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In light of thy evidence offered before our court (Plaintiffis
exhibits B throusn F) also in light of the case srgued belore this court,
we fael that fc¢ is Plest necessary to defing or shall we say decide whether
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the Flertics Code [(Pleintiffig
that of she onerating rulesg and
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our finding that they are

exhibit A} is different and distinet from

procedures of the Flections Commission,
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very definitely two disti
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do-umsnts and that they mey net be considersed same, or be covered by
aur Constitubtion and By-laws as that Chapter 111, Section 2, D, would
not apply to the Election Code, And after careful study of the Constitu-
tion and the By-laws of the Asgoeciated Students we find that the Assecinted

Students Semate of California

suthority to amend or even

approve or disapprove the Flectb:
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State College st Long Beach has no right or
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on Code

Although we feel that the Senate should have the right to make the
Flection Uode of this College, it is not up to the Court, to give them
this right, Preceeding Senate control of the Flection Code, the necessary

change

there is nothing this Courd,
As to the finsl charpe-

insemuch as the Senste had n

in the A8, By-laws mush

or not they vosted the time.

take place, Until these changes take place,

or anyene else, can do,

the vielaetion of Senste Bill Wumber
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o right to consider the wetiter which

place, and the topic of discussion of
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committes, is veally lmmeterinl, Ve then cennet find the Senate in
violation of this bill i this instanes, However, had this been s proper
matter of discussion in the Senate committee and the Semmte failled to post
notice of its discussion thirty hours prior to the committes mesting, as
required by Senate Bill Number Six, there definitely would have been a
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