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ASSOCIATED STUDENTS OF UCI  
Judicial Board  

 
Preliminary Injunction on Executive Memo  

 
BY ORDER OF THE ASUCI JUDICIAL BOARD   

Dated: November 30th, 2020 
 

ORDER: 
On November 30th, the Executive Director issued a memo arguing that all ASUCI governing documents, with 
the exception of the Constitution, be yielded null and void on grounds that such had failed adequate review with 
the administration under PACAOS.  
 
This Board has already reiterated that the Executive Director has no such power to make legal declarations. As 
we found in Wang v. Robb Et al. (2020), the ASUCI Constitution, whom the Executive staff hold their power 
under, offers no provision for any such sweeping rulings: “All ten enumerated powers function to offer 
delegated authority - such as acting as a representative or in hiring staff - but none suggest that the professional 
staff have any power to interpret the law. That power, indeed, lies solely with the Judicial Board: “To interpret 
all parts of the governing documents of ASUCI.” ASUCI Constitution, Art. 8, Sec. 2(a).” For this reason, in 
matters of law, we do not offer deference to the professional staff that we may to other administrators outside of 
ASUCI.” Wang, at 10. This language does not stutter: indeed, under Art. 8 Sec. 2(c) of the constitution, we 
retain the right to make “final, binding decisions.” It is absolutely unprecedented – in ASUCI history, in the 
history of country – for a number of bureaucrats to strike down entire fields of law, in a simple, one-page 
memo.   
 
Furthermore, because we find there is sufficient reason to suspect that the declaration was unlawfully issued and 
would affect the ability of students to petition the Board under their due process rights, we operate under our 
constitutional authority to order the immediate halting of such action: “To nullify any measure that is 
considered unconstitutional and ordering the immediate halt of those actions.” ASUCI Constitution, Art. 8 Sec. 
2 (f).1 
 
We do acknowledge, however, that the Executive staff may initiate the practical powers of day to day operation, 
and therefore defer to intercommunications to the administration. We grant, further, that the ASUCI Director 
may have a legitimate argument as to the applicability of PACAOS to these Bylaws.2 Moreover, because of 
how sweeping this ruling is, we hereby initiate our constitution authority “To investigate charges of violations 
of the ASUCI governing documents” Art. 8 Sec. 2(j), and thereby order the office of the Special Counsel to 
investigate this matter, to be heard on December 7th, 2020.  
 
Because of this, and our enumerated power to make “final, binding decisions,” we hereby order the 
following injunction until December 7th, at 11:59 PM, or until extended by the Judicial Board:  
 
1. The Executive Director memo, as issued, is hereby halted from implementation.   
 
2. That ASUCI shall retain the current, 2020 Bylaws and other governing documents for governing all affairs.  
 

                                                
1 Normally, cases under our governing documents require an explicit showing of standing. However, because this act would establish 
several bodies – such as the Judicial Oversight Committee – that would, in effect, nullify these constitutional rights, we intervene.  
2 Many of these governing documents have clearly unconstitutional language – such as the creation of an additional deliberative body, 
“the Judicial Oversight Committee,” which conflicts with constitutional language on the appropriation of powers. See: Judicial Board 
Code 2019, Art. IX.  
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3.  That the hearing date for the governing documents, hereby titled “Judicial Ruling on Executive Memo” is to 
be scheduled for 6 PM, December 7th.3  
 
4. That the Special Counsel offices, in conjunction, be empowered to issue subpoenas for individuals to show 
and testify at the hearing.  
 
BY ORDER OF THE JUDICIAL BOARD, 
 
 

 

                                                
3 This is the standard format utilized before strict standing rules were implemented under the 2020 Bylaws. See: “R55-18: 
Appointment of Senate Secretary.”  


