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STATEMENT IN FAVOR OF BALLOT PROPOSITION NO.

The legislature, when it writes a law. cannot fo-osee all
of the possible details involved in tarrying 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. ‘ﬁlm aan

Unfortunately agency regulations are not always ct nsistent
with ihe intent the legislature had in passing the law. 3ome-
times an agency will get carried away and put out regulations
that cause an unnecessary burden for the citizens. The First
State Leg stature 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.

« Tfie Alaska Supreme Court recently held, in a 3-2 decision,
that the legislature must use a bill rather than a resolution
to annul administrative legulations. 8ut a bill is subject to
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the governor's veto. The JOVEIMOI can hardly be expected
to approve a bill overruling his subordinates, who put out
the regulation in the first place. The present governor has
~Nalready vetoed one such bill.

The court ruling gives agency regulations equal standing
with laws, even though <osingle person elected by the voters
has approved them. [ ]

e 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 the execu-
tive branch. Your approval of this constitutional amendment
will restore the better balance under which the state operated

from 1981 to 1980.
-
- Charles H. Parr

VChairman, House Judiciary Committee
m Alaska State Legislature ..
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STATEMENT AGAINST BALLOT PROPOSITION NO 1

This is still another proposal by tho legislature to free itself
from the checks and balances of our constitution. Under the
constitution, tho legislature has all the power it needs to moke
laws and annul administrative regulations. This proposal does
not aid the public in any way. What itdoes is allow tho legisla-
ture to exorcise its power to annul regulations in disregard
of the constitutional rcquiromorits that each bill have a single
subject, that each bill have threo readings in oach house,
and that there bo a recorded voto of the ayes end nays on
final passage. It would also froo tho legislature from tho exec-
utivo veto and it would allow it to ignoro tho prohibition
against special ond local legislation.
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The Alaska Suprome Court has recently ruled that tho leg.s-
la*.uro must abide by the constitution's checks and balances
on its power whenever it exercises that power, including
whon it acts to annul regulations. This amendment is intend-
ed to overrule the court s decision and erode the constitu-
tion's safoguaids. It aids legislators, not the public, and it
should be rejected.
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~ Katherine O. Nordale
) Delegate to the Alaska
] Constitutional Convention,
| X-?M 955-1956 | .
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Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.



