October 25, 1976

REPORT TO THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE OF THE
COMMITTELE ON PERSONAL RIGHTS AND NATURAL RESOURCES

Subject: COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION NO. 3:
Initiative,- ‘Referendum and-Recall

The Cbmmittee recommends that the Committee of the
Whole adopt in principle the constitutional provision attached
hereto with respect to initiative, referendum and recall.

The Cbmmittee considered these;matters ;Ggether
With,eligibilit? to vote and election procedures and recommends
fhat there be a%separafe constitutional. article dealing with

L § ‘ !
initiative, referendum and retall, but that all three of -

Iy !
these mcans of direct citizen participation in govermuént

be provided for in one article..

The reasons for the Committee's recommendation

. are set out below. ' ‘.

Sectibn 1: Initiative. Thé initiative is the -

means by which thp voters can enact legislation directly.

The'Committee b%lieves that the initiative is an important
check on the Legislature. If the Legislature fails to enact
a law that the voters want to have . enacted, the-voters should
have a method of enacting that law d1rect1y, without haltlng
for the Leglslakure to act or for the next general election 1
to elect 1eg1slators who will act. The Committee be11eves
that this power should be reserved to the people, and that a

H

Constltutlonal provision is the approprlate way to accomplish

[ 4

this obJectlve.

-
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Subs@ction (al: The provision recommended by
“the Committee ﬁs.a simpl% one. It require% only that the
initiative petltlon state the full text of the law to be
enacted and thpt it be signed by at least twenty percent
of the quallerd voters in the Commqnwealth.

The tomﬂitt;e recommends that the full text of
the proposed law be stated in thé petition so that those
who sign the petition will know precisely what they are
suppor£ing. '

The'kommittee recommends that'a petitioﬁ'ﬁe
required to bq signed by tﬁenty percent of the qualified
voters in the\Commonwealth fqr two reasons: (1) Initiative
| petitions ahOddd be put on thc ballot only if they haYe'a
reasonabie cnance of passing. If av least twenty perc;nt
of the qualified voters sign.fhe pétition, that is an '
indication thit the proposed law ha; a reasonable chance
of passing whem it is put to the voters. (2) There'is a
relatlvely smmll number of quallfled voters in the Northern.
Mariana Islanis at the present time and these voters are '
conCehfrated ﬂn relatively small geographic areas. There-
fore, it is nut unreasonable or unduly burdensome to requlre

those who wou]d propose leglslatlon by this method to get

the support of at least twenty percent of the votcrs befote
‘ -

the matter isjput on the ballqt. ’ . i

-
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o~ The Conmittee shecified a percentage of the

dualified<voter£ rather than a specific number of qualified
voters (such as| 500 or 1,000) so that the Constitution can
be flexible and apply with the same force as the population
grows.' If the Commit{ee had required that petitions be
signed by 1,000 qualified voters, that would be about 17%

of tbe.qualifiei voters at present, but as the number of
q;alified voters increased (through increases in the popula-
tion) that requirement of 1,000 signatureés would represent

a decreasing, and therefore less stringent, percentage of

tﬁe total numbe% of qualified voters.

The C?mmittee specified a base of the total number
of quaiified vo%ers réther than the total nunmber of votﬁs
cast in some p?%vious election or the total number of persons
of voting age iﬁ order to apply the same requirement to all
initiative peti#ions and to relate the requirement to those
who actually co?ld vote. 1If the numbéf of votes cast in a

previous election were used as a base, and that election

happened. to have a very small voter turnout, then it would

be relatively easy to get the required number of signatures
on the petition. Then in the follbwiﬁg year, if there was
a hotly contested election and the voter turnout was very:
large, getting qhe required number of signatures on the #
petition would Qe much more difficult. If the requirement

were based on tHe number of persons of voting age.it might

L 4
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.be unrealistic|/ Not cvefvone of voting age will be eligible
b Y * ‘

to vote. If tﬂe Legislature requires registration, for

example, a per#on who is not registered cannot vote, even
though he is of voting age. Requiring signatures from
twentf percentiof Ihe;persons of voting age might be the
same as requiring twenty-five:or thirty percent of the
personé actualﬂy qualified to vote. The committee believes
fﬂaf.such a reﬁuiremenn would be too stringent.

I /,
The qommittee considered a requirement that an
‘ -~ .

initiative petﬂtion be signed by twepty percent of the
qualified vote#s in each chartered municipality rather than
twenty percentiof the qualifiﬁd voters in the Commonweal;h.

This would ensure that no legislation could be pTOPOSeQ'by
means of the i#itiative withoqt significant voter support

in Rota and Tinian. The Commiffee %bjected this apéroach d
because the tw%nty percent requirement is only applicable
to putting an ﬂnitiative proposal on the ballot. After
being put on tHe‘ballot, the proposal must be approved by

a majority of the votes cast. The Committee believes that

the requirement for the signatures of twenty percent of the

Commonwealth vdters is sufficient ' protection against abuse

I
L d

of the initiative. - .

fSubsection (b): This section provides a ,
| .

mechanism for verifying that the signatures on the petition
actually are of persons who are qualified to vote and that
the number of éignatures is at least“twenty percent of

|

|
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«those qua]ifioﬁ.to vote. This subsection (together with
subsections (cb'and (d)) makes this Constitutional provision
self-executinga It docs not require any action by the
Legislature, and it directs the Executive Branch to;fake
certain action&. “Thfé ensures that therc will be no inter-
ference with the people's right“fo use the initiative.

' Subsection (c): This section specifies when

the petition will be submitted to the voters. The next
general”electibn was,specified becapse if is less costly to
the Commdnwealkh government than“usiﬁg speaial eiectians.
Waiting forithe next general election may result in some .

delay before an initiative péiition can be submitted to the
voteis (for example, an initiative petition that was cempleted
E J

in January wouﬁa have to wait for gbe next general election.
in the followi%g November), however this delay would never
be for more th@n a year and that length of time did not seem
inappropriat;‘ﬁo have legislation pending. Moreover, pro-
viding that iﬁﬁtéative petitions be considered at the next
regular generah election permits the voters to decide on

all of the promosals that have been made in the preceding

year.

\Subsectlon (d): This section specifies when

" .

the new law thmt has been approved by the voters w111 gt
into effect. Jf the pctltlon is successful, the new law
will become efKectlvc 30 days after the election. There

may be spec1a1}c1rcumstances when the supporters'bf the
|

*y
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petition will .want the now law to come inte -cffect in a

shorter or lonﬁer time. This provision permits the pectition
|

to state when it will come into effect to take account of

such special circumstances. In these cases, the voters

will be approving hot"only the substance of the new law

but its proposed effective date as well.

Sectjon 2: Referendum. The Committee believes
that the referéndum should be available to the people to
reject a law passed by the Legislature that is not:a;;eptable.
This is also an important check on the powef of the Legisla-
fure. The provision for the referendum is constructed in

PR .~
the same fashi?n as the provi%ion for the initiative.

'Subsecticen {2): The basic provision is.,yvery

simple. It re@uires that the-petition set out the full text

of the law tha# is sought to be rejécted so that the persons

who are signing the petition know precisely what they are

+

supporting. IF also requires that the petition be signed
by at least tw%nty percent of the qualified voters within‘
Ehe:Commonweal#h. The reasons for the Committee's choice
in this regard are the same as are stated above with respect

to the initiative.

The bommittee considered the problem that legi;ia-
tion to be challenged by a reférendum petition could continue
in effect duriﬁg the time the bétitign was being circulated
and prior to tPe next regular generé%‘election. " The Committce

. | e s . s
considered proW1d1ng that no legislation would go into effect




e

44

~J
t

:for a period pf 90 days during which referendum petitions
could be circu#ated. If the petition werce completed success-
fully within 9¢ days) the legislation would be suspended
until the eleciion. The Committee rejected this approach
becéuse it rep#esqpts“a substantial interference with the
legislative pr&ces§ and because the adverse impact of having
legislation inEeffect during the time before the voters
decided on theireferendum petition was not sufficient to

*

justify this substantial interference.

| -._.

%Subsections (b)(c) and (d): This section

also includes ﬂrOVisions that are intended to make this

! ,
section self-executing. No a¥%tion by the Legislature wi;l

-be necessary and the Ixecutive Branch is dirvcted to teke

certain actiong. This will minimize interference by the

I . . ",
government wit& the use of the refeféndum_by the pecople.
These provisioﬁs are the same as those for initiative, and
the Committee"; reasons for recommending them are the same
as fhose set. out ‘above under the explanation of the

Committee's recommendations on the initiative.

~ Section 3: Recall. The Committee believes that

. the recall should be available to-the people tq remove from

office an elected official who has some length of time left

in his term of loffice but who has not acted properly. The -
| ¥ ] -

Committce recommends that the recall apply to all elected

officials. Thfs would include elected official; in all

4,

"
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Jbranches of the Commonwealth Government --- Exccutive Branch,
Legislative Branch, Judicial Branch (if any), and ‘Washington
|
| N .
Representativei-- and all local government officials.

Subséction (2a): This section requires that

.the petition i%enbiffyprecisely the elected official that
is sought to bé removed and that it be signed by forty

|
percent of the |qualified voters.

The provision requires that an official be

identified by name and office so that there will be no con-

fusion as to the person who is sought to be removed. The

provision does;not requiré that the petition state any
reasons for reﬁovéi. The Corffiittee believes that removal
|

by the votersishouié'be as unlimited as is election by the

|
voters. This.is different from impeachment. In that case,

only the iegis#ature acts to remove an official of the

: executiﬁe branch, and it is appropriate to require that
specific chafg%s of criminal condugt'or improper conduct
in.office be.ﬁ4d? and proved before the official can be
removgd, ~The ‘ommittee recognizes that it may be desirable
at some time iq the future to require thaf:referendum
petitions stat% reasons for removal and therefore has given

LI

|
the power to tqe legislature to so provide.
The provision requires that referendum petitions r
be signed by forty percent of the qualified voters in the

Commonwealth. |The Committee considered a range .of percentage




AR

from fifteen ﬁetcent to fifty percent. The Committee decided

on a requircment of forty percent for three reasons: (1) recall

is a very sensitive matter becausc it involves a challenge tg a

|
duly elected official_.and therefore the petition should re-
quire the signatpre; of a higher,pércentage of the qualified

voters than for! initiative or referendum which involve only
1

legislation; (2) recall is a significant protection for the
voters against hmproper or ineffective cpnduct in office

and therefore it shouid not be made so difficult té‘éet a
recall proposaliin the ballot that this protection is'lost;
and (3) the foriy percent reqqlrement applies only to puttlng

\
proposals in thb b llot -- no official can be removed

L]
unless a maJorlty of the voters voting in the election agree

. - '

that he should:be removed. ‘

The number of signétures necessary for a recall
I ’
petition is a.percentage of the total number of persons

m_\

qualified to Vote for the office from which the elected
official is sought to be removed. Thus, if the office is one

such as the gov#rnor for whom all voters in the Commonwealth

are eligible to}vote,then forty percent of all voters must

sign the recall petition in order for it to be presented .

-
-

to the voters at an election. Similarly, if a local
.

e _ , , -
government offi#ial is sought to be removed, only forty ’

percent of the Fotal number of local voters who are eligible
to vote for thai local official would-be requireé(

~

& .
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executing provi
mending them at

initiative and

Legislature to
that it cannot
The Committee's
guard against P
permit some- fle

constitutional

limitations on

- Legislature can provide, for example, that the recall

cannot be used

six months in office, or that a recall can be used against a

particular publ

10

Subscctions (b)(c)'and (d):- - These are self-

sions and the Comnmittee's reasons for recom-
e the same as stated above with respect to
referendun.

Subsection (e): This' subsection permits the

take certain actions with respect to recall
take with respect to initiative or referendunm.

reasons for including this provision were to

)ossible abuses of the recall device and to

xibility to change without the need of a
amendment. The Legislature may provide

the use of thé%recallQ This means that the

*,
against a public official during his first

ic :official only once each year. This would

Prevent harassment by a minority group in subjecting the
\ L i

public official

This |

requiré that tJ

petition, Mani
requirement so
charges that ar

This
specify that re

at special clec

‘provision also permits the Legislature to

to continuous recall elections.

provision also permits the Legislature to
e grounds for the recall be stated in the

jurisdictions that use the recall have this

-®

that the public official can answer the

e made against him. ’

L4

call petitions will be submitted to the voters

tions. Because of the great damage that

e
7
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- .. -
can be done to|the public interest by a corrupt or other-

wise incapabléipublic official, the Committee felt that it

might be bette* to permit a recall petition to be considered

by the voters immedlatel), rather than waiting for the next

general electhn

.Th;s provision gives the Leglslature

the fleklbllltY to so provide.

Rciﬁectfully submitted,

ilome. (. (?%iléi;L

Felipe/Q. Atalig, Chw}kman
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October 23, 1976

REPORT| TO THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE OF THE
COMMITTEE ON PERSONAL RIGHTS AND NATURAL RESOURCES

Subject: COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION NO. 3:
' Initiatiye,*Referendum and Recall

The Committee recomﬁends that the Commitfée of the
Whole adopt in| principle the constitutional provision attached
hereto with respect to initiative, referendum and recall.

‘The Committee considered'thesé'matters together
with eligibility té vote and elecfion procedures and recommends
that there be a separate constitutional article dealing with
initiative, referendum and r;tall, but that all three of.
these means of direct citizen participation in governméht
be provided fo} in one article: .

The reasons for the Committee's recommendation

are set out below. !

Section 1; Initiative. The initiative is the’

means by which| the voters can enact legislation directly.

The Committee beiieves that the initiative is an important

" check 6n‘the L%gislature. If the Legislature fails to enact

a law that the\voters want to havé eﬁacted, the voters should
have a method Lf enacting that law directly, without waiéing

for the Legiletdfe to act or for the next general elect}on}

to elect legislators who will act. The Committee believes -
that this powe# should be reserved to the people, and that a

Constitutional provision is the appropriate way to accomplish

this objective, . .

178
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Subsection (a): The provision recommended by

the Committee ig a simple one. It requiree only that the
initiative peti&ion state the full text of the law to be
enacted and that it be signed by at least twenty percent
of the quallfleﬂ woters in the Commonwealth

The Cbmmlttee recommends that the full text of
the proposed lam be stated in the petition so that those
who sign the pe%ition will know precisely what they are

supporting. i )

The Cmeittee recommends that a petition be’

required to be %igned by twenty percent of the qualified
voters in the Cbmmonwealth fo% two reasons: (1) Initiative
petitions shoulh be ﬁut on the ballot only if they have a
reasonable chenke of passing. If at least twenty percent
of the qualified voters sign the peéition, that is Jh ;
indication that the proposed law has a reasonable chance

.

of passing when it is put to the voters. (2) There is a

relatively smail number of qualified .voters in the Northern

Mariana Islands\at the present time and these voters are
\

"concentrated in relatively small geographic areas. There-

fore, it is not;unreasonable or unduly burdensome to require

those who would‘propose legislation by this method to geﬁ

the support of %t least twenty percent of the voters befPre=
‘

the matter is th on the ballot. _ . : : .




| -3 -

The Committee specified a percentage of the
qualified voters rather than a specific number of qualified

voters (such as‘SOO ar 1,000) so that the Constitution can

be flexible and épply with the same force as the population
grows. If the domhit?ee had required‘that petitions be
signed by 1,000’qualified voters; that would be about 17%

of the qualifiei voters at present, but as the number of
qualified voter% increased (through increases in the popula-
tion) that requ%rement of 1,000 signatures would represent

a decreasing, add therefore less stringent, percentage of
|

the total numbeﬁ of qualified voters.

- ‘ ' ‘
The Cqmmittee speci?ied a base of the total number -

of qualified voJers rather than the total number of votks
cast in some previous electiofi or the total number of persons

of voting age in order to apply the same requirement to all

initiative petitﬁons and to relate the requirement to those

who actually could vote. If the numbér of votes cast in a

!

previous election were used as a base, and that election
|

" happened, to have/ a very small voter turnout, then it would

be relatively easy to get the required number of signatures

on the petition.{ Then in the following year, if there was
i ; ~
a hotly contesteﬁ election and the voter turnout was very

large, getting tbé required number of signatures on the

-

petition would b% much more difficult. If the requirement

|
were based on thé number of persons of voting age, it might

| o 17277
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| | |
.be unrea11st1cp .Not everyonc of voting age will be eligible

to vote. If the Legislature requires registration, for
example, a per#on who is not reglstered cannot vote, even
though he is of votlnq age. Requiring signatures from
twenty percent‘of.the persons of voting age might be the
same as requiring twenty-five or thirty percent of the
persons actuali

. |
that such a reguircment would be too stringent,

y qualified to vote. The committee believes

' The ¢omm1ttee con51dered a requirement that an
initiative pet$t1on be 51gned by twenty percent of the
qualified vote#s in each chartered municipality rather than
twenty percentof'the qualifnéd voters.in the Commonwealth.
. This would ens&re that no legislation could be proposed' by
means of the 1n1t1at1ve w1thout 51gn1f1Cant voter support
in Rota and T1n1an The Committee reJected this approach
because the tw%nty percent requirement is only applicable
to putting anm #n1t1at1ve proposal on the ballot. After ..
be1ng put on tﬁe ballot, the proposal must be approved by
a maJorlty of #he votes cast. The Committee believes that
~ the requ1rement for the 51gnatures of twenty percent of the
Commonwealth voters is sufficient protection against abuse

of the ini-tiative. ‘ ..

Subsectlon (b):" This section provides a,,

mechanlsm for Yer1fy1ng that the 51gnatures on the petition
actually are o# persons who are qua11f1ed to vote and that

the number of #1gnatures is at least twenty percent of
|

- ¢ . ' ’*\,
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‘those qualified
subsections (c)
self-executing.
Legislature, an
certain actions

ference with th

to vote.’ This subsection (together with

and (d)) makes this Constitutional provision
It does not require ény action by the

d it directs the Executive Branch,to;take

. ﬁ%ié ensures that there will be no inter-

e people's right.to use the initiative.

Subsection (c): This section specifies when

the petition wi
general electio
;he Commonwealt
Waiting for the
delay before an

voters (for ex

in January woul

in the followin

11 be submitted to the voters. The next

n was.specified because it is less costly to

h government than'using special elections.

next general election may result in some
initiative pé%ition can be'submitted to .the
mple,'hn initiative petition that was obmpleted’
d have to wait for the next general glection

g November), however this delay would never

be for more thﬁn a year and that length of time did not scem

inappropriate #o have legislation pénding. Moreover, pro-

, \ ,
viding that initiativg‘petitions be considered at the next

regular generay
all of the pro#

year. {

\
Subsection (d): This section specifies when

election permits the voters to decide on

osals that have been made in the preceding

the new law that has been appro#ed by the voters will gb .

into effect.
will become eff

may be special

f the petition is successful, the new law
ective 30 days after the election. There
circumstances when the supporters‘of the

o




. |
petition will w?nt the new law to come into. effect in a

shorter or longer time.

*?

This provision permits the petition

to state when i# will come into effect to take account of
|

such special ciT

cumstances. In these cases, the voters

will be approvi*g hot“bnly the substénce of the new law
| .

but its propose$ effective date as well.

Sectit

on 2: Referendum. The Committee believes

that the refere;
reject a law pas
This is also an
fﬁre. The prov
the same fashiosg

L !

ndum should be available to the people to
ssed by the Legislature that is not acceptable.

important check on the power of .the Legisla-

ision for the referendum is constructed in

' x
1 as the provi%ion for the initiative.

Subsection (a): The basic provision isgvery

simple. It reqi
of the law that

who are signing

-

supporting. It
by at least twer

fhe:Commonwealt}

iires that the- petltlon set out the fu11 text

is sought to be rejected so that the persons

the petition know precisely what they are

also requires that ﬁhe petition be signed

1ty percent of the qualified voters within

1. The reasons for the Committee's choice

in this regard ?re the same as are stated above with respect

to the 1n1t1at1¢e.

-

The Conmittee considered the problem that legisla-

tion to be challenged by a referendum petition could contlnue

in effect durin
and prior to th

considered prov

L
o

the time the petition was being circulated
next regular general election. -The Committee

ding that no legislation would go into effect

17280



‘for a period of

could be circul
fully within 90
until the elect
becausé it repry
legislative pro
legislétion in

decided on the

justify this sy

90 days éuring which referéndum petitions
ated. If the petition were completed success-
days;Athe legislation'would be suspended

ion. The Committee rejected this apﬁroach
ese%ts‘a substantial interference with the
cess and because the adverse impact of having
effect during the time'before the voters
referendum petition was not sufficient to

bstantial interference. I

Subsections (b)(c) and (d): This section

¢
also includes p
section self-¢x

be necessary an

certain actions.

government with
These provision
the Committee's
as those set ou
Comﬁittée's Trec

Secti

rovisions that are intended to make this
, K '
No action by the Legislaturc will

[ 1]

4
d the Executivg Branch is directed to take

ccuting.

This will minimize interference by the
the use of the referendum.by the peogle.
s are the same as those for initiative, and
reasons for fecommendiﬁg them are the saae
t‘above under the explanation of the ,
ommendationé'on'the initiative.
Recall.

on 3: The Committee believes that

the recall shou
office an elect
in his term of
Committee recom

officials. Thi

1d be available to the people to remove f;gm
ed official who has some length of time left
office but who has not acted properly. The .
mends that the recall apply to all elected

s would include elected officials in all

]
4




‘branches of the

.the petition id

removed.

Commonweflth Government -- Executive Branch,

Legislative Blamch Judicial Branch (if any), and ‘Washington

Representative

Subsq

-- and all local government o£f1c1als.

|
is sought to be

ction (a): This section requires that

entify precisely the elected official that

removed and that it be signed by forfy

percent of the Pualified voters.

The p
identified by n
fusion as tc th
provision does
reasons for rem
by the voters

voters. This 4

rovision requires that an official be

ame  and office so that there will be ﬁb.con-

e person who is sought to be removed. :The
not.reqﬁire th%t the petition state any

that remove 1
¢

: )
oval. R The Committee bzlieves

should be as unlimited as is election by the

s different from impeachment. In that case,

only the Legisl

. |
executive branc

-

specific charge

in office be ma

at some time in
pet1t10ns state
the power to th

The p

The C¢

ature acts to remove an official of the
i ¢

h, and it is appropriéte to require that

s of criminal conduct or improper conduct’
1 .

?e;and proved before fhe official can be
ommittee recognizes that it may be desirable
\the future to require that referendum
‘reasons for removal and therefore has glven
é leglslature to so provide.

#ov151on requires that referendum petltlohs

be signed by o¥tz percent of the qualified voters in the

Commonwealth.

| A S

The Committee con51dergd a range of percentage

’fﬁf‘?"" wn
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‘from fifteen per
on a requirement

is a very sensit

cent to fifty percent. The ‘Committee decided
of forty percent for three reasons: (1) recall

ive matter because it involves a challenge to a

duly elected official:and therefore the petition should re-

quire the signatu
voters than for
legislation; (2
voters against i

and therefore it

recall proposal
and (3) the forr
proposals in thf
unless a majori
that he should t
The n
' petition is ap
qualified to vo
official is sou
_ such as the gov
are eligible to
sign the recalll
to the voters a#
government offic
percent of the t

to vote for that

f} \
res of a higher.percentage of the qualified

initiative or referendum which involve onlf

) recall is a significant protection for the

mproper or ineffective conduct in office
should not be made’ so difficult to get a

in the ballot that this protection is lost;

y:peréent rquirement applies only to putting
ballot -- no official can be removed

y of the voters votiﬂg in the electionﬂagree
e removed. s -

mber of signatures necesséry for a ricall
rcentage of the total number of persoﬁs

e for the office from which the elected )

ht to be removed. Tﬁus, if the office is.one
rnor for whom all voters in the Commonwealth
vote, then forty percent of ‘all voters must

petition in order for it to be presented
.an election. Similarly, if a local

ial is sought to be removed, only forty ”

otal number of local voters who are eligible

local official would be required.

-
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executing provisions and the Committee's reasons for recom-
mending them are the same as stated above with respect to
initiative and referendum.

Subsection (e): This subsection permits the

Legislature to take certain actions with respect to recall

that it cannot take with respect to initiative or referendum.

The Committee'ﬁ reasons for including this provision were to
guard against ﬁossibLe abuses of the recall device_and to
permit some fl#xibility to change without the need of a

|
constitutional amendment. The Legislature may provide

: k
. 1 ; N .
limitations on the use of the* recall. This means that the

4

Legislature caﬁ provide,for example, that the recall
cannot be used against a public official during his first
six months in office, or that a recéll can be used against a
particular pubﬂic'official‘bnly‘once each year. Thig“WOuld
Prevent haraésﬁent by a minority grbﬁp in subjecting the-’
puBlic officiaf to continuous recall elections.

: 'This |provision also permits the Legislature to
require that the grounds for the recall be.stated in the

petition, Manﬁ jurisdictions that use the recall have this

requirement so that the public official can answer the

charges that are made against him. ' /
This provision also bérmits the Legislaturé to
specify.that recall petitions will be submitted to the voters

at special elections. Because of the great damage that

,ﬂ

. ~|Subsections (b)(c) and (d):"_These are self-
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. | . :
¢an be done to the public intcrest by a corrupt or other-

wise incapable Public official, the Committee felt that it

might be betterito permit a recall petition to be considered

by the voters ikmedia;ely, rather than waiting for the next
!
general electioh. This provision gives the Legislature

the flexibility%to so provide.

Reéﬁectfully submitted,
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