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Vetoes of Legislation — 75th Legislature

Gov. George W. Bush vetoed 37 measures approved by the 75th Legislature during its 1997 regular ses-
sion. The vetoed measures included 19 House bills, 17 Senate bills, and one Senate concurrent resolution.

This report includes a digest of each vetoed bill, the governor’s stated reasons for the veto, and a response
concerning the veto from the author or the sponsor of the bill. If the House Research Organization analyzed
a vetoed bill, the Daily Floor Report in which the analysis appeared is cited.

A summary of the governor’s line-item vetoes to HB 1, the General Appropriations Act, will appear in
House Research Organization Finance Report No. 75-3, The General Appropriation Act for Fiscal 1998-99.
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Fundmg the emergency management program

' DIGEST; -~

Lo T _-;,-, HB 99 by Gray (Armbrlster) .

e HB 99 Would have created a d1saster management fund w1th1n the state
. treasury and authonzed its funding through an assessment of one-thlrtleth of ‘
-one percent of gross: receipts of all public utilities ultrmately serving the RO co

consumer.. Utilities would have been required to 1nclude the assessment 1n

o ;utlllty rates but could have not separately stated 1t on consumers b111s . o

a

o The governor could have used the funds to prov1de ass1stance to 1nd1v1duals

" GOVERNOR'S
' REASON . - .
- FOR VETO‘; -

RESPONSE: =
R the govemor vetoed HB.99.: We had. consulted Wlth the governor s staff from
) the beglnnmg on this* bill. As onglnally drafted, the fund was to be created !

a families: and pohtlcal subd1v1s1ons when the pre51dent did not declarea - ' .
' ;udrsaster or d1d not grant ass1stance for certam kmds of as51stance > L_ E; ST '

“‘House B111 99 creates a h1dden tax on ut111ty b111s and specrﬁcally proh1b1ts
e the tax from berng drsclosed on consumers bills.’ The goal of estabhshlng a’
* state fund for emergency disaster relief is a good one, but should not be s
I funded w1th a hrdden tax on Texans® ut111ty blllS > S N

‘Rep Patncra Gray, the author of the b111 sa1d “I am deeply drsappomted that h

with a surcharge on- 1nsurance pohcles The legrslatrve commrttees balked at .

that because it Would only apply to property owners. - The utlhty compames .
- helped us with a ut111ty surcharge Wthh was much cheaper for the consumer o
S approxrmately 12 cents a month: as opposed to approx1mate1y $125a

" month for the i 1nsurance surcharge . because it spread the burden over a.

: NOTE'S/_:", .

* much larger populatlon The bill did more than _]USt create the trust fund

however. It authonzed the governor’s emergency. management d1v1sron to

- work wrth commumtres to. help prevent damage in disasters. before the -
o damage occurs I hope we can address this issue again in the next sess1on

‘Texas needs to be pro act1ve not Just re- actlve 1n thls cr1t1ca1 area.” ‘

: /' 'Sen Ken Armbnster the Senate sponsor sa1d “If the governor doesn twrsh
; f:: his emergency management response funded that will be consrdered n the : ;
L Anextbudget : : e e LT

e

' ,HB 99 was analyzed in Part 1 of the May 8 Dazly F loor Report
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| "A related b111 HB 101 by Gray (Armbrlster), Wthh takes effect September l

1997, allows Texas to enter into the. Emergency Management Ass1stance o S

R ‘Compact to coordlnate d1saster rehef efforts w1th other states

)
0 .
E
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Recreatmg the apprentnceshlp and trammg adwsory commlttee

“HB 160 by Rodngueé ‘(Madla) .

 * DIGEST:

L HB 160 would have recreated the Apprentlceshlp and Trarmng Adv1sory
. Committee (ATAC) asa separate committee under the Texas Workforce . -
- 1‘-Comm15510n (TWC). In'1993, the dut1es of ATAC weére 1ncorporated into the:.
" duties of the Texas. Counc11 on Workforce and Economlc Competmveness o
- which currently has one. member representing apprentlceshlps UndérHB - r
_ 160 ATAC would have been composed of 15 members, appomted by TWC s - o
’ ;executlve director to serve four-year terms representmg groups involved in

apprentlceshlp and. tralmng fields. One duty of ATAC would have beento” ;'

GOVERNOR'S

- REASON

- FORVETO:

' RESPONSE: . -

NOTES:

s ",busmesses

create a statewide plan for the development of a comprehenswe program of
,apprentlceshlp trammg : : S x

, ,’_“HB 160 creates an adv1sory commlttee that is unnecessary The current law §
" provides an ex1st1ng framework. which properly fac111tates comprehenswe T
N workforce servrces 1nc1ud1ng apprentlceshlp L ‘ .

. Former Rep now Congressman C1ro Rodnguez the author of HB 160 sa1d
| “Tlook forward to working with small businesses and workers who seek to
. expand and promote apprentlceshlp trammg in Texas. We must. seek to
, - _extend the. scope of apprentlceshlp specrﬁc statew1de coordmatlon from the ) ‘
~ current sole-member representatlon Only by such anincrease in- . A
representatlon can we. 1mprove the-efficient dlstnbutlon of the 11m1ted

o M

resources we: have and ensure adequate 1nput from all reglons and :

~ “.\-‘.v"ﬂ - -

HB 160 passed the House on the Local and Consent Calendar and was not - E S
‘ janalyzed m a Dazly F loor Report §on A cn o
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'7_ Confldentlallty of motor vehlcle accndent records

“HB 399 by Goodman (Ratln‘f); o

DIGEST:

GOVERNORS

- REASON

. FORVETO:

. HB 399 Would have made conﬁdentlal ‘any 1nformatlon about auto accrdents Do
included in Department of Public Safety records, pohce d1spatch logs towing .-
“and 911 records, or the part. of any other record that 1ncluded information '
* “about the date of the accident, the name of any person involved, or the - o
‘spec1f1c location. Information could have been released to 1nd1v1duals only if
_ they prov1ded the name of anyone 1nvolved in the accident and elther the date S 3
" or the place the accident occurred. . A request for this 1nformat1on would have S
: . to have been submltted in wr1t1ng and adhered to open records laws : ‘

“This blll is overbroad and unduly restncts access 1o 1nformat1on of legltlmate : o
interest to the general publlc Another bill, House Bill 1327, signed on June .
17,1997, is narrowly tailored to address the objectives of thls bill to prohlblt L

barratry and solicitation of professmnal employment, 1nclud1ng that by an-

attorney, ch1ropractor phys1c1an surgeon, private 1nvest1gator and other - o ;

o - state-regulated health care professmnals

- RESPONSE: -

L Rep Toby Goodman the author of HB 399 sa1d “It was a pubhc pohcy =T
" issue. The intent of the bill was to make it difficult to solicit victims of motor - -
" vehicle a001dents Fortunately, thls ‘was accompllshed in SB 1069, Wh1ch was '

o '& SIgned by the governor

. NOTES:

S HB 399 Was analyzed 1n Part 2 of the May 6 Dazly F loor Report

e

o HB 1327 by leon (Duncan) Wthh takes effect September 1 1997 expands o
 the offense of barratry — improper solicitation of professronal services — to: f:,
~persons other than attorneys HB 1327 was analyzed in Part 4 of the May 9 |

) Dazly Floor Report ' . S N ‘

' MSB 1069 by Moncrlef (Uher) Wh1ch takes effect September 1, 1997 1ncludes
L language v1rtually identical to HB 399. SB 1069 differs only by spec1fy1ng -
- fees for copies rather than chargmg general « open records fees. SB 1069 also. 7‘ NI
. '\1ncludes other provisions restricting the disclosure and use of 1nd1v1dua1 S
" personal information contained in Texas motor vehicle records to conform to e
s federal law and restnctlng d1stnbutlon of motor vehicle records over. the - L
o Internet The dlgest of SB 1069 appeared in Part l of the May 26 Dazly F loor' L
Report . s LT o S Ee
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Statu'to(ryfp'rocédu_resffor:fi"llh_'g%aBillgot'r"eiv‘i'évv L e
e e T HBSOGbyDutton(Luna):‘f 3

U DIGEST:

HB 506 would have codlﬁed the procedure for ﬁhng an equ1table b111 of
S review, a common law devrce used to'examine prior Judgments by a court o
T when a party. ‘does not receive notice of. the Judgment and hasa merltonous e
"~ defense: HB 506 would have specified that an apphcatlon for a bill of review. o
- could be filed wrthln four years of the Judgment date or within 30 days ofthe .
Fapphcant ] knowledge of the Judgment Apphcants filing a bill of review S
‘would have to have cla1med that they were not at- fault in. not hav1ng contested: o
- a priot Judgment ina tlmely manner, that they did not recerve proper notice, .

)“ " orthat they did not have an opportunlty to, drscover the notice made through -

_ GOVERNOR'S
" 'REASON -
~ FORVETO: - -

- RESPONSE:" -

“eo 7“7 intention of doing was srmply to codify exrstlng case law on bills of review in "{f’;' A

- - order to brmg some cons1stency to the:courts decrdmg these cases. I would

o have to agree with the governor’s ofﬁce that the bill unlntentlonally changed e

the statute of lrmltatlons for bills of 1 review. The limitation change wasan.

- error allowmg bills of review to be ﬁled by the ‘later of’ 4 years after. the SR
o Judgment or 30 days after the applicant recerved notice: It should have been '

pubhcatlon -The apphcatron for'a bill of review would have had to state,

\through verified affidavit, the grounds Justlfylng the bill of review “and allege )
La merrtonous claim or | defense against the onglnal ‘suit.. Alternatrvely, the '
apphcant could have stated no notlce of the order or Judgment was- grven

. “House B111 506 propOSes changes that are unconstltutlonal and contrary to R
' ex1st1ng law. It seeks to codify Texas. law on equltable bills of review, but i is i}" L
contrary to U.S. Supreme Court precedent and unwrsely changes the common AR

o law on statute of 11m1tat1ons on blllS of revrew ' o

':df,,,»'
e

Rep Harold Dutton the author of HB 506 sa1d “What we started w1th the o

C the ‘soonerof’ those events. In the process of going though this, that -

. »'NQTES?J}m .

L ‘._-'The U. S Supreme Court in Peralta V. Hezghts Medzcal Center Inc 485 U S E -
- .80(1983), held thata. merrtorrous defense need not be shown if due’ process cE

somehow got overlooked It appears that the bill could allow someone to
o br1ng an action 15 years. after the Judgment so long as it W1th1n 30 days of
. rece1v1ng notlce rather than the 1ntended max1mum 11m1t of four years '

HB 506 was analyzed in the March 17 Dazly F loor Report

o f - rrghts were vrolated n se1zure of property w1thout notlce of Judgment

. N :
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State efforts to encourage parental mvolvement in schools =

HB 583 by Maxey (Barnentos) o

 DIGEST:

R HB 5 83 would have requlred the Texas Educatlon Agency to develop, A
" implement, and administer programs and activities to encourage and maintain .
.. - parental involvement in public schools and to consohdate all agency programsv'; =
" -and activities related to parental involvement. ‘TEA annual report cards on.
. campus performance ‘would have had to mclude the phone number of the
] 'agency s parental mvolvement d1v1sron and the TEA phone number for

o - 1nformat10n about assessment 1nstruments

' GOVERNOR'S.

-REASON

. RESPONSE:
R - tell local school districts what to do. Instead, we Jjust wanted parents to be ...
~ able to contact their state agencies. That is why we wanted to put the phone L
,numbers on the back of the TAAS scores.” -~ 2

The b111 also would have changed the cntena used to move students from

" classrooms into alternative education programs and estabhshed requrrements

for review and appeal of such placements It also would have- 11m1ted the

e classroom assrgnment of students adJudlcated as having. engaged in -
o dehnquent conduct and changed procedures that law enforcement authorxtles o
" must follow to notlfy school authorities when they deal with Juvemles and L
that SChool authontres use to notrfy other school personnel ST

“House Blll 583 is unnecessary The 1mportant issue of student dlsmphne has . o

R DN~ been better addressed by Senate Bill 133, signed into law earlier this session..
‘@ FORVETO:

House Bill 583 is contrary to the principles of local control and site-based

‘; -fmanagement and seeks to 1mpose add1t10na1 and unnecessary bureaucracy at o .
' tthe Texas Educat1on Agency ‘ : :

Rep Glen Maxey, the author of HB 583 sa1d “Nowhere in the brlI d1d we.

. f‘”HB 583 was analyzed in the May 12 Dally Floo,~ Report SN

g \V " , SB 133 requlres that altematlve educatron be provrded for students removed U
- from the classroom because of violent or d1srupt1ve behav1or or for engaging -
“in 1llegal act1v1t1es SB 133 ‘was- analyzed in Part 1 of the May 26 Dazly Floor Lo

L ‘Report and takes effect startmg w1th the 1997 1998 school year

' House Research Organization -



. Leasing state-owned facilities

 DIGEST: =

. GOVEBNOR'S - |

'REASON

RN

| FOR-VE.TO:;:??.

HI 733 by Raymond (Shaplelgh) .

3

HB 733 would have allowed the General Servrces Commrssmn (GSC) and

. state agenmes that control their bulldrngs torent facilities; 1nclud1ng

| ’\conference and meeting rooms, on- short—term leases of up to seven days

- GSC also would have had to establlsh a pllot program ‘to contract witha S
. private vendor to lease state- owned parkmg garages. and lots located in Austml L
o w1th1n an area bound by West Thrrd Nueces West Fourth and Lavaca streets U

“House B111 733 would allow the state to contract w1th pnvate vendors to |

charge the people of Texas for parklng at state-owned lots on nights and ,
. ;weekends Presently, citizens park in state parklng fac111t1es dunng off hours '
" "while attendmg various: cultural entertalnment or sporting events taklng | -
" place near state parkmg facilities. ‘Texas taxpayers have already paid for. the . .

R 'constructron of these lots and should not be charged to use them dur1ng off '

- RESPONSE:

o fhours

' .Rep Rlchard Raymond the author of HB 733 sa1d he was sorry 1 the governor : o
. *.did not takea close look at the bill, which would have been good for - L
S Aust1n1tes and the state.” It is unreahstrc to say that Texas taxpayers have

L galready pa1d for the facﬂltles and they should not be charged for using ‘them. -
‘agaln because the funds generated would have been used to offset the cost of S

jdollars a year "The pnvate sector demand for meetmg and conference
. facilities is growmg, and HB 733 would have addressed that problem wh11e
- 'brmgmg n additional state revenue: It was short-51ghted of the governor 10 - 2
 vetoa b1ll that would have allowed the pnvate-sector to use state parking ¢ and’ B
‘ 'meetmg facilities on off hours’ for a reasonable fee that. could have been used R
~‘to maintain the fa0111t1es b e e o L

e

o 'Senate sponsor Ehot Shaplergh sald' “HB 733 had the potent1a1 to make state - _

»govemment fac111t1es 1nclud1ng parking lots and meeting rooms, avarlable for: N
- - ‘the use of Texans durmg non-business hours and could have been a new - o

- source of state revenue. I thought it would be a good: way to max1mlze use of e

- state resources I am surpnsed Governor Bush d1d not agree

NOTES:

1 HB 733 was analyzed 1n Part 2 of the Apr11 23 Dazly F loor Report

.,)'.'.u‘
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: *Dlscrlmmatlon due to f|||ng workers compensatlon clalms

_HB 768 by Junell (Duncan)

"GOVERNOR'S‘" |

"~ REASON
- FORVETO:

)RESPONSE

_DIGEST: .

HB 768 would have requlred an employee allegmg dlscnmlnatlon based ona :
. ‘claim for Workers compensat1on benefits to prove that ﬁllng the cla1m Was a ’7
'substantlal cause of the d1scr1m1nat10n alleged ‘ S

X “House Blll 768 would change a well—reasoned burden of proof standard that B
. has been artlculated ina unammous de01s1on by the Supreme Court of Texas \

o aRep Rob Junell the author of HB 768, and Sen Robert Duncan the Senate ;
- . sponsor, 1ssued a Jomt statement: “After acareful analysrs of the. recently E
o ‘,publlshed opmlon in Continental Coffee Products V. Cazarez 937 S:W.2d 444-‘ - .

) (Tex 1996) compared with the compromise language wh1ch was necessary : =
~_for passage of HB 768, we recelved numerous: comments regardlng the e

. L-legrslatlon from legal scholars with expemse in labor law. The collective .

opinion of these scholars was that the lnterpretatlon of the current law under

o Continental Coffee was more equltable to employers than the proposed

' NOTES |

o leglslatlon leen the Texas Supreme Court s ruhng, we belleve the
j Governor s actlon was appropnate \ S :

f;HB 768 was analyzed 1n Part l of the Aprll 23 Dazly F loor Report S
The Texas Supreme Court in Contmental Coﬁee held that a plalntlff allegmg S

- »dlscharge because of filing a' workers compensatlon ‘claim need only PO
- establish a. “causal connectlon” between the dlscharge and the ﬁhng of the SR

- cla1m

' -* House Research Organization =
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‘;‘Reqwrmg attorney general actlon on Human nghts Commlss|on clalms R
- x - HB 1453 by S Turner (Barrlentos)_ ‘ :

. DIQEST‘: B -HB 1453 would have requ1red the attomey general to commence legal actlon o
Lo s - within 30 days of being authonzed by the Texas Comm1ss1on on Human s
. ;R1ghts unless the commrss1on S ﬁndmgs Were not well-grounded infactor: -
" warranted by law If a majority of commission members voted to proceed the ’
o ‘attorney general Would have. had to take actlon or authonzed the comm1ss1on |
o to obtam outs1de legal counsel L e o L

L GOVERNOR'S‘,' . :“House Blll 1453 allows the Texas Comm1ssmn on Human nghts to requ1re o

- REASON -~ the Attomey General to file discrimination suits against private employers. ~ .
- FOR YyETO; .- even when the Attorney General bel1eves the suit is frivolous. If the Attomey' L
o . - General dechnes to sue, the Commlss1on could hire outside counsel and DU
o proceed on its own. Employers can’ already be sued: for employment
_,dlscnmmatlon by pnvate cla1mants and the Equal Employment Opportumty
' :'Commrss1on Current law also perm1ts the Attomey General to bnng such

o f(‘-"sults
o }RE’SPO_N.SE? - o Neither Rep Sylvester Turner the author of HB 1453 nor: Sen Gonzalo e
L ’Barrrentos the Senate sponsor had comments on the Veto Tl “
NOTES . T HB 1453 was analyzed in Part 1 of the May 13 Dazly Floor Report : ’ ~

-t

1 v LT
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_ Requirements for agricultural fences

' DIGEST: -~ kHB 1630 would have deleted currént statutory spec1ﬁcatlons for agrrcultural o
2 - fences. Instead, it would have stipulated that.a fence would be considered '
o sufﬁc1ent if bu1lt and mamtamed according to generally accepted agncultural o
B _practlces for the purpose of keeplng ammals out of a tract of land Lo

, "G‘OVERNQB'S | "“House Brll 1630 1s amblguous and createsv uncertalnty across the state
- REASON = - regardmg the legahty of ex1st1ng fences e

' FORVETO: . -

' RESPO‘NSE;- - Nerther Rep Hugo Berlanga the author of HB 1630 nor Sen Ken \ Z
S e Armbrlster the- Senate sponsor had comments on the Veto c

' NOTES S : ) HB 1630 passed the House on the Local and Consent Calendar and was not | R
SRR AN fanalyzed ina Dazly Floor Report : , . L '

- House \Resea’r‘ch Organization
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. Prohlbltmg non regulated auto msurers from chargmg below market rates S
» : - | HB 1662 by Counts (Srbley) .

. DIGEST: .~ HB 1662 would have prohlblted certam county mutual insurance companres .
T e from charglng an automoblle insurance pohcy rate lower than the hlghest rate «
"> allowed under the flexband for that lirie of insurance. The bill would haVe G
o applied only to county mutuals controlled by a holdlng company that ‘
o 'controlled another company sellmg auto msurance 1n Texas - ( .
- GOVERNORS : - “House Bill 1662 as enrolled appears to v1olate the equal protectlon clause e
' REASON ... " .of the Texas Constltutlon because it imposes a regulatory burden on afﬁhated R
FORVETO B county mutual insurance companies whlle leavmg 51m11arly situated -
R A unafﬁhated county ‘mutual insurance- companles unburdened. No: rational .
. basis substantiates the dlfferent treatment between afﬁhated and unafﬁhated '_ o
| ‘,-\county mutual 1nsurance compames . S - )

. ;“Thls Veto does not in any way condone the practlce by msurance companles B
- of placing’ standard risks; ‘which are well within the benchmark rate, in county L
- ’;“mutual insurance compames that are mtended for hrgh-nsk dr1vers Thave - .
- -instructed the Commissioner of Insurance to carefully monitor the. automoblle_', -
‘ ,jmsurance market to prevent unfarr c1rcumvent10n of the current benchmark "

' ratlng system L :' b :, : ‘

RESPONSE: . Rep DaV1d Counts author of HB 1662 sa1d “Only afﬁhated county mutuals
- . are 1nc1uded because. h1stor1cally, they are the only compames to engage 1n the
S ;’practrce of wntlng standard risks in companles W1th unregulated rates. ‘Since
'~ 'there are only 23, county mutual 1insurance compames vetomg the bill allows . ”

- affiliated county mutuals to contintie thls practlce giving them an unfalr L
. advantage over other companres not ownlng a county mutual Lo

SRR \“The reason for HB 1662 was to glve the Commrss1oner of Insurance the
S ;ablhty to not 31mply watch the abuse, but to deal with the abusers. “While the
‘ ,‘ proclamatlon does recognize the problem created by affiliated county- mutuals
L j;and calls.for the Comm1ss10ner of Insurance to momtor the situation, the- veto
. -of HB’ 1662 w1ll leave the Commrsswner unable to mtercede agamst the
,;_kabuses AL T SO
o "‘The abuse by afﬁhated county mutuals w111 contmue to grow to 1nclude other .
o “compames that own a county mutual The practlce of wntlng good rlsks 1n

“os
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~county mutual 1nsurance compames at tremendous proﬁts makes the -
‘temptation too great for companies to discipline themselves from: taklng
. advantage of the hundreds of other companies that do not have and cannot
j obtam one of the only 23 county mutual compames | :

NQTES: ,_: o ; f;HB 1662 was analyzed in the May 12 Dazly Floor Report

" House Research Organization



Amendlng the Texas Enterprlse Zone Act

N T HB 2001 by Ol|velra (SIblGY) .

- DIGEST: ; HB 2001 would have expanded the deﬁnmon of “quahﬁed hotel pro;ect in. i
' ©an enterpnse zone to allow the cities of Austin, Fort Worth, El Paso, San K
L 'Antomo and Tarrant, El Paso, Bexar and Dallas countles to bu11d hotel -

pro_] ects. The. b111 also would have changed the methods used to des1gnate

: enterprrse projects in enterpnse zones: a business would have had to commit

to creatrng or retarnrng at least 10 _]ObS if the zone was located i ina commumty'» '

- "with-a population of 50, OOO or less or at least 25 jobs if the communlty hada - R

populatlon of more than 50,000. It ‘would have raised the maximum amount e

| of tax refunds to $2, 500 for each new permanent or retarned _]Ob and 11m1ted -

| R the number of enterpnse zone pI‘OJ jects to 65 over the next two b1enn1a

GOVERNOR'S

REASON
FOR VETO:-

: "‘House B1ll 2001 contams a prov1sron that authonzes c1t1es to bu11d quahﬁed

- hotel projects’ near their-convention cefiters’ and to keep- the state hotel taxes

- paid by the. guests in‘such hotels ‘Local citiés have ex1st1ng authonty to " :
ﬁnance local pro;ects State tax dollars should not be used to subsrdlze these o

S '7‘ types of local prOJects

© RESPONSE: -

© NOTES: . -

o Rep Rene Ohverra the author of the brll sa1d “Govemor Bush’s veto of HB e
. "2001 stunts the growth" of the program The 1mprovements hade by the b111 -
were supported wrdely m both the House and the Senate, and would have = »

. ‘helped economlcally dlstressed areas.. Econom1c development profess1onals'5. Lo

from across the state supported the: bill. The | provrslon Governor Bush cited - -

~in his veto proclamatlon was added by Senate Repubhcans He should have ERT

"~ told the Repubhcan authors of the prov151on that he- would vetothebill. <+~
- ‘Instead, he remained silent, showed no leadershrp, and now Texas economlc
o deve10pment 1s hampered LA o SRR N R ’

’VHB 2001 was analyzed in Part 2 of the May 2 Dazly F. loor Report SRR

PR
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~ Combining lists for jury pools ~ ~ "~

HB 21 56 by Solls (Luna)

 DIGEST:

o GOVERNOR s
- ‘REASON o
_FOR VETO - 'Secretary of State the State S Chlef Elect1on Ofﬁcer »
R RES,PONSE-: L S

‘ . “fthroughout the legislative process “The goal of this bill was to offer dlStI‘lCt F
and county clerks in larger counties a necessary tool to make the1r jury- ‘ :

NOTES:

I” HB 2156 would have allowed comm1ss1oners courts in all countles to contract R
~with other govemmental units or private persons to combine the voter -
\ ’regrstratron lists with lists furnished by the Department of Public Safety for
o jury selection.- The b1ll would have deleted a- provision 11m1t1ng thls authonty S

to counties of less than 105 000 i in whlch the largest c1ty 1s located in more :‘f o

\ than one county

L “House Blll 2156 would threaten the 1ntegr1ty of Voter regrstratlon l1sts The o
" responsibility for voter reglstratlon should remain with the Ofﬁce of the

Rep Jlm Sohs the author of the b111 sald “HB 2156 ‘was unopposed

systems more efﬁc1ent I w1ll contlnue to address th1s 1ssue

k HB 2156 passed the House on the Local and Consent Calendar and was not
‘ analyzed ina Dazly Floor Report L S o

~ House Research Organization = - -



Pay for pollce ofﬂcers, flreflghters servmg as b|||ngual mterpreters :, ST
. 4 - | A HB 2750 by Hmo;osa (Lumo) ‘

- DIGEST:. - B HB 2750 would have perrmtted mumclpal pohce and ﬁre departments to- .
S ‘ E ,’de51gnate police or ﬁreﬁghters as ofﬁc1al b111ngual 1nterpreters and requlred
-them to pay these employees add1t10na1 wages for using the second language
SklllS in the service of the department 'Fire and police departments that failed
- .to pay additional wages to bilingual- 1nterpreters would have been 11able for .« )
~ damages amountmg to lost wages plus ﬁve percent annual 1nterest o

‘GOVERNOR S “House B111 2750 1mposes an unnecessary and unfunded mandate on

. ‘REASON . - mumcrpahtles Mun101paht1es should determme the appropnate pay for the1r
- 'RESPONSE Rep Juan HmOJosa the author of HB 2750 sa1d he was dlsappomted that the

governor vetoed a bill that would have set upa framework to address the - - e
',‘_1ssues surroundmg the desrgnatlon of official 1nterpreters in pohce and ﬁre
T'departments instead of the currént confused situation that has led to an -
. interpreter free- for-all. He. sald the governor was, mlsadV1sed that the -
. *. additional wages could have been in the form of compensatory time, rather
- than increased salary, and that he felt HB 2750 would have provrded the =
o needed guldance to. resolve the 1ssue 5 R N S O R ‘

E NbTES:‘: SR HB 2750 passed the House on' the Local and Consent Calendar and was not
o f~ana1yzed in aDazly Floor Report N W S

-
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B Excludmg certaln expenses from tltle msurance rate base calculatlons

HB 2887 by Dutton (Whitrire) - o

 DIGEST:

' GOVERNOR'S

REASON -

. FORVETO: a

- - "RESPONSE:

NOTES:

HB 2887 would have pI‘Ohlblted the msurance comm1ss1oner from 1nclud1ng

expenses for promot10na1 and educatlonal activities in settlng title i insurance -
rates. The bill also would have specified. that promotlonal and educatlonal

- activities not conditioned on the referral of busmess would not constltute
' prohlbrted rebates or d1scounts ’ . = ,

. “The Comm1s51oner of Insurance should have the dlSCI’CthIl to consrder a11 o
‘relevant incurred expenses in setting rates for title insurance companles .
e "'AHouse B111 2887 proh1b1ts the Comm1s51oner of Insurance from con51der1ng
- expenses. relatmg to promotional and educat10nal act1v1t1es that may be L
o relevant n settlng fa1r rates for t1t1e 1nsurance compames : =

- 'Rep Harold Dutton the author of HB 2887 sa1d “I'm strll not sure whatthe
R govemor s logic was in vetomg the bill. What we wanted todoisifatitle « -

company wanted to spend all this money on these act1v1t1es like education,

R soc1ahzlng, entertalnment etc. , it would not be allowed to be counted as part A

of the rate base.- The veto keeps these costs part of the rate base Inever
wanted to prohibit title companies from spending this’ money or domg these

v"act1v1t1es I Just wanted to exclude the cost from the rates passed onto the o
‘ consumer » ‘ , : B R

o ;’HB",28,8~7,\£vas analyjzlcdvin__t\heMay‘ 15 Daily Floor Report.

" House Research Organization ..~ =
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| '-Wage and beneflt Ievels for certaln prlvatlzed state employees ] <
o HB 2915 by Ohvelra (Elhs)

- DIGEST: - . HB 2915 would have requlred pnvate ent1t1es contractmg w1th local L
- . . -workforce development boards to pay wages and benefits comparable to those R
o provided state employees The bill also would have prov1ded retirement ~©
- benefits based on a2.25 percent rather than 2. percent multlpher to Texas IR

. Workforce Comm1ssmn employees who lost thelr _]ObS as a result of e
v downsmng and who were e11g1ble to retlre - ST

o G,OVE’RNOR"S" - '. “‘House Blll 2915 would restnct the ablhty of local Workforce development -
- REASON .- boards to'seek competrtlve bids for local services. Senate Bill 1102 -+

o FOR VETO - specifically. provrdes earlier retirement optlons for employees of the Texas -

. Workforce Commission, the Texas Department of Human Setvices and the o
1 Texas Department of Mental Health and Mental Retardation if they are
. displaced by the privatization of their JObS “This bill also intrudes i in the -
.. ‘private : sector market by attemptmg to tell pnvate compames how to run the1r g
' ,:busmess ’ ‘ - : S I
- -RESPONSE: - . Rep Rene Ohvelra the author of the blll sa1d “House B111 2915 prov1ded S
A L :falr treatment for state employees who' lose their job when a private company.-
_ is hired to do state work: Now, W1th the governor's veto, we face thereal . - -
S possrbrhty of ﬂy—by—mght companres bnnglng in 1nexper1enced low-wage B
- workers, w1th no health benefits, to run our welfare-to-work effort. ‘The result o
T could cost the state tens of mllhon of dollars, if these 1nexper1enced workers
- fail to meet federal standards. Our. commumtles will also pay dearly when -
‘,former state employees and unmsured pnvate workers and their children show C
. cupin emergency rooms, with no health i 1nsurance needlng treatment ThlS T
o veto 1s penny and pound foohsh ? R A :

.NIC)TES,:’ o HB 2915 was analyzed in Part 1 of the May 6 Dazly Floor Report | ' ‘. | ; N

7 ¥SB 1102 Wthh takes effect September l 1997 1ncreases the retrrement _
- benefit multlpher from 2 percent t02.25 percent and offers. temporary serv1ce :
- retirement optlons to employees.of the Texas Workforce Commission, Texas -
'Department of Human Services and Texas Department of Mental Health: and
. Mental. Retardatlon affected by 1 prlvatlzatlon or other workforce reductrons
. " before. September 1, 1999 SB 1102 was analyzed in Part 2 of the May 23
o vDazlyFloorReport S R L e
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DIGEST:

 Worker displacement by welfare recipients

GOVERNOR'S -

REASON =

'FORVETO: B

RESPONSE:

- NOTES:

HB 31 16 by Greenberg (Ellls)i o

“HB 31 l6 would have prohlbrted employers from hlnng welfare rec1p1ents A : -
B under work supplementation programs if the hiring would dlsplace or partlally) S
“ d1sp1ace employees from existing: pos1t10ns eliminate Vacant positions created .
by employee layoffs in the preceding 30 days, or resulted from astrike. The. = |

bill would have deﬁned work: supplementatlon programs as programs in -

whrch the state gives an employer favorable tax treatment for hifing welfare .

" recipients, the state reserves all-or part of, the benefits that would be pa1d to .
- welfare recrprents to prov1de and sub51dlze jobs for the rec1p1ents or welfare

- . recipients work for an employer i} exchange for benefits. Part101pants in
_ - these programs would have been con51dered employees for all purposes under o
- _state and federal law RN e * :

“House B111 31 16 hrnders the state' s ab111ty to help move people from welfare o |

to work. ‘It would underrmne a successful program wh1ch helps welfare "

recipients gain valuable job experiences and work skrlls through volunteer

work. This bill desrgnates work supplementatlon and work experrence U

o program recipients as. employees causmg them to potentrally be subJect to the A
. full apphcatlon of the Fair Labor Standards Act mlmmum ‘wage standards

- FICA, and other requ1rements on work experlence programs Accordmgly,

o this bill will hinder the state's- ﬂexrblllty to des1gn work supplementation . < - -
- programs, restrict an employer s use of program part1crpants and d1scourage L :

| prlvate sector 1nterest and support for work supplementatron programs

‘ Rep Shem Greenberg, the author of HB 3 1 16 sald that she strongly supports .

1ncent1ves to hire welfare recipients but does not bel1eve that it should be at :

o "the expense of ex1st1ng employees HB 3 116 in no way interfered with -
o trarmng programs or incentive programs for hiring welfare remprents she
- said. “This bill is important to protect hardworklng, low-income citizens - .
" from belng pushed out of jobs just to end up on welfare themselves To make f
 welfare reform a success we-should focus on: creatlng new jObS not merely
’ 'recyclrng existing ones. e Rep. Greenberg said HB 31 16. also gave L
~ »partrcrpants in welfare—to-work programs the same ‘minimum employment

protections as other workers and that, “These employment protections. should

, ‘be ava1lab1e to everyone regardless of if they have ever been on welfare

. HB 3 1 16 was analyzed in the Apnl 17 Dazly F loor Report 2
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Transferring municipal hospital assets .

HB 3234 by H|n01osa (Lucuo)';

DIGEST:

o HB 3234 would have requlred a mun1c1pal hosp1tal authorlty to transfer the S
T proceeds from the sale of all or part of a hospltal to.the mun1c1pal1ty or county'~

o ,chat created it to fund health-related pI'O_]eCtS An authorlty could not have - - A

o GOVERNORS‘{.

'REASON’

 FOR VETO: . S

. .RESPONSE: -

B HB 3234 passed the House on the Local and Consent Calendar and was not
analyzed 1naDazly Floor Report R T U S S I

transferred assets without due compensation except to fund: health-related
" ¢ projects in the mumcrpahty of county that created it; The bill would have ©
- defined health- related projects to 1nc1ude academlc health programs chmcs :
" and commumty health educatlon programs RS : :

- |

HouseResearchOrgamzatron

Y3

"‘House B111 3234 has uncertam ramlﬁcatlons for local hosprtal d1str1cts The ';‘ N
~ Senate sponsor of this’ leglslat1on and local elected ofﬁcrals requested that thls :
-gb1llbevetoed”-?" SR T e e

E Rep Juan Hmo;osa author of HB 3234 sa1d that the Senate changed e
' permissive language inthe House version to requ1re proceeds from the saleof .. . -
. a municipal authority’ hosp1tal to fund health—related projects, ‘taking: away the

o dlscretlon of the mun101pa11t1es For thls reason local ofﬁc1als asked that the S
o '7b1ll be vetoed A \ : T

[
<
.




Natlonal Guard mutual assnstance counter-drug actwrtles compact

HB 3380 by Counts (Lucm)

" -

f GOVERNOR'S

~ REASON
rv'FOR VETO:

. RESPONSE

- NoTEs: ~

 DIGEST:

- HB 3380 would have adopted the Natronal Guard Mutual Ass1stance Counter— S
o JDrug Activities Compact The compact would have. authorrzed the goveérnor E
to enter into agreements for mutual assrstance and support w1th other states

regardmg counter-drug activities. ‘The compact would have allowed the use -

’_ * . of the National Guard in drug 1nterdlct10n counter-drug, or demand reductlon -
.actwltles . : L

: The govemor Would have had to approve a request to glve or receive mutual
T as51stance to another state ‘The Attorney General’s Ofﬁce would have had to v
~ approve an agreement in order for it to be effectlve HB 3380 also would '

have authorized the adjutant gcneral to-enter into mutual assistance

"agreements ‘with any law enforcement agency, including federal agenc1es
) operatmg w1th1n the state for drug preventlon act1v1t1es -

- '“Thls bﬂl usurps the Govemor s power to make agreements wrth other states ;
| /,“j'and to command the Texas Nauonal Guard ” T

Rep Dav1d Counts the author of HB 3380 had no comment Sen Eddle
e Lu01o the Senate sponsor ‘was unavallable for comment )

( yHB 3380 was analyzed in Part 3 of the May 2 Dazly F loor Report

- House Research Organization
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Electmg Port of Beaumont Nawgatlon Dlstrlct commlssmners

HB 3540 by Prlce (Galloway)

= 'DJIGE‘S'T;" -

 GOVERNORS -

'REASON

~ FORVETO: .

' RESPONSE: = -

' NOTES:

- N ;)HB 3540 passed the House on the Local and Consent Calendar and was not
- ’analyzed in aDazlyFloorReport cmal DT

'House Blll 3540 would have changed procedures for. electlng comm1ssroners
~ ofthe Port of Beaumont Nav1gat10n Authonty TInstead of the current system | -
~of at-large elect1ons with each Ward represented bya resrdent HB 3540 L
.. would have requlred that one commissioner be elected from each of the four
" 'wards by the quahﬁed voters of that ward and. that the two remaining. - _
commissioners be elected at-large by the quahﬁed voters. of the district. The
U bill also would have changed the term of board members from the current SIX
oo ,,years to four years ‘ - - :

. ~

“Under current law th1s dlstnct must adJust the boundanes of the wards

within the d1str1ct to contain as nearly as poss1ble the same number of: voters

Rep Al Pnce the author of HB 3540 sa1d “I'm very dlsappomted Thrs b1ll
~would have reduced the terms of the comm1ssroners from six yearst t0 four :
‘years. Th1s is the only port to have-six year terms; Wthh 1solates [the: -
'comrmss1oners] from the people that elected them It's unfortunate that
;Governor Bush vetoed 1t A ;;‘ L . o T e

PP R
- \

-~ House Research Organization "~ "~ - " . |

T O
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.

R (W1th1n each ward. Accordmgly, House Bill 3540 would not enhance e ‘\’f.’i _
o ‘..representat1on and it would be costly to the dlstnct : oo




'FCgr'eati'ng néw dlstrlctcourts o . SR T
i N O R g . SI 20 by Rathff (Thompson)

.,SB 20 would have created 15 new drstrlct courts in 11 countles four in Bexar “

. twoin Fort Bend, and one each i in Cameron Galveston, Hams Nueces, ‘

R . Smrth Tarrant, Tom Green, Travis, and ‘Webb counties. One of the Fort Bend
: \}courts and the court in Tarrant County would have been created effectlve o

,;.September 1, 1997 the's remaining courts. would have been created asof . - o

- January 1, 1999." The initial vacancies of three of the Bexar County courts .

"~ ‘and the Harris County court would have been filled by electlons in 1998

rather than by appointment. Initial vacancres of all other cfourts would have

o been ﬁlled by gubematonal apporntment

- GOVERNOR s

REASON .

- FOR VETO

[N

‘ r“Senate Blll 20 contradlcts the Texas Constltutlon whrch allows the Govemor
to fill vacancies in newly created courts. Thlrteen of the 15 new courts wh1ch
-are created in th1s bill would be created in 1999 and they can be. created by

' the 1999 Leglslature ina Way that conforms w1th the Constltutlon Y

Sen Bill Ratlrff the author of SB 20 sa1d “The San Antomo delegatron was
L aware that the section of the bill was unsatlsfactory to the governor They ran
> the nsk of the veto and the veto occurred ?oe ,

j';Rep Senfroma Thompson the House sponsor demed that the Leglslature .
o “passed an unconstitutional bill creat1ng courts or that the Legrslature was -l
v fjplayrng politics on the tlmlng of creatlng the new courts “These are the ﬁrst o
" new. urban, courts in ‘counties with significant mmonty populatlons inmore .. E :',: »

/than 10 years; we knew that these courts could’ not be precleared by the U S. _
‘,_‘Justlce Department before September 1. We also knew that there was- money j B
~available to create 10 new courts, but that pent—up backlogs 1n urban areas

. meant that we needed at least 15 new courts we had to delay the start date on
*some courts to- save money ’ ~ o

. “I suggest the govemor h1re a new counsel who can read plaln Enghsh The

: °"Const1tutron does not require: the governor to appomt the Judges of all new-
o . courts. That s Just a transparent Justlﬁcatlon to say that the: governor 1S <" -
T mlffed because the Leglslature did not allow him'to appomt every one of the
L "new Judges yet he 51gned last session’s Ommbus Courts bill in which initial -

S ’vacan01es 1in the new 392nd and 41 lth drsmct courts were filled by electlon :

' -House Research Organization .~ 7'/ .+



‘ »Governor R1chards s1gned a s1m11ar b111 in 1993 wherem the 1n1t1a1 Vacancy in
' the 385th d1str1ct cou1t was. ﬁlled by electlon ‘ ~

- “The governor is pract1c1ng false economy Th1s w111 mean more plea
- bargains, more gangbangers out-on the street. I remember when Governor -
' Clements played pohtlcs with the pr1son construction bill and Texans had to"
- put revolvmg doors’on our prisons; we passed another b1ll the next sess1on
- and Governor Rlchards signed it. I regret that poor staff adv1ce ledthe. - =
- governorto deny Harns County a badly-needed Juvemle court as approved by -
| '\the Leglslature el A o o _ s

s

NOTES o E SB 20 was analyzed in Part 3 of the May 21 Dazly F loor Report

' House Research Organization -~ = = .
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SB 211 by Ellls (Nalshtat)

" DIGEST:. - .
T ] . Tevenue fund to, pool state appropnatrons and donatlons fromlocal "
govemments busmesses ‘nonprofit organ1zat1ons and other entities. Money

| ,’GOVERNOR S
- REASON
‘ ;FOR VETO

'RESPONSE: -

‘ ﬁnanc1al management

Sen Rodney Elhs author of SB 211 was unavallable for comment |

o Rep Elhott Nalshtat tne HouSe sponsor, sa1d “Although it 1s true that the
" Texas Workforce Commission has solicited funds from school d1str1cts
c commumty colleges c1t1es countles and other pubhc and non-proﬁt ent1t1es

SB 21 I WOuld have created the Texas Chlld care ﬁmd Wlthm the general

“in-the fund would have been used to prov1de child care services in a’ ‘way that‘ ‘- = ’
max1m1zed federal matchmg money.' The Texas Workforce Comm1ss1on o
w1th an adv1sory board would have admrmstered the fund The commrssron

or a local workforce development board that accepted chlld-care ﬁmds from e

-it, would have been requlred to contract with govemment orgamzatrons ‘
publlc nonproﬁt agencies, or commumty-based organizations to adm1mster .
- the sub51dlzed child-care program. SB 211 would have’ requlred entities Wlth al

whom the comm1ss1on or a local Workforce development board contr_acted 0

demonstrate a vanety of; soc1al serv1ce experience with' local client ST
populatlons and expenence ina federal and-state funded system of chlld-caref ;':**
- vendor. management in Texas ch11d development support serv1ces and

N

o SB 21 1 also would have requlred the comptroller to develop and update a-
. statewide gulde for Chlld care to assist consumers in making their child care

.» L, A .

ch01ces and to grve 1nformat10n to ch11d-care prov1ders An 1nteragency work
group would haVe been created to help the comptroller prepare the gulde a

“Senate Brll 211 would stlﬂe compet1t1on and hamstnng local workforce 3 ;«f:_ P

development boards‘in contractmg for child care ‘management serv1ces Th1s
bill protects the: status quo at the expense of local choice and competltlon
- 'We want to max1mlze access to quality child care in Texas and s system

o management changes should be encouraged rather than restricted. The best )
' . intent of this bill, to maximize federal matchlng money for child care . -~ ‘- ’. L
© services, can be achieved through ‘administrative action by the' comm1ssroners

. for the Texas ‘Workforce Commission and the Texas Health and Human L
Serv1ces Comm1ssron Wthh I erl request o - : o

o

'House Research Organization- .. .~
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R to draw down federal Chlld care dollars these efforts have fallen short. The o ‘
L 'problems are that local entities fear that the dollars they donate will notcome - . -
~ back to the1r communitjes; many local entities are not aware that their -
donations could bring additional federal child care dollars to the1r o S
~ communities; and a dedicated fund, the Texas Child Care Fund, whrch could
‘ lend legrtlmacy and certamty to th1s pubhc pnvate partnershlp, does not ex1st o

‘Based on a recommendatlon from the Comptroller s Ofﬁce SB 211 addressed RS
each of these concerns. ‘The comptroller estimated that 1mplementat10n of SB* ‘
211 woul,d have 1ncreased donated funds 10 percent the first year and 20 ;

- percent in subsequent years, increasing the state's ab111ty to draw down -

maximum federal fundmg for ch11d care. RO ) :

o The governor based hlS Veto on an amendment that would have requlred TWC .
or the local workforce development boards to continue contracting with the -
~Child Care Management System (CCMS) through September 1,1999. This

‘ amendment was meant to provide contmulty in the Chlld care dehvery system
- as the state transitions the administration’ of th1s program to local. workforce
| boards It does not ‘tie the hands’ of TWC or the local workforce boards in
- thatif they desire to contract with private { ﬁrms they can proceed with the
. development of contracts and the design of a transition plan and make them"
effective September 1, 1999. Itis unlikely ‘that. an alternative plan for
- contractmg could be ready for nnplementatlon any earher than September l

, NCTES:- T | SB 211 was analyzed 1n Part 3 of the May 22 Dazly Floor Report -

»z' AT ",' _@«x
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. Consumer guide for senior services -~ - -

SB 273 by Zafflnnl (Cuellar)fjf |

biest.

- GOVERNOR'S - *

" REASON
V')HDRVETO

IT~QRESPONSE

© NOTES:
SRS S analyzed in aDazly Floor Report

~-about senior services. The guide would have been developed by an- ( \
S fmteragency workgroup and would have been made avallable through vanous EESNE
" . sources, 1nclud1ng the Intemet R : ‘

. ‘, SB 273 would have d1rected the comptroller to 1ssue a statewrde consumer

guide t0 assist senior citizens and their families to make informed ch01ces

PR

; “Thls brll isa good 1dea Wthh should be 1mplemented w1th1n the exrstmg
o authorlty of the health and human services agencies, 1nclud1ng the' Texas - f‘ e
R ‘Department on Agmg and the Texas Department of Human Serv1ces

"A Sen Judlth Zafﬁnm the author of SB 273 sa1d “I was very surprrsed the
L governor vetoed thls ‘bill, which passed with enthusrastlc sapport. We- had
 -‘considered ass1gn1ng the: gurde to other agen01es but only the comptroller .
N ::,,could develop the: gurde Wlthout incurring a negatlve ﬁscal note ~—-all other-~ . -7~
' agencies said they would need new computers and other resources. Drrectmg L )
~~~other agencies to develop the gulde will create an unfunded state mandate m. o :
S contradiction to leglslatlon enacted thls sessmn HB 66 also by Sy
e Cuellar/Zafﬁrrm : F

s
f

c ~'Rep Henry Cuellar the House sponsor sa1d “Thls was a good Texas el
“'Performance Review recommendation that would have saved the taxpayers B
. .money W1thout the comptroller having to spend any additional money We
) need to contlnue our endeavors to help the elderly populatron .

SB 273 passed the House on the Local and Consent Calendar and was not

2l

HB 66 whrch took effect June 16 1997 requlres the 1dent1ﬁcat10n and
. ‘review of unfunded state mandates deﬁned as statutes requmng polltlcal

SR subdrv1srons to establish, expand or modrfy an’ act1v1ty in a'way that -

. . neces§itates the expendrture of revenue that otherw1se would not have been N
- ’requlred = : o .

-

. House Research Organization” -~ .~
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o Deadlme for hearmgs on protectlve orders

SB 299 by Ratllff (Ramsay) ‘ |

" | DIGEST: | ~ SB299 would have set a 20- day deadhne for heanngs on protectlve order
o S apphcatlons for countles m a Jud1c1a1 d1stnct composed of more than one -
s -’ County : . . : . . L :

GOVERNOR’S | “Senate Bill. 299 is unnecesSary The objectlves of the blll have been better .

~ REASON . ‘faddressed by Senate B111 1253 51gned into law earher th1s session.”
RESPO_NSE: R N Ne1ther Sen B111 Rathff the author of SB 299 nor Rep Tom Ramsay, the o
S E ’House sponsor had comments on the Veto ' 3 L

o "NO'\I".ES\:‘\ o o SB 299 was analyzed in the May 20 Dazly F loor Report

] SB 1253 made several w1de-rang1ng changes to Famlly Code prov151ons o -
_affectmg family violence protective. orders,  including a statewrde 20-day . .
" deadline for hearings on order apphcatlons SB 1253 was analyzed in Part | AR
- ~of the May 27 Dazly Floor Report S o ' S

. House Research Organization -~ .~ "« . o .

o300



o _"}lAdvance dlrectlves for medlcal treatment

| SB 414 by Moncrlef (Coleman)

- 'DIGEST: -

.. GOVERNORS -

"REASON

FORVETO:" - -

'»r

~SB 414 would have amended and consohdated laws regardlng d1rect1ves
 jssued by terrmnally ill patients or-their families tor -withhold or w1thdraw hfe--
o *Sustarmng procedures Physicians and health care fac111t1es would have been

. 'shielded from civil- 11ab111ty for. followmg advanced drrectrves When done
good falth” rather than “unless neghgent AE

- “Senate Blll 414 contams several prov151ons that Would perrnlt a phys101an t0
S 'deny llfe-sustarmng procedures to a patient who desires them. Add1t10nally, _
- the bill eliminates the objectlve neghgence standard for revrewrng whether’ af. . >
e ',physwlan properly discontinued the use of life- sustalnmg procedures and-." .

. replaces.it with a subJectlve good falth’ Standard “While this bill contams a* R
_ '~ number of commendable measures that would streamline Texas lawon = -
_ advance d1rect1ves these beneﬁts are outwelghed by the blll’s potentlally

C 5~“dangerous defects e PR o

'RESPONSE: -

;Sen M1ke Moncnef the author of SB 414 sard “ Govemor Bush’s veto of i
" this 1mportant legislation i 1s d1sappomt1ng and ill-advised. "It is ironic that on-. 7,
- the same weekend the governor chose to veto this bill which would have AT
.+ ‘made our laws more clearand user-fnendly, the American Medical .~
e Assomatlon announced an initiative that will ass1st physrc1ans and thelr R
- patrents in makmg dlfﬁcult end—of hfe dec1srons R :

\‘»,'

S “The governor s vague explanatlon of hlS dec151on suggests that he vetoed o
- - this bill not because of what it is, but bécause of what it is not. The rehglous
. zealots on the fnnge of the Republrcan party tned hard to tack their own
extremist agenda onto thrs bill. ‘They wanted to gut ex1st1ng advance dlrectlve
o procedures abolish the current collaboratlve approach between care grvers ‘
. patients and famrly memibers; undermine the professional and ethical -
. judgment of trained phys1c1ans and proh1b1t the 1nvolvement of famlly
... members in thé-end of life event of their loved ones, The Governor was.
o obvrously swayed by th1s extremist element Itis sad and unfortunate that by
~~.~." cavingin to the extremist agenda the governer has put pohtlcs ahead of good )
- public policy and has kllled worthy leglslatron that would have beneﬁtted - .
"Texans ' e S

Yy \‘

* House Research Organization -
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r Rep Gamet Coleman the House sponsor sa1d “I am dlsappomted the S ‘
governor vetoed the bill, Whlch was intended to streamline advance directives -
‘ - and’in no way was: intended or desrgned to create a way to euthanize '
' 1nd1v1duals Thesé are people who are dymg and who choose through their -
 own directive to forégo extraordmary means.’ It’s unfortunate that there are -
_political forces greater than- the ments of the law that mlsconstrued the intent -
‘ ofthebrll” TR Ces ST : ‘ B

NOTES:V B y o SB 414 was analyzed in Part 2 of the May 23 Dazly F loor Report

N - . R oo . . A e Lo -

Ty s

. House Research Organization =~ - - =,



- RESPONSE:

s e

"Allowmg countles to charge fees for records preservatlon

GOVERNOR'S
- REASON. =
 FORVETO:

. NOTES!

. N - - .
: ‘ ‘ o '
B . 5
R R

R T SB 436 by Lumo (R Lewns)

P

o SB 436 would have allowed countles to charge a records archlve fee of up

o to $10Mfor each.document filed w1th the county clerk. The’ fee could only. ‘, ,
: ‘have been used t0 fund management and preservatron pI'O_] ects for documents o
‘ ‘ﬁled before January l 1990 T :

']“Senate Blll 436 creates new excesswe fees for ﬁlrng of any pubhc document
- suchas marriage licenses and land titles. This leglslatlon allows county

. clerkstoadda $10 records archive fee, over and above the current fees, to the
" costof recordmg a’document. Countles that- ‘want to 1mprove the1r records '
- management can make that a prronty in therr local budgets :

g

_ Sen Eddle Luc1o the author of SB 436 was unavallable for comment Rep |
o 'Ron Lew1s the House sponsor had no comment RN .

" ’: SB 436 was analyzed in Part 4 of the May 23 Dazly F loor Report - S

/".\
, Y
** House Research Organization .-+ ' -
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Resndency reqwrements for publlc schools

. DIGEST:

* GOVERNOR'S
o . divorced parents to attend a school in the school district where ¢ither parent
FOR VET_Q? “ resides.. "The other-bill, Senate Bill 247, is preferable because this leglslatlon )

. "uses the term Jomt custody Wh1ch 18- not recogmzed under Texas law s

“REASON

" RESPONSE:

- NOTES:

SB 462 by Luna (Hernandez) ‘ |

SB 462 would have requ1red a school drstnct to admlt a ch11d not re51d1ng in’ _ o

~ the: district so long as a parent ‘who had joint custody and was a Jomt PR
: .managmg conservator of the ch11d res1ded in the d1stnct L L

“Senate Bill 462 duphcates the 1ntent of Senate Blll 247 to allow a Chlld of

i Nelther Sen Gregory Luna the author of SB 462 nor Rep Chnstme -j “
" Hernandez, the House sponsor had comments on: the Veto - R

- ;SB 462 passed the House on the Local and Consent Calendar and Was not

analyzed ina Dazly F loor- Report

’ ZSB 247 by Nelson (Culberson) Wthh takes effect w1th the 1997 1998 school

year requlres school d1str1cts to admit nonres1dent children if a parent who

' resides ini the dlstrlct is a joint managmg conservator or the sole managmg -

'~ conservator or possessory conservator of the.child.. The bill also amends . . B

- exempt1ons from compulsory school attendance laws. SB247. passed the ‘
“House on the Local and Consent Calendar and was not analyzed ina Dazly

: FloorReport R . AR e

Y House Research Organization © - . - -
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"Requmng certam cmes to make payroll deductlons for unlon dues VAR
~ 88823byCam(NmSManf'y

NQT;ES: L

‘DIGEST: -

_GOVERNOR'S -
“REASON ~
FORVETO:

e

 RESPONSE:

~.-SB 823 would have requ1red c1t1es w1th a populatlon of more than 50 000 to o
v ,make payroll deductions for union dues if the deduction was requested in
- writing by the employee and the city was already allowmg deductions for Sl
.. .. putposes 'other than charitable donatlon insurance: payments retlrement plan S o
AR contnbutlons deferred compensatlon tax payments or garmshment ’

:“Senate B1ll 823 mandates that certaln mun1c1pallt1es prov1de payroll ST
L deductlons for union dues.- Employees who wishto join a uinion and pay dues»’ [
o ':have every right to doso on ‘their own. ThlS leg1slat1on n unnecessary, 18 - ’

.. contrary to the pnn01ples of the nght to work and is contrary to the concept
o of local control » LT I

i T;Sen. "David Cain the 'autho“rof’SB “823: i’waé unavailable?}'forcomrnent" R

s f'«Rep Elllott Nalshtat the House sponsor sa1d “The Govemor 3 veto
e .proclamat1on of SB 823 states that the leglslauon mandates that certam \ .
: mun1c1pal1t1es prov1de payroll deduction for i union dues This statement does' R -
" not accurately reflect the intent or effect of the blll Current law allows’ a o
mun1c1pa11ty with a populatlon of more than 10, 000 to deduct employee St
e association dues from the paychecks of employees who request it. Employees;-"_ -
« _\who want the deductlon make a formal wrltten request 1n a manner - o

Ce each employee who requests the dues deductlon to- pay for the adm1mstrat1ve :': -
. .costs of making the deduction.’ SB 823 would have requlred mun1c1pal1t1es SR
o {;w1th a population of more. than 50, 000 to- make such payroll deductions, atthe
S 'voluntary request of an employee zf the mun1c1pal1ty permits deductlons for v
o Lanother purpose, excluding charity, certaln employee benefits, taxes, ‘and’ T
o garmshment Other provisions relating to such payroll deductlons would "~
. “apply, including the city’s ab111ty to: recover adm1mstrat1ve costs.- In essence .
. " this. leglslatlon would have stipulated that 1f a city of more’ than 50,000 is.
ialready making payroll deductlons fora mumc1pal credit union, employee
- Abenevolent association; or labor umon the city could not refuse to make
s1m1lar payroll deductlons for members of another bona fide. employees
assoc1at10n ‘ R N A :

5 :i”House‘Research;Organization o o

o35



= : 'Creatmg the Advnsory Commlssmn on Intergovernmental Relatlons

DIGEST:

58957 by Harris, Elis, Wentworth (Goodrnan) ‘

| ‘SB 937 would have created the Texas AdVlSOl'y Comm1ss1on on - " 5
- Intergovernmental Relations to strengthen and i improve relatlonshrps between L

- - the state and local governments and enhance cooperation among local

' GOVERNOR'S

" REASON
.. FORVETO:

“RESPONSE: -

‘ »“Senate Blll 937 recreates the Texas Adv1sory Comm1ss1on on _‘ ‘
o Intergovernmental Relatrons an advrsory commission Wthh was abollshed
A durlng the last sess1on of the Legrslature and is unnecessary \ :

- 5governments The bill would have required the commission to providea -
- forum for discussions of intergovernmental issues; conduct and coordinate - .
- research on the issues; collect and distribute 1nformatlon and publish and -

distribute research and conference reports The. governor ‘wouldhave

o appomted seven members of the commission, and the lieutenant govemor and -
. "the speaker of the House each would have appomted one member, sub_]ect to .
L specified cntena The Umversrty of Texas at Arllngton School of Urbanand - '
T Public Affairs would have provrded the comm1ssmn w1th an executlve "

o dlrector and necessary staff IR ~ ' ‘

' Sen. Chns Hams author of SB. 937 sa1d “Thls blll would haVe gotten nd of . -
‘ restrrctrons on the Board. ' The Dean of the Urban Instltute at UT Arhngton ”

- can st111 appomt an advrsory board Yo g

| NOTES: . L

| Sen J eff Wentworth co- author of the blll sald “My pohtlcal experlence o

- fover the years has repeatedly shown mie that much good can and does come

o when people at different levels of government simply-sit down and talk about -

- their mutual problems w1th one another That s really all SB 937 Would have '
‘.allowed” oL L L

- Rep. Toby Goodman the House sponsor sard “At no cost to the state thls

bill would have created an 1ntergovemmental adv1sory commrsswn atthe -

L Umvers1ty of Texas at Arhngton I thought 1t was a good program and

several states already have 1t

‘ : : SB 937 passed the House on the Local and Consent Calender and was. not
' analyzed ina Dazly F loor Report R o _

.~ “House Research Organization " - " .



.' ‘Creatmg the Internatlonal Trade Task Force

e | SI 1041 by Truan (Hunter)':"

' DIGEST:

L SB 1041 Would have created a 27 member Intematronal Trade Task Force to "
. -assist the Texas Department of Commerce in promoting: and developmg -

‘ rlnternatlonal trade. . The task force would have had to develop a strategic plan o
... - to'promote and- develop international trade and submitted it to the department; N
. the department ‘would have had to adopt a strategic plan by February 1, 1999 e o

e The task force would have been drsbanded December: 1, 2000

" GOVERNOR'S

.~ REASON.

FORVETO o

- RESPONSE: "

’ 'g“Senate Blll 1041 creates a new. task force in the Texas Department of \

B Commerce whose functlon Would duphcate certam provisions-of SB 932 S

" relating to 1nternatronal trade 1ssues The creatlon of anew task force by laW
‘jlsunnecessary Ll L | . o

: ~Sen. Carlos Truan the author of the b111 sa1d “SB 1041 is essent1a1 because
y {,‘ the new Texas. Department of Economlc Development guts’ most of the . S
 existing international trade duties of the Department of Commerce Although R

one of the new" department s dlrectlves is to assist Texas busmesses with the

- export of their products and servrces to 1ntemat10nal markets there 18 nothlng s
- in SB 932 that requires an adv1sory panel on 1nternat10nal trade matters ‘The .-
. language only permits the department to establrsh atask force, if it so’ o
" “'chooses. SB-1041'would have ensured outside input to the department on . .
E t1nternat10nal trade matters. With this veto, the Governor is essentrally saymg R
~ . this new; untested Department of Economic Development may run srngle- o
o handedly the entire state's 1nternat10nal trade pohcy “That is not right.

P Internatlonal trade. affects everyone in the state and there should be greater- .

o 1nput from a more diverse’ group ! of profess1onals at the state level. We: should L :_: b
. be exammmg ways to include broader groups of people n the decrsron- s R

o makmg process, not excludmg them as’ thlS veto does ”? ; E

- NOTES: -

: ASB 1041 passed the House on the Local and Consent Calendar and Was not
analyzed ina Dazly Floor Report g 7‘ L e . ,

‘ SB 932 by Slbley (Ohvelra), wh1ch establtshes the new Department of

L ;Economrc Development to coordmate 1ntematronal trade, business ass1stance "

: ) and tourism efforts, takes effect September 1,1997. HB 2500 by Ohverra R
o <compan;lon to SB 932 was analyzed in Part 1 of the May 1 Dazly Floor RO
Report B S e A . REEES

House Research Organization - =~ .~ = = -
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Coordmated rules on purchasmg servnces for state agency cllents i SR
u o SR SB 1240 by West (Maxey) . ,

s DIGEST; o o SB 1240 would have requlred the Health and Human Servrces Comm1ss1on to -
K ' - . coordinate and adopt rules governing purchasmg of services for clients by
o state agencres including agencies that are not health and human service:
L agencres ‘The commission's rules: Would have apphed dlrectly to health and
1 ‘human service agencies; other agencies Would have had to adopt rules that
- were consistent-with those of the commrsswn ‘The bill also would have
s created a Workmg group, pre51ded over by the commission, to develop
recommendatlons on mergmg laws governlng the purchase of servrces for -
7 chents by state agencres L ST : ’

“GOVERNOR'S - . 4“Thls b111 is contrary to good pubhc pohcy by mandatlng that state agencres

' REASON . ‘including agencies that are not health and human service agencies,” be .

o FOR VETO} o subject to putchasing: Tules adopted’ by the Health and Human Services
SR . ~Commission. The officers who preside over state agencies are best ableto .
= 'determme and adopt the rules for purchasmg of services- for therr agencres

- The Health and Human Serv1ces Commrss1on has no. spemal expertlse i

S purchasmg 2 ‘ : \

" RESPONSE: o " Sen Royce West the author of SB 1240 Was unavallable for comment R ' :

. ‘Rep. Glen Maxey, the House sponsor sa1d “Thrs b111 would have saved the ' )
 state. money Even though the Texas Department of Cnmlnal Justice is not an AR
- HHS agency, it is still a large purchaser of health care n Texas ‘Therefore, it -
- would have been: cost effectrve to purchase health care equlpment together in
o one lump sum. This b111 Would have laid: the groundwork for a more efﬁc1ent ; )
- manner of purchasmg for the state Lo O : TR

NOTES o “SB 1240 passed the House on the Local and Consent Calendar and Was not
T oo analyzedmaDazlyFloorReport ST P
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" Regulation of retail food stores | -
. R SB1355 by Brown (Maxey)

- 'DIGEST:-. . . - SB 1355 would have estabhshed an. mteragency task force to coordlnate state
w7 Lregulation of retail food stores. It also would have amended current laws™ .~
. relating to welghts and measurement dev1ces 1nspectlons and testmg, reta11
gt food store 11cens1ng and penmts and testmg and sale of motor fuels S

- The bill would have changed current requlrements that food handlers Wash
e ‘their hands w1th soapand water after each visit to the toilet. Instead food
. handlers would have been requ1red e1ther (D) to wash the1r hands and exposed
. portions of their arms with soap and water before startmg Work during-work -
... as often as necessary to avoid contammanon and after smokmg, eatmg and
W ‘\_“each visit to the t01let or (2) to avmd bare hand contact with, exposed food by
. " using gloves or utens1ls and washlng the1r hands after smokmg, eating and
o each visit to the. to11et State or local authontles could not have requ1red food e
r serv1ce personnel to av01d bare hand contact Wlth exposed food SR

NS

N 'GOVERN_'OR'S : ““Senate B111 1355 poses a maJor pubhc health threat by proh1b1t1ng state and ‘

-~ REASON """ " Jocal health authorities from requiring food service personnel to avoid bare- R
: ) FORVETO L " hand contact with exposed food. This poses the threat of serious viral'and - -~ "< ©
. Lo T bacterial contamination of. food, and would prevent public health ofﬁcrals ' f

o from respondmg 1o a crisis such asa Hepatltls A outbreak which has:
e 'occurred in ne1ghbor1ng states The bill contains numerous worthwhlle
. prov1s1ons “The vast majonty are already bemg 1mplemented are - :
« . 1mp1emented under, other leglslat1on from this sess1on or can be 1mplemented
B funder exlstmg statutory authonty R . :

'NRE'QPONS'EE »' - Sen J E “Buster” Brown the author of SB 1355 was unavallable for S

<

k ,Rep Glen Maxey, the House sponsor sald “The governor was nght to veto _”— i 1
- this. bill. Tt was a huge omnibus bill and it had amendments attached to it that
. I thought could be worked out in conference committee. Unfortunately, that
- mever happened Aot of good programs were also killed, mcludmg a.
t ,$250 000 savmgs to the state in pr1vat121ng people who do welghts and
,measures at the gas pumps R ool

‘A}\w

Lo NQTES: - = . }SB 1355)Was analyzed 1n Part 4 of the the May 23 Dazly F loor Report

. House Research Organization. =~ -
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Coordmatmg state agency actlvmes in colomas

SB 1514 by Truan (Flores) '

DIGEST: .. .~ SB 1514 would have requlred certaln state agencres to de51gnate an ofﬁcer or °
e | “employee: as coordmator of colonia initiatives to, coordmate efforts with other -
. 'state agencies.. 'Each agency coordmator would have to have been a. deputy , .

‘ 'executlve director or equlvalent The. coordmator from the Attorney General' SR

Ofﬁce Would have pre51ded over the group ' S o

GOVE RNOR S “Senate Blll 15141 15 unnecessary because it dupl1cates act1V1t1es already ,
REASON - underway. A colonia working group including representatives of the agencies -
FOR VETO -+ listed in this bill is already meeting and has issued three reports to date There
’ ‘ ) 1s no need to create yet another duphcat1ve comm1ttee ' SR

- RESPONSE: = Sen Carlos Truan the author of SB 1514 sa1d “The govemor has done a -
T ‘grave d1sserv1ce to the residents of the colonias and to the dedicated state
employees who are tesponsible, for helpmg the colonias. Never in. my 29
" 'years servmg in the Leglslature have I'seen a governor veto a vital colomas
- billovera partisan political excuse. 'SB 1514 was based on the efforts of . -
many- people who are dedicated to ﬁndmg solutlons for the colomas and
» »would have speeded and 1mproved the colomas program ‘

ﬁ“SB 15 14 would have prov1ded qu1ck solut1ons at the h1ghest agency level for -
~ * problems i 1dent1ﬁed by the field staff of the various agencies thatare .
o respons1ble for helplng the colonias re31dents by prov1d1ng a d1rect link ‘
- between field personnel and agency d1rectors It would also have prov1ded a
... .. forum for the elght agencies that have colomas respon51b111t1es the attorney o
~ -~ general, the Texas Water Development Board; the Texas Department of
.. 'Health, the Texas Natural Resource Conservatlon Comm1ss1on the Texas "
, Department of Housmg and Commumty Affairs, the Texas. Education o
Agency, the Texas Workforce Comm1ss1on and the Un1vers1ty of Texas-Pan PR
\' Amencan D L , R ’

‘ “The attorney general is respons1ble for enforcmg the laws to stop ) ‘
- proliferation « of colonias. In the larger sense, he is the only statewide elected R
official with the authonty to prov1de coordlnatlon among agen01es at the L

’ ,h1ghestlevel” sl SIS :

o 'House Research Organization o
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' NOTES:

"‘Avagencylevels s e o

SB 15 14 was analyzed in the May 20 Dazly F loor Report : 5 s B

. Sen Truan said that rather than duphcatlng exrstmg efforts as the govemor
*.clalmed in his veto message “In fact no ex1st1ng effort accomphshes or . .
R env1s1ons what the bill would have done by cutting through bureaucratic red
" tape to qulckly solve colomas problems 1dent1ﬁed in the ﬁeld at the hrghest
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- ITransfer of mmates to coumy ]all work program

SB 1610 by Whltmlre (AIIen) ‘

" DIGEST: "

“ , SB 1610 would have allowed Texas Department of Cnmlnal Justlce mmates
" to be transferred to county Jalls for part1c1pat10n in work release prograrns if

- they had achieved or were within one year of achlevmg thelr presumptlve

'GOVERNOR'S
. REASON
~ FOR VETO: -

. RESPONSE:

..parole date or mandatory superv1s1on release date

. "“Senate Blll 1610 perm1ts the release of 1nmates from the custody of the B
* Texas: Department of Criminal Justlce before thelr parole or mandatory RS
L release dates = : . , 3 \

- .Sen John Whltrmre the author of the b111 sald “SB 1610 would have allowed o
the gradual expansion-of an ex1st1ng work release program The 1dea for this bill

.. came from officials at the Texas Department of Crlmmal Justlce and I agreed". ‘

" NOTES:

that the concept was a good one

- .“If a shenff approves a work release plan an 1nmate can be transferred to the -+

local jail. The inmate sleeps behind bars and is under superv1sron of aparole”

- officer at all times. He can be released during the day to.seek. employment and
. eventually hold down a job.. Money eamned while on ‘work release is used topay
. taxes, relmburse the cost of 1ncarcerat10n and pay other expenses — hke child -
_support » SRR \ : , : S

, “All 1ndrcat10ns are that 1nmates who have an orderly transrtlon to the free World* o
- and who get ]ObS -are much less 11kely to re-offend SB 1610 would have eased‘ o
”,thls transrtron whlle protectlng pubhc safety ‘ T L

_ “We are trymg ‘to be tough on cnme but also smart on. crune preventlon Thrs S
i Ablll was one step in that process : : ;

) ‘SB 1610 passed the House on the Local and Consent Calendar and was not -
. analyzed in aDazly Floor Report T = ’

E House,Res'earch OIgani,zatiQn”il’,




Crlme Stoppers Adwsory Counc1l membershlp

G SB- 5676 by Bamentos (Stlles)/.‘,lad

‘ ‘

- GOVERNOR s -

. REASON"

~ FORVETO: 1 o

| RESPONSE: -

T

C I )
’ ‘ c ) ' !
. N}

. DIGEST: o SB 1676 Would have 1ncreased the membershlp of the Cnme Stoppers AdVlsory,, .
'+ <. Council from five to seven members and required that at least four, rather than;"; L

" three, members have part1c1pated in a local crime stoppers program’ Thebillalso- . -

would have changed the terms of ofﬁce from two-year terms to staggered four- IR

,k_’,:bj‘{yearterms e Tl R

. ~ :

' “Senate B111 1676 1ncreases the membershlp and terms of ofﬁce for the Crlme .

e rStopper Adv1sory Council, which' functlons solely : as. an adv1sory board to the o
- Office of the Govérnor. The addmonal costs to taxpayers of new members to the LT
\ Counc11 are unnecessary ' ' _ R -

f Nelther Sen Gonzalo Bamentos the author of SB 1676 nor Rep Mark Stlles~ : : )
o the House sponsor had comments on the veto. ' . Pl i

SB 1676 passed the House on the Local and Consent Calendar and was noti\ -’
: -'j‘analyzed 1naDazlyFloorReport G e T e T

- House Research Organization . .



Creatlng theTexas commumty mvestment program ) B
‘ - SB 1877 by Wentworth (Greenberg) ‘

DIGEST: SB 1877 would have requlred the Texas Department of Housmg and Commumty s
< * Affairs (TDHCA) to create a commumty reinvestment program to award. grants »
to or purchase stock 'in multi-bank - communlty ‘development corporatrons T
‘ (CDCs) Loans could only have been made to dlsadvantaged businesses that
- were. unable to secure. conventtonal bank loans -and that employed low or -
- moderate income persons in distressed areas of the state. A CDC'would have =~
L been ehglble to part1c1pate in the grant program ifit. raised at least $500 0001 in - .
pnvate 1nvestments and entered 1nto a part1c1patlon agreement w1th TDHCA

¥ .

- “GOV’ERNO‘R"S ’1,'“Senate Blll 1877 proposes us1ng taxpayer dollars to fund prlvate commumty

REASON - - ' investment programs that make. loans to: busmesses that cannot qualify for . )
- FOR VETO ) 'conventlonal bank loans ThlS program was not funded by the Leglslature e
> »- RESPONSE: = “ Sen Jeff Wentworth the author of SB 1877 was. unavallable for comment

o Rep Shem Greenberg, the House sponsor sa1d desplte the governor s platform
o f,to transition individuals from welfare to ‘work, he demded to veto a program -
o proven to create jobs in dlstressed nelghborhoods “We are very surpnsed that = .
" he vetoed th1s bill.- Nobody spoke out against. the bill, in fact, there was' ’
: overwhelmlng support from all sectors ‘of the commumty 1nclud1ng business bl
~ owners, bankers, commumty leaders and b1partlsan legislative support. | We . °
o ‘dldn t receive any phone calls, letters or_any: indication that there Was any-
. . - . _opposition to' thls bill. Th1s a b1g dlsappomtment for economlcally dlstressed g
‘ R nelghborhoods in Texas We have yet to hear the real explanatlon for Why thls o
- blllwas vetoed”'f o e - .

| VNOT’ES’: s : ,.SB 1877 was analyzed il Part 3 of the May 21 Dazly Floor Report

" " 'House Research Organization .. -~ "~



”Excludlng serwce, asset management contracts from msurance regulatlons g
: : S SB 1913 by Slbley (Smlthee) ';

" DIGEST:

o \“GOVERNORS
" REASON -

- FOR V_ETO‘ o

' ‘SB 1913 would have exempted from Texas 1nsurance regulatrons manufacturerﬁ
o serv1ce contracts for repalr replacement or ma1ntenance of property and asset \f‘
- management contracts w1th capltal equlpment owners to manage the cap1tal Lo
‘equrpment assets : - s o 3

“After confemng w1th the Comm1ss1oner of Insurance I am vetolng Senate B111_ - o E
‘:1913 because this bill- may perrmt the unregulated sale of i insurance, 1nclud1ng" S
" fire, ‘theft and other casualtles normally covered by property and casualty/«}
i }'lnsurance : v AR R L

Sen Dav1d S1bley, the author of SB 1913 had no comment

. Rep John Sm1thee the House sponsor sa1d “The Govemor Vetoed the b111 upon‘ o
' the recommendation of the Commissioner of Insurance because of concerns with -+
. .‘umntended 1mphcat10ns of the bill.” The Commlss1oner has 1nd1cated to me that o
- what was intended in the ongmal bill can be carried out by’ letter 1nterpretat10n L
I ~ to'the approprrate parties. I support: the Comm1ss1oner m his 1ntent10n tomove = -
ST ,forward W1th th1s 1dea and look forward to the pos1t1ve results R RO
' ‘ NOTES: : The compamon to SB 1913 HB 3036 was analyzed in Part 3 of the May 2 Dazly L
N ~vFloorRep0rt L Ta -
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Studymg hlgher educatlon needs in. southern Dallas County SRR
S SCR 75 by West (Glddlngs) .

- DIGEST: - SCR 75 would have authonzed the creatlon of a commrss1on to study locatlng "
Lo an institution of higher education in the southern port1on of Dallas County The -
‘resolution stated that residents of the- reg1on do not have adequate access to -
upper-level pubhc h1gher education and ‘that there isa need to make such' =

| educat10na1 opportunmes access1ble and affordable o ‘ -

GOVERNOR'S “Senate Concurrent Resolutlon 75 undermlnes the authorrty of the Hrgher o
REASON 'Education Coordinating Board by creating a special commission to study higher -
- FOR VET‘Q: S feducatlon needs in southem Dallas and adjacent counties. The Higher Education .
- L Coordlnatlng Board is. already charged with studymg and balancrng the higher -
_ education needs of the entlre state A specral area-spec1ﬁc commrss1on is not -
) ,necessary B e : S

'BESPONSE: . ' ‘Sen Royce West the author of SCR 75 was unavallable for comment

. Rep. Helen G1dd1ngs the House sponsor sard ‘“The resrdents of the southern '
o portlon of Dallas County were d1sapp01nted that SCR 75 was vetoed.  Thereis -
- no public institution in the southern sector prov1d1ng upper level education. The . .~
o southern sector has struggled for years and continues to struggle for equlty in" ’ )
-state fundmg for’ transportat1on support in attractmg much needed economic
" development and in upper level education. This study would have hlghhghted
~the need for and value of such an institution. " The, southern sector no longer - -
. wantsto hear excuses, but rather residents want t0 see. demonstrated concern on
. the part of the state 1n 1mprov1ng the quahty of the1r llves ‘

NOTES B "SCR 75 was not analyzed ina Dazly Floor Report
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