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Honorable Anthony F. Vollack I February 8, 1968

Yif the proposed act affeots the amount of
revenue which flows into the fitate tressury,
elither &8 an original measure, or as an
amendment to oune already in existence, it is
one to raise révenue as provided in the first
part of section 70, . . .” In rve Opinion of
Justices, eaa Ala. 569, 136 So. 589,

The Bectlon 70 above referred to provides that all
bills for raisiung rovenue wust originate in the House of
Reprosentatives. _

 In another Alabams case, the Supreme Court said:

“Any bill which amends ap aet to raise
revenus in respeet to the awount thus to be
phised, becomes vhen evoacted & part of such
#et thereafter affective as though it had
beey incorperated in it s oviginally enacted,

"Phe right of the SBenste to propose amende
ments to revenue measures applies to pending
bills which originate in the House, and not
to such measures after {hey have heen enacted.
The amendatory bill iz therefore itself a
bill to raise revenus. (citiag casee)

: “Wo think therefore that Sonate Bill No, 283
violates Section 70 of the Constitution.”
In ve Opinion of the Jastiasﬂ, 238 alﬁ. 289,
180 8o, 824,

Resasrch failw to disclose any daamaioaﬁ Gi the Celorade
Supreme ﬁmart an the questions pregented,

1 adopt the econclusions of the Alabama Bupreme Court
as related above. Again, in spécific answeys to your questions,
it is wy opinion that Senate Bill No, 26 is a bill "for raising
rovenue” within the meaning of Section 31, Artiele V of the.
Colorado Constitution, and the fact that it was intveduced in
the Seaate offewds Section 81 which provides that such bills
must originate in the House of Representatives,

Very truly yours,

Attorney General
D¥Dreg

...........
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Senate Chamber -
State of Colorado
Denber

January 31, 1966

Honorable Duke W. Dunbar
Attorney General

State Capitol

Denver, Colorado

Dear Mr., Dunbar:

Senate Bill No. 26, by Senator Gill, entitled "A Bill for
an Act Repealing the Food Sales Tax Credits or Refunds, as
Enacted by Chapter 300, Session Laws of Colorado 1965'", has
been introduced in the Senate of the General Assembly during
the current 1966 Session.

This bill has been ordered printed for further consider-
ation by the Senate Committee on Finance. Whether this bill
could be constitutionally enacted into law has been questioned
by several members of the General Assembly. I would therefore
request your opinion as to the following question:

Is Senate Bill No. 26, by Senator Gill, introduced in the
Senate of the Forty-fifth General Assembly, at its Second
Regular Session, a bill for raising revenue (enabling its
passage during this session without having been designated in
wrdting by the Governor), and, if so, is it a bill for raising
revenue which the Constitution of the State of Colorado
requires to have been introduced in_ the—Hquse og/Réﬁresgstatives?
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