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REPORf OF THE NORTH CAROLII{A COMMISSION ON IIfTERSTATE COOPERATION

The Go'r"nisslon on Interstat.e Cooperatlon has eval.uated, approved and

recomends to the Governor and the 1965 Geoeral Assembly enactment of Erro

ioterstate conPacts and Amendments to the Interstate coryact on Juveniles

and an agreemeat oa Detalners.

(1) Iaterstate Coryact. on Juveniles . Pages 2-4
Aneadments to the 1963 Act

(2) DriverLicenseCompact.. .. r...Pages5-8

(3) NuclearEnergyCoryact..o .i .Pages10-11.

(4) Agreement on Detainers. . . Pages 12-13

tfe are submitting an erglanation and justificatioo for enacEment of each

of these c@pacts and Anendnents to existlng Acts. Congress has evidenced

its approval of the recmended coryacts.

II{TERSTATE CO{PACTS

The lnterstate coryact is the most fonn:rl, binding and stable ki.nd of

arrangement for cooperative actlon of Che 6tates. A cmpact must be

ratlfled by state leglsl.atlve action. It is tn the nature of a conEract

anong the signatory states. The cornpact agreement is legaLly binding and

may be eoforced in the court.s, and the coqract remains in force for a

ratifying state untll the party staEe forualLy wlthdraws.
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ITMENSTATE CG{PACT ON JWENILES . REC@IENDEq AMENDI{EMS E)STIBIT A

The 1963 General Assembly enacted leglslation intended to enable North

Carolina to becooe a party to the Interetate Co,rryact on Juveniles. Hddever,

the Goryact sblch the Governor of Nortb Garoltna is authorized and dlrected

to s.ecute on bebalf of thls State i.s not ldentlcal in language wlch the

Coryact enacted by other states.

Interstate conpacEs are in the nature of contracts zunong the slgnatory

states. fhe rules regarding offer aod accepttrlce apPly. It ls essential

that the laaguage of a coryact be ldentical ln the varlous states. However'

by additional e{ectio,ne to the enabling act, a state nay inpose lioltatlons

on compact actloa inttlated by lts residents or executed by its authorltl€st

providing such llmitations do not contrevene corryact provisione regarding

the rlghts of other party states.

The Gomlesio]r on Interstate Cooperatloa recomends to the Governor

and to tbe 1965 General Assenbly enactment of a b111 to anend ArtLcle 5

of Chapter 11O of the General Staeutes of North Carolina so es to nake the

Coryact authorized by G.S. 110-58 ldentical ln Language to the Interstate

Coryact on Juvenl.les as enacted by other states. Section 2 of the reconqended

btll would transfer to a nery sectlon of Chapter 110 the Llnitetio'ns oa North

Csrolina ectLoa presently placed in the text of the Coryact authorlzed by

c.s. 110-59.

If the recomended b111 1s enacted, Artlcle IV of the Corpact wtll

prorride that the Judge of the ceurt ln the denandlng state to which an

applicatlon for issuance of a requisltloo for tbe return of a rrrnaway juvenile

is nade "rray" hold a hearing tbereon; that the judge of tbe court in the

state where tbe runaway juvenile is located and before nhom the Juvenlle

ls brought f'may''flx a reasonable tlne to be.allwed for the purAose of

teetlng the legallty of the proceediag; thet tbe detention of a nmsway
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Juvenlle nay for a Eime not exceeding "90" days; and that 'fjuvenilerr as

used ln Article IV means "anry person who ls a ninor under the law of the

state of residence of the parent, guardian, person, or agency entltled to

the 1egal custorY of such Einor."

Sectl.on 2 of the recoqended bll.l adds a statute to Artlcle 5 of

Cbapter 110. This statute, to be nunbered G.S. 110-64' will. provtde that

rbe courEs ln North Caroliaa applytng the provisions of Artlcle IV of

the Coryaet 'tshallr' hold a hearlng on an applicatlon for lesuance of a

requisitloa for the return of a juvenile wbo alledgedly h88 run away from

North Caroltna; that the judge of any court in North Garolina flndlng tbat

a requlsltLon for the return of a juvenile runaway from another etate is

in order I'shall upon requesrrr fix a reaeonable tine to be allowed for testlng

the legallty of the proceeding; that the decention of a runaway Juvenlle ln

Horth Garollna under the provisions of Artlcle IV of the Coryact shall. not

exceed "30r' days; and that io proeeedlngs rmder Artlcle IV to secure the

retuErr of a juvenlle who bas run away from North Carolina, our courts shall'

construe the word rtjuveni,lett tO mean |tany male 16 years Of age of turder

and aoy female 18 years of age or under."

hactrnent of tbe proposed b111 will bring the l[orth Garollna version

of the Interstete Conpact oa Juveailes lnto conformity with the text of

the Coqact as adopted by other states. this wiLl obviate legal problene

likely to arlee fron the divergent verslon aow set forth in G.S. 110-58.

No Coryact problen w111. be ralsed by sectlon 2 of the proposed bill.

Uaking hearings by North Caroliaa courts nandatory instead of dlecretionary

servcs ratber than folls Coryact purposes. There is aotlng in Article IV

of the Cqact to requlre a juve1xlle to be held for rry to 90 days. The

purpose of the provlsion regarding the period of detentlon ls to make sure

tbat jqreniles who are detained whtle awalting pLckup by another 6taEe are
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ooE detained for excessLve period of tine. Reduclng to 30 daye the period

pernttted in North Carolina ls compatible wlth tbis purpose.

Whtl,e Artlcle IV of the Coryact would pernit North Carollna co requl-

sitlon the return of any runaway froo this State eho ls a mlnor under our

1aw, there Ls no Coolpact provision requlrlng t{orth Carolina to requleltion

the return of runaray -aLes ovet the age of 16 or females over Ehe age of

18. Since there ls trothlbg Ln section 2 of tbe propoeed btll whlch lnterferes

wlth services requlred by Arttcle lll of the Cqact to be rendered to oEher

parEy scates on behalf of rruraway juveniles frm such states who are formd

in North Carolina, the llnicatlons placed oo our onn action do not create

a Coryact problen.
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IMERSTATE CG'{PACTS FOR TRAFFIC SAFSTY

the voltme of craffic on the nationf s highways i.ncreases day by day.

And day by day, the probl.ms of trafflc safety grw in magnitude and con-

plexity. For nany years, governmental officials and other interested groups

aad lndivlduals have worked to iryrove state motor vehicle codes to encourage

the development of effective programs of regulation and enforcement, to

acbieve unlformity where such unlfornity is desirable, and to strengthen the

prograos of indivtdual states through cooperation asoog the stgtes. Much

Progress has been nade along these llnes, but it is clear Ehat nore must be

accoryllsbed lf the states are to meet fully thelr responsibilities tn this

field.

lfltb the interstate character of notor vehicle travel lncreaalng co,n-

stantly' it secms highly llkely that unless the states flnd suitable renedles

for tbe problems of traffic safety, the federal government wlll become more

and nore deeply involved in this field whfch traditimally has been

Ffirnliil-ly ri rbsporis {d i f-f'ry of rrhd' erate s .

Iadications of Congressional interest and coocern are readily apperent.

In 1958, Congress adopted the Beasrer Resolurion (h$lic Las 85-684), wtrlch

grants Congressional consent ln advance to interstaEe coryacts whose purpoge

'l's to pr@ote safety on the highways. In effect, Cmgress at that tlme re-

afftrued the principle that prinary responsiblltty for traffic sefeEy re6ts

wlth the state and suggested the use of compacts as a way of achievlng oore

effeetLve lnterstate cooperatlon.

DR,ry8R LICSNSE CO}EACT

Ilnsafe or Poor risk drivera ere a serious threat to traffic safety.
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Many of them culmlnate a history of negligent drivlng by causing accidents

whlch result tn death or serlous injury.

Adoptton of the Drlver Liceose Coryact would take established principals

whlch are authorized to sooe sxtent under presenE North Carollna law and

give them new and better effect r:ader a ne'n a.rmrnlstrative arr€ngenent deslgned

to further lnterstate cooperation and traffic safety. The }lotor Vehlcles

Department would ftnd it easier, under tbis coqact, to work with the llcenslng

euthoritles of other staces.

The obJect of the conpact te to nake driver lieense suspenslons and

(evocatl.ons aad the issuarrce of driver llceose depend Lpoc overall coryliance

rrrith notor vebicle laws of all states.

&led for Driver tlcense Corpacc

It staads to reason chat drivers who co,nrmit serlous trafflc law vto-

lations uhen away from home should not be consldered safe aod responslble

motorlsta I'n the state that llcensed then. Nor should drivers be pernltted

to hold License ln more than one state and thus be able to prorate vlolatlons

anong theo and thereby escape the rightful consequences of their dangerous

practices.

The Drlver License Coryact Ls not a cure-all ln the area of driver

llcenslng and I's not presented as such. It presents a rneans through whlch a

drLver's entire record can be acctmrlated and acted on as a whole by the

I'l.censing state. IJnder this coryacE, each state will treat out-of-state

drlviog records of the drivers it, has llcensed as lf the condtrct reported had

taken place rithln its own jurisdiction.

,t{hat Does tbe Driver License Comact Do?

Bastcally tbe DrLver Ltceose coryaet does three things:

1. rt provides for the orderly exchange ,of out-of-state treffLc
convl.ct{on reports betneea the lLcensing state and the state
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in which the violarion took place.

2, It provideg a unlforn pollcy regardlng what actioo, if any,

ls to be taken wlrh regerd to the offending drlver.

3. It puts lnto effect the he Llcenee Concept.

Artlcle Iv. Eff,ecr of convictions

The effect of convlctlons wouLd lntroduce a mlnor but fomardlooklng

cbange as to convictl.ons Ln party states of four offensee:

(1) ttanslaughter (negLlgent honlclde)

(2) Driving under lnfluence.

(3) Hit and rrm.

(4) Felony in the congrissiorx of which a rnotoi vebl.cle l,s used.

Adoptloa of the coryact would put out-of-state caaes oo the ssne basis as

ln-state eases, llnder Nortb Carollna law, G.S . 20-22 (b), the North Carollna

llotor Vehl.cle Department nm reports convlctions of non-resldents to the

licensLng authority tn their home states.

llw the Gmact lliLL Operate

The head of the driver l.lcenslug authority dn each meder state w111

adninieter the Coryact wlthiu blg Stete. The adminlstrators, acting jolntly,

nay fotuulate necessary and proper procedureg for the orderly exchange of

lnfornatl.on under the Coopaet. It should be nade clear that ado'ptlon of

the Coryaet by any State does not require the creatlon of any nfl govern-

mental agency, nor entaLl the delegatlon or surrender of any leglslatlve

authority.

Endorslns Orsaaizatioos

Becognizlog the need of nore effectlve oeans for dealtng with the pool

risk drlver, a nunber of uatlmal organizattos have endoreed the Driver

Ll.conse Coqlact. Aoong Ehe organl-zations supportlng tb€ eoaPact prtnciple

to achLeve greater trafflc safety are:
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American Association of Motor Vehicle Adninlstrators

Governors' Conference

fnternatlonal Association of Chiefs of Police

National Association of At,torneys General

National Grange

National Highway Users' Conference, Inc.

National Safety Council

North Carolina Comlssion on Interstate Cooperation

The Compact also has been offictally endorsed by all of the Reglonal

€onferences of The CounciL of State Governments, and is included in the

Council's progr'- of suggested state legislation.

Evaluatiog of the Coryact by che North Carolina Motor Vehicle Department in

"In short, the Driver License Coqact is a very forroard-Iooking

document, even though it introduces al.most no new Law. It would

merely facilitate the full lnterstate cooperation authorized but

not achieved under present laws.

"The Department feels that enactment by al.l the states of this

Compact is the best. means for ensuring that the stat,es preserve

their authorlty in driver licensing as against possible federal

actiou.rt

In Arizonar ,'l sccident in which a cattle truck paseing other traffic
crashed head-on into a bus, kllli.ng nine persons: The drlver had been con-

victed of at least a half dozen traffic violacions in another sta[e.

In New Jersey, an oil truck ramed inLo the rear of a bus, kiLling
cleelve and injuring ni.neteen. The truck drlver had a record of eight movlng

viotatioos in three states.
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NORTH CAROLINA COMI'{ISSION ON IMERSTATE COOPERATION

EE!.9!!r-t9!

lr..ii..h.$HEREAS, interdtate travel is constantly increasing

and more hazardous, and

WHEREAS, PubLic Law 85-684, approved by Congress in

consent to the states to eBter into interscate comPacts

and becoming more

1958, grants

for the purpose of pro-

motlng highray safety; and

WHEREAS, the Driver License Coryact,'which has been unanimously endorsed

by the National Governors' Conference meeting in Hershey, Petursylvania, June,

Lg62, provides a means for placing interstate cooperative arrangements for

exchanging infornation on out-of-state convictions on a stable, uniform basis.

No{, TEERBFORE, BE IT RESOLVED tbar Ehe North Caroli.na Comission on

Interstate Coo'peration recowpnd and urge the 1965 North Carolina General

Asserobly to enact the Driver License Coryact, as developed by the Council of

State Government,s;

BE IT FTRTHER RESOLVED that the Governor's €oordinating Council on

Traffic Safeer be urged to join the Cm:ission on Interstate CooPeration 1n

the adoption of the Drtver License Cmpact.

Siened: Earl W. Vaughan
CHAIRI{AN

This the 7th day of January, L965

Siened: D- S- Coltrane

f,ib'.ary
Sfs?e Legisirt:i''. '. ' .,ir'

North Carclina

SECBEf,AEY
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NUCLEAR ENERGI Co-{PACT

l'leobership Southern Lnterstate Nuclear Board

The Comission on Lnterstate Cooperation reconmends legislation be

enacted rnaking North Carolina party to the Southern Interstate Nuclear Coupact

in order that North Carolina can belone a voting member of the Southern Inter-

state Nuclear Board.'

The Southern Interstete Nuclear Board

The Southern Lnterstate Nuclear Board (SM) is the nation's first non-

federal, publicly supported nuclear advisory and developmencal. agency. Creaced

through an enactmenE of the Southern Interstate Nuelear'€ompact by Party states'

it is an agency prividing the means for foroal cooperation anong the seventeen

Southern states in nuclear energy and space'natters. It ls a compact agency

to help menber states and the region achleve benefits and meet responsibilities

of nrrcLear, space and related technology.

Ttrlrteen Southern states are presently members of the Board. They are:

Alabama, Arkansas, Florlda, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Marylandr Mississippi.,

South CaroLina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia and West Virginia. Enabl.ing

legislation has been introduced in the 1965 legislative sessions in Delaware

and 0<Lahooa.

Missouri is partlcipating operationally and financlally pending amendment

ln the coryact language in all the agreenent states which would make Missourl

eligible for membership. The Governor was not a member of the Southern

Govemors' Conference at the time that the coryacE was estabLished; coneeguently,

Missouri was no! orlginally listed as an eliglble Party state.

The Board was cortceived and otganLzed by the Southern Governors' Con-

fereoce to help fosrer sound development of iruclear energy in the SouEh, Ln

agriculture, industry, medicine and research

To help the states seer the growing influence of anrclear energy in new
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ftelde as well as tradttional areas of state

To seek a proper balance of authortty and

and the federal government'

the states

responslbllity; and

perfornance between

' ,,;i-r;;r"iu+;';'.,
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Background of the Boerd

Upon enactnent of the Coryact by the requlred minlmrrn of seven staces,

tbe Board was created ln Septenber 1961. States of the Southern Governors'

Conference ere represented on rhe Board by the appolntneng of one neober by

thelr respectlve governoro. Representatlon of ellglble party states wttch

have not enacted the coryact 6erve on a speelal advlsory comlttee, but are

not votl.ng menbers.

The Southern Interatate lfrrclaar Go'npact has gained consent and approrral

of the U. s- Congress under PL 87-563 signed lnto law by President Kennedy oa

{ttly 30, Lg62. The Federal law provides f,or a Federal roeder ro serve on rhe

Board wl'thout vote, and establisbes posltlve llal.son wlth the federal

establlebent, wlthout rellnguishmenr of state soverel.gnty in the fleld,
It should be noted that the 1aw and operatlng poll.ciea of rhe Southern

Interstate Nuclear Compact are so constrrrcted as to Ln no way usurp authorl.ty

of aay agency of state government or lnfrl.nge upoa Ladustrlal or g6vernmental

P|iograes and actl,vltles in the nrrcrear energy and space fields.
Sone Baslc Functlons of SIlts

1. llake aval'lable a centrallzed pool of scarce and speclalized

aenricee for tadtyldual psrEy sBates.

2- Help party etates attrsct and build nrrclear industry; support

Prograes for epanding nuclear tral.ning at all academic levels

and speclal courees to upgrade the tech4lcal skllls ln the

regtotr.

3. Eelp achleve untforu or parall.el pollcy and statutes snong tbe

etates in order to facl.lttate reclprocal recognition ln nuclear

Programs.

l" Gathor and d'cceoroatc r.nformation; hold syryosla and confer-

ences.

.t
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5. Provide the statutory vehicle Ehrougb which Party states nay

easily undertake joint ventures. IL is posslble to undertake

programs through the SINB whlch would be too costly or require

too mrrch in the way of specialized skills to be undertaken by

a single state,

6. Encourage steps by individual states co safeguard the pubLic

agalnst possible radlologlcal hazards.

It is the reco-endation of the Comissl.on on Interstate Cooperation

rL-i 8r.l'ctr carolina becooe party to the Southern Interstate Nrrclear Coryact

-with the prlviso that the maxirmrm conErlbution by North Caroll.na to the support

of the Southern InterFtate Nuclear Board sha1l not exceed $5,000.00 annually.
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NORTTI CAROLINA COT'{I{ISSIObI ON INTERSTATE COOPERATION

Bgg.9!s!f9!
I,IHEREAS, the SLate of North Carolina eteresses statutory pollcies of

interstat,e cooperation, and especially ln the fields of atomic and nuclear

energy and radiat,ion. and

I^IHEREAS, thls State's Governors since 19-17 have visualized the cumulative

advantages to North Carolina citizens that are potentially realizable as a

result of active, judicious cooperation with other states in regional erpanslon

of the beneficial and safe uses of many sources of ionizing radiation, and

I^IHEREAS, fuEure benefits Eo the State due Eo the North Carolina Governor's

joint support of these principles, unaniuously with the other Souchern

Governors, since 19i8, will result from legislation enabling the Scate of North

Carolina to participate as an effeccive uember of the Southern Interstate

Nuclear Board;

NOrt, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED thaE the North Carolina Comrnission on

Interstat,e Cooperation urge the 1965 North Carolina General Assemble to enact

the Souchern IntersEat,e Nuclear Compact, PROVIDED such statute indicat,es that

North Carolina's pro rata share of the budget does noE exceed 9t,000 annually, and

BE IT FURTTIER RSSOTVED that, appropriete additional legislat,ion required

to enaole the nosc effective membership in that Board be enacted.

Signed: Earl i{. Vaughan

This the 7th day of January, Lg6:.

Signed: D. S. Coltrane
SECREf,ARY

CHAIR}4AN
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Brief for Lnterstate Agreement on Detainers

A detainer is an instrument dlrecting or requesting that a prisoner be

held, when otherwise eltgible for release, until he can be taken lnto custody

by an agent of the wanting authorlty.

The existence of an untried indictment, lnformation or coqLalnt on the

basis of which a detaiaer has been lodged against a prisoner handicaps prison

admtnistrators ia developing rehabill.tatioo pEogrisrls. The strain of havlng to

serve a sentence with the uncertain prospect of being taken into custody at the

conclusl.on militates against maxlmum advantage being taken by Ehe prisoner of

his institutional opportr:nities. His anxiety and depression may Leave bln wlth

little inclination torard self-lryrovement.

In addition to reducing the incentive for the prisoner to iryrove hinself,

detainers also affect adversely lnstltutional declsions respecting the claestfi-

cat,ion of a prisoner for many constructlve progr.rms. The presence of a detainer

in the lnrnaters jacket may result in a custodiel classification precludtng

trainiag and work assignments whlch would prooote his rehabll.itation. There ls

no questlon about the unfortunate fact that the lodging of a detainer can

seriously aggravate the escape potentially of a prl.soner.

The General. Assembly of 1957 enacted leglslation which has helped to solve

the problem of detainers lodged by authoritles within this State. Under this

leglslatlon (G.S. l5-L0.2 to 15-10.4), the prtsoner can initlate dispositlon

of in-State detalners. He must be brought to trial within etght months afcer

he requests disposition of Ehe charge agaLnst hin.

But the problen of detainers filed by out-of-state authoritles reoalns

unsolved. Tbe Interstate Agreement on Detalners 1s deslgned to rneet this
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problem.

The Agreement makes ehe clearlog of detainers possibLe at the lnstance

of a prisoner. It glves him no greater opportunity to escaPe just conviction'

but it does provide a way for hin to test the substantial.ity of detainers

placed against hln and to secure final judgnent on any indictments, infornattons

or complaints outstanding against him in the other jurlsdiction. Thus, he can

obEain a clearer vtetr of hls orm future and make it possible for the Prlson

Departrnent to provide better plans and programs for his treatment.

The Agreement also provides a method whereby pu?sectrgidg authoritles may

secure prisoners incarcerated in other jurisdtetione f-or trial before the

ergtratlon of their senteoces. However, a Governor's right to refuse to make

the prisoner avallable on public policy grounds is retained.

Niae states have ratifled the Agreement. (Connecticut, l'llchigan, New

Harupshire, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, California, l'lontana, and

Nebraska) tast August the Eouse of Delegates of the Anerican Bar Associati'on

adopted a resolut,ion supporEing effords to make every state and the Federal

Governmect a party to the Agreement.

The North Carolina Copmigtee on Interscate Cooperati.on recomends enactment
.r: L-'
of the Agreement, on Decainers.
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The council of state Governments serves as a research and publishlng
agency for al'L the states. Research activities Lnclude studies and report,s on

various aspects of state government. Some of the nore recent studies are !1r.

Presldent".Mr. speakgr' a report of the co@ittee on organization of Legtslatlve
servlces of the Nat'lonal Legislatlve conference; Educgtlng for Econonic Develoo-

and for a rePort
of the Counittee

Council of State

of theon Economic Development of the Southern Conference

Goveraments; Surface Mlning -- B(tenE and Economlc I@ortance,

groceedl.ngs of a Gonference on Surface Dlinlng.

rn addltion to the above named study reports, the council condtrcts research
studles for a nuder of organizations of state officials lncluding the Governorsr

conference, the National AssociaEion of Attorneys General, and the National
Assoclatlon of state Budget officers. Also, uhe councll, in both tts chleago
offtce and its regional offices provides a spoc inqulry service for state offi-
clals' Letters and telephone calls from state officl.als regardlng govetnmental

problens are research and replles with supporting reference materlals are
fornarded to the reguestor.

The Council's publicatlons program includes the blennial reference book,

The Book of the states which ls sent to many state offlcials across the country.
The councll also publlshes a quarterly journal, state.Government, which contai.ns
articles on state problene and accourgrl.istrnents; and a nonthly news retter,
t'state Government Newsr'r whlch reports on current prograns in the states. The

proceedlngs of -aoy conferences of state officials and affiliated groups are
published and nailed to participarrts tn the conferences and to other inEer-

Leglslatlon, a series of suggested state acts drafted by a cornnrlt,tee of state
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officiaLs.

In addition, here are two blurbs regarding the EIilo cournittees of the

Southern Conference, Economic Development and Agriculture.

The Economic DeveLopment of the Southern Region has been of major lnterest

ln recent years, and especiaLly in 1963-64. The Conference's conttnulng

con-ittee on Ehat subject, created in 1961, durlng Lg63-64 coo,peraEed wlth the

Industrlal. Development Comittee of the Southern Governor's Conference ln

directing a study written by the Atlanta Office staff on the subject:

"Educating for Econoqdc Development - The Southt s Educatlgn and @loyment

.,Srospects for-the:Ftrture." -- Durlng L964-65, the Fconomic Developoent Coen:.... .-

mlt,tee pl.ans, again with Ehe Council staff's assistance, to review all of the

work done-sinee the Comittee was created and uo prepare a suxrnary report of

reco'r''rendations for state action covering all aspects of economic developnent.

Thls reporE rf,ill be lald before the Conference at lts 1965 neeting ln nid-June.

The Southern Conference's Agriculture Comittee, also created in 1961'

"came of age" this past year. It also is served by the staff of the Atlanta

Office, and has a current study program thaE gives promtnence to such matters

as the "organizatlon of state departments of agrlculturer" taxation of farm-

land on the ruraL-urban fringe, hog cholera, meat iryorts, and other toPfcs.

the Comittee is collaborating wlth other groups reviewtng drafts of such pro-

posals as uni.form and nodel warehouslng lawsr eBB laws, weed laws, and the

proposed pest conrrol coryact, (Nm approved aad prLnted ln its fin"al forn-)


