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Ring Of Fire

Restaurant & Catering
Open 7 days
Best Thai & Vegetarian dishes in town!
Beers on tap « Carry-out available

g 344-6475 » 1099 Chambers St. (W. 11th & Chambers)
L — e e e ot o ___-...__.1I
FEBRUARY SPECIAL |
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PIZZA
s& Mini 334-5000

W. 11th & City View

Fast, Convenient Drive-Thru
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i Bringin your
< #Birkenstocks during
=" the month of February
#and save 10% on repairs.*

*does not include modifications

181 E. Broadway ® Eugene » 342-6107
301 SW Madison # Corvallis ® 757-0875

THE BIRKENSTOCK STORE Mon-Sat: 10-6, Sun: 11-5

FESTIVAL

Pebruary 20, 1999

Gerlinger Lounge, Uof 0
6:00 pm-1:00 am

$3.00 Admission

Godpel

6:00-8:00 pm

3932

8:00-10:00 pm

Hip Hop/D ]

10:00 pm-1:00 am

-

Black History Month Celebration
Sponsnred by BSU
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OSPIRG ballot measure denied

Duck Web voting is also
off the ballot because of
a missed deadline

By Jim Scripps
Oregon Daily Emerald

While the fate of the ASUO
special election is in limbo until
the Feb. 24 public hearing, the
ballot measure wordings for Duck
Web voting and OSPIRG funding
have been denied by the Constitu-
tion Court.

If the election goes forward,
neither measure will appear on
the ballot.

The first measure would have
allowed voting for student elec-
tions via Duck Web. The second
measure would have reinstated
OSPIRG funding, which was vot-
ed down in last year's ASUO
spring election.

The court rejected the ballot
measures because the measures’
wordings were not turned in by
the deadline.

The court, in its released state-
ment, said the rejection was
based only on the missed dead-
line.

The deadline for submission
for these two measures was Feb. 5
at 5 p.m., but they were turned
into the court on Feb. 8, accord-
ing to the court.

In its decision, the court wrote
that because of the missed dead-
line, “the ballot measures are not
considered and may not be
placed on the special election’s
ballot.”

ASUO Elections Coordinator
Taylor Sturges extended the
deadline for submission to the
court from Feb. 5 until Feb. 8.

She wrote an e-mail to the
court on Feb. 5 saying, “I've de-
cided to extend the deadline of
ballot measures being approved
until Friday [Feb. 12]. Meaning
that if a group is turning in re-
vised language, then they will
turn it in on Monday [Feb. 8] by
5 p.m.”

However, an elections rule
states that ballot measure word-
ings must be turned in to the
court five days before the dead-
line.

The court responded to
Sturges' message via e-mail,
which said:

“The only response we can
provide at this time is that we
thank you for the advance notice
regarding your decision to ex-
tend the deadline for submission
of ballot measures.”

Justice Heidi Barker, the
court’s spokeswoman, said the e-
mail to Sturges was simply a re-
ceipt of her message and did not
tell her whether the deadline ex-
tension was proper.

The measure resubmissions,
the court said, had to be turned
in by 5 p.m. on Friday, Feb. 5 to
be considered for a Feb. 12 deci-
sion. Technically, the wordings,
turned in on the following Mon-
day, were submitted only four
days prior to the Feb. 12 dead-
line.

“Even though I will not be ex-
tending the deadline again, I
think the decision that the Con-
stitution Court made was un-
just,” Sturges said.

Sturges pointed to the court's
earlier decision to allow measure
wordings to be turned in late for
the original Feb. 5 deadline as an
example of the court bending the
five-day rule. The latest accepted
submissions for the original
deadline were received Wednes-
day, Feb. 3, which was not the
required five days before the
deadline.

Justice Barker said at that time
the court was not aware of the
rule.

Respondents Geneva Wortman,
ASUO President, and Taylor
Surges, ASUO Elections Coordina-
tor, motion to dismiss in response
to Austin vs. ASUO President and
ASUO Elections Coordinator.
Question: Can the ASUO President
reach beyond her bonds of author-
ity specifically outlined within the
confines of the ASUO Constitution
and rules promulgated under it?

The ASUO Constitution 5.1
states that the ASUQ president is
the Chief Executive Officer of the
ASUO, is responsible for the admin-
istration of ASUO programs, and is
the official spokesperson for the
students as a whole, within and
without the University. As the Chief
Executive Officer, the ASUQ presi-
dent has a multitude of responsibii-
ties and much more authority than
what is specifically outlined in the
ASUOQ Constitution.

The petitioner is inferring — al-
though itis not clear — that holding
aspecial election is outside the
ASUO president’s authority as out-
lined in the constitution. The intent
of the special election is to better
administer the ASUO elections
process, clearly falling under the
authority of the ASUQ Constitution.
Question: Can the ASUO President
lawfully hold a “special election”
outside of the scope of such
events within ASUO Constitution
Article 12 Section 2 and Article 13
Sections 5,6,7,8,9,10,11?

Yes. There are two places in the
constitution granting the ASUO
president the authority to call a spe-
cial election. The first is section
13.5, which states: “The Interim
President shall hold an election for
the office of ASUO President within
areasonable time, not to exceed
three weeks excluding finals and
vacations.”

The second rule, 13.10, states:
“A special election shall be called by
the ASUO president ...."

The Constitution does not desig-
nate that a special election can be
called solely under these circum-
stances, but instead gives the au-
thority for the president to take
such action.

Itis section 14 — Initiative, Ref-
erendum and Amendment —and
Section 15 that are more applicable

Excerpts from ASUOQ responses to Petitions of
Redress of Grievance to the Constitution Court:

to this election because the special
election is regarding an amendment
of the constitution.

Question: Can separate budgets
be passed via that usage of a
“gpecial election” after normal
budgeting processes have already
sither denied funds to said group
or set the annual budget of said
group in its normal entirety?

Yes. During the regular ASUQ
elections, groups may issue a ballot
measure requesting funding of their
entire annual budget or additional
funds regardiess of their Programs
Finance Committee funding. To be
in compliance with rule 12.1, this
election has been mirrored as close-
ly as possible to the regular election.
Therefore, the Elections Board ruled
that funding issues are allowed in
the special election. The Elections
Board has this authority under the
rule 12.5, which states, “The Elec-
tions Board shall be responsible for
promulgation of elections rules and
procedures and for the overall direc-
tion of the elections.”

Respondents Geneva Wortman,
ASUO President, and Taylor
Sturges, ASUO Elections Coordina-
tor, second motion to dismiss in re-
sponse to Scott D. Austin vs. ASUO
Presidentand ASUO Elections Co-
ordinator.

Question: Can the ASUD Executive
and Elections Coordinator extend a
predetermined deadline for elec-
tions procedures after said dead-
line has been set and appraved?

First, the elections deadline was
set and extended by the elections
coordinator, not the ASUO Execu-
tive.

Second, the deadline does not
need to be “approved.” See ASUO
Constitution rule 12.5, which is
mentioned above.

Question: Does the extension of
deadline created by the ASUO Ex-
ecutive and the ASUO Elections
Coordinator pose a breach of con-
tract between the executive and
the membership of this associa-
tion?

The parties involved, those that
had ballot measure wording before
the court, were notified by the Elec-
tions Coordinator about the change
before it occurred. There was no
breach of contract.

“Once we realized that we
were overlooking that rule, we
no longer allowed measures to be
turned in late,” Barker said.

Some controversy has arisen
surrounding Sturges’ decision to
extend the deadline. In a taped
interview with Commentator re-
porter Tamir Kriegel, Sturges
said she would strictly enforce
the deadline.

On the tape, Sturges said:
“Everyone's the same [deadline]
— 5 o'clock, Feb. 5, If I don't
have it in my hand, it's not going
on. I'm not taking any exceptions
because I'm not going to let any-
one have an unfair advantage
over any other group.”

In response to the comments
she made on tape, Sturges de-
fended her current stance.

“It was a long time ago, before
any of this Con Court stuff,” she
said. “Due to extenuating cir-
cumstances, I felt it was the right
decision.”

She said she extended the
deadline because the court had
taken so long with their previous
decisions that groups were not
given a fair opportunity to resub-
mit measure wordings.

OSPIRG officials have no

——

plans to pursue further remedies.

“There's just nothing we can
do about the deadline,” said Mer-
riah Fairchild, state board chair
for OSPIRG. “We will just con-
tinue working to get the message
out to the student body why OS-
PIRG is important to them.”

The court will address the le-
gality of the deadline extension
at a public hearing on Feb. 24 at
6 p.m. in Grayson Hall. The hear-
ing is in response to two injunc-
tions filed with the court earlier
this month by student Scott
Austin,

Austin charged ASUO Presi-
dent Geneva Wortman and
Sturges with illegally calling the
special election. The court decid-
ed to suspend the election until
the Feb. 24 hearing.

Wortman and Sturges said the
reasoning behind the election
was to streamline the election
grievance process by amending
the ASUO Constitution before
the next spring election.

Amendments to the constitu-
tion require voter approval,

“To us it was an easy-fix prob-
lem,” Wortman said. “We need-
ed to fix the elections grievance
process.”




