
decide whether states have the 
authority to trump or opt out of 
a federal mandate, but the 
growing number of state-based 
proposals indicates that move-
ment of the debate from Wash-
ington into state legislatures. 
     Colorado is among the states 
where similar amendments are 
being considered.  The Inde-
pendence Institute is working 
on language that would prevent 
the federal government from 
dictating insurance require-
ments in Colorado. 
     At the same time, a fresh-
man lawmaker in Colorado is 
considering an effort to push 
that state’s legislature to opt out 
of congressional healthcare 
reforms. 
     The Wyoming Hospital As-
sociation and the American 
Hospital Association are ac-
tively monitoring the  proposals 
in Wyoming and in other states. 
  

     After months of argument 
and behind-the-scenes wran-
gling in Washington, D.C., 
the healthcare reform debate 
appears to be moving to the 
states. 
     Opponents of national 
healthcare reform in some 14 
states – including Wyoming 
– are organizing to mount 
challenges to the bill that is 
headed for a conference com-
mittee in Congress. 
     Some argue that efforts to 
block the federal healthcare 
overhaul because it tramples 
on individual liberty are sym-
bolic only.  Others, however, 
argue that passage of the bill 
will violate the Tenth 
Amendment and create un-
constitutional governmental 
mandates. 
     At the heart of the argu-
ment is the ‘individual man-
date’ provision, which would 
require all Americans to ob-
tain insurance, or pay tax 
penalties if they do not obtain 
insurance. 
     According to a December 
article in the New York 
Times, the idea of amending 
state constitutions to block 
elements of the reform legis-
lation arose from the Gold-
water Institute in Arizona.  
An amendment to the Ari-
zona constitution failed in 
2008 but is expected to be 
offered again during that 
state’s 2010 session. 

     A similar measure was 
introduced during the 2009 
session of the Wyoming Leg-
islature as well, but it failed 
in the Senate Health, Labor, 
and Social Services Commit-
tee. 
     That effort was spear-
headed by a relatively small 
group of people in Campbell 
County who were concerned 
about what they perceived to 
be the federal government’s 
encroachment on an individ-
ual’s right to make their own 
health choices. 
     Another attempt to amend 
Wyoming’s constitution is 
anticipated during the 2010 
Budget Session, this time 
backed by the Wyoming Lib-
erty Group.  That organiza-
tion has hired an attorney 
from the Goldwater Institute 
to help refine and strengthen 
the language from last year’s 
effort. 
     The most recent version 
of the amendment posted on 
the Wyoming’s Future web 
site, states that “the govern-
ment shall not interfere with 
an individual’s right to make 
decisions about their health 
care…No law shall impose a 
penalty, fine or tax of any 
type on a person or entity for 
choosing to obtain, decline, 
participate or not participate 
in any lawful health care 
insurance, system, or plan.” 
     Courts will likely have to 
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Other Events: 

  Quality Health-
care Foundation 
Casper 

1/27-
1/28 
 

  

NRHA Rural 
Health Policy 
Institute 
Washington, DC 

1/25-
1/27 

WHA Calendar: 

WCAHN Meeting 
Cheyenne 

1/14 

WHA Board 
Meeting 
Cheyenne 

1/15 

Wyoming Legisla-
ture Convenes 

2/8 
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