


FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Dale:

Title: Proposing amendments... duration
ot a regular session.

Sponsor: Senator Frank

Requestor: Senator Frank

Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands ot Dol ars)
OPERATING FY 92
PERSONAL SERVICES

TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL

SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LANDS STRUCTURES

GRANTS, CLAIMS

MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING

CAPITAL
REVENUE

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)
GENERAL FUND

FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER

TOTAL

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

Estimate of current year impact:

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page ifnecessary)

BILL NO. SJR 7

Department Alfected: Legislative Alfairs Agency
BRU; Legislative Council

Component: Session Expenses. Legal Services
Admin. Serv.,Public Serv.,Leg. Salaries&Allow

COMPONENT SERIAL NO:

FYy 93 FY 94 FY 95 FY 96 FY 97

0 <1,000.0> <1,000.0> <1,600.0> <1,000.0> <1,000.0>
0 <1.000.0> <1,000.0> <1,000.0> <1,000.0> <1.000.0>

0 <1,000.0> <1,000.0> <1,000.0> <1,000.0> <1,000.0>
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 <1,000.0> <1.000.0> <1.000.0> <1,000.0> <1.000.0>

0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0

SJR 7 reduces the length of the legislative session from 120 days to 100 days, ihe estimated daily cost of the
session is$50,000 a day. Ifthe session isreduced by 20 days a savings of $1,000,000 iscalculated.

Prepared By: Pamela A. Sloops, Director
Division: Administrative Services

Approved By: Warren W. Endicolt, Executive Director
Agency: Legislative Affairs Agency

Distribution (by preparer):

Phone: 465-3850

Date: 2/7/91
Date: 2/7/91
Agency(iies).
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. SJR7
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
Revision Dale: 01/29/91 Department Affected: Office of the Governor - Election:
Title: Amend.to Const.-Duration of reg. BRU: __Elections
Session,est.of St.Rev.submit to T,-»d.q. Component. Il - Primary and General Elections

Sponsor: .Senator Frank
Requestoi: Judiciary COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 2-

Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands ot Dollars)
OPERATING FY 92 Fy 93 FY 94 FY 95 FY 96 FY 97

PERSONAL SERVICES

TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL 2.2%
SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES

GRANTS. CLAIMS

MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING 2.2%

CAPITAL

REVENUE

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 2.2%
FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER

TOTAL 5 o

POSITIONS:
t*

FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

Estimate of current year impact.. -0-

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page ifnecessary.) * This figure covers cost of inclusion of info
mation about this issue in the Official Election Pamphlet as required by AS 15.58, and
programming for DataVote counting of votes cast on this measure. However, only 4

measures can be printed on a single ballot card. Should this measure require printing
an additional ballot: card, the fiscal impact would be: 53.4.

Prepared By: jinda Edgeworth, Information Officer Phone: -465-4.6.1.

Division: Division of Elections Date: . 01/29/91

Approved by Commissioner:
Agency: Division of Elections Date:

Distribution (by preparer): Legislative Finance, Legislative Sponsor, Requestor, OMB, & Impacted Agency(ies).
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STEVE FRANK JU aska legislature MEMBER

DISTRICT K Finance Commiiiec
SEAT A Resources Committee

1O N, Cush <. 211 Legislative Council

. Cushman, Km. ; ; ;
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701 Spec‘gcgn%mttsgvg{gpﬁg::ng &

While in Juneau

P.O. Box V
VICE-CHAIR

Juneau, Alaska 99811
Community & Regional

(907) 465-3709
Capitol Rtn. 514 m ate Affairs Committee
MEMORANDUWM
TO: Members of the Seventeenth Legislature

FROM: (\genator Steve Frank

RE Senate Joint Resolution No. 7

Sometimes important legislation comes in a lengthy package,
but other times a bill can accomplish a great deal in just a few

words. | believe that this is the case with SJR7, a short resolution
that could greatly improve the way the Alaska Legislature does it's
business.

This resolution proposes a constitutional amendment that
would reduce the regular length of the regular legislative sessions
from the current 120 days to 100, with the House and Senate
actually meeting for only 90 days.

While simply cutting 20 days off the session limit may not
seem in itself a startling act of political advancement - and it
certainly is not an original idea - this is not the resolutions central
provision. More important is the change in how the Legislature
would make use of it's limited time in session if Alaska voters
approved this constitutional amendment.

Under SJR7, the 100-day session would be split into 45-day
segments, with a ten day break in the middle. And on the final day of
the first 45-day segment, the governor would be required to submit
to the Legislature the state's official revenue forecast for the

coming fiscal year.

SPONSOR STATEMENT



There are three primary reasons why | believe those changes
could be beneficial:

- With an established ten-day break at the mid-session,
legislators could count on having time to return to their districts at
least once for something more substantial then the hurried
weekends that now characterize most home visits during the
session. Most legislators, and not a few constituent groups, would
welcome such an opportunity to go home and be available to discuss
how the session is shaping up and where legislation of interest is

going.

- Secondly, along those same lines, the ten day break might
well persuade some people to run for office who now find the
current situation of having to leave home and family for four months
intolerable. This is a major obstacle to holding office for many
people, and if we are truly interested in having a "citizen
legislature,"” then we ought to do something to make it easier for
more people to participate.

- Finally, getting the revenue forecast from the Governor just
as the mid-session break is beginning would be far preferable to the
current situation.

Right now we get the Spring forecast in April, when the
session has entered the home stretch. There are a thousand other
things going on by that point in the session, the agency budgets are
well on their way to being completed and there is no time to give the
forecast the reflection it deserves.

If we had the numbers to study over the break, the forecast
would get more attention, and it certainly would be a major item for
discussion during the visit back to to the district. We would then
return to the capital with a more timely mandate from our
constituents, and could finish building the budget with more
relevant revenue information.

As stated earlier, these changes may not seem monumental,
but | believe they would help legislators do a better job and at the
same time, provide an opportunity for more input from constituents
and possibly encourage more people to seek legislative office. Any



bill that can achieve those goals in less than two pages is worthy of
support, and | think a majority of Alaskan's would ratify this
amendment to our constitution.



A laska S tate L egislature

P.O. Uox Y
Juneau, AK 99811-3100
Phone: (907) 105-3991

Legislative Research Agency f»x: (907) 103-33.11

April 27, 1990
MEMORANDUM
TO: Senator Steve Fri

FROM: Linda J. Snowu
Legislative Analyst

RE: Correlation Between Length of Legislative Session and Percent of
Dedicated State Revenues
Research Request 90.337

You asked this agency to examine the length of states®™ legislative sessions and
the percent of revenues that are dedicated by states to see If a correlation
exists.

Tables 1 and 2 present data from all states, showing average length of sessions
(including special sessions) over a two-vear period, and the percent of state
revenues that are dedicated. Table 1 ranks the states by the length of the
average legislative session for a two-year period (1986-87), and Table 2 ranks
the states by percent of dedicated revenues.

The data for percent of earmarked revenues was obtained from a survey conducted
by the National Conference of State Legislatures in 1985 and 1986. We
obtained the data about the length of the 1986 and 1987 legislative sessions
from the 1988-89 The Book of The States, and the relevant tables are attached.

Several states are considered to have "full time"™ legislatures, and although
our data indicated that some sessions can last up to two years, we indicated
no more than a 365-day session per year, and did not include *'special sessions™
for these states as they would have had to run concurrently with the regular
sessions. The states with "full time" legislatures are California, Illinois,
Massachusetts, Michigan, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and
Wisconsinl. We also adjusted our tables for errors in The Book of The States
regarding the session lengths for New Mexico and AlaskaZ?.

IBrenda Erickson, policy specialist, Legislative Management, National
Conference of State Legislatures, personal communication, April 27, 1990.

20ther minor errors may exist of which we are unaware. However, we
believe that they would not alter the trends portrayed in Tables 1 and 2.

vesta

1

LEG RESEARCH



Senator Frank
April 27, 1990
Page 2

After examination of the tables, 1t appears that no correlation between
proportion of dedicated state revenues and length of legislative session
exists, and no statistical testing is needed. However, if you would like this
agency to perform more indepth statistical analysis on this or any other
subject, please feel free to contact our office.

Attachments



TABLE 1

DEDICATED REVENUES AND LENGTH OF LEGISLATIVE SESSION
(SORTED BY SESSION LENGTH)

50 Stato ljegislaturas, in Colander Days

1988
Dedicated Length of 1989
STATE Revenues** Sossion Regular
Sossion
MASSACHUSETTS
NEW JERSEY
MICHIGAN
IL1INOIS
OHIO
CAUFORNIA
PENNSYLVANIA
WISCONSIN
NEW YORK
OKLAHOMA
NORTH CAROLINA
MAINE
TEXAS
RHODE ISLAND
OREGON
NEW HAMPSHIRE
KANSAS
DELAWARE
NEVADA
SOUTH CAROLINA
ARIZONA
CONNECTICUT
NEBRASKA
MISSOURI
MINNESOTA
MONTANA
TENNESSEE
WASHINGTON
COLORADO
VERMONT
ALASKA
INDIANA
IOWA
ALABAMA
NORTH DAKOTA
MISSISSIPPI
LOUISIANA
HAWAII
WEST VIRGINIA
MARYLAND
ARKANSAS
IDAHO
FLORIDA
SOUTH DAKOTA
GEORGIA
NEW MEXICO
WYOMING
VIRGINIA
UTAH
KENTUCKY

‘Dedicalcd revenue data for 1988 no! available for ihese stales. Used 1984 data.
**Preliminary dala.

Prepared by the I<j. Jlive Research Agency, April 1990 (90.337).

1989
Special
Sessions



TABLE 2

DEDICATED REVENUES AND LENGTH OF LEGISLATIVE SESSION
(SORTED BY PERCENTAGE OF DEDICATED REVENUES)

50 State Legislatures, in Calendar Days

1988
Dedicated Length of
STATE Revenue*** Se*sion
(%) 1989

ALABAMA 8981 112
SOUTH CAROLINA 8781 164
WYOMING* 698t 51
MONTANA 658t 137
TENNESSEE 62% 136
VIRGINIA 61% 50
OREGON 53% 177
UTAH* 488L 50
FLORIDA 47% 70
MASSACHUSETTS' 408( 365
NEVADA 40% 168
MISSOURI 37% 146
NEW JERSEY 3584 365
MICHIGAN 3484 365
NEW MEXICO 3484 61
ARIZONA 3284 164
WASHINGTON 3084 135
INDIANA 2784 119
KANSAS* 2584 176
MISSISSIPPI 2584 101
OKLAHOMA 2484 284
IDAHO 2484 85
NORTH DAKOTA 22% 107
SOUTH DAKOTA 22% 70
WEST VIRGINIA 2184. 98
IOWA 20% 119
NEBRASKA 19% 151
MARYLAND 19% 90
ILUNOIS 18% 365
OHIO 18% 365
ARKANSAS 18% 87
TEXAS 17% 199
MAINE 17% 199
KENTUCKY* 16% 5
MINNESOTA 15% 143
VERMONT 13% 124
CALIFORNIA 12% 365
PENNSYLVANIA 9% 365
LOUISIANA 9% 100
WISCONSIN 8% 365
DELAWARE 884. 173
ALASKA 8% 121
CONNECTICUT % 155
GEORGIA 7% 65
NE.1 YORK* 6% 365
NORTH CAROLINA 5% 215
HAWAII 5% 99
RHODE ISLAND 4% 185
COLORADO 4841 131
NEW HAMPSHIRE 3% 177

1989
Regular
Sossion

‘ Dedicated revenue data for 1988 not available for these stales. Used 1984 dala.

** Preliminary dala.

Prepared by the Legislative Research Agency, April 1990 (90.337).
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TABLE 1

DEDICATED REVENUES AND LENGTH OF LEGISLATIVE SESSION
(SORTED BY SESSION LENGTH)
50 State Legislatures, in Calendar Days

STATE

Dedicated
Revenues
(%)

WISCONSIN
NEW JERSEY
CALIFORNIA
MASSACHUSETTS
OHIO
MICHIGAN
PENNSYLVANIA
ILLINOIS

NEW YORK
DELAW ARE
COLORADO
OKLAHOMA
MAINE

RHODE ISLAND
SOUTH CAROLINA
KANSAS

NEW HAMPSHIRE
MISSOURI

WEST VIRGINIA
ARIZONA
INDIANA
NORTH CAROLINA
CONNECTICUT
NEBRASKA
IOW A
VERMONT
ALASKA
ALABAMA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

HAW AII
MISSISSIPPI
WASHINGTON
MARYLAND
MINNESOTA
OREGON

IDAHO
LOUISIANA
NEVADA
FLORIDA

SOUTH DAKOTA
MONTANA
GEORGIA

UTAH

VIRGINIA
KENTUCKY
NORTH DAKOTA
ARKANSAS

NEW MEXICO
WYOMING

Source: Council of State Governments,

12A
39A
13A
40°/
18°/
39%
15%
18%
6%
5°A
25°A
43%
20°/c
1°A
55°A
25%
241ic
29%
21%
29%
33%
8%
1%
29%
13%
23%
2%
89%
26%|
20%)|
5%
30%
26%
24%
13%
19%
32%
4%
52%
28%
32%
60%
9%
48%
24%
16%
21%
18%d
44%)
69%)

Average
Session
1986-87
365
364
364
362
362
354
342
331
268
254
192
180
173
172
161
151
149
147
142
141
141
136
134
130
128
127
122
114
113
113
108
99
96
90
89
84
82
77
76
73
67
66
66
66
60
55
54
54
47
42

1986
Session

365
364
363
365
359
357
324
365
177
178
139
158
99
171
157
155
154
118
61
132
117
42
92
99
121
117
120
105
114

108
99
59
90
43

0
83
72

0
61
63

0
62
45
60
99

0

0
30
27

Prepared by the Legislative Research Agency, April 1990 (90-337A).

1987
Session

365
364
365
359
365
351
360
297
359
169
218
192
210
171
164
140
143
175
152
138
163
229
147
143
130
136
120
105
111
140
100
90
105
90
133
168
80
76
151
61
70
109
70
45
46
0
104
99
60
49

1986
Special
Sessions
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TABLE 2

DEDICATED REVENUES AND LENGTH OF LEGISLATIVE SESSION
(SORTED BY DEDICATED REVENUES)
50 State Legislatures, in Calendar Days

STATE

ALABAMA
WYOMING
MONTANA
SOUTH CAROLINA
NEVADA

UTAH

NEW MEXICO
OKLAHOMA
MASSACHUSETTS
NEW JERSEY
MICHIGAN
INDIANA

IDAHO

SOUTH DAKOTA
MISSISSIPPI
MISSOURI
ARIZONA
NEBRASKA
FLORIDA
TENNESSEE
WASHINGTON
COLORADO
KANSAS

NEW HAMPSHIRE
MARYLAND
VIRGINIA
VERMONT
WEST VIRGINIA
NORTH DAKOTA
MAINE

TEXAS

OREGON

OHIO

ILLINOIS
ARKANSAS
KENTUCKY
PENNSYLVANIA
CALIFORNIA
IOW A
MINNESOTA
WISCONSIN
GEORGIA
NORTH CAROLINA
NEW YORK
DELAW ARE

HAW AII
LOUISIANA
ALASKA

RHODE ISLAND
CONNECTICUT

Dedicated
Revenues

89°4
69°A
60°A
55°A
52%
48 A
44°A
43 %
Am
39%
39°/c
33°/c
32°/c
32°/c
30°/c
29%
29%
29%
28%
26%
26%
25%
25%
24%
24%
24%
23%
21%
21%
20%
20%
19%
18%
18%
18%
16%
15%
13%
13%,
13%
12%
9%
8%l
6%
5%
5%
4%
2%
1%
1%

Average

Session 1986
(%)1986-87 Ses s io
114
42
66
161
76
66
47
180
362
364
354
141
82
67
99
147
141
130
73
113
96
192
151
149
90
60
127
142
54
173
113
84
362
331
54
55
342
364
128
89
365
66
136
268
254
108
77
122
172
134

n
105
27
0
157
0
45
30
158
365
364
357
117
83
63
99
118
132
99
61
114
59
139
155
154
90
60
117
61

99

359
365

99
324
363
121
43
365
62
42
177
178
108
72
120
171
92

1987

Session

105
49
109
164
151
45
60
192
359
364
351
163
80
70
90
175
138
143
61
111
105
218
140
143
90
46
136
152
104
210
140
168
365
297
99

360
365
130
133
365

70
229
359
169
100

76
120
171
147

1986
Special
Sessions
17
4
23
0
0
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liable L
Proportion of TWx Revenues Enrmnrked by 8tnte,
Fiacal Years 1954, 1063, 1079, and 1984

Stale 1954 1963 1979 1954
New England

Connecticut 26ri 23N oa ia
Maine 46 39 19 20
Massachusetts 56 54 41 40
New Hampshire 53 - 54 31 24
Rhode Island 6 1 0 1
Vermont 42 - 3N 23 23
Mid-Allantic

Delaware 0 3 0 6
Maryland 47 . 40 34 24
New Jersey 7 2 25 39
New York 13 10 0 6
Pennsylvania 41 63 15 16
Great Lakes

Ilinois 39 43 14 18
Indiana 49 39 43 33
Michigan 67 67 38 39
Ohio 48 48 21 18
Wisconsin 63 61 N/A 12
Plains

lowa 61 44 19 13
Kansas 77 66 29 25
Minnesota 73 74 12 13
Missouri 67 40 20 . 29
Nebraska 55 ' 63 41 29
North Dakota 73 43 29 21
South Dakota 59 54 33 32
Southeast

Alabama 89 87 88 89
Arkansas 41 36 21 18
Florida 40 39 28 28
Georgia 29 22 1 9
Kentucky 46 29 N/A 16
Louisiana 85 87 5 4
Mississippi 40 37 N/A 30
North Carolina 38 30 20 8
South Carolina 69 62 66 55
Tennessee 72 77 60 26
Virginia 39 32 27 24
West Virginia 67 39 21 21
Southwest

Arizona 47 51 31 29
New Mexico 80 31 36 44
Oklahoma 62 59 N/A 43
Tfexas 81 66 64 20
Rocky Mountain

Colorado 75 61 17 26
Idaho 61 44 38 32
Montana 61 63 66 60
Utah 74 62 52 48
Wyoming 61 64 54 69
FarWeot

Alaska N/A 8 1 2
California 42 23 12 13
Hawaii N/A 7 6 6
Nevada 56 36 34 62
Oregon 47 36 23 10
Washington 36 30 29 26
Average £1 41 % I

Note: N/A—Not available.

Source: 1954 and 1963, Taj Foundation, Earmarktd 6talt Taszi; 1979, Montana, Office of the Legislative Fiacal
Analyst, memo (March 19, 1960); 1964 NCSL survey conducted in 11985 and 1986.



LEGISLATURES

Tabic 3.15
BILL AND RESOLUTION INTRODUCTIONS AND ENACTMENTS:
1986 AND 1987 REGULAR SESSIONS
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LEGISLATURES

1986 AND 1987 REGULAR SESSIONS—Continued
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LEGISLATURES

1986 AND 1987 REGULAR SESSIONS-Conlinued
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When | covered legislatures in
the mid-1970s, there was no limit to
ithe length of the session. Legisla-
;tive action dragged on until mid-
;June, taking years off the lives of
ieveryone involved.

e Since 1984 a constitutional
amendment limits sessions to 120
‘days. Still, the Legislature’s work
proceeded at such a dismal pace
this year that a constitutional
amendment for a 90-day limit
moved swiftly out of the Senate
(Sunday to die just one move short of
a House floor vote Tuesday,

i The 90-day limit amendment,
SJR 63, was introduced by Sen.
Steve Frank, R-Fairbanks, and
attracted five early co-sponsors
when it was introduced Jan. 19.

! As amended, SJR 63 would have
the Legislature meet for 45 days,
take a 10-day break, then return” to
work for 45 days. The idea might
have come from all the three- and
four-day weekends taken by the
Legislature this year.

SJR 63 passed the Senate Sunday
by a 146 vote. It failed to get the

necessary two-thirds majority in
its first trip to the Senate floor May
5, with voting generally along party
lines.

All Republicans exceptSen. Drue
Pearce, R-Ancborage, voted for the
session limit, joined by Sen. Pat
Rodey, D-Anchorage, in the first
vote and two others, Sens. Mike
Szymanski, D-Anchorage, and Jim
Duncan, D-Juneau, in the second
vote.

The idea of setting arbitrary
limits to the Legislature’s working
time is one you can argue about late
into several nights, and ray own
opinion on the topic has changed 180
degrees over the years.

Those, who advocate session

limits have some good arguments.

They say longer sessions mean few—
er “citizen legislators” and more

“full-time politicians,” since the
average person can’t take six

months off from work each year to
live in Juneau.

Not surprisingly, the full-time
politicians like longer sessions.
They also have some good argu-—
ments.

They will point out that citizen
legislatures are fine for small
northeastern or rural midwestem
states where all the laws and all the
policy decisions for the state’s fu—
ture were set a century ago, but not
good enough for Alaska.

If our Legislature works only
three months-a year, how can it
keep up with a state thesizeofours,
with developing economies in glob—
al commodities like oil, timber,
fisheries and mining?

There was a time, back during
the trans-Alaska pipeline boom,
when | and others found this argu—
ment convincing. We had to in—
crease the quality of our Legisla—

ture,'and that naturally means lon—
ger sessions. Running Alaska with

a 60-day session would be like run—
ning a 2,000-acre farm with one

horse.

The opponents counter this argu—
ment with an equally good one. On
Jan. 16,1939, the first Alaska State
Legislature convened, with nolaws
on the books for its new state.

It had to write all the fish and
game law, aT the criminal code',
establish the judiciary and manage
vast resources coming from state—
hood land sclectioas. It could and
did use older territorial laws and
other state laws as models, but
these often made a poor fit in
Alaska. !

Thefirstsession of theFirst Alas—
ka Legislature did all this and ad—
journed April 16,1959, aftdr80days.
The next year, in the second ses—
sion, they went home March 29 af—
ter meeting only 63 days.

One argument against session
limits is the unseemly scramble
that comes with the deadline. This
was common before the session

session limits force lawmakers into action

limit, however, and it's a charac—
teristic of the political process it—
self.

It’sthe nature of politicians toput
off decisions until the last minute.
That’swhy I’'ve come around to the
idea of a session deadline. If it
wasn't tor lunch, some legislators
would never get up in the morning.

In effect, we have a year-round
Legislature no matter how long the
session lasts. We have so many in—
terim committees, special commit—
tees and interim work by standing
committees that most legislators
can fill up all the time they want
with public service.

And there's noexcuse for the end-
of-session legislative logjam. For
much of this year's session the
House didn’t even meet on Tues—
day’s and Thursdays, and quite a
few times there were so many peo—
ple gone on Fridays or Mondays
that little work could be accom-—
plished.
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Legislative session too long

The 1990 legislative session is due to end on Tuesday when it
reaches the 120-day limit imposed by voters.

Even that is too long, according to information from senators
Jolme Binkley (Bethle) and Steve Frank (Fairbanks). They co-
sponsored a resolution asking to put on the ballot a constitutional
amendment which would reduce the sessions to 100 days. Only 90
days would be spent in actual meetings. Legislators would have a
10-day mid-session break to return home and visit with constituents.

HERE IS WHAT the Senators had to say about their proposal.
"While simply cutting 20 days off the session limit may not seem
in itseif a startling act of political advancement. . . that’s not the
resolution’s central provision. More important is the change in how
the legislature would make use of its limited time in session . . . The
100-day session would be split into two 45-day segments with a 10-day
break in the middle. On the final day of the First 45-day segment,
the governor would be required to submit to the legislature the state’s
official revenue forecast for the coming fiscal year.”

The 10-day break would give legislators time to return to their
districts, the senators said, for more than a hurried weekend. The
break for attention to family and business needs might also encourage
more people to run for office. "If we truly are interested in having
a ‘citizen legislature,” then we ought to do something to make it easier
for more people to participate,” the pair argued.

Getting the revenue forecast would be an improvement, it was
advised. Now, the senators said, the forecast comes "when the ses-
sion has entered the home stretch . .. If we had the numbers to study
over the break, the lorecast would get more attention, and it cer-
tainly would be a major item for discussion during the visit back
to the district.”

WE ARE CONVINCED. Let’s put it on the ballot.





