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(Alaska jrtate legislature Anchorage, AK 99501
(907) 258-6199
Chairman - Economic Development Committee tate Caitor
Juneau, AK 99801 -1182
REPRESENTATIVE (907) 465-4945
Official Business JERRY SANDERS
District 19

SPONSOR STATEMENT

HTR34

90 DAY SESSIONS

HJR 34 proposes a constitutional amendment to reduce the length of the regular
session from the existing 121 days to 90 days. | believe that the work of the
Legislature, if organized properly, can be completed well within this limit.

The benefits to reducing the session length are substantial. Most people who own a
business or work a job for a salary have difficulty in taking the time necessary to
come to Juneau to conduct legislative business. Traveling to Juneau to
communicate with us is expensive. The more concentrated we make our
Legislative session, the sooner we will be home to meet with our constituents face
to face without exorbitant cost.

Reducing the session length by one month will make it possible for more people to
meet with the representatives from their districts. | think this will be a big step in
the right direction toward a true representative government.

It will save us money. At $50,000 per day, a 31 day reduction will save the State
$1.55 million.

I understand that opponents of a reduction in the session length argue that this will
just place more power in the hands of the Administration. | heartily disagree. The
Legislature still has control of the State's purse strings via the budgeting process.
Additionally, we as legislators still have the same responsibilities even when we are
not in session.



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HJR34

1996 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
Revision Date:  3/20/96 Dept. Affected: Office of the Governor
Title. Constitutional Amendement RE: duration of BRU: Elective Operations
the regular legislative session Component: General and Primary Elections
Sponsor; Representative Sanders
Requester: House State Affairs COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 22
Eerndnures/Revenues

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 97 FY 98 FY 99 FY 100 FY 01 FY 02
PERSONAL SERVICES

TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL 2.2

SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES

GRANTS, CLAIMS

MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING 2.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

ICHANGE IN REVENUEST THE I

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF 2.2

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Other

TOTAL 2.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Estimate of any current year (FY96) cost: § 0.0

POSITIONS

FULL-TIME 0

PART-TIME 0

TEMPORARY 0

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary)

This figure includes the cost of providing information about this issue in the Official Election Pamphlet as
required by AS 15.58, and the programming costs for counting votes cast on the measure. However, only
four measures can be printed on a single ballot card. If this measure requires printing an additional ballot
card, the costs will increase by $53.4.

Prepared by: Dana LaTour Phone:  465-5347
Division: Division of Elections Date: 3120196
Approved by y - A

Commissioner.  Lt. Governor Fran Ulm tA'TxSA, P Date: 3/20/96
Agency: Office of the Lt. Govefodr

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR"S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For further distribution information, call the Governor's Legislative Office

(Rev 11/95) 96risnot.xIs/DBR Page 1 of 1



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BELL NO. HJR 34
1996 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: Dept. Affected: Department of Law
Title: “Proposing an amendmentto theConstitution of >RU: - Civil Division
the State of Alaska relating to the duration of aregular ~ session." LComponent: __ General Legal Services
Sponsor: Representative Sanders
Requester: Representative Sanders COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 2087
Expenditures/Revenues (ThousandS Of DOllarS)

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 97 FY 98 FY 99 FY 00 FY 01 FY 02
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL

SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES

GRANTS, CLAIMS

MISCELLANEQOUS

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES
CHANGE IN REVENUES

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1006 GF/MHTIA

Other

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY96) cost: $ 0.0

POSITIONS

FULL-TIME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
PART-TIME
TEMPORAPY

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary)

0.0

0.0

0.0

HJR 34 would place a ballot proposition before the voters at the next general election that would amend the

state”s Constitution to reduce the duration of a regular legislative session from 120 to 90 calendar days.

If

enacted, this resolution will not have a fiscal impact for the Department of Law, because mtsimply places the

proposition before the voters.

0

R, ,
Prepared by: Richard I. Pegues. Dir@Ctor r Phone.. 465-3672
Division: Administrative Setvfcesftfrin Date.. 3121196
Approved by Commissioner: Bruce M. Botelho.ffitornev General Drte: 3/21196
Agency: Department of Law

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For further distribution information, cll tho Governor 3 Legislative Office

(Rev 10/94) 96Fisno.\Is/DBR Pago 1 of 1



NO.

STATE OF ALASKA BILL VERSION: HJR 34
1996 LEGISLATIVE SESSION PUBLISH DATE:

RevisionD a t e Department Affected: Legislative Affairs Agency
Title: Proposing an amendment to the BRU: Legislative Council
Constitution of the State of Alaska relating to the duration...

Sponsor: Representative Sanders Component: Session Expenses
Requestor:  Representative Sanders Salaries & Allowances

COMPONENT SERIAL NO:

Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING FY 97 FY 98 FY 99 FY 00 FY 01 FY 02

PERSONAL SERVICES -1,1400 -1,1400 -1,140.0 -1,1400 -1,1400 — ©=oO
TRAVEL -75.0 -75.0 -75.0 -75.0 -75.0 -75.0
CONTRACTUAL -240.0 -240.0 -240.0 -240.0 -240.0 -240 0
SUPPLIES -30.0 -30.0 -30.0 -30.0 -30.0 -30.0
EQUIPMENT -15.0 -15.0 -15.0 -15.0 -15.0 -15.0

LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING -1,500.0  -1,500.0 -1,500.0 -1,500.0 -1,500.0  -1,500.0
CAPITAL 0 0 0 0 0 0
REVENUE FUND SOURCE 0 0 0 0 0 0

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND -1,500.0  -1,500.0 -1,500.0 -1,500.0 -1,500.0  -1,500.0
FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER FUND SOURCE

TOTAL -1,500.0  -1,500.0  -1,500.0  -1,500.0  -1,500.0  -1,500.0
POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0
PART-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0
TEMPORARY 0 0 0 0 0 0

Estimate of current year impact:
ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary)

HJR 34 would amend the Constitution of the State of Alaska by limiting the regular session to 90 days.
The daily cost of a legislative session is $50,000. A 90 day session would decrease the cost of a regular
session by $1,500,000.

Prepared By: Karla Schofield, Deputy Director*t_ <1 £Lv /fv i\ La Phone: 465-3852
Division: Administrative Services ! Date: 3 /la Illq&

Approved By: Pamela A. Varni, Executive Director (im hJW oJw 11
Agency: Legislative Affairs Agency Date: 7>\>\\gL,

Distribution (by preparer): Leg. Finance. Legislative Sponsor. Requestor, OMB, Gov., & Impacted Agency(ies).
Page lof 1



Alaska State Legislature

P.O. Box Y

Juneau, AK 99811-3100

N Phone: (907) 105-3991
Legislative Research Agency one. E907; PO

November 8, 1991
MEMORANDUM

TO: Representative Eugene Kubina
FROM:  Gordon S. Harrison, Director
RE: The Case For and Against a 90-Day Legislative Session

You asked for a brief discussion of the pros and cons of a 90-day lim it to the
length of legislative sessions.

Arguments For a 90-day Session

Legislators constrained to an annual session of 90 days will presumably work
faster and more productively than they do under a 120-day lim it. ~Those
Beople--legmlators and nonlegislators alike--who support a 90-day [lim it
elieve that a good deal of time is wasted during the session: for example,
committees hold too many hearings; legislators "sit on" legislation too long;
staff produce too much information and too many amendments and committee
substitutes to Dbills; and everyone devotes too much time to organization,
unimportant legislation and petty bickering. According to this line of
argument, the business of the state can be transacted more e fficiently than it
1s now, and a 90-day session lim it would compel the necessary efficiency.

Fewer days in session would cost less. Legislators' per diem and session sta ff
salaries would be reduced. The director of administrative services of the
Legislative Affairs Agency estimates that 120-day sessions now cost
approximately $50,000 per day. Curtailing sessions by 30 days couldtherefore
save something in the neighborhood of $1.5 million per year.

Also, a shorter session would make qubislative service less disruptive to many
Ieg?islators with families that must be uprooted and businesses that must be
le Tt behind for the session. It may be argued that a 90-day session might make
legislative service feasible, or at least more appealing, to manypeople who
cannot devote four months per year to sessions in Junead.

Arguments Against a 90-day Session

The main argument a%ainst short sessions is that bad legislation is more like ly -
to result from the hurried consideration of complex policy issues. Op{)onents
of a shorter session do not believe that time is wasted during a 120-day
session. While the legislative process may not be as rigorously efficient as

LEG. RESEARCH OPINION ON HJR 6
MAR-18-1996 14:33 9074654844



Representative Kubina
November 8, 1991
Page 2

a well-run business, the objective of government is not efficiency but good
laws and wise public policy. Contemporary society is complex, and attempts to
find rational legislative solutions to social ills is time-consuming. The
social and economic cost to Alaska of ill-conceived, poorly crafted legislation
is potentially far higher than the inconvenience to some legislators and the
cost to the state of 120-day sessions.

Opponents of a 90-day session argue that legislatures that are unduly
constrained--in time, frequency of meeting, financial and staff resources--are
weak vis-a-vis the executive branch. Legislators working in an environment of
constraint are unable to master complex subjects, and consequently they must'
defer to the opinions, data and analyses of the governor and his staff. Also,
according to this argument, legislators without the time necessary to study and
fully understand policy Issues tend to be overly dependent upon their own
professional staff and lobbyists for information and ideas.

Conment

The delegates to the Alaska Constitutional Convention deliberately created a
strong legislature to counterbalance a strong governor. They pointedly allowed
the legislature to meet annually in sessions of unlimited length.  The
constitution was amended In 1984 to lim it sessions to 120 days. My impression
is that the amendment is generally regarded as a positive step: it did wring
wasted time from the legislative process and enforced some efficiency measures
\g/itho#t upsetting the fundamental balance between the legislative and executive
ranches.

The question now is whether a further reduction of the session length will
cr.iPpIe the legislature as an institution. On this question people of good
w ill may disagree.

| hope this brief discussion is sufficient for your purposes. | will be
pleased to analyze the issue at greater length if desired.

MAR-18-1996 14=34 9074654844
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1989 LEGISLATIVE SESSION DATES

\ ?cheduled Time Limit (Days)
0 .
Convene gggs%anr §g5650||3r|1
Alabama .30 12
Alaska ... . 1] >20a 30
Arizona . None None
Arkansas 60a b
California None None
O L UL N ——— Jan. 4 None None
CONNECLICUL . sssmississsssisssinns Jan. 4 June 7 None
D 1AW BT8 o Jan. 10 June 30 None
FIOTT0 @ s Apr. 4 60a 20a
(O XL N S Jan. 9 40 40C
HAW Q11 .18 60a 30a
[daho.. 9 60 20
[llinois... N None None
Indiana. 3 61 30
[OW @ covrrrsrmsssmsssmsssmssmsssssssssssssssssssssssns 9 None None
(UYL Jaa 9 - 90a None
Kentucky ... . Noregularsession
Louisiana. Apr. 17 60d 30
Maine... Dec 7.1988 June 213 None
Marylan Jan. 11 90a 30
Massachusetts Jan. 4 None None
Michigan. Jan. 11 None None
Minnesot Jan. 3 120e None
Mississippi.. wJan. 3 90 None
M S SOU Moo Jan. 4 June 30 None
MONTAN A s, Jan. 2 90a None
N EDTASKA onrnrsrersresssssssissssssssnn Jan 4 90a None
Nevada ... S Jan 16 60 20
New Ham pShire Jan. 4 45 15
NEW JEISEY mmmersmsmmmsmssssssssn Jan. 10 None None
"NEW M EXICO cmrrrmimississsssississssssens Jan. 17 60 30¢
New York.. . . Jan. 4 None None
Jan. 11 None None
Jan. 10 80f None
Jan. 2 None None
OKIANOM Aot Jan. 3 90 None
O0regon s Jan. 9 None None
Pennsylvania. . Jan. 3 None None
Puerto Rico . e Jan. 9 Apr. 30a 20
Rhode iS1and . Jan. 3 6 60
SoUth Carolina s Jan. 10 40 40
SOUth Dakota . Jan. 10 40 None
TN NESSE s Jan. 10 90 50
TEXAS o Jan. 10 140 30
Utah . Jaa 9 45 30
VETIM 0N Lo, Jan. 4 None None
VTGN T8 s Jan. 11 60a,g 30
W aShington e Jan. 9 , 405 30h
West VIrginia ., Jan. 11 60a None
WSCONSIN v . undetermined None None
WYOM NG s Jaa 10 40 None
u>vgy beencoded ] IDPrrIimifsar}Isessionconvenes inOct fo' lowrvg e'ec
F»l O?rsaftpfddoowtof Dle%sgnqovernor'scan tion of memters for organizational curacies (lin
CJ Legislature cumen.ng itself — 10 dayimit treduction oermitred
|d) 60legislative divs wittsn 85 calendar divt lﬁiimitfd to 10diys ) -
le] limitrd to 120 legislative cars during 2war Denod 1l legislature mar convene itself witsunlimited sots
st »d)Qum tv Mjv 22.1989 Itct agenda

22 State Government News December 1988

0074654844 957
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Ierqislative Operations, Organization, and
Procedures

The increase in the capacity and willingness
of Ieglslatures. to deal with"modern societal
problems has involved more than changes in

patternsofrepresentation. Legislative organi-

Many legislatures regularly review
ture$ and procedures, often through a Rules
Committee or on interim study. Many pro-
cedural changes in recent years'have had the
objective eitherofopeningand formalizing the
Process and providing more information to both
he publicand members ofthe legislative body,
or of more effectively using legislative time.

Concern about legislative use of time has
been motivated by at least two issues; How
much time should a legislature spend.in ses-
sion, and should it be considered “'tull-time" or
"part-time" in nature? And, how can the Ie?-
islature most effectively use the time available
and avoid the end-of-scssion logjam that occurs
In many states’

zation and Frocedures are const_ant%eyolvtng.
h

Length ofLegislative Sessions

Twelve states place no Jimit on. session
length, while 32 operate with constitutional
limits (two ofthese, Colorado and Kansas, lim it
only the second ea(rj), and six states (Arizona
lowa, Nevada, Rhode Island, Tennessee and
Vermont) have statutory or indirect limitations
|ased on cutoffs in legislator's salaries or per
iem expense payments.

The argument about session limitations often
scouched in terras ofpreserving the "citizen”
lature of state legislatures, as opposed to
Ievelopm%“professm_nal"orfuII-tlme legisla-
tes on the congressional model. There’is no
luestion that the amountoftime spent in ses-
ion and the level of compensation affect the
omgosmon ofthe membership ofthe legisla-
te bodies. Many argue itisdesirable that the
iredominant occu?a ionofmembers ofthe leg-
slature not be thatof* legislator," but that leg-
slative bodies represent a broad spectrum of
ocations. However, the growmg demands on
late legislatures and the greafer legislative
ole in poh,c;r] initiation, budgeting and pro-
ram oversight have increasedthe pressure on
jgislative time _ o

he 1930sand 1970s wereatime ofelimina-
on or relaxation of the limits on legislative
issions. More recently, however, thiere has
cen a mixed resgonse to the question of scs-

on length. In 1984, Alaska adopted a 120”a
mit, replacing its previously unlimited eeB-
ono. In"1982, Colorado adoR edalimitof140
ags for the second year ofthe session, and in
381, Washington included session limitations
hen it moved from biennial to annual ses-
ons. In 1984, Ulah lengthened its sessions by

) The Book of the Slates 1988-89

TIRR-18-1996 14:28

eir struc-

LEGISLATURES

ten days Per biennium when it changed from
n 60-day (first year) 20 day (second year) system
to 45 days per Session. New Hampshire adopted
annual sessions effective in 1986. Several leg-
islatures, notably Arizona and lowa, have
limited their sessions by legislative rule or
statute. Movements to adopt more restrictive
session limits surface periodically. Michigan
has exR/lerlenced several attempts'to lim it Ses-
sions. Montana held annual sessions for one
biennium in the 1970s. then returned to a bien-
nial schedule. Colorado is considering further
limitations on session days and there is a
serious proposal in New Hampshire to return
to biennial sessions.

“Full time" Legislatures and Legislators

Whether a legislature is full time in nature
generally can be measured by factors such as
Ime spentin session, level ofcompensation and
occupational self-definition ofmembers. More-
over, full-time legislatures are likely to have a
pattern bfconsiderable I_egnlslator_tlme spentin
district offices and a hlq_ priority placed on
constituent service functions, =~

The Ie?|slature_sofCallforma, Illinois, Mas-
sachusefts, Michigan, New Jersey, New York,
Ohio, Pennsylvania and Wisconsin have
lengthy sessions, relatively high legislator
salaries and many memberswhoseﬁrlmary 0c-
cupation is "legislator." None of these states
have constitutionally-imposed session limita-
tions, although both"California and Wisconsin
adopt a systematic schedule ofcommittee and
floor activity, os well as recess periods at the
beginning ofeach biennium. Many ofthe IeP-
islatures which have longer sessionis meet only
two or three days per week, while in other
states with moro restricted sessions, five- and
six-day work weeks arc common. Several ofthe
medium-sized states spend as manY actual days
in session os do tho full-time legislatures.
Twenty-nine legislatures today have the
authority to convene themselves in special ses-
sion without being dependent on the governor.

The_numberoflleglslatorlswhodefllnethe|roc-
cupation as "legislator" is increasing. An oc-
cupational survey ofstate legislators conducted
by the National Conference of State Legisla-
tyresin 1986 found that more than 60 percent
ofthe legislators in New York and Pennsylva-
nia define their occhatlpn as "legislator,"and
more than half the egzjslator in the Middle
Atlantic states Bre full-time. The study also in-
dicated that in larger states the number of

"business owners" who are members ofthe leg.
isinture is much smaller than it is in the slates
with more limited session lengths. Lawyer Ieg.
islators existin greatest numbers in the Sout
with Virginia having the largest number (45
percent). In u number of states, members
engaged in “education" outnumber those com-
ing from any other professional background. In-
dividuals engage. in "agriculture” still are
found in every legislature but are in greatest
number in the rural Midwestern and mountain
states. In rank order, the largest occupational
categories are "attorney” (16 percent),
"business owner” (14 percént), "full-time leg.
islator" (11 percent), ‘agricultural occupa-
tions” (10 percent)and "educator” (8 percent).

The category offulltime legislator would ex-
ceed 20 percentifthose who [ist themselves as
"retired," "homemaker" or "student" were in-
cluded. The increased time demands and com-
plexity ofllegz|sla.t|ve activity as well as strin-
%ent conflict of interest and disclosure laws
ave I|keI){ contributed to the continuing
decline in lawyer legislators. The number of
women and minoritiés in the legislatures con-
tinues to increase each biennium. In 1987,
1,157 ofthe 7,461 state legislators were female
S15.5lper.cent). The number ofwomen legisla-
ors is highest in New Hampshire, Colorado,
Maine, Washington and Vermont. Female
representation issmallest in Alabama, Kentuc-
K/IV" Louisiana, Mississippi and Pennsylvania.

inority membership in state legislatures now
exceeds 400 »5.4 percent).
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+ o th legislative day

THE ALASKA Lcgis
lature is at the midway point
today ol its 12M ay Journey
inJuneau..

A number ol state legis-
lature* only meet for 60day*
a year — or every other
year, in some cases. But In
Alaska, where the lawaking
job has been transformed by
the legislators themselves
into virtually a full-time oc-
cupation, the legislative ses-
sions last for four full
months every year.

It’s a terrible waste of
lime and money.

The job could be done an-
nually In hall the time. Most
of the legislators will pri-
vately admit that, even if
they won't say It publicly.

We have sung this same
song many times over the
years in these columns, and
it's worth echoing the re-
frain one more time Just as a
reminder that there Is a bet-
ter way to do things.

FIRST OF all, of course,
there needs to be a commit-
ment on the part of the le-
gislative leadership to settle
down to « disciplined work
schedule from the very first
day of the session.

This legislature convened
lestJan. 8

And in all kindness. not
much has been accom-
plished.

Sure, there have been
floor sessions and com-
mittee meetings and roll
cells and bills and resolu-
tions Introduced by the
score. There has been no end
of political posturing and
tugs-ol-war between the ma-
jority and the minority cau-
cuses and between Republi-
cans and Democrats.

But there has been little in
the wav of productive ac-
complishment.

Nothing, really, worthy of
two months of very, very ex.
pensive operations.

In the old days — and wo
acknowledge that Issued of
the territorial past cannot be
likened to the challenges of

ANNinHATtF 56%85X§t4T4HUtSTC

today — Alaska's lawmakers
handled the legislative func-
tion In Just 9Q0day*, and ther
only every other year.

We acknowledge, too, thai
biennial sessions probably
make no realistic sense.

But shorter annual ses-
Klotvs certainly do — SOday*
at tbe maximum, and proba-
bly 60 day* every other year
or so. There art, after nil,
only a few more than 500,000
people In Alaska — and they
require only eo much law-
making every year. And the
governor and the admin-
Istratlon do need time to try
to run the state, wltlwut the
legislature demanding their
constant attention.

WHAT IS going to happen
now is what happens every
otheryear in Juneau.

The legislators are going
to do everything they have to
do In the next 60days.

And the point Is perfectly
clear to just ebout every-
body but the legislators
themselves.

They could have skipped
tbe first 00days and started
at what now la the midpoint
of the session. And the re-
sult* would be exactly the
same — without millions of
dollars being spent on staff,
travel, tons of paper grind.
Ing through the legislative
print shop and all the other
Items that make the legisla-
tive proces* one of the
slate's most expensive oper-
ations.

The real fact Is that most
of the work will bo done In
the last <5 to 30 days of the
session — Ignoring the mad
frenzy that will turn the leg-
islative chambers and of-
fices into a mini asylum on
the final two or thee days.

But let's thank heaven for
smalt tavori. Betore the vot-
ers finally rose up In outrage
and anger and forced law-
makers to accept a 120-day
limit on the length of the ses-
alonfl, legislaturea were run-
ning beyond the 160day
mark.

93*4

P.

08



MAR-18-1996 14:30

Bri  .unity, April 4,117, Tht Aochoraj* TItiMf
Rofem B. Atwood Ftaint
Prwtdentand Publisher As|ijtant PublUhar

WiEtUmJ. ToWn
Vlro-PnrakJent, EditoMivCWrt

Aloha, Iegislators

% l\/IEw kendf thcm n bills is ¢ r%
rt twe § te ro uctive to an effective
8\ for atrona outt e eg

ot AIakas legislative t[e Sﬁ%r gl e S%S'
prrgess %en te an spea er Of

dwall.S

he?\évn in lheon 60t |g(gate Eesrne%tr e %p% eldB
er IS é ichard A
t t nua egr o ona che
ssr ever br es
e system works adjo rnm n comes

W
%, L e %?ng

U)

Journ— nes ay a sor Fter ezcéand a qf the ses
n onda sron err ISCLIS-

a rou .the rwors
on— u reve t e more an ne-t rrdo
radrc | e le- ﬁ SeSsIqn e Use
ors 0 a aii fook a Infro |on—an j
an b t two-thirds

0 ar&ﬁ gg fé\nmo%/lrgreﬁ% %:fférgrf { a? has Eeen pugergh

awmaﬁers k to therr able.

omedistrictsand outof the . And not 3II of th%se bills
re%ssrﬂrre r(:)ooceer1 glrn ato' |e Qagg around until the very
real |yo?fre d hf“£°%$5h96°ﬁ§ﬁg
S, 1T weto s oo e Bl
Eieit i

i
gm*ranﬁ ey yzg (L

ouseand enateare orce(! congjderatign.
toconcentrateon priority Is- Whé cantAIaska Ier a-

e-Ual
ey ey Rk sbligre g k
eceso Ieegrssantéon éecar%sée gv eorg Inven the hee
tice o? papenngmn epcord i

9074654844

P.

09



uﬁﬁﬁ ﬁ) liu
<>x< In er

r”r‘?{f”B 'M)m)h«ég% ITS NOWON ERtPW Etevvrn nanrn in
Virud
N B ygoan 'ésndp oUSaTOUTY 8’108 oUms tn?ﬁCBro

\. R*Wx»B. Atwood, PoblijherEnwTtM UtSJ)en
ALASKAN OWNEDAND OPERATED SINCE 1919 ||ttTe trﬁ%v%Lngggrrfﬁoev?aﬁg’g i h%ebreadgﬁs

atte hélls Oﬂt e IS atori{

shi
r? i h& minist ra ro a OVernor,
'1? onstrtutron to eadanddirect t emate

-i NING THE LEG %ar a
Ptlidonal Aoas o mmmne.
nrxes ﬁ]re 1S much one challe

re { ?i)é)ertunrtres a artrng |?gn ly

w HEN [T COM torefor ouI i ﬂxﬁ eco ?:
Ir-0-year legrslative session Indeed can e
5 rE%r\{Vﬁ %’i‘?ﬁa?ee Ocuon e%rI]O ho ene il takegctronb evoters—speal?rng
ofﬁrﬁnethe saliesiaysine aneveryyear oudyandvvrt fOFCG tomakeit appen
newsu rgg nrs(ka r%}f

%ets? o ﬁ a andurgeai Eanstothmkm .
Iar I'[WI takeavote revoI toreducet eIe of 1
Ie&/F \Yesessron ecau erst emsevesﬁ Smk"'galt
er o ontheirown, ein msessron
ea ear an rﬁ f ?
W0 |n?bu

N S e S
su%\er\(f ofor@eog % Z

staebré/T %teno hpro.

o el?er};rs 01 Ve M (1‘staann;uneau or
rHree occgée h %rr%d o e 104

TR e

Wrtgg@a a“rr%% r%%t MBS Y o oot gy i
sesso an oftennot muc oy the Ala afgre’s L2y session be fur-
| gpander;)ngtgeach Bered e s ) JHimit o

e}f: ret ea pasturrngan wes Th duce theleacth, Th i
§ E e isatos e ey e foér | ik B e e o e

%1 tooccu etrmet ewneels ot governiment es
srgp |5Lh1 ?9or th.ro monthsat Trhe start of every —Chiora Ctymer, Kodiak
S
%?se et on Al b C¥a||0f Yes.; takes them too Iongt_om ‘iggg'zs' %horage
onceﬁ?re Le islature h sa%rnér Eed the drynis
{ratiye oranc % P aovemm N ene «"Yea. lalways feel it takes them too long tomako

gag%glfl]g_an %Rgnner? ot ﬁm DS d decisions. Ithinkwa need to reduce the session

months
f FIX aﬁg rt:le/nform fochangesin He

res&r jt'ons — Sue Grabowrid, Anchorage
Y’Zép aLofpr roezressrveactrons re accomp\fvshe during
f

fime eéra t three months are ath th ad-
tratrv OfTICeS avetonan r@g |n real H{O ﬁae

ﬂﬁxe %w %e? SSL%%_Sgﬁ%?qanrgumg]? adope

MAR-18-1996 14:32 9074S54B44 P. 10






SIUBWIUIBA0D aJElS JO [IoUno)  ayl

60T

25087 0808 385 B } gy Bl 1116 aooag fi'f'ayk

AT F
ind><15r-‘<,‘s>
ﬁ§n<g 5SH C - SHSEB ﬁ?# sSfsS £2RRR ﬂbﬁgﬁ'ﬁ jJSCDC MHTWW %(‘%1%0
éizig'cjo. FEBET ki GAJg’ 55£DP % e Trosh @

i o a0y ¢ E‘pi oooo*>f.

31
L T RN
2i VEWW;j mi Hfi

LEGAL PROVISIONS
Regular sessions Special sessions

Legislature convenes Limitatio Lefiglai Limisation an
" Jtﬁrsc?ﬁ ¥ Year Month Day %%ﬂ Legislature may call %ﬁjﬂ ﬁ%aqj
Alabame. No &s(0

2Lin3C

................ Al PLin16C
i e
AV A B %W(@ weqy Dy 2/3 wote of menters Ysd)  3C
AZONE....ccre Amd . 0 By petition, 2/3 meers, each house Yesh)  Nore
Arkamal............ g Jan 2d Mon o CUt) No o Yes(fi) ()
California........ (K Jan I Mon. (d) Nore No No None
Colorado.............. Jan 2nd Wed C fly roquesl, 2/3 memoert each bouse Yes(h)  Nore
Comectitt ... A () ) M % E MBH: Em) 0) Yes (P) P Nore (@)
Delaware............. And 2d Tues Jure J) Joint call, presicing officers, bolh howses—~~ Yes Nore
Florida.......vvveve And R Tues after Mon. () 60C(g) Joint cal, presicing officers, both houses—~~ Yes 0C(Q
GROMGiAL. .o And  Jan 2nd Mon. oL By petition. 3/J members, eseh house Ye() (©
Hawaii.......oovve And  Jan 3 Ved 0L Dy peliflon, 2/3 members, ezeh house Yes L)
17— And  Jan Mon. onor nearest %hdey  Nore No No AC
(140 — And 20 Wed Nore Joint call, presiding officers, bothhoses—~~— Ye<t) Nore
Incliana...... ... And  Jn 2nd Mon. (ds) %H_o&% 3% N Yes PLor0C
[]17 H— And  Jan 2d Mon () By petition, 2/J merrhers, both houses Yesd)  Nore
Karsas ... And  Jn d Mon, 0ccHNone; 090 C () P%%} e of 2/3 memters, Yes None
Kentuoky ........... ggnﬁl Jin. Tues. after £ Mon () 60L(U) No Nore
LouiSiana. ... A X&r |§ Mﬂﬂ Em} %%Eln]%% By pelltt t, mejority, each house Yesh)  0C
VI —— . kt . | il e oficers wihor Yes() Noe m
K M ee ) HMRSMRG Y A S S
Maryland........... Ana  Jn 2ndl Wed. NC(o By petltlon mgjority, each house Yes 3C =
MassachUsetts......... And It W None By petition (v) Yes Nore %
w

See foototes & end of (able.
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LEGISLATIVE SESSIONS: LEGAL PROVISIONS- Continued

i tRenuhr SesSi0ns

egislature convenes . ' Limitation
Sjtt?rﬁes&%rr?r Year Month Day slée%imot]\ EA) Legilature mey cal D@%ﬁw | o s
Mchigan ........v.. And  Jn 2 Wed, (d) None No Nore
Minr.les.otail .............. W Jan. Tues. after 1t Mon. (m) ]g% . Hw(ﬁ‘ter N Yes Nore
MSSISSIPL...cvv And  Jn Tues. after 15 Mon. 15C(gx; 0C(gX) No N Nore
VST — And Wed after it Mon. May 30 ny petition, 3/4 members, each house Ys  ACH)
MONEENE. .. W Jn I¢ Mon. NLE By petition, mejority, each house ¥es Nore
NeDraska........... And Ved after it Mon. 00+90 L (g); overrb) L (G) By petition, 2/3 mehers, each house Ys  Noe
Nevatt........ Mg = 3d Mon BC() \D N 2cH
New Hampshire...... Aned Wed after 1ol Tues (o) &L lly 2/3 vole of members, each house ¥es BL(Y
N JBISEY...vvv And 2d Tues Nore By petition, mjority, each house Ys  Noe
New MVEXICO......... A () Jan 3d Ties. 0dd-60 C; even-3) C By petition, 3/5 members, each howse Ysi)  AC
TNV Q— And I Ved after 13 Mon. Nore By petition, 2/3 menbers, each howse Yes()  Nore
North Carolina....... (W Jan. %{ﬂ Wed. after 2nd Mon e By petion 35 menbes exh fuee Yes e
North Dakota........ W Jan. Tﬁ& %(ﬁ :ﬁq ﬁ % mt foL() No Yes Nore
OO And  Jn ISl Mon Nore doint call, pesidingofficers, both hoses—— Yes Nore
Okahoma ........... And R it Mon. () 18C By 213 vole of merhers, each house Yes()  Nore
OregoN. v W Jan. d Mon Nore By pefition, mejority, each house Yo Noe
Pennsyivania.......... And  Jan Isl Tues, Nore By petition, mgjority, each house No Nore
Rhoce Island.......... And  Jan 18 Ties B0L(l) No No Nore
South Carolina....... And  Jn 2 Tues. (0) I Thurs. in Jure () No Yes Nore
South Dakota......... And  Jn 20l Tues, odcH40 L evenyd L No No Nore
L - (W Jan (> LY By pefition, 2/3 merbers, each house Ys L)
Texas - Jan 2 Tues, we No No C
1] And  Jan 2d Mn. 65C ' N 3V
Vermont............. W Jn Wed after 14 Mon. () Nore No Yes None
AV A Ane  Jan 2nd Wed. 00030 C () even80C Q) By petition, 2/3 menbers, each house Ys  Noe

Ifm1

LEGISLATIVE SESSIONS: LEGAL PROVISIONS—Contlnuod
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LEGISLATIVE SESSIONS: LEGAL PROVISIONS—Contlnuod
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LEGISLATIVE SESSIONS: LEGAL PROVISIONS- Continued
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