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MINUTES of a meeting the McMaster Students Union Electoral Appeal Board, held on March 5, 2018 at the hour  

of 11:30 am local time, Rm 213, McMaster University Student Centre.  

 

Present:  Ms. Christi Garneau 

Mr. Nibaldo Galleguillos 

Ms. Helen Zeng 

Ms. Emma Ferguson (Recording Secretary)  

 

Called to order at 11:34am  

▪ Zeng went over the documentation and the process of the meeting.  

▪ Sarah Figueiredo and Rabeena Obaidullah were invited into the meeting.  

 

PRESENTATION OF ELECTIONS COMMITTEE FINES & APPEALS MEETING – Sarah Figueiredo presented  

▪ Figueiredo stated that the Elections Committee believed the violations committed impacted the integrity of the 

election. Figueiredo advised that a number of violations that led to the disqualification decision at the Presidential 

Fines meeting. Figueiredo stated that the violations for campaigning in closed Facebook groups were a large factor 

in the Elections Committee's decision for disqualification. Figueiredo explained that closed Facebook groups can 

not be monitored and give unequal access to candidates. She went on to further explain that a bad taste violation; 

a violation for including a McMaster logo in campaign materials; having campaign materials in the MSU 

Underground Media + Design space; and misrepresentation of expenses on an expense sheet were all also factors 

in the disqualification. Figueiredo stated that while the Elections Committee overturned the deliberate nature 

violation for posting in closed Facebook groups, they still felt that there was an effect on the integrity of the 

election. 

Questions 

▪ Galleguillos asked how many violations Obaidullah was found guilty of. Figueiredo responded that she had 

not counted them up, but there were over 10 violations in total.  

▪ Garneau asked if there was an expectation for materials to be purchased through a particular supplier. 

Figueiredo responded that materials that could be supplied by Underground Media + Design had to be 

purchased from there. She stated that it was not the job of the Elections department to do homework for 

the candidate on what could be purchased from where.  

▪ Garneau asked how the rules are communicated to candidates. Figueiredo explained that the night 

nominations close there is a meeting. She stated that they went over the rule about sourcing from 

Underground Media + Design.  

▪ Obaidullah asked if it could be confirmed that an email was sent to the CRO stating she did not plan to 

source the H stakes from Underground, and in addition, why the CRO did not inform her she should be 

purchasing them from Underground. Figueiredo stated that she could not speak to emails received by the 

CRO.  

▪ Zeng asked for a timeline of when the candidate was notified there was a McMaster logo present on their 

campaign website. Figueiredo stated that the candidate would have been notified the date the complaint 

was submitted and that it was rectified at some point afterwards. 

▪ Garneau asked for more detail on the bad taste violation. Figueiredo responded that two students had 

gone up to Obaidullah's representatives asking about another candidate's platform. Obaidullah's 

representatives had apparently said things to the two students that were outside the scope of political 
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criticism and in bad taste. Figueiredo explained that Elections Committee felt the complaint was very 

descriptive and had merit.  

▪ Galleguillos asked who created the rules. Figueiredo stated that the rules are made and approved by 

Elections Committee. 

▪ Galleguillos asked what Figueiredo's role was during the elections period, how her role helps prepare the 

candidates and if the candidates were able to ask questions.  Figueiredo explained that her and the CRO 

are non-voting members on Election Committee. She explained that at the all-candidates meeting the 

rules are reviewed and candidates are able to ask as many questions as they want.  

▪ Galleguillos asked if candidates were advised of the most common offenses. Figueiredo responded that 

they had definitely reviewed the rule on posting in Facebook groups and on amplification devices. She 

stated that candidates were made aware they could ask questions at any time during the election period. 

▪ Galleguillos asked what the purpose of meeting with the candidate was after a complaint was submitted. 

Figueiredo stated that candidates meet with the CRO to learn what the complaint consisted of and then 

the issue could potentially be rectified. She stated that even if a violation is rectified, if a complaint was 

submitted, it will go to Elections Committee to be assessed for a fine.  

▪ Galleguillos asked how a fine is given if the candidate already rectified the issue. Figueiredo responded 

that the job of Elections Committee is to assess whether there was still impact on the election due to the 

violation. She stated that fines are in place because there needs to be consequences to breaking the rules. 

▪ Obaidullah asked Figueiredo to confirm whether the CRO had said not to worry about the Facebook posts 

when they met. Figueiredo stated that she could not confirm.  

▪ Obaidullah stated that many students raised concerns that they did not receive an email to vote and they 

had asked the CRO to follow up with the Simply Voting administrators. Obaidullah stated that she heard 

that on the last day of voting, the CRO had still not followed up with Simply Voting. She asked why there 

was so much lack of communication and why the entire election had not been invalidated if there was a 

problem. Figueiredo responded that every year there are concerns about people not receiving emails. 

Simply Voting let them know that over 5000 students unsubscribed from receiving their emails, and it is 

not possible to re-subscribe students. She explained that students who did not receive an email were still 

able to vote and this information was passed on to anyone who asked. The Network Administrator felt the 

issue was a person-to-person issue, meaning people either unsubscribed, or had emails directed to their 

spam filters, which could happen with any online software. Figueiredo stated that the MSS ran an election 

through Google Forms and still received a low voter turnout, possibly indicating a shift in voting turnout in 

general. She stated that the CRO and herself were able to see if emails were being sent out and they had 

been.  

▪ Obaidullah asked if Figueiredo could confirm he MSS election was first run through Simply Voting and 

invalidated because of email issues, and then they decided to run it on Google Forms in a shorter span of 

time. Figueiredo responded that the MSS chose to invalidate the Simply Voting results, and still received a 

low turnout when they used a different software with extra time for promotions.  

▪ Galleguillos asked if Obaidullah was disqualified during or after the election period. Figueiredo responded 

that she was disqualified at the initial fines meeting, the night voting had closed. She explained that no 

one had any idea of the outcome of the election at the time of the fines meeting.  

▪ Galleguillos asked how many complaints would reflect the integrity of the election had been 

compromised. Figueiredo replied that it would depend on the severity and volume of complaints.  

▪ Galleguillos asked how many times the CRO met with the candidate. Figueiredo stated that it was at least 

four, and likely more.  

▪ Zeng asked if it had been clarified at the all candidates meeting how to put a link to elections on different 

forms of social media. Figueiredo responded that she recalled it being described. 
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▪ Zeng asked if it was said that a link needed to be on every Instagram post. Figueiredo stated that she 

could not remember what was said specifically, but that they did go over social media extensively.  

▪ Zeng asked what activity was seen on the Arts and Science email of the individual who had apparently 

been working while on an LOA. Figueiredo stated that the Network Administrator had seen that there was 

activity on the account at that time, but is unable to state what that activity might be. 

 

PRESENTATION OF APPEAL  – Rabeena Obaidullah presented  

▪ Obaidullah stated that she would be going through the fines she was appealing and her defense for each. 

▪ Obaidullah stated that she had received a standard violation for sending out mass Facebook messages. 

She stated that in previous years, mass messaging was defined as sending messages to messenger groups, 

not the creation of individual messages.  In her opinion, the ruling Elections Committee gave did not 

follow precedence made in past years. There had been no indication that what she had done would be 

considered mass messaging.  

▪ Obaidullah stated she received a standard violation for producing material (h-stakes) outside of the MSU 

Underground and a severe violation for misrepresentation on her expense sheet. She stated that she had 

no malicious intent by putting a different amount on her expense sheet than was fair market value. She 

had not had a lot of time and had her mother get the materials for her. She emphasized that even if she 

had put the correct price, she still would have come in under budget. She advised that at the time she was 

not aware she had been given a discounted rate.  

▪ Obaidullah explained that she received a severe violation for nine instances of failing to post the MSU 

elections link in Instagram posts. She explained that the action was not deliberate and each post was 

made by the same person who was not aware links needed to be attached to each posting.  

▪ Obaidullah stated that she received standard violations for posting in the following Facebook groups: BDC 

(Biomedical Discovery and Commercialization), ISA (Ismaili Student Association), MMaISA, and 

International Student Services. She explained that members of her team were provided extensive training 

on the elections rules, and that none of the posts that received violations were created by her team. It 

was difficult for her team to catch people posting where they weren’t supposed to due to their small size. 

She advised that a total of 35 students engaged in the posts. She stated that it was a slippery slope to 

penalize the candidate for postings outside of their control because in future years candidates could use 

this as a tactic to get their competition disqualified. Obaidullah stated that it was not fair to Elections 

Committee to speculate that there could have been more postings made in other closed groups as there 

was no evidence for that.  

▪ Obaidullah stated that’s he received a standard violation for a volunteer working while on a leave of 

absence (LOA). She stated that according to previous minutes, Elections Committee was unaware what 

type of activity was happening on the work account of the volunteer in question. It could have been 

emails being sent or received, meaning that it was possible the volunteer had never even logged on to the 

account during the elections period. She emphasized that the fine was given to her based on speculation 

and not evidence.  

▪ Obaidullah explained that she received a standard violation for having the McMaster logo in campaign 

material. She stated that they had blurred out other logos and had not deliberately left logos visible. 

Mistakes were rectified as soon as they were noticed.  

▪ Obaidullah she received a severe violation or acting in bad taste. She stated that the events that were 

explained were taken out of context or did not include the full context. She emphasized that nothing 

negative had been said by her team regarding the “Tax Free Tuesdays” platform point of another 
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candidate. She stated that the complaint for bad taste had been submitted thirty minutes before the end 

of the campaign period and she felt that her team was being targeted. She emphasized that her and her 

team had run a positive campaign.  

Questions 

▪ Zeng asked Obaidullah why her name was on the receipt if her mother had picked up the h-stakes for her. 

Obaidullah responded that she asked her mother to put her name on the receipt.  

▪ Figueiredo asked if she had received a family member discount for the h-stakes. Obaidullah stated she 

had not been aware because her mother did it for her. 

▪ Figueiredo asked how much onus she believed should be on the candidate to do their own research. 

Obaidullah stated that she had ensured they were underbudget but had not thought about the availability 

of h-stakes at Underground.  

▪ Garneau asked what efforts her and her team made to let friends and others know how their actions 

could impact her candidacy. Obaidullah responded that when she met with the CRO about the Facebook 

posts in closed groups, she was told it would not be an area of concern for disqualification. She stated 

that she had made a Facebook post letting people know not to post within groups because she had been 

nervous to find out about all the complaints made against her. She stated that she believed it should be 

the job of the Elections department to let the student body as a whole know not to post in Facebook 

groups about candidates.  

▪ Galleguillos asked how many members were on her team. Obaidullah stated that they had originally 

submitted a list of 100 members but worked during the campaign with around 30 active volunteers. She 

stated she did not bother changing the list because she was confident about being responsible for those 

100 people.  

▪ Galleguillos asked what elections experience Obaidullah had before running for president. Obaidullah 

stated that she had run for MSS VP External and for the SRA. She stated that she had also been on MSU 

presidential campaign teams for three years.  

▪ Galleguillos asked how she could say she was not aware of certain rules with so much experience. 

Obaidullah stated that the rules were interpreted this year much differently than in the past. She stated 

as an example: it used to be okay to have the elections link just in the bio of an Instagram page, but this 

year it was expected to have the link on every post.  

▪ Zeng asked if she was aware that the interpretations of the rules can change from year to year based on 

the Elections Committee. Obaidullah stated that she was not aware, and thought that the rules followed 

precedence from year to year. 

▪ Galleguillos asked how she reconciled that there were five people from outside the campaign team, 

campaigning on her behalf. Obaidullah stated that the people took it upon themselves and showing 

genuine support. She stated that she thought it was interesting that they were engaging students who 

had never been involved in elections before who felt they wanted to spread her message. 

▪ Zeng asked if Visual X is a McMaster group. (Referring to a fine not covered in the initial appeal 

presentation). Obaidullah stated she was unsure if it was affiliated with McMaster. 

▪ Galleguillos asked if she felt there should be consequences for breaking rules regardless of the intention. 

Obaidullah stated that she did not feel it was fair that she was disqualified for violations outside of her 

control. She stated that past Elections Committees seemed to agree with her on this sentiment based on 

past minutes. She stated that there were certain things in her appeal that just did not happen, such as the 

bad taste violation. She intended to have further conversation with the General Manager of the MSU 
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regarding the trouble her and her team had with the Elections Department and getting their concerned 

addressed, as well as a reform on the elections rules.  

▪ Figueiredo asked if her team ever attended open office hours. Obaidullah responded that her campaign 

manager attended them. She stated that there was direction given to her team (regarding the Facebook 

posts) that differed from the outcome.  

▪ Galleguillos clarified that she did not feel she should be disqualified even though she had admitted that 

many of the violations happened. Obaidullah stated that she can acknowledge that things happened but 

they were out of her control.  

Recessed at 1:14pm 

Called to order at 1:20pm 

 

CLOSING STATEMENT – Sarah Figueiredo presented  

▪ Figueiredo stated that the CRO and herself made themselves as accessible as possible during the entire 

elections process and just like the candidates had made a lot of sacrifices. She stated that each committee 

sets its own precedence for rules. The committee focused on ensuring that if a candidate won votes, that 

they were won with integrity.  

 

▪ 1:24pm Sarah Figueiredo and Rabeena Obaidullah left the meeting.  

1:28pm the Committee entered closed session. 

1:40pm the Committee returned to open session. 

▪ The committee decided to reconvene at another time to make their decision.  

Time of Next Meeting: 

Monday, March 12 at 1:00pm 

 

 

/ef 

 


