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APPEAL DISCUSSION  

  

On December 5, 2025 at 12:00 p.m., the Elections and Disputes Commission met to 

discuss the appeal of Grays v. Collins by President Isaiah Grays. 

  

COMMISSIONER SEEFELDT writes for the Board.  

  

*   *   *  

  

Lack of Access to Evidence: We find that there are no indications of a 

substantial procedural irregularity here. This is because evidence was presented 

within the time constraints, and the EDC does not require that parties present 

evidence prior to the hearing or exchange evidence beforehand, the EDC process is a 

DSO/RSO, NOT a legal proceeding; therefore, no party is entitled to evidence in 

advance of the hearing. If either party chose to request evidence beforehand, they 

were welcome to do so. The EDC also allows for new evidence to be shown during 

the opening statement, and no new evidence came forward.  

 

Found guilty on findings that do not correspond to the charges: We find 

that there are no indications of a substantial procedural irregularity here. Any 

information and evidence presented during the hearing can be used at the 

discretion of the board to determine whether the defendant is responsible for any of 

the claims brought against them. A substantial procedural irregularity in this case 

would have to be a false charge based on evidence not presented in the hearing. 

President Grays was found responsible for charges in the resolution based on 

evidence presented in the hearing. There is also no irregularity with not including 

the charge in which President Grays was not responsible for because it states 



nowhere in the Student Body Code or Constitution that the board must include this 

in our decision.  

 

Failure to apply evidentiary standard: We find that there are no indications of 

a substantial procedural irregularity here. The board’s decision was based on a 

preponderance of evidence NOT beyond a reasonable doubt, meaning at the board’s 

determination, the board must decide whether the evidence provided is persuasive 

enough to apply the charge. Because Clerk Ryan Boese was the only one to hear and 

witness this, and he then testifies to this, the board had no reason to believe Mr. 

Boese would lie about such a claim. The line that states “Because [Andrew] Ryan 

Boese is the clerk of the Undergraduate Representative Body, he himself knows the 

code well and knows the consequences of lying during this hearing. Therefore, his 

word will be taken as truth...”  means that the preponderance of evidence 

surrounding this claim was believed to be enough by the board to find President 

Grays responsible and does not mean Mr. Boese’s word is always taken as truth. In 

order for there to be a substantial procedural irregularity, there must have been 

bias during the decision, which the EDC found none of. 

 

Misapplication of the code and incorrect factual findings: We find that there 

are no indications of a substantial procedural irregularity here. In the Student Body 

Constitution Article III section 4.3, it states “ The Undergraduate Student Body 

President shall be the official representative of the URB to the administration, 

faculty, and university committees, with the ability to appoint individuals as 

proxies” This shows that President Grays is not the representative for RSO’s and 

DSO’s showing that President’s Grays claims do not present a substantial 

procedural irregularity.  

 

Failure to provide a decision within 24 hours: We find that there are no 

indications of a substantial procedural irregularity here. While the EDC aims to 

send out a decision within 24 hours, there is no requirement to do so. Decisions like 

this take time, and the board members’ time schedules were busy that week. 

Because it is not required for the EDC to send out a decision within 24 hours and 

EDC chair Tyronne Mitchell sent out a statement to all parties involved that the 

decision would take more time, there is no substantial procedural irregularity 

found.  

 

Improper handling of the impeachment process: We find that there are no 

indications of a substantial procedural irregularity here. There was no dispute filed 

before the hearing that stated the impeachment was improperly filed or handled. 

Because of this, the EDC cannot decide on this matter and is not found to be a 

substantial procedural violation.  



 

 

 

*   *   *  

  

The Elections and Disputes Commission has found that President Isaiah Grays 

appeal based on substantial procedural irregularity has no grounds. The Elections 

and Disputes Commission requires the Defendant to be removed from his position 

as the Presiding Officer of the Representative Body. This opinion is unanimous.  

  

It is so ordered.  
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