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Taken t o s e t h e r ,  these de lega te  p roposa ls  do n o t  i n t e n d  t o  g i v e  
the  Governor ve to  a u t h o r i t y  over  p o s i t i o n s  o f  subs tan t i ve  b i l l s ,  
a  power which would be i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  the  Covenant, as no ted  i n  
Legal Opin ion No. 21. 

However, a  l e g a l  o p i n i o n  i s  r e q u i r e d  as t o  what impact t he  a d d i t i o n  
o f  t he  word "par t "  would hav.e on t he  Governor 's  ve to  a u t h o r i t y ,  
t he  appropr ia teness  o f  such a change l e g a l l y ,  and t he  r e l a t i o n s h i p  
w i t h  t he  change proposed by Delegate Proposal  No. 211. 

For example, would t h i s  g i v e  t he  Governor a u t h o r i t y  t o  ve to  
a n y t i i n g  he choses i n  an a p p r o p r i a t i o n  b i l l ,  i n c l u d i n g  a s i n g l e  
sentence o r  p a r t  o f  a  sentence i n  a  s e c t i o n ?  Our understanding 
o f  the present  language o f  t he  C o n s t i t u t i o n  i s  t h a t  t he  Governor 
has a u t h o r i t y  t o  ve to  whole sec t i ons  o r  any number o f  items i n  an 
a p p r o p r i a t i o n  b i l l .  I s  t h i s  c o r r e c t ,  and what i s  t he  meaning o f  
the v o r d  "sec t ion"  as used i n  the C o n s t i t u t i o n  and why was i t  
inc luded? Can the word "sect  ion"  be cons t rued  t o  i nc l ude  v e t o  
a u t h o r i t y  over  i n d i v i d u a l  subsec t ions ,  parsgraphs,  and c lauses ,  
e t c . ?  I s  the  word "sec t ion"  inc luded  t o  p e r m i t  the Governor t o  ve to  
groups o f  i tems app rop r i a ted?  The Ana l ys i s  i m p l i e s  the Governor 
can o n l y  ve to  amounts and n o t  o t h e r  p a r t s  o f  the b i l  1 ,  b u t  t h i s  i s  
n o t  e c t i r e l y  c l e a r  and has n o t  always been t he  p r a c t i c e  o f  the  
Governor . 

Please ex7ed i te  t h i s  o p i n i o n  as the Cornlaittee i s  ready t o  a c t  
on these p roposa ls .  

Thank you f o r  your ass i s tance  
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Taken together,  these delegate proposals do n o t  i n t e n d  t o  g i v e  
the Governor ve to  a u t h o r i t y  over p o s i t  ions o f  substant ive  b i  1 I s ,  
a power which would be incons is ten t  w i t h  the Covenant, as noted i n  
Legal Opin ion No. 21. 

However, a l e g a l  o p i n i o n  i s  requ i red as t o  what impact the  a d d i t i o n  
o f  t h e  word "part" would have on the Governor's v e t o  a u t h o r i  t y ,  
the appropr iateness o f  such a change l e g a l l y ,  and t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  
w i t h  the  change proposed by Delegate Proposal No. 211. 

For example, would t h i s  g i ve  the ~ o v e r n d r  a u t h o r i t y  t o  ve to  
anyth ing he choses i n  an a p p r o p r i a t i o n  b i l l .  i n c l u d i n g  a s i n g l e  
sentence o r  p a r t  o f  a sentence i n  a sec t ion?  Our understanding 
o f  the present  language o f  the C o n s t i t u t i o n  i s  t h a t  the Governor 
has a u t h o r i t y  t o  v e t o  whole sect ions  o r  any number o f  items i n  an 
a p p r o p r i a t i o n  b i l l .  I s  t h i s  co r rec t ,  and what i s  t h e  meaning o f  
the word "sect ion" as used i n  the C o n s t i t u t i o n  and why was i t  
inc luded? Can the word "sect ion" be construed t o  inc lude ve to  
a u t h o r i t y  over  i n d i v i d u a l  subsect ions, paragraphs, and clauses, 
etc.? i s  the word "sect ion" inc luded t o  p e r m i t  t he  Governor t o  ve to  
groups o f  items appropr ia ted? The Analys is imp l ies  the Governor 
can o n l y  ve to  amounts and n o t  o t h e r  p a r t s  o f  the b i l l ,  b u t  t h i s  i s  
n o t  e n t i r e l y  c l e a r  and has no t  always been the p r a c t i c e  o f  the 
Governor. 

Please exped i te  t h i s  op in ion  as the Committee i s  ready t o  a c t  
on these proposals. 

Thank you f o r  your assistance.  
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