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S. Loveless delivers the unanimous opinion of the Commission.  
 
     An Ignite Party member submitted before this Commission a violation of §715.7(F) of 
the Election Code.  
 
Following are the facts:  A Vitality Party candidate, Jean Tabares posted a status on his 
personal Facebook on February 18, 2015, stating “Join me above the city, as I host 
Recess tomorrow night. Message me for guest list. Guaranteed to be a night you won’t 
forget.”  
 
At issue in this decision is whether this post constitutes an offer of a good in exchange for 
a vote? The Ignite party argues that this post that implies free cover, in the form of 
requesting to be on the guest list constitutes a good. On February 19, 2015, this 
commission did not find the Vitality party in violation of passing out donuts, as we felt 
that no reasonable student would see this free item as asking for their vote. Ignite argues 
that this good would have the approximate value of $5-$20, and thus, is more of a 
financial incentive for students than donuts. The Vitality Party stated that they did not 
exert any campaign funds for this event and any money that was spent was done through 
the candidate’s personal bank accounts.   
 
 After reviewing the statements of the party, the Commission found that this is not an 
offer of a good in exchange for a vote. Some factors that we used when making this 
decision are: (1) the use of the candidate’s personal Facebook, (2) the date of the event in 
proximity to the election, (3) the value of the good, (4) the relation of the good to the 
election, (5) whether the party paid for the good and (6) the proximity of the event to 
campus and polling sites. Here, the Elections Commission found that because the 
candidate used his personal Facebook to advertise an event one week before the election, 
that had little relation to the election and no relation to campus, coupled with the facts 
that the Vitality party did not pay for the good, nor is the good valued at an amount that 
would incentivize students to vote for Vitality, there is no violation. This Commission 
relies on the Supreme Court opinion, rendered on February 23, 2015, to hold that an 
individual can freely express themselves on their personal social media, if not done in a 
malicious way.  
 
We hereby find that this is NOT A VIOLATION of the Election Code.   
 
	  


