February 27, 1990 LR 233

advanced to General File. | do have conmittee amendments
pendi ng by the Governnment Conmittee, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair recogni zes Chai rman Baack.

SENATOR BAACK: Yes, Nr. Speaker and col |l eagues, the committee
amendments do three things on LR 233CA.  The first thi ng they do
is they say that the five-day organizational ' '
called for in LR 233 would st a¥t orciJ the first I\bn?jg§slj%nDeE:gr?t§ers
of even numbered years. The bill originally had called for them
to start on the 1st day of Decenber and had sonme | anguage
saying, well, unless that day fell on a Saturday or Sunday. Wi
just decided it would be much easier to say the first Nonday of"
cenber of the even nunbered years. The second change made by
the committee amendnents js jndealing with theterns of the
newy elected or the reelected senators in the 1992 el ection.
And it says that after the '92 election and the sessions, their
terms woul d begin on the first day of the organi zati onal session
in Decenber rather than on the beginning of the session in
January. And that was done because otherwise you would have
senators that had possibly peen defeated in the election,
possibly didn't run for reelection, would be participating in an
organi zational session that they would have nothing to do with
starting in January. And it also 'contains some | anguage t hat
says that there is a reference to Article Ill, Section 77 4ftpe
Constitution which would automatically shorten the ternms of the
eopl e who are in office at that point.
ﬁavg one nonth less in office thaﬁ t hey mouiré]eIYa\WeOlflwlt':\% uﬁ&éruatlll“llél
original Constitution. So this is to deal with that situation.
The other thing that the coomittee did was that the original
bill called for .two 60-days sessions. The conmittee anended
that to call for two 70-day sessions rather than 60-day
sessions, plus the five-day organi zational session. \at this
does in effect is it says that right now we have the 90 and ne
60-day sessions, we have 150daysover the twoyears. Tpis
woul d say that we would have two 70-day sessions, 140 days, plUs
a five-day organizational session, which would mean we would
have 145days instead of the 150 days that we have now. The
coomittee felt that the two 60-day sessions yere 0ssibly t 0o
short and that's why we anended 1t to 70-day SessiOns. e also
felt that there is a better possibility of the voters passing an
issue like this, if we would agree to | essen the nunber of davs
that the Legislature is in session. | know some people %el
safer when we' re out of session than when we' re in gagsion so
we thought we would |essen those number. ..the number of . days
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