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 1.  Results of the February 2025 Clark 

The following bills received Royal Assent and has been passed into law: 

60RZ20 – The Judicial Retirement Retirement Act 

Introduced by Baron Alexandreu Davinescu (MC-PROG) 

Passed by the Cosă 55-40-100, by the Senäts 5-2-1. 

60RZ21 – The Fixed Electoral Date Amendment 

Introduced by Mic’haglh Autófil (MC-PdR) 

Passed by the Cosă 140-55-0, by the Senäts 4-1-3. 

60RZ22 – The Immigration Reform (No Minister's Pets) Bill 

Introduced by Dame Miestră Schivă, Seneschal (MC-FreeDems) 

Passed by the Cosă 195-0-0, by the Senäts 8-0-0. 

60RZ23 – The Knights of Ni Act 

Introduced by Txec, King of Talossa 

Passed by the Cosă 185-0-10, by the Senäts 6-1-1. 

60RZ24 – The Digital Terpelaziuns Act 

Introduced by Sir Lüc da Schir, Secretary of State 

Passed by the Cosă 195-0-0, by the Senäts 8-0-0. 

The Cosă passed a Vote of Confidence in the Government 150-45. 

 

 

 



Members of the Cosă voted as follows: 

Name Party Seats 
RZ 

20 

RZ 

21 

RZ 

22 

RZ 

23 

RZ 

24 
VoC 

Antaglhă X. Someliéir FreeDems 20 Aus Per Per Per Per Üc 

Baron Alexandreu Davinescu PROG 5 Per Con Per Per Per Non 

Bentxami Puntmasleu FreeDems 20 Aus Per Per Per Per Üc 

Bråneu Excelsio COFFEE 20 Per Per Per Per Per Üc 

Breneir Tzaracomprada OPEN 20 Con Per Per Per Per Non 

Flip Molinar IND 5 Did not vote 

Dame Litz Cjantscheir IND 20 Per Con Per Per Per Üc 

Sir Marcel E. P. Tafial FreeDems 20 Aus Per Per Per Per Üc 

Mic’haglh Autófil PdR 10 Con Per Per Per Per Üc 

Dame Miestră Schivă FreeDems 20 Aus Per Per Per Per Üc 

Muhammed Yasir OPEN 10 Con Per Per Per Per Üc 

Munditenens Tresplet DIEN 20 Aus Con Per Per Per Üc 

Sir X. Pol Brigă PROG 5 Per Con Per Per Per Non 

Þerxh Sant-Enogat, Túischac’h PROG 5 Per Con Per Per Per Non 

 

 

Senators voted as follows: 

Name Province 
RZ 

20 

RZ 

21 

RZ 

22 

RZ 

23 

RZ 

24 

Sir Martì-Páir Furxhéir Atatürk Con Aus Per Per Per 

Iason Taiwos Belacostă Per Per Per Per Per 

Sir Glüc da Dhi Cézembre Per Aus Per Aus Per 

Sir Gödafrïeu Válcadác’h Fiovă Con Aus Per Per Per 

Mximo Carbonel Florenciă Per Per Per Con Per 

Txoteu Davinescu Maricopa Per Per Per Per Per 

Sir Ian Plätschisch Maritiimi-Maxhestic Aus Con Per Per Per 

Tric’hard Lenxhéir Vuode Per Per Per Per Per 

 

 

 

 

 



 2.  Items on this Month’s Clark 

The First Clark of the 61
st
 Cosă will run from May 1

st
 to May 21

st
 2025/XLVI. 

Debate on the items on the Clark is encouraged and in order until the voting deadline. 

Voting on the Clark is open between the publication of this document and the 21
st
 of May at 

7:30 PM TDT. 

From this Clark onwards, votes can be submitted both on Wittenberg and on the new 

Database at https://database.talossa.com/ziu/clark/vote. Members of the Cosă should 

have received by email a set of credentials to the database that can be used to log in and 

cast their votes. Any members who, for any reason, have difficulty logging in to the 

Database and/or casting their votes using the form there should contact the Chancery at 

talossachancery@gmail.com. 

The following Government bills have been presented for consideration: 

61RZ01 – The One Word: Plätschisch Act 

Introduced by Dame Miestră Schivă (Seneschal, on behalf of His Majesty's Government) 

61RZ02 – The Judicial Retirement Oh Boy Here We Go Again Act 

Introduced by Dame Miestră Schivă (Seneschal, on behalf of His Majesty's Government) 

The following Private Member’s bills have been presented for consideration: 

61RZ03 – Sense of the Ziu: Climate Emergency 

Introduced by Breneir Tzaracomprada (MC-GREEN) 

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? 

 

https://database.talossa.com/ziu/clark/vote


 3.  Judicial Decisions 

Pursuant to Lex.G.12.1, the following decisions were rendered by the General Court of 

Talossa since the publication of the last Clark. 

XLVI-1 – Cjantscheir v. the Ziu 

Decision of the Court delivered by Istefan E. Perþonest, Puisne Justice 

The Organic Law used to have a provision allowing the Ziu to establish in law a 

definition of inactivity, and provide for removing members of the Cort pü Inalt for 

that inactivity. That provision of the Organic Law was abolished, while the 

statutory law procedure made under that provision was left on the books. The 

statutory law procedure was then invoked. The questions before this court, then, 

are whether the statutory law is still valid, and what was the effect of its 

invocation. 

 

I. 

When we look to the current relevant provision of the Organic Law, the first 

sentence of Article VIII, Section 5, it now reads, "A Judge shall remain on the Cort 

pü Inalt for the duration of their term, until they choose to retire, or, as prescribed 

by law, until such time as the Ziu shall remove him or her from their seat or until 

he or she can no longer perform their duties on account of incapacitation." 

There are three reasonably-plausible reading of this clause. The first is that the Ziu 

may freely pass statutory laws to establishing procedures for removing members 

of the Cort pü Inalt without any substantial limit; for example, it could legislate 

that a judge can be removed at will by the Ziu, and delegate to a minister of the 

government the authority to so remove the judge. The second is that, despite the 

change in language, it should be assumed that the amenders of the Organic Law 

intended to preserve the limited power to define inactivity and allow the Ziu to 

remove inactive judges; that the Ziu has preserved the relevant statutory law 

through several amendments might be construed as evidence of this. The third 

reading is that the reference to "as prescribed by law" is a forward reference to the 

procedure laid out in the subsequent sentences of Article VIII, Section 5. 

The problem with the first reading is that it would render the last sentence of 

Article VIII, Section 5 ("To impose the sanction of removal, a Notice of Reprimand 

must receive, in addition to requirements of other legislation, two-thirds support 

in the Cosa and majority support in the Senate.") a nullity. If the Ziu can remove a 

judge by passing ordinary legislation, there is no need for, and no use in, the 

Organic Law providing a procedure for removing a judge where the requirements 

are explicitly a superset of those for passing ordinary legislation. We accordingly 

can dispense with that reading under the usual canons of construction for 

surplusage and harmonious reading. 



The problem with the second reading is that under the canon of reenactment, a 

significant change in language is presumed to entail a change in meaning. It is 

possible that the drafters of the new language meant to maintain a power to define 

inactivity and remove judges for it; even if we were certain of that intent by the 

drafters, that cannot be inferred as the intent of all the legislators and voters 

involved in enacting the new language. Given a viable alternative reading, the 

court has no business in adopting an interpretation that effectively re-inserts 

language that was deleted by a proper amending procedure. 

The third reading has no such problems. It might be considered mildly redundant 

to specify that a term can be ended by removal before presenting a procedure for 

removal, but it is not ostentatiously so. This court accordingly adopts that 

understanding; "as prescribed by law" is a forward reference to the procedure laid 

out in the subsequent sentences of Article VIII, Section 5, and such legislation as the 

Ziu may adopt consistent with that procedure. 

 

II. 

The relevant legislation as of 55RZ19, Lexh.G.11.1, is that "Uppermost Cort Judges 

may be compelled to retire through organic removal from office through an act of 

the Ziu in accordance with Article VIII of the Organic Law. In accordance with the 

appropriate section, the inactivity of a Justice is defined as the failure of that 

Justice to act, rule, or appear in an open case the Justice is assigned to or 

participating in for more than 60 days, as certified by the Ziu in a majority vote." 

As there is (per our reading above) no longer a section of the Organic Law 

allowing the Ziu to establish an independent procedure for removing members of 

the Cort pü Inalt for inactivity separate from the procedures of Article VIII Section 

5. Under the avoidance canon (the principle that statutes should be read, when 

reasonably possible, to avoid violating constitutional strictures), then, this section 

of El Lexhatx should be understood as a statement by the Ziu as to how much 

inactivity the Ziu feels is sufficient to justify a Notice of Reprimand resulting in 

removal. With that understood, a simple majority of the Ziu certifying inactivity is 

not sufficient to compel a retirement, despite the wording of Lexh.G.11.1; the higher 

standard of removal in Article VIII Section 5 applies. 

 

III. 

The question remaining, then, is what was the effect of 60RZ19. Under the 

avoidance canon, 60RZ19 should be read, if possible, not as depending on a 

repealed section of the Organic Law, but as invoking the Notice of Reprimand 

procedures of Article VIII, Section 5. 60RZ19 does indeed lay out a charge (that 

there has been sixty days of inactivity in a case, which the Ziu has specifically 



noted in prior legislation as being objectionable), and the intended consequence 

(denying the judge her seat on the Cort pü Inalt by deeming her to have retired). 

One may complain that the phrasing of the act somewhat obscures this, but the 

essential elements are all there. As 60RZ19 passed with greater than two-thirds 

concurrence in the Cosa (74% even including abstentions), and otherwise met all 

the requirements of ordinary legislation, it was enacted in accordance with Article 

VIII, Section 5 of the Organic Law. 

 

IV. 

This court accordingly rules that Dame Litz Cjantscheir, UrN, was validly 

removed from her seat on the Uppermost Cort in accordance with the Organic 

Law. 

 

-- Istefan Perþonest, Puisne Judge of the Uppermost Cort, for the General Cort of 

Talossa. 

 

 

 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, May 1
st
 2025/XLVI 

The Secretary of State / Secretar d’Estat 

Sir Lüc da Schir  



 



 A.  Full text of all Bills on the Clark 

61RZ01 – The One Word: Plätschisch Act 

WHEREAS a seat on the Cort pü Inalt was made vacant by the passage of 60RZ19; 

AND WHEREAS the Government has agreed on a supremely qualified candidate for the 

role; 

BE IT ENACTED by the King, Senäts and Cosă of Talossa assembled as the Ziu, that 

under the provisions of Organic Law VIII.4, Sir Ian Plätschisch is nominated as a Puisne 

Judge of the Cort pü Inalt of Talossa. 

 

Ureu q'estadra så, 

Dame Miestră Schivă (Seneschal, on behalf of His Majesty's Government)  



61RZ02 – The Fixed Electoral Date Amendment 

WHEREAS the Cort pü Inalt has clarified the scope and effect of Organic Law VIII.4, 

stating that the Ziu needs a 2/3 majority to issue a Notice of Reprimand forcing the 

retirement of a Judge on that Cort, that this can be done for any reason, and that there is 

no provision for a lesser threshold in case of inactivity; 

AND WHEREAS the existing statute law which relates to this (El Lexhatx G.11.1) which 

governs the application to that law, is either no longer relevant or no longer Organic; 

AND WHEREAS it would nevertheless be good to have a provision for the Clerk of Corts 

to let the Ziu know of situations where a vote on judicial tenure might be appropriate: 

BE IT ENACTED by the King, Cosă and Senäts in Ziu assembled that El Lexhatx G.11.1, 

which currently reads: 

Uppermost Cort Judges may be compelled to retire through organic removal 

from office through an act of the Ziu in accordance with Article VIII of the 

Organic Law. In accordance with the appropriate section, the inactivity of a 

Justice is defined as the failure of that Justice to act, rule, or appear in an 

open case the Justice is assigned to or participating in for more than 60 days, 

as certified by the Ziu in a majority vote. 

shall be amended to read in full: 

To assist the Ziu in its duty to scrutinize the conduct of Cort pü Inalt Judges 

and to issue of Notices of Reprimand as provided for in the Organic Law 

where necessary or appropriate, the Clerk of Corts shall give formal public 

notice to the Ziu whenever: 

a) a Cort pü Inalt's Judge's term is within 90 days of expiry; 

b) the Clerk of the Corts, contacting the members of the CpI to 

assign a case as described in this title, has been unable to contact a 

Judge or has not received any response to their enquiries within 30 

days; 

c) a Judge has failed to act, rule, or appear in an open case the 

Judge is assigned to or participating in for more than 60 days. 

 

Ureu q'estadra så, 

Dame Miestră Schivă (Seneschal, on behalf of His Majesty's Government)  



61RZ03 – Sense of the Ziu: Climate Emergency 

WHEREAS, the British prime minister, Winston Churchill, once stated that "the era of 

procrastination, of half-measures, of soothing and baffling expedients, of delays is coming 

to its close. In its place we are entering a period of consequences," and 

WHEREAS, this quote well-encapsulates humanity's current predicament in relation to 

anthropogenic climate change, and 

WHEREAS, in 2022 alone, 25 nations have experienced their hottest summers ever and 

the past seven years each have been the hottest years in succession, and 

WHEREAS, leading contributors of atmospheric warming emissions (People's Republic 

of China, United States of America, and Republic of India) have lagged in fidelity to their 

commitments based on the Kyoto and Paris Accords. 

THEREFORE, may it be resolved that it is the Sense of the Ziu of the Kingdom of 

Talossa: 

To declare a climate emergency, and 

Based on this declaration state its assessment that anthropogenic climate change is an 

issue touching not just on scientific and political scopes but also on moral and bioethical 

scopes, and 

To encourage Talossans around the world to make meaningful changes in their personal 

lives to limit their individual and family contributions to climate change, and 

To encourage nations which are leading contributors to climate change to meet their 

previously-agreed treaty-based commitments. 

 

Ureu q'estadra så, 

Breneir Tzaracomprada (MC-GREEN) 
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