TOHN GAZURIAN REQUESTING A

DECLARATORY JUDGEMENT

In the 3'”‘@@1@3@%‘%? for a Declaratory Judgement presented by John Gazurian
pertaining to a proposed ‘referendum’® on the Vietnam war ?%1 Court held the
following opinion,

Migter Chief Justice Eisepbery delivered the Opinion of the Court in
which Justices Chatten, Preston and Ware all join, fustices Baker, Matthews
and Hangsen took no part in the decision,

This Court must at the ouiset address itself to the following guestion: is
the rule as giated in Umpgex a)r; , Article Six, Sections Une and Two regarding
a raquirement of fifteen percent of the regular members of the Associated Students
a raa%m»ux}@ limitation to gxzig}@h@ upon persons attempting to initiate a referendum
petition or initiative petition, This Court mm that it is not. We base this

decision on three separate grounds,

One, the requirement is internally inconsistent, In Chapter One, Article Eight

Section One b, a pstition bearing the signature of only five hundred members of
the Associated Studenis ‘s required to propose a By-Laws Amendment to Chapter

One ., In Chapter T’ - Article Eleven, Section One, B=l a petition bearing the
signature of only m:v {uai}} studenis mgmhaf with the signature of any single
elected executive offmez* of the Associated Students is necessary 10 propose an
Amendment to Chapter Two of the Bylaws, We feel that this blauant disregazd for
consistency in numbers is a serious problem, It should be noted, that the Court
has shown in both of the instances cited that although the discrepavcy in the
number of signatures was in the ratio of one {1} to eighteen (18), this is minute when
considered against a petition reguiring approximately three thousand six hundred,
or a ratio of one o one hundred and twenty,

Two, the requirement is externally inconsistent, Although we recognize that the
A, 8, Senate is not bound by the procedures of the Siate of California, we wonder
if the referendum requirement of the State of California (five percent of the voteis
in the last gubernatorial electiony should not be a matter for consideration.

Three , the reguirement is prohibitive on the average studer. 's ability 1o pursue
the initiative or referendum process.

The reguirement in effect, n individual or group to obtain a larger number
of student signatures for ?h(ﬂ z‘:f proposing a question for the ballot , than
voted in the last Associated ?ﬁud nts General Election,
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