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(DILýýad.ws hido.10Feuaiyl182 iorertolealwith the the an of dS pousbIe Thislis a É ç ra hl'z ibs$tatent ta

"k)w"in est:been sbstantiated by dhe 1982 n
MME THTSeuden &Council request a Discipline, $tuclent Union éection& As ok o tua t Uth ustaed pesin w ic

Interpretation and «Entorctmient <DI.E.) Board interpretation -of student s re nw awàre,, theth aern wsod n't
ByIW& 300 (Nominations and Elections Bylaw); specificaliy Presides'mdaI ballot bas been over-
reàardint the'resporasîbiities of Studenets'Counical, the. Students'. curned by a DIEI board vote, frint arg*.>tie,-1,oldhv
union C ief Returniing Ofie and thé Faculty Associations indte This leter pertains more tofiti wsa> S u Mntacer)
élection otf, aculty representatives. the meeting o% the DIEI board on ers

The D.I.E. Boardi t the problemn was withrh espect to, Wednesday Feèbruary 17/82, in (Gozaez an ' he
members çèf the slace as1aed me tSubsection (4)_ ut Section 29, Part VIII of Bylaw 300. Thi. Board whrch the entire elecion was d h S Ênz.

unaaurpul1 ecmmends that under Subsecion (4) of Section 29, overtutnéd. This meeting il- Beaus .-leabv inor
Part VII IrilBylaw 300, it be stiputated chat whert the Faculty or lustrated ' th deanhs 1te wiiich
School Association'outhtei respective Facuty, or Sciiooi (Faculty, membersofuthte. university. com- tribuxecI té Hal Za1ntôwktzAssociation) has been designaied b y the. Students'Council ta coniduct "munit y would,.staop in dheir id (Chpirperson of DIÉ) radher
nominations and élection# for the Facutrespresentatives, charthtei for office. ridiculous.Faculty Association designate a Returnang Ofticer *ho shahl be . Having. been present at dhe Hç suces, "that .... three i1tnô-
responsable ta, the Students' Uniion Guiet Returning Officer.ý DIE I board prooeedings ofcntp -1(rinBehe, Pge

February l7tii here are Our obser- M.ittôiCOSICBan eeoger*
Stuffing maiboxes vations. were b ing ealized." This

Many candidates ot de 1982 stgtc-~rilet î ldicou. AlthÔugh
Re: Cottle Slate's Complaint Against the- Walkeér Executive eélections participateci in events cheir àctions were u 1 ethical andi
Regardinge the Placement ot Campaign Marerial inL neStudent which were bordering on the ntit(inuding Metcoakys as-
Mailboxes in the. Lister Hall Residence Complex dishonest The D boa.

This complaint was originally consideredduring the Discipline, proceeditigs disclosed tchat Gor- t) ob iy r not léga l cn
Interprétation and Enforcemnent (Dl£..) Board meeting ut 17 don Stamp hati been appraached senP Wr toiIea
February 1982. The Board unanimously agreed that the action ot the bY virtually "every tiebe tti.aorda nu U vesy
Walker Executive ant/or dceir representati.ves was in direct Coule Siate" with a uniform reWiatiQis.
violation ut regulations set forcth by the. Studènts' Union iltmsag;Sapwa re tZhltpêi3de aReturnin Officer an the "Instructions to the. Candidates" manual. withdraw tramn the election due ta the -obViOus oennectio , t- if
Specitical ly, the action violated regulations listed on Page 8, thi. tact that h. appeared ta be. sud>, acton is flot forbidden this

Dl "Campaigning in Res and Large Classrooms," Phragraph 3, Section slitting the vote aw.ay tram PO5SCS stis lapse ini t*e rules
3, Sentence 1. -ol.To chat end Stamap wa s uidin.g'acceptable condaact In-

Amotion ta only void the Presidential position of the elecuon assured tl4at hsi amai 1 x- neL . rgues it's "le VL
was deteated 3-2. A second motion, based on Subsection (lb) of penses would be-c ee'- ,1 Robert GreenhiliWho
Section ?8, Part VII of Bylaw 300, declaring tiix entîre élection void poesuffiably by -the Cotei. cse. rePresented dhe Cottle Siate at dhe
was passeci3-Z. Durin8 this meeting, this action meeting husr.da eea

tolowing this meeting, the Chairperson ut the Board reuse a atrzda cuercave" déeini ua tn*d h
the. other mnembers ta reconsider the complaint. Upon reconsidéera- anti. "unenhical". :Itng te lie stisS. it h oeafllr a shiethat
n ion, the Board, using mts discretian, unanimously repeailé-ed i. ProC n»c<ôIi$ oue adffiakteci t
outcome ot the 17 February 1982 meeting during the meeting ut 3 ajpproacitng Stamp and otfèed
Mgrch 1982. Tihe Boardi ordered char a second élection b. held for the t s as justification; " s e
Presitiential psioconly, pursant no Subsection 2 ot Section 2#, aachat anYbodYcis had naiketid iu
Part ViI Bl aw3- . <:him S teppin

The. ceighu of chat night's Policidola have lié«been
evidenice, however, made it tamious for siesmpp andPro f f eig iltyreasonably dlear. ihat dhe Corde- smoIoescreening iss*i,'~ ot

k. Poo o liihliya ttafair vas not a n unfor- example.ot duis is DIE' Basîrd4
R:: equest by the. CouleSiate for art Examination ot the tunaïte occurance, but indeeti a decisio n o voici tde SU Pteaidets-c

Proceedangs Surrounding dhe, Nominanioni, and Subséquent conaciaus, oeaspiracy. This as tial tu çction . We've hearldur i
iWitbdrawaLofuthde Vice-Presideùt (Internai Affairs) Candidate for illusrated 6bny. t uatthoe iahs sh .<soeaug

I d. alerExea~iv. tenibers of, de torde SIae . ho angIejwe'Ve heard nhe"Kaaawoo Ô
approd. tmp i tmp's Court'' angle, and in atid tîon, de!The incident was discussed during the Discipline, Interpreta- wod virtually everybody" di politiainica l, nd flip-tlop"tidn and Entorcement (D.I.E.) Board meeting ot 3 Mardi 1982. The su within a two day period and ail angles, but it Is lno urprsins char

Boad uaniousy roemens tan n te "nsructions nu the but Brian Bechtel carri.d an wç havent hSani murh abot cieCandidates" mnanual and on the nomination tonm it should be stated idçnnical message. jasa Walter, -we openily.. violateti élection
that ail candidates are required ta subanit proof ut academic v.p. externat, ciiaracterixed tbe'act reguIatîoxqs" angle.
elagd)ilîny, as detaned by the Generai Faculties Council, nu dhe as "downnright slimey,' duc to the uisyteWlrStudents' Union Cliiet Returning Officer by tde nomination dubious irg>lications ic connained.C altd a , rzpudeadline. 'At dus ànàitisinmportant p*e ont want to aIkmaiuc

ta pintou at natlechaoo t a:sSp&ct oft dus ltnte incidenti
Ballot info ~~CottW Slate memnberswio ap- rdrcie uusou

Re: Cottle Slate's R.equest for an Investigation afitde Instructions zalez and Bil m& -, are active DIE. Board was crmnetu
Givîînu onrs n he reeretil Bllt. emersonna~erus amusensure that dhe SU Constiutini

committées and clb. *Thi. one andl Bylaws are intrpreted and 1

This reqqest was dascussed during the Discipline, Interpretation niefiber oaItde siate who was non epnredantion m>osciuatis-
and Entorcement (D.I.E.) Board meeting of-3 March 1 982. The implicated in attempting ta merce cpiarato nstain
Board unanimously agreed chtiatnhe ballot useti in thi. 5 February 1982 Snamp to winiidraw merely "en-
Studenins' Union Election was properly worded. couraged hum ta vandalize WaIkerno

Th Ti. ollowing recomenions were macle 67 the Board as a Posters." ibis ot course was.none 1'I.e
result of this request: othèr than the. presenn v.p. inter-

I(1) The Guiet Renurning Otticer uftheii Students' Union shouid place rial and B. of G. Rep. (elect), Bran
an advertisement iri Thé Gateway p rior ta the. élection explaining
thar votiafg is by preterential ballot and hiow a preterential ballon rates. ban
oprenin pLViion loa

(2). ecton20 ot Bylaw 300 should b.. claritied as ta the tact than
vonang ii by preterential ballot and how such a ballot operates.' Re: "Student boan detaults wreak

havoc," Gàteway, March 9, 1982,

Unfar prcties p 2.No wonder dhe Canada
Studen'Loans, Progran i s iRe: a Complaint 67 Don Millar and Uisa -Water against Bian trouble!! Can you imaginie chatBeahtel, Bill Coule, Teresa Gonizalez, and$ Piip Soper relating tOnu oft jyments chase anudens

activiries in the 1982 Stutient? Union Executive Ilections. wanld have on dhekir ans! 93»WO
This complaint was Snsid.reti during dhe Discipline, Inter- stdetsdefauling <gnsîi7oo

prenation andi Enforcement (DIEI) Board meeting of 17 Pebruary million in tani rpresens an
1982. S rf ail ae b an of $1,750OM0!

The DIEI Board unanimously cleared Phalap rpf. l h ohr adwt
allegation mati. ag iathm in dhe complaint. Th ord aISO lbans mn. tchat,, why doesn't the
unanimo usly agreeclithan noie otftchose mennioneti in dhe romplaint Uniersity jusn increase nuition ta
were guilty out any unfair elecnineeting practices as cas allege& and $100000 or s - chat would help
therefore, there cai been no iftraction of Bylaw 300 Section 27. In our Çunij probleni.

Llq t of this, the DIEI Brd unanimsly agreed chaet no actioni be Daviti Prud'homme
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