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HOUSE BI LL NO. 115

"An Act allowing a physician assistant or advanced nurse
practitioner to certify the need for emergency treatnent as a
result of intoxication."

- MOVED CSHB 115(HES) OQUT OF COW TTEE

HOUSE BI LL NO. 124

"An Act prohibiting nursing facilities and assisted |iving hones
from enploying or allowng access by persons wth certain
crim nal backgrounds, with exceptions.™

- HEARD AND HELD
HOUSE Bl LL NO. 142
"An Act relating to the Al aska tenporary assistance progran and
providing for an effective date."

- HEARD AND HELD

CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 19( HES)

"An  Act relating to federal child support enf or cenent
requi renents regarding social security nunber information

enpl oyer reports about enployees, and certain kinds of automated
data matching wth financial i nstitutions; repealing the
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term nation date of changes made by ch. 87, SLA 1997, and ch.
132, SLA 1998, regarding child support enforcenment and rel ated
prograns; repealing the nonseverability provision of ch. 132,
SLA 1998; repealing uncodified laws relating to ch. 87, SLA
1997, and ch. 132, SLA 1998; and providing for an effective
date."

- MOVED HCS CSSB 19(HES) QUT OF COW TTEE
HOUSE BI LL NO. 98
"An Act relating to the award of a high school diploma to
certain Wrld War Il veterans."
- SCHEDULED BUT NOT HEARD
PREVI QUS ACTI ON
BILL: HB 115

SHORT TI TLE: EMERGENCY COMM TMENT ORDERS
SPONSCR( S) : REPRESENTATI VE( S) KAPSNER

Jrn-Date Jr n- Page Action
02/ 07/ 01 0263 (H READ THE FI RST TI ME -
REFERRALS
02/ 07/ 01 0263 (H HES
02/ 07/ 01 0263 (H) REFERRED TO HES
03/07/01 0501 (H COSPONSOR( S) : DYSON
03/ 20/ 01 (H HES AT 3: 00 PM CAPI TOL 106
03/ 20/ 01 (H Heard & Held
M NUTE( HES)
03/ 22/ 01 (H HES AT 3: 00 PM CAPI TOL 106
BILL: HB 124

SHORT TI TLE: NURS. HOVE/ ASSI STED LI V.
SPONSOR( S):  REPRESENTATI VE( S) HALCRO

Jrn-Date Jr n- Page Action
02/ 09/ 01 0282 (H READ THE FI RST TI ME -
REFERRALS
02/ 09/ 01 0282 (H HES, JUD
02/ 09/ 01 0282 (H REFERRED TO HES
03/ 07/ 01 0501 (H COSPONSOR('S): DYSON
03/15/01 (H HES AT 3:00 PM CAPI TOL 106
03/15/01 (H Heard & Held
M NUTE( HES)
03/19/01 0656 (H COSPONSOR( S) : STEVENS
03/ 20/ 01 (H HES AT 3: 00 PM CAPI TOL 106
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03/ 20/ 01
03/ 22/ 01

BILL: HB 142

(H
(H

<Bi || Cancel ed>
HES AT 3: 00 PM CAPI TOL 106

SHORT TI TLE: AK TEMP. ASSI STANCE PROGRAM
RLS BY REQUEST OF THE GOVERNOR

SPONSOR( S) :

Jrn-Dat e
02/ 23/ 01

02/ 23/ 01
02/ 23/ 01
02/ 23/ 01
02/ 23/ 01
03/ 22/ 01

BILL: SB 19

Jr n- Page
0414

0414
0414
0414
0414

~

3Tz 3

Action
READ THE FI RST TI ME -
REFERRALS
HES, FIN
FN1: ZERQ( HSS)
GOVERNOR' S TRANSM TTAL LETTER
REFERRED TO HES
HES AT 3: 00 PM CAPI TOL 106

SHORT TI TLE: CH LD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT/ SOC SEC. #
RLS BY REQUEST OF THE GOVERNOR

SPONSOR( S) :

Jrn-Dat e
01/ 09/ 01

01/ 09/ 01
01/ 09/ 01
01/ 09/ 01
01/ 24/ 01
01/ 24/ 01

01/ 24/ 01
01/ 25/ 01
01/ 25/ 01

01/ 25/ 01
01/ 25/ 01
01/ 29/ 01
01/ 29/ 01
01/ 29/ 01
02/ 05/ 01
02/ 05/ 01

02/ 05/ 01
02/ 06/ 01
02/ 06/ 01
02/ 06/ 01
02/ 06/ 01
02/ 14/ 01
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Jrn- Page
0028

0028
0028
0028

0168
0169

0169
0169

0287
0288
0288
0288

(S)

(S)
(S)
(S)
(S)
(S)

(S)
(S)
(S)

(S)
(S)
(S)
(S)
(S)
(S)
(S)

(S)
(S)
(S)
(S)
(S)
(S)

Action
READ THE FI RST TI ME -
REFERRALS
RES, HES, FIN
FN1: ZERQ( REV)
GOVERNOR S TRANSM TTAL LETTER
RES AT 3: 30 PM BUTROVI CH 205
Moved CSSB 19(RES) Qut of
Commttee
M NUTE( RES)
RES RPT CS 5DP 1NR NEW TI TLE
DP: TORGERSON, PEARCE,
LI NCOLN, TAYLOR,
KELLY; NR: ELTON
FN1: ZERQ( REV)
HES AT 1:30 PM BUTROVI CH 205
Heard & Hel d
M NUTE( HES)
HES AT 1:30 PM BUTROVI CH 205
Moved CS(HES) CQut of
Comm ttee
M NUTE( HES)
HES RPT CS 3DP 2NR NEW TI TLE
DP: GREEN, LEMAN, DAVI S;
NR: WARD, W LKEN

FN1: ZERO( REV)
FIN AT 9:00 AM SENATE FI NANCE
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532

02/ 14/ 01 (S) Heard & Hel d

02/ 14/ 01 (S) M NUTE( FI N)

02/ 15/ 01 (S FIN AT 9: 00 AM SENATE FI NANCE
532

02/ 15/ 01 (S Moved Qut of Conmmttee

02/ 15/ 01 0385 (S) FIN RPT CS(HES) 8DP

02/ 15/ 01 0385 (S) DP: KELLY, DONLEY, AUSTERVAN,
HOFFMAN,

02/ 15/ 01 0385 (S) OLSON, W LKEN, WARD, LENAN

02/ 15/ 01 0385 (S) FN2: ZERQ( REV)

02/ 15/ 01 (S M NUTE( FI N)

02/ 20/ 01 (S) RLS AT 10: 45 AM FAHRENKAMP
203

02/ 20/ 01 (S -- Meeting Cancel ed --

02/ 22/ 01 (S) RLS AT 10: 45 AM FAHRENKAMP
203

02/ 22/ 01 0470 (S RULES TO CALENDAR 2/ 22/ 01

02/ 22/ 01 0478 (S) READ THE SECOND TI ME

02/ 22/ 01 0478 (S) HES CS ADOPTED UNAN CONSENT

02/ 22/ 01 0479 (S ADVANCED TO THI RD READI NG
UNAN CONSENT

02/ 22/ 01 0479 (S READ THE THI RD TI ME CSSB
19( HES)

02/ 22/ 01 0479 (S) PASSED Y14 N4 E2

02/ 22/ 01 0479 (S) EFFECTI VE DATE(S) SAME AS
PASSAGE

02/ 22/ 01 0479 (S) TAYLOR NOTI CE OF
RECONSI DERATI ON

02/ 22/ 01 (S) M NUTE( RLS)

02/ 26/ 01 0508 (S RECONSI DERATI ON NOT TAKEN UP

02/ 26/ 01 0508 (S TRANSM TTED TO (H)

02/ 28/ 01 0451 (H) READ THE FI RST TI ME -
REFERRALS

02/ 28/ 01 0451 (H HES, JUD, FIN

02/ 28/ 01 0451 (H) REFERRED TO HES

03/ 22/ 01 (H HES AT 3:00 PM CAPI TOL 106

W TNESS REG STER

REPRESENTATI VE MARY KAPSNER

Al aska State Legislature

Capi tol Building, Room 424

Juneau, Al aska 99801

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified as sponsor of HB 115.

ANNE HENRY, Special Projects Coordi nator
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Division of Mental Health & Devel opnental Disabilities

Department of Health & Social Services

PO Box 110620

Juneau, Al aska 99811

POSI TI ON  STATEMENT: During hearing on HB 115, defined a
| i censed clinical social worker.

DI ANA WEBBER, Director

Yukon Koyukuk Mental Health & Al cohol Program

PO Box 17

Gal ena, Al aska 99741

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: | ndi cated support of HB 115.

M KE FORD, Attorney

Legi sl ati ve Counsel

Legal and Research Services Division

Legislative Affairs Agency

State Capitol

Juneau, Al aska 99801

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Answer ed questions regardi ng Amendnent F.2
to HB 115.

KEVI N HAND, St af f

to Representative Andrew Hal cro

Al aska State Legislature

Capi tol Building, Room 414

Juneau, Al aska 99801

POSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Testified on behalf of the sponsor of
HB 124.

MELVI N Rl CHARDSQON, Conmunity Care Licensing Speciali st
Mental Health & Devel opnental Disabilities

Department of Health & Social Services

701 East Tudor Road

Anchor age, Al aska 99503

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified on HB 124.

MONTA FAYE LANE, President

Al aska Caregivers Associ ations

109 East 5th Avenue

North Pol e, Al aska 99705

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified on HB 124.

LARAI NE DERR, President

Al aska State Hospital and Nursing Honme Associ ation
426 Main Street

Juneau, Al aska 99801
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POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified on HB 124.

JI M NORDLUND, Director

Di vi si on of Public Assistance

Department of Health & Social Services
PO BOX 110640

Juneau, Al aska 99811

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified on HB 142.

KRI STEN BOVENGEN, Assi stant Attorney Ceneral
Human Servi ces Section

Civil Division (Juneau)

Depart ment of Law

PO Box 110300

Juneau, Al aska 99811

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified on HB 142.

JERRY JACKSON
(No address provi ded)
POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified on HB 142.

NI COLE NELSQON, Staff Attorney

Al aska Legal Services Corporation

1016 West 6th Street

Anchor age, Al aska 99501

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified on HB 142.

BARBARA M KLCS, Director

Central Ofice

Child Support Enforcenent Division
Depart ment of Revenue

550 West 7th Avenue

Anchor age, Al aska 99501

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified on SB 19.

DENNY WEATHERS

(No address provided)

Cordova, Al aska 99574

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in opposition to SB 19.

ERI C \EATHERS

(No address provided)

Cordova, Al aska 99574

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in opposition to SB 19.

ACTI ON NARRATI VE

TAPE 01-33, SIDE A
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Number 0001

CHAIR FRED DYSON called the House Health, Education and Soci al
Services Standing Commttee neeting to order at 3:05 p.m
Representatives Dyson, WIson, Coghill, Stevens, and Ci ssna were
present at the call to order. Representatives Kohring and Joule
arrived as the neeting was in progress.

HB 115- EMERGENCY COVMM TMENT ORDERS

CHAI R DYSON announced that the first order of business would be
HOUSE BILL NO 115, "An Act allowng a physician assistant or
advanced nurse practitioner to certify the need for energency
treatment as a result of intoxication."

Number 0128

REPRESENTATI VE WLSON noved to adopt CSHB 115, version 22-
LSO059\F, Ford, 2/15/01, as the working docunment before the
conm ttee. There being no objection, Version F was before the
committee.

REPRESENTATI VE MARY KAPSNER, Al aska State Legislature, testified
as sponsor of HB 115. She infornmed the cormmittee that she had
three amendnents to offer the conmttee. Arendnent 1, 22-
LSO059\ F. 3, Ford, 3/22/01, read as follows:

Page 2, line 3:
Del ete "nmster"
| nsert "clinical™"

REPRESENTATI VE COGHI LL asked Representative Kapsner to provide a
conparison of what a master social worker is versus a clinica
soci al worker.

REPRESENTATI VE KAPSNER answered that the two are the sane. This
[ anendnment] nerely cl eans up the | anguage.

REPRESENTATI VE CI SSNA related her wunderstanding that there is
different training, |icensure, and courseworKk.

ANNE HENRY, Special Projects Coordinator, D vision of Mental
Health & Developnental Disabilities, Departnent of Health &

Social Services, explained that a licensed clinical social
wor ker neans that the individual has a master's degree plus two
years of experience in order to receive the clinical |icense.
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Nunber 0284

REPRESENTATI VE COGHI LL noved that the conmittee adopt Anendnent
1. There being no objection, Anendnent 1 was adopt ed.

CHAIR DYSON referred to his anmendnent |[|abeled 22-LS0059\F. 2,
Ford, 3/22/01. He explained that this anendnent would allow a
person to be considered for an involuntary commtnent if the
person is a danger to his or her own unborn child, specifically
in cases of fetal alcohol syndrone (FAS). He noted the need to
change the "on an" |anguage throughout the anmendnent to "their
own". The anendnment with the aforenentioned change read as
fol |l ows:

Page 1, line 5, follow ng "intoxication;":
| nsert "rel ating to conmmi t ment based on
i ntoxi cation or alcohol or drug abuse;"”

Page 2, following line 5:

Insert a new bill section to read:
"* Sec. 2. AS 47.37.180(a) is anended to read:
(a) An intoxicated person who (1) has
t hr eat ened, attenpted to inflict, or inflicted

physi cal harm on another or their own unborn child, or
is likely to inflict physical harm on another or their
own unborn child, unless comitted, or (2) is
i ncapaci tated by al cohol or drugs, may be conmitted to
an approved public treatnment facility for energency
treat nent. A refusal to undergo treatnent does not
constitute evidence of lack of judgnment as to the need
for treatnent."

Renunber the followi ng bill sections accordingly.

Page 2, line 27, follow ng "another":
Insert " or their own unborn child"

Page 2, line 28, follow ng "another":
Insert " or their own unborn chil d"

The conmittee took a brief at-ease from3:12 p.m to 3:14 p.m

Nunber 0540

DI ANA VWEBBER, Director, Yukon Koyukuk Mental Health Gal ena, said
that HB 115 is an excellent bill. She then turned to the issue
of delivering mental health services in rural Al aska. She
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informed the committee that sone of the highest |evels of
al cohol abuse and fetal alcohol syndrone exist in her area. She
enphasi zed that comunity nmental health centers in rural Al aska
face great difficulty in obtaining licensed nmaster's [level]
clinical providers. Therefore, M. Wbber suggested broadening
the list of providers to include the same |evel of nmaster's
providers that Medicaid approves to bill for «clinical work,
which would include sone unlicensed master's-level providers,
such as master's in counseling psychol ogy. She expl ai ned t hat
it is very difficult for nmaster's-level providers in rural
Al aska to get licensed because they don't have the sanme face-to-
face access to psychol ogists, psychiatrists, and social workers
who coul d supervise them

CHAI R DYSON suggested to Ms. Wbber that she discuss that with
Representative Kapsner after the neeting and perhaps an
anendnent could be made in the Senate. Chair Dyson said he felt
it was too late in the process to do this now Chair Dyson
requested that M. Wbber speak to why this legislation is
val uabl e and how difficult it is to do involuntary comm t nents.

M5. WEBBER explained that currently, in her area, involuntary
commtnents can only be authorized by a psychologist or a
psychiatrist, which her area does not have. Therefore, such
folks have to be convinced to go to Fairbanks in order to be
comm tted. Ms. Webber clarified that the current |aw does not
serve areas that are underserved by nedical professionals. Ms.
Webber enphasi zed, "I whol eheartedly endorse adding naster's-
| evel clinicians, in some form or other, to be able to make
those clinical decisions regarding commtnent. It would be very

hel pful to us."
Nunmber 0772

CHAIR DYSON requested that M. Ford, the drafter of the
| egislation, informthe commttee of his reasoning for inserting
"relating to conm tnent based on intoxication or alcohol or drug
abuse;" on page 1, line 5.

M KE FORD, Attorney, Legislative Counsel, Legal and Research
Services Division, Legislative Affairs Agency, explained that
the problem was that the title wasn't broad enough. He said
"W included a reference to allow including the |anguage on
lines 6 through 12 [of the amendnent |abeled F.2]."
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CHAI R DYSON said the decision to broaden the title to include
Section 2 [of the anendnent |abeled F.2] is Representative
Kapsner' s deci si on.

REPRESENTATI VE KAPSNER said that although this is a worthy idea,

she felt her bill was becomng a "Christnmas tree." Initially,
the bill was introduced to allow md-Ilevel practitioners to sign
the conmtnent papers for involuntary commtnent. Then [the
title] was broaden to include nental health professionals, and
now it is being linked with FAS. Therefore, Representative
Kapsner expressed the need to nmaintain the original intent of
the | egislation. Perhaps [what is proposed in anendnent F. 2]
can be done at a later time, in another bill. Representati ve

Kapsner also expressed concern with the possibility of HB 115
dying with the inclusion of Chair Dyson's anendnent [F.2].

CHAIR DYSON clarified that the commttee has before it CSHB 115,
Version F, as anended by Anendnent 1.

REPRESENTATI VE KAPSNER informed the commttee that she had one
ot her mnor anendnent. At the prior hearing on HB 115, the
commttee had added the |anguage "nedi cal exam ners" on page 3,
line 4. She related her understanding that a nedical exam ner
is a person who examines people after they have died.
Ther ef or e, she suggested changing "nedical exam ners" to
"medi cal providers" on page 3, line 4.

REPRESENTATIVE WLSON noved that the commttee adopt the
fol |l owm ng anmendnent:

Page 3, line 4:
Del ete "exam ners”
| nsert "providers”

[ No objection was stated.]
Number 1042

REPRESENTATI VE COGHILL noved to report CSHB 115, version 22-
LSO059\F, Ford, 2/15/01, as anended out of commttee wth
i ndi vidual reconmmendations and the acconpanying zero fiscal
note. There being no objection, CSHB 115(HES) was reported from
the House Health, Education and Social Services Standing
Conmittee.

HB 124- NURS. HOVE/ ASSI STED LIV. EMPLOYEES/ VI SI TOR
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CHAI R DYSON announced that the commttee would hear HOUSE BILL
NO. 124, "An Act prohibiting nursing facilities and assisted
living hones from enploying or allow ng access by persons wth
certain crimnal backgrounds, with exceptions."

Nunber 1092

KEVIN HAND, Staff to Representative Andrew Hal cro, Al aska State
Legi slature, canme forth on behalf of the sponsor. He descri bed
the changes nade in the proposed committee substitute (CS) for
HB 124 [Version O 22-LS0087\ O, Lauterbach, 3/21/01]. He stated
that there is additional |anguage for crimnal background checks
for nursing honmes in Sections 1, 2, and 3 that mrrors the
| anguage already present in Sections 4 and 5 for assisted living
facilities. The second major point of contention was that there
were sone class A msdenmeanors that had no relevance to a

person's ability to serve as an aide in nursing hones. He
explained that [Version O has renoved the inclusion of all
class A m sdeneanors, in Section 1, paragraph (5), page 3, line
7, and in Section 4, [paragraph (5)] page 5, line 28. Two

specific class A msdeneanors were included - the inproper use
of a corpse and failure to register as a sex offender.

MR. HAND explained that the third change involves the energency
involuntary termnation of a contract. He indicated that the
new | anguage is on page 9, line 20, and |lengthens the m nimm
time before revocation of a contract to 72 hours. Specific
| anguage that the |ong-term onbudsman nust receive notice of the
term nation contract has also been included. He added that if
[a resident] requests a conference within 72 hours of receiving
notice of the termnation, he or she nust be granted one. The
| anguage has been changed, on page 11, line 9, to strengthen
this by stating, "appropriate care providers who shall discuss
the justification for, and the appropriateness of, the proposed
contract term nation."

Nunber 1537

MR. HAND noted that there is still one point of contention in
the bill that is being worked on, which refers to any offense
when the victim was a resident of a nursing home or receiving
| ong-term care. He stated that this is hard to inplenent

because of the difficulty in finding information regarding past
cases, and because of the burden of investigating those cases.

CHAIR DYSON asked if M. Hand is asking the commttee to pass
this bill out without that being fixed.
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MR. HAND responded that in the mnd of the sponsor, that is an
integral part of the bill. For exanple, there is a nursing hone
enpl oyee who was recently charged with heavy theft of a resident
of a nursing hone. He explained that there is nothing banning
that person fromworking in a nursing facility.

CHAI R DYSON remarked that it is current practice for people to
have their state crinme records checked, which is available
i medi ately, and then go to work. He asked whether [an
applicant] who "just got off the boat"™ and has an extensive
crimnal record, but not in Alaska, could be hired by a nursing
hone.

MR. HAND answered that it was the consensus of everyone [who is
involved in this Ilegislation] that that was an acceptable
ci rcunst ance because of the current |abor pool problens in the
state.

Nunber 1706

CHAI R DYSON suggested that |anguage be added whereby sonebody
new to the state could not be put to work or could not work
al one, pendi ng the background check.

MR. HAND replied that it was irrelevant whether the person was
new to the state or not. The tinme it would take to get the
background check done woul d be the sane.

Number 1779

REPRESENTATI VE JOULE asked if it would legally be possible to
ref use soneone work who had just cone to the state.

CHAI R DYSON responded that it is his sense that a person can be
refused hire pending a background check, or there can be speci al
qual i fications whereby the person nmust be supervised.
REPRESENTATI VE W LSON asked how | ong t he background check takes.
MR. HAND answered that it generally takes about 90 days.
REPRESENTATI VE W LSON remarked that when soneone starts a new
job, he or she is usually placed with soneone else until he or

she is famliar with the job.

Nunmber 1918
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MELVI N RI CHARDSON, Conmunity Care Licensing Specialist, Mental
Health & Devel opnental Disabilities, Departnent of Health &

Soci al Services, testified via tel econference. He stated that
he found sonme inconsistencies in the latest draft on page 10,
lines 10-17 and lines 28-31, and page 11, lines 1-10. He

clarified that he doesn't have a problem with what is being
attenpted; however, long-term care onbudsnen are not responsible
for all the residents of the hone. He suggested that the bil
be nodified to say, "the long-term care onbudsman wll be
notified if the resident is 60 years of age or older.” He added
that in [subsection] (c) specific people are identified who
shoul d be given witten notice, who are different from those who
attend the conference in [subsection] (d). He said he thinks
there should be mrror |anguage [in those two sections].

CHAI R DYSON asked M. Richardson if he thinks the |anguage on
page 10, lines 10-17, should be the sanme as the | anguage on page
10, line 28 through page 11, line 10.

MR. RI CHARDSON responded yes, that the people at the conference
who are notified should be the ones who are identified and
receiving the witten notice. He continued, stating that he
believes the issue on page 5, lines 8-18, which addresses an
i ndi vidual who has committed a crine against a nenber of a
nursing honme or assisted-living hone, can be addressed
successfully in regulation if the |anguage is adopted as-is by
putting the burden of proof on the applicant.

Number 2197

CHAI R DYSON asked M. Ri chardson whether or not a person who has
just arrived in the state for whom there is no in-state records
shoul d be put to work pending the [background check].

MR. RICHARDSON responded that he understands the concern;
however, there could be a resident who has been in Al aska for
ten years or less who has a clean Alaska record but has
commtted many crinmes prior to comng to Al aska.

CHAI R DYSON asked how practical it is to have a person work
under supervi sion pending the [background check].

MR. RICHARDSON answered that wth large agencies it would

probably be possible. However, in the smaller comunities,
where the labor pool is a great deal Iless, [the nursing
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facilities] probably would not be able to recruit a sufficient
anount of enpl oyees to performthe m ssion.

Nunber 2188

MONTA FAYE LANE, President, Al aska Caregivers Associations,
testified via tel econference. Referring to Sections 6 through
9, regarding termnation of a residential contract, she stated
that it is necessary for hones to be safe in order to operate,
not only for the staff but for the other residents. She stated:

If this is taken away from the honmes, they becone
liable for the safety of others and cannot nake

perti nent business decisions for thenselves. No hone
is going to arbitrarily renove a resident from their
hone w thout seeking all renedies available. And

those who think otherwi se are people who do not know
the home business and do not have the responsibility,
both physically and fiscally, for other people. Thi s
anendnent nust not be changed.

M5. LANE stated that she sees a burden with sone of the barrier
crimes because they are not clearly defined. She said she
thinks [all the crines] should be |ooked at individually. She
remarked that if she were interview ng sonmeone who "just got off
of the plane” and there was not a nanme check or a [background
check], she would [hire] the person on a tenporary work basis
under supervi sion. She stated that Section 14 [in the ol der
version of the bill] is unacceptable since the majority of hones
in Alaska are small and private, and it would be unthinkable
that the state would conme into a private honme and take over
while an owner and adm nistrator |ives there. The state needs
to strengthen the statute and regulation, she said, rather than
i npose receiverships on private hones. She remarked that this
bill addresses the possibility of admnistrators, staff, and
volunteers who bring harm to vulnerable adults; however, this
does not address the vulnerable adults who nove into the hone
and bring danger and harmto others.

TAPE 01-33, SIDE B

MS. LANE continued, stating:
Many of wus have experienced residents who have had
unknown histories of violence and have comitted

assault to a staff nenber and/or resident. This is
totally unacceptable, and our association would Iike
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to see language included in this bill that would also
protect those serving and living in the hone.

Nunber 2328
M5. LANE, in conclusion, stated:

Pl ease be gentle with the requirenents for enploynent
in assisted living [hones]. Excl uding the Pioneers’
Hone, we have limted resources and a limted work
pool (indisc.). Al so consider that when we say "we,"
this is inclusive to the Bush. You nust not | ose
sight of the fact that the work pool is even nore
limted outside of Anchorage, Fairbanks, and Juneau.
These honmes nust also operate on their community
resources, which are far nore limted than ours. The
felonies and m sdeneanors nust be very directly
related to our i ndustry and nust give people
opportunities to be gainfully enployed, even when they
have made a m st ake. We're supposed to be Christian

forgiving people, and there are people who nmake
m stakes. And if they have had treatnent and they are
trying to do the right thing, we should give them a
chance.

Nunber 2220

LARAI NE DERR, President, Al aska State Hospital and Nursing Hone
Association, canme forth and stated that there are sone concerns
on the part of their nenbers. She said one [of the menbers of
the long-term care committee] is concerned about the inclusion
of contractors and volunteers in the |anguage. She added that
in the smaller places there is a lack of supervisory staff. | f
volunteers are going to have to be fingerprinted, the pool of
volunteers wll start to di sappear.

CHAI R DYSON asked where the balance is between what can be done
in statute to protect [vul nerable adults] and nmaking the |aw too
cunber sone to enpl oy people.

M5. DERR responded that the balance is excluding contractors and
volunteers and to not make it so cunbersonme in the rural areas
that [the hones] can't operate. Plus, she said, this continues
to add cost.
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REPRESENTATI VE Cl SSNA stated that she has read stories on abuses
and sonetimes it has been volunteers. She said there mght be a
way to fix that.

Nunmber 2026

MR. HAND pointed out that [the bill] specifically prohibits a
contractor, enployee, or regular volunteer. In Section 2 it
provi des specific exenptions such as the follow ng:

(3) an individual who occasionally volunteers in
a nursing facility and who is supervised by and
perfornms these volunteer services in close physical
proximty to the staff of the nursing facility;
(4) a contractor who does not
(A) provide services directly to one or nore
residents; and
(B) have unsupervised access to a part of
the facility where services are directly provided
to residents.

REPRESENTATI VE COGHI LL remarked that it has been his experience
that the paid staff wusually has direct say over who does and
does not vol unteer. He said many tines in [his] church, people
working with children, as volunteers, have to get background
checks because they work in unsupervised places. |If soneone was
vol unt eering occasionally, he said, [background checks] were not
done. He asked Ms. Derr if she finds her volunteers are under
this kind of scrutiny.

M5. DERR responded that [the volunteers] are under this kind of
scrutiny at a nursing honme where there are 90 beds; however, in
a nursing home where there are ten people, with one or two
people on staff, [duties] are turned over to volunteers. She
noted that [the issue] conmes down to what "occasional" neans.

CHAI R DYSON remarked that although there is a smaller |abor pool
in the smaller conmunities, everyone knows everybody. He said
it seenms to him that |ocal references could be very valuable
t here; however, soneone who "just gets off the boat"” won't have
[l ocal references]. He suggested that there be no unsupervised
contact with the residents until the |ong-term background checks
are done. [HB 124 was hel d over.]

HB 142- AK TEMP. ASSI STANCE PROGRAM AMENDVENTS
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CHAI R DYSON announced that the commttee would hear HOUSE BILL
NO. 142, "An Act relating to the Al aska tenporary assistance
program and providing for an effective date."

Number 1760

JIM  NORDLUND, Director, Division of Public  Assistance,
Department of Health & Social Services (DHSS), cane forth and
stated that HB 142 nakes anendnents to the Alaska tenporary
assi stance program (ATAP), which was created under the welfare

reform law in 1996. He said the bill addresses four separate
issues related to the law. One of the provisions in the bill is
in response to a lawsuit that the state |ost. The main
provision of the bill deals wth the 60-nmonth limt. He
explained that [ATAP] provides cash benefits to |owincone
parents on behalf of their children. Under one of the

provisions of the welfare reform |law those cash benefits are
limted for famlies to only 60 nonths, which is the lifetinme
limt. Both the Congress and the |egislature recognized that
not everybody who is on tenporary assistance is going to be able
to get off.

MR. NORDLUND stated that Congress said 20 percent of the
casel oad could be exenpt fromthe five-year limt. It is up to
the states to decide who is eligible for the exenptions. When
[ Al aska] passed ATAP in 1996, the 20 percent requirenment was
replicated in the state |aw He remarked that the real problem
is a math problem The 20 percent applies to the casel oad at
the tine it is |ooked at. Nei t her Congress nor the legislature
antici pated how much the caseload was going to cone down over
the course of the last five years. Al aska's caseload in 1994
was about 12,000, and it is anticipated to be around 5,000 for
fiscal year 2003. He explained that 20 percent of the 12,000 is
approxi mately 2,400, which is a good anount of people who should
get extended. Now the 20 percent has to be applied to the 5,000
figure, which is a 53 percent reduction in the nunber of people
who can be eligible for an exenpti on.

Nunmber 1886

MR. NORDLUND stated that the original bill the governor
i ntroduced asked the legislature to get rid of the 20 percent
arbitrary cap. [ The Division of Public Assistance] thought the
best approach for the [Departnment of Health & Social Services]

would be, in regulation, to be able to define very strict,
objective criteria as to who could get an extension beyond the
60 nmonths. If [a famly] neets the hardship criteria to prevent
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them from being able to go to work, then that famly would get
an extensi on.

MR. NORDLUND expl ained that the bill was open-ended; therefore,
in the proposed comrittee substitute (CS) [Version C, 22-
GH1023\ C, Lauterbach, 3/20/01] there is a different approach
that keeps the 20 percent, but it wll be applied to the
caseload as it was in 1994, versus the caseload that it is
t oday. He stated that the 1994 figure is the figure that the
federal governnent uses to determine the block grant that
[ Al aska] receives to run this program

Number 1456

CHAI R DYSON summarized what M. Nordlund had explained of the
bill. He asked if [DHSS] 1is conmtted to putting into
regul ati on i nformati on about who can receive a waiver.

MR. NORDLUND stated that there is a provision in the bill that
allows the departnent to draft those regul ations. He expl ai ned
that what would be put into regulation would address the
famlies that have barriers such as physical health problens,
di sabled children or relatives in the hone, victins of donestic
vi ol ence, people who have nental health or substance abuse
i ssues, people with learning disabilities or literacy issues,
and those with nultiple challenges.

MR. NCORDLUND continued, stating that under federal |aw, which is
addressed in Section 1, [Version C], people who live in Alaskan
Native villages with an unenpl oynent rate of over 50 percent are
exenpt fromthe five-year limt. He explained that this was and
amendnent to the federal |aw, which Al aska |aw doesn't reflect;
therefore, this would allow Alaska |law to cone into conformance
with federal |aw He stated that Section 4 [Version C is a
small change to a section of the law that deals wth the
requirenents of a famly's self-sufficiency plan. Every famly
who receives tenporary assistance has to have a famly self-
sufficiency plan devel oped for themthat charts their course for

eventually getting off of welfare. In the original |aw, people
wth disabilities were exenpt from this, but the [Division of
Public Assistance] thinks it is still a good idea to have a plan

that would address sonme of the issues associated wth that
disability. [ The Division of Public Assistance] would work with
ot her agencies that are working with that famly to conbi ne that
pl an.

REPRESENTATI VE W LSON asked what Section 4 would elim nate.
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MR. NORDLUND explained that currently in the law there is an
exenption for people who are on the caseload but have a
disability from having to have a famly self-sufficiency plan.
[ The Division of Public Assistance] no |longer wants them to be
exenpt .

Number 1125

KRI STEN BOMENGEN, Assistant Attorney General, Human Services
Section, Gvil Division (Juneau), Departnent of Law, canme forth
to address Section 3 of the bill. She explained that this
refers to a decision that was nade by the superior court that
invalidated a regulation of the departnment for admnistering
this section of statute. She said the original intent of AS
47.27.015(f) was that when there was higher enploynent
availability in the state for two-parent famlies, they should
be treated differently by reducing their benefits at a tinme when
they m ght be expected to find enploynment. The wording that was
selected when this was made was the wording that was taken to
qualify two-parent famlies under the AFDC (Aid to Famlies wth
Dependent Children) |anguage, which was "eligibility based on
the unenploynent of the famly's principal wage earner." She
stated that with the change in welfare reform that |anguage
di sappeared fromthe federal statute.

M5. BOVENCGEN stated that taking the discussions during the
welfare reform the departnment generated a regulation that
provided for the exenption of famlies in which there was a
second needy parent who was nentally or physically unable to
perform gainful activity. The Jackson famly appeal ed that
determ nation, and the departnent's hearing officer said that
because of the intent of the bill it wasn't necessary for the
departnment to make an eval uation of the unenploynent status of a
wage earner. That was then appealed to the superior court,
which interpreted the |anguage that appeared in the statute and
said the regulation that was in place was not adequate and that
there needed to be an analysis truer to the |anguage of the |aw

She stated that the proposal in Section 3 is an effort to
rectify the m scasting of |anguage that occurred in the original
bill. This would refer to the qualifications for two-parent

famlies and make a consideration for famlies in which the
second needy parent is unable to work.

Nunber 0914
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REPRESENTATI VE W LSON asked if, according to Section 3, both
parents are unenpl oyed and one is disable in sone way.

M5. BOMENGEN responded that in the proposed |anguage there wl|

be no reference to unenploynent status of either parent. She
said there may be a parent who is enployed and earning incone
but still is eligible to receive assistance.

REPRESENTATI VE W LSON asked whether a person who is physically
or mentally wunable to perform gainful activity receives sone
sort of check for assistance.

MR. NORDLUND answered that if a person was receiving SS|
(Suppl enental Security Incone), then he or she would not be
receiving tenporary assistance and would not be covered by this
program He added that if there is a two-parent famly and one
of the parents is disabled, their benefits are not cut.

JERRY JACKSON testified via tel econference. He stated:

In 1997 we went down south knowi ng that we would have
problenms with our child at birth. ... She was born
with a (indisc.), wthout a vagina, clubfoot, spina
bifida, (indisc.) at the base of her spine, and
associ ated nedical conditions. M wife dealt wth
these issues for tw years and 23 surgeries. W got
popped with the cease order reduction in '98. W were
left with no choices. W either had to sell our only
means of making a living in rural Alaska, which was

our fishing permt to pay rent. Wen it cane back in
99 - | had two nonths before graduating college - we
protested this. If | had been able to take a job, |
woul d have. If I had [taken a job], we would have

| ost medi cal [coverage] and our Al aska residency.

W were between a rock and a hard place. ... These
matters are gone for us now, but this piece of
| egislation will not address those people with special
kids that have needs. ... It wll put hardship and
burden on these parents. This issue was addressed by
the court system and this is only a nmeans of trying

to circunvent fixing the situation. ... VWat I'm
hearing is nostly in-state issues. W had to fight
for our residency for three years. It's been an
uphil'l battle. M wife was at the hospital nore; she
was at hone. | attended school full-tinme - graduated
with a 3.5 GPA (grade point average). | had no
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choi ce. | wish I could have gone to work, | wsh I

could have nmde it easier. But to do so would have
devastated ny famly, and we would have |ost our
resi dency.

CHAIR DYSON asked M. Jackson if this bill mkes it any worse

for people in his situation.

MR. JACKSON responded that he would think so, if it is the sanme
as in the past, with individual cases not being addressed.

Nunber 0485

NI COLE NEL SON, St af f At t or ney, Al aska Legal Servi ces
Corporation, testified via teleconference. She stated that
[ Alaska Legal Servi ces Corporation] sees two fundanent al
problems with HB 142 that wll have detrinental inpacts on
di sabl ed Al askans. The first problem she said, concerns

Section 1, which proposes to anend seasonal benefit reductions.
Al aska Legal Services Corporation represented the Jackson famly
in the lawsuit, she noted. She expl ai ned:

The Jacksons are a two-parent famly wth three
children, the youngest of which was born with several

birth defects and is severely disabled. Both of the
Jackson parents are trying desperately to support
their famly and still provide proper care for their
di sabl ed child. Ms. Jackson was wunable to work
because her child's disabling condition denanded
around-the-clock nedical care and attention. These

parents realized their famly would never becone self-
sufficient unless M. Jackson was able to obtain a
hi gher - payi ng j ob. So they followed the famly self-
sufficiency plan designed for them by the state. This
plan required M. Jackson to attend a full-tinme, two-
year welding program so that he could get a higher-
paying job and support his famly. However, when M.
Jackson was wthin two nonths of conpleting this
program his famly received notice that their ATAP
benefits would be cut in half for the next three
nont hs.

Since the famly was barely making ends neet wthout
the cut, this reduction nmeant not only that the famly
could not neet its nost Dbasic needs and face
honel essness, but it also jeopardized M. Jackson's
conpletion of the welding program and thus noved the
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famly further away from self-sufficiency. The
Jacksons asked the state for an exenption from the
seasonal benefit reduction, but were told that the
state did not have the flexibility to grant such an

exenption. Their tragic situation was the basis of
the superior court's decision in Jackson v. the State
of Alaska. In that case, the superior court held that

the regul ation which prevented the state from granting
the Jacksons an exenption was inconsistent with the
seasonal benefit reduction statute, and remanded that
case back to the state.

Wth that regul ation gone, the state was able to grant
the Jacksons an exenption from the seasonal benefit
reduction based on their conpelling circunstances.
Now that the proposed anendnent was due, it changed
the statute so that it mrrors the restrictive and

faulty regul ation. And this would take away the
state's ability to exenpt famlies wth disabled
children from the seasonal benefit reduction. Any
| egislation which would punish famlies |ike the

Jacksons, who are doing the right thing by both
wor king toward self-sufficiency and taking proper care
of their disabled child, sinply isn't just. Ve are
asking that you oppose Section 1 of HB 142 [of the

original bill] ... or that you carve out an exenption
for parents that nust provide hone care for a disabled
child.

The second problem with HB 142 is that it nandates
that all disabled parents have a self-sufficiency plan
in order to get benefits. Currently, disabled persons
can and do participate in self-sufficiency planning;
however, they are not required to do so in order to
receive benefits. There's no evidence to suggest that
there has been a problemwth this system and nothing
i ndi cates that disabled persons have been abusing it.

W t hout such evi dence, t here si mply IS no
justification for making it nore difficult for people
with disabilities to access public benefits. ... W

are asking that AS 47.27.030(c)(2) cannot be repeal ed.
Nunmber 0132
MR. NCORDLUND expl ai ned that there had been a discussion relating

to the legislation about benefit cuts, which was an across-the-
board cut. Everybody’s benefits were going to go down 15
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percent from the benefit |evel established in the statute now.
He stated that there were three benefit cuts. One took into
consi deration housing expenses; the second got rid of allowng
the second parent in a tw-parent famly to receive noney; and
the third cut 50 percent of the benefits during the three nonths
in the sumer because there are nore jobs in Al aska then. Also
[there were cuts] for two-parent famlies because, presumably,
there is one person who can take care of the children and
anot her can work. He clarified if one of those parents is
di sabl ed, then the two-parent benefit cut does not apply.

TAPE 01-34, SIDE A

Nunmber 0054

MR NORDLUND stated that from the standpoint of t he
adm nistration, they didn't |ike doing benefit cuts, but it was
part of the legislative process. The way that the |aw was

drafted was a m st ake. Language borrowed from the old AFDC | aw
said [the Division of Public Assistance] had to determ ne
whet her the famly was unenployed and who the principal wage

earner was. That was never the intent; the intent of the
| egislature was to sinply say, "If you are a two-parent famly
on the program your benefits get cut in the sumer."” He said

if there is any change, he suggests that [the l|egislature] go
back and | ook at that policy.

CHAI R DYSON asked if [the Division of Public Assistance] is open
to fixing the problemthat the Jacksons found thensel ves in.

MR. NCORDLUND responded that they would consider a situation |ike
t he Jackson case.

Number 0220

REPRESENTATI VE JOULE remarked that in rural Alaska there is no
medi cal attention, not nmuch childcare, and little enploynent.
He stated that he is heartened to hear that people who find
t hensel ves in those situations will be benefited.

CHAIR DYSON asked if it is inpractical for |anguage to be
drafted that includes, in the exenptions, a famly that 1is
taking care of a child who requires that kind of care.

MR. NORDLUND replied that this is a discussion that would have
to involve the conm ssioner of [DHSS].
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M5. BOMENGEN stated that this is sinply proposed as a fix. The
way the statute reads right now is not workable, because the
departnment no |onger makes the assessnent of unenploynment and
princi pal wage earner. This has been framed as a nethod to
restore a status quo.

CHAI R DYSON asked if adding a slight change to the law to take
care of situations |like the Jacksons found thenselves in would
be a policy shift.

M5. BOVENGEN answered yes, that it is a change in how the
program has been operat ed.

CHAI R DYSON asked if the title [of the bill] would have to be
expanded.

M5. BOMENGEN responded that it is a very broad title and she
doubts that it would be [changed].

Number 0435

REPRESENTATI VE Cl SSNA stated that she doesn't understand why, if
a self-sufficiency plan has already been approved, it would be
necessary to go back on it. She asked, if there is a waiver to
accept self-sufficiency plans that is fair, whether that is a
possi ble fix.

MR. NORDLUND answered that [the Division of Public Assistance]
probably made a mstake by not talking adequately wth the
disability comrunity about that provision. He said the intent
is to help [disabled famlies] nove along toward a process of
inproving their |ives.

CHAI R DYSON asked if he would be correct in stating that this
bill helps get the departnent out of the 20 percent bind and
brings Alaska law into conformty with the federal law. And he
asked whether it doesn't do anything to help people who are in
t he Jacksons’ situation, but also doesn't do anything to nmake it
worse for them

MR. NORDLUND stated that he was correct.

CHAI R DYSON announced that he was going to suspend the hearing
on this bill. He asked whether there could be a change so that
two-parent famlies - one parent of able body and one who has to
take care of a profoundly handicapped child - also qualify and
are considered as a one-parent famly. [HB 142 was hel d over.]
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SB 19- CH LD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT/ SOCC SEC. #

CHAI R DYSON announced that the commttee would hear CS FOR
SENATE BILL NO 19(HES), "An Act relating to federal child
support enforcenent requirenents regarding social security
nunber information, enployer reports about enployees, and
certain kinds of automated data matching wth financial
institutions; repealing the term nation date of changes nade by
ch. 87, SLA 1997, and ch. 132, SLA 1998, regarding child support
enforcenment and related programnms; repealing the nonseverability
provision of ch. 132, SLA 1998; repealing uncodified |aws
relating to ch. 87, SLA 1997, and ch. 132, SLA 1998; and
providing for an effective date."

Number 0667

BARBARA M KLGCS, Director, Central Ofice, Child Support
Enforcenent Division, Departnment of Revenue, canme forth in
support of SB 19. She said that this is a very simlar bill to
HB 41, which was passed out of the House Health, Education and
Social Services Standing Conmttee. There are two nmmjor
di fferences. One is that SB 19 has a five-year sunset instead
of a two-year sunset. The second difference is that it does not
have the anmendnent allowing for a child support paynent to be
hel d over if there are too many paynents in one nonth.

CHAI R DYSON asked if it would bother her if those two anendnents
wer e made.

M5. MKLOS, referring to the two-year sunset, responded that in
those two years there is going to be a new governor, and there
is a chance that there won't be a child support director, or if
there is a new child support director, that person my not
understand these issues. She renmarked that she woul d be happier
if it were a three-year sunset.

REPRESENTATIVE COGHI LL remarked that there wll be a new
governor, which is a good reason why this should be up for
di scussi on.

Number 0829
REPRESENTATI VE COGHI LL nade a notion to adopt the proposed House

commttee substitute (HCS) for CSSB 19, Version P, 22-GS1002\P,
Laut erbach, 3/7/01, as the working draft.
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REPRESENTATI VE Cl SSNA obj ect ed. She said she believes the
division has shown a great deal of effort and success in
cleaning up a lot of problens that had been present early on.
She said she has witnessed clients of hers get off of welfare
and change their |Ilives around because their partners in
parenthood finally began to take personal responsibility. She
said she thinks it is a good idea to review the divisions and
departnments to see if they are doing what they should be doing.

CHAI R DYSON asked Representative Ci ssna what she is objecting to
wi th the [adoption of Version P]

REPRESENTATI VE CI SSNA responded that her objection was to the
effective date. She renoved her objection.

Number 1224

CHAIR DYSON announced that there being no further objection,
[ Version P] was before the commttee.

Nunber 1256

REPRESENTATIVE CISSNA nmade a notion to adopt conceptual
Amendnent 1, to change the effective date on page 6, line 16, to
2006.

REPRESENTATI VE COGHI LL obj ect ed.

A roll <call vote was taken. Representatives Ci ssna, Joule,
Wlson, and Dyson voted for the anmendnent. Represent ati ves
Kohring, Coghill and Stevens voted against it. Ther ef or e,

Amendnent 1 was adopted by a vote of 4-3.
Number 1353
DENNY WEATHERS testified via tel econference. She stated:

In 1998, Alaska State Legislature and Governor Know es
sold ny rights, anong other people's rights and
freedom to the federal governnent under duress.
Those were the very words stated on HB 344, which
passed in 1998. During the testinony this year, and
the prior year it showed that the people of Al aska
were opposed to HB 344. In fact, the only people for
it [were] the governnment enployers, two governnent
enpl oyees, and the |legislature. And they forced the
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use of a federal social security nunber on Al aska

docunent s.

Up until 1998 the social security nunber was not
required. Now persons renewing |icenses are being
denied wthout the social security [nunber]. There
were several bills in Juneau, as well as Washi ngton,
DC - HR 220, Identity Theft Protection Act, in
Washington, D.C. - to halt the use of social security
nunbers on docunents. House Bill 344 was set to

sunset this sumrer, ending many of the problens for
nost of us refusing to use or divulge our social
security [nunbers]. On February 6, 2001, Governor
Know es passed that a requirenent of social security
nunbers be continued so the state could collect the
bl ackmai| noney. The Senate voted 14 to 4 to set out
the federal governnent. The will of the people was
i gnor ed. Instead of Anerica, Hone of the Free, | now
live in Comunist Alaska, where we are required to
(indisc.) paper to live or to believe. Onh, excuse ne;

| forgot - you need a federal nunber in Al aska to die
now. It is stated in Section 4 of your bill there.

Maybe the people still have a chance, which | doubt
now, listening to you. | thought the House of
Representatives was willing to stand up to the federa
gover nnment . But | see you are willing to take the
bl ackmai | noney, too. ... | would ask that you vote no
on ... SB 19. The social security nunber is a federa

nunber and was not required to be used in Al aska unti
1998. You could make that effective date on [SB] 19
and [HB] 41 imedi ate, because also if you say, "W're
going to get rid of the child support for social
security nunber, but not until we collected noney and
used you people.” | and ny husband paid and arranged
for our own children, as all parents did and their
parents. Qur sons do not owe child support; in fact,
| think the majority of Alaskans don't owe child
support. So, | say please don't punish us for soneone
el se's child support.

Number 1520
ERI C WEATHERS testified via tel econference. He stated that he

is opposed to SB 19 because he believes it is only another way
to require the use of social security nunbers. He said:
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|'ve been denied a driver’s license for not providing

a social security nunber. And | have been arrested
for it and put in jail for eight hours - | just got
out - all because the social scientists want noney,
supposedly for stopping dead-beat dads. ["m just
wondering how long I'Il be put in jail next tinme |I'm
stopped for driving, or hunting, or fishing. | think
your time would be much better spent disarmng the
peopl e. That way, you guys could all stay honme and
|l et the federal governnment and social services run the
state.

Number 1580

CHAIR DYSON made a nmotion to rescind the commttee's action in
adopti ng Anendnent 1.

REPRESENTATI VE Cl SSNA obj ect ed.

A roll call vote was taken [again for conceptual Anmendnent 1].
Representatives G ssna, Joule, and WIlson voted in favor of
Amendnent 1. Representati ves Stevens, Kohring, Coghill, and
Dyson voted against it. Therefore, Amendnent 1 failed by a vote
of 3-4.

Nunber 1710

REPRESENTATI VE JOULE nmde a notion to nove HCS for CSSB 19,
version 22-GS1002\P, Lauterbach, 3/7/01, from commttee wth
i ndi vidual recommendations and attached fiscal note. There
being no objection, HCS CSSB 19(HES) noved from the House
Heal t h, Education and Social Services Standing Commttee.

ADJ OQURNVENT
There being no further business before the commttee, the House

Heal t h, Education and Social Services Standing Committee neeting
was adjourned at 5:15 p.m
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