
Elections Committee Meeting – MSU Presidential Appeals Meeting 
February 5, 2018 
MSU Boardroom, MUSC 201 
 
Present Bhatti, Lao, Lee, Nadarajah, Nwosu  
Late  
Absent Ahmed, Gupta, Wong 
Others Present C. Deraiche (CRO), S. Figueiredo (DRO), V. Scott (Recording Secretary), 

Muhammed Aydin (Appellant), Ikram Farah (Appellant), Kristina Epifano (MSU 
Member), Kirstin Webb (Appellant), Rabeena Obaidullah (Appellant), Katheleen 
Eva (MSU Member) 

 
APPEALS 
 
a)  Aydin, Muhammed  
 
1.  Facebook Group 
 

 Aydin went over his appeal with the Committee. He stated that his friend was eager to help and decided 
to post in the MSA group. Aydin explained that his friend messaged him later and said that someone 
asked him to talk down the post. He added that he told his friend that they couldn’t post in groups but 
could put something on his Facebook page. Aydin stated that he then emailed the CRO and confirmed 
that it was submitted as a complaint.  

 Nadarajah asked how long the post was up. Aydin responded that it was up for 30 minutes to an hour 
before it was taken down.  

 
2.  Deliberate Violation of the Rules – Pens  
 

 Aydin stated that he wasn’t aware that Underground did anything other than items related to paper. He 
added that the rule wasn’t clear enough on that. Aydin stated that he had ordered the pens and then 
found out that the pens would be a violation and asked if he would still be allowed to use them. He 
explained that he asked if this would disqualify them and the CRO said it would be a small violation. 

 No questions were asked of Aydin 
 
Discussion on Appeals 
 
1.  Facebook 
 
Moved by Lee, seconded by Bhatti that the Election Committee uphold their decision. 
 

 The Committee discussed the appeal. They stated that the rule was broken, regardless of how long it was 
up on the website.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
2. Deliberate Violation of the Rules – Pens 
 
Moved by Bhatti, seconded by Lao that the Election Committee uphold their decision. 
 

 The Committee discussed the appeal. They stated that these were the rules, and if he wasn’t sure he 
should have clarified.  
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Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
b) Farah, Ikram  
 
1.  Instagram Stories/Snapchat 
 
i. Misuse of Social Media  
 

 Farah stated that in her appeal letter she explained that the person in question was one of her best 
friends. She explained that the day that the photos were put up was no different from any other day. 
Farah stated that she wore black every day, and while campaigning is defined as likeness, this was what 
she wore every day. She added that the Instagram story wasn’t campaigning, even if it showed likeness.  

 No questions were asked of Farah. 
 
PTM not on a leave of Absence  
 

 Farah stated that she was hoping the Committee would re-think this, as the PTM gave a detailed account 
in the appeal saying that she wasn’t campaigning. She stated that Persad posts on Instagram on a regular 
basis, and while it may have looked odd that Persad deleted the story, she regularly deletes the Instagram 
stories she doesn’t like. Farah hoped that the evidence was enough. She added that she did ask Persad to 
be on her team, but also knew it would be a barrier for her. Farah stated that Persad shouldn’t have been 
added to her campaign team.  

 Nadarajah asked Farah if she believed as an individual and the colours she wore on an Instagram story has 
an impact on students voting. Farah responded that not with that scenario she just explained. She stated 
that Persad posts on a regular basis and didn’t feel that there the impact or intent were there. Farah 
added that she could see why this would be supported regardless, but there was no correlation to 
campaigning and this wasn’t done deliberately.  

 
ii.  Campaign Material on Instagram Story  
 

 Farah stated that to give context she knows this person, as they are CAs together, but she didn’t them to 
be on her campaign team. She explained that in regard to campaigning candidates have ways of branding 
themselves, and so had attached a couple of her training slides in her appeals package. Farah stated that 
her volunteers went through training, and of those she got fined were not on her team and didn’t have 
training. She stated that they should be able to pick their own volunteers for their teams, and that there 
should be a defined ‘supporter’ and ‘campaigner’. Farah explained that all of the CAs took a neutral 
stance and were to just morally support her. She added that this person took this into their own hands 
and she didn’t consent to it.  

 Nadarajah asked if Farah was aware of them posting the information and were there any steps taken for it 
to be taken down. Farah responded that she was only aware of this situation when the CRO said that it 
couldn’t be posted on Instagram. She explained that she rectified the situation by telling the person to 
post it on Facebook, but she doesn’t have the proof of that post. Farah explained that in regard to the 
campaign team, it can be very hard for them to track everything and go through all of the Instagram 
stories. She added that she didn’t get the notification either.  

 
Non-MSU Member Campaigning 
 

 Farah stated that this was a good friend, but people didn’t have knowledge of the post. She explained that 
she wasn’t sure how to rectify it but that there wouldn’t have been much impact as this person only 
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knows about two to three people at McMaster. She added that she didn’t ask this person to post on her 
behalf.  

 No questions were asked of Farah. 
 
iii.  Snapchat Violation  
 

 Farah stated that she submitted a statement from the person who did this in her appeals document. She 
explained that she should be able to run her campaign in a certain way, and there is also the integrity of 
the rules as a CA. she stated that she told her students that she didn’t want them to campaign for her, 
and that she wasn’t aware that this student snapchatted the photo that was taken.  

 Nwosu asked if Farah asked her student what the picture was being taken for. Farah stated that the 
student said they were going to send it to their mom but posted it to snapchat.  

 
2.  Lack of Links/Hashtags for MSU Elections 
 
i. Twitter 
 

 Farah stated that this wasn’t deliberately done and showed her intent through documents in her appeals 
package. She explained that she did try and rectify a couple of them and show the impact of not having 
the hashtags. Farah added that she knew that this wasn’t sufficient evidence but wanted to state that 
they did rectify the situation. She felt that this didn’t impact the integrity of the election.  

 No questions were asked of Farah.  
 
Having More than 30 Dollars in Fines of the Same Nature 
 

 Farah stated that what she just spoke on applies to this as well.  
 No questions were asked of Farah.  

 
3. Endorsements from Non-MSU Members 
 
i.  Business Page on Instagram from Non-MSU Member 
 

 Farah stated that this was a good friend of hers, and just wanted to support her. She explained that the 
intent was there in the posting but didn’t know about it until after the fact. Farah stated that the outreach 
wasn’t there as the person didn’t have any McMaster students going to her.  

 Lee asked how long this post was up for. Farah responded that she wasn’t sure.  
 
ii.  Non-MSU Member Sharing Posts 
 

 Farah stated that in her package she has a letter from Iman. She explained that even though this person 
was her friend, this was something that they should have been aware of as they were involved in the 
McMaster community. Farah felt that she shouldn’t be penalized for this post as she wasn’t aware of this 
until after it happened. She explained that she asked for her friend to make a statement. Farah stated that 
she knows this person has a large reach on Facebook, and that voters could have been swayed, but that 
she couldn’t personally control everything everyone posts.  

 Nadarajah stated that when someone was tagged in a post they would get a notification. She asked if 
Farah contacted them to take down the post. Farah responded that she didn’t know that it was shared, 
and she didn’t have a dedicated person to look into it. She added that with regard to rectifying it 
afterward, she had asked for a statement but doesn’t know if it was taken down. Farah stated that she 
was aware of the impact it might have had.  

 
4. Endorsement from McMaster Womanists 
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 Farah stated that she didn’t have consent towards this person, and they were in no means affiliated with 
the campaign team. She felt that they shouldn’t be penalized for this, and that it was done as a mistake 
and wasn’t deliberately done. Farah added that she tried asking if the individual had access to the reach of 
the post, but once it’s deleted you can’t see the numbers.  

 No questions were asked of Farah.  
 
5. No Link to MSU Election Website on Buzzfeed Quiz 
 

 Farah stated that this was shared through Facebook and asked how would it count as a fine. The CRO 
responded that the quiz didn’t have to have the link, but when someone shared the results of the quiz the 
link wasn’t posted.  

 
6. MSU Paid Staff Member Campaigning While Not on a Leave of Absence – Deliberate Violation 
 

 Farah stated that she took steps that every member took a leave of absence, and she was charged with 
both a standard violation and another for deliberately violating the rules. She explained that no one knew 
the volunteer was an employee of the MSU Child Care Centre, and that when they were made aware she 
had asked if she could take Jasmine off of the team. Farah stated that after conversations with the CRO it 
wasn’t clear if they would be allowed to take a leave of absence during the campaigning. She explained 
that there was no precedent to this. She stated that this wasn’t deliberately done, and they took the 
appropriate steps to fix it.  

 No questions were asked of Farah. 
 
7. Using Amplification Equipment – Acoustic Guitar – Bad Taste 
 

 Farah asked Epifano to speak to this. Epifano responded that they did violate the rule, so they will take 
the deliberate violation, but that they were appealing the fine for bad taste. She explained that they 
didn’t feel that they had acted in bad taste, and that when the DRO came down to say they were in 
violation Epifano said ‘thank you’ and that she wasn’t rude or obnoxious to the DRO. 

 Farah added that she wasn’t invalidating the experience of the DRO, but when looking at the integrity of 
this violation she didn’t think that this overall impacted the voter turnout. She explained that she didn’t fit 
within the definition of bad taste.  

 Lee asked Epifano why she didn’t think it was bad taste, specifically. Epifano responded that her and the 
team weren’t acting rude or disrespectful, and that she did acknowledge what the DRO had said to us. 
She added that they knew they would be fined for this, but they weren’t being disrespectful. Farah added 
that while she understood the definition of bad taste could be expanded, this was a reach.  

 Nwosu stated that this was one account. She asked if anyone else spoke to the DRO. Epifano responded 
that it was just her.  

 Nadarajah asked if they believe deliberately violating the rule, after the DRO has spoken to her, would not 
be in bad by not abiding by an elections rule. Epifano responded that it could be, but that wasn’t what 
they were being fined for. She stated that it was based on the interaction with the DRO. Farah stated that 
they acknowledged the deliberateness and apologized for it.  

 
8. Poster Violations 
 
i. Rave Cards 
 

 Farah stated that she didn’t have proof, but the team only handed them out in Mills and had the cards on 
their table in MUSC. She explained that when speaking to a student they would show it to them, and if 
they asked for it they could take it. She added that there was no evidence given, so this should have been 
dismissed.  
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 No questions were asked of Farah 
 
ii. Banner on Pillar  
 

 Farah stated that the act wasn’t deliberate, and they took it down. She explained that they were 
upholding the integrity of the election, and that this didn’t sway voters or impact the integrity. She stated 
that the board had more traction than being on the pillar.  

 Bhatti asked how Farah knew that putting the banner on the board or pillar had impact. Farah responded 
that there were more pictures with the board instead of the pillar. She explained that in regard to 
engagement the pillar wasn’t doing it, and it was only up for half a day.  

 
9. Campaigning in Bad Taste 
 

 Farah stated that the evidence gathered was her first interaction with the CRO. She stated that this 
couldn’t have happened because any person speaking to the candidate’s campaign would invalidate her 
points. She explained that she has provided proof in her appeal package. Farah stated that they set the 
tone from the beginning that they had a clean campaign, and she felt strongly about this. She explained 
that this could have been biased as another candidate and then taking into comparison, and that 
hopefully she had provided sufficient enough proof. She reiterated that this would have invalidated 
everything that she and her team stood for. She added that any question asked could have made anyone 
feel flustered. Farah stated that this was a direct violation of their campaign team and that they had been 
nothing but great to the other candidates.  

 Nadarajah stated that campaign team members and volunteers don’t know the whole platform and don’t 
know the feasibility. She stated that her proof was that by contradicting the other candidate’s point 
would be contradicting hers. She asked if Farah would know about the feasibility of their points. Farah 
responded that it was unlikely, and that throughout the campaign everyone was being criticized, but she 
knew first hand what everyone was talking about and had looked over it. She stated that the other 
candidate had the same exam points as her team, and it wouldn’t make sense to talk badly about their 
platform point when it would invalidate hers.   

 Lee asked Farah to speak more to this incident. Farah responded that she wasn’t present for this and 
provided proof off of the logic. She explained that yes, she wasn’t there but knew the campaign was an 
extension of herself. She added that if she was there it couldn’t have happened and that they had set the 
tone to be a clean campaign and spoke about who she was, and not about others.  

 
Discussion on Appeals 
 
1.  Instagram Stories/Snapchat 
 
i. Misuse of Social Media  
 
Moved by Nwosu, seconded by Lee that the Election Committee uphold their decision.  
 

 Nwosu stated that they should uphold the fine, as it wasn’t the fault of the Committee that the Appellant 
wore black every day.  

 Lee stated that in the definition of campaigning, likeness is considered campaigning.  
 The Committee stated that the Appellant knew that this was going to be on the Instagram story, and that 

the photo was being taken, and this was a deliberate violation of the rules.  
 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
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PTM not on a Leave of Absence 
 
Moved by Bhatti, seconded by Lao that the Election Committee uphold their decision.  
 

 Bhatti stated that the PTM put the photo of her and the Appellant on Instagram stories, and since likeness 
is part of campaigning, it was not allowed.  

 The Committee felt that since they had already established that the previous violation was campaigning, 
they would be upholding the fine.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
ii.  Campaign Material on Instagram Story  
 
Moved by Bhatti, seconded by Nadarajah that the Election Committee uphold their decision.  
 

 Bhatti stated that the Appellant stated she had rectified the incident by having the student post on 
Facebook instead, but this was still active campaigning.  

 The Committee felt that the Appellant’s argument about not recruiting the member, so therefore not 
responsible for their actions was becoming a theme and that it was their responsibility to know what was 
happening. The Committee decided that the rules were broken, regardless of trying to rectify the 
situation.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
Non-MSU Member Campaigning 
 
Moved by Nwosu, seconded by Nadarajah that the Election Committee uphold their decision.  
 

 Nwosu stated that how could someone say that a poster of their branding wasn’t campaigning. She added 
that this person posted the poster on their Instagram story, and that there would still be an impact.   

 The Committee stated that regardless of intent, the rules was broken, and the impact was still there. 
 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
iii.  Snapchat Violation  
 
Moved by Bhatti, seconded by Lao that the Election Committee uphold their decision. 
 

 Bhatti stated that even though the student was in first year, they knew what was happening. Support was 
equal to campaigning.  

 The Committee stated that the Appellant knew the photo was being taken and could have been used, 
regardless of what the student said.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
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2.  Lack of Links/Hashtags for MSU Elections 
 
i. Twitter 
 
Moved by Lao, seconded by Bhatti that the Election Committee uphold their decision. 
 

 The Committee stated that the Appellant stated that they rectified the situation after the fact but asked if 
adding a thread to the tweet really rectified the situation. They felt that it didn’t as the ones as part of the 
evidence weren’t, and that’s what they were basing the fines off.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
Having More than 30 Dollars in Fines of the Same Nature 
 
Moved by Nadarajah, seconded by Lee that the Election Committee uphold their decision. 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
3. Endorsements from Non-MSU Members 
 
i.  Business Page on Instagram from Non-MSU Member 
 
Moved by Nadarajah, seconded by Lee that the Election Committee uphold their decision. 
 

 Nadarajah stated that this was still up as of the fines meeting. 
 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
ii.  Non-MSU Member Sharing Posts 
 
Moved by Nwosu, seconded by Lee that the Election Committee uphold their decision. 
 

 The Committee stated that this person had a lot of say in the McMaster Community, and was heavily 
involved. They added that this person had been part of election teams in the past and knew the rules and 
should have been aware. One member pointed out that the Appellant was aware, as they were tagged in 
the post. The Committee added that the post wasn’t taken down as of the fines meeting, and the 
Appellant’s reasoning was so that she could be endorsed in the appeal evidence.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
4. Endorsement from McMaster Womanists 
 
Moved by Nwosu, seconded by Bhatti that the Election Committee uphold their decision. 
 



  MSU Presidential Appeals 
  February 5, 2018 
  Page 8 
 

 Nwosu stated that the post was online for at least eight hours, which was a long time. She stated that 
posts made before the Health Sciences referendum were up for two hours and would get 500 views. 
Nwosu stated that the rule was broken, and it didn’t take away from the impact.  

 The Committee felt that even though the post was made in error it still broke a rule.  
 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
5. No Link to MSU Election Website on Buzzfeed Quiz 
 
Moved by Nadarajah, seconded by Lee that the Election Committee uphold their decision. 
 

 The Committee stated that the rule was broken, and the appeal didn’t change the fact that it was.  
 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
  
 
6. MSU Paid Staff Member Campaigning While Not on a Leave of Absence – Deliberate Violation 
 
Moved by Bhatti, seconded by Lee that the Election Committee overturns their decision. 
 

 The Committee stated that they could see that there was a miscommunication, and the rule wasn’t 
deliberately broken. They added that while it was an oversight on everyone’s part, the rule was still 
broken.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
7. Using Amplification Equipment – Acoustic Guitar – Bad Taste 
 
Moved by Lee, seconded by Nadarajah that the Election Committee overturns their decision. 
 

 The Committee was torn on whether to overturn the appeal, as the rule was clearly broken. They debated 
on whether the interaction was actually in bad taste, even though the group kept playing after the DRO 
said not to. Some members felt the perspective from Epifano changed their decision. The Committee felt 
that they also needed to stay consistent and there wasn’t anything in the rules about deliberately 
violating an election official’s word.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

In Favour: 3 Opposed: 2 Abstentions: 0 
Motion Passes 

 
8. Poster Violations 
 
i. Rave Cards 
 
Moved by Nadarajah, seconded by Lao that the Election Committee overturns their decision. 
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 The Committee stated that there was no evidence of the cards being handed out in MUSC, and that the 
cards were just sitting on the table. The Committee stated that they made their original decision since the 
complaint stated that the cards were being given out to students on their way to class.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

In Favour: 4 Opposed: 0 Abstentions: 1 
Motion Passes 

 
ii. Banner on Pillar  
 
Moved by Nadarajah, seconded by Lee that the Election Committee uphold their decision. 
 

 The Committee stated that regardless of the banner being taken off of the pillar after the warning, the 
rule was still broken.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
9. Campaigning in Bad Taste 
 
Moved by Nwosu, seconded by Lao that the Election Committee uphold their decision. 
 

 The Committee felt that that the Appellant’s logic as to how this couldn’t have happened wasn’t enough 
to overturn their decision.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
c) Webb, Kirstin  
 
1.  Links  
 

 Webb stated that the violation included the links on the medium posted, and the rules stated that this 
was sufficient. She showed the Committee that her posts did include the links in the description of the 
post.  

 Lee asked Webb if her twitter was linked to Instagram. Webb responded that it was.  
 
Discussion on Appeal 
 
1.  Links 
 
Moved by Nadarajah, seconded by Lee that the Election Committee overturns their decision. 
 

 The Committee went over the appeal. They stated that they didn’t know the Appellant’s Instagram 
account was linked to their Twitter, and this was enough evidence for the missing links.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 



  MSU Presidential Appeals 
  February 5, 2018 
  Page 10 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
d) Obaidullah, Rabeena  
 
1. Campaigning in Facebook Groups 
 
i.  ISA  
 

 Obaidullah stated that her team was giving training documentation before campaigning and they knew 
not to post in Facebook groups. She explained that the student who posted in the group was not on their 
team, and the student has provided a statement stating that when they were contacted the post was 
taken down immediately. Obaidullah explained that she had a small team and that it was hard to catch 
everything, and if her team had seen the post on their own terms they would have asked for it to be taken 
down. She added that a lot of students not involved with elections wanted to become involved with their 
campaign as there was a lot of general interest.  

 No questions were asked of Obaidullah.  
 
ii.  BioMedical Discovery   
 

 Obaidullah stated that the person who posted was not a part of the team, even though she did reach out 
to them earlier. She explained that the person didn’t get back to her in time for training, and therefore 
wasn’t put on the campaign team. Obaidullah explained that she didn’t know that this post went up, but 
when she found out about it and asked the person to take it down it was taken down immediately. She 
stated that there was nothing deliberate about the post. 

 No questions were asked of Obaidullah.  
 
iii.  MMalSa 
 

 Obaidullah stated that this person was a good friend of hers but didn’t join the team. She added that the 
person was told that she wouldn’t be able to volunteer but she could understand why the student was 
added to the team. Obaidullah stated that another candidate reached out to them and said that the post 
wasn’t allowed, and it was taken down before the complaint was brought forward. She explained that 
there was no deliberate intent.  

 Bhatti asked if the individual was previously on a campaign team. Obaidullah responded that they weren’t 
on her team.  

 Nwosu stated that Obaidullah stated that the post was already taken down. She asked about the timeline 
and if anything was submitted to the CRO pertaining to this person. Obaidullah responded that she has 
statements from every person who posted in the Facebook groups.  

 
iv.  ISS  
 

 Obaidullah stated that this posting was odd because she didn’t know the student in question and had just 
met her in Centro. She explained that this student was a first year and was excited about the campaign, 
and then added her to Facebook. Obaidullah explained that when she reached out to the student they 
immediately deleted the post.  

 No questions were asked of Obaidullah.  
 
v.  Visual X  
 

 Obaidullah explained that these photos were taken by her photographer and were innocently posted as it 
wasn’t explicitly campaign material. She added that what was posted wasn’t posted anywhere else, and 
that her photographer didn’t mention the election or campaign at all. Obaidullah explained that she has 
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provided a screenshot of her conversation with the photographer and asked the Committee to take that 
into consideration.  

 No questions were asked of Obaidullah.  
 
Deliberately Violating a Rule – Posting in Facebook Groups 
 

 Obaidullah stated that with all of the evidence provided the Committee should be able to see that none of 
these posts were done deliberately. She explained that she knows it’s odd that this happened to only one 
candidate, but she didn’t reach out to those students who posted to post on her behalf. Obaidullah added 
that there were not deliberate actions taken, and no malicious intent.  

 No questions were asked of Obaidullah.  
 
Having More than 30 Dollars in Fines of the Same Nature 
 

 Obaidullah stated that her reasoning for this was the same as above.  
 No questions were asked of Obaidullah.  

 
2.  Unsolicited Messaging on Facebook – Mass in Nature 
 

 Obaidullah stated that this was an honest misunderstanding, as there wasn’t clarification that sending out 
individual messages was mass messaging. She explained that she felt that mass messaging would have 
been within group chats, and that these types of messages have been done in other years for other 
campaigns. Obaidullah explained that she wouldn’t have sent this message to Elections Committee 
members if it was against the rules, and that she only asked them to look at the website. She added that 
as for messaging the student that graduated, she thought that they were still a McMaster student as they 
were in the same year as she was. Obaidullah pointed out that Facebook would block someone if they 
send the exact same message multiple times.  

 No questions were asked of Obaidullah 
 
3.  Lack of Links/Hashtags for MSU Elections 
 

 Obaidullah stated that this was a misunderstanding, and that she had everything in the bio and thought 
that it was okay, as that were the rules from the previous year. She added that this was in no way 
deliberate, and the links/hashtags were added when it was brought to their attention.   

 No questions were asked of Obaidullah 
 
Having More than 30 Dollars in Fines of the Same Nature 
 

 Obaidullah stated that the links were on everything else, and that it was rectified after it was brought to 
her attention.  

 No questions were asked of Obaidullah 
 
4.  SRA Caucus Leader Actively Working while on LOA 
 

 Obaidullah stated that the campaign team member has provided a statement about permissions granted 
and which email was used. She added that no one reached out to the team member to inform them of 
their duties and felt that there was a lot of miscommunication. Obaidullah stated that the campaign team 
member asked for permission to host the event from the MSU Speaker. She added that the event wasn’t 
communicated through her SRA email, and the event was run with SAS.  

 Nwosu asked for clarification and if Obaidullah asked the MSU Speaker if the Assembly member could be 
on her team and could host the event. Obaidullah responded that the campaign team member was still 
allowed to host the event.  
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 Lee asked for clarification on whether the team member used their personal email. Obaidullah responded 
that they did.  

 No questions were asked of Obaidullah 
 
5.  Use of McMaster University Logo 
 

 Obaidullah explained that she provided a photo of what was on the website compared to the original 
photos. She explained that they did blur all logos but didn’t catch the one-third that was left on the 
sweatshirt. Obaidullah felt that this was silly and that it wasn’t deliberate.  

 No questions were asked of Obaidullah 
 
6  Campaign Material Left in MSU Space  
 

 Obaidullah stated that this happened on the second day of campaigning, and as evidenced by her email to 
her team it wasn’t them. She explained that she was in contact with the CRO to look at the security 
footage, but after speaking with Security they weren’t able to release it in time for the meeting. She felt 
that this was an act of sabotage as she was sure this wasn’t someone from her team. 

 No questions were asked of Obaidullah 
 
7.  Misrepresentation on Expense Sheet  
 

 Obaidullah stated that they got a cost estimate from Underground but didn’t order the stakes from there 
as it was expensive. She didn’t think to source from there as she knew that printing and laminating had to 
be done through Underground but nothing was stated about stakes having to come from them. 
Obaidullah stated that her mother picked up the stakes for her, and she wasn’t aware that her Aunt gave 
her a discount until she was messaged about it. Obaidullah explained that the stakes could be found 
online for the amount close to what she paid and felt that declaring that price would have been wrong as 
it was student money. She added that she was truthful for where she got them and how much she paid 
for them, and that regardless of the price they still would have been under budget. Obaidullah felt that 
this was a misunderstanding.  

 Nwosu asked if her mom picked up the stakes for her, why was Obaidullah’s name on the receipt. 
Obaidullah responded that the store was in Vaughan, where they live, and she was just trying to figure out 
where to get them last minute.  

 
Producing Campaign Material outside of MSU Underground Media & Design 
 

 Obaidullah stated that she already explained why she didn’t go through Underground.  
 No questions were asked of Obaidullah 

 
8. Campaigning in Bad Taste 
 

 Obaidullah stated that when she found out about this it was quite upsetting. She wanted to make it clear 
that she wouldn’t attack the character of another candidate or slander their campaign. Obaidullah said 
her team prided themselves on running a clean and respectful campaign. She explained that all of the 
presidential candidates provided statements, and they did speak to their campaign, but didn’t feel 
comfortable reaching out to Farah’s team. Obaidullah felt that this was an attack on her character and 
was very upset as she couldn’t believe someone would write something manipulative like that about her 
team. She added that the performance from the debate was mentioned, but it was just responses to 
other teams and their platforms and nothing was attacked. Obaidullah stated that the Instagram post 
during the debate was done by her Campaign Manager as she had missed one of the speaking points and 
chose to post it, but no one’s name was mentioned. She explained that this wasn’t slanderous and there 
was no ill intent.  
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9.  Disqualification 
 

 Obaidullah stated that regarding the bad taste complaint, it was submitted at 4:30pm that day and 
included content from the first week of campaigning. She felt that there was malicious intent of someone 
submitting a letter like that. Obaidullah stated that this whole experience was hard on her as she wasn’t a 
political person. She made sure she had team members who shared the same values as her, and her 
training materials will show her approach in campaigning. Obaidullah explained that she was upset to 
hear the outcome of the election, as she suffers with anxiety she needed to be around people who were 
positive, and the candidates helped. She stated that Farah was one of her closest friends and she treated 
their team with respect even though she and her team were met with discomfort, and that she didn’t 
have the time or mental energy to sabotage or slander another team. She expressed how difficult this has 
been on her and trying to be an honest candidate. She believed she was wrongfully disqualified and 
hoped that the evidence provided will help the Committee reconsider their decision.  

 Nwosu wanted to know the opinion of Obaidullah and if she felt that the Facebook posts influence a 
substantial number of students. Obaidullah responded that they couldn’t prove how many people would 
have seen them as they were taken down within a few hours. She explained that they educated their 
team on the rules and made sure it was thorough and that this could have happened to anyone. 
Obaidullah stated that she sent an email asking for people to not be posting in groups, as well as posting it 
on Instagram to get the word out.  

 Nadarajah asked how much she thinks the Committee should value witness testimonies coming from 
teams. Obaidullah responded that there wasn’t a way for them to present their case without testimonies. 
She thought having other candidates speak to how they interacted with them was a key component to 
the bad taste complaints. Obaidullah stated that she had a team member upset because what they said 
was taken out of context to get a fine and then disqualified. She explained that she wasn’t thinking about 
how to scheme about other teams, and that they even held back their complaints when it was mentioned 
that a team might be disqualified. Obaidullah stated that it was important to hear from sides, and that 
they wouldn’t have attached another person’s character.  

 
Discussion on Appeals 
 
1.  Facebook  
 
i.  ISA 
 
Moved by Lao, seconded by Lee that the Elections Committee uphold their decision. 
 

 The committee felt that while the intent might not have been there, the impact was.  
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
ii)  BioMedical Discovery  
 
Moved by Nadarajah, seconded by Nwosu that the Elections Committee uphold their decision. 
 

 The Committee stated that in the letter provided it said that this person was recruited to be on the team, 
and that this was more than enough reason to uphold the decision even if the person didn’t have training.  

 
Passes Unanimously 

 
iii)  MMalSa 
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Moved by Nadarajah, seconded by Lee that the Elections Committee uphold their decision. 
 

 The Committee stated that someone from another Candidate’s team saw it and had asked for the post to 
be taken down. They felt that impact was still there, and while the Appellants team was small and it’s 
hard to manage all of the people on the team it is the Elections Committee’s responsibility to uphold the 
rules.  

 
Passes Unanimously 

 
iv.  ISS  
 
Moved by Lee, seconded by Nwosu that the Elections Committee uphold their decision. 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
v)  Visual X 
 
Moved by Nwosu, seconded by Nadarajah that the Elections Committee uphold their decision.   
 

 The Committee stated that likeness was defined in the rules as campaigning, and this picture was used.  
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
Deliberately Violating a Rule – Posting in Facebook Groups 
 
Moved by Nwosu, seconded by Nadarajah that the Elections Committee overturn their decision.  
 

 Nwosu stated that she would like to overturn this as there was enough sufficient evidence that this was 
not deliberate.  

 Nadarajah agreed with Nwosu. She stated that they have to believe the testimonies that were given.  
 The Committee discussed overturning their decision. Some felt that since they have evidence stating that 

it wasn’t deliberate they should be valuing the testimonies.  
 
Vote on Motion 
 

In Favour: 3 Opposed: 2 Abstentions: 0 
Motion Passes 

 
Having More than 30 Dollars in Fines of the Same Nature 
 
Moved by Nwosu, seconded by Lao that the Elections Committee uphold their decision.  
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
2.  Unsolicited Messaging on Facebook – Mass in Nature 
 
Moved by Lao, seconded by Lee to uphold the Elections Committee’s decision.  
 

 The Committee discussed upholding their decision. It was brought up during the appeal that the rule was 
hard to interpret, but the Committee felt that candidates should not assume it will be the same rules. 
They stated that the Appellant should have asked for clarification about mass messaging.  
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Passes Unanimously 
 
3.  Lack of Links/Hashtags for MSU Elections 
 
Moved by Bhatti, seconded by Nadarajah to uphold the Elections Committee’s decision.  
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
Having More than 30 Dollars in Fines of the Same Nature  
 
 
Moved by Nwosu, seconded by Bhatti to uphold the Elections Committee’s decision.  
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
4.   SRA Caucus Leader Actively Working while on LOA 
 
Moved by Bhatti, seconded by Nwosu to uphold the Elections Committee’s decision.  
 

 The Committee discussed upholding their decision. A Committee member stated that the Network 
Administrator looked into the email account and said that there was activity. Another member 
questioned why the SRA member would go to the MSU Speaker and not the CRO to get clarification.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
5.  Use of McMaster University Logo 
 
Moved by Lee, seconded by Lao to uphold the Elections Committee’s decision.  
 

 The Committee discussed upholding their decision. They felt that even though it was later rectified, it still 
happened.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
6.   Campaign Material Left in MSU Space 
 
Moved by Nwosu, seconded by Lao to uphold the Elections Committee’s decision.  
 

 The Committee discussed upholding their decision. They felt that this wasn’t sabotage, and that they had 
to look at impact versus intent.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
7.  Misrepresentation on Expense Sheet 
 
Moved by Nadarajah, seconded by Lao to uphold the Elections Committee’s decision. 
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 The Committee discussed upholding their decision. One member stated that the only argument presented 
was that if the Appellant put the actual value on it that it would be wasting student money. It was pointed 
out that the evidence provided was the US version of Amazon. The Committee stated that the rule was to 
have it on the expense sheet, and that if the Appellant put the real price and the fair market value then it 
would have been okay.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
Producing Campaign Material outside of MSU Underground Media & Design 
 
Moved by Nwosu, seconded by Bhatti to uphold the Elections Committee’s decision. 
 

 The Committee discussed upholding their decision. The Committee stated that the Appellant should have 
clarified with the CRO, and that they should have known if they could print the lawn signs that they would 
have the stakes as well.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
8.  Campaigning in Bad Taste 
 
Moved by Nwosu, seconded by Lao to uphold the Elections Committee’s decision. 
 

 The Committee discussed upholding their decision. The Committee stated that no new evidence was 
presented to show that this didn’t happen. They felt that the bad taste should still stand, as it said nothing 
of the other team. Also, certain members stated that they specifically voted on this because the detailed 
account brought forward.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
9. Disqualification 
 
Moved by Nwosu, seconded by Lee to uphold the Elections Committee’s decision. 
 

 Nwosu stated that she didn’t think this changes the influence on the election, but it was questionable that 
this was the only candidate that this happened to for group postings.  

 Lee stated that the violation saying it was deliberate was overturned by the committee, but there were 
still four difference instances from four different dates. He added that they were all friends of the 
Appellant except for one person. He added that there was still the mass messaging and misrepresentation 
on the expense sheet. He felt that they were upholding the integrity of the election.  

 The Committee discussed upholding their decision. They agreed with Lee’s statement about overturning 
the deliberateness, as the posts weren’t intentional, but they shouldn’t ignore the impact on the election. 
The Committee found the fines to be severe enough for their decision to be upheld.  

 
Vote on Motion 
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Passes Unanimously 
 
 
e) Appeal to Disqualify Ikram Farah 
 

 The Complainant questioned the Committee’s opinion on not disqualifying the Candidate. She stated that 
this was a sentiment from other candidates, if not shared by multiple students. The Complainant stated 
that she had submitted a number of violations, such as misusing the elections website, having campaign 
materials available before the campaign period, evidence of influential social media posts, using an 
amplifying device, and not having campaign team members on leave. She added that the at the all-
candidates meeting guitars were confirmed to be amplifying equipment. The Complainant asked the 
Committee why these violations and fines had not amounted to anything. The Complainant added that by 
reading the minutes there was a blatant bias against Farah, and when she took it to the Ombuds Office 
they agreed. She explained that there was nothing in the discussion about disqualification. The 
Complainant stated that the decision to make this appeal was not easy, as she respected the Candidate a 
lot and considered them a friend, but there was a high number of violations, and the grounds for 
disqualification was one severe violation or five standard. With that, she didn’t understand why the 
Candidate was not disqualified with the number of complaints and their nature, and that this was a 
blatant disregard of election rules and compromised the integrity. The Complainant implored the 
Committee to rethink their decision, and that her respect and trust had been shaken, and felt the office 
has been compromised. She added that she was looking forward to hearing their justification.  

 Nadarajah asked about her statement saying that multiple office clerks and res life staff campaigning. She 
stated that they referenced specific evidence and rules, but that it doesn’t stop res life staff from 
campaigning. She added that they have already charged members for not taking a leave of absence. She 
asked The Complainant what she meant that they were campaigning for the Candidate, and why was this 
not submitted during the complaint process.  The Complainant responded that she and her team had a 
lack of access to res life in general and had a disadvantage in seeing how the campaigning was happening. 
She added that in the minutes it was noted that some res life staff retroactively added to her campaign 
team, and the amount of people who didn’t go through the regular processes on how they changed their 
pictures and stated their affiliations wasn’t in tandem to other CA and res life staff. The Complainant 
added that her team submitted 13-14 complaints against the Candidate but didn’t want to tarnish or 
target their campaign. She explained that was the same reason why they didn’t bring forward complaints 
against two of the office clerks because they assumed it was okayed. She added that they later found out 
that they weren’t considered to be customer services representatives. The Complainant stated that she 
wasn’t sure who was on their campaign and who wasn’t and also couldn’t bring information forward.  

 Nwosu stated that it was mentioned that there were complaints based on a personal nature. She asked 
why this wasn’t submitted but brought up now in appeals. The Complainant responded that she didn’t 
bring forward complaints based on a personal nature and based on the personal experiences being had. 
She explained that there were multiple times of bullying and people being ostracized from previous friend 
groups, and not feeling supported. She explained that she didn’t bring these forward due to the personal 
nature and wanted to maintain friendships and wasn’t sure how to bring this forward. The Complainant 
added that they were also told that while witnesses would be considered evidence, they couldn’t state 
their experiences of someone being glared at, or not talking to them, or calling them out, and it was hard 
to put on a complaint form. She explained that didn’t want to escalate on how personal it was getting and 
wanted to support her campaign team.  

 Lee stated that The Complainant had listed a lot of things in terms of the disqualification process. He 
wondered if she had to choose one to impact the statement, which one would she choose out of all of 
them list. He followed up by asking for the reason why. The Complainant responded that first, the number 
of fines, the breadth, scope, and repeated nature. She explained that the violations and complaints 
weren’t rectified, there were 19 violations with five of them being severe. She explained that this goes 
against the process of the what the Elections Committee was, and what the Bylaws were. She added that 
they laid out the grounds for disqualification and the scope exceeded it. She asked how this not results in 
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a disqualification as the Candidate had more than three times the violations of other candidates. The 
Complainant stated that these violations were given for blatant or otherwise disregard for the election. 
The Complainant explained that on the last day of campaigning the Candidate’s campaign team used 
multiple amplification devices, which they were told about at the all-candidates’ meeting, and when they 
were played people went up to them and the team asked everyone to put their phones away and not take 
photos. She felt that this was a blatant disregard for the rule, and that the team continued even after the 
DRO went to them and asked them to stop. The Complainant stated that this should communicate the 
extent to which this election process was a joke to the team.  

 Lao ceded his question to Nadarajah. Nadarajah stated that ‘integrity of the election’ has multiple 
meanings, specifically the votes and process. She stated that The Complainant spoke about the process, 
but she would like to know about votes. Nadarajah asked The Complainant to describe situations where 
the actions impacted the votes and compromised or deliberately sabotaged for campaigns, using the 
evidence given to campaigns. The Complainant responded that she didn’t know if they received evidence. 
She stated that she heard the Candidate’s team speak against Obaidullah’s team, and that it happened on 
multiple occasions with them pointing at their table and calling them out. She added that the team had 
been told at least once that their team that the MSU would have nothing to do with them after this. The 
Complainant stated that in regard to the vote she stated that the rules were not explicit on how to 
campaign in residence spaces and as a CA. She explained that the contract was interpretive and don’t 
know how it influenced the vote.  The Complainant stated that when the elections website was posted 
with the descriptions of campaign team members in the posts, a lot were Cas or heavily in the MSU. She 
explained that when they put the election website URL it tags the Candidate at the end of the post and 
takes the person to their Facebook page instead of taking the student to the election website, or if the 
link was clicked on it said, ‘error 404’ instead of directing students to the election website and having a 
fair process by showing everyone’s campaign bios. The Complainant felt that this was deliberately done 
by multiple people as it was repetitive and either instructed or taken on by the Candidate’s team. The 
Complainant stated that in regard to the vote, she knew that a complaint was put forward for a Buzzfeed 
quiz, and the elections website wasn’t cited, as well as it was posted for the campaign period started. She 
explained that she submitted the evidence as pre-campaigning during social media, and that this was 
done by people who had a far reach and the quiz was publicly available. The Complainant stated that 
evidence was submitted previous in regard to posting on snapchat and Instagram stories, and that those 
people had a lot of followers. The Complainant added that Maroons were volunteer roles and 
recognisable during the campaign period and all of their social media was full of the Candidate.  

 
Discussion on Disqualification  
 

 The Committee discussed the disqualification. They felt that what was said during the appeal was 
substantial and some felt rattled how the complainant stated that the election process was a joke and 
that the decision making from the Committee shook her. A member pointed out that the acoustic guitar 
came out when it was an important time to get votes, and it could have been impactful. It was brought up 
that they dismissed the complaint about the links being in bad taste because they were led to believe it 
was an accident and didn’t realize that it was possible to be directed to someone’s facebook page from it. 
A member wanted to talk specifically about the accusation about office clerks and res life staff. They 
stated that there wasn’t a specific rule saying that Office Clerks couldn’t be on a campaign team and had 
to take an LOA, and that someone could have asked for clarification. They added that as for res life staff 
EC wanted to make it as fair as possible, as every candidate comes from different aspects of difference 
experiences and everyone has an affiliation. The Committee decided that they couldn’t bring the personal 
experiences in as part of the discussion because there weren’t any complaints submitted. The Committee 
discussed that they felt that the Buzzfeed quiz wasn’t deliberately pre-campaigning, and that it was just 
made early. The Committee asked the CRO to look into the dismissed complaint about the missing/broken 
links being in bad taste, and if it was possible to auto-tag to the Candidate’s personal Facebook page. In 
the meantime, the Committee discussed the point about one candidate having less fines than the 
Candidate in question and being disqualified. One member stated that they would like to talk about the 
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Facebook post that the McMaster Womanists made, and how they didn’t know how long it was up for 
before being taken down. They stated that that page has over 1,000 likes and the impact would be there. 
The Committee discussed the candidate testimonies provided by the complainant, and that it was 
important to consider as they too were questioning the Committee’s decision.  

 The Elections Committee looked at Sabra Salim’s Facebook page to look at the broken link to the election 
website, and the Candidate’s Facebook page was tagged. They asked what would happen if they copy and 
pasted it into a post. The CRO tried this and the link was auto-tagged to the Candidate’s Facebook page. 
The Committee felt that the impact would be huge if this was deliberate. The Committee asked when the 
complaint was submitted. The CRO responded that it was January 18. A Committee member stated that 
this wasn’t done in bad taste, but it looked like it would be deliberate.  

 
Moved by Nadarajah, seconded by Nwosu that the Elections Committee reconsider the dismissal of the Lack of 
Links/Hashtags for MSU Elections – Bad Taste complaint against Ikram Farah.  
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
Moved by Nwosu, seconded by Nadarajah that the Elections Committee apply a standard violation with a fine of 
$0 to Ikram Farah for not having elections links or hashtags in violation of rule 4.14 according to section 7.8.2 
 

 Nadarajah stated that this wasn’t done in bad taste, but the broken links were worthy of a violation.  
 Nwosu stated that she agreed, and that this should be a part of the disqualification conversation.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

In Favour: 4 Opposed: 1 Abstentions: 
Motion Passes 

 
 The Committee stated that someone couldn’t just copy and paste the section and it becomes a tag, and 

that it became deliberate if the person hit enter instead of the space bar.  
 
Moved by Nwosu, seconded by Bhatti that the Elections Committee apply a severe violation with a fine of $0 to 
Ikram Farah for deliberate violation of a rule in accordance with 7.9.8 
 

 Nwosu stated that they have to click enter on the post for it to be linked and that anyone on the 
campaign team should be aware of this option as well.  

 The Committee discussed the motion. Some felt that this was done deliberately. One member stated that 
this discussion was based on evidence and not assumptions, and that they won’t know if it was deliberate 
or not unless the Candidate comes and gives a statement.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

Passes Unanimously 
 
Moved by Bhatti, seconded by Nadarajah that the Elections Committee overturn their decision to not disqualify 
Ikram Farah.  
 

 The Committee stated that they need to give this the same consideration as they did to the other 
Candidates and put themselves back to where they were before seeing the results. One member asked if 
they thought the Candidate, with the amount of fines and violations, would influence voters. The member 
stated that they wouldn’t be upholding the integrity of the election, and that this was a big thing to 
consider. The Committee felt that the McMaster Womanists post should be considered, as having a large 
following could be equally substantial and there were multiple opportunities to see the posts and that it 
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could have influenced the votes and they couldn’t quantify it. The Committee went over each violation for 
the Candidate. The Committee were brought back to mind of the Candidate’s appeal where she stated 
that she deliberately recruited people because of branding but felt that just because someone has a big 
team doesn’t mean they could be negligent. The Committee agreed that the fines were there for a 
reason, as a deterrent and to uphold the integrity of the election. One member stated that people 
submitted their complaints for a reason; the Candidate was a front-runner. The member added that the 
other candidates weren’t even close in the amount of complaints and fines that the Candidate had, but 
the infractions were found and were valid. The Committee felt that it was the negligence of the team to 
not monitor the election. A member wanted more clarification on the broken/missing election website 
link. The CRO responded that the Candidate told her it was an accident and that everything was just 
copied and pasted, but the evidence wasn’t rectified. The Committee acknowledged that they would be 
questioned on their decision, and the reason why they were taking these accusations more seriously was 
based on the candidates’ testimonies and the complainant’s appeal. It was added that the appeal for the 
disqualification was justified and that by going over the points again made the Committee look more 
closely into this, and that the deliberate violation of the rules, and the number of fines impacted the 
election as a whole were grounds for disqualification. The Committee felt that those reasons combined 
with the posts on the McMaster Womanists Facebook page, the deliberateness of disregarding the 
amplification rule, and the broken/missing links was a lot to consider.  

 
Vote on Motion 
 

In Favour: 4 Opposed: 1 Abstentions: 0 
Motion Passes 

 
RATIFY APPEALS 
 
Moved by Bhatti, seconded by Nwosu that the Elections Committee ratify the outcome of the appeals. 
 
RATIFY RESULTS 
 
Moved by , seconded by that the Elections Committee ratify the results of the MSU Presidential Election.  
 
 

 With Ikram Farah being disqualified, Muhammed Aydin is now the President-Elect. 
 
 
 
 


