The Campus Judlclal Panel (CJP)'iSMg-
totalitarian, unrepresentative mock-
ery of every basic pr1nc1ple of law._ '
Our. arguments s g Cwe _ B

| I..BACKGROUND
Where dld the CJP come from¢_

The old JudlClal system, tho e
SJC, was set up in 1968-after a stu-
dent sit-in for judicial rightse X
- Last March, the ASSU Senate refused
to app01nt students to the committee.

Cowh ety ‘selects students to sServe. on

the- SJG, thus leaving student PoOSi=
tiongs en the 3JC vacant Lyman then
-establlshcd the CJPC S T

Why dld the Senaue refuae ho coopm~
erata w1th tne SJC7 - R

The Senate belleves that the .
sfollow1ng “three reforms, all. ol ‘which
- were -approved in a student. referendum
in Aprll of last year by a vote of-
;1929 o 1186, are needed to make the :

SJC a fainr. system s :
o 1} The ' 8JC should ba able ta
try faculty as well as students,: g;
. the SJC should congist entirely of -
_students, trying only student. caseso
- The CJP, with three students and. four
faculty, and the .SJC; with four stu«
dents  and five :faculty, violate a:
- fundamenital precept.-of the American
legal systemn: rlght to a. ]ury of
:{your peeraag__ ;

: 2) "No. proceedlngs (shall) be
-fundertaken which contravene in any
- way 'the guarantee of individual
“rlghts contained in the Constltutlons
©0f the United States and the State
Jof Callfornla." {from referendum) :
,Siﬂdﬂﬂt judicial bodies have often
triéd . students who are already in~-
~volved in legal proceedings outside




