Attorney 
General’s immediate disqualification if the failed report is “excusable due to unforeseeable and 
extremely mitigating circumstance.” It must be reiterated that the discretion in this matter, lies entirely 
with the ERB, a body of which the Attorney General serves as a non-voting, ex-officio member. Drawing 
from Section 116, it is clear that the Attorney General’s mandated responsibility was to immediately 
disqualify Ms. Doty; thus, only the ERB is given the ability to take external factors in to account. 
 
I will further clarify that [ASB Code: Title V(c), Section 116(e)], unlike other election violations listed in 
Title V of the ASB Code, provides a specific remedy for a violation of this nature. As this remedy was 
followed by IAG Czerwinski, it is to be clarified that the Office of the Attorney General acted in full 
compliance with ASB Law. As the Law demanded the candidate’s immediate disqualification, and did 
not demand a formal hearing conducted by the ERB, the Attorney General was acting in compliance 
with the Law by prohibiting the candidate from being present at the “emergency meeting” of the ERB. 
 
In these circumstances, the burden rested on the Ms. Doty to present evidence or verification to the 
Attorney General—to be presented to the ERB—that her failure to report all expenses on her Run-Off 
Voucher that she did submitted, by the “erroneous” deadline, was “excusable due to unforeseeable 
and extremely mitigating circumstance” [ASB Code: Title V(c), Section 116(e)]. After hearing a concise 
explanation of the $25 expenditure infraction, a unanimous vote of the ERB determined that the 
aforementioned burden of proof had not been met, thus, upholding the Attorney General’s “decision” 
(a decision that, I will reiterate, is mandated by the ASB Code). 
 
Upon the ERB’s determination, IAG Czerwinski informed Ms. Doty that she was still deemed to be 
disqualified, and, that her final process of appeal would be through the ASB Judicial Council, if she 
chose. Ms. Doty indicated her strong desire of appeal; and, IAG Czerwinski advised the candidate that 
the Judicial Council would not convene to hear her appeal until after 7:00 PM on April 4 th , 2019. 
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To reiterate: All of these events arose from a clerical error that occurred at the beginning of the 
campaign period; and, no individual (inclusive of members of the Attorney General’s Office, candidates, 
and campaign members) was aware of this error until the evening of April 4 th , 2019, after many of the 
events in questions had already transpired. 
 
The Office of the Attorney General supports the content of the “Sarah Doty vs. ASB Attorney General’s 
Office” ASB Judicial Council Decision Rationale, released April 5 th , 2019. The information included 
therein is based on both legal fact and accurate reporting of the Council’s proceedings. 
 
The Office of the Attorney General affirms the role of the ASB Judicial Council to be the “supreme 
judicial body of the ASB,” as stipulated in [ASB Constitution: Article V, Section 1]. As a function of this 
responsibility, the Judicial Council serves as a check and balance to the powers of the legislative branch 
and the laws they enact. To that end, the Office of the Attorney General firmly supports the precedent 
that was created as a result of ‘Finding #2’, ensuring that all individuals, even candidates participating in 
an election, are afforded due process for all violations and cases brought against them in the future. 
 
Regarding ‘Finding #3’: While it is noted that Ms. Doty was informed by IAG Czerwinski to continue 
campaigning (as there were still potential avenues of appeal to be exhausted, if desired by the 
candidate); it is acknowledged that, from a legal perspective, it is necessary to assume that a Ms. Doty 
did suffer a disadvantage in campaigning on April 4 th , 2019, as she believed her candidacy to be in 
jeopardy. Thus, in the interest of free and fair campaigning, the Office of the Attorney General accepted 
the Council’s binding request to re-hold the Run-Off Election for Vice President. This election was 
successfully held, without additional violations, on April 9 th , 2019. 
 
One of our Office’s responsibilities is to stand up for and defend the ASB Constitution and Code; and, I 
am confident that the Office of the Attorney General, under the direction of Interim Attorney General 
Anya Czerwinski and Deputy Attorney General of Elections Bennett Wilfong, carried out this 
responsibility on Thursday, April 4 th , 2019. While, when viewed from a legal perspective, the requested 
recusal of Czerwinski and Wilfong from the April 9 th  Run-Off is merited (due to their position as 
Defendant in a case that was adjudicated in favour, largely, of the Appellant), it is regrettable that this 
matter has overshadowed their tremendous success in administering and managing this past Spring 
Election. 
 
I am confident that the many achievements of this election season will not be overlooked due to a 
clerical error. Both Czerwinski and Wilfong have extensive experience within the ASB Attorney General’s 
Office and they are, irrefutably—and inclusive of myself—the most qualified individuals that could have 
managed an election on our campus. On behalf of the Associated Student Body and the Department of 
Justice, I would like to formally commend Anya Czerwinski for her work over the course of this previous 
campaign in the role of Interim Attorney General, and Bennett Wilfong for his role as Deputy Attorney 
General of Elections. 

Attorney General Austin Fiala 
Department of Justice 

Associated Student Body 
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