
Friday, March 8, 2024

DIE Board Hearing Application 

Please note that this information will all be public. While the UASU's practice is to redact email addresses 
and phone numbers from publicly posted DIE Board hearing applications, the information provided may be 
kept, used, and disclosed in keeping with the operations of the DIE Board, UASU Bylaws, and Alberta's 
Personal Information Protection Act.

If necessary, the Students' Union DIE Board Registrar may contact you to confirm that you are a student.

NOTE: Under the DIE Board Protocols, the DIE Board reserves the right to reject applications that it 
judges to be frivolous or vexatious.

Name Farah Elgaweesh

E-mail

Phone Number

This application is for a: Appeal of a Chief Returning Officer Ruling

Reason for Application
Describe the specific violation of a bylaw or rule, your specific interpretation question, or the specific 
errors made by the DIE Board or the CRO. If you want the Board to issue some kind of order, explain what 
you think the Board should do. You may also attach additional written submissions or supporting 
documents at the end of this form.

Reason
The reason is attached in the document with the evidence.

Proposed Respondent(s)
List the individual(s) alleged to have infringed a rule or who are otherwise adversely involved in interest to 
your application. If you are appealing a CRO Ruling, list the CRO and any candidates involved.

Proposed Respondent
Chief Returning Officer (CRO)

Anticipated Witnesses
List other individuals involved in the case who can contribute to the Hearing, if any.

Anticipated Witness
Abdul Abbasi
Renson Alva
Asha Jama
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DIE Board Complaint

On Wednesday, March 6th, Farah requested that the CRO send her the official ruling on a
matter that she intended to appeal.

Afterwards, the CRO informed Farah that as a result of her request which he viewed as making
it “formal” he would now be applying the bylaws to this matter alongside an official CRO ruling.

He also announced in this email that he no longer needed to meet with Farah or her campaign
manager. He canceled this meeting without explanation.

Attached to this email are photographs of these text communications and emails between
Farah’s campaign and the CRO’s office.

On Thursday, March 7th, Farah again reached out to the CRO’s office (via email) to meet to
discuss the 7 allegations against her. The CRO rejected this meeting. We have attached this to
the complaint below.

Farah has taken every reasonable step to address the 7 allegations however it is unfair for
extreme punishment to be applied simply because there were several unfound complaints.

In our opinion, it is inappropriate for the CRO to have ruled against Farah without giving her an
opportunity to speak and make her case. It is clear to us that this is a decision that is reactionary
to Farah’s very reasonable request that a copy of the ruling be given to her via email. If
candidates are to be subjected to another standard of rules simply because they request things
that they are entitled to, is this truly a fair and free election?

While the CRO has refused to allow her a chance to speak and make her case, we are even
more concerned that our campaign never received a copy of the 7 social media posts. These 7
social media posts were not on the official ruling neither nor privately sent to us.

Regardless, below is a direct address to these allegations.

1) Posted material without the election office's permission.
2) Having an account which wasn’t given to the election office for the purpose of campaigning.

Farah never intended to use her personal social media for the purposes of campaigning. If
Farah was planning on purposefully subverting the rules, why would she have allowed the
elections office to follow this account?

In our perspective, Farah fulfilled (Bylaw 320, Section 13.8) by allowing the CRO’s office to
follow her private social media account. As noted in (Bylaw Article III, definitions), campaign
materials are anything used as part of campaign activities. This is Farah’s private social media
and it was clearly never her intention for it to be used as part of the campaign.



So much so, she directed people to follow her campaign account as is standard practice. This
has been done historically by numerous candidates and in this election as well.

While we believe that Farah did not contravene any bylaws in this matter, (Bylaw 320, Section
17.1) clearly states that the penalty of violating the bylaw should counterbalance any advantage
gained. In our opinion, this raises 2 key questions for DIE Board to deliberate on:

A. Did Farah or her campaign get an unfair advantage by Farah resharing posts on her
private social media?

a. In our opinion, Farah nor her campaign achieved an unfair advantage by
resharing select posts on her private social media.

B. Can candidates use their private social media accounts during a campaign period?
a. In our opinion, Farah and other candidates should be free to use their personal

social media accounts to reshare already approved materials or stories as has
been the case in previous years. This is a private social media account and we
are concerned by the CRO’s attempt to control every aspect of a candidate's
social media use both private and public.

With these two questions in mind, we do not believe a punishment of $160 is fair or reasonable
as this was a private social media account with followers associated with Farah’s personal life
and not her campaign.

As a result, this is a formal request to overturn the CRO’s ruling issued on March 7th.

On a separate note – On March 6th, the CRO met with numerous candidates that had been
accused of colluding with SJP. In this meeting, the CRO claimed that going over the budget due
to penalties will not disqualify candidates however they will not get reimbursed. This was
observed by several candidates including the incoming VPX, and the incoming VPSL who are
willing to testify to this.

References
1. (Bylaw 320, Section 13.8) The C.R.O. shall be kept privy to elections-related social

media and public internet ventures undertaken by Candidates or sides, and reserves the
right to penalize Candidates or sides for any violation of this bylaw or related regulations.

2. (Bylaw Article III, definitions) “Campaign Materials” shall be any physical or electronic
media produced or distributed as part of Campaign activities;

3. (Bylaw 320, Section 17.1) Where a Candidate, Volunteer, or side has contravened a
bylaw, rule, or regulation, regardless of the cause or the intent of the parties involved,
and that contravention has provided an unfair advantage to a Candidate or side, the
C.R.O. shall assign a penalty that

a. fully counter-balances any advantage gained; and
b. where the contravention was intentional, penalizes the Candidate, Campaign

manager, or side manager who was or whose Volunteer was guilty of the
contravention.



4. (Bylaw 320, Section 17.5) The C.R.O. shall investigate and rule upon every
contravention of this bylaw or any other bylaw, rule, or regulation related to the election,
plebiscites, or referenda.

Attached below are the communications between Farah and her campaign. If further evidence is
required that is not attached, Farah is more than happy to comply with any requests from the
DIE Board.


















