
March 22, 2016

To Complainant, 

Re: Appeal to the Arbitration Panel regarding the following allegation:

Encompass UVic went over their campaign spending limit during the 2016 campaign for 
the UVSS Board of Directors.

Background:
On March 5th, 2016, an official complaint was filed with the UVic Elections Office alleging that 
Encompass Uvic had exceeded the campaign spending limits outlined within Section 5.5 of the  
Electoral Policy Manual (EPM) and that the process was not “transparent” due to the fact the 
elections office refused to disclose Encompass Uvic’s official spending receipts. 

After initial review and meeting with the Complainant, the Chief Electoral Officer dismissed the 
complaint and determined that no further action was necessary. That decision was appealed to 
the Adjudicator and was subsequently dismissed. The Complainant then appealed to the 
Arbitration panel and requested a formal hearing which was held on March 21, 2016.

Discussion:
During the arbitration hearing, it became clear that the Complainant’s main issue was a per-
ceived lack of transparency by not being allowed to view Encompass Uvic’s campaign spending 
receipts. The Complainant felt that the only remedy prescribed under the EPM would be to 
make a formal complaint alleging over-spending by Encompass Uvic.

In discussion with representatives from Encompass Uvic, it was argued that the portion of 
personal spending ($30) should be kept confidential as it amounted to “campaign strategy” but 
that the receipts from the Zap credit should be made available because that portion of money is 
funded by student fees. 

Decision:
While the Arbitration panel is sympathetic to Complainant’s  concerns regarding campaign 
spending, we do not find the supporting documents that were provided meet the standard of ev-
idence that would allow this panel to overrule the prior decisions of both the Chief Electoral Offi-
cer and the Elections Adjudicator on this issue.  While thorough and complete, the estimates of 
Encompass UVic’s campaign spending are speculative and not supported by impartial evidence 
indicating that Encompass Uvic did in fact break Section 5.5 of the Electoral Policy Manual.  

After reviewing Encompass Uvic’s receipts, and subsequent discussion with the C.E.O and Ad-
judicator, the Arbitration panel finds no evidence that Encompass Uvic exceeded the campaign 
spending limits outlined under Section 5.5 of the EPM. 

At this time, no formal policy exists within the EPM regarding disclosure of receipts. As such,  
the Arbitration  panel does not have jurisdiction to rule on whether or not receipts should be 
made available upon demand to interested parties. 



We also conclude that your appeal does not carry sufficient evidence to show that the Chief 
Electoral Officer, or the Adjudicator improperly applied section 5.5 of the EPM with respect to 
this matter. 

Therefore, after careful consideration, your appeal to the Arbitration panel is herby dismissed 
without prejudice.  

Recommendations:
 
1) Expenditures originating from student funds should be made available to interested parties 

upon request. (The $70 Zap credit)

2) The elections office should provide upon request, a template certifying that candidates have 
     not overspent and that those receipts have been audited by an impartial third party.

3) Policy 5.14a of the EPM should clarify who can make appeals rather than simply stating
    “candidate.”

4) Policy should address when anonymity of complaints can no longer be practical. 

5) Within policy, there needs to be a mechanism that allows interested parties to register 
    complaints regarding process and/or policy to avoid being forced to make allegations against 
    specific candidates to seek remedy on an issue.

Respectfully,

Matthew S. Watters
Karen L. Potts
Ron Yee
Arbitration Panel

This decision is final as per section 5.14(d) of the Electoral Policy Manual 


