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Commission line item. President Flores made this purchase despite the
fact that he is not the Operations Director of the Municipal Relations
Commission.

4. President Flores did not give public notice of this expenditure. By failing
to inform students of this purchase he violated students’ trust. This
purchase was made during the summer and students were not given a
chance to voice their opinion on the matter.



5. President Flores violated the acceptable uses of student fees as outlined in
UCOP PACAOS 87.00 and 67.10. These discount cards were primarily
used as advertising and offer no educational purpose.

6. President Flores was in violation of the Code of Ethics and Values when
he used nearly $4,000 from the Municipal Relations line item. President
Flores stated that he intended to move the Commission of Municipal
Relations to the External Office during his campaign for ASUCM
President. President Flores was aware that he would not be keeping the
Municipal Relations Commission, yet he kept the line item for this
commission in order to increase his own funds.
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2. The method for purchdSimgsthesesdis@®lint cards was both legal and
transparent. Multiple Facebook posts were made on multiple pages prior
to the purchasing of the discount cards. Surveys were made available on
these pages and student input was taken into account. No Bylaw or
UCPOP Policy was breached during the process of purchasing these
discount cards.

3. The claim that the Operations Director of the Municipal Relations line
item has been the Commissioner of Municipal Relations is false due to the
fact that this is the first year this line item has existed. In the past, the
ASUCM President has been the Operations Director responsible for




overseeing the funds of all commissioners and the budget for these
commissions has been included in the president’s General Fund.

4. Jaron Brandon argues that only purchases necessary to the functioning of
ASUCM are allowed under UCOP Policy. The UCOP Policy has never
been interpreted this way and if this were the interpretation, the AS would
not be able to function.

5. The discount cards are both a good and a service. Money is not being
given to businesses arbitrarily; students are receiving discounts on
products or services.
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Operations Director if one 1s not already clear. The ASUCM Court
recognizes the interpretation of this bylaw provided by the current
ASUCM Treasurer, David Ascencio. This interpretation will continue to
serve as the true intent of the Financial Bylaws unless otherwise stated.

2. The ASUCM Court recognizes the ASUCM President as the Operations
Director of the presidential fund line item, as specified by the ASUCM
Treasurer.

3. The Operations Director of each line item may spend funds in their
General Fund as well as other line items that fall within the budget of the
Operations Director.



4. The ASUCM Court also reaffirms that an Operations Director may spend
money from their General Fund to purchase ASUCM paraphernalia under
the Financial Bylaws §5.4.2-3.

5. The ASUCM Court recognizes that the use of Municipal Relations
funding to purchase the discount cards was unintentional. No action will
be taken in regards to this claim due to the fact that all money used was
replaced and the funding has now been taken out of the presidential
General Fund, as originally intended. If the funds used to purchase the
discount cards were taken from the Municipal Relations Commission, this
would not have been illegal due to the commission being under the
presidential line item.
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The ASUCM Court realizes that there were numerous UCOP Policies in
question. Due to the numerous possible interpretations and broad nature of
the sections in question, the ASUCM Court will not be taking action
regarding these claims.

The ASUCM Court recognizes that an effort was made to gauge public
opinion regarding these discount cards before their purchase. Although
school was not in session and traditional methods could not be utilized for
this purchase, the method used was transparent and legal.




The ASUCM Court will not be recognizing claims regarding whether the
extent of this purchase correlates with the ASUCM mission as stated in the
Constitution. The extent to which these discount cards align with the
mission of ASUCM, as stated in the Constitution, cannot be determined.
This is a matter of opinion and cannot be proven either way.
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