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STUDENT GOVERNMENT ASSOCIATION SUPERIOR COURT 
 

VALIDATION OF THE ELECTION REPORT AND RESULTS OF THE 2023 FALL 
STUDENT GOVERNMENT ASSOCIATION ELECTION 

 

[NOVEMBER 10, 2023] 
 
 
CHIEF JUSTICE WALLS delivered the unanimous opinion of the Court. 

 

The Court has not received any appeals to the Election Report nor has the court been 

presented with any evidence that there is any administrative irregularity in the Election 

Report. Further, the court has not been notified of any outstanding, unresolved, or pending 

complaints or infractions related to the Fall 2023 Election of the Student Government 

Association.  The Court reviewed the Election Report—and, in accordance with SGACA Tit. 

VI, Ch. 5, §12, maintained a presumption of administrative regularity—and identified no 

substantive or consequential issues related to the Election Report. The Election Report, as 

was approved by the Court, is attached as an appendix to this document. The 2023 Student 

Government Association Election Report is hereby validated. 

It is so ordered. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Corbin M. Walls 

Chief Justice of the Superior Court 

Student Government Association, The University of Oklahoma 



UNIVERSITY OF OKLAHOMA STUDENT GOVERNMENT ASSOCIATION FALL 

2023 GENERAL ELECTION REPORT  
Seth Phung, SGA Election Commissioner  

Election Commission Staff: Alexia Charlton, Hanna Cole, Hannah Smith, Gavin Thompson (ex 
officio)  

Pursuant to SGACA Tit. VI Ch. 5 § (1)(h), the following report details the results of the Fall 
2023 SGA General Elections. Voting for these elections occurred on October 31st and November 

1st, 2023.  
The Election Commission received a total of three complaints:  

• 3 was heard as a formal petitions. The decision of these petitions is included in 
this report.  
   

Projected winners of each race are bolded and indicated by an *  
SGA President & SGA Vice-President  

2 tickets  
*Caden Glasscock & Cyrus Mortazavi 1683   60.27%  

              Shrey Kathuria & Aniketh Koneru  1109   39.72%  
  

Undergraduate Student Congress Representative:  
Business District: 4 candidates, 4 open seats  

*Elizabeth Duncan   297 
*Easton Whatley  259 

*Ayo Awoyemi  228 

*Jeriah Wilson   223    
 

  
Communication District:   
2 candidates, 2 open seats  

*Madeline Cantrell   219  
*Hope Rhoads   171 

  
Engineering District:  

2 candidate, 4 open seats  
*Marilou Bento    164 

*Sloane Tolbert    149 
  

Finance and Accounting District:  
3 candidates, 2 open seats  

*Tucker Dunn     140 
*Hudson Bell   127  

Zuyyin Izza    53 
  

Humanities District:  
2 candidate, 2 open seats   

*Aidan Ellis   85 

*Jacob Schonfield  73  



  
Life Sciences District:  

2 candidates, 2 open seats  
*Jenna Brown   235 

*Lizbeth Islas   202 
 

  
Physical Sciences District:  
2 candidates, 1 open seats 

*Nadia Segunda  53  
Syed Aslam   29 

  
 
  

Social Sciences District:   
5 candidates, 3 open seats  

*Ellie Wolthius    206  

*Noah Coats    146 
*Ben Keupens   134  

Dylan Syndor    99  
Landen Mowdy  90  

 
University College District:  
8 candidates, 7 open seats  

*Natalie Armour   670  
*Brocke Graham   588 
*Hudson Harris   559 
*Helena "Frankie" Strahan  556 

*Jeffery Ogle     546   

*Vignesh Anand  485  
*Raeed Zainudden   484  
Daniel Shamsee  472  

 
Rulings on Infractions  

FA23-001 Petition Filed by Rebecca George  
FA23-002 Petition Filed by Election Commissioner Seth Phung for Informationals 
FA23-003 Petition Filed by Election Commissioner Seth Phung for Financial Reports 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Total Points Assigned 
Sloane Tolbert received 4.5 points. 
Hudson Harris received 4.5 points. 
Hudson Bell received 4.5 points. 
Raeed Zainuddin received 2 points. 
Jeriah Wilson received 1 point. 
Noah Coats received 1 point. 
Hope Rhoads received 1 point. 
Vignesh Anand received 1 point. 
Daniel Shamsee received 1 point. 
Lizbeth Islas received 1 point. 
 
 

 

 

 

SGA Election Commission  
Rebecca George v. Shrey Kathuria 

FA23-001 Decided October 13, 2023 
Holding  

3-0 in favor of Shrey Kathuria  
Facts of the Petition  

FA23-001 was submitted to the Student Government Association Election Commission on 
August 12, 2023, by Rebecca George through emailing the Election Commissioner email. This 
was done this way because in August, there was no Election Commissioner set yet and no formal 
form was prepared either. Since this was the case, we accepted the petition as though it had been 
submitted  The petition alleges that SGA President candidate Shrey Kathuria was campaigning 
as a candidate outside his time frame. A Snapchat video exists of Kathuria talking in the video 
and yelling that he’s “going to win in November” and “Shrey for President”, with the caption 
reading “Shrey for President”.  
Upon receiving the email, the Election Commissioner determined that candidate Shrey Kathuria 
was implicated in the complaint and informed the candidate of the petition that had been filed.  
After holding a meeting for review of FA2023-001, the Election Commission determined that 
the candidate, Shrey Kathuria, did not commit any infractions or campaign outside the time 
frame. It was argued that Shrey didn’t concretely argue which president position he was going to 
be, he was off campus when he said this, and he was clearly joking and having a good time. In 
the video, he doesn’t compel anyone to vote for him, nor does he explicitly tell people what 
president position he’s going for. At this point over the summer, Shrey was not a presidential 
candidate, did not have a running mate, nor did he have a platform. As a result, the commission 
ruled that Shrey was not complaining outside the designated election time frame.    

Discussion  
When determining the definition of campaigning outside the time frame, the Election 
Commission considered what would give an advantage in the election and what constitutes 
“Campaigning”.  It was determined that since Shrey didn’t campaign since he wasn’t compelling 
people to vote for him and it wasn’t clear what Presidential position Shrey was going for. Shrey 
has a first amendment right to say what he wants to say and this action by Shrey was deemed to 
not be campaigning.  



Future Considerations  
The word “Campaigning” may warrant a deeper consideration of how to define it. Is just saying 
you want to be “President” enough to campaign? I think the SGA would benefit from attempting 
to define it.  

It is so ordered.  
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
SGA Election Commission  

A petition by the Election Commissioner Regarding Attending Mandatory Informational 

Meetings 
FA23-002 Decided October 13, 2023  

Holding  
3-0 in favor of FA23-002  

Sloane Tolbert received 2.5 points. 
Hudson Harris received 2.5 points. 
Hudson Bell received 2.5 points. 
Nadia Segunda received 0 points. 

Facts of the Petition  
FA23-002 was submitted to the Student Government Association Election Commission on 
October 12th  by Election Commissioner Seth Phung. It was filed against Sloane Tolbert, Hudson 
Harris, Hudson Bell, and Nadia Segunda. A formal petition was filed via email against the 4 
candidates with them each getting an opportunity to respond to the petition. Tolbert, Harris, and 
Bell didn’t respond to the email. Segunda did respond. The petition alleged that the 4 candidates 
did not attend the mandatory informational despite being told multiple times via email that it was 
mandatory and giving them options to do so. After holding a meeting for review of FA2023-002, 
the Election Commission determined that the candidates Tolbert, Harris, and Bell committed a 
Class A infraction by not attending the mandatory informational meeting. Segunda replied to the 
petition with a doctor’s note and reasoning that she couldn’t make it that week because she had 
medical reasons. The commission found this to be a compelling enough reason to warrant not 
assigning any points. The Election Commission determined the candidates who didn’t attend the 
mandatory informational should be assigned 2.5 points due to this infraction.   

Discussion  
When determining the Class A infraction, the Election Commission considered how many points 
should be awarded to the people deemed to not attend the mandatory informational meetings. 
The points were determined by the rationale that the candidates didn’t respond to any emails or 
warnings, nor made any attempt to set a day for a meeting. As a result, the commission felt it 
necessary and proper to award 2.5 points.  

It is so ordered.  
 

 

 



SGA Election Commission  
A petition by the Election Commissioner Regarding Submitting Mandatory Financial 

Reports 
FA23-003 Decided October 31, 2023  

Holding  
3-0 in favor of FA23-003  

Sloane Tolbert received 2 points. 
Hudson Harris received 2 points. 
Hudson Bell received 2 points. 
Raeed Zainudden received 2 points. 
Natalie Armour received 1 point. 
Hope Rhoads received 1 point. 
Jeriah Wilson received 1 point. 
Vignesh Anand received 1 point.  
Lisbeth Islas received 1 point.  
Daniel Shamsee received 1 point. 
Noah Coats received 1 point.  
 

Facts of the Petition  
FA23-003 was submitted to the Student Government Association Election Commission on 
October 112th  by Election Commissioner Seth Phung. It was filed against Sloane Tolbert, 
Hudson Harris, Hudson Bell, Raeed Zainudden, Natalie Armour, Hope Rhoads, Jeriah Wilson, 
Vignesh Anand, Lizbeth Islas, Daniel Shamsee, and Noah Coats.. A formal petition was filed via 
email against the 11 candidates with them each getting an opportunity to respond to the petition. 
The petition alleges that the candidates didn’t submit the mandatory financial report due October 
29th, 2023. Tolbert, Harris, Zainudden, and Bell didn’t respond to the email or submit a report. 
Armour, Rhoads, Wilson, Anand, Islas, Shamsee, and Coats submitted a report over the 
weekend. After holding a meeting for review of FA2023-003, the Election Commission 
determined that the candidates Tolbert, Harris, and Bell committed a Class B infraction by not 
submitting a report at all. The Election Commission decided to give these candidates 2 points. 
Armour, Rhoads, Wilson, Anand, Islas, Shamsee, and Coats also committed a Class B infraction 
by not submitting a report on time, with the Election Commission electing to give them 1 point.  
 

Discussion  
When determining the Class B infraction, the Election Commission considered who did and 
didn’t submit a financial report at all. The ones that didn’t submit one at all got 2 points because 
that was worse than submitting a financial report late. The ones who submitted an election report 
late got 1 point.  

It is so ordered.  
 

 


