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1. The Appeals are heard in reference to the AMS CODE of PROCEDURE - 

Section IX A: Electoral Procedures.  All references made will be with regard to 

these unless stated otherwise.  The appeal to this Elections Appeal Committee 

(EAC) is in regard to three separate appeals of a group charged with “slating.”  As 

the facts and outcome for all three candidates will be the same.  The Committee 

will address all three at once.   

 
2. The inquiry commenced based on a complaint as provided by Article 8. 

Interpretations, Rulings, Complaints, and Appeals in which the appropriate 

sections with regard to this matter are 8(2) which provides members the avenue to 

address apparent wrongs through the Elections Committee (EC).  The section 

states: 

 
8(2).  Protests or complaints of irregularities regarding candidates, 
referendum campaign groups, or election officials may be submitted 
to the Elections Committee, provided that the protest or complaint is 
submitted in writing no more than seventy-two (72) hours after the 
occurrence to which it relates and is signed by at least three (3) 
Active Members. This provision notwithstanding, the Elections 
Committee may consider a protest or complaint submitted more than 
seventy-two (72) hours after the occurrence to which it relates if, in 
the opinion of the Elections Committee, it would be reasonable to do 
so under the circumstances (for instance, if there has been a delay in 
discovering an alleged irregularity), but no protest or complaint shall 
be submitted more than seventy-two (72) hours after the end of 



balloting. The Elections Committee must reach a decision on the 
protest or complaint no more than twenty-four (24) hours after it has 
been received in person by a member of the Committee.  

 
 

3. The power to hear this appeal can be found at 8(3) which states: 
 

3(10). If the Elections Committee disqualifies a candidate or declares 
an election or referendum invalid, such disqualification or declaration 
may be appealed to an Elections Appeal Committee in accordance 
with Article 8(7) below. 

 
4. The decision-making power of the EAC is found at 8(14) and is limited to 

determining: 

 

…that in arriving at that decision: 
(a) the Elections Administrator or the Elections Committee acted in a 

manner inconsistent with the Electoral Procedures in the Code or 
with the procedures contained in the candidates’ handbook issued 
by the Elections Committee;  

(b) the Elections Administrator or the Elections Committee failed to 
consider relevant evidence;  

(c) the Elections Administrator or the Elections Committee acted in 
an obviously unfair manner; or  

(d) the Elections Administrator or the Elections Committee imposed 
inconsistent penalties for similar offences in the same election or 
referendum.  

 
5. This is “after receiving an appeal application submitted in accordance with the 

provisions of this article” and this same provision allows the EAC to overturn a 

decision of the EC .   

 
 

6. If the EAC  it is then placed in the position according to  
 

8(15). If the Election Appeals Committee decides to overturn a 
decision of the Elections Administrator or the Elections Committee 
in accordance with paragraph 14 above, it may: (a) substitute its own 
decision for that of the Administrator or the Committee; or (b) order 
the Elections Committee to reconsider the decision. 



 
 

7. The appeal stems from a finding by the Elections Committee that during the 

Spring 2009 elections Blake Fredericks, Ale Coates and Tristan Markle did 

engage in activities, which were construed as slating or apparent slating.  This is 

counter to 2(11) which also describes slating. It is provided below. 

 
 

2(11). Candidates shall not run in slates, real or apparent, or share 
expenses for campaign materials, excluding minor supplies as 
defined in 10(e) of this article. A slate shall mean a group of 
candidates who run for elected office (including but not limited to 
Executive positions and positions in the Senate and on the Board of 
Governors) on a similar platform for mutual advantage. 

 
8. The process necessary to reach a decision has two steps.  First the EAC must find 

whether the EC acted in any of the manners described in 8(14).  If it is found that 

the EC did act in any of the listed manners, then the EAC will overturn the 

decision of the EC and determine one of the two options provided by 8(15).   

 
9. It is the determination of the EAC that the EC did act in an unfair manner.  

Though it is the opinion of the EAC that there was no malice, malfeasance or ill 

intent, there was enough of an indication that the rules on slating and the 

information provided to the candidates was such that the decision of the EC is 

deemed by the EAC to be unfair.   

 
10. The EC Administrator provided testimony that showed that she was aware of the 

possibility of confusion with regard to the actions that would constitute a finding 

of slating.   

 



11. There was agreement on both sides that the candidates attempted to gain 

clarification at the All Candidates meeting.  The testimony of all parties were 

consistent regarding the actions all took to clarify the rules on slating 

 

12. The EC’s decision was made in light of an accumulation of events.  They 

explained to the EAC that their ruling was based on the following:   

 
(a) A video tape of the three candidates campaigning together at Totem 

Cafeteria; 
(b) 2 photos showing their posters located in proximity to one another; and 
(c) Classroom campaign visits that were performed together. 

 
Taken together, these events were deemed by the EC to constitute slating or 

apparent slating.   

 

13. The decision of the EAC is based on the fact that no member of the EAC could 

determine what was slating and given the severity of the punishment, the 

candidates should have been notified and been given warnings as they were 

stepping within the grey area of slating.   

 

14. The video clearly shows the three candidates in the Totem cafeteria.  It does not 

show them campaigning together and the individuals claim similar and 

forthcoming explanations to why they were present and the actions they took at 

Totem.  The severity of the discipline would suggest that the accumulative affect 

of this and other evidence should have been held to a higher standard.  To not 

demand more of the evidence and to allow the weight the EC did was unfair.    



 

15. The EC could not verify that the photos were indeed placed by the candidates as a 

group for their mutual benefit.  The EAC finds that the candidates should have 

been given an opportunity to respond to the allegation of the photos.  Further the 

photos did not show the candidates placing the posters only that the posters were 

together.  There is a reasonable doubt that this was managed as part of a slating 

campaign.   

 

16. The final factor provided by the EC was the classroom visits.  The candidates all 

provided similar evidence with regard to the number of visits they did together 

and apart.  They further explained that working in the same office contributed to 

impromptu visits together to classrooms.  The representative for the EC did not 

dispute these numbers and the proportion of total class visits versus class visits 

together would not indicate a group activity.  This proportion has been decided by 

the EAC as there was no indication that there was a number of visits together that 

would construe slating.  The EC representative explained that all candidates were 

cautioned against too many but the exact proportion was left to the candidates’ 

discretion.   This was an unfair burden imposed on the candidates.   

 

17. For all these reasons the EAC finds that the EC acted unfairly.  Therefore the 

decision against all three candidates regarding disqualification and financial 

penalties will be overturned.  All reimbursements will be forwarded and the 

posting of all results will include all candidates in the official election results.   



 

18. The EAC would like to commend the EC for doing an excellent job given the 

situation they were presented.  The issue of slating must be addressed to fill in 

some of the wholes the present in the code and bylaws.   

 

19. The EAC recommends that improved definitions be provided regarding slating so 

that similar events do not occur.  Without amendments to better define slating and 

the repercussions of slating actions like those that are the subject of this appeal 

will continue to arise.  The nature of the campaign process will see that further 

appeals will be heard until the EC and the candidates are given further direction 

and clarification on this matter.   


