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Representati ve Jeannette Janes
Represent ati ve John Coghil |
Representati ve Kevin Meyer
Representative Ethan Berkow tz
Representative Al bert Kookesh
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COW TTEE CALENDAR

HOUSE Bl LL NO. 157

"An Act relating to trust conpanies and providers of fiduciary
services; anending Rules 6 and 12, Alaska Rules of Gvil
Procedure, Rule 40, Alaska Rules of Crimnal Procedure, and
Rul es 204, 403, 502, 602, and 611, Alaska Rules of Appellate
Procedure; and providing for an effective date.™

- MOVED CSHB 157(JUD) QUT OF COW TTEE

HOUSE BI LL NO 126

"An Act relating to renoval of nenbers of the board of trustees
of the Al aska Permanent Fund Corporation; and providing for an
effective date.”

- MOVED HB 126 QUT OF COW TTEE

HOUSE Bl LL NO. 243
"An Act relating to sexual assault or abuse of a mnor."

- 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

term nation date of changes made by ch. 87, SLA 1997, and ch.
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132, SLA 1998, regarding child support enforcenent and related
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) OQUT OF COW TTEE

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTI ON NO. 10

Suspendi ng Rules 24(c), 35, 41(b), and 42(e), Uniform Rules of
the Alaska State Legislature, concerning Senate Bill No. 19,
relating to certain f eder al child support enf or cenent
requi renents, so that the phrase "relating to child support
paynents” may be added to the bill's title.

- MOVED HCR 10 OQUT OF COW TTEE

HOUSE BI LL NO. 247

"An Act relating to the detention of delinquent mnors and to
tenporary detention heari ngs; amendi ng Rul e 12, Al aska
Del i nquency Rul es; and providing for an effective date.”

- SCHEDULED BUT NOT HEARD
SENATE BI LL NO. 166
"An Act relating to the tinme of filling by appointnent a vacancy
in the office of United States senator."”
- SCHEDULED BUT NOT HEARD
PREVI QUS ACTI ON

BILL: HB 157
SHORT TI TLE: TRUST COVPANI ES & FI DUCI AR ES
SPONSOR( S) :  REPRESENTATI VE( S) MURKOWSKI

Jrn-Date Jr n- Page Action

02/ 28/ 01 0463 (H READ THE FI RST TI ME -
REFERRALS

02/ 28/ 01 0463 (H L&C, JUD

03/ 28/ 01 (H L&C AT 3:15 PM CAPI TOL 17

03/ 28/ 01 (H Heard & Held

03/ 28/ 01 (H M NUTE( L&C)

04/ 18/ 01 (H L&C AT 3:15 PM CAPI TOL 17

04/ 18/ 01 (H Bill Postponed

04/ 19/ 01 (H L&C AT 3:15 PM CAPI TOL 17

04/ 19/ 01 (H Moved CSHB 157(L&C) Qut of
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04/ 19/ 01
04/ 20/ 01
04/ 20/ 01

04/ 20/ 01
04/ 20/ 01
04/ 25/ 01

1089
1089

1089
1090

BILL: HB 126

IZIZI ZTZIZ

NN N

Comm ttee

M NUTE( L&C)

L&C RPT CS(L&C) NT 2DP 3NR
DP: ROKEBERG, MJURKOWBKI ; NR:
HAL CRO,

CRAWFORD, MEYER

FN1: ZERQ( CED)

JUD AT 1: 00 PM CAPI TOL 120

SHORT TI TLE: REMOVAL OF MEMBERS OF THE PF BOARD
RLS BY REQUEST OF LEG BUDGET & AUDI T

SPONSOR( S) :

Jrn-Dat e
02/ 14/ 01

02/ 14/ 01
04/ 25/ 01

Jr n- Page
0317

0317

BILL: HB 243

Tz =

Action
READ THE FI RST TI ME -
REFERRALS
JUD, FIN
JUD AT 1:00 PM CAPI TOL 120

SHORT TI TLE: VERI FY AGE REQD FOR DEFENSE I N SEX CRI MES

SPONSOR( S) :

Jrn-Dat e
04/ 10/ 01

04/ 10/ 01
04/ 10/ 01
04/ 25/ 01

BILL: SB 19

REPRESENTATI VE( S) DYSON

Jrn- Page
0930

0930
0930

I3z 2

Action
READ THE FI RST TI ME -
REFERRALS
JUD
REFERRED TO JUDI Cl ARY
JUD AT 1:00 PM CAPI TOL 120

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

HOUSE JUD COW TTEE

Jrn- Page
0028

0028
0028
0028

0168
0169

(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 Tl TLE
DP: TORGERSOQON, PEARCE,
LI NCOLN, TAYLOR,
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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

02/ 14/ 01
02/ 14/ 01
02/ 15/ 01
02/ 15/ 01

02/ 15/ 01
02/ 15/ 01
02/ 15/ 01

02/ 15/ 01
02/ 15/ 01
02/ 20/ 01

02/ 22/ 01
02/ 22/ 01
02/ 22/ 01
02/ 22/ 01

02/ 22/ 01

02/ 22/ 01
02/ 22/ 01

02/ 22/ 01

02/ 22/ 01

02/ 22/ 01
02/ 26/ 01
02/ 26/ 01
02/ 26/ 01
02/ 28/ 01
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0169
0169

0287
0288
0288
0288

0385
0385

0385
0385

0470
0478
0478
0479

0479

0479
0479

0479

0508
0508
0508
0451

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

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

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

(S)
(S)
(S)

(S)
(S)
(S)

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

(S)

(S)
(S)

(S)
(S)

(S)
(S)
(S)
(S)
(H

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) Qut of

Comm ttee

M NUTE( HES)

HES RPT CS 3DP 2NR NEW Tl TLE
DP: GREEN, LEMAN, DAVI S;

NR: WARD, W LKEN

FN1: ZERQ( REV)

FIN AT 9: 00 AM SENATE FI NANCE
532

Heard & Hel d

M NUTE( FI N)

FIN RPT CS(HES) 8DP

DP: KELLY, DONLEY, AUSTERNVAN,
HOFFMAN

OLSON, W LKEN, WARD, LEMAN
FN2: ZERQ( REV)

FIN AT 9: 00 AM SENATE FI NANCE
532

Moved Qut of Conmittee

M NUTE( FI N)

RLS AT 10: 45 AM FAHRENKANP
203

RULES TO CALENDAR 2/22/01
READ THE SECOND TI ME

HES CS ADOPTED UNAN CONSENT
ADVANCED TO THI RD READI NG
UNAN CONSENT

READ THE THI RD Tl ME CSSB

19( HES)

PASSED Y14 N4 E2

EFFECTI VE DATE(S) SAME AS
PASSAGE

TAYLOR NOTI CE OF

RECONS| DERATI ON

RLS AT 10: 45 AM FAHRENKANP
203

M NUTE( RLS)

RECONSI DERATI ON NOT TAKEN UP
TRANSM TTED TO (H)

VERSI ON:  CSSB 19( HES)

READ THE FI RST TI ME -
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REFERRALS

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

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

03/ 22/ 01 (H Moved HCS SB 19(HES) Qut of
Comm ttee

03/ 22/ 01 (H M NUTE( HES)

03/ 23/ 01 0703 (H HES RPT HCS(HES) NT 2DP 3NR
2AM

03/ 23/ 01 0703 (H TI TLE CHANGE: HCR 10

03/ 23/ 01 0703 (H DP: WLSON, DYSON, NR:
COGHI LL, JQULE,

03/ 23/ 01 0703 (H STEVENS; AM KOHRI NG, Cl SSNA

03/ 23/ 01 0704 (H) FN2: ZERQ( REV)

04/ 25/ 01 (H) JUD AT 1: 00 PM CAPI TOL 120

Bl LL: HCR 10

SHORT TI TLE: SUSPEND UNI FORM RULES FOR SB 19
SPONSCR(S): HEALTH, EDUCATI ON & SOCI AL SERVI CES

Jrn-Date Jrn- Page Action

03/ 26/ 01 0727 (H READ THE FI RST TI ME -
REFERRALS

03/ 26/ 01 0727 (H JUD, FIN

04/ 25/ 01 (H JUD AT 1: 00 PM CAPI TOL 120

W TNESS REG STER

REPRESENTATI VE LI SA MURKOWSKI

Al aska State Legislature

Capi tol Buil ding, Room 408

Juneau, Al aska 99801

POSI TI ON STATEMENT:  Sponsor of HB 157.

TERRY LUTZ, Chief Financial Institution Exam ner

Central Ofice

Di vi sion of Banking, Securities & Corporations (DBSC)

Department of Community & Econom c Devel opnent ( DCED)

PO Box 110807

Juneau, Al aska 99811-0807

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Assisted wth the presentation of HB 157
and answer ed questions.

ROBERT D. STORER, Executive Director

Al aska Per manent Fund Corporation (APFC)
Departnent of Revenue (DOR)

PO Box 25500

Juneau, Al aska 99802-5500
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POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Presented HB 126 and answered questi ons.

REPRESENTATI VE FRED DYSON

Al aska State Legislature

Capi tol Building, Room 104

Juneau, Al aska 99801

POSI TI ON STATEMENT:  Sponsor of HB 243.

DEAN J. GUANELI, Chief Assistant Attorney General

Legal Services Section-Juneau

Crimnal Division

Department of Law (DQL)

PO Box 110300

Juneau, Al aska 99811-0300

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Assisted wth the presentation of HB 243
and answer ed questi ons.

BARBARA M KLCS, Director

Central Ofice

Chil d Support Enforcenent D vision (CSED)

Departnent of Revenue (DOR)

550 West 7th Avenue, Suite 310

Anchor age, Al aska 99501

PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Presented SB 19 on behalf of the
adm ni stration.

JULI A LOUI SE TENNI SON ( ph)

(no address provided)

Chugi ak, Al aska 99567

POSI TI ON  STATEMENT: During discussion of SB 19, recounted
difficulties that she has experienced because of the federal
requi renents regardi ng social security nunber disclosure.

ACTI ON NARRATI VE

TAPE 01-74, SIDE A
Number 0001

CHAIR NORVAN ROKEBERG called the House Judiciary Standing
Committee neeting to order at 1:24 p.m Represent ati ves
Rokeberg, Janes, Coghill, and Meyer were present at the call to
order. Representatives Berkowitz and Kookesh arrived as the
meeting was i n progress.

HB 157 - TRUST COVMPANI ES & FI DUCI ARI ES

Number 0073
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CHAI R ROKEBERG announced that the first order of business would
be HOUSE BILL NO. 157, "An Act relating to trust conpanies and
providers of fiduciary services; anending Rules 6 and 12, Al aska
Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule 40, Alaska Rules of Crimnal
Procedure, and Rules 204, 403, 502, 602, and 611, Al aska Rules
of Appellate Procedure; and providing for an effective date."
[ Before the commttee was CSHB 157(L&C). ]

Nunmber 0078

REPRESENTATI VE LISA  MJRKOASKI , Alaska State Legislature,
sponsor, noted that the [statutes related to trust conpanies]
have been around since 1949 and have renmined practically
unchanged since then. She suggested that it is tine to update
these statutes, which she referred to [informally] as the "Trust
Conmpany Act." Via HB 157, regulations pertaining to trust
conpanies will be put into place; up to this point in tinme, the
[ Di vision of Banking, Securities & Corporations (DBSC)] has been
regulating Alaska's few trust conpanies by referencing the
statutes that pertain to banking. She remarked that she and the
DBSC have been working together on this legislation since her
first term of office, and now the DBSC, the banking industry,
and all other persons who have |ooked at HB 157 are confortable
with it. In conclusion, HB 157 will sinply provide a regulatory
process for the trust conpanies already in Al aska, and conpanies
that are being encouraged to conme to Al aska.

CHAIR RCOKEBERG after noting that there are tw proposed
anendnents, asked the sponsor whether she has objections to
ei t her.

REPRESENTATI VE MURKOABKI said she does not.
Number 0336

TERRY LUTZ, Chi ef  Financi al Institution Exam ner, Centra
Ofice, Division of Banking, Securities & Corporations (DBSO),
Department of Community & Economi c Devel opnent (DCED), said that
he thinks HB 157 is an inportant bill and is badly needed.

REPRESENTATI VE COGHI LL asked whether there would be "any major
earthquakes within the industry as a result of defining all of
these responsibilities.™

MR, LUTZ said, "W really don't know, we've put out as nuch
information as we could, and [gotten] as nay comments as we
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could .... One can only guess what mght come out of the
woodwor k. " He opined that HB 157 is a good product and would
not be "stepping on any toes."

REPRESENTATI VE MURKOWSKI added that those who work with trust
conpani es have been involved wth the DBSC every step of the
way; therefore, she opined, no one is anticipating any great
shakeups.

CHAI R ROKEBERG al so affirmed that those in the legal community
who work on trusts have been intimately involved in devel oping
HB 157.

REPRESENTATI VE COGHI LL asked whether HB 157 puts a higher
barrier on entrepreneurs who mght want to enter this industry.

MR. LUTZ opined that HB 157 would nake the process of entering

the industry easier. Al though the "nunbers are higher for
capital standards,” he noted, the director can adjust "the
capital .”

Number 0611

CHAI R ROKEBERG cl osed the public testinobny on HB 157. He then
asked for an explanation of Anmendnment 1 [22-LS0139\0 1,
Banni ster, 4/25/01], which read:

Page 3, following |line 27:
I nsert a new paragraph to read:

"(6) handl es escrow transactions and is a
title insurance conpany that has a certificate of
authority issued under AS 21.09, a title insurance
limted producer that is licensed as required by
AS 21.66.270, or an enployee of the title insurance
conpany or title insurance producer when acting in the
scope of the enployee's enploynent; in this paragraph,

(A "escrow transaction" has the neaning
given in AS 34.80.090;

(B) "title insurance conpany" has the
meani ng given in AS 21.66. 480;

(O "title insurance limted producer” has

t he neaning given in AS 21.66. 480;"
Renunber the follow ng paragraphs accordingly.

Page 5, line 5:
Delete "(a)(1) or (8)"
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Insert "(a)(l) or (9)"

REPRESENTATI VE MJRKOABKI  explained that Amendnent 1 would
clarify how title insurance conpanies fit into HB 157.

CHAIR ROKEBERG noted that this new subsection (6) "just refers
to title insurance conpanies and the escrow transactions
relating to those." He added that current statute nakes a
di stinction between escrow agents and title conpanies acting as
escrow agents.

Nunmber 0708

CHAI R ROKEBERG made a notion to adopt Anendnent 1. There being
no objection, Amendnent 1 was adopt ed.

Number 0722

CHAI R ROKEBERG referred to Conceptual Anmendnent 2, which read
[original punctuation provided]:

Page 5, Line 2, after "settlors”
Del ete ";"
I nsert: "."

Page 5, Line 2, after "settlors"

Insert: "However, the limtation on the nunber of
settlors listed above may be changed by the Dept by
regulation or order in accordance with (b), of this
section.”

Page 5, Line2
Delete: "in"
| nsert: "In"

Page 5, Line 5, after "(8)"
Insert: or (17)

CHAI R ROKEBERG not ed that Conceptual Amendnent 2 allows the DCED
flexibility when it is appropriate in a particular situation to
have nore than ten settlors.

Nunber 0779

CHAI R ROKEBERG nmade a notion to adopt Conceptual Anendnent 2.
There bei ng no objection, Conceptual Anendnent 2 was adopt ed.
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REPRESENTATI VE BERKOW TZ asked whether HB 157 is based on nodel
| egi sl ati on.

MR. LUTZ explained that the DBSC used a conbination of the nodel
act provided by the Conference of State Bank Supervisors (CSBS),
and trust acts in place in 15-20 other states. He noted that he
has not encountered any strenuous objections to HB 157. Over
the years, he explained, there have been a |ot of questions and
anendnents to the legislation, but the entities involved have
indicated that they are now confortable with the result.

Nunmber 0907

REPRESENTATI VE MEYER noved to report CSHB 157(L&C), as anended,
out of commttee wth individual recommendations and the
acconpanying fiscal note. There being no objection, CSHB
157(JUD) was reported from the House Judiciary Standing
Commi ttee.

HB 126 - REMOVAL OF MEMBERS OF THE PF BQARD

Number 0941

CHAI R ROKEBERG announced that the next order of business would
be HOUSE BILL NO 126, "An Act relating to renoval of nenbers of
the board of trustees of the Al aska Permanent Fund Corporation;
and providing for an effective date.”

Nunmber 0967

ROBERT D. STORER, Executive Director, Al aska Permanent Fund
Corporation (APFC), Departnent of Revenue (DOR), explained that
HB 126 inserts into statute the provision that public nenbers of
the board of trustees of the APFC nay only be renoved for cause.
The board of trustees consists of six nenbers: Two nenbers are
commi ssioners and the other four are public nenbers appointed by
the governor to serve for four-year staggered terns. VWhat the
APFC is asking for is language consistent with that of 19 other
boards and conmi ssions, including the State Pension |nvestnent
Board, which oversees the nanagenent of the assets of the
retirement system

MR. STORER noted that it takes sone tinme for a board nenber to
be educated and wunderstand the role of managi ng | arge
institutional assets. He explained that although HB 126 does
not give tenure and replacenent of board nenbers is still
al lowed, HB 126 would ensure that there is continuity of board
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menbers and that institutional nmenory would be passed on for the
benefit of all board nenbers. | nvest nent managenent of |arge
funds is becom ng nore and nore sophisticated, he said, and the
APFC, for exanple, can take over a year to study an issue before
acting upon it.

CHAI R ROKEBERG requested that a list of the aforenentioned 19
ot her boards be added to nenbers' packets. He asked why the
primary tenet is for corporate boards of directors to have
st aggered terns.

MR. STORER reiterated that it is to provide continuity of
managenent, be it a public fund or "Corporate Anmerica", so that
the institutional menory  of how decisions are nmde s
per pet uat ed.

REPRESENTATI VE JAMES said she is pleased to see HB 126 before
the commttee; she noted that it is simlar to |egislation she
had sponsored in the past but which was vetoed by the governor
She said she agrees wholeheartedly that the APFC board of
trustees needs continuity and that nmenbers should not be renoved
on a political whim She opined that because it handles huge
suns of noney on behalf of the state, the APFC board of trustees
is the nost inportant board that Al aska has.

Number 1010
MR. STORER, in response to questions, explained that there had

never been a board nenber replaced at the APFC until the Hickel
Adm nistration took office; either a board nenber resigned or

hi s/ her term expired. The Hickel Adm nistration replaced five
of the six board nenbers, leaving the chair in place. Thi s
person remained in place until Governor Know es was el ected, at
which tinme, again, five of the six board nenbers were replaced,
keeping the sane chair. When this person's term expired, the
current chair filled the vacancy. M. Storer noted that each
tinme these replacenents took place, the incom ng board nenbers
had to be educated "from scratch.” He added that in neither

instance had there been a problem with the performance of the
board.

REPRESENTATI VE JAMES observed that during the entire history of
the APFC, there has not been one single appointnent to the board
that she has objected to; all of the candidates have been
excell ent choices. In conclusion, she said that she did not see
any need for appointees to the APFC board of trustees to |ist
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what political party they belong to; the duties of the board
have nothing to do with politics.

CHAI R ROKEBERG recogni zed the presence of nenbers from the APFC
and board of trustee nenber, Cark Guening, whom the chair
thanked for his service. Chair Rokeberg closed the public
hearing on HB 126.

Nunber 1429

REPRESENTATI VE JAMES noved to report HB 126 out of committee
with individual recommendations and the acconpanying zero fisca
not es. There being no objection, HB 126 was reported from the
House Judiciary Standing Commttee.

HB 243 - VERI FY AGE REQD FOR DEFENSE I N SEX CRI MES

Nunber 1460

CHAl R ROKEBERG announced that the next order of business would
be HOUSE BILL NO 243, "An Act relating to sexual assault or
abuse of a mnor."

Nunmber 1477

REPRESENTATI VE FRED DYSON, Al aska State Legislature, sponsor,
remarked that he considers it offensive and opportunistic for
sonmeone who nolests a mnor to claimthat [he/she believed] the
m nor was of age. He opined that nobst such defenses are
patently invented. He explained that HB 243 adds | anguage which
states that if a perpetrator is going to use that claim as a
defense, he/she will have had to have done sonething to verify
the age of the mnor, such as viewing a government-issued ID
card, speaking with a parent who says that the child is of age,
or sonething along those I|ines.

Nunber 1552

DEAN J. GUANELI, Chief Assistant Attorney General, Lega

Services Section-Juneau, Crimnal Division, Departnent of Law
(DAL), explained that the legislature has declared that having
sexual relations with persons under the age of 16 is against the
law and it is an even nore serious offense if that person is

under the age of 13. At the sane tinme, however, it is
recognized in statute - and, according to the Al aska Suprene
Court, under the Alaska State Constitution as well - that
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defendants can try to convince the jury that they honestly and
reasonably believed that the victi mwas over the age of sixteen.

MR. GUANELI noted that it didn't used to be this way. In | aw
school, one of the first things students |earn about crim nal
law is how to allocate nental states and burdens of proof. He

said that sonme of the kinds of cases discussed when he attended
| aw school were statutory rape cases, with the question being
did the state have to prove that the defendant knew that the

[youth] was of a certain age. Cenerally, he said, the answer
was no; "you run the risk, when you have sex with people who
| ook young, that they turn out to be [too] young." Over the

years, however, things have changed, and the Al aska Suprene
Court now holds the position that the defendant nmay try to
convince the jury that he/she honestly and reasonably believed
that the victimwas over 16.

MR. GUANELI pointed out that in 1994, the Alaska Court of
Appeal s determined that the legislature has the ability to set
sonme paraneters on such a defense, for exanple, by requiring
that the defendant did everything reasonably possible to
ascertain the age of his/her sexual partner. He recounted that
a couple of comon statenments used as a defense regarding a
m stake as to age are: "She told nme that she was over 16." and,
"Her friends told ne that she was over 16." M. Cuaneli
mentioned a specific case in which the defendant said that the
girl, who later turned out to be 14, had told him on the
Internet that she was in college. Wth regard to using such a
defense, a recent Alaska Court of Appeals decision [State v.
Frengen] said that even if the victimis under the age of 13,
the defendant could still try to prove that he/she believed the
victim was nuch ol der. In this case, M. Quaneli noted, the
defendant clainmed that the girl had told him that she had had
many sexual partners and had told him about sexual acts she had
perfornmed, and because of these statenents, he perceived her to
be ol d enough.

Number 1755

MR. GUANELI observed that in today's society, with exposure to
television (TV), novies, and nusic, young people are nore
sophisticated than in the past and are nore wlling to use
obscene words and gestures. To allow soneone to use this kind
of behavior by today's youth to build the defense that he/she
believed that a young person was over 16, nmakes a nockery of the
|l aw;, HB 243 is designed to counter such clains. In addition to
honestly and reasonably believing that the child was 16, HB 243
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also requires that the defendant take sone reasonabl e neasures
to verify it, which could include checking a driver's |icense or
speaking with the child' s parent. M. CQuaneli recounted a case
in which a man had asked to see a young girl's driver's |icense
but when she couldn't produce one, he had sex with her anyway;
such behavi or indicates that although sone people do think about
how ol d soneone with whom they intend to have sex is, they are
still specifically preying on soneone who |ooks young and
vul ner abl e.

MR. GUANELI relayed that in Steve v. State, the Alaska Court of
Appeal s said that while a person may not be able to tell exactly

how ol d sonmeone is by looks alone, it is still possible to tel

that soneone is a young teenager; accordingly, "it is fair to
expect people to exercise caution when choosing a youthful
sexual partner.” He opined that HB 243 says that it is not

enough to listen to what the young person says or what his/her
friends say, or to assune that because of the child s gestures,
words, or manner of dress, that the young person is of the age
of consent.

REPRESENTATI VE MEYER asked whether requesting proof and being
shown an ID card that |ater proved to be fake would still be
adequate for an affirmative defense.

MR. GUANELI opined that it would be because the defendant nmade a
reasonable effort to ascertain the child s age. He added that
the sane is true with regard to the sale of al cohol and tobacco.

REPRESENTATI VE MEYER noted that it 1is beconmng easier to
manuf acture fake | D cards.

Nunmber 1963

REPRESENTATI VE DYSON expl ai ned that HB 243 would only conme into
play when the perpetrator is using [a mstake as to age] as a
def ense. "What we're trying to do is cut the ground out from
underneath exploitive ol der people who are abusing children and
trying to get off wusing this [defense]; they' ve got to use
reasonable care to ascertain that they are not commtting a
crine.” If word of this legislation spreads, and people start
being nore responsible, he said, that would be wonderful. On
anot her point, he noted that 30-40 percent of the children in
Al aska who are being nolested are nmale; on a national |evel,
t hat percentage may be higher.
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REPRESENTATI VE JAMES nentioned that she did not believe that
only the older person should be reprimanded in sone cases; "it
takes two to tango,” she noted, and in sone cases the young
peopl e al so play a part.

REPRESENTATI VE BERKOW TZ said he respectfully disagrees with the
assertion that HB 243 only conmes into play when the defendant
uses the defense [of a mistake as to age]; it cones into play
every tinme l|awful participants "get together." He suggested
that what the sponsor is essentially saying, via HB 243, is that
"in order to have sex, people have to ask for their papers
first"; even where it's lawful and consensual, the situation is
still one of conpelling honest citizens to ask for each other's
papers. He opined that putting people in a position of
requiring individuals to [show their papers] is a step away from
the kind of free society that he supports.

REPRESENTATI VE BERKOW TZ, on another point of concern, noted
that HB 243 says, "reasonable neasures does not include nere
statenents by the victimor the victims friends". I n essence,
he opined, HB 243 is saying that the judgnent of the |egislature
supplants the judgnment of the jury; "we're taking away
discretion from the jury," and doing so does danage to the
current |egal system

REPRESENTATI VE DYSON noted that, "we're talking about 15 years
old and younger." He offered that there is long tradition in
the western denocracies that children below the age of majority
are unable to make major decisions on their own behalf. Society
does not want children making major decisions on their own; the

child s parents should be making the mmjor decisions. "We do
that with nmedical care and we do that with al cohol and tobacco,"
he added. If Representative Berkowitz's argunent is to be

consi stent, he suggested, then "kids ought to be able to nake
the decisions about alcohol and tobacco wthout [age] being
verified."

Number 2153

MR. GUANELI pointed out that in sonme cases in which the defense
of a mstake as to age is being used, the victins are as young
as 12; notw thstanding whether soneone consented to the act,
different rules should apply for a person who is 12, 13, 14, or
15. Al aska statutes already include a three-year range, he
noted, so the provisions of HB 243 will not generally pertain to
the "high school relationships" that often occur, as long as a
person is within three years of age of the other person. He

HOUSE JUD COW TTEE -15- April 25, 2001



opined that HB 243 does not affect the jury's deliberations; it
only affects the kinds of excuses that offenders can bring
before juries, which, according to the Al aska Court of Appeals,
is perfectly wthin the constitutional prerogative of the
| egislature. It is a policy judgnent, he added.

MR, GUANELI, in response to the question of why reference to
victims under the age of 13 is being stricken via HB 243,
reiterated that the recent court of appeals decision in State v.
Frengen said that even if the victimis under the age of 13, the

defendant could still try to prove that he/she believed the
victim was much ol der. Thus, striking the reference to victins
under the age of 13 nerely reflects that decision. He noted

that he did not know the final outcone of that case with regard
to whet her the defendant has been found guilty.

REPRESENTATI VE BERKOW TZ opined that adding "and (2) undertook
reasonabl e neasures to verify that the victim was that age or
ol der" doesn't seem to change the current statute nuch at all
given that it already says, "the defendant reasonably believed
the victim to be that age or older", because this "reasonable
belief" is arrived at in part by | ooking at the young person.

CHAI R ROKEBERG noted that one change it makes is to allow an
affirmati ve defense for sexual intercourse with a young person
if the parent verifies the child s age.

REPRESENTATI VE BERKOW TZ poi nted out that:

You don't just talk wth soneone and then have
[sexual] contact wth them These statenents are
going to be in the context of physical presence. " So
| ask this girl if she was old enough and she said she
was, and while I was |ooking at her, she appeared to

be [old enough]"; so therefore the statenment that
"reasonabl e neasur es" does not i ncl ude ner e
statenents' doesn't really lend nuch to the debate,
because it's not a nmere statenent. It's a statenent
in conjunction with the victinls appearance, or the
ot her circumnst ances. So, that "reasonable neasures”

section here doesn't really change the status quo.
Nunber 2397
REPRESENTATI VE JAMES recalled that two of her foster children -

one, a girl of 14, the other, a girl of 13 - had been sexually
active since the ages of 11 or 12, and both |ooked to be at
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| east 16 years old. She said she maintains the position that it
isn't "just the guy's fault."”

CHAIR ROKEBERG in opposition to Representative Berkowitz's
suggestion that HB 243 does nothing, said he thinks that because
paragraphs (1) and (2) are conjunctive due to the addition of ";
and", it requires that an action be taken by the defendant to
verify the victims age.

REPRESENTATI VE BERKOW TZ countered that since the existing
statute says, "the defendant reasonably believed the victim to

be that age or older” and HB 243 adds "; and (2) undertook
reasonabl e neasures to verify that the victim was that age or
older", in order to reasonably believe sonething, clearly, a

person nust have already undertaken reasonable neasures to
verify it.

CHAI R ROKEBERG renmarked that having a belief does not presuppose
havi ng undertaken a step to support that belief.

REPRESENTATI VE BERKOW TZ  ar gued, "How could you form a
reasonabl e belief if you hadn't undertaken reasonabl e nmeasures?”

CHAI R ROKEBERG noted that because of the way young girls behave
and dress in this day and age, these outward manifestations
could lead to the formation of such a belief. He nentioned that
perhaps the legislature should review the age levels listed in
all of Alaska's sex crinme statutes.

TAPE 01-74, SIDE B
Nunber 2480

REPRESENTATI VE BERKOWNTZ said that if reasonable belief is
conditioned on reasonable neasures, then these should include
checking ID as well as a whole other universe of things that are
not listed HB 243. He noted that he has already established
that although HB 243 is excluding nere statenments, "you don't
have a nere statenent in conjunction wth having physical
intercourse wth sonebody; rather, you're having a nere
statenment in conjunction with the other person being present.”

REPRESENTATI VE KOOKESH expressed disbelief that this |egislation
is even being discussed because, according to the witten
sponsor statenent, "HB 243 will force sexual predators who prey
upon mnors to go through a simlar process"” of checking ID. By
the very fact that they're a sexual predator, he argued, "what
makes you think they're going to follow the |law and check an
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| D?" Wth regard to a sexual predator taking reasonable
nmeasures, he pointed out that those people are already breaking
one aspect of the law anyway, so it is unreasonable to expect
them to follow sone other part of the |aw "I't just doesn't
make any sense to ne," he stated; "we're putting a lot of faith
in a person who is already described as a sexual predator, and
we expect himto followthe law to ask for |D?"

CHAI R ROKEBERG said that he agrees with Representative Kookesh
on that point, but he also pointed out that in current statutes
regardi ng sexual assault and sexual abuse, there is a whole
litany of different levels of crinme as well as a nunber of "age
hurdl es and separations.” There are multiple "statutory rape
statutes” in Al aska, he noted. He then suggested that HB 243
could only be used to entrap sonebody who had not taken steps to
verify a younger partner's age in a consensual sexual situation

He asked whether this is the intent of HB 243.

REPRESENTATI VE DYSON said his intention is to "undercut the guys

who are breaking the law who use this as a defense. Just to
say, 'He (or she) said they were of age, and boy, Judge, | sure
believed it," | want to force themto go the next step.”

REPRESENTATI VE JAMES asked which folks the sponsor intends this
|l egislation to affect: 1Is it the 25-year-old who has sex with a
13-year-old, or is it the 18-year-old who has consensual sex
with a 13- to 14-year-old? She also asked how many people "get
off" by using a defense of m staken age; how big is the problem
HB 243 purports to fix?

REPRESENTATI VE DYSON said that he is interested in addressing
the problem of people who engage in sexual relationships wth
children who are nore than three years younger than thensel ves -
those people who are significantly older than the youth they
prey on. He recounted that while growi ng up, everybody knew not

to mess around with "San Quentin Quail." He stated that in
Canada, at least up until he reached the age of 30, the penalty
was capital punishnent. This sent an incredibly restraining
nmessage; it was not just a "hand slap.” He said he hopes to

send the nessage, via HB 243, that it is dangerous in Alaska to
t ake sexual advantage of young chil dren.

Nunber 2124

REPRESENTATI VE JAMES opined that the best way to "fix that
probl em would be to renove paragraph (1); in this way, everyone
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who is over 21 and has sex with sonebody that's under 16 woul d
be "done" - no excuses.

CHAI R ROKEBERG suggested that having de facto statutory rape
laws are no longer sufficient; perhaps it is tine to do
sonething to get the nessage out to young people that statutory
rape i s against the |aw

REPRESENTATI VE BERKOW TZ opi ned that they should first have sone
enpirical evidence before comng to that concl usion.

REPRESENTATI VE JAMES nentioned that she "would |ike to have nore
than [a charge of] prom scuity for sone of these girls who go
out there and do this.™

MR. GUANELI, on the question of how often the defense of a
m stake as to age cones into play, said it probably arises in

perhaps a couple of dozen cases a year. He added that he is
unable to say how often it is used successfully. The danger
created by the current law, he opined, is revealed in the

Frengen case in which the defendant, as part of his defense, was
allowed to tell the jury how the victim had described to him all
the various sexual acts that she had perfornmed with various
partners, and which he clained lead himto believe that she was
ol d enough; such a defense paints a picture in the mnds of the
jurors of sonmeone who is prom scuous and who doesn't deserve
society's protection.

MR. GUANELI noted that HB 243 is not drafted to say that only
checking ID or asking the parents would be acceptabl e reasonabl e
neasures to verify soneone's age, other steps mght also be

acceptable but are sinply not listed specifically. He said he
agreed with Chair Rokeberg that "; and" is conjunctive and neans
that a defendant has to take another step beyond "reasonably
bel i eved". It is too easy to sinply say, "She was dressed that
way"; such a statenent tends to prejudice the jury against

soneone whom current | aw has declared is the victim
Nunmber 1963

MR. GUANELI, in response to the question regarding what HB 243
does, said:

The defendant is going to have to say, "I honestly
believed that she was 16 or 17," which is all the
current |aw requires. And, in addition to that, is

going to have to prove that sone other neasures were
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taken to verify that belief. So, ... the defendant

my be able to say, "Wll she |ooked older and |
believed it, but 1 didn't stop at that, | did
sonething to verify it." If the defendant can't do
that, if the defendant can't show that to the judge at
the beginning, then the judge wll say, "You can't
present this to the jury at all." ... The judge has

got to make sone additional threshold determ nations
of whether or not this defense is even available,
whet her there is even any evidence that the defendant
can raise. If the defendant has done absolutely
not hi ng, has just |ooked at the girl and based on his
subj ective view of what |ooks 16 and what doesn't,
that's not going to be enough. Sonmet hing nore has to

be done; ... I think that's the thrust of this.
REPRESENTATI VE BERKOW TZ noted that current statute doesn't say
"honest belief”, it says "reasonable belief”, and the new
| anguage says "reasonable neasures”, that is, the stuff that
makes up a reasonable belief. He posited that, "You can't get
to 'reasonabl e bel i ef’ w t hout under t aki ng ' reasonabl e

measures', but 'reasonable belief' doesn't nean nere statenents,
and you're never going to have nere statenents; it's going to be
in a context.” He requested that soneone tell him succinctly,
whet her HB 243 "changes anything that isn't already there."

MR. GUANELI responded:

There is a [paragraph] (1) and a [paragraph] (2), and

in between the (1) and the (2) there is an "and";

the courts generally interpret separately nunbered

provisions to nmean sonething different. ... | believe
they are going to interpret this as requiring

sonet hing additional as a neans of verification.

Number 1829

REPRESENTATI VE BERKOW TZ count er ed: "But when (1) equals (2) -
when (1) and (2) are the same - then you're really not adding
anyt hi ng. "

REPRESENTATI VE JAMES suggested anending paragraph (2) to say
only "undertook reasonable neasures to verify that the victim
was that age or older", and then delete the renmainder. She
opined that in this way, paragraph (2) would not restrict what
could be done to verify a person's age.
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REPRESENTATI VE DYSON nentioned that people who sell alcohol and
tobacco are nmking judgnment calls based on "reasonable belief”
when they deci de which patrons to "card."”

CHAI R ROKEBERG pointed out that a vendor is different than a
sexual predator. To expand on Representative Janes' point, he
noted that putting too many "sideboards"” on what can be used as
an affirmative defense runs the risk of being found
unconstitutional . He suggested anendi ng paragraphs (1) and (2)
to read "(1) reasonably believed the victim to be that age or
ol der; and (2) does not include nere statenents by the victim or
the victims friends that the victim is that age or older".
Upon  further consi derati on, he opined that HB 243 is
unconstitutional .

MR. GUANELI noted that the Frengen case is the inpetus for
deleting the very last clause of paragraph (2) pertaining to
victins under the age of 13; the age of the victimcan no |onger
restrict the use of a mstake as to age as an affirmative
def ense. He added, however, that the Steve case affirns that
the legislature can require that the defendant did everything
reasonably possible to verify the victinis age if using such a
def ense. He opined that this is what HB 243 does, and that it
is constitutional.

REPRESENTATI VE BERKOWN TZ noted that procedurally, the Al aska
Court of Appeals affirmed the trial court's decision in the
Frengen case to allow the defendant to raise the defense of a
m stake as to age, regardless of the victinis age. He expl ai ned
that there are two conponents to a crimnal act: a guilty mnd
and a qguilty act; there has to be sone kind of crimnal intent.
In the CGuest case, he noted, the court said, "W believe that

the charge of statutory rape is legally unsupportable ... unless
a defense of reasonable m stake of age is allowed. To refuse
such a defense would be to inpose crimnal liability w thout any

crimnal nental elenent."

CHAI R ROKEBERG suggested that the sponsor "tune this thing up.”
He opined that although the sponsor is on the "right track," the
committee has to neke sure that the legislation could "pass
constitutional nuster.”

[ HB 243 was hel d over. ]

SB 19 - CH LD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT/ SOC SEC. #

Number 1491
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CHAI R ROKEBERG announced that the next order of business would
be 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 wuncodified |aws
relating to ch. 87, SLA 1997, and ch. 132, SLA 1998; and
providing for an effective date." [Before the commttee was HCS
CSSB 19( HES) . ]

Nunber 1460

BARBARA M KLGCS, Director, Centr al Ofice, Child Support
Enforcenent Division (CSED), Departnent of Revenue (DOR),
explained that in 1996, congress passed welfare reform with the
intention of making people self-sufficient and not dependent on
public noney. One inportant aspect of helping famlies maintain
self-sufficiency is child support, and to this end, congress
added requirenents that states pass laws to help child support
prograns collect <child support as well as facilitate child
support collection between states. The Al aska State Legislature
passed legislation in 1996, 1997, and 1998 that net the
requirenents inposed by congress in the welfare reform
| egi sl ati on. In fiscal year (FY) 1999 the CSED collected and
distributed $81 million in child support, in FY 2000 $85 nillion
was collected and distributed, and in FY 2001 the CSED is
expecting to collect and distribute $91 mllion. The CSED
believes that the tools it was given have hel ped increase child
support collections and di sbursenents.

M5. MKLGCS noted that |egislation passed in 1997 and 1998 was to
be "sunsetted" this year for the purpose of revisiting the
i ssues involved. She opined that CSED is doing nmuch better than
it was three years ago in terns of the Al askan public; although

there are still sone problenms and issues to be resolved,
conplaints of the CSED have dramatically decreased. She
explained that it is very inportant to pass SB 19 this year
because it wll help the CSED nmintain sonme very effective
prograns, and also because congress wll inpose financial

penal ties on Al aska by w thholding federal child support funding
(approximately $15 mllion) and funding for the public
assistance program (approximately  $55 mllion) if such
| egi slation is not enacted.
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M5. MKLOS noted that SB 19 started out as a couple of
paragraphs sinply authorizing sunsets to be repealed. She
expl ained that one of the changes nmade to the bill as it nmade
its way through the process was to renove all references to
collecting social security nunbers from hunting and fishing
| i censes. This change was nmde possible because the CSED
applied for and received a waiver from the federal governnent
exenpting Alaska from the requirenent of collecting social
security nunbers from those docunents. Anot her change invol ved
pl acing five-year sunsets on provisions requiring the exchange
of social security nunbers and provisions requiring social
security nunbers on various applications such as occupational
| icenses and driver's |icenses. Anot her five-year sunset was
pl aced on a financial data match program which provides for an
automated match between the CSED and various financial
institutions for collections purposes.

Nunmber 1198

M5. MKLCOS said that in starting out, SB 19 was intended to only
address welfare reform and its requirenents. During the
process, however, a couple of provisions have been added on,
both with the agreenent of the CSED. One provision - Section 11
- states that violation of AS 25.27.075(a), which requires
enpl oyers to report personnel information to the CSED, woul d not
give rise to a private cause of action. Anot her provision -
Section 12 - although wunrelated to welfare reform added
| anguage to ensure that any child support paynents received
during the last five business days of the prior nonth because of
the payroll cycle would be credited to the next calendar nonth
as intended by the obligor.

M5. M KLOS explained that Sections 1-10, 13, 14, and 17 relate
to the new sunset requirenents. Section 15 repeals all sunsets;
Section 16 says that all those sections that are repealed and
don't cone back are repealed immediately; and Section 17 says
that July 1, 2003, is the new sunset date for all sections that
continue to have a sunset. She noted that since the CSED
al ready believes that the nost inportant thing it should do with
social security nunbers is hold them sacred and ensure that they
are not msused, it would prefer to have a | onger sunset period,
she added that the CSED is very vigilant and sends out nonthly

nessages to all its enployees remnding them of their
responsibility to hold certain information, including social
security nunbers, confidential. She said that the CSED woul d

rat her have the opportunity to focus on those kinds of prograns
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and saf eguards as opposed to spending the resources to conme back
before the legislature and debate the social security nunber
i ssue.

M5. MKLOCS, in response to questions, explained that the
effective date of 2003 in Section 17 pertains to sections of SB
19 that renove the social security nunber requirenents from
existing law. This neans that those requirenents will remain in
effect until July 1, 2003. She noted, however, that the CSED s
preference would be to leave the social security nunber
requirenents in place until 2004, although renoving any sunset
date from those requirenents would be nore preferable. As |ong
as there is a sunset date on the social security nunber
requirenents, since the CSED is required by federal |law to use
the social security nunbers as referenced in the sections
contained in Section 17, it wll also be required to cone back
before the legislature to debate the issue. At the request of
Representative Janes, M. MKklos repeated her calculations
regarding how nuch child support noney has been collected and
distributed by the CSED since 1999 and how rmuch of a financi al

penalty woul d inposed on Alaska for nonconpliance of the federa

government's regul ati ons.

REPRESENTATI VE COGHILL noted that he would prefer that [state
government] not <collect any social security nunbers, and he
nmentioned that there is a national debate in congress on this
i ssue.

M5. MKLGS, in response to a question, said that no federal
funds would be withheld by having the effective date of Section
17 remain July 1, 2003.

Nunmber 0583

JULIA LOUI SE TENNI SON (ph), testified via tel econference. She
expl ai ned that she has experienced great difficulties because of
the federal requirenent that she disclose her social security
nunber when renewi ng her Alaska driver's |license. She recounted
the details of the legal processes that she has undertaken to
straighten out her situation. She noted that although the
Al aska Court of Appeals has not yet finished with her case, it
has waived the filing fee and has relayed to her that it
considers her case worthy of review

M5 TENNI SON rem nded the commttee that when the |egislature

passed the legislation requiring her to disclose her social
security nunber, it did so with the inclusion of a finding and
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intent section that described the federal requirenents as

"unr easonabl e and constitutionally guesti onabl e". The
| egislation also included a nonseverability clause, which said
that if any part of the legislation is found to be

unconstitutional, then so is all of that |egislation. She then
cited nunmerous constitutional and statutory points to back up
her ar gunment t hat such f eder al requi renents are
unconstitutional .

TAPE 01-75, SIDE A
Number 0001

M5. TENNISON said she did not wunderstand why there is a
distinction being nmade between a person who has never been
issued a social security nunber and sonmeone who was issued a
social security nunber but then had "gotten rid of" it. She
also noted that she did not conpletely understand the
ram fications of signing an affidavit to the effect that she has
never had a social security number issued to her.

CHAI R ROKEBERG suggested to Ms. Tennison that she also send her
testinmony to Al aska's congressional del egation, since the socia
security nunber disclosure requirenents are federal nandates.

M5. TENNISON pointed out that there are no federal nandates
requiring anyone to disclose his/her social security nunber;
instead, mandates were placed on states to meke statutory
changes enabling the collection of social security nunbers in
order to continue receiving federal funds. She expressed
di spl easure that the legislature sold everybody's freedom for
$70 million per year.

REPRESENTATI VE BERKOW TZ pointed out that the conmttee recently
passed |l egislation that will prevent people from being penalized
if they don't have a social security nunber to put on a driver's
| i cense application.

REPRESENTATI VE COCGHILL clarified that this pending |egislation
has renoved the requirenent that a person who does not disclose
hi s/ her social security nunber on a driver's |license application
must fill out the aforenentioned affidavit. He agreed with Ms.
Tennison that the legislature is responsible for the current
statutes regarding social security nunber disclosure.

M5. TENNI SON concluded by asking why she should face the

possibility of being arrested sinply for refusing to provide a
social security nunber on a driver's license application. She

HOUSE JUD COW TTEE -25- April 25, 2001



suggested that the |legislature should get rid of any such
statutory requirenents because, she opi ned, t hey are
unconstitutional .

Nunmber 0346

REPRESENTATI VE COGHI LL noved to report HCS CSSB 19(HES) out of
commttee with individual recomendations and the acconpanying
fiscal note. There being no objection, HCS CSSB 19(HES) was
reported from House Judiciary Standing Commttee.

HCR 10 - SUSPEND UNI FORM RULES FOR SB 19

Number 0369

CHAI R ROKEBERG announced that the last order of business would
be HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 10, Suspending Rules 24(c),
35, 41(b), and 42(e), Uniform Rules of +the Alaska State
Legi sl ature, concerning Senate Bill No. 19, relating to certain
federal child support enforcenent requirenents, so that the
phrase "relating to child support paynents" may be added to the
bill's title.

Nunmber 0402

REPRESENTATI VE COGHI LL noved to report HCR 10 out of commttee
wi th individual reconmendations. There being no objection, HCR
10 was reported fromthe House Judiciary Standing Commttee.

ADJ QURNVENT

Nunmber 453

There being no further business before the commttee, the House
Judiciary Standing Commttee neeting was adjourned at 3:04 p.m
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