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PETITION FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION AGAINST RESOLUTION 2017-303: AN OFFICIAL ORDER OF THE STUDENT SENATE TO DIRECT THE ELECTIONS COMMISSION TO PUT FORTH A QUESTION FOR REFERENDUM

	Harrison Baker, the petitioner, requests the University of Kansas, Student Senate Court of Appeals to issue an injunction against the commands laid forth by resolution 2017-303 and in support therefor states:

JURISDICTION

1. In Student Senate Rules and Regulations (S.S.R.R.) it is outlined that the “Student Senate Court of Appeals will be the primary arbiter of all disputes arising under the application of Student Senate Rules and Regulations.”
2. In S.S.R.R. 4.1.1 it is outlined that “the court will have the authority to overrule Senate as to the interpretation of the text of the Student Senate Rules and Regulations” furthermore this authority “[includes] but is not limited to general session, committees, fee boards, and the Student Senate Executive Committee”.
3. In S.S.R.R. Appendix P, Part III, Rule 15. Injunctions it is outlined that “The Chief Justice and the Court, Separately or jointly shall have the authority to issue injunctions to prohibit or require actions of an individual or group”.

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS

1. In Resolution 2017-303 it is stated in lines 43-45 that, “Additionally, regardless of the percentage of eligible voters that vote on this question, so long as ten percent (10%) of students eligible to vote in the spring Student Senate general election vote in the election as a whole, this shall satisfy SSRR 9.7.2
2. S.S.R.R 9.7.2 reads as follows, “Ten percent (10%) of the eligible student body must vote in the referendum election for the results to have any effect.”
3. In Resolution 2017-303 it is stated in lines 47-49 that, “Upon the closing of the polls in the election, the Elections Commission shall tabulate and verify the result, and if the number of “YES” votes receives a plurality, the Elections Commission shall immediately notify the Chief of Staff, and two actions shall take place.”
4. S.S.R.R. 9.7.4 mandates that, “If the proposed legislation receives over 50% of the vote, it shall be treated as a regular enactment of the Student Senate, but shall not be subject to the veto of the Student Body President or to revision by the Student Senate at any time, in any action, during the next 12 months.”
5. S.S.R.R. 1.5 reads as follows, “Where in conflict with prior legislation, Student Senate Rules and Regulations shall supersede and take precedent consistent with Article 1, Section 3
6. S.S.R.R. 1.3 reads as follows, “Nothing in Student Senate Rules and Regulations shall be construed contrary to the Senate CODE or to the Code of Students Rights and Responsibilities.”
7. The Student Senate Elections Commission is charged with maintaining a fair and equitable elections process as per Section 3 of the Elections Code.
8. The Elections Commission has full jurisdiction over any referenda and all aspects thereof.
9. There is a substantial risk to the integrity of the Student Senate Elections process with the resolution empowered in the way that it currently is.
10. The wording of the resolution itself completely contradicts S.S.R.R in two different, substantial ways; changing the amount of votes needed and the threshold of votes needed to enact the resolution sets a dangerous precedent.
11. The outcome of allowing a plurality of students to decide the fee structure for the majority of students is inherently undemocratic and unfairly disadvantages students already struggling to pay fees.
12. Any potential harm from the injunction is outweighed by the substantial risk involved with allowing the referendum to continue as is currently empowered by Resolution 2017-303
13. A permanent injunction is necessary to protect the integrity of the Student Senate Elections and to protect the majority of students from the minority from the harms outlined. 
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WHEREFORE, petitioner Harrison Baker moves the Student Senate Court of Appeals to place a permanent injunction against Resolution 2017-303 effectively removing it from the 2017 General Spring Elections.
