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Japha*y 10, 1979
TOs Senator Richard Pierce

Chairman, Legislative Council

the Rule Sunset Law

FPor the Subcommittee :
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’ Senator Jonn Chapman

Sutcommittee members
Senator John Cnapman
Representative George Carroll
Rapresentative Elizabeth Mitchail
Repressentative Mary Najarian
Representative Sandra Prescb_

a/ Pepresentative lMary Najarian was appointed to take the place
r2 SLgned from the Sena

of Senator Matthew Levine, who

t ©o the Legislative Council by a Subcomm
W

3
[

its June 14, 1978 meeting, the Legislative Council approved

At
a =Zotion a ltﬂOLlZlng abp01npmenu 0of a Subcommittee to study cer-
tain potential issues concerning the Rules Sunset Law (5 MRSA
Chzoptar 377). Attached is the report of the Subcommittee
pointed pursuant to that motion.
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- January 10, 1979

REPORT TO THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL BY A SUBCOMMiTTEE
TO REVIEW THE RULE SUNSET
LAW (5 MRSA CHAPTER 377)

Subcomnittee members:

Senator John Chapman
Representative George Carroll
Representative Elizabeth Mitchell
Representative Maryv Najarian a/
Representative Sandra Prescott

a/ Representative Mary Majarian was appointed to take the place
of Senator Matthew Levine, who resigned from the Senate.
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BACXKGROUND

The 108th Legislature enaczzd a law to establish a "sunset"
procedure for the rules of State agencies--the text of that law,
5 MRSA Chapter 377, is at Appencix 1. Several potential issues
in the applications of that Law wa2re called to the attention of
the Legislative Council by Legis_ztive Assistants Coordinator _
Helen Ginder (see Appendix 2 for *ext of a memo listing the
potential issues). At its June 14, 1978 meeting, the Legisla-
tive Council approved a motion auzthorizing appointment of a sub-
committee to make recommendations to resolve those issues (see
Appendix 3 for minutes of the Council meeting containing text of

motion).

This document is the report of the subcommittee appointed
pursuant to that motion. It was prepared aiter several work
sessions, which included discussions with members of the
A*“O*ne[ General's and Secretary of State's offices, and legis-

ative staff.

ISSUZS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Below are discussed the 9 issues listed in the Appendix 2
mero, and the subcommittee's reccmmendations.

ISSUE 1--"Should one or morz Joint Standing Committees carry
cut rules review; or should a new rules review committee be es-
+zhliished; or both?”

[N

The subcommittee considered several committee arrangements
Zor reviewing rules, including: (1) establishing a new committee
t2 review all rules; (2) supplmruut ng that new committee from
time to time with several members from each of the existing com-
mittees as rules are reviewed which concern subject matter nor-
mally reviewed by the committee; and (3) establishing 3 or 4 new
committees to review rules, each 0of the new committees to be re-
sponsible for a broad range of trograms such as humen relations,
business and economics, and gensral government.

Recommendation l--The commiztee review of rules required by
the rules sunset law shall be dcne pv the exilsting joint stand-
ing committees, with jurisdicticn ovaer a particular rule determined
by jurisdiction over the statuts wnhich authorizes the rule.

Under this recommendation, zl) committees will review rules,
with, for example, the Agriculturs Committee reviewing rules
promulgated under the authority < agricultural laws; the Marine
Resources Committee reviewing lzws promulgated under the
marine resources law; and so on.

v
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The advantages of review b» all existing committees are:
1. The expertise cdevz_
vailable for rule ravis
quiring detailed know_=

coed by committﬂes will be a-
which 1s a process often re-
£ a particular subject

2. The very substanrztizl workload expectad Ifrom review
will be spread over &l committees



3. This arrangement will avoid potential conflicts
between the current committees and a new
rule review committee over the advisability of con-
tinuing, modifying, or terminating policies and acts of
executive agencies.
ISSUES 2,3,5,7, and 8--These issues are closely related,
involving the administration of the review activity:

"2, A formal procedure and time limitation for rules re-
view must be established."

"3. A schedule for implementing the Sunset Provision of
the Maine Law must be established. Is the sunset provision
as written suitable and sufficient for the purpose?”

"5. %¥When shall the Committee(s) meet (session or interim):
a regular schedule must be established."”

"7. Necessity for public hearings on both?"

"8, The number of additional staff necessary to assist the
Committee(s) in the foregoing."

ar as they are consistent with the statute, the com-
cedures for rule review should be identical to the

for review of Bills. Public hearings are required
ry rule reviewed (5 MRSA §11105).

i .

It is too early to establish a detailed schedule for review.
tatute requires every executive agency to submit to the Legis-
e a current, complete set of its rules in effect January 1,

The statute further requires the assignment of these
rules to committees for review over several succeeding vyears, and
anactment of a statute containing expiration dates foxr each
rule. The assignment of rules for review and development of a
schedule of expiration dates cannot be completad until all rules have
been received by the Legislature, which is expzcted to be in
late January, 1979. Both processes--assignment for review and
development of expiration schedule--will reguire a considerable
amount of work during the first part of 18979, to be completed
in time for Legislative enactment,

Recommendation 2--A new legislative assistant shall be hired
in January, 1979 to provide the starf work neeced initially to
estaplish sunset review and later to assist standlng commltiees
as they review rules. The Subcommittee to Revliew tne rule Hun-
set Law shall be reappointed for the 109th Legislature to sup=ar-
vise and assist with implementation of the Act in 1979. Tne
Subcommittee shall bhe terminated as soon as 1t 1s apparent that
the review procedure 1s well underway, but not later than Seo~
tember, 1979.

The bulk of the staff work necessary for the rules sunset
law should be provided by the Office of Legislative Assistants,
which currently provides staff assistance to the Joint Standing
Committees. However, an additional member for that office is
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clearly needed, because the additional responsibility for rules
review will impose substantial additional ,

work. This work will consist initially in reviewing all rules
and assisting in the scheduling of their expiration and assign-
ing their review to Committees. Subsequently, the work will be
in the form of assistance to Committees as they review rules. It
may be that more than one person will eventually be needed to
accommodate the additional workload..--it is not clear how much
new work will be generated, But the Subcommittee is certain- that
at least one additional person will be needed.

The Subcommittee recommends its own reappointment as a Sub-
committee of the 109th Legislature to help implement the Act.
Such supervision and assistance will especially be needed early
in 1979 as joint committees’ review responsibility is assigned; ex-
iration dates are developed; and the bill containing rule ex-
th dates is written, heard, and debated. All current mem-
wish to serve on the new Subcommittee.

ISSUES 4 and 6--These issues suggest certain basic changes
in Rule Review:

LAY
x

. What powers shall the committee(s) have: suspension,
suggestion, proposed legislation?"

"6, Is review of rules only after they are formally adopted
efficient and advisable or should proposed rules be reviewed
prospectively? ({amendment necessary) which should be given
priority?".

Recommendation 3--The Subcommittee recommends no changes in
tz= statutory power given to the jolnt standing committeaes in the
ri1ies sunset law.

Under the law, the committees have the power only to rec-
ommend to the Legislature whether a particular rule be continued,
modified, or terminated. The Subcommittee has legal advice that
to give to committees the power to suspend or delay the effec-
tive date of a rule may require a Constitutional amendment.

Expanding review to include review before a rule is enacted
is inadvisable at this time. As a practical matter, such authorityv
exists in a different form: the Administrative Procedure Act
requires a public notice of intent to adopt rules, and the Legis-
lative Council has the power to give to a standing comuittee the
power to review a proposed rule, and to make recommendations about
the rule to the Legislature (but not to suspend or delay the effec-—
tive date of the rule).

ISSUE 9--"Estimated expenditure for financing the Committee(s)
meetings, hearings notice mail, etc..”

The cost for committee mestings and associated costs for
the rule review program for the next biennium cannot be calculated
until the review schedule (discussed above) is adopted.



OTHER ISSUES~-In its work the Subcommittee came upon two
other problems.

First is the problem of indexing and codifying the rules of
State agencies.

The Administrative Procedure Act requires that every rule
be filed with the Secretary of State, in a form that he prescribes
(5 MRSA §8056). The requirement for identification and filing of
all State agency rules in one place is laudible. It does not go
far enough, however, to assist in identifying and referring to
rules. For example, rules affecting the disposal of waste water
may be found in 3 or 4 State agencies. Yet, there is no index
for the public to use to determine whlch agencies may have such
rulss. s

Further, reference to rules may become very cumbersone in-
the absence of a State-wide system of codification. For example,
the rule sunset law requires the assignment by joint order of
rzl=s to committees for review and passage of a Statute listing
exgiration schedules for rules. In the absence of some form of
ccdification, it may be necessary to refer to each rule by title
¢r oremulgating agency, rather than by some short, simple form
2 reference, such as chapter and section.

Clearly, both for better public access and for ease of ref-
erznce and use, 1t would be very useful to have a uniform codifi-
cacion of the rules and an index . Codification and

infexing will require statutory authority and an approoriation.

is likely that the indexing effort will take about 1 man-vear
time initially to devise an indexing scheme and index the
rules, and that the subsequent keeping current of the index will
reguire only a part-time effort.

0
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Recommendation 4--Statutory authority shall be given to the
Secretary of State to codifv; edit cooperatively with the promul-
gating agency; and index all rules. an appropriation for 1 vro-
"Lessional man-vear shall be made tror flscal 1979-1980 for tnis

EHIEOSE. '

Saecond, two technical amendments to the Rule Review and Ad-
ministrative Procedure Act ought to be enacted. Specifically:

1. Language should be enacted clarifying that agencies are
required to file with the Secretary of State in a form he
prescribes both new rules, as they are adopted, and existing
rules, so that the Secretary will have a complete set of
rules available for the public, and for codifying and in-
dexing. The Law as written 1s not clear as to whether a-
gencies must submit to the Secretary copies of existing
rules (see 5 MRSA §8056)

2. 5 MRSA §11104, 4th paragraph pronibits the termination
and re-promulgation of a rule where the purpose 1s simply
to avoid the automatic termination provision of the ruiles
Sunset Law, That paragraph should be amended to prohibit.



adoption of new rules and amendment of existing rules (in
addition to their termination) in such a way as to avoid re-
view and termination. For example, the law as written
propably would permit an agency to amend a rule just before
its scheduled expiration, thereby creating a "new" rule which
could exist for an additional 5 years and avoiding expira-
tion of the old rule. An amendment to the Law might require
that amendments to rules made within a specified time prior
to expiration not be considered the adoption of a new rule
for purposes of the Act.

Recommendation 5--Technical changes shall be made in the
atutes to (a) clarify responsibility of agencies to file copies .
existing rules with the Secretary of State and (b) strengthen

ohibitions on certain agency acts taken to avoid automatic ex-

Vot

iration of rules.
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SUMMARY OF SUBCOMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

RECOMMENDATION - ACTION REQUIRED COST
Recamendation l-—Committee sunset review

of rules to ke dane by all joint stand- _

ing Camuittees New Joint Rule(s),

Recamendation 2--Additional Iegislative

s.su_nr to staff rule rsview functian,

ginning January, 1979 Tegislative
Council approval
and appropriaticn,

Fﬁ“ﬁ

Continus Subcanmmittee to Review Rule
Sunsst Law Tlegislative
) : Council appointment.

Recomandation 3--No change in statutory
Cers Cf s:anc__g camittees in rules
unssh law : --Nane

Pecomendaticon 4—Authority for Secretary

CI SI=t= to nire a peracn for 1 year to :

12 yules Statutory authority
and appropriation,

F=comrendation S5—~-Technical changes in

stzzuas o clarify agency rule filing re-

spensibility and strengthen pranibiticns

acainst acticns to avoid autamatic ter-

miration of rules -Statutory avthority,

Depends on number «
rules and review
schedule adopted.

FY 1978-79 $8680
FY 1979-80 $16 448
FY 1980-81 $16,443

Ne.

Nane,

FY 1979-80 $16,943

None,



APPENDIX 1

TEXT OF THE STATE AGENCY
RULE SUNSET LAW (5 MRSA CHAPTER 337)
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ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES D §11102

CHAPTER 377
STATE AGENCY RULmS

Neaw Sectlons hew Sections

11101 Statement of intant, ® - 11105, Administering and othar sgen-
11102, Deliniziona. cies to cooperate,

11103, Assignment of rules to standing 11107. Legislative Administra.tive Di-
commitieas, ractor to coonarate.
11124, Automatic explration of rules,. . 11108,

Savings clause,

11105, Jolnt legislative committee re-
visw of rules,

.

§ 11101, Statement of intent ' o ot

The intent of this chapter is to institute a system which will require that
231 rules promulzated by any state agency of the Executive Department shall
automatically expire within a period of not to exceed 5 years, as set out in
this chapter, unless the rules are renewed by statute.

1977, ¢, €33, § 4, off. March 29, 1978

Amendments: ) ' Libra Reslerences T
—1377, Chapter 683 enacted this Acé;u#stmtna Law and Procadure

\...1;]\...;.

Darivation: C.J.S. Public Admmxstrativa Bodies
1377, c. 545, . and Procedumi
Former § 2391 of this title,

5 111082, Detfinitlons

As used in this chapter, unless Lhe context othecwise Indicates, the {ollow-
ing words shall have the following meanings,

f. Administering agency. “Administering ageucy” ror a rule shall menn
the state agency responsible for promulzating the rule, and shall include any
body of State Government authorized by law to adopt rules, iacluding, but
not limited to, every suthority, board, bureau, comrission, department or of-
ficer of the State Government so authorized; but the term shall not include
the Legisiature, the Governor, the courts, includinyg the Administrative Court,
the Uoiversity of Maine, the Maine daritime cudemy, school districts, spe-

cial purpose districts or municipalities, counties or other political subdirisions
ot the State.

2. Commities report. “Committee report” shall mean the report prepared

by a joiat starding committee pursuant to this chapter. At 2 minimum, the
report shall include the text of the rule and a brief de<cn’ptir~n of it; an
evaivation of the rule, treating the eriterin defined in subsection 3 and other
argements for and agalnst terminmution and the committee's recommendations
and the reasons therefor.

3. Criterfa. *Criteria” shall be the variables by which a joint standing

‘committee shall evalunte and recommend to tihe Legislature whether a rule

shall antomaticnlly terminate. At a minimum, the criteria shall icciede the

Inllowing:
A. Yhether the rule is coamsistent with and necessary to the iatent of
the legislation wrhich authorized its promulgation;
B. Are the effects of the rule suitable, tacluding its berefits and costs,
including costs of compliance and of admiaistration; and
C. Whether circumstances have changad since either the promulgation of
the rule or the passage of the legislation which zuthorized its promulga-
tioz, which changed circumstances may, in the joiot committee’s view,
suggest that o change be made in thag legislation or In the methods of
accomplisbing its purposes, Including the appropriatensss of using a rule
to accomplish that purpose.

4. Ruls. -

A. “Rule' means the whole or any part of every regulation, standard,
code, statement of policy, or other agescy statement of gerneral epplica-

345
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5 § 11102 ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES ’

bxhty, including the amendulent, suspension or repeal of any prior rule
that is or Is intended to be judicially enforceabls and {maplements, intee-
prets or makes specific the law administered by the agency, or describes
the procedures or practices of the a"ency
8. The term does not include:
{1) Policles or memoranda concernlng only the internal management
of an egeancy or the State Government and not judicially enforceadble;
" {2) Advisory rulings Issued under chapter 373, subehapter III 1
(3) Decisions issued in adjudicatory proceedings; or Lo :
{4) Any form, instructlon or explanatory staiement of pohc* “hxch
In itself is rot judicially enforceable and which Is ictended solely as
advice to assist persons in determining, exorcx:.mg or complymg with - .o
theu‘ legal rights, duties or privileges. . : -

5, Stapding commiitea, *“Standing committee” shall mean a jomt stzmdu:x'r - Y
:uttee- of the Legislature as identifled In the Joint Rules of the Legisla-
: t’:;;. e . - . . -

1077, ¢. 655, § 4, eIt Blarch 20, 1978 ) L :
1 3=ction 9001 of thls title: - . o ’

Amsndmants: . Derivatlon: C o .. -
—1377. Chapter $33 enacted thly sec- 1977, . 566, - [
oo, - - o Yormer § 2332 ot this title,

-

§ 11103, Assignmen! of rules to standing commiitess

ot later than September 1, 1978, every administering agency shall submit

1> the Legislature a copy of each rule promulgated by it which Is In effect
oz July 15, 1978, n list identifying each rule by title or descriptive phrase and
2 hrief description of each rule, including a reference to the Title and section
+]

tha lasy which s the suthority for the rule. Every ageacy shall submit to
islature on Jauvuary 1, 1970, any rules or amendments of rules adopt-
or July 15, 1975, and before January 1, 1979, ’

,Jagh rule in effect on January 1, 1979, or taking effect on a subsequent
daze, shall be nssizned by joint order of the Legislature to be reviewed by
& Joint standing committee of the Legislature, The ascigninent may be done
b7 identifring classes of rules on some reasonable basis, such as administering
organization, or object ot person regulated.

Every standing committee shall recommend to the Legislature an expiration
schedule for all rules in effect~on Junuary 1, 1979, which are assigned to it
purssuant to this section. The expiration schedule shall provide for the ex-
piration of every such rule not later than Januacy 1, 1934, The expiration
schedule shall, to the extent possible, schedule the expiration date of these
ruies so as to provide an equal workinad for commitiee review in each of the
5 years betweea January 1, 1979 aad January 1, 1934,

The Legislature skall approve by statute an expiration sckedule for cach
rule in effoct on January 1, 1979. The expiration schaduwle shall provide for
the expiration of every rule not later tnan January 1, 163+,

1977, c. 633, § 4, eff. March 29, 1978,

SFFW
h
H.L“ ‘
n'E

Amancmants: Library Rafsrsneces :
—1977. Chapter 6§33 enacted thla sec- Admintstative Law and Procelurs

tion. . . K fo=SU¥H

Derivation: L. C.5.S. Publie Ad::unlstmtlve Bodies

1377, < 5%¢. and Froczdure §
Former § 2303 of this title, .

§ {itpd. Automatic expiration of rulss .
Every rule in e2fect on Jaruary 1, 1979, shall expire January 1, 1054, unless
terminated earlier by the administering agency or by statute, :
Every rule taking eiffect after January 1, 1379, shall expire on January 1st
of the 5th year of its operatlon uniess terminated earlier by the administering
agency or by statute.

246
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ADMINISTRATIVE PrROCEDURES O § 11107

Any rule shall continue in effect for 3 years past its expiration date, or for
a shorter period specilied by statute, when its continuation is authorized by
law. c -

No rule shall be termicated and promulgated again in the same ovr similar
form, or with the same or similar purpose or effect, where the-purpose or ef-
fect of the termination and promulgation is to avoid automatic or statutory
termination of the rile. The Attorney General shall sue to stop the promulga-
tion, : - .

A grace period shall extend for a period of one year past the expiration date
of each rule. During thut period the adrinistering agency Is autborized to
conduct any reasonable activities, including the obligation and expenditure of
funds, which are necessary to terminate the rule as expeditiously as possible
while minimizing dny adverse effects on the public. The administering agency
shall give timely seritten notice, In advance of the grace period, to the Legisla-
tive Administrative Director of the details of any planned grace period.

1977, c. 6S3, § 4, eff. March 20, 1072 ’ '
Amendmanta:

. . LIbrary Refer=nces
“-1977. Chapter §33 enacted this sec- Admin!itrative Law and Procedure
on.

E&o422.
Derivation: C.1.S. Public Admlinistrative Bodies

1977, ¢. 5§88, N . and Procedura § 107.
Formear 3 2504 of this title,

£ i{iQS. Joint tegislative committes raview of rulas - °

A jolnt standing committee shall bold a public hearing on every rule as-
sicned to it for review under section 11103, At least 7 days and not more than
21 days Lefore public hearing, the committee shall publish notice in a news-
papar of general circulation in the area of the State affected. Notice shall
refer to the statutory authority under which the rule was adopted, Identily
the rule by title or brief descriptive phrase, deseribe the purpose of the hear-
Ing and state the time and pluce of the pubiec hearing and the manner in
which oral or writfen testimony muy be submltted. . .

A committee report shall be submitted to the Legislature for each rule re-
viewed, Any members of the joint standing committee shall have the op-
portunity to prepare a minority report, which shall be made a part of the
committee repoct.” ‘

1077, c. 833, 8 4, efi. March 29, 1978.

Amendmants: Derivation:

~~1977, Chapter §33 enacted this sec- 1977, ¢. 5865.

tion, Former § 2303 of this titla.

% 111068, Admipistering and other agencles to cooperate )

All state ageucies shall ccoperate in the coeduct of this chapter. This
cooperation shall iactude, but not be limited to, the providing of iaformation,
assistance, including evaluation, and advice to the joint standing committees,
as Is requested. ’

1977, ¢. 683, § £, eff. March 20, 197S. . ’

Amendmeanis: Derivatlon:
~1377, Chapter 6§33 enactad this sec- 1377, c. 556.

tion, Former 4 23508 of this title.

§ 11107, Leglsiative Admlnistrative Direclor to cooperata

The TLeglslative Administrative Director shall determine the nmount of staff
and other support required for the purposes of this chapter, and shall provide
it, subject to the approval of the Legislative Council. The director shall sub-
mit a written evaluation of the operution of this chapter from tim= to time,
but not less often than February 1st of the even-numbered years.

1077, c. 633, § 4, eif. March 29, 1978. : T

Amendmeniy: Derivatlan:
u-——-$97‘:’. Chapter 683 enacted thils sec- 1977, c. 685,
oun.

Former § 25307 ol this tite,
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5 § 11108 ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES

§ 1108, Savings clause

The provisions of this chapter shall not apply to any rule where the applica-
tlon would prevent the administering agency or acother state agency from
participating in any cash or in-kind grant-ln-aid program of the Federal
Government. The Legislature may, by statute, suspend the operation of this
section for such a rule. . )

Each administering ageuncy shall conduct a oan.tinulng review of Its rules
and Is participation in federal grant-in-aid programs to determine whether
participation will be affected by this chapter. Each agency shall give time-
Iy notification, In writing, to the Legislature of the nature of the effect.

1677, e 683, § 4, eff. March 29, 1978,

Amzndmenis: Library Referencas

-—i377. Chapter 573 enactsad this Statutes C=54(0). .
chaztarn, C.J.S. Statutes § 95 et s2q.
Derivztion? ' : ’

LETT. o 538 .

32

Former § 2503 of thls title.



APPENDIX 2

MEMO FROM HELEN GINDER, COORDINATOR,
LEGISLATIVE ASSISTANTS, TO THE
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL, IDENTIFYING
POTENTIAL ISSUES IN RULES SUNSET
LAW (DATED JUNE 12, 1978)



//;;' o Inter-Departmental Memorandum  pae 280% 14, 1978

VT? Legislative Council

Depe.
Fram Helen Gindex, Coordinator DwéLegislative Assistants
Tt Maine's Agency Rules Lasw
Subisce ;
Meeting On May 2, 1978 Legislators and Staff took part in a

seminar provided by thne Natlional Conference of State
Legislatures on Maine's Agency Rules Law, $ MRSA § L1101
i et seq., a list of attendees is attached. -

Issusas Since many issues were raised and much information pra—
Raized vided it was recommendaed by Representative Willjiam
I Garsoz2 that a committes be established to meet this

- _ summer ,including those legislators attending and
L assisted by the staff,to raview our law ' and other
A partinent legislation.

o . Some of the issues raised and commanted on are:

o , -~ S ' C

Commitze=(s) .X. Should one or rore Joint Standing Commitices

carry out rules review; or

Should a new rules review committea be established;

or both? LT — R 4 - -
Przcedure 2. A formal procedirg and timz limitation for rules
rreview must be establisnad.- '
. Schadule. . ..3.. A schedule for implemanting the Sunset Provision
of the Maine Law nust be establishad. Is the
e .. sunset provision as written suiteble and suffi-
cient for the purpose?
Powers 4. Vhat powers shall the committee(s) have: sus-
pension, suggestion, proposed legislation?
Maetings 5. Whaen shall the Commititeza(s) weet (session or in-—
terim); a regular schedule must ba established.
Adopted 6. Is review of rules only after they are formally
vs adopted efficient and advisable or should pro-
Proposad ‘posad rules be reviewed prospactively? (amand-
rules ment nacessary) which should be given priority?
learings 7. Necassity for public hesarings on both? h
tafs 8. The number of additional staff necessary to
Support ‘ assist the Committze(s) in the foregoing.
Cost 9. Estimatad expanditurs for financing tha Com-—
mitte=({s) me2etings, hearings noclice mail, etc..



MALMNE rPAOGEAL U

REGULATION REVIEW
May 2, 1978

NAME TITLE

Christine Holden Legislative Staff

John R. Selser Legislative Staff

. John Bailey Legislative Sta:if

Jon Hull Legislative Staff

Barbara Gottschalk Legislative Finapce Office Staff
Peter Schawindt Tegislative Stasf

Senztor Walter W. Hichnens

Elizabsth Mitchell

Judy C. Xany

Bill Brown

Edward C. Kelleher-Bangor

Miller
Jomz D. Chapran
Carzoll Webb

BilL Garsoe
2crge Carrxoll

Bob Clarke

Bonnie D. Post

Leon Simpson
David Buger

Co—chairman Agrlcu_tu_e Commlttee
Member Human Services & Local and
County Government Committees '
House Member ‘

House Membex

Legislative Staft

Youse liembher

Legislative Staff

Legislative Staff

Legislative Staff Coordinator
Secretary of State’s Office
Lagislative Staff

House Member - lamber Health & Insti-
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APPENDIX 3

PAGE 5 MINUTES OF JUNE 14, 1978
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL MEETING,
. CONTAINING MOTIONS WHICH
AUTHORIZED CREATION OF A SUBCOMMITTE
TO RECOMMEND ON POTENTIAL ISSUES IN RULES SUNSET
LAW



< Draft Probate Code llearings. Rep. Martin advised that the
.Ciary Committee submitted a request to hold four public hear-
ngs regarding the probate code. He related that these mectings

“arc scheduled for Aroostook County, Bangor, Lewiston and Portland.
MOT1ON

Rep. Tierney moved that the Council approve the request by

the Judiciary Committce for four public hearings on the pro-

bate code as requested.,

The motion was scconded by Sen. Conley.and carried.

At this time the Council took up Item #4,.

#4 - Federal Fund Transfers. Ronald Lord distributed a memo
4hich would acquaint the members with a technical problem that may
come u3 this fall concerning the budgeting of State expenditures
of fedcral funds. The memo refers to transfers from the General
Fund Account to the Federul Account which permit timely expenditures
from th=s Federal Account and which are later reimbursed by the
federal gzovernment. Mr. Lord explained that the memo points out
that tszchnically some of the advances we have to make in this year’'s
budg=zz could be interpreted as transfers. He requested approval of
the Tzuncil that these transfers be allowed for the 1978-79 year

only, stating that instead of these transfers coming to the Councll,
the Finance O0ffice. will review them with the Council's approval and
woae not rtclated to the federal fund would comc to the Council

Sen. Sewall moved to approve the recommendation of the Finance
Officer on the transfer of federal funds.

The motion was scconded by Sen. Conley and carricd.

At this rime the Council took up the report of the Legislutive
Assistants Coordinator.

/y’” Legislative Assistunts Coordinator - Helen Ginder prescnted a
list of those who attended the scminar on Regulation Review. She
advisced that Rep. Garsoc had attended the meetings and that he sup-
gested a committece be comprised of some of thosc who attended the
seminar to make recommendations to the Council resolving some of
those rcvisions

MOTION
Rep. Ticrney moved that a subcommittee of S5, to be sclevted

‘gxwthc Council! Chobepans rom thosce who attended the Regula-
tion Review Seminar, be assigned to work on revisians.

The motion was scconded by Sen. Huber and carried.



