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ASSOCIATED STUDENTS JUDICIARY
California State College, Long Beach
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Briefly explain t:.h/eé substance of your issue:
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The undersigned does hereby requést a judgment oh the preceding issue.
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Jarn Strout

This action concerns whether the entire Senste, or merelv a

Jenste, must mest to over-ride =
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veto on a Bv-law amendment, c

"Three-fourt!

be reguired to
over-ride a Constitutional

or By-~laws amen
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Whereass Chapter IL Avrticle I Section Z¢ states:

jrér

"Three-fourths of the entire Senste shall be required

to over-ride a Pr?mi&emtlal veto of a By-laws amend-
ment,"

Herein lies the controversy: whether or not the entire Senate

must meet to over-ride the Presidential wveto of & Byv-laws &
ment

"

This court findes that to effect such & decision, the entire

Senate must meet, Tt was noted by the court that both Chapter

I Article I Hection Te¢, and Chacter II Article I Section 2¢ were

constructed with two (2} sentences, with the above-cited

in esch case being the second of the two passages. Now in each

case the first sentence, while addressing the same tosic, stipu-

lated the "total voting membership." Conseguently, it is under-

stood by this court té indicate
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Vote: H-0-0 Unanimous
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