
La Cantzelerïă del Regipäts Talossan
The Chancery of the Kingdom of Talossa

The August 2017 Clark
Sixth Clark of the 50th Ziu

1.  Results of the July 2017 Clark 

As no bills have passed both the Cosă and Senäts, Royal Assent was not required.

The Cosă and Senäts both rejected the following bill: 

50RZ23 – The Telecomuna We Hardly Knew Ya Act
Introduced by Sir Cresti Siervicül (MC-RUMP)
Rejected by the Cosă 0-92 (11 abstained), by the Senäts 3-4

The Cosă passed a Vote of Confidence in the Government 93-10 .

Members of the Cosă voted as follows:

Name Party Seats RZ
23 VoC

Miestră Schivă FreeDems 11 Con Üc 
Viteu Marcianüs FreeDems 9 Con Üc 
Iason Taiwos FreeDems 9 Con Üc 
Chirbi Scherpa-Carriedo FreeDems 9 Did not vote
Inxheneu Crova FreeDems 9 Did not vote
Owen Edwards IEVAAP 1 Did not vote
Alexandreu Soleiglhfred MRPT 13 Did not vote
Glüc da Dhi MRPT 13 Con Üc 
Martì Vataldestreça MRPT 13 Did not vote
Erschéveþ da Schir MRPT 13 Con Üc 
Ian Plätschisch MRPT 14 Con Üc 
Txoteu Davinescu MRPT 13 Con Üc 
Mximo Carbonel REP 10 Con Non
Cresti Siervicül RUMP 18 Did not vote
Ian da Bitour RUMP 11 Did not vote
Brad Holmes RUMP 11 Did not vote
Eovart Xhorxh RUMP 11 Did not vote
Danihel Txechescu RUMP 11 Aus Üc 

0-92 (11) 93-10

Senators voted as follows:

Name Province RZ23

Sevastáin Pinátsch Atatürk Con
Lüc da Schir Belacostă Con

3-4



Name Province RZ23
Ián Anglatzară Cézembre Per
Ma la Mha Florenciă Per
Gödafrïeu Válcadác'h Fiovă Con
Dien Tresplet Maricopa Con
Magniloqueu Épiqeu da Lhiun Maritiimi-Maxhestic Did not vote
Éovart Grischun Vuode Per

3-4

2.  This Month's Business 

The Sixth Clark of the 50th Ziu runs from August 1st to 21st 2017/XXXVIII.
Voting on the Clark is open until the 21st of August at 7:30 PM Talossan time.

The following bills have been presented for consideration: 

50RS01 – The 50th Cosa Senatorial Awards of Honour
Introduced by Éovart Grischun (Senator-VD)

50RZ24 – THE LEGISLATION PROOFREADING BILL
Introduced by Dame Miestră Schivă (MC-FreeDems)

50RZ25 – THE AMENDMENT TO THE ORGLAW (Separate Cosa and Senats Voting) BILL
Introduced by Dame Miestră Schivă (MC-FreeDems)

50RZ26 – The Due Process Amendment
Introduced by Viteu Marcianüs (MC)

50RZ27 – The Bar Reformation Act
Introduced by Viteu Marcianüs (MC)

50RZ28 – The Ambiguity Resolution Act
Introduced by Viteu Marcianüs (MC)

50RZ29 – The Good Laws Take Preparation Time Act
Introduced by Éovart Grischun (Senator-VD)

50RZ30 – The Tiebreaker Act
Introduced by Sir Glüc da Dhi (MC-MRPT)

50RZ31 – The Lannister Act and Sense of the Ziu
Introduced by Sir Glüc da Dhi (MC-MRPT, Minister of STUFF)

The full text of these bills is available in the appendix. 

The following motion is to be voted on by the Cosă only: 

Vote of Confidence
Do you wish the current Government to continue in its term of office?

3.  Judicial Decisions 

Pursuant to Lex.G.12.1, the Chancery announces that no decisions were rendered by any national court since the
publication of the last Clark. 

4.  Prime Dictates 



Pursuant to Lex.H.2.7.1, the Chancery announces that no Prime Dictates were issued since the publication of the
last Clark. 

Ordered printed today, August 1st 2017/XLVI
The Secretary of State / El Secretar d’Estat

Sir Martì-Páir Furxhéir 



A.  Full text of all bills on the Clark 

50RS01 - The 50th Cosa Senatorial Awards of Honour

WHEREAS El Lexhatx Title H: Legislation, Section 18 empowers the Senate the ability to award a Medal of
Honour to citizens for meritorious or honourable service to the nation or state; and

WHEREAS it would be nice if we actually used this power, and

WHEREAS I feel there are a few individuals who are more than worthy of receiving such an award, so

THEREFORE, as a result of this utterance, be it resolved by the Senate of the Kingdom of Talossa that,

Ián Munditenêns Triesoûrêt Tamorán

and

Martì-Paìr Furxhéir

and

Istefan Perþonest

are hereby awarded the Senatorial Medal of Honour for their past and ongoing meritorious and honourable
services to the nation.

FURTHERMORE, in accordance with El Lexhatx H.18, the recipients may, in official RT affairs, affix the initials
“S.H.” (Senatorial Honour) after their name.

Noi urent q'estadra så,
Éovart Grischun (Senator-VD)
Sir Lüc da Schir (Senator-BE)



50RZ24 - THE LEGISLATION PROOFREADING BILL

WHEREAS the whole reason the Hopper system of tossing bills around before they were Clarked was enacted so
as to catch any flaws or problems before the bill went to a vote;

AND WHEREAS a recent flurry of emergency PDs during the 50th Cosâ to amend basic problems in bills which
have already passed the Ziu shows that this is not working;

AND WHEREAS royal assent clearly only functions as an additional check when the King feels inclined to do so,
which seems extremely rare except when his powers and privileges are involved;

AND WHEREAS having the non-partisan Secretary of State in the Hopper discussions is a good thing we should
make more use of:

AND WHEREAS the current law on how the SoS gate-keep bills for the Clark is screwy and incomprehensible:

BE IT ENACTED by the King, Senäts and Cosâ of Talossa in Ziu assembled that

1. El Lexhátx Section H.11, "Legislation", which currently reads:
11. The Secretary of State is empowered to refuse to put a certain bill on a Clark if said bill;

11.1. has the SLIGHTEST problem in excess of five (misspellings, inorganicity, etc.}, and/or 

11.2. is not clearly typed or word-processed; and/or 

11.3. is so substantially different from its original form as a legislative proposal that it constitutes a significantly
different proposal. 

shall be changed by the amendment of H.11.1 to read:
11.1. appears to him to be obviously on its face inorganic, or to have such grave errors as would make it
ineffective and/or require further legislation or a Prime Dictate to make it effective.

2. The following final section shall also be added to H.11:
Any such decision shall be subject to judicial review.

Uréu q'estadra så,
Dame Miestră Schivă (MC-FreeDems)



50RZ25 - THE AMENDMENT TO THE ORGLAW (Separate Cosa and Senats Voting)
BILL

WHEREAS the whole reason the Hopper system of tossing bills around before they were Clarked was enacted so
as to catch any flaws or problems before the bill went to a vote;

AND WHEREAS a recent flurry of emergency PDs during the 50th Cosâ to amend basic problems in bills which
have already passed the Ziu shows that this is not working;

AND WHEREAS royal assent clearly only functions as an additional check when the King feels inclined to do so,
which seems extremely rare except when his powers and privileges are involved;

AND WHEREAS forcing every bill to take TWO Clarks before it becomes law might help;

AND WHEREAS the Clark system was developed pre-1997, before Talossa had a functioning bicameral system;

BE IT ENACTED by the King, Senäts and Cosâ of Talossa in Ziu assembled and approved by the people in
referendum that

1. Organic Law X:2 be amended by deletion of the following struck-through sentences and addition of the
following underlined sentences:
The legislative business of the Ziu is supervised by the Secretary of State. At the start of every month the Secretary
of State shall make a copy of the most recent Clark available to all the members of the Cosâ (MCs) and senators.
Every MC and senator shall vote on every bill in every Clark (by post, telephone, or electronic device), and MCs
and senators will have until the end of business on the twenty-first day of the calendar month to submit their votes
to the Secretary of State. MCs shall submit their votes to the Secretary of State between the 1st and 12th day of each
calendar month and Senators between the 13th and 24th day of each calendar month.

.1 If the Cosa fails a bill, the Senate shall still vote on it and if the bill passes the Senate after failing the Cosa, then
the bill shall be returned to the Cosa for a second reading and vote in the following Clark. Each Senator may make
a 50 - 150 word statement of support, or dissenting opinion, which shall be appended to the bill during it's second
Clark. If the bill passes a second vote in the Cosa then it is passed into law. 

b) Organic Law X:5 be amended as below:
Except where otherwise provided in this Organic Law any bill which receives has received more "për" votes than
"contrâ" votes in the Cosâ and the Senäts is considered to have been adopted by the Ziu. All other bills are
considered to have been rejected. Any bill adopted by the Ziu is sent at once to the King for his assent.

Uréu q'estadra så,
Dame Miestră Schivă (MC-FreeDems)



50RZ26 - The Due Process Amendment

WHEREAS the Fifth Covenant of the Covenant of Rights and Freedoms seeks to protect individuals from having
their life, liberty, and property threatened by the government. 

WHEREAS the wording of the Fifth Covenant implies that due process protections of life, liberty, and property
are only available in instances of double jeopardy. 

WHEREAS it is the hallmark for the protection of individual rights to ensure that due process is always required
when the State seeks to deprive an individual of their life, liberty, or property. 

WHEREAS it should be desirable to clean up the Organic Law as necessary. 

WHEREAS if we can strengthen individual liberties while fixing the Organic Law, we should do so. 

THEREFORE, the Fifth Covenant, Organic Law XIX.5, which reads, "Any person charged with an offence shall be
presumed innocent until proven guilty, and has the right to request information on his legal rights. No accused
person shall be twice put in jeopardy of life, liberty, or property for the same offence, or without due process of
law; nor shall any citizen be compelled in any criminal case to bear witness against himself. Excessive fines, and
cruel and bizarre punishments, shall not be inflicted." is repealed in its entirety. 

FURTHERMORE, the following language shall be adopted as the Fifth Covenant, Organic Law XIX.5: 

No person shall be deprived life, liberty, or property without due process of law, nor denied equal protection of
law. Any person charged with an offense must be informed of their legal rights upon seizure by the government,
and must be presumed innocent until proven guilty by a court of law. No person shall be subject to answer to the
same criminal offense after the criminal charge has been properly adjudicated in a court of law, nor shall any
person be compelled in any criminal case to bear witness against himself, nor shall any person be subjected to
excessive fines, nor shall any person be subjected cruel and unusual punishment. The Ziu shall have the power to
enforce this Covenant by appropriate legislation.

Noi urent q'estadra så,
Viteu Marcianüs (MC)
Sir Ian Plätschisch (MC)



50RZ27 - The Bar Reformation Act

WHERERAS the development of an independent judiciary is a benchmark of a developed democracy; 

WHEREAS the judiciary as it exists in Talossa today is sorely underdeveloped; 

WHEREAS while many factors contribute to the underdevelopment of the judiciary in Talossa, one factor, the
inability to admit new members to the bar, stands out as one that can be rectified; 

WHEREAS Talossa is in dire needs of qualified individuals to be admitted to the bar. 

THEREFORE, El Lexhatx § C, 1.6 is hereby repealed in its entirety; 

FURTHERMORE, El Lexhatx § C, 2, is hereby amended to read as follows: The Officers of the Royal Household
shall have no fixed terms of office, and shall not be removed from office by the dissolution of the Cosa. The Officers
of the Royal Household are appointed and removed by the King on the recommendation of the Prime Minister.
The four exceptions to this are that the Secretary of State shall be appointed by the Prime Minister acting alone
and may be removed by law; the Burgermeister of Inland Revenue shall be named in the same way as the Secretary
of State; and the Commissioner of the Civil Service, who shall be appointed by the King, for a two year renewable
term, after being recommended by a legislative civil service committee and approved by a two-thirds majority vote
in the Cosa and a majority vote of the Senäts in favor of appointment. The Chancellor may be removed by the
King on the recommendation of the Senäts. 

FURTHERMORE, the following section is added to the El Lexhatx as § G,11: 

12. The National Bar of Talossa is hereby established. 

12.1. The National Bar of Talossa shall be governed by the five Justices of the Uppermost Cort, who shall set forth
the procedure, ethics, and standards for those seeking admission to the National Bar of Talossa. 

12.1.1 The Justices of the Uppermost Cort may, at their discretion, devolve their authority to a group made up of
no less than three individuals admitted to practice law to set forth the requirements of admission to the bar, except
the waiver described in G.12.2.3.1. 

12.2. The National Bar of Talossa shall possess the sole authority to admit new individuals to practice law in the
Courts of Talossa established under Article XVI of the Organic Law. 

12.2.1. Admission to the Bar shall be limited to those who are eligible to vote in National Elections, and who satisfy
any reasonable requirement set forth by the National Bar of Talossa. 

12.2.2. The National Bar of Talossa shall set the standards for admission, which may include a test or legal training
it views as necessary, to determine if an individual possess the legal knowledge and character necessary to practice
law in the national courts of Talossa, except as those described in G.12.2.3. 

12.2.2.1. An individual who has met the requirements set by the National Bar of Talossa is not entitled to practice
law in in the national courts until the National Bar of Talossa has decreed they are eligible to do so. 

12.2.2.2. The National Bar of Talossa may deny admission to individuals they think unworthy, provided those
factors do not violate any other Organic or Statutory provision. 

12.2.3. An individual who has earned a degree in the practice of law in their home country, or has been admitted to
practice law in their home country, or has completed one year of legal education as well as legal training in their



home country, may seek a waiver from the requirements set forth by National Bar of Talossa, which may grant said
waiver with the consent of no less than two Justices of the Uppermost Cort. 

12.2.3.1. The Uppermost Cort may increase the number of Justices required to give consent as it deems necessary,
but may only decrease the number to the statutory limits with the same number of Justices required to give
consent. 

12.2.3.2. The Uppermost Cort may not devolve this waiver.

12.3. It shall be a criminal offense for any person to knowingly or recklessly practice law in Talossa without express
statutory permission, or without the permission of the National Bar of Talossa. 

12.3.1. The above provision is not applicable to an individual who represent themselves, known as pro se party, or
to any individual who is a member of or has received authority by the Ministry of Justice to represent the
Government in any Court throughout Talossa. 

12.3.2. The following office holders may, at the discretion of the Chancellor, be exempt from the above
requirements and shall be granted full membership to the bar while they hold such office, for the purpose of
performing their official duties: the Prime Minister, the Distain, Judges of the Uppermost Cort, and Judges of any
inferior Cort.

12.3.3. An Attorney General, as head of the Ministry of Justice, who is not admitted to their bar in their own right,
is a de facto and de jure member of the bar for the duration that they hold that office. 

12.4. The National Bar of Talossa shall set, as it deems necessary, the Code of Conduct to govern attorneys. 

12.4.1. An individual admitted may have their admission revoked for cause with the consent of no less than four
members Uppermost Cort of Talossa; in such a circumstance, the individual is no longer permitted to practice law
in the national courts of Talossa. 

12.4.2. All members of the bar admitted prior to the adoption of this statute shall continue to be deemed
automatically admitted and may continue to practice law. 

12.5. Any rules, regulations and/or code of conduct not set by a statute, Talossan Law or by the Organic Law, shall
be a matter for the Bar to set itself as far as permissible by the aforementioned Laws.

This statute shall come into effect no later than six months after the requirements of Article X of the Organic Law
have been satisfied. At its discretion, the Uppermost Cort may, immediately upon passage, begin to draft and
promulgate Rules for admission, which, if the Uppermost Cort so chooses, may take effect no sooner than three
months after the requirements of Article X of the Organic Law have been satisfied. 

Uréu q'estadra så,
Viteu Marcianüs (MC)



50RZ28 - The Ambiguity Resolution Act

WHEREAS Article XVI, Section 1, of the Organic Law vests the Cort pü Inalt ("Uppermost Cort"), with the
judicial power of Talossa. 

WHEREAS the Organic Law implies the Uppermost Cort maintains original jurisdiction over all cases, and
permits the Cosâ to establish inferior courts as necessary. 

WHEREAS Section 9 of Article XVI of the Organic Law vests the power of judicial review upon the Uppermost
Cort, and requires the Cort to resolve issues of ambiguity in the Organic Law and statutory laws, interpret the
Organic Law and statutory laws, and resolve conflicts between the Organic Law and statutory laws. 

WHEREAS no procedure exists for the Government to request the Uppermost Cort to resolve potential
ambiguities or conflicts in and between the Organic Law and statutory law. 

WHEREAS the Attorney General and other representatives of the State may require guidance from the
Uppermost Cort when such circumstance presents itself.

WHEREAS this act does not expand or limit the jurisdiction of the Uppermost Cort, but merely establishes a
procedure by which the Uppermost Cort may perform a function. 

THEREFORE, the Ziu, acting pursuant to Article X of the Organic Law hereby amends Section G of el Lexhatx to
include: 

11. The Secretary of State, Prime Minister, and Attorney General shall have standing to file a Petition for
Resolution with the Uppermost Cort to resolve an ambiguity in the Organic Law or such inferior laws that were
passed by the Ziu.

11.1. The individual petitioning the Uppermost Cort under this subsection shall be known as an "Applicant" until
such time as the Uppermost Cort agrees to hear the case, and then shall be known as a "Petitioner." 

11.2. The Petition for Resolution may include a proposed interpretation for the Uppermost Cort to adopt, but must
state, with specificity, reasons why the Uppermost Cort should adopt the proposed interpretation. 

11.2.1. A Petition for Resolution shall not be an appropriate remedy for potential conflicts between National and
provincial law, and this statute should not be construed to impact the ability of a party with standing to file suit for
perceived inOrgancity of provincial actions, or potential conflicts between national and provincial law. 

11.2.2. A Petition for Resolution shall only be made when there exists an actual case or controversy or bona fide
ambiguity, and the Cort shall dismiss a Petition for Resolution for want of an actual question, when the petition
seeks an order that is is entirely advisory in nature, and does not involve an actual case or controversy or
ambiguity in the law. 

11.3. In the interest of justice and to ensure all arguments are properly presented to the Uppermost Cort, the
Secretary of State, Prime Minister, or Attorney General shall have discretion to appoint an individual to offer an
alternative viewpoint, regardless of whether they are listed as the Applicant/Petitioner; when the Petition for
Resolution directly impacts the interpretation of law as it relates to a specific governmental ministry, the Minister
impacted may, at their discretion, appoint an individual to offer an alternative viewpoint; when the Petition for
Resolution directly impacts the interpretation of law that will impact the conduct of the Crown or its Royal
Officers, the Crown may, at its discretion, appoint an individual to represent an alternative viewpoint; all potential
parties described above may be referred to as "interested parties" elsewhere in this statute. 



11.3.1. Such individuals shall be known as a "Special Respondent." 

11.3.2. A Special Respondent may enter the case within ten days of a Petition for Resolution is filed, or, if that time
has expired but no later than sixty days, may enter only with leave of the Uppermost Cort. 

11.3.2.1. If, after ten days of filing, but no later than sixty days after filing, no Special Respondent has been
appointed, any individual may seek leave of the Cort to intervene as a Special Respondent. The Cort may only
grant leave if the intervener can show good cause as to why they should be allowed to proceed.

11.3.2.2. Applicant/Petition may file an Amended Petition for Relief within ten days of the original filing, or, if that
time
has expired but no later than sixty days, may only file an Amended Petition with leave of the Uppermost Cort. 

11.3.2.3. The period to appoint a Special Respondent shall run from the day after the Petition is filed, or the day
after the Amended Petition is filed, including holidays and weekends, whichever is later. 

11.3.2.4. Only one Special Respondent may be named at any time, except as provided in 11.3.2.7, and deference shall
be given to the first Special Respondent named, but the Cort may allow a Special Respondent subsequently named
by another official to replace the named Special Respondent if it can be shown that the official has a bona fide
connection to the case, their interest is greater than the party who named the original Special Respondent, and
that Petitioner will not suffer undue prejudice by the change. 

11.3.2.5. The Cort shall deny a motion to replace a Special Respondent if the period described above has expired,
unless the party can show a good faith reason why the limitation should be set aside, that the Petition will not be
prejudiced, and that the interest of the official moving for replacement is substantially greater than the Special
Respondent then appointed. 

11.3.2.6. A Special Respondent may consent to their replacement, and the Cort should freely grant leave for that
replacement within sixty days of the filing of the original or amended petition, but may deny such a motion if
Petitioner can show they would be unduly prejudiced, or if such an action was intended to circumvent the law. 

11.3.2.7. If an interested party that would otherwise have authority to appoint a Special Respondent under this
statute makes a motion to appoint a co-Special Respondent no later than ten days after a Special Respondent has
been named, the Cort may, at its discretion, grant leave for the co-Special Respondent to represent the interest of
that party if that interest party can prove by a preponderance of the evidence that the alternative viewpoint
significantly and materially differs from that of then-existing parties, and will not cause the Petitioner or then-
existing Special Respondent to suffer undue prejudice; the Cort may, on its own, convert a motion to replace a
named Special Respondent into a motion to appoint a co-Special Respondent, and all applicable procedures and
standards described in this statute shall be applied, provided that doing so is in the best interest of justice. 

11.3.2.8. A motion filed pursuant to 11.3.2.5 shall be addressed immediately and toll any time limitations set-forth
in other sections of this statute, until such time as the Cort resolves the motion, at which point the time
limitations shall continue to accrue and, if the Cort permits a co-Special Respondent, they shall be subject to the
then-existing time limitations described elsewhere in this statute. 

11.3.2.9. Petitioner and then-existing Special Respondent may, at their discretion, object the motion to appoint a
co-Special Respondent, and shall file such objections no later than three days after the motion has been filed; the
interested party seeking a co-Special Respondent shall have the right of filing a rebuttal within two days of
objection; opposing parties may file a surrebuttal with leave of the Cort if the interested party's rebuttal raises new
arguments not previously made by the original motion within one day of service of the rebuttal. 

11.3.2.10. If an opposing party can show by by a preponderance of the evidence that a motion for a co-Special
Respondent was made for the primary purpose of delaying litigation, the Cort must deny the motion to appoint a



co-Special Respondent, 

11.3.3. A Special Respondent named in the original petition shall be titled "Defendant" until such time as the
Uppermost Cort agrees to hear the case or controversy, at which time they shall be titled "Respondent." 

11.3.4. A Special Respondent is subject to all ethical practices and procedures as set forth by the judiciary, and may
not simultaneously hold a position in the Chancery or as a sitting justice or judge in any national court of Talossa. 

11.3.4.5 No later than ten days after the Uppermost Cort has agreed to hear the Petition for Resolution, any
Talossan of voting age may file an amicus curiae brief. 

11.3.4.5.1. The Uppermost Cort shall have broad discretion to limit the amount of amici curiae briefs as it deems
necessary. 

11.3.4.5.2. In proceedings consisting of a Special Respondent, the amicus curiae shall only address issues material to
the proceedings that have not been raised by either party, and shall not seek to supplement arguments made by the
parties. 

11.3.4.5.2.1 Petitioner and Special Respondent may respond to the amicus curiae no later than three days after
filing. 

11.3.4.5.2.2 The amicus curiae shall not be entitled to file a rebuttal without good cause and leave of the cort. 

11.3.4.5.3. In proceedings absent a Special Respondent, the amicus curiae shall only address topics material to the
proceeding not previously may addressed but may also, if they so desire, include counter-arguments to the
Petitioner. 

11.3.4.5.3.1. The Petitioner may, if they choose, respond to that amicus curiae no later than three days after. 

11.3.4.5.3.2. The amicus curiae shall not be entitled to file a rebuttal without good cause and leave of the cort. 

11.4. A Petition for Resolution shall properly be titled: In the Matter of __ (abbreviated to In re: __).

11.4.1. Upon hearing the controversy in its entirety, the Uppermost Cort shall issue an order that shall have the
binding effect of law equivalent to any other decision decided by the Uppermost Cort. 

11.5. The Uppermost Cort may issue a preliminary injunction to prevent the Government or State from taking
certain conduct if that conduct could potentially result in criminal charges against individuals performing their
duties. 

11.5.1. It shall be an affirmative defense for individual acting in their official capacity exercising the responsibilities
of their office in accordance with a reasonable understanding of the Organic Law or an inferior law, even if that
conduct is found to be contrary to the Organic Law or an inferior law, until such time as the Uppermost Cort
agrees to hear the case, issues a preliminary injunction, and/or resolve the controversy. 

11.5.1.1. No person shall be held to answer in a court of law or equity for their conduct prior to a preliminary
injunction or final order. 

Uréu q'estadra så,
Viteu Marcianüs (MC)



50RZ29 - The Good Laws Take Preparation Time Act

WHEREAS if the Hopper system isn't working then we should address that problem; and

WHEREAS having every bill go through two Clarks doesn't actually address fixing a broken Hopper; and

WHEREAS tinkering with the Hopper system (the thing that's arguably broken) rather than the Clark system (the
thing that's working fine) might help; so

THEREFORE be it resolved by the Ziu of the Kingdom of Talossa that:

El Lexhatx H.6 which currently reads:

6. No bill may be published in a Clark unless it has spent at least ten days in the Hopper as a legislative proposal,
except according to H.6.1. 

is amended to read:
6. No bill may be published in a Clark unless it has spent at least twenty-one days in the Hopper as a legislative
proposal, except acccording to H.6.1, and unless the bill has the written sponsored support of at least one
Member of the Cosa and one Senator.

FUTHERMORE the Ziu resolve that that El lexhatx H.6.1, which currently reads
6.1. For the first Clark to be published in a Cosă term, no bill may be published in a Clark unless it has spent at least
five days in the Hopper as a legislative proposal. 

is amended to read:
6.1 For the first Clark to be published in a Cosă term, no bill may be published in a Clark unless it has spent at least 
seven days in the Hopper as a legislative proposal and unless the bill has the written sponsored support of at
least one Member of the Cosa and one Senator.

Uréu q'estadra så,
Éovart Grischun (Senator-VD)



50RZ30 - The Tiebreaker Act

WHEREAS the Fleshing Out IRV Act does not specify what happens when two candidates with the lowest
number of ballots assigned to them have the same amount of preference votes on every level, and 

WHEREAS it is implied that Orglaw, Article IV, Section 6 would apply here, but this is not made explicit, and 

WHEREAS the resulting text is a bit ambiguous, and

WHEREAS it might be wise to state explicitly what would happen in such a case, now 

Therefore, Lex.B.14.4 which currently reads: 
"B.14.4: If, after any iteration, there are two or more candidates with the fewest ballots assigned to them, the
candidate with the fewest first preferences assigned to him shall be eliminated. If these candidates all have the same
number of first preferences assigned to them, the candidate with the fewest second preferences assigned to him
shall be eliminated, and so forth. "

shall be amended to read:

"B.14.4: If, after any iteration, there are two or more candidates with the fewest ballots assigned to them, the
candidate with the fewest first preferences assigned to him shall be eliminated. If these candidates all have the same
number of first preferences assigned to them, the candidate with the fewest second preferences assigned to him
shall be eliminated, and so forth.

B.14.4.1 If no such distinction can be made between these candidates because all have the same number of votes on
every level of preference, the remaining iterations shall be conducted under multiple scenarios. Each scenario shall
eliminate one of the tied candidates.

B.14.4.1.1 If the different scenarios described by B.14.4.1 result in the same winner of the election overall, the
winning candidate shall become the Senator.

B.14.4.1.2 If the different scenarios described by B.14.4.1 result in different winners of the election overall, the
result will be considered a tie between the winners of the different scenarios and will be resolved in accordance
with Org.IV.6";

Furthermore, Lex.B.14.6, which currently reads:
"14.6. A candidate may not be assigned ballots after he has been eliminated. A ballot that would otherwise be
reassigned to an eliminated candidate is instead assigned to the highest-ranked candidate that has not been
eliminated, or treated as an abstention according to B.14.4."

Shall be amended to read:
"14.6. A candidate may not be assigned ballots after he has been eliminated. A ballot that would otherwise be
reassigned to an eliminated candidate is instead assigned to the highest-ranked candidate that has not been
eliminated, or treated as an abstention according to B.14.5."

Noi urent q'estadra så,
Sir Glüc da Dhi (MC-MRPT)
Sir Ian Plätschisch (MC-MRPT)



50RZ31 - The Lannister Act and Sense of the Ziu

WHEREAS His Majesty, King John has paid the cost of Talossan webhosting for more than a decade, and

WHEREAS Talossa owes its continued existence to these websites

WHEREAS the Ziu is immensely grateful to His Majesty for this major contribution to our nation, and

WHEREAS Talossa should not be completely dependent on a single person for its finances, and

WHEREAS it is about time we pay our fair share as a community, and

WHEREAS the legal status of official Talosan sites within Talossa might be unclear, and

WHEREAS the official sites of the Kingdom are and should be run by the democratically elected government, and

WHEREAS public spending does require some standard of accountability, and

WHEREAS A Lannister always pays his debts, now

Therefore the following sub-subsections shall be added to El Lexhatx D 2.10.:

"2.10.4. Talossa.com and Kingdomoftalossa.net are the property of the government and shall be run by the
ministry of STUFF.

2.10.5 The Talossan Web Registrant is the officer within the Ministry of STUFF who acts as the domain name
registrant of Talossa.com. The Talossan Web Registrant can be appointed and dismissed by the Minister of
STUFF.

2.10.6 The Talossan Web Registrant shall inform the government of any payments made towards domain
registration and hosting of Talossa.com, Kingdomoftalossa.net and other government run websites.

2.10.7 The Ministry of STUFF shall reimburse the Talossan Web Registrant for any payments towards domain
registration and hosting of Talossa.com and other government run websites no later than during the Third Clark
of the next Cosa term provided the Ministry has been properly informed.",

Furthermore the following sub-subsection shall be added to El Lexhatx D 2.1.:

"2.1.6. The Budget as described in the above D 2.1.5. shall always include funds for re-imbursing the Talossan Web
Registrant and others for any payments towards domain registration and hosting ot Talossa.com and other
government run websites made during the previous Cosa term that were not re-imbursed during the previous
Cosa term, provided that the government or the previous government has been informed about these payments
properly and on time.",

In addition to the above the sub-subsections following the new sub-subsection D 2.1.6 are renumbered
accordingly,

Furthermore it is the sense of the Ziu that its strong advice to the Minister of Stuff is to appoint King John as
Talossan Web Registrant following the passage of this bill.

Uréu q'estadra så,
Sir Glüc da Dhi (MC-MRPT, Minister of STUFF)


