


J8[m36 Of State Capitol

- , Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182
House Judiciary Comm ittee (907) 465-4990

Chairman Dave Donley

MEMORANDUM

TO: Representative Mike Navarre, Co-Chair
Representative Eileen MacLean, Co-Chair
House Finance Committee

FROM: Representative Dave Donley, Chair
House Judiciary Committee

RE: Request for hearing on HB 328, "relating to the
notice and public comment requirements for the
adoption, amendment and repeal ofregulations."”

DATE: March 3, 1992

On behalf of the House Judiciary Committee, 1 am requesting
a hearing on CSHb 328(Jud). This bill would remedy a
problem with existing provisions of the Administrative
Procedure Act relating to notice of adoption, amendment, or
repeal of regulations.

At the present time, an agency need only give initial public
notice of the adoption, amendment, or repeal of regulations.
If, after giving notice, the agency substantially rewrites
the regulation, amendment or order of repeal, it need not
give notice of what often amounts to major, substantive
changes in that which was originally noticed.

This bill would require new public notice each time an
agency substantially rewrites a proposed regulation,
amendment, or order of repeal. We feel that this bill
represents good public policy and will help prevent abuses
of the regulatory process, without placing an onerous burden
on an agency. HB 328 has received 11 "do passes"™ and 3 "no
recommendations"”™ in the committee process.

DD/hk



Alaska State Legislature

Senator Paul Fischer While In Juneau
Senate District D P.0.Box V
Box 784 Juneau, Alaska 99811
Soldotna, Alaska 99689 (907)465-3791
907|226 9469 W State Senate

MEMORANDUM

TO: Senator Shirley Craft, Chairman

Administrative Regulation Review Committee
Regulation Review Committee members

FROM: Senator Paul Fischer/

SUBJECT: CS Senate Joint Resolution 2 (Judiciary)
(repeal of regulations by the legislature)

DATE: March 13, 1992

It is my understanding that the Administrative Regulation Review
Committee will be looking at the above referenced resolution
today with the thought in mind of a possible endorsement by the
committee.

I have asked my staff to prepare a packet for your committee with

a brief history of the ballot propositions. As a you are aware,
this subject has been before us before and has appeared on the
ballot several times. I have also attached written testimony

that was presented by staff to the Senate Finance Committee.

It would be my desire to give the voters a chance to decide on
this issue again, hopefully with a much better campaign promotion.

I appreciate your consideration of this issue.
PAF/sgn

Attachments



TESTIMONY BEFORE SENATE FINANCE COMMITTEE (2-11-92)

CS SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 2 (Judiciary)
(Repeal of regulations by the legislature)

MR. CHAITRMAN MEMBERS OF THE SENATE FINANCE COMMITTEE
FOR THE RECORD, 1 AM SANDY NUSBAUM, STAFF TO SENATOR PAUL
FISCHER.....

THIS JOINT RESOLUTION IS A PROPOSAL TO PLACE A CONSTITUTIONAL
AMENDMENT BEFORE THE VOTERS OF THE STATE OF ALASKA ON THE 1992

GENERAL ELECTION BALLOT.....

THE AMENDMENT WOULD PERMIT THE LEGISLATURE TO TAKE ACTION ON
REGULATIONS PROMULGATED BY STATE AGENCIES THAT MAY NOT PROPERLY

IMPLEMENT THE INTENT OF THE LAWS PASSED BY THE LEGISLATURE.....

ANNULMENT OF REGULATIONS BY RESOLUTION WAS AUTHORIZED BY THE FIRST
STATE LEGISLATURE IN 1959; HOWEVER, IN 1980 THE ALASKA SUPREME
COURT RULED IN A 3-2 DECISION..... THAT THE CONSTITUTION PERMITS
THE LEGISLATURE TO ANNUL A REGULATION BY PASSING A BILL. A BILL
PASSED BY THE LEGISLATURE ANNULLING A REGULATION COULD BE VETOED
BY THE GOVERNOR OR REPEALED BY REFERENDUM. A RESOLUTION ANNULLING

A REGULATION COULD NOT.....

ADOPTION OF A RESOLUTION ANNULLING A REGULATION REQUIRES APPROVAL
BY A MAJORITY VOTE OF THE MEMBERSHIP OF EACH BODY OF THE

LEGISLATURE.....



TESTIMONY BEFORE SENATE FINANCE COMMITTEE (2-11-92)

CS SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 2 (Judiciary)
(Repeal of regulations by the legislature)

WHILE MANY REGULATIONS DO CONFORM TO AND SUPPORT THE LAWS PASSED
BY THE LEGISLATURE THERE ARE EVER INCREASING EVIDENCE THAT
REGULATIONS WHICH ARE IMPOSED ON THE CITIZENS OF THE STATE GO FAR
BEYOND THE INTENT OF THE LAWS PASSED BY THE LEGISLATURE MANY
TIMES IGNORING THE LEGISLATIVE DIRECTIVE OR GOING BEYOND THE

LIMITS OF WHAT THE LEGISLATURE INTENDED.....

ONCE REGULATIONS GO INTO EFFECT THEY HAVE ALL THE FORCE OF
LAW EVEN THOUGH NO SINGLE PERSON ELECTED BY THE VOTERS

HAS APPROVED THEM.....

I FIRMLY BELIEVE THAT THE FRAMERS OF OUR STATE CONSTITUTION NEVER
INTENDED THAT ANY GOVERNMENTAL BODY EXCEPT THE LEGISLATURE...

HAVE THE POWER TO MAKE LAWS.....

THE ALASKA CONSTITUTION PROVIDES A SYSTEM OF CHECKS AND BALANCES
AMONG THE THREE BRANCHES OF GOVERNMENT AND FURTHER PROVIDES THE
PEOPLE OF ALASKA THEIR OWN CHECKS AND BALANCES THROUGH THE VOTING
BOOTH THE INITIATIVE PROCESS AND FINAL AUTHORITY OVER AMEND —

MENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION.....

THE ONE AREA THAT IS NOT CURRENTLY ACCESSIBLE TO THE PEOPLE®S

CHECKS AND BALANCES IS THE VOLUME OF ADMINISTRATIVE REGULATIONS
WHICH ARE WRITTEN BY THE STATE AGENCIES IN THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH
OF GOVERNMENT REGULATIONS THAT AFFECT EVERY ASPECT OF THESE

PEOPLE®"S LIFES YET THEY ARE POWERLESS TO CHANGE THEM.....



TESTIMONY BEFORE SENATE FINANCE COMMITTEE (2-11-92)

CS SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 2
(Repeal of regulations by the legislature)

THIS MEASURE WOULD PROVIDE A RESONABLE AVENUE FOR ANNULMENT OF

IMPROPER REGULATIONS .....

MR. CHAIRMAN ..THE SENATE JUDICIARY MOVED THIS RESOLUTION

FROM COMMITTEE WITH A UNANIMOUS "DO PASS"™ RECOMMENDATION.**_*.

THE ONLY CHANGE MADE BY THE COMMITTEE IN THE COMMITTEE SUBSTITUTE
WAS TO DELETE THE FOLLOWING LANGUAGE IN THE ORIGINAL VERSION:

[IF THE LEGISLATURE FINDS THAT A REGULATION IS INCONSISTENT WITH

THE AUTHORIZING STATUTE]

IT WAS THEIR CONTENTION THAT SIMPLIFYING THE LANGUAGE WOULD MAKE
IT EASIER FOR THE AVERAGE VOTER TO UNDERSTAND....ALTHOUGH THERE
ARE CERTAINLY NO GUARANTEES HOW THE BALLOT MEASURE WILL READ

WHEN 1T 1S PLACED BEFORE THE VOTERS.....

I MIGHT ADD THAT 1 BELIEVE IN YOUR FILES YOU WILL FIND A CHART
OF THE HISTORY OF THE THREE OTHER OCCASIONS THIS CONSTITUTIONAL
AMENDMENT HAS BEEN ON THE BALLOT AS WELL AS A COPY OF THE

PROPOSITION MATERIALS USED EACH TIME.....

THIS RESOLUTION CARRIES A SMALL FISCAL NOTE $2,200 FROM THE
DIVISION OF ELECTIONS TO COVER THE COST OF PLACING THIS
QUESTION ON THE ELECTION BALLOT..... THE DEPARTMENT OF LAW HAS

SUBMITTED A ZERO FISCAL NOTE.....



Alaska State Legislature

Senator Paul Fischer While in Junea
Senate District D P.0. Box V
Box 784 Juneau, Alask 99811
Soldotna, Alaska 99669 (907 465-379
(907) 26 £9.9470 W
262-9269 State Senate
MEMORANDUM
TO: Senator Shirley Craft, Chairman
Administrative Regulation Review Committee
Regulation Review Committee members
FROM: Senator Paul Fischer
SUBJECT: CS Senate Joint Resolution 2 (Judiciary)
(repeal of regulations by the legislature)
DATE: March 13, 1992
Background

This proposal for an amendment to the Constitution of the State

of Alaska to repeal regulations by the Legislature has been placed
on the ballot on three previous occasions. Each time it failed

to be approved by the voters. The following chart and past
proposition materials are attached for your files.

1980 1984 1986
58,808 91,174 6F,176 Yea“"s
82,010 98,856 94,299 Nay"®s
140,818 190,030 159,475 Total Proposition
Votes
16% 4% 18% Failure Percentage
162,653 213,173 182,526 Total Votes Cast
258,742 305,262 292,274 Total Registered
Voters
63% 70% 62% Voter Turnout
PAF/sgn

Attachments



SALLOT PROPOSITION NO . 1

LEGISLATIVE ANNULMENT OF REGULATIONS

Constitutional Amendment
(Committee Substitute for House Joint Resolution No. 82 Amended)

(As it will ppeer o the Noverroer £ 1980 Generdl Bction Balt)

osal would permit the legislature to annul, by adopting a resolution; requlations adopted by state
agencies. Annulment of regulations b% resolution was authorized by the First State Legislature in 1959: however,
in 1980 the Alaska Supreme Court held that the constitution permits the legislature to annul a regulation only
by passing a bill, which requires three readm?s of the bill and a roll call vote which is recorded. The orocedures
for adopting resolutions are governed bg. legislative rules and require only the approval of the resolution by voice
vote of a majority of both houses. A Dill passed by,theJ5gislature annulling a regulation could be vetoed hy
the governor or repealed by referendum. A resolution .ah”ujfing a requlation could not.

This pro&;

BALLOT FORM:
A vote "FOR" adopts the amendment.
A vote "AGAINST" rejects the amendment.
FOR O
AGAINST O

VOTE CAST BY MEMBERS OF 11TH STATE LEGISLATURE ON FINAL PASSAGE
Senate (20 members):  Yeas 18 Nays .0. Absent or Not Voting 2
House (40 members):  Yeas 35 Nays 0. Absent or Not Voting 4

LEGISLATIVE AFFAIR.S GENCY SUMMARY
I ity )

This proposal would add a new section, section 22, to Article Il of the state constitution If adopted, the proposal

would authorize the legislature to annul or set aside a requlation which has been adopted by a state department
or aPency. In order to annul a regulation, the Ieglslature could adopt a concurrent resolution by approval of the
resofution by majority vote of the membership of each house of the legislature. The resolution specifies the date

on which the annulment of a regulation would take effect.

FULLTOT OF PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT

SECTION 22. ANNULMENT OF REGULATIONS. The legislature by a concurrent resolution approved by a
majority vote of the membership of each houso may annul a regulation adopted by a state department or agency.
The annulment of the requlation is effective on the date the concurrent resolution is approved by both houses

unless the concurrent resolution specifies a different date.



STATEMENT IN FAVOR OF BALLOT PROPOSITION NO. 1

The legislature, when it writes a law. cannot foresee all
of the possible details involved in carrying it out. The appro-
priate administrative agency is therefore allowed to write
regulations which spell out who does what. when, where,
and how. If the agency does no more than this no problem

is created.

Unfortunately agency regulations are not always consistent
with the intent the legislature had in passing the law. Some-
times an agency will get carried away ana put out regulations
that cause an unnecessary burden for the citizens. The First
State Legislature realized this and provided a simple solution.
The legislature could, by a concurrent resolution passed by
a majority of each house, annul an administrative regulation.
Such a resolution is not subject to the governor's veto.

The Alaska Supreme Court recently held, ir. a 3-2 decision,
that the legislature must use a bill rather than a resolution
to annul administrative regulations. But a bill is subject to

the governor's veto. The governor can hardly be expected
to approve a bill overruling his subordinates, who put out
the regulation in the first place. The present governor has
already vetoed one such bill.

The court ruling gives agency regulations equal standing
with laws, even though no single person elected by the voters
has approved them.

Our government is wisely based on dividing power among
the three branches: legislative, executive and judicial. The
current situation gives entirely too much power to ths execu-
tive branch. Your approval of this constitutional amendment
will restore the better balance under which the state operated
from 1961 to 19£0.

— Charles H. Parr
Chairman. House Judiciary Committee
Alaska State Legislature

STATEMENT AGAINST BALLOT PROPOSITION NO. 1

This is still another proposal by the legislature to free itself
from the checks and balances of our constitution. Under the
constitution, the legislature has all the power it needs 10 make
laws and annul administrative regulations. This proposal does
not aid the public in any way. What it does is allow the legisla-
ture to exercise its power to annul regulations in disregard
of the constitutional requirements that each bill have a single
subject, that each bill have three readings in each house,
and that there be a recorded vote of the ayes and nays on
final passage. It would also free the legislature from the exec-
utive veto and it would allow it to ignore the prohibition
against special and local legislation.

The Alaska Supreme Court has recently ruled that the legis-
lature must abide by the constitution's checks and balances
on its power whenever it exercises that power, including
when it acts to annul regulations. This amendment is intend-
ed to overrule the court's decision and erode the constitu-
tion's safeguards. It aids legislators, not the public, and it
should be rejected.

— Katherine D. Nordale
Delegate to the Alaska
Constitutional Convention,
1955-1956

Arguments printed on this poge are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.



MEASURE NO. 1

Constitutional Amendment

LEGISLATIVE ANNULMENT OF ADMINISTRATIVE REGULATIONS
(1983 Legislative Resolve No. 15 (SCS HJR 5[Jud]))

(Asitwil appearon the Noveffter B, 1984 General Bection Ballf

This amendment of the Alaska Constitution would permit the legislature to annul executive-branch regulations by ¢

passing a resolution. The annulment would become effective 30" days after ﬁassage by the legislature, unless the

resolution sets a different date. The resolution must have three readings ineach house on‘separafe days, except that it

may be advanced from second tg third reading on the same day bya three-fourths vote of the house considering it. The

resolution must receive approval of a majority of the membershig of each house. The yeas and nays on final passage

must P%entered In the legislative journals. The resolution |sno/AsubJect to veto by the governor, and itis not subjectto
v

repeal by referendum.

BALLOT FORM:

Avote "FOR" adopts the amendment.
Avote "AGAINST rejects the amendment. £0
S

RD
AGAINST
VOTES CAST BY MEMBERS OF THE 13TH STATE LEGISLATURE ON FINAL PASSAGE

Senate tZO members}: Yeas 19  NaysQ  Absent or Not Voting 1
House  (<Omembers):  Yeas 34  Nays2  Absentor Not Voting 4

LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY SUMMARY
(as e by i)

This proposal for a constitutional amendment would allow the legislature to annul a re?ulator adopted by a state
department or agenc(}/ by con%urrent resolutl?]n. The annulment is effective thirty d% after the date the concurrent
resolution Isapproved by both houses unless the resolution specifies a different date. Adoption requires three readlngs
in each house on three‘separate d?ﬁ/s except. |tma¥ be advanced from second to third readlng on the same day by
concurrence of three fourths of the membership of the house considering it Adoption, requires approval by a majority
vote of the membership of each house. The vote on final passage must be entered into the journal.

el G

SECTIONZ2. ANNULMENT OF REGULATIONS. The legislature by concurrent resolution may annul a regulation
adopted b%/ a state department or agency. The annulment’of She regulation is effective thirty days after the date_the
concurrent resolution is approve*, oy hoth houses unless the concrrent resolution specifies d different date. The
concurrent resolution requires three readings in each house on three separate days, except that it may be advanced
"from second to third reading on the same day by concurrence of three-fourths of the'house conmdermg 1t and approval
bya majority vote of the membershipofeach hodse. The yeas and nays or?final passage shall be entered intothe journal.

92



STATEMENT IN FAVOR OF BALLOT MEASURE NO. 1
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—Mike Szymanskl,
State Representafive

STATEMENT OPPOSING BALLOT MEASURE NO.1
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erine D, Nordale
Delegate to the Alaska Constitutional Conventlon 1955-1956
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BALLOT MEASURE N

Constitutional Amendment

Legislative Annulment

of Administrative

Regulations

(1986 Legislative Resolve No. 60 HCS SJR 40 [JudJ am H)

BALLOT LANGUAGE-
(As it will appear on the November 4, 1986, GeneiaT

Election Ballot)

This amendment of the Alaska Constitution
would permit the legislature to annul executive branch
regulations by passing a resolution that is not subject
to veto by the governor or repeal by referendum. The
annulment would become effective 30 days after pas- V
sage by the legislature, unless the resolution sets a dif-
ferent date. The resolution must have three readings in
each house on separate days, except that it may be ad-
vanced from second to third reading on the same day
by a three-fourths vote of the house considering it.
The resolution must receive approval of a majority of
the membership of each house. The /eas and nays on
final passage must be entered in the legislative
journals.

A vote “FOR” adopts
the amendment.

A vote “AGAINST”
rejects the amendment.

FORD

AGAINST O

VOTES CAST 3Y MEMBERS OF
THE 14TH ALASKA LEGISLATURE
ON FINAL PASSAGE

House:  Yesas K1l
Nays 4
Absent or Not Voting « 5
Senate:  Yeas 17
Nays 0

Absent or Not Voting 3

32

LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS

AGENCY SUMMARY
(HCS SJR 40 (Jud) am H)

This proposal for a constitutional amendment
would allow the legislature to annul a regulation adop
ted by a scate department or agency by its adoption o
a concurrent resoludon. Under the present provisions
of the constitution, the legislature may annul a regula-
tion only by the enactment of a bill that is subject to
the veto of the governor, if the governor vetoes the
bill, the constitution now requires a two-thirds affirma
tive vote of the legislature assembled in joint session

. to override the veto.

If the legislature adopts a concurrent resolution to
annul a regulation under the authority proposed here,
the annulment would be effective thirty days after the
date the concurrent resolution is approved by both
houses unless the resolution specified a different date.
The concurrent resolution would not be subject to the
veto of the governor. Adoption would require three
readings in each house on three separate days except
that it may be advanced from second to third reading
on the same day by the concurrence of three-fourths
of the membership of the house considering it. Adop-
tion would require approval by a majority vote of each
membership of each house. The vote on final passage
must be entered into the journal.

FULL TEXT OF PROPOSED
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT

(This amendment would add the following section to
article 1l of the Alaska Constitution.)

SECTION 22. ANNULMENT OF REGULA-
TIONS. The legislature by concurrent resolution may
annul a regulation adopted by a state department or
agency. The annulment of the regulation is effective
thirty days after the date the concurrent resolution is
approved by both houses unless the concurrent resolu-
tion specifies a different date. The concurrent resolu-
tion requires three readings in each house on three
separate days, except that it may be advanced from se-
cond to third reading on the same day by concurrence
of three-fourths of the house considering it, and ap-
proval by a majority vote of the membership of each
house. The yeas and nays oh final passage shall be
entered into the journal.



BALLOT MEASURE N

STATEMENT IN SUPPORT OF

BALLOT MEASURE NO. 2

The issue is basically simpler should bureaucrats or
the Legislature be the ultimate Iawmakirll% authority?

All" 60 members of the Legislature (40 House and 20
Senate) are elected by the people. They are all voted in-
to. and out of, office by individual voters. The Alaska
Constitution says, "The legislative (i.e., lawmaking) power

of the .'<3te is vested in a Legislature consisting of a Sen-

ate...and a House of Representatives..." The Legislature
proposes, considers, and enacts laws, known collectively
as the Alaska Statutes (if general and permanent) or as
the Session Laws of Alaska (if specific and temporary).

All bureaucrats who promulgate (Le., enact and en-
force) requlations (theoretically, to put laws into effect)
are in the Executive Branch, headed by the Governor.
3ureaucrats are not voted into office and thus cannot be
removed by the people. Instead, bureaucrats are hired by
the Governor or by his/her appointees, and thus can
only be removed from office by the Governor or by
somebody answerable to him/her. However, the regu-
lations promulgated by the bureaucrats, known collec-
tively as the Alaska Administrative Code, have the force
of law and affect all of us, sometimes adversely.

What can be done about a law that’s bad? It can be
repealed by the Legislature or, in some cases, by the peo-
ple directly via an Initiative petition.

What about a regulation that's bad? It can only be
repealed by the bureaucrats who promulgated it, up to
and including the Governor. If the Legislature tries to re-
peal a regulation by passing a bill, the Governor will al-
most certainly (and always has, in the past) veto the hill
so that the bad requlation stays in full force and effect.

Now, if the Legislature had the power to repeal requ-
lations by passing a concurrent resolution (instead of a
bill), then the resolution could not be vetoed by the
Governor. Thus, the Le%islature would be able to get rid
of bad regulations, which in effect it cannot do now.

Would this give the Legislature too much power? Not
hardly. Since the Legislature already has full power to
enact laws, why shouldn't it have full power to repeal all
laws, including requlations?

Why do Governors and bureaucrats oppose giving
the Legislature such regulatorz repeal power? Because
Governors and their handpicked bureaucrats, which are
answerable only to the Governor (and cannot be re-
moved by the people, which can remove Legislators),
don’'t want, to fose the power they now have to promul-
gate and enforce any regulation they want. It’s that simple.

If you feel that the Legislature should have the
power to repeal regulations via concurrent resolution (not
vetoable by the Governor), vote FOR the ballot measure.
If you feel that bureaucrats should be the ultimate law-
making authority, voce otherwise.

| recommend that you vote FOR. Only in this way
will we realistically be able to get rid of bad regulations.

Andre Marrou
State Representative

O
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/l*RfSklations are adopted to implement scatutes. The

2

STATEMENT OPPOSING

BALLOT MEASURE NO. 2

For the third time in six Kears, the Iegislature insists
on confronting the voters with a proposed constitutional
amendment giving che Ie?wlature a short-cut to law-mak-
ing—another attempt by the legislature to concentrate
governmental power in its own hands. The voters reject-
ed a similar proFosaI in_ 1980 and, che identical proposal
in 1984 It should be rejected again.
~Under the current constitution and statutes, che leg-
islature has all the power it needs to make laws and to
limit or guide the adoption of administrative re uIatur)]ns.
ave

tffls force of law. Annulling them changes the law. This
proposal would enable legislators co use a law-making
procedure that is not subject ro veto bg the governor or
repeal by referendum, and chat would be used to ignore
the ;Erombmon against special and local legislation.

he constitution now provides for a balance of pow-
er between che Ie?|slat|_ve, executive, and judicial branches
of the government. This balance requires a blending or
sharing,, as well as a dividing, of governmental responsi-
bilities. If this constitutional amendment were to be ap-
proved by the voters, it would enable the legislature not
only to write the laws, as has traditionally been the legis-
lature’s function, but it would also enable che legislature
to act in place of the courts in deciding whether the ex-
ecutive has lawfully executed the laws when adopting a
regulation, and it would empower the legislature to act
in place of the executive by reversing a specific execucive-
branch decision. .

In its intent statement accompan mF . .
the legislature admitted that the "difficu t¥ in achieving
[the two-thirds) majority [co override a veto) in opposi-
tion to the Fovernor and che governor's administration
has led the legislature ro propose this amendment." In
other words, the fear that che governor might veto a bill
and thac not enough legislators would agree to override
that veto prompted this short-cut approach to law-mak-
ing. That fear overlooks the governor's accountability to
the voters throughout the state. ,

The annulment is like a repeal. The legislature would
act only in a negative way. Ic would not be providing the
sort of policy guidance and direction that is appropriate
co its law-making function. The legislature would be say-
ing to the agency “your decision co adopt that regulation
is wrong." But it would not be telling the agenc?; what
would be right. This is especially troublesome when deal-
ing with a comPlex subject. Without any guidance beyond
the sratuy: that the executive-branch agency was trying
to implement in the first place, the agency is left with
only the option to guess again. That Is neither an effi-
cient nor appropriate way to run the government.

The Alaska Supreme Court has ruled that the |6§1IS-
lature muse abide by the constitution’s checks and balan-
ces on _its power, including when it acts to annul re%ula-
tions. The present proposal is intended cc overrule the
court’s decision. As mentioned when, the voters rejected
the 1930 and 1984 proPosals, this amendment would aid
legislators, not the public, and it should be rejected.

Katherine D. Nordalc
o Delegate to che Alaska
Constitutional Convention, 1955—1956

this proposal,



