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A petition for an Advisory Opinion was filed with the Supreme Court by the Student Body 

President concerning the placement of the Student Government seal on the Supreme Court 

agendas. The Supreme Court will address the concern. The opinion will be binding now and in 

the future. 

 

Before the Court, the primary questions were if affixing the Official Seal to Supreme Court 

agendas was in violation, as well as if affixing t to the top of orders or opinions was also in 

violation.  

 

In his request, the Student Body President cites the “Placement” and “Judicial” clauses of the 

Student Government Code Title IX, Chapter 202, Article IV, Section 1 and Article III, Section 2. 

The President’s main request was that the Supreme Court review these sections and decide 

whether or not the documents were in violation. President Valentinis-Dee cites the Case No. 01-

06 agenda by the Supreme Court as evidence of this mistake.  

 

 

Justice Wosnig delivered the opinion of the Court, with Justices Guilhas and Malcom 

concurring. Chief Justice Frank Cadoree was not a part of deliberations as he recused himself 

from this hearing  
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Advisory Opinion 

 

 

The opinion of the Court is to dismiss this Advisory Opinion due to the fact that it is framed 

more as a Complaint. Although these questions are important to the Supreme Court, it is 

important for them to be presented correctly so that precedent may be set for future Courts. This 

decision was reached after recognizing the complaintive nature of this opinion, and the Supreme 

Court decided that though these were valid questions, we were not able to reach a decision.  

 

This request was asking for an answer to something that had already occurred, and Advisory 

Opinions are meant to be used as a preemptive forum for questions regarding constitutional or 

code laws. The issue brought forth here was about a violation that occurred rather than 

something that may be violated in the future, so for that reason, the Supreme Court has decided 

to dismiss the case.  
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In summary, the Court has declared that this Advisory Opinion will be dismissed, and no 

decision will be reached on it. If the Complainant would like to receive a clear answer on this 

topic, they must submit a Complaint to the Supreme Court.  

 

 

 

 

 

It is so ordered. 
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ADVISORY OPINION REQUEST  

TO: The Supreme Court 

 FROM: Student Body President Catching Valentinis-Dee 

DATE: 11/30/2020 

This opinion request is written after a verbal complaint regarding a previous agenda was 

answered with encouragement to file an advisory opinion from the Chief Justice.  

QUESTION A;  

Would it be a violation of any applicable rules, regulations, policies, or procedures under the 

Student Government Constitution or Student Government Code for the Chief Justice to affix the 

Official Seal to Supreme Court agendas.  

Especially in context with the “Judicial” clause of the S.G.C. Title IX, Chapter 202, Article III, 

section 2.  

QUESTION B;  

Would it be a violation of any applicable rules, regulations, policies, or procedures under the 

Student Government Constitution or Student Government Code for the Chief Justice to affix the 

Official Seal to the top of Supreme Court orders or opinions.  

Especially in context with the “Placement” clause of the S.G.C. Title IX, Chapter 202, Article 

IV, section 1.  

While I have outlined sections of the SGC I wish the court to specifically examine, I do hereby 

request the court conduct a throughout and comprehensive evaluation of these questions in 

context of the entire constitutional and SGC regulatory framework, regardless of the specific 

sections mentioned above.  

ATTACHED: The latest Supreme Court agenda for CASE NO. 01-06  

Thank you, SBP RCV III  

 


