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In the matter of Prephan v. Christobek (2008), Complainant alleges that Senatorial candidate Laura Christobek engaged in public slander, violating Article VII, Sec. D, Subsec. 1a, which reads:  

Candidates, candidate teams, and slates may not disseminate libelous or slanderous information against another candidate.  This is a Type III by-law.
Both Complainant and Defendant stipulate that Laura Christobek and David Prephan conversed in front of a meeting of the Students for Recycling.  The conversation proceeded, roughly, as follows:

Laura:  “Do you know how many bills Olivia Bumb has authored in the Senate?”

David:  “I don’t have a specific number, but I know that she has authored several.”

Laura:  “Actually the number is zero.  She hasn’t authored anything.”

David:  “I know that’s not true, but I don’t have a specific number for you.  Her legislative history is public record.”

Laura:  “It’s not on her website, and she has not authored a bill.”

Defendant admits that her accusations were incorrect, but argues that, to the best of her knowledge at the time, they were not.  Defendant stated that she got her information after overhearing Vice President Peete Steele say a month prior to this hearing that Senator Bumb had not authored a single bill.  Defendant contends that her statement was not libelous, because it was not malicious, and because she did not see it as false at the time in question.  
Held:  The Judicial Panel finds the Defendant in violation of Article VII, Sec. D, Subsec. 1a for engaging in public slander.  After due consideration, the Panel hereby imposes a fine of $100.00 to her campaign, in addition to any appropriate and corresponding fines incurred by her slate.  

The Panel recognizes the unclear nature of the evidence presented on both sides of this case, primarily consisting of conflicting witness testimony.  Complainant did not present concrete evidence to demonstrate that the Defendant gained a significant advantage from the encounter, aside from offering to call witnesses who would testify that rumors “had spread.”  Moreover, the Panel finds that the Students for Recycling meeting in question was attended by only twenty students, so the damage done is not extensive, nor does it warrant maximum fine.  Finally, the Panel finds insufficient evidence to conclude that – if there were wrong intent by the Defendant –it was significant enough to overwhelm this consideration.  The Panel therefore finds the Defendant’s infraction severe by nature of the bylaw it violates, but it imposes a minimal fine in relation to the severity thereof.  
It is so ordered.
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