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Minutes:                                                   1,2, 

 
Chairman Koppelman:  Opened the hearing on HCR 3006. 
 
Rep. Delzer:  Introduced the bill.  Went through the HCR. The governor has 15 business 
days after we adjourn would allow a veto session.   (Attachment #1) We should think about 
25 business days; that might have been done because management meets almost 
immediately and then shortly after to pick the studies.  If the governor has 15 days that might 
only leave a window of 10 days so I am not sure that would be enough? I think we should 
look at having the opportunity to do that.  The past few sessions we have been bumping up 
in the end and using most of our days so that is one of the reasons I have brought this 
forward. 
 
Rep. Jones:  How long does it take to resolve that type of situation like the vetoes we had 
last session that we want to deal with. 
 
Rep. Delzer:  One day should handle it. 
 
Rep. Paur:  Do you think changing that 25 to 30 be adequate? 
 
Rep. Delzer:  Maybe you want to go to 35 or 45.  That would be two meetings after 15 days. 
 
Rep. Jones:  Does there seem to be a problem to do this? 
 
Rep. Delzer:  That is why it is a constitutional measure. That is why you go to the vote of the 
people. We had three days left last session.  Now we can do that but it counts against our 80 
days. 
 
Chairman K. Koppelman:  The legislature can currently call itself back into session if we 
have days remaining for a purpose like this, but it would be limited to the 80-day window 
total.  When the Governor calls us back in for a special session it doesn’t count against our 
80 days. 
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Rep. Delzer:  I do not think the governor would do that.  You might want to see how many 
other states do that? 
 
Chairman K. Koppelman: Is there any limit in law or the constitution that limits the 
legislatures window of time to act on a veto. 
 
Rep. Delzer:  No there is nothing. I am not sure a 10-day window is enough for management. 
 
Chairman K. Koppelman: Would it be wise to have some time limit on the window of time 
you want to act on them? 
 
Rep. Delzer:  I think you would want to act on them really fast.  Policy bills take effect August 
1; budget bills take effect July 1. 
 
Opposition:  
 
Mike Nowatzki, Governor’s Office Communications Director: (Attachment #2) Went over 
testimony. (9:20-11:40) 
 
Rep. Jones:  The governor’s office biggest concern is the dollar amount? 
 
Mike Nowatzki:  That would be one of the two concerns.  Additional cost to tax payers; and 
then the growth of government of having additional legislative days. 
 
Rep. Jones: If we checked only this and saved some money your concern would be 
lessened? 
 
Mike Nowatzki:  The $58,000/day estimate from legislative counsel is the minimum dollar 
amount when there is a special session. 
 
Rep. McWilliams:  What is the Governor’s office proposal if in fact we ended up running up 
against 80 days; but there are in fact veto’s that the Governor’s office had but it would take 
an action from the Governor’s office to have a special session to override those veto’s? 
 
Mike Nowatzki:  If you look at the memo that was provided the veto was only used once 
going back into the 50s.  Historically the legislature has been able to save days including the 
last session. 
 
Rep. McWilliams:  How would this hurt if you put something in the constitution I fail to see 
how this would hurt since it is not used, but in the event that it would come up at least we 
could do it. 
 
Mike Nowatzki:  The current 80-day limit was placed into constitution by voters back in 1976; 
it was a 60-day limit before that; it would be up to the voters to determine if they wanted to 
change it. 
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Chairman K. Koppelman: I remember the coving of the clock.  In five out of the last 6 
sessions there were fewer than 3 days left.  What is your solution then? The effective ability 
of dealing with a veto and check and balance is gone. The concern is the legislative branch 
of government doesn’t have effect a check and balance if the session runs anywhere close 
that 80-day limit because the effective ability of dealing with a veto is gone; how do you resort 
that check and balance? 
 
Mike Nowatzki:  Even last session it was stated that it could have been taken care of in one 
day. Therefore, I don’t think you would need the 3 days to address vetoes. 
 
Chairman K. Koppelman: Your concern for the fiscal responsibility is reflected in the 
Governor’s budget? 
 
Mike Nowatzki:  Yes 
 
Rep. Jones:  Do you know from the last session; when did the Governor know he was going 
to veto those four or five bills? 
 
Mike Nowatzki:  At the end of session after reviewing those bill when he received them. 
 
Chairman K. Koppelman: Has the Governor run a cost analysis of the cost of a law suit 
both bringing and defending vetoes?  What was the cost of the tax payers versus what you 
were objecting to here? 
 
Mike Nowatzki:  I would have to get back to you on that. 
 
Neutral:  None 
 
Hearing closed, 
 
Motion Made to amend to change on line 23 and change the 25 to 45 days by Rep. 
Vetter; Seconded by Rep. McWilliams 
 
Discussion: 
 
Rep. Jones:  Does anyone know how often they met.  The sponsor of the bill said he would 
be more comfortable meeting twice. 
 
Chairman K. Koppelman: They meet immediately after the session.  Something like this 
legislative management would act upon it right away. The effective date of those bills would 
be when you want to meet. 
 
Rep. Rick Becker:  I like the amendment; I support it. 
 
Voice vote carried. 
 
Do Pass as Amended by Rep. Satrom; Seconded by Rep. Vetter 
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Discussion: 
 
Rep. Rick Becker:  I think we have we now have discretion to use however many days we 
see fit. What we are doing is allowing the likely hood of prolonging things instead of being 
efficient.  In the 70s and 80s they had literally 50% more bills than we have had these last 
few sessions and still got done with anywhere from 5-15 days left so that shows we have the 
ability if we want.  I am concerned about allowing us to go right up to the edge of 80 days; 
we already did not count legislative days and we still got paid; and if desired the future 
legislature could have two days on cross over to use where we are getting paid; but not count 
as legislative days so there is all of those maneuvers to bring us here; getting paid and what 
we need to do is focus on getting our job done with left over days the way it was intended in 
the constitution and quit trying to expand government. I completely oppose the resolution.  
 
Representative Simons: Let’s say if we had a democrat as Governor.  This is giving them 
power and I like that.  so if we were the minority it is beneficial for it to work the way it always 
has worked. I don’t understand how this piece of legislation is even needed. I think it is a 
horrible bill. 
 
Rep. McWilliams:  Sometimes I feel the 80 day forces us to get our work done; but 
sometimes in a session like this we have 900 plus bills and we try to rush things. 
 
Rep. Vetter:  I don’t see this as expanding government.  All this bill is trying to address is 
what if the Governor just waits till the very end to veto so it would give the legislatures a 
chance of one day.  If we don’t have those days how do we actually have that power.  I am 
going to support this. 
 
Rep. Magrum:  I think we should limit the amount of bills each legislature can put in and then 
they would have to pick bills that are really important so we could have a lot better legislation.   
If you have a good bill and the limit is five per legislature; if someone has a really good idea 
they can find somebody who only has three good ideas and spread them around. 
 
Rep. Rick Becker: The expansion of government is not just one day.  It is a continuous 
progression.  We expanded it by two days beginning by not counting cross over.  These days 
keep adding up.  This doesn’t say one day. Why not just do our work and get it done according 
to the constitution instead of our unwillingness to look for efficiencies. 
 
Chairman K. Koppelman: I don’t think our focus should be on whether we are expanding 
government here or not.  There is nothing against the law to do this now.  If we would look at 
the growth of our government in our state since statehood and look at the different branches, 
I think it would be a pretty remarkable study.  How much has the judiciary, legislative 
expanded? I try to look at the constitutional question here.  That is separations of power and 
checks and balances.  It is the responsibility of the legislative branch to have a check and 
balance over the executive branch, just as it is the Governor’s responsibility to have check 
and balance over the legislature and that is exercising the veto.  The legislature has the right 
to override the veto and we essentially give that right up if we are up against our base.  We 
could make sure we could leave a few days for the session now.  There has never been a 
veto session.  We are two separate branches of government so there is a natural tension 
between the two.   
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Rep. Jones:  It would have to be within the 80 days.  
 
Roll Call Vote:    10   Yes     4    No     0    Absent    Carrier:  Rep. Satrom 
 
Closed. 
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