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Minutes--Intt-lor Delegation Meetanig Jan. 26, 1982
present--Parr, Fahxenkamp, Rogers, Smith, Randolph, Fanning, Bettisworth

Slim Mosier said hels. not necessarily in favor of limiting the Iength
. of legislative sessianS\;partic*"arly";if t:vrotiia“t e *
'Vlll considered, hasty,legislation. He also”" doesn"t want.the,states-
Vtoinvest. fnMi.;g7; . line.v/;;" It me0ieVgas.and.-oil companies do it;*
tSmith agreed”orr bothl points and said the state really doesn®t have 7
Money to invest in the gas line anyway. Fahrenkamp said the
Resources Committee is investigating whether the state ought to
make such an investment and will have an interim report ready
in mid-February. Parr acknoweledged that he had introduced a
bill several years ago to invest $2 billion in state money in the
gas conditioning plant. Changing circumstances, including the
rising price of the line,HX now make him question whether such
a state investment would be a good idea now. Alaska would be a very
minor partner, considerng the total cost of the project.

Jane Galvin, Martin (indistinguishable), and Andrew Taggert all spoke
in opposition to tne marijuana provisions of HB 180, the drug bill.
The genral view, stated by Parr, Rogers, Smith and Randolph, seemed

to be that the marijuana limit of xx four ounces and the harsh penalties
for its possession were too tough. Several, also indicated there
are numerous other problems with the bill, particularly in the
area of privacy in one"s own home and of civil liberties.

Christine Economedes, petroleum engineering professor from UAF, urged
continued support for the program in next year®s budget. The program
now has ix 100 students and will graduate its first seniors
this spring. Bkhbxx She praised Bennett®s generous funding in
the current budget.

Jean Kingray wants continued state funding for the Displaced
Homemakers program,

Bill Fcnderson wants tos the state to consider uses for the oil
money that would directly affect people. Cheap gas for home
heating and cheap fuel oil were examples.

Jim Drew from "/® spoke in favor the capital projects at the
Fairbanks campus and said that generally more space is needed
there to house developing and growing programs.
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Committee on judiciary ponch y

State Capitol
Official Business Juneau, Alaska 99811

MINUTES OF THE SENATE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
OF
JANUARY 27, 1982
Butrovich Committee Room, State Capitol Juneau, Alaska
Legislation Before Committee:

0JR 6 - Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the State of
Alaska relating to sessions of the legislature.”

SB 193 - "An Act amending the State Personnel Act (AS.39.25); and
providing for an effective date.”

The meeting of the Senate Judiciary Committee was called to order by
Chairman Rodey at 1:35 P.M. Committee members present were: Senators
Rodey, Parr, and Bennett. Senator Hohman and Ray were absent.

Chairman Rodey first brought before the committee three bills of
interest to the court system that he would like to irtrouuce as
committee bills. There war no objection by committee members.

Chairman Rodey next took up SJR 6. Senator Bennett requested the
resolution be held over as he wanted to study the resolution further.
SJR 6 was held over until the next meeting.

Senator Ray entered the room and his presence was noted for the record.

The next item on the calendar was SB 193. Terry Cramer, Blue Ribbon
Commission, was called before the committee to testify. She distributed
a memorandum to committee members which addressed the major changes the
bill makes to the existing Personnel Act and some of the changes the
committee substitute makes which were not in the bill originally spon
sored by the Commission. Please refer to attached memorandum.

The committee discussed whether the state statutes were being violated
in the collective bargaining process.

Bob Simon, Commissioner of the Commercial Fisheries Entry Commission,
testified and distributed a memorandum giving proposed amendments for SB
193 prepared by the Commercial Fisheries Entry Commission. Please refer
to the attached memorandum.



Fred Muller, Deputy Commissioner for the Department of Administration,
testified, giving recommendations by the Department of Administration.
They ere as follows:
1.) Delete Sec. 8 (39.25.110)(7)
2.) DeleteC-H in Sec. 12 (39.25.140) and replace with C-E of
the original bill
3.) Amend Sec. 13 (39.25.150)(20) to allow veterans to use 5
points on all job registers until the veteran is employed.
4.) Delete Sec. 13 (39.25.159)(25)
5.) Delete Sec. 20, and
6.) Delete Sec. 21

After discussion, the committee held the bill over. Chairman Rodey
adjourned the meeting at 2:45 P.M.
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Alaska State | egislature

Senate Committee on State Affairs

Vic Fischer, Chairman mPouch V e Juneau, Alaska 99811 < (907) 465-4954

Official Business
SENATE STATE AFFAIRS COMMITTEE MINUTES

Senate State Affairs Carmittee Jan. 19, 1982
Members Present: Sen. Vic Fischer, Chair

Sen. Mike Colletta

Sen. "Brad" Bradley

Sen. Dick Eliason

Sen. Terry Stimson
Ccrmittee meeting cn: Session limitation

COMMITTEE CALENDAR

SJR 6 "Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the State of
Alaska relating to sessions of the legislature.”

SJR 57 "Proposing amendments to the Alaska Constitution relating
to legislative-sesAon length."

I-1TNESS REGISTER
There were no witnesses.
PREVIOUS ACTION

Reference Number: Senate State Affairs Committee Minutes, 11-17-81
all sites teleconference

Statutory Ref: none (see below)

Constitutional

Reference: SJR 6: Article Il, sec. 8, Constitution of the State
of Alaska

SJR 57: Article Il, sec. 10, Constitution of the-
State of Alaska

Amendments Formally Considered: none formally considered previously
ACTION NARRATIVE

Cassette Tape

Recording #

000
Sen. Fischer, Chair, opened the meeting at 1:35, with members
Sen. Colletta, Sen. Eliason, and Sen. Stimson in attendance.
He outlined the agenda befor2 the committee, consisting of 1lwo
resolutions concerning length of legislative sessions: SJR 6,
sponsored by Sen. Tim Kelly, and SJR 57, sponsored by the



: 050

065

085

130

181

190

212

Rules Carmittee at the request of the Governor.

Sen. Stimson moved that SJR 6 be the basis for any action
taken by the carmittee. The motion carried, with no objec—
tion. Sen. Fischer called members attention to the synopsis
of testimony given on SJR 6 on 11-17-81, and a tabl* shewing
other states having a session limit.

(Carmittee members examined written materials.)

Sen. Stimson stated that the important question in addressing
session limitation- after establishing what that limit should
be (he stated that personally, he thinks 120 days is suffi—
cient™- is "Do we need to create a mechanism for extension?"
Sen. Stimson further stated that the carmittee members had no
information before them concerning other states “provision
for extension.

Sen. Fischer stated that at the Constitutional Convention,
session length was debated. There was a general feeling that
the good judgement of the legislature would determine when

it adjourned, and that the business of that state should not
be artificially limited. With regard to the practices of
other states, Sen. Fischer stated that their policies depend
on when the .limit was passed, and must be viewed in an
historical perspective. He pointed out potential problems
which might arise from not providing for an extension, for
example, legislators might be inclined to hold legislation
until "it dies a certain death” at adjournment; he referred to
the pressures which develop prior to adjournment. Sen.
Fischer stated that a compromise had been hammered out in the
past to limit tne length of legislative sessions, and to pro—
vide for extension.

Sen. Colletta turned the committeels attention to the matter
of provisions for special sessions, and the question of sub—
ject matter to be taken up at special sessions (and

extended sessions). He stated that there should be an exten—
sion provision, such as those providing for a special session
called by the Governor, and that subject matter should be
limited to subjects specified in the call.

Sen. Fischer stated that the constitution provides for a
limited call by the Governor, but does not specify a limited
call for a session called by members of the legislature.

Sen. Colletta st* xl that even those (special sessions) called
by the legislator re limited to items specified in the
call, according tu A.G. T opinion.

(Sen. Bradley arrived, and his arrival stated for the record.)

Sen. Eliason stated that he preferred a "sudden death™ provi—
sion, rather than provision for extension. He stated that
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many people in his area are discouraged from participation in
the legislature by the length of recent legislative sessions.
He stressed the importance of limiting session length in order
to enable more of Alaska®"s citizens to become involved.

Sen. Colletta stated that he sees the danger of extensions,
but feels that there should be provision made for limited
extensions. He further stated that there is a fear of a
"sudden death™ provision that it would put the legislature at
the mercy of lobbyists.

Sen. Stimson added that extensions of the time involved
wouldn®t substantial!v change such a situation.

Sen. Colletta stated his support for a 2/3 vote (of each
house) for extension of the session.

Carmittee members enagaged in a discussion of the laws
concerning the number of days which must pass before a special
session could be called by the governor or by the legislature,
respectively. They discussed propsing legislation to

reduce the number of days in the period between the
adjournment of a regular session and the convening of a
special session; one of the proposals specified that the
Governor might call a special session within three days after
adjournment.

(End of discussion, end of side 1, tape 1.)

Sen. Fischer asked if there were any members who felt that
the committee should not propose a constitutional limit on
legislative sessions. All members supported proposing a
constitutional limit

Sen. Fischer began to discuss individual preferences with
conmittee members regarding the number of days to be provided
for the session, the provision for extension (by 2/3 vote,
for example), and wnether or not there should be a limited
call provision.

Sen. Eliason stated that the session should be in excess of
120 days before an extension was requested. Sen. Bradley
stated support for a 90 days session, with not more than two
fifteen-dav extensions. Sen. Stimson stated that the Gover—
nor®s bill (SJR 57) was designed with the full knowledge

the session would not be over in 90 days, that it would pro—
bably run over; 120 days, he said, seems a little long, but
he would support it. Sen. Colletta stated that the "process
evolves itself" and that an extension should not be permitted
without a limited subject. He supports one seven-day exten—
sion, and a 120 day limit. Sen. Eliason, although he per—
sonally favored no extension, stated that he would support

a 120 day session, with a maximum of one seven-day extension



and a limited agenda.

Carmittee meirbers returned to a discussion of the present
law providing for a 15 day period between special and
regular sessions (AS 24 ,05.100). They discussed a proposed,
to reduce that period to three days for a session called by
the Governor. Sen. Stimson elaborated on the inconvenience
caused to legislators by returning none and then, two weeks
later, being called back into sessiar. Committee members
planned to have a bill drafted to ame”d AS 24.05.100 to
decrease the current 15 day period to athin three days if
the legislature is still in session, aid to within 24 hours
if it is not. The legislature might call itself into session
by a 2/3 vote of each house, and subjects discussed at a
special session would be limited to those specified in the
call.

Sen. Fischer summarized amendments to SJR 6 for the record:
* 120 day limit on regular legislative sessions
* provision for a maximum of one extension of
seven days in length
* required 2/3 vote of each house fcr extension
* subject matter of special session to be limited
by joint resolution

Sen. Colletta pointed out that under current law one body
nay adjourn provided they havea 2/3 vote to do so, and
the consent of the Governor.

Sen. Fischer stated that there would be no committee meeting

Thursday, Jan. 21, and announced the calendar for the next

week: Tuesday, Jan. 26th: SSSB 175 (Ethics legislation)
Thursday, Jan. 28th: SB 630 (legislative oversight
of various agencies, boards, and commissions), SB 632
(relating to games of chance and contests of skill)
and SR 20 (requesting installation of teleconference
facilities at Pioneersl Hares).

The meeting adjourned at 2:30 p.m.



Committee Minutes
Senate State Affairs Carmittee

Anchorage, Alaska
11-17-81,.9:30 a.m.

Members present: Sen. Fischer, Chair
Sen. Eliason
Sen. Stimson

Other legislators: e Sen. Kelly

Hearing: All sites teleconference and hearing on limiting the
length of legislative sessions

Committee Calendar: SJR 6, "Proposing an amendment to the Constitution
of the State of Alaska relating to sessions of the legislature.”

Witnesses:

Anchorage:
Sen. Tim Kelly, sponsor of SJR 6
Pouch V, Juneau, Alaska 99811

Bill Miles, representing self
Anchorage, Alaska

Mark Albert Belts, representing self
Anchorage, Alaska

Joe Graiam, representing self
Spenard area, Anchorage

Jan Faiks, Ancho. e Chamber of Commerce Board of Directors
612 F Street, Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Jan Banhoff, Anchorage Women®s C b FREE Committee
P. 0. Box 4-2955, Anchorage, Alasiua 99509

Neely Taylor, Common Sense for Alaska
P.-0. Box 4-1104, Anchorage, Alaska 99509

Mary Bargaran, Soroptamists Int"l of Anchorage
P. 0. Box 561, Anchorage, Alaska 99510

Juneau: Keith Specking, Office of the Governor
Pouch A, Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dillingham: Nels Anderson, representing self
General Delivery, Dillingham, Alaska

Proceedings:

Sen. Fischer called the meeting to order at 9:30 a.m. and stated that
the purpose of the hearing was to discuss limiting the length of



legislative sessions. There is presently no constitutional limit
iirposed on the length of legislative sessions; the drafters of the
constitution sought to establish a proper balance between the legis—
lative branch and the strong executive pcwer. Sen. Fischer outlined
aspects of the session limitation question the committee hoped to
hear addressed by testimony:

should a constitutional limit be established or not? Why?

— i1f a limit is established, what should regular session length
be: 90, 100, 120 days, or what other period?

— should provision be made for extending a regular session?
IT so, by simple majority or by two-thirds vote of the legis—
lature: In increments of 10 or 30 days or seme other period?

— what other things should the legislature consider in acting
on the issue?

Sen. Tim Kelly, sponsor of SJR 6, was the first to testify. He thanked
the carmittee for holding hearings on the issue, which had been "dear

to ny heart since election in 1976". Sen. Kelly stated that the
legislature should be encouraging more Maskans to participate in the
legislative process. Their participation might be pranoted by a session
length which would permit them to pursue non-legislative business for
the greater part of the year. SJR 6 proposes a 120 day limit in the
form of a constitutional amendment to be put before the voters at the
next general election. Sen. Kelly stated that he would also like to see
all special sessions called by the lejislature limited to subjects
included in the call. The subject limit should apply to any extensions
of the regular session; if extending the session were to become a
regular practice, a subject limit would focus attention of the legisla—
ture on the critical issues.

Sen. Eliason stated his agreement with Sen. Kelly®s testimony.

Keith Specking, from the Office of the Governor, presented Governor
Hanmond®"s statement on session limitation. Governor Hammond®"s statement
began, "In ny twelve years of legislative service, there was only one
session which warranted mere than 90 days. That was the first session
during which we set up the entire state government- and we did that in
but 84." The inadequate pay and the necessity to conclude the work
expeditiously in order to return to the private sector at first insured
relatively brief sessions. Various factors, including increased pay,
benefits, staff and workload, and recent rephemeral funding “surpluses
have contributed to the extension of legislative sessions. The
statemen4 from Gov. Hanrnond indicated that any limitation on session
length e ,j>uld: 1.) provide ample tine to complete work on crucial
matters; 2.) serve to reduce the legislative "logrolling” normally
required to bring sessions to close; and 3.) provide for less than the
current undue 15 day delay before a session could be extended, as is
the case now with special sessions. Gov. Hammond proposed a consti—
tutional limitation on session length seme years ago and intends to
reintroduce it this year for consideration by the legislature. His



proposal establishes a session "target” of 90 days. An extension
provision specifies that with the concurrence of the governor and
leaders of both houses the legislature might, reconvene within 3 days

of the regular session®s conclusion for no more than 15 days. Subjects
to be considered would be confined to a list of specific measures
approved by the governor and a majority of each house. Gov. Hammond
concluded his statement with the reference to a public advisory vote
which demonstrated the public"s support for a session limitation.
"lhose who disagree with the concept should argue their case to the
public, not deny the public the right to set the terms and conditions
inposed upon the public®"s servants. To do otherwise constitutes public
servicing.” This concluded presentation of the Governor®"s statement
by Keith Specking, Legislative Assistant to the Governor.

Bill Miles, representing himself as a private citizen, provided a brief
history of his involvement in the issue. He mentioned his experience
as a member of the House of Representatives (concluded in 1980); at
the outset he did not support a limit, but after his experience as

a legislator he supported it. Legislation calling for a limitation

on session length passed the House, but not the Senate, during the
time Bill Miles served in the legislature. A limit is necessary, Bill
Miles stated. He feels that people work better when they have goals,
and lie cited exanples of the many professionals for whcm goals and
deadlines are an integral part of the work world: judges, newspeople,
and Congress members to name a few. He stated support for a 120 day
limit, and thinks 90 days is inadequate time for the carplex work
with which 60 laypersons in a new environment must deed. By way of
extension provisions, Bill suggested that either a) arrangements for
an immediate special session or b) provide for extensions (10 day
renewal period).

Sen. Fischer stated that a referendum approved by the people by

a 3 to 1 margin provided for extension by simple majority vote of the
legislature. He asked Bill Miles whether he favored extension by
simple majority vote or by 2/3 vote of both houses. Bill Miles re—
sponded that he favored extension by simple majority. Sen. Fischer
inquired whether such an extension should require the concurrence of
the governor. Bill responded that the legislature should determine it,
that the decision should not be made solely by leadership, and should
go to the floor for a vote.

Sen. Kelly stated that the number of days in the session per se was not
important; that 90 day limits end up with extension arrangements. He
prefers the concept of a straight 120 day limit. He pointed out that
when the governor calls a special session he must wait 15 days after the
conclusion of the r jular session to do so. When the legislature calls
itself into session there is no wait period.

Sen. Eliason asked of Bill Miles whether he favored calling special
session fcy simple majority. Bill Miles affirmed that he did. Sen.
Eliason suggested that if a special session were allowed to be called
by simple majority that it would result in the same problems the legis—
lature faces now with lengthy sessions.



Sen. Fischer discussed Bill Egan®s position; former Governor Egan
favors a 120 day limit. During the last 20 days of a session bills my
be forwarded. Bill Miles pointed out that one doesn"t always knew when
the session will end, so it is difficult to determine when the last 20
days would be, and a special mechanism would have to be set up if Gov.
Egan®s system were to function.

Mark Albert Beltz, testifying as a private citizen, stated that he
favors a shorter session, preferably with a 90 day limit, and that he
felt the legislators should work longer hours. He also stated that he
felt the session should start not on the 4th Monday of January, as pro--
vided in SJR 6, but on the second Moriday, as is traditional. Sen. Kelly
pointed out that this is covered by existing law. Sen. Fischer
clarified this further by stating that the constitution leaves it open
to change by law, an option \diich has been exercised. Current law
provides for the session to begin on the second Monday. Sen. Fischer
also made reference to Mark Albert Beltz"s remark that the legislators
waste alot of time, stating that the legislators currently work seven
days a week, for long hours, and that delays arenot due to wasting time
and lack of work on the part of legislators.

Nels Anderson, former state representative and majority leader,
testified frcm Dillingham as a private citizen. He complimented Sen.
Kelly on his persistence in continuing a drive® to get a limit on the
sessions. Nels Anderson stated that he once opposed a session limit,
and that he new favors a constitutional amendment limiting the session-.
He suggested a session of no less than 120 days with some provision for
extension in 10 day increments by a 2/3 majorityvote of each house.

He pointed out that there is a tendency near theend (of the session)
for things to pile up; "when adjournment fever hits it is hard to follcw
the movement of bills through committee”™. Nels Anderson stated that
special sessions should be limited to five days whether they are called
by the governor or by the legislature.

Joe Graham, resident of the Spenard area of Anchorage, supports a 90 day
limit. He feels that a deadline would serve to get things in motion on
the important issues. He prefers extension by a 3/4 vote, and suggested
the insertion of a clause providing that there be no per diem until
both houses were organized and that there be no per diem after the
session limit deadline.

Jan Faiks, representing the Anchorage Chamber of Commerce Board of
Directors, testified in support of a 90 day session, with a required
2/3 vote for a maximum of two 10-day extensions. The Chairber of
Commerce has been polling gatherings of members and guests. Their Dec.
7 poll will ask members about session limit provisions. Jan Faiks
stated that in some other states immediately following the election the
legislators are paid for 10 days for organization prior to Christmas
holidays. In Wyoming, she stated, budget work is conducted prior to
convening.

Sen. Fischer inquired whether this meant if we limited per diem only
no constitutional amendment would be required to limit the length of
legislative sessions. Jan Faiks responded, "Something like that!™ Sen.



Fischer mentioned that he introduced legislation last year providing for
the earlier organization of the legislature. Jan stated that her
personal view is in favor of earlier organization with® per diem. She
feels that people would be happy with a limit, not necessarily a
specific number of days.

Sen. Eliason reiterated his support for "sudden death without
extensions”. Sen. Kelly stated that a 90 day limit is, in effect, a
110 day session as people knew an extension is available, and that he
would be happy with any limit. Sen. Fischer mentioned that any inpo—
sition or limitation on legislative action is regarded as strengthening
the hand of the governor. Jan Faiks, speaking on her own behalf, noted
that the legislature®s power is, 1in part, their holding of the purse
strings. She favors a 2/3 majority vote for an extension.

Jan Bcrnhoff, representing the Anchorage Women®s Club FREE Conmittee,
went on record, as supporting a 120 day limit, and a 2/3 vote for any
extension. Extension provisions should specify the number of days in
the extension and the subject matter to be discussed. Jan Bcrnhoff
stated that a shorter session would promote citizen involvement, topics
of broader interest (rather than the proliferation of smaller issues),
and better accomplishment of the work. She suggested legislators limit
their cwn per diem tliis session prior to enacting a constitutional
amendment. In response to Sen. Eliason®"s question, "Should the legis—
lature be subject to the governor in making an extension?" Jan Bcmhoff
responded "No".

Neely Taylor, representing the Board of Ccnmon Sense for Alaska, stated
the board"s support for a 90 day limit. There was no formal position
stated on extension provisions. Neely Taylor stated his personal views
on why there is a need for a limit: to prcnote a citizen legislature and
more citizen involvement in the process. The public loses interest
during a long session, and the expense involved is yioat. (Mark Albert
Beltz had previously stated the cost to run about $20,000 per day.)
Neely stated that a shorter session would result in limiting "political
brinksmanship™ which he defined as a form of political game-playing.
The legislature should serve as a model of a trim economical
organization. Alaska should be the 34th state to have a limit. Sen.
Fischer stated that sane people feel that a session limit will promote
political brinksmanship. Neely responded that .legislators will be more
interested in getting their bills moving if a session limit is imposed.

Nels Anderson inquired about the rationale for choosing the 4th Monday
of the month for session to convene. Sen. Kelly clarified this language
as he had for Mark Albert Beltz, and said that the language should pro—
bably be changed to avoid further confusion. In response to Nels
Anderson®s question, "Do you have any objection to limitation on special
sessions?” Sen. Kelly stated "There is no problem for me in a five day
limit."

The meeting adjourned at 10:45, there being no further testimony at that
time, and reconvened at 5:00 p.m.

Mary Bargaran, representing the Soroptomists International of Anchorage,



presented a letter provided by that group. The Soroptcmists supports
and urges adoption by the legislature of a legislative session of "the
shortest duration possible™ and in no event longer than 120 days
(preferably 90 days). Any extension beyond 120 days (preferably 90
days) should require a 2/3 vote of both houses and include a "limited
call” provision. The extension itself should be for a specific number
of days. The letter was signed by Marsha Holloman, President of the
group). Mary Bargaran suggested that an extension should be for a
maximum of six to ten days.

Sen. Stimson inquired of Mary what the advantage to the state would be
of such a limit. Mary Bargaran stated that it was "an economical thing"
and that 90 days should be sufficient time for the business to be con—

ducted.

Sen. Stimson said that while he did see a need for a goal, a short
session was to. the advantage of lobbyists, most of wham are in Juneau to
stop legislation. He asked if there were any advantage other than
economics. Maiy responded that it would be an overall saving to the
state. Sen. Stimson asked if the idea of a special session bothered
her, to which she responded, "No"™. Sen. Stimson described the logjam
of bills near the end of the session. A limit, he said, would force
legislators to break the logjam of bills in Finance Carmittee, for
example. He would like to see each bill accompanied by a statement of
purpose.

There being no further testimony, with the exception of informal
dialogue between a Sitka observer and Senators Stimson and Fischer,
the hearing/teleconference was adjourned at 5:30 p.m.
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Senate Committee on State Affairs

Vic Fischer, Chairman < Pouch V e Juneau, Alaska 99811 e (907) 465-4954

Interim office: 511 West 4th Ave., Suite 5,
Official Business Anchorage, Alaska 99501 phone: 278-3654

M EMORANTDUM

TO: Legislators

FROM: Sen. Vic Fis

DATE: Nov. 6, 1981

RE: Limiting length of legislative sessions

The Senate State Affairs Committee 1is holding a statewide
teleconference/publi®: hearing November 17 to consider amending
Alaska"s constitution to limit session length. Before the
committee is Senate Joint Resolution No. 6, which would
require adjournment no later than 120 days after a regular
session begins. Alternatives are al.so under consideration.

This year®"s 165 day session 1is providing a major Impetus to
efforts to limit session length. Although I had 1long been
opposed to a constitutional 1limit on philosophical and
theoretical grounds, nn own experience in the Senate during
the past session has ;nrvinced me that establishing a consti—
tutional limit 1is the «<ily practical way we can bring the
legislative session to an end without an awful waste of

time, money and energy, to say nothing of taxing the public"s
patience.

We would appreciate your giving us your comments on the
various aspects of the session limitation question:

— should a constitutional 1limit be established or not?
Why?

--if a limit is established, what should regular session
length be: 90, 100, 120 days, or what other period?

— should provision be made for extending a regular
session? If so, by simple majority or by two-thirds
vote of the Ilegislature? In increments of 10 or 30
days or some other period?
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STATEMENT. ON LIMITING LEGISLATIVE SESSION “x
i Presented By F " oo,

Keith Specking, Legislative Assistant
"t* to the .Governor

In my twelve years of legislative service, there was only
* *

o o “# - ° . ° \ *

one session which warranted more than 90 days. That was the
first session during whichwesetup the entire state

government e-—->and we did that in but ™84- -

Inadequate pay and the necessity to conclude_our work

[ ] [ ] , % e < e ®»

expeditiously in order tx?'return to our private sector
* » , * # , ek kKkKk gk
.endeavors atTfirst insured, relatively brief sessions. Over.
time, this changed.. The sense of urgency which prevailed in
* e * * m

the early years diminished. Increased pay, benefits, staff-
and workload, compounded by the increasing magnitude and
complexity of issues, all served to extend legislative
sessions. Most recently, ephemeral funding "surpluses””and
resultant attempts by a multidude of interests to secure

i - . e
ever larger cuts of the pie, encumbered the legislature with
a host of decisions not confronting those previous

legislatures which had no ¢"surplus funds™ to dole out.

Ironically, however, it is precisely because of our current
"easy money"™ condition that many have become convinced that
both a limitation on spending and session length are now

. P .
imperative. Gone, with elimination of the income tax, are

constraints imposed by public indignation as to how we spend

their tax dollars. Gone 1is the need to insure that



development projecc”must "pay their own way."~jone 1is the
k. * . : . o'

. .

need to say "no" to "worthy projects""simply because the" e

mor.ey"s not there- . eee/. . _* %™ "

Any limitation on cession length should:

oo * - L) *

1. Provide ample time to complete work oncrucial matters.

2+ Serve to reduce the legislative "logrolling”™ normally

required to bring sessions to close, and . “

3» Provide forlees than the currentundue 15 day delay
my _J | - r- .-°
before a session could be extended, as .is the case now

“with shecfal sessions. T o*
Some years ago proposed’é constitutional” Limitation—on
session length which would have met these objectives. .1 -«

intend to reintroduce it this year for your consideration.

This would establish a session length "target™ of 90 days.
If work on crucial issues were not completed by then, only
with the concurrence of the governor and leaders of both
houses could a special extension of no more th« n 15 days be.
called. This could reconvene within 3 days of the regular
session®s conclusion. Subjects to be considered would be
conlined to a list of specific measures approved by the

governor and a majority of each house.



As we*al). know, ,weeks® and millions of dollars wgreﬁgdfed***

.unnecessarily.bo many sessions under a system which permits

J \ B | e oter o /" .V . s
a single‘individual to frustrate the-will of the majoqjty in
» o Ele * *7 % Ps

behalf of an issue of crucial concern to himself. ,1f 90

days only were allotted for. such activities with the e

. .« e . N ) M * e e «
Sk

recognition that tHen such«"spééial‘iséhes" wouid fall
through the cracks, 1 suspect we would seldom®"see session"s
of agonisingly long duration. .Especially world such be the
case if the spending limitation proposal you passed last

year were_also adopted., .., ®.v.* . R . . .

o oo * > *hkhkx " , > ¥ 3} £
Certainly with the abundant increase in staff and interimes.
committee, activity it would seem that a reduction in session

length would.have resulted.” That precisely” the.opposite
. ' . M i -
happened, | believe, 1is very simply attributed to the fact

E &*

o _* | . . .
that there is Ino self imposed pre-sesaioia target for either

*o o* o

spending or length upon which all parties can agree. -
’ CR T Com T e

e m
Few individuals have tho necessary self discipline to
establish such targets and adhere to them absolutely, m2x:ss
absolutely compelled to do so. How then can we possibly
expect a group of 60 to do so0? &

o * t AN * =
A public advisory vote demonstrated the public”s
overwhelming support for a session limitation-. Those who

disagree with the concept should argue their case to the

public, not deny the public the right to se* the terms .and
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Soroptimist International of Anchorage, Alaska
] Northwestern Region
Soroptimist International of the Americas, Inc,

/ P, 0, Box 551
Anchorage, Alaska 99510

Senator Vic Fischer

Chairman, State Affairs Committee
221 E, 7th Ave, #20U-

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Senator Fischer,

Soropt imist International of Anchorage supoorts and urges
adoption oy the legislature of a legislative session of the
shortest duration possible end in no event longer than 120
days (preferably 90 days). Any extension beyond 120 days
(preferably 90 days) should require a 2/]> vote of both

houses and include a "limited call” provision, Tire extension
itself should be for a specific number of days, /

President, Soropt imist
International of Anchorage
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YES 15(24) ii
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Nil
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no
115 | 1.1
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NO IS( 151
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us 15| 111
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us 15 (i.,
Nil
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IVE RULES STUDY

EE BILL CONTENT
ENCE RULE
TEES
YES 3(1)
YES 3(2)
S YES 3(3)
YCS 3(a)
) YES 3(5)
6) YES 3(6)
NO 3(7)
YES 3(8)
YES 39)
YCS 3(10)
YES 3(11)
YES 3(12)

YES 3(13
B ® 3((14))
o3} YES 3(15)
VES 3(16)
YES 3(17)
YES 3(a)
110 3(19)
YES 3(20)

ID)

120)

NO
YES 3(22
23) YCS 3 23
| HO 3(24
YES 3(25

26) YES 3(26)

YES 3(27)
28) VES 3(28)
1 VES 3(29)
30) NO

YCS 3(11)

2) YCS 1(32)
NO

YES 3(34)

@ :s 3(35)

YES 3(36)
YES 3(37)
VES 3(a)
YES 3139)
140) VES 1(40)
YES 3(41)
42) YES 3(42)
9 YES 3(41)
3 YES 3(44
(45) YCS 3(45)

YES 3(46)
2(47) YES 3(47)
0 YES 3(a)

9 YES 3(49)
2(50) YCS 3(50)

" GERMANE*

S3

YES 4(2)
YES 4(3)
NO 4(4)
YES 4(5)

NO
YES 4(7)
NO
YES 4(9)
NO 4(10)

NO

YES 4
YES 4
YES 4

NO 4(16)
YES 4(17)
YES 4(18)
YES 4(19)
YES 4(20)

YES 4(21)
YES 4(22)
YES 4(23)

YES 4(25)

YES 4(26)
HO 4(27)
YES 4(20)
YES 4(29)
NO 4(30)

NO
HO

YES 4(35)

YES 4(36)
YES 4(37)
NO 4(38)
YES 4(39)
YES 4(40)

YES 4(41)
YCS 4(42)
NO
YES 4(44)
YES 4(45)

YES 4(46)
ND
YCS 4(48)

YES 4(49)
NO

PUBLIC NOTICE
DEFINITION OF COMITTEE

MEETINGS

NO 5(1)
NO 5(2)
YES 5f
YES S

vEs 5q

YES 5(
ves st
YES S(8)

B 2

YES 5(11)
NO S 12)
YES S
YES 5 14
YES 5(15)

NO 5(16)
YES 5(17)
YCS 5(18)
YES 5(19)
YES 5(20)

Ycs
YES
YCs
YCS 5(24)

YES 5(25)

ND 5(26)
YES 5(27)
YES 5 |0:
YES SUS!
YES 5(30

)

YES 5(31
YCS 5(32)
YES 5(33)
Cs 5(34)
YCS 5(35)

NO
YCS 5(37)
YES 5138)
YES 5(39)
YES 5(49)

YCS 51
YCS 5
VES S
us 5
HO Si

HO
YES 5(47)
YES 5(48]
YCS 5(493
US 5(sC1

JOINT RECOFUEN-
COMMITTEE DATIONS USED
MEETINGS TO PASS BILL

MI-gLfIfIE...
YES 6(1) YES 7(1)
YES 6(2) YES
YES 6(3) YES
YCS 6(4) YES
YES 6(5) YES 7(b)
YES 6(6) YES 7(6)
YES 6(7) YES 7(7)
g @

NO 11 11S)
YE5 6(1)) us 7(D)
YCS 6(12) YES 7(12)
YES 6(13) YES 703)

VES 7(14)
m m YES 7(15)
YES 6(16) YES 7(16)
YES 6(17) YES 7(17)
YES 6(18) YES 7(18)
YES 6(19) YES 7(19)
YES 6(20) YES 7(20)
YES 6(2) YES 7(21)
YES 6(22 cee -
YES 6(23. m 1Sl
YES 6(24) YES 7(24)
NO YES 7(25)
YES 6(26) NO 7(26)
NO 6(27) YES 7(27)
YES 6(28) YES 7(26)
YES 6(20) YES 7(29)
YES 6(16) YES 7(30)
YES 6(1!) VES 7(11)
YES 6(32) YES 7(32)
YES 6(33 YES 7(11)
YES 6(34 YES 7(31)
YES 6(35 YES 7(35)
YES 6(36) YES 7(36)
YES 6(37) YCS 7(37)
NO 6(38) YES 7(30)
YES 6(39) YES 7(39)
YES 6(40) YES 7(40)
YCS 6(41) YCS 7(41
YES 6(42) YES 7(42
YES 6(43) YES 7(41
YES 6(44) YES 7(44
YES 6(45) YES 7(45
YES 6(46) YES 7(46)
YES 6(47) YES 7(47)
YCS 6(40] YES 7(43]
YES 6(49) YES 7(49)
YES 6(50) YES 7(50)

INTERIM

committees

AUTHORIZATION

YES 1(1T”
YES 1(2)
YFS 8(3)
U. 8(4)
YES 8(5)

YES 0(6)

YES 1(7)
NO

YES 8(9)

YES 8(10)

YES BU I)
YES 8(12)

VES 8(13)
YES BM4i
YES 6(15)

YES 8(16)
YES 8(17)
YES 8 18)
YES 0 19
YES 8(2@)3

YES 0(21)
YES 6(22)

YCS 8(21)
YES 8(24)

YES 8(25)

YES 8(26)
YES 8(27)
YES 8(28)
YCS 8(29)
NO 8(30)

YES 8(11)
NO

VES 8(11)
YES 8(34)
YCS 8(35)

YES 8(16)

YCS 8(37)

YES 8(38)
HO

YES 8(40)

YCS 0(41)
NO 8(42)
YES BE431
YES 8(44)
VES 8(45)

YCS 8(46)
VES 8(47)
YES 8(48)
YES 8(49)
YES 0(50)

Prepared b y:

LIMITATION

on session

LENGTH

YES 9
YES 9
YES 9

YES
YES
YES
YES
YES

YES 9(26)
YES 9 27

(28)

YETO(46
VES-9(47
YPriM B
1MD/
YES-*(SO>

COOt Of
ethics | on-
CIPLIRE

~VES' 16(13"
YES 10(1)
NO
YES 10(1)

HO 10 g
VES 10 7
YES 10 A
YES 10 9
ycs 10(10)

TES 10(D)
NO
YES 10(13)

YES 10(14)
YES 10DS)

YES 10(11)

YES 10(17)
YES 10(18)
YES 10(19)

YES 10(20)

YES 10(211
YES 10(22)
YES 10(21)
NO 10(24)
NO 10(25)

YES 10(26)
KO

YES 10(28)

VES 10(29)

YES 10(30)

KO

VES 10(12)

YES 10(33)
HO

YCS 10(36)

YCS 111M1
YES

YEs 1981
HO

YES 10(40)

HO 10g:
YES 1of|”
NO 10(4
YCS 10(4

NO

HO 10(4t)
VES 10(47)
10
VES 10(49)

CORTMCTIM t UMTIM

roctnm

HO 11(1)
HO
HO
TIS 11(4]
m n»

Us Tt
Us 11(8)
NO

M 11(1D)

NO
HO 11(13)
HO 11(14)
HO 11(11)

YCS 11(1<)
YCS 12(W)
NO 11(11)

Us 11(19)
VES 11(20)

YES 11(21)
NO 11(22)
NO D (23)

TES 11(2S)

YE?1(Z7)

HO
HO 11(30)

NO 11(11)

VES 11(32)

HO 11(13)
HO

HO 11(31)

NO I1(3 t)
YES 11(37)
HO

HO 11(38)
NO

HO 11(41)
HO

VES 11(43)
NO It 44)
NO 11(45)

NO
NO
NO
YES 11
NO 11

urn

Common Senseefor ailaska

RULES REVIEW
enforcement

m 1HD-  Tes 13(1)

"m*Iftl

YES 12(4)
Us 11(1)

US 12(6
us b

ffis
NO

TO UUI)
us

Us 11(13)
Us 12(141
YES 12(15)

US it 1)
us 12
\ES P
us »
us m
Uus 22
us P2
us P23
ves P24

ves Y2s

Hi HUH

VES 12(28)
Us 12(29)
USs 12(30)

Us 12(31)
Us 12(32)
Us 12(33)
US 12(34)
Us 12(35)

Us 12(14)
YES 17(37)
VES 12(38)
Us 12(19)
Us 12(40)

VES 11(41}
Us 12(42]
YES 12(43

VES 12 44

YCS 12(45

VIS

YES leﬂjl%j

m urn
YES 12(50)

NO
VES 13(3)
TES 13(4)
YES 13(5)

Us 13(6)
HO

Us 11(9)
HO

Us 13(D)

, A, m

VES 13(15)

YCS 13(16)
NO
YES 13(18)

YES 13(19)
NO

VES 13(21)
YES 11 22
VES 11(23)
NO
NO

Us 13(26)
NO

NO
NO
YES 13(30)

NO
NO

YES 11(13)

YES 13(34)
NO

YES 11(36)

6 %6563

YES 13(42)

68

YES 13(45)

YCS 11(46)
HO 11(47)
YES 13(461
YES 11(49)

NO

Research Committee

LINT DR

rills

INTROOUCED

YES 14(1)
NO 14(2)
YES 14(3)
YES 14(4)
NO

NO
YES 14(7)
YES Mf6)
YES 14(9)
NO

YES 14(11)

YES 14(15)

YES 14(16)
YES 14(17)
YES 14(18)
YES 14(19)
YCS 14(20)

YES 14(21)
NO

YES 14(21)
YES 14(24)
YES 14(25)

YES 14(26)

YES 14(27]

YES 14(28)

YES 14(29)
NO

YES 14 |D
YES 141 12)
VES 14 11
VES 14 14
YES 14 )S

YES 14(36)
YCS 14(37)

VES  4(19)
NO

YES )4 (41j
YES 14 42
YES 14
VES 14
YES 14

NO 14(46

YES 14 4?

YCS (4(40)
HO

US 14(50)

TIME LIMIT

FOR OfTC TO
PROCESS DILL

YES 11(1)
ND

YES 11(3)

YES 15(4)

YES 15(6)

YES 15(6)
YES 15(7)
YES 16(8)
TES 15(9)
YES 15(10)

YES 15(11)
US 18(13)
NO 15(14)

YES 15(15)

YCS 15(16)

NO 15(17)

YES 15(18)

YES 15(19)
HO

YES 15(21)
HO

YES 15(21)

YES 15(24)

NO 15(25)

YES 15(26)

YES 15(27]
NO

VES 15(29)
NO

HO

NO
VES 15(31
YES IS 34
NO IS 35

YES 15(36)
YES 15(37)

u fI$(39)
NO

YES 15(41)

YES 15(42)
NO

US 15(44)

US 1S (45)

ND
VES 15(47)

w.m
NO

HT.L LEGISLATIVE
UAIYER JfIERSIGIT
PROCEDURES
YCS 11(1) <'0W|f)
YES 16(a) NO
YES it b YES 17(1)
YES 16(b) HO 17(4)
TES 16 (5) NO
YCS 16(6) YES 17(6)
YES 16(b) YES 17(7]
YES 16(b) VES 17(8)
TES 16(a) YES 1719)
YES 16(b) HO
YES 16(11) YES 17(11)
YES 16(12) YES 17(12)
YES 17(13)
YES 17(14)
YES 16(15) .uUs 17(15)
YCS 17(16)
us 16(17 YES 17(1/)
YES 16(18) YES 17(18)
YCS 16(b) YES 17(19)
JdiLaiiil No
VIS 16(21) us 1/(21)
YES 16(22) tCS 17(22)
YES 16(a) Us 1723
YCS 16(24) US 17(241
YES 15(t) NO
YES 16(26) D)
YES 16(27] YES 1/(27)
YES 16(b) YES 1/(20)
YES 16(b) us 1/(29)
YES 16(a) YES 17(30)
YES 16(a)  YES 1/(31) 1]
YES 16(32)  YCS 17(12)
YES 16 33) YLS 1/(11) 1
YES 16 §
TES 16 |I |ff WAY |
YES 16(b) us 1/()b)
YES 16(37) us 1/7()/) !
DY/ 1
m m YES 17(39)/'
YES 16(40) KO 1
YES 16(41) Us 1/(41)
YES 16(a) HO
YES 16(b) NO
YCS 16(44) NU 17(41)
U) J6(451 YES 17(41)
YES 16(46) YES 1/(4b)
YES 16(b) NO
YES 16(b)
VES 16(b)
YES 16(a) NO 1



SYNOPSIS OF TESTIMONY ON SJR, 6 -

SOURCE
Sen. Tim Kelly
Gov. Jay Hammond

Mark

Nels

Miles

Beltz

Anderson

Joe Graham

all-sites teleconference and hearing held on 11/17/81

LENGTH OF
SESSION

120 days

90 days

120 days

90 days
120 days

90 days

Anchorage Chamber of Commerce 90 days

FREE

Committee

Common Sense for

So®Stomists

of Anchorage

Bradley Shaffer

International

120 days

120 days

90 days

90 days

PROVISIONS FORKEXTENSION

K of days-

no extension

15 days

10 drys
(can be renewed)

no position
10 days

no position

2-10 days

see Remarks

no position

see Remarks

vote required

concurrence of governor and leaders
of both houses within 3 days of the
end of regular session for not more
than 15 days

Majority of both houses

2/3 vote of each house

3/4 vote

2/3 vote

2/3 vote

2/3 vote of each house

3/4 vote

*PROPOSING, AN AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION OF THE STATE 0? ALASKA RELATING TO SESSIONS OF THE LEGISLATURE."

REMARKS

Rather than extensions,

can, if needed, have special
sessions limited to subjects
included in call

Also, provide for less than currenL
15 day delay before special session
can meet

Also, all special sessions limited to
5 days

Also, no per diem until both houses
organized or after session limit

Vote on extension should specify numbci
of days and subjects

Vote on extension should specify numbi-i
of days and subjects

Length of special sessions should be
limited

An
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P—-days after presentation lo governor
A —oiyi afirr »dyw»ni'Kni of legislature

(a) Sundays cackdcd.

(b) Dill u returnee lo house of origin with objection*.

(c) Penal act*. 60 days.

(d) The governor an alio reduce item* in appropriations mesiurct.

(e) Revenue and appropriation* bilk. Alaika; 2/3 elected. lllinois: appropriation reductions,
majority clccird. Montana: 3/3. Oklahoma: emergency bill*.3/4.W ot Virginia: budget and suppkmcntary
appropriation®. 2/3 elected.

(0 Sunday* included.

If)  Regular sessions: the last day which either house may pass a bill (racept statutes calling elections,
statutes providing for tat levies or appropriations (or usual current cspcnscs of the statf. and urgency
stalvtrs) is August 31 of even*numbcmJ years. All bills given to the governor during the 12 days pnor to
August 31 of that yeti become law unless veined by September 30. Speesal sessions: 12 days.

(h) Regular sessions: Jaiuary | neat following 90-day pcmel from date of enactment Special
sessions: 91*t day after adjournment.

(i) Escept Sunday* and legal holidays. HawarceaccpiSaiurdsys.Sundays.horidsyt.andsnydaysin
which the kgislaturc is in rrcrss prior to adjournment.

(j) Special ant: immediate!/.

(k) Only by originating house.

jl)  CunuMutKin withholds right to veto constitutional amendments.

jm) Rills vetoed after adrnurnsscnt shall he returned In the legislature fnr reconsideration Georgia:
returned within 35 days Imm the date of adjournment for reconsideration within the first IOdaysof the neat
session. Maine return.d within 3 days after the neat meeting of the same legislature which enacted the hill nr
resolution Maryland: reconsidered at the oral meeting of the tame General Assembly. Mississippi, returned
within 3daysalter the beginning of the neat session. Missouri: hills returned within 4daysuf adjournment or
later in first scvnon are coosirred at beginning nf 2nd session Hills relumed in second session are
considered m auiumatic veto K..un held for no more Hun 10d ip beginning on the first Wcdncsdat
following the fosi Monday in Septembet. South Carolina: within 2 Uavt after the neat meeting

In) Fffcrtive date ini arts which become law on or alter July | Georgu. January | Idaho ipuul
srssHwis. tO Uavs after adjournment. Illinois: July | of nest cakmtar yrai. lowa, special sessions, 90 dass
after adjournment. South Oakuta: 9lu day after adjournment.
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r 2/] promt 90 dipt
T/O 2/3 tltctn) ft serving 90 dtps ifitr idjovnmtM
t 2/3%kcttd Ang. 1]>)
13 P/m) 2/3 timed (0 dspi
43 P/mj) 2/3 timed 90dip ifur idpourmmni/Tj)
Z5A70 2/3 pri»teil(t) July |
. 5A - 3/3 timed 3no. t/ttridjovrinmmt
? 10A 2/3 tletted July |
5P 2/3 elected ' 60dip
4y A1 43 A/ta) 2/3 titcud Julp 4
o \JjSA 2/3 pratnl 90 dips ifttr »d>Mnuncnl(«)
AQO 2/3 tictud 20dip
"(»b]| (*b . 30 dipt sfter adjournment
13A 2/3 timed Julp |
10A 3/3 timed 90 dip tftct filtd with sttrtuep of Milt
I-.
13 A 2/3 (Ictledic) * *¥0dap aflcr adjournment-
20 2/3 present ' 90 days after adjournment-
30AI10 2/3 elected dap *ox
b A/o 3/5 present JO days aflcr adjournment
(n) 2/3 present 20dap
13A 2/3 elected
IDA Majority elected 40 dap
20A 2/3 present 90 dap after adjournment
10 A 2/3 elected 60 dap aftrr adjournment
3 A 2/J prcacnl July |
+ 30 A(0 2/3 presenifac) 1st day of 4th mo. after adjournment

90 dap after adjournment
90 dap aflcr fuul passage by legislature
Upon publication

20 A 2/3 present
-15 A/id) Majority ckcted(c)
6f 2/3 preacnt

ii.M) 2/3 elected Immediately
30 r 2/J electad
30 P |4 members
- 3/4 elected i
2/3 elected Specified in act
30 P/0 2/3 elecud 15dap (w)
0P 2/J present Ironed nitty

(0) The governor can only reduce items in the eaccutiveappropriations measures The governor ca
neither reduce nor item veto items in the legislative or judicial budgets, but he may veto the buoget as i
whole.

(p) The governor must notify the legislature tOdayabefore the4Jlh day of his intent to vetoa meatun
on thatday. Thr legislature may convene on 43th day aflcr adjournment to consider vetoed measures. If tix
legislature fails to reconvene, the bill doe* not become law. If the legislature reconvenes, it rruy pass lh<
measure over the governor's veto or it may amend the law to men the governorsobjections. If the law i
amended, the governor must sign the bill within 10dap aflcr it ie presented lo him for it to become law.

(q) Amendatory veto.

rr) Any law may have another effective dale specified. Bilh passed aflcr June 30 which specify ai
rarli + effective dale must receive the approval of 3/5 of the members elected In each house

t) The govrmor must sign or veto all bills presented to him. lowa: during the last three days of ih
session. Musouri: if the governor fails to return the approved or vetoed bill, the legislature by joint resohniot
may direct me enrollment of the bill and it becomes law.

(1) lirm veto on supplementary appropriation bills and capuol construction bill only. The genera
appropriation bill may not be vetoed.

(w) Bills passed over governor veto art effective in 30 dap nr on date specified in bill, whichever +
later.

(v) AppropriaVion* acu. MinnrnV : July I. Missouri: immediately. New Mraico: immediately.

(w) AU laws require approval by Secretary of Interior.

(a) Inoent of a recess of 30 days or more, legislature may prescribe by joint resolution that iawi
previously passed and not effective shall lake effect 90 days from beginning of recti*.

(y) No appropriation an be made in cacess of the recommendations contained in the gmcrnnf”
budget unless by a 2/3 yott. The tare** is nnt uibjeci in veto hy the governor.

|x) If house of origin N in temporary adjournment on the 10th day |[Eund*y» eaceptcd) afie
presentation In governor, hillbecomes Uw onday house ol nrigm reconvenes unkss returned hy governor n.
that dav.

las) Rills not signed hy governor do not become law if the 45ih day alter adjournment unediecnme
after the end nf the legislative year.

mfah) Governor has no afprutal or veto power.

lac| Ineludmg majorny elected

lad) hive days bx apprupialions bilK.
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