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Overview 

On September 19, 2019 the ASB Judicial Council convened to hear an election violation appeal 
brought forth by Miss Ole Miss candidate Taran Carrasco (hereinafter referred to as the 
“Appellant”) against the ASB Attorney General’s Office. The Appellant’s appeal was on the 
grounds that the Appellant’s initial disqualification for a campaign bribery violation had been 
erroneous. The Appellant believed she did follow campaign rules seeing as she herself did not 
commit the violation, but that the violation had been committed by an organization affiliated 
with her campaign.  
 
The ASB Judicial Council serves as the supreme judicial body of the Associated Student Body, 
to include lower courts established in the executive and legislative branches of government, 
according to Article V, Section 1 of the ASB Code and Constitution. Furthermore, the Council 
serves as the primary hearing body for all appeals pertaining to ASB elections, according to Title 
III, Section 107, Subsection A; Title V, Section 120, Subsection A; and Title V, Section 120, 
Subsection C of the ASB Code and Constitution. Such authorities were utilized to hear and 
decide this case. The Council operates in the interest of fairness and impartiality. 
 
The ASB Judicial Council reviewed the following evidence provided to arrive at its unanimous 
decision: 1) testimony of the Appellant; 2) testimony of the ASB Attorney General; 3) testimony 
of the Deputy Attorney General of Elections; 4) testimony of the President of Delta Gamma, 
Alpha Psi; and 5) the ASB Code and Constitution during the September 19, 2019 appeals 
hearing. 

 
Rulings 

The ASB Judicial Council ruled unanimously with definite and firm conviction that no error had 
occurred in the decision made by the Deputy Attorney General of Elections and the Elections 
Review Board. As a result, the ASB Judicial Council upheld the decision of the Elections 
Review Board to disqualify the Appellant based on the Appellant’s violation of campaign rules 
laid out in the ASB Code and Constitution. 
 

 



Findings 
Relevant Sections of the ASB Code and Constitution: 
 
Title V, Section 113, Subsection Z: 
“Any attempt by a candidate, campaign representative, or organization to coerce, bribe, 
incentivize, intimidate, or force a person to vote or campaign in any form, shall result in the 
candidate’s immediate disqualification.” 
 
Facts and Judicial Council Opinion: 
 
The Appellant appealed the decisions of the Deputy Attorney General of Elections and the 
Elections Review Board on the grounds that the Appellant had followed campaign rules and 
should not be held accountable for a violation in which the Appellant was not directly involved 
in. 
 
During the hearing, the primary claim brought forth by the ASB Attorney General’s Office was 
that the Appellant was in violation of Title V, Section 113, Subsection Z. The current 
interpretation of this rule held by both the ASB Judicial Council and the ASB Attorney General’s 
Office is that the candidate is to be held accountable for the actions of either campaign 
representatives or an affiliated organization in the event that either the candidate, campaign 
representative, or organization attempt to bribe a person to vote or campaign in any form, 
therefore, resulting in the candidate’s immediate disqualification.  
 
Although information provided by the Appellant to the ASB Judicial Council indicated that the 
Appellant had no knowledge or involvement with the violation, evidence provided by the witness 
representing Delta Gamma, an organization affiliated with the Appellant’s campaign, resulted in 
the appellant being found in violation of the ASB Code and Constitution. As the organization 
affiliated with the campaign was the one to violate the campaign rule, the Appellant was held 
accountable for the actions of said organization, as implied by the “or” in the wording of Title V, 
Section 113, Subsection Z. 
 
The Council found, given the facts and arguments presented in the case, that the Appellant did 
violate Title V, Section 113, Subsection Z as claimed by the ASB Attorney General’s Office. 
Consequently, the ASB Judicial Council upheld the decision made by the Deputy Attorney 
General of Elections and the Elections Review Board to disqualify the Appellant. 
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