          Per the SGA Court Rules & Procedures, law-making power must and does rest with the legislative body: “Legislative power rest solely in the legislative body. The Judicial Courts job is merely proper interpretation of the law.” In other words, the role of the Supreme Court’s job is not to define what a censure is or is not. Our job is to follow the SGA’s rules and procedures, and interpret the rules already established when clarification is needed. These are enshrined in the SGA Constitution, as well as the Senate and Judicial rules and procedure.  The Supreme Court is bound to work within these set of rules. We’ve been tasked with interpreting or acting within these confines as morally sound and unbiased as possible to best fit the needs of the student body. Censuring is understood to be a warning to senators and other student body members who have acted outside of the accords of their role as determined by the SGA Rules and Procedures, per the definition a censure is “a disciplinary measure when decorum has been broken.” Typically, this involves a discussion with SGA advisors. If it is a consistent pattern of behavior, stricter actions may be taken. This may include the call for an impeachment hearing. Per Article 7 of the SGA Constitution the Supreme Court does not hold the power to remove Senators without Legislative approval.      
          Regarding the censure of former Senator Martinez, his line of questioning was deemed to be inappropriate and lacking decorum during the court hearing of 122-3. However, the senator in question had no prior infractions.  Nor did he exhibit consistent poor performance of his roles and duties in his time as a UNO Senator. These factors resulted in the ruling of a censure to hold the former Senator accountable for this line of questioning during Mr. Jordan’s appointment hearing. Senator Martinez was required to have a meeting with advisors to discuss their behavior. As of this ruling, the senator in question is no longer a student at the University of New Orleans, having graduated in the Fall ‘22. The decision made in the case between former Senator Martinez & Mr. Jordan is upheld. No further actions, rulings, or reversals are deemed appropriate, by the decision of the SGA Supreme Court.


Sincerely,
Chief Justice Crenshaw

