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COW TTEE CALENDAR

HOUSE Bl LL NO. 448

"An Act relating to establishing a data base of residential
tel ephone customers who do not wsh to receive telephone
solicitations, providing that the data base be conpiled at no
cost to the custoners, requiring telephone solicitors to
purchase the data base, and requiring paid solicitors to
regi ster; and providing for an effective date.”

- MOVED CSHB 448(L&C) OUT OF COWM TTEE

HOUSE BI LL NO. 66
"An Act relating to pesticide wuse; and providing for an
effective date.”

- MOVED CSHB 66(L&C) OUT OF COWM TTEE

HOUSE Bl LL NO. 277

"An Act relating to liens by owners of self-storage facilities;
di stingui shing self-storage facility liens from another type of
storage lien; and excluding self-storage Iliens from the
treatment of certain unclainmed property.”

- MOVED CSHB 277(L&C) OUT OF COW TTEE
HOUSE BI LL NO. 424

"An Act relating to title insurance; and providing for an
effective date.”

HOUSE L& C COW TTEE -1- April 24, 2002



- SCHEDULED BUT NOT HEARD
PREVI QUS ACTI ON
BILL: HB 448

SHORT Tl TLE: TELEMARKETERS PHONE LI STS/ REG STRATI ON
SPONSOR( S): REPRESENTATI VE( S) CRAWFORD

Jrn-Date Jrn- Page Action

02/ 19/ 02 2309 (H READ THE FI RST TI ME -
REFERRALS

02/ 19/ 02 2309 (H L&C, JUD

03/ 13/ 02 2530 (H COSPONSOR('S): MORGAN

03/ 15/ 02 2564 (H COSPONSOR('S): PORTER,
KERTTULA

03/ 18/ 02 2593 (H COSPONSOR('S): LANCASTER

03/ 19/ 02 2611 (H COSPONSOR('S) :  HUDSON

03/ 22/ 02 2654 (H COSPONSOR( S): GREEN, HAYES

03/ 25/ 02 2674 (H COSPONSOR(S): HALCRO

03/ 26/ 02 2691 (H COSPONSOR(S): GUESS, W LSON

03/ 27/ 02 2720 (H COSPONSOR(S): MEYER, CROFT

04/ 01/ 02 (H L&C AT 3:15 PM CAPI TOL 17

04/ 01/ 02 (H Schedul ed But Not Heard

04/ 02/ 02 2765 (H COSPONSOR('S): BERKOW TZ

04/ 04/ 02 2806 (H COSPONSOR REMOVED: LANCASTER

04/ 05/ 02 2820 (H COSPONSOR('S): LANCASTER

04/ 08/ 02 (H L&C AT 3:15 PM CAPI TOL 17

04/ 08/ 02 (H Heard & Held

04/ 08/ 02 (H M NUTE( L&C)

04/ 15/ 02 2936 (H COSPONSOR('S): DYSON

04/ 24/ 02 (H L&C AT 3:15 PM CAPI TOL 17

BILL: HB 66

SHORT TI TLE: TRACKI NG OF PESTI Cl DE USE
SPONSOR( S): REPRESENTATI VE( S) Cl SSNA

Jrn-Date Jr n- Page Action

01/ 16/ 01 0100 (H READ THE FI RST TI ME -
REFERRALS

01/ 16/ 01 0100 (H L&C, RES, FIN

01/ 25/ 02 (H L&C AT 3:15 PM CAPI TOL 17

01/ 25/ 02 (H) Heard & Held

01/ 25/ 02 (H M NUTE( L&C)

04/ 15/ 02 (H) L&C AT 3:15 PM CAPI TOL 17

04/ 15/ 02 (H Schedul ed But Not Heard

04/ 24/ 02 (H L&C AT 3:15 PM CAPI TOL 17
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BILL: HB 277
SHORT TI TLE: SELF- STORAGE FACI LI TY LI ENS
SPONSOR( S) :  REPRESENTATI VE( S) DAVI ES

Jrn-Date Jrn- Page Action

01/ 14/ 02 1947 (H PREFI LE RELEASED 1/ 4/ 02

01/ 14/ 02 1947 (H READ THE FI RST TI ME -
REFERRALS

01/ 14/ 02 1947 (H) L&C, JUD

01/ 30/ 02 2100 (H COSPONSOR('S): DYSON

03/ 27/ 02 (H) L&C AT 3:15 PM CAPI TOL 17

03/ 27/ 02 (H -- Meeting Canceled --

04/ 08/ 02 (H L&C AT 3:15 PM CAPI TOL 17

04/ 08/ 02 (H Heard & Held -Assigned to
Subconmi tt ee

04/ 08/ 02 (H M NUTE( L&C)

04/ 24/ 02 (H L&C AT 3:15 PM CAPI TOL 17

W TNESS REG STER

CODY RICE, Intern

to Representative Joe Hayes

Al aska State Legislature

Capi tol Buil ding, Room 422

Juneau, Al aska 99801

POSI TI ON  STATEMENT: During discussion of HB 448, assisted
Representative Crawford with the explanation of the changes nade
in Version B.

W LL ABBOIT, Comm ssioner

Regul at ory Conm ssi on of Al aska (RCA)

701 West Eighth Avenue, Suite 300

Anchor age, Al aska 99501

POSI TI ON STATEMENT:  During di scussion of HB 448, responded to a
guesti on.

CLYDE (ED) SN FFEN, JR., Assistant Attorney General

Fair Busi ness Practices Section

Civil Division (Anchorage)

Depart ment of Law (DQL)

1031 West 4th Avenue, Suite 200

Anchor age, Al aska 99501-1994

POSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 448 and
responded to questions.

JAMES ROVNE, Executive Director
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Al aska Tel ephone Associ ati on (ATA)

201 East 56t h Avenue

Anchor age, Al aska 99518

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Provi ded comments during discussion of HB
448.

MARI E DARLI N, AARP

(No address provi ded)

Juneau, Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 448.

CHRYSTAL SM TH, Speci al Assi st ant

Ofice of the Attorney Ceneral

Department of Law (DQL)

PO Box 110300

Juneau, Al aska 99811-0300

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Provi ded comments during discussion of HB
448.

ROCCO MOSCHETTI, Owner

I nt egrat ed Pest Managenent of Al aska

PO Box 875006

Wasilla, Al aska 99687

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Provi ded comments during discussion of HB
66.

M CHAEL M LLER
(No address provi ded)
POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 66.

ROB LUND

(No address provided)

Honer, Al aska 99603

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 66.

KENNETH J. PERRY, GCeneral Manager

Par at ex Pi ed Piper Pest Control

2440 East 88th Avenue, Suite A

Anchor age, Al aska 99507

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Provi ded comments during discussion of HB
66.

MAGG E FLANAGAN

1722 Bel | evue Loop

Anchor age, Al aska 99515

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 66.
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PAMELA K. M LLER, Program Director

Al aska Comunity Action on Toxics

505 West Northern Lights Boul evard, Suite 205

Anchor age, Al aska 99503

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Provi ded comments during discussion of HB
66.

JANI CE ADAI R, Director

D vision of Environnmental Health

Depart ment of Environnmental Conservation (DEC)

555 Cordova Street

Anchor age, Al aska 99501

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Provi ded comments during discussion of HB
66.

ROB EARL, Staff

to Representative Sharon C ssna

Al aska State Legislature

Capi tol Buil ding, Room 420

Juneau, Al aska 99801

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Revi ewed proposed anendnents to HB 66.

REPRESENTATI VE SHARON Cl SSNA

Al aska State Legislature

Capi tol Building, Room 420

Juneau, Al aska 99801

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified as the sponsor of HB 66.

MARY SI ROKY, Manager

| nformati on Educati on & Coordi nati on

Di vi sion of Statew de Public Service

Departnent of Environnental Conservation

Juneau, Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Provi ded comments during discussion of HB
66.

REPRESENTATI VE JOHN DAVI ES

Al aska State Legislature

Capi tol Building, Room

Juneau, Al aska 99801

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of Version S of HB
277.

ACTI ON NARRATI VE

TAPE 02-64, SIDE A
Number 0001
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CHAIR LISA MJRKOMSKI called the House Labor and Conmerce
St andi ng Comm ttee nmeeti ng to or der at 3:25 p. m
Representatives Mirkowski, Halcro, Crawford, and Hayes were
present at the <call to order. Representatives Meyer and
Rokeberg arrived as the neeting was in progress.

HB 448 - TELEMARKETERS PHONE LI STS/ REG STRATI ON

Nunmber 0105

CHAI R MURKOABKI announced that the first order of business would
be HOUSE BILL NO. 448, "An Act relating to establishing a data
base of residential telephone custonmers who do not wsh to
recei ve tel ephone solicitations, providing that the data base be
conpiled at no cost to the custonmers, requiring telephone
solicitors to purchase the data base, and requiring paid
solicitors to register; and providing for an effective date."
[Before the conmttee was the proposed conmttee substitute (CS)
for HB 448, version 22-LS1407\L, Craver, 4/8/02, which was
adopted as a work draft on 4/8/02.]

Nunber 0127

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWFORD, noved to adopt the proposed committee
substitute (CS) for HB 448, Version 22-LS1407\B, Craver
4/ 23/ 02, as a work draft. There being no objection, Version B
was before the conmttee.

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWFCORD, speaking as the sponsor, noted that in
Version B, the effective date has been changed to July 1, 2003.
In addition, a few technical changes have been nade in an effort
to clarify who is exenpted; currently there are two groups:
those exenpt because they are a charitable organization and
those paid solicitors and tel emarketers who have to pay for the
"do-not-call" |ist.

Number 0251

CODY RICE, Intern to Representative Joe Hayes, Al aska State
Legi sl ature, assi sted Representati ve Crawford W th t he
expl anation of the changes made in Version B. He pointed out
that Version B contains "a ceiling for the annual cost of the
list" to those participating in telephonic solicitation. He
al so noted that those who are currently exenpt wll remain so
under Version B. He nentioned that there is a new fiscal note,
and that the Regulatory Conmission of Alaska (RCA) wll no
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| onger have to set "the reasonable rate" for individual |oca
exchange carriers regarding the do-not-call |ist. He opined
that this will save noney and be an offset to the fiscal note.

CHAI R MURKOWBKI asked whether any changes have been nmade that
will clarify that charitable organizations will be fully exenpt.

MR. RICE said yes, and noted that subsection (e) in Section 11
clarifies this point. In response to another question, he
remarked that nothing has changed with regard to politica
solicitations - they renain exenpt.

Number 0512

WLL ABBOIT, Conm ssioner, Regulatory Conm ssion of Alaska
(RCA), testifying via teleconference in response to a question
confirmed that the RCA does anticipate a cost savings via
Version B. He added:

W would ordinarily include whatever they charge for
the "black-dot" now - it'd be included in their tariff
- and then we don't have to do that any nore. It's
not a huge saving to us - ... we can probably say that
there's about a $1,000 in there - but one of the
things | think we also have to recognize is that it
al so cones out of our regulatory cost charge. So it's
not general fund.

Nunmber 0563

CLYDE (ED) SN FFEN, JR, Assistant Attorney GCeneral, Fair
Busi ness Practices Section, Civil Di vi si on (Anchor age) ,
Department of Law (DOL), testified via tel econference and said
that after working with the sponsor and resolving DOL's one area
of concern with HB 448, DOL is now in support of the
| egi sl ati on.

CHAI R MJURKOWSKI asked M. Sniffen if he is famliar with the
fiscal note.

MR. SNIFFEN said that he was aware of the nunbers contained
therein and had sonme know edge of how they were arrived at. He
ventured that there is a one-tinme cost of about $24,000 that was
allocated for regulation devel opnment, and an annual anmount of
$4,700 for per sonnel costs related to the third-party
adm nistrator who wll establish the do-not-call registry and
sell the list to telemarketers. He relayed that the interplay
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between that admnistrator and his office wll require just a
little bit of DOL's tine.

CHAI R MJURKOWBKI observed that nost of the fiscal note wll be
used for drafting regulations, and asked whether the anount
listed is a reasonable figure for that task

MR. SNIFFEN said that according to his understanding, quite a

bit of time goes into drafting regulations: "you have to put
them out for notice, you have to have a ... public hearing on
the regul ations, review conments, [and then] have them
reissued.” He explained that there is actually soneone in [DO.]

who is famliar with the regulation-nmaking process and thus
provided the estimation on the costs to create these
regul ati ons.

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWCRD remarked that other states "that do
this" generate a positive cash flow Additionally, he surm sed,
prosecution of those who violate the proposed statute will also
result in revenue, which should offset the fiscal note.

MR. SNI FFEN agreed that could be the case since "this bill does
contain very good provisions that requires tel ephonic sellers to
identify thenselves and provide nore information to callers that
woul d hel p our departnment to find themif we do need to engage
in enforcement or prosecution.” However, he noted, he is not
sure that the possibility of potential future revenue could
accurately be reflected in the fiscal note.

REPRESENTATI VE HAYES asked why, given the possibility of
generating future revenues, HB 448 did not have an indeterm nate
fiscal note.

MR. SNl FFEN poi nted out that notw thstanding any future revenue,
the costs related to creating the regulations will still exist.
He indicated that perhaps the cost associated with the third-
party admnistrator my be offset sonewhat in the future

revenues, but such is still not sonething that can be quantified
at this tine. He surmised that submitting an indetermnate
fiscal note will not inprove [the bill's chances] any nore than

the mninmal fiscal note that was subnitted.
Nunber 0914
JAMES ROWE, Executive Director, Al aska Telephone Association

(ATA), testified via teleconference and said that although ATA
is not in support of HB 448, it is no |longer averse to the bill
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in its current version. He said that the Ilocal telephone
conpani es that he represents have agreed to advertise via both
advertising nethods, although there is a snmall cost. He then
referred to page 3, line 3, [paragraph] (5), which says, "any
other matter relating to the data base that the attorney general
considers desirable", and remarked that although he can
appreciate why [DOL] favors this |anguage, he wants |egislators
to keep in mnd that ATA would prefer that no additional costs
be placed on the |ocal telephone industry due to the devel opnent
of regul ati ons. He  suggested that [ renoval of t he
af orenenti oned provision] would nake ATA confortable in
supporting HB 448.

CHAIR MJRKOWSKI, after acknow edging that the aforenentioned
| anguage does appear to be "pretty open-ended", relayed her
belief that it did not appear necessary to allow the attorney
general that extra latitude unless "it's just so uncertain; we
don't know what to anticipate at this point."

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWORD said that the only reason that | anguage
is in the bill is because the attorney general's office has
indicated to him that it is a necessary conponent of the
| egi sl ati on.

CHAI R MJURKOWBKI asked M. Sniffen what DOL envisions "mght cone
under" [ paragraph] (5) on page 3.

MR SN FFEN sai d:

| don't know that we have any specific mtter of
concern, which is probably why the |anguage is as
vague as it is. Because you never really know, unti

you actually sit down and start thinking through these
kinds of regulations, what you mght have to do to

i npl enent the purpose and intent of the bill. And we
woul d have no objection to changing that |anguage to
sonething along the lines of ... "any other natter

that the attorney general feels necessary to inplenent
the purpose of this statute", or sonething along those
| i nes. It certainly isn't our intention to create
anything that would inpose an additional cost on the
| ocal tel ephone conpani es.

| think one of the purposes of the bill is to actually
take that cost away and pass it on to the tel ephonic
sel l ers. So, with that, if there's sone proposed

| anguage that would nake the telephone folks happy
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that we could put in and that would still give us sone
flexibility to inplenent regulations that aren't
specified in ... [paragraphs] (1)-(4) -- if we were
limted to drafting regulations just on those itens, |
think we mght not have the authority to acconplish
sonme other things that m ght be necessary to inplenent
this.

CHAI R MURKOWSKI renmarked that what [the commttee] would attenpt
to do is contain any additional cost that mght be inposed on
the existing telephone conpanies; t her ef ore, | eaving the
| anguage as is [is not acceptable].

Number 1262

MARI E DARLIN, AARP, said sinply that [AARP] is in support of HB
448.

CHAIR MURKOWBKI closed the public testinony on HB 448. She
asked Representative Crawford to share his thoughts on how best
to address the concerns raised regardi ng the [paragraph] (5).

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWORD suggested adding |anguage that says,
"any other matter relating to the data base that the attorney
general considers desirable that does not add to the cost to
| ocal tel ephone exchanges".

CHAIR  MJRKOWSKI predi cted that such | anguage m ght be
[problematic] if, for exanple, the additional cost were "a
penny." She suggested that it wuld be better to insert
| anguage that recognizes the commttee's wish to limt the cost
to the | ocal exchange carriers.

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWORD said he would be in favor of such
| anguage.

MR. SNI FFEN agr eed.

Nunber 1407

CHAI R MURKOWSKI made a notion to adopt Conceptual Anmendnent 1,
on page 3, at the end of l|line 4, after the word "desirable"
insert "recognizing the intent to mnimze cost to |ocal
exchange carriers". There being no objection, Conceptua

Amendnent 1 was adopt ed.
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REPRESENTATI VE MEYER nentioned that perhaps "politicians and
pol | sters™ should not be excluded fromthe provisions of HB 448.

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWORD pointed out that such an exclusion is
required by "the constitution.™ He then referred to page 2,
lines [13-14], which read, "The fee for a data base may not
exceed $750". He said:

What we intended that fee to be was no nore than once
per year, but if we put "annual" in there, that would
| ead people to believe that they had to repurchase it
every year even if they didn't intend to do a

tel ephone solicitation in the next year. | don't know
exactly how to word that better. Qur intention was

that they would only have to pay that fee once per
year.

CHAI R MURKOABKI opined, then, that |anguage saying, "may not
exceed $750 annually" would be sufficient to satisfy the

sponsor's intent. She remarked, however, that she thought she
just heard Representative Crawford say that "you only pay that
$750 fee when you purchase ... that data base list." "You don't

have to do it on an annual basis, do you?" she asked.

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWORD replied, "If you were to do another
t el ephone solicitation canpaign the next year, you would have to
buy that |[ist once again.”

CHAI R MURKOWBKI observed, "At a price not to exceed $750."
REPRESENTATI VE CRAWFORD agr eed.

CHAIR MJURKOABKI reiterated, then, that it would be appropriate
to say, "may not exceed $750 annually".

Number 1609

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG referred to page 2, |ine 28, [paragraph]
(2), which read, "the frequency with which the data base is
updated". He said that he finds that |anguage to be problematic
because although there [will be] a toll free nunber that a
solicitor can use to add hinself/herself to the data base, the
frequency with which that data base is wupdated wll Dbe
determ ned by [DA]. For example, "if you put an annual $750
anount, and there was a requirenent for an update, then you
couldn't charge for the update" if it was within that one-year
peri od.
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REPRESENTATI VE CRAWORD expl ai ned that although he had asked the
drafter to [resolve] that issue, it had not yet been done;
rather than leave it up to DOL to determ ne the frequency of the
update, the goal was to sinply have the update done once
annual ly. He suggested anending HB 448 to that affect.

CHAI R MURKOWEKI i ndi cat ed agreenent with doing so.

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG argued, however, that "it mght be as
much as a year alnost before they could get 'black-dotted if
they were a newconer - if you didn't have an update - ... [but]
if you had updates that could be purchased periodically "
He remarked, though, that perhaps that isn't what the commttee
really wants to do after all

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWFORD said, "W didn't want to do that; we
wanted to do it quarterly.”

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG asked whether there have been any
di scussions yet wth "any of these potential third-party
contractors and how they would do this."

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWORD said, "W've had nunerous discussions
with third-party contractors and with the attorney general's
of fice."

Nunmber 1769

MR. RICE said that according to the third-party providers wth
whom he has had discussions, under federal regulations |ocal
exchange carriers are required to show "that they can serve
phone nunbers.” As the population is increasing, he added, "the
nunbers that are used are being used up" and have to be
recycled; those nunbers are turned over to the Federal Trade
Comm ssion (FTC) on a quarterly basis, and that's how they
acconplish this.

CHAI R MURKOWBKI asked why, then, would the conmittee want the
data base updated annually. Wy not quarterly, she asked.

MR, RICE said, "That would be a conpromse; | think that would
hel p ease tension.”

CHAIR MJRKOWSBKI asked M. Ri ce how he woul d addr ess

Represent ati ve Rokeberg's concern. To illustrate, she posed the
foll ow ng scenari o: "The announcenents go out in the mail the
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first of the year, | don't nove to Anchorage until Mrch, | want
to ... be Dblack-dotted, but | wouldn't be able to be black-
dotted until January of the foll ow ng year."

MR RICE said that wth the exception of Anchorage and

Fai rbanks, that's how it works in nost of Al aska: in nost of
Al aska, "all they have is a black dot next to your name in the
phone book and you don't get in 'til the next phone book cones
out." Therefore, he pointed out, the changes nade by HB 448

woul d not be that far off fromcurrent practice.

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG asked, "Wy have the technol ogy then?"
He al so asked, "Way do it if we're not going to utilize it?"

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWORD said, "The idea was to keep the cost
down; we would have much preferred to update it quarterly, but
there seens to be sone trepidation anbngst the people in the
departnent that they don't know if we could do it for the cost
that we've set forth here.” He added that he did not want the
costs to go too high, but since no one knew how high the cost
would go for such as small state, the goal was to |eave as nuch
| eeway as possible in the current |anguage.

CHAI R MJRKOWBKI suggested that with that in mnd, perhaps it
woul d be best to |eave the |anguage in [paragraph] (2) as is so
that the frequency would be determined via regulations rather
than statute. She predicted that as long as the $750 cap was
stated in statute, it would be alright to allow the departnent
to determine, via regulations, the frequency of the updates.

Nunber 1999

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG poi nted out, however, that although he
can appreciate the need for the aforenentioned cap - in order to
mai ntain a reasonable cost - [solicitors] should pay for nore

frequent updates; unfortunately, the cap would preclude such.
CHAI R MURKOWSKI conceded that point.

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWFORD rel ayed that according to his research
t he highest cost thus far in the nation is $800.

MR RICE explained that different states use different tine

periods for updates. For exanple, sonme states update daily,
nost states wupdate quarterly, and sone states do it |ess
frequently still. He pointed out that solicitors will only be
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required to purchase the 1list wupon registration, which is
required annual ly.

CHAIR MJRKOWSKI surm sed, then, that in essence it nerely
becomes an annual fee.

REPRESENTATI VE  ROKEBERG suggested that by not requiring
solicitors to receive the updates, it defeats the purpose. He
predicted that this will be problematic.

MR. RICE opined that telemarketers do not really want to contact
peopl e who have no interest [in the products offered] and, thus,
it wll be in their own best interest to get updates whenever
possi bl e. He said he doubts that the data base wll change
significantly over the course of the year, perhaps only as
little as 5-7 percent.

REPRESENTATI VE HALCRO suggested that instead of having an annua
fee, they could sinply institute a requirenent that solicitors
receive and pay for the list quarterly for $175 per quarter. By
doing so, the state would still be receiving incone for the
service, and solicitors that stop doing business during the year
woul d not have to get any further quarterly updates.

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWFORD said that option had been discussed but
not chosen.

CHAI R MURKOWSKI asked what a solicitor receives for paying the
annual fee. She surmsed that the fee would cover the costs of
creating and maintaining the data base, and asked whether it
would be reasonable to assess additional costs for updated
lists.

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWORD said he thought that there would be an
annual cap of $750 and that solicitors ought to be able to get
as many updates as they wanted.

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG surnmised, then, that by allowng the
attorney general to set the frequency of the updates, the "as
yet unknown costs" of creating, maintaining, and updating the
lists could be taken into consideration when determ ning the
frequency; in this way both the original list and any
forthcom ng updates would not exceed a cost of $750. He said
that he could envision that there would be different costs
associated wth different tel ephone exchanges.

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWFORD agr eed.
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CHAIR  MJURKOWEKI par aphr ased Representati ve Rokeber g and
i ndi cated agreenent. [ Tape ends early; no testinony is
m ssi ng. |

TAPE 02-64, SIDE B
Nunber 2341

CHAIR MURKOWBKI again suggested |eaving [paragraph] (2) as is
and changing line 14 [page 2] to read, "nmay not exceed $750
annual | y".

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWORD reiterated that his goal is to keep the
costs down. He predicted that after the startup costs are taken

care of it wll be inexpensive to maintain [and update] the
list.

Nunber 2270

CHAIR MURKOWSKI nmade a notion to adopt Anmendment 2, line 14,
page 2, add "annual ly" after "$750". There being no objection

Amendnent 2 was adopt ed.

Number 2221

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG made a notion to adopt Conceptua
Amendnment 3, line 14, page 2, after "data base" insert "and
updating”. There being no objection, Conceptual Amendnent 3 was
adopt ed.

Number 2195

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG nmade a notion to, on page 2, line 14,

increase the fee from$750 to $1, 000.

Number 2189

CHAI R MURKOWSKI obj ect ed.

REPRESENTATI VE HAYES, turning again to the issue of the fisca
note, said he questions the House Finance Conmittee referral for
HB 448 in light of the potential revenue that the bill could
gener at e.

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG explained that bills with any form of

fiscal note, whether positive or negative, get referred to the
House Fi nance Comnmitt ee.
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Number 2120

CHRYSTAL SM TH, Special Assistant, Ofice of the Attorney
General, Departnent of Law (DOL), pointed out that the current
version of HB 448 does not have any provision for "any of this

noney to back to the departnent.” This bill is drafted so that
the noney goes to the admnistrator and not to the state
coffers, she added. She said that if it is the conmttee's

intention to have any of the aforenentioned revenue cone back to
the state, HB 448 needs to be anended to reflect that intention.
In response to questions, she relayed that the sponsor's staff
has been attenpting to get the third-party admnistrators to
provi de sonme form of cost nodel

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWORD explained that originally, the funds
were to cone back to the attorney general's office, which would

then pay the third-party adm nistrator. The bill, however, has
since changed, and now any funds generated wll be going
directly to the admnistrator. He said that it was his
intention to make "this a self-supporting program™" He also
remarked that although his desire is to satisfy everyone's
concerns, that may not be possible and still have a viable piece

of | egislation.

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG suggested that |anguage could be added
to require the third-party admnistrator to reinburse [DO.] for
the cost of adm nistering the program adding that in doing so,
it might also be a good idea to increase the fee to $1, 000.

CHAIR MJRKOWSKI remarked that by requiring the third-party
adm nistrator to reinburse the state, the fiscal note could be
el i m nat ed.

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWFORD agreed on that point, but remarked that
raising the fee to $1,000 mght result in fewer solicitors. He
said he would prefer to keep the cost down if at all possible.

CHAI R MURKOWEKI nentioned that having fewer solicitors would not
necessarily be a bad thing. She said she agrees wth
Represent ati ve Rokeberg about adding a provision that requires
the state to be reinbursed for any costs incurred for this
program

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWFORD said that he had intended for the state
to be reinbursed; he had not realized that that provision had
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been renoved during the process of changing the bill in attenpts
to suit all parties.

CHAIR  MJRKOWEKI recommended that the comittee adopt a
conceptual amendnent that would ensure that the state is
rei nbur sed.

Nunmber 1840

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG made a notion to adopt Conceptua
Amendnent 4, "that the state be reinbursed for the costs of the
adm nistration of this program™

CHAI R MURKOWEKI cal led an at-ease from4:20 p.m to 4:30 p. m

REPRESENTATI VE CRAWORD said that Ms. Smith has relayed to him
that "there is a way to do this through statutory program
receipts - that is like getting a fishing license - that it
could be done.” He expressed concern that tinme is running out
for passage of this |egislation.

REPRESENTATI VE HALCRO surmnmi sed that there is still tinme.

Nunber 1720

CHAIR MJURKOWEKI noted that there were no objections to
Conceptual Anendnent 4. Therefore, Conceptual Anmendnment 4 was
adopt ed.

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG rel ayed his concern that in setting up a
data base listing one group of people, then, sinmultaneously, a

data base is also being created that l|lists all others - "a
negative list" so to speak. He asked the sponsor to keep this
in mnd as the bill continues to nove through the process.

REPRESENTATI VE HAYES asked M. Sniffen whether Concept ual
Amendment 4 will result in a zero fiscal note.

MR. SNI FFEN said that assuming the state can find a third-party
admnistrator willing to take on this project knowng that it
will have to reinburse the state for costs, then, yes, it should
result in a zero fiscal note.

Nunmber 1636

REPRESENTATI VE HAYES noved to report CSHB 448, Version 22-
LS1407\ B, Craver, 4/23/02, as anended, out of commttee wth
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i ndi vidual recommendations and the acconpanying fiscal note.
There being no objection, CSHB 448(L&C) was reported from the
House Labor and Conmmerce Standing Committee.

HB 66 - TRACKI NG OF PESTI Cl DE USE

Nunber 1570

CHAI R MURKOWSKI announced that the next order of business would
be HOUSE BILL NO 66, "An Act relating to pesticide use; and
providing for an effective date.” [Before the conmttee was the
proposed committee substitute (CS) for HB 66, Version 22-
LS0352\J, Lauterbach, 1/24/02, which was adopted as a work draft
on 1/25/02.]

Nunber 1543

ROCCO MOSCHETTI, Owner, Integrated Pest Mnagenent of Al aska,
testified via teleconference. He noted that there are nany
alternatives to pesticides, and said that although he did not
use pesticides hinself, he feels that pesticides are an
i nportant tool. He remarked that HB 66 could put an undue
burden on private applicators of pesticides. He asked why

sanitizers and disinfectants are excluded from the requirenents
of HB 66, specifically the reporting/tracking system given that
sanitizers and disinfectants are punped into ground water and

wells, and used in oil and gas production. He said that he
supports the intent of HB 66 wth regard to the pesticide
manuf acturers fee. He reiterated that there are a lot of

alternatives to pesticides.
Nunber 1420

M CHAEL M LLER testified via teleconference in support of HB 66.
He said that he is speaking from the standpoint of sonmeone who

is living with a termnal disease. He opined that HB 66 would
pr ot ect peopl e, addr ess children's heal t h I ssues, and
potentially prevent disease. He nentioned the issue of farned

sal non versus wild salnon. He suggested adding to the Pesticide
Advi sory Board one nmenber fromthe state Epi dem ol ogy Section.

Number 1335
ROB LUND testified via teleconference in support of HB 66. He
relayed that he is a beekeeper in Homer, and that Al aska has a

nunber of "hobbyists and snall, commercial beekeepers,” and has
a certain potential for an expanded beekeeping industry. He
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pointed out that pesticides can do substantial damage to
honeybee colonies, and that unregulated pesticide use is a
definite threat to beekeepers. He urged the conmittee to pass
HB 66 as a neans of protecting the environnent in general and
provi ding a neasure of security for beekeepers.

Nunber 1289

KENNETH J. PERRY, General Manager, Paratex Pied Piper Pest
Control, testified via teleconference. He said that he does not
see any significant changes in the current version that would
address the concerns raised at the last hearing on HB 66. He
opined that the proponents of HB 66 have nmade it clear to him
that "our view is wuninportant.” He remarked that there is
nothing in the current version of HB 66 that will address the
concerns raised regarding privacy. He also opined that the only
way that anonymity can be achieved is for the (indisc.) in this
state to be changed, and that won't occur via HB 66.

MR. PERRY said that once the information specified in [proposed]
Sec. 46.03.325(c) is received by the Departnent of Environnental
Conservation (DEC), it can be requested by any party for any

reason. For exanple, he said, an "anti-pesticide group” can
request and receive this data, then publish it in the newspaper
with names and addresses. Furthernore, anti-pesticide groups

can post protestors outside of businesses or residences of
peopl e who have decided to use a pesticide or even sell the data
to a conpetitor. He added:

The reality of this danger was driven home to ne

when Representative Cissna ... [presented] to ne two
copies of a confidential service report issued by ny
conpetitors at Anmerican Pest Mnagenent. On each

report was the nane, address, and phone nunber of the
custoner, the service date and sanitation report, and
the chemcals and the anmbunts applied to each site.
Now, while this mght be considered unethical, it was
not illegal because she received this information from
anot her organization with simlar rights and rules

as the state - the Anchorage school district.

MR. PERRY relayed that according to further information he
obtained from Representative Cissna regarding pesticides in
Al aska waters, the only pesticides traces found were chemcals
that are not used in the state of Al aska, have not been used in
the U S for 15-30 years, were found in magratory fish that
spend the bulk of their lives in the open ocean, and were
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neasured in parts per trillion. He characterized HB 66 as a
solution looking for a problem and urged nenbers to not be
intimdated by "these extrem sts as represented by the outside-
funded groups who are pushing [HB] 66."

Nunber 1054

MAGA E FLANAGAN testified via teleconference in support of HB
66. After noting that she is testifying on her own behal f, she
explained that she is a "newborn ICU [intensive care unit]
nurse" at Providence Al aska Medical Center and has 20 years of
experience dealing wth newborns in high-risk nursery settings
across the country. She said that she has been concerned about
pestici de exposure ever since her first year of nursing, when
she took care of an infant that was the child of a Vietnam
vet er an. Since then, she relayed, she has worked in Chicago
where she saw a |ot of Hispanic children with birth defects, and
in Hawaii where she saw children with birth defects. She said
that she wants the committee to know that the child with the
worst birth defects she has ever seen was the son of an
exterm nator in Honol ul u.

M5. FLANAGAN conti nued:

And if you know about pesticides, you probably
understand that nen are particularly at risk for

passing on problens to their children ... because nen
are not born with all their eggs intact as wonen are.
Men Ce constantly, in t he course of their

reproductive systens, develop new genetic nmatter for
their children to be sprung from

M5. FLANAGAN said that she wanted to relay to the commttee that
it is really inportant to track pesticides and that there is a
growi ng body of scientific data regarding the harnful effects of
pesticides on children's health. She el aborated:

W know that children have a nore rapid netabolism
W know that fetuses are nore at risk if they're
exposed while their nothers are pregnant with them
We know that children, pound for pound of body weight,
not only eat nore and breathe nore, but they also play
on the floor and |awn where pesticides are commonly

appl i ed. And any person in the room there who has
children knows that anything that they touch, they
eventually will put their hands [into] their nouths.

So these kids are vulnerable citizens of Al aska.
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Number 0950

I want you to understand, in the nursery at
Providence, I'm seeing a lot of Native children with
birth defects; I'"'m seeing Native children wth
gastrointestinal abnornmalities and facial anomalies.
| have talked to the ... Alaska state departnent
person who is doing birth defect registry here, and
we're very concerned about what her data will show,
but it is in just the beginning stage. Wiy are we
here to speak for this pesticide bill is, until we
start tracking these things we wll never know if
there's any correlations or trends. |If you ask nme can
| say that those Native children that | take care of
at Providence Hospital, are those birth defects
related to pesticides, | wll tell you that it is
suspi ci ous and we need nore information.

And the only way we can get nore information is to be

allowed to track. | am concerned about pesticides. |
think HB 66 is good because it is a right-to-know
bill. It will help with tracking of exposures. It
will give our nedical researchers a place to start
gathering information about pesticide exposure in
Al aska. It also could help the individual healthcare

provider, if they find out that one of their patients
had been exposed to pesticides, that may change the
course of nedical treatnent and it may make nedi cal
treatment nore effective. ... 1'm very dismayed that
pesticides are used in instances where other things
could be done, not only possibly cheaper, but also
saf er.

Nunber 0842

PAMELA K. M LLER, Program Director, Al aska Conmunity Action on
Toxics, testified via tel econference. She expl ained that nost
of the studies done in Alaska regarding pesticides have not
nmeasured currently used pesticides. Therefore, she remarked, it
is really disingenuous to say that there is no problem in
Al aska; rather, it is sinmply not known yet whether there is a
pr obl em She added that a pesticide-use tracking system w |

provi de researchers with the information necessary to assess the
relative contribution of |ong-range sources of pesticides versus
those generated within the state. She said she believes that
such a system is necessary for good research and for protection
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of Alaska's water quality, fisheries, subsistence food, and
human health. As a biologist, she stressed her belief that this
l egislation is a very valuable research tool that is necessary
as a basis for a good, contam nate research programin Al aska.

Nunber 0761

JANICE ADAIR, Director, Division of Environnental Heal t h,
Department of Environnmental Conservation (DEC), testified via
t el econf erence. She said she sinmply wanted to say that [DEC
does not have any problems with the [as yet unnentioned]
proposed anendnents. However, the proposed anendnent that
addresses confidentiality is of concern and would need a little
alteration in order for the anmendment to work. Ms. Adair, in
response to Chair Murkowski, confirmed that she was referring to
the anmendnent relating to keeping the information reported to
t he departnent concerning the |location of the application of the
pesticide confidential.

CHAI R MJURKOWSKI cl osed the public testinmony on HB 66. She then
recessed the neeting to the call of the chair at 4:55 p. m

CHAIR  MJURKOWEKI reconvened t he meet i ng at 5:55 p. m
Representati ves Mirkowski, Meyer, and Rokeberg were present at
the call to order

Number 0650

REPRESENTATI VE MEYER noved to adopt CSHB 66, Version 22-
LS0352\ O, Lauterbach, 4/8/ 02, as the working docunent. There
bei ng no objection, Version O was before the commttee.

CHAI R MURKOWSKI inforned the conmttee that there are a couple
of amendnents to which she requested the sponsor address.

Nunmber 0624
ROB EARL, Staff to Representative Sharon Cissna, Alaska State
Legi sl ature, answered on behalf of the sponsor of HB 66,
Representative C ssna. M. Earl turned to the [Anmendnment 1],
whi ch read:

Page 2, line 17:

Delete (1) and insert a new subsection (1):
"on property to be sprayed and on each residence and
each comrercial building wth a different operator
within a one-quarter mnmle of the site where the
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spraying wll occur if the residence or conmercial
building is |ocated on property that is contiguous to
the property to be sprayed,”

MR. EARL explained that the aforenentioned amendnent would
tighten the posting notice | anguage so that one wouldn't have to
post multiple conmercial buildings owmed by separate operators.

Nunmber 0538

REPRESENTATI VE MEYER noved that the commttee adopt Amendnment 1
as specified earlier.

CHAI R MURKOWSKI obj ected for discussion purposes. She asked if
t he amendnment should refer to "each residence or each commerci al
building" rather than "each residence and each commercia
bui | di ng". She then determined that the "and" |anguage was
accept abl e.

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG i nquired as to who the "operator"” is.

MR. EARL clarified that the drafter used the term "operator”™ in
order to delineate between commercial buildings owned by the
sane operator so that the owner won't [have to post all of their
bui | di ngs] .

Number 0443

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG noved that the conmttee anend Anendnent
1 such that the word "operator” is deleted and replaced with the
word "owner or nmanager". There being no objection, the
anendnent to Anendnent 1 was adopted. Therefore, Anendnent 1 as
anended was before the conmttee.

CHAI R  MJRKOWSKI renmoved her objection. There being no
obj ection, Anendnent 1 [as anended] was adopt ed.

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG conti nued di scussion of Anendnent 1 and
noted that he was pleased that the |anguage specifies
"contiguous to the property to be sprayed" and "within one-
quarter mle".

MR. EARL pointed out that the l|anguage [in Anmendnent 1] 1is
nodel ed after the Anchorage Minicipal code. He related his
understanding that currently there is no statute relating to
posti ng.
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Nunber 0281

REPRESENTATI VE MEYER noved that the commttee adopt Anmendnent 2,
whi ch read:

Page 4, line 26:
Delete (f) and insert a new subsection (f):

"In addition to the other civil or crimnal penalties
that may be applicable, a person 18 years of age or
ol der who fails to conply with a reporting requirenent
established under this section is liable to the
departnment of a civil penalty. The penalty may be up
to $1000 for the first failure to conply and up to
$2000 for second or subsequent failure to conply."

CHAI R MURKOWEKI obj ected for di scussion purposes.

MR. EARL related that Anmendnment 2 address Chair Mirkowski's
concerns that a teenager mnmight be Iliable for the civi

penal ti es. Amendnent 2 also responds to the departnent's
concern that |anguage didn't allow soneone who was "illegally
not certified" to be fined. Therefore, [adoption of Anendnent
2] would result in sonmeone over the age of 18 being liable if
that individual fails to conply with the recording requirenents.

CHAIR MURKOABKI asked if there should be a "knowing failure to
conply" before one is subject to the penalties.

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG expressed concern that [Amendment 1]
could apply to anyone, even a civilian. The | anguage repl aces
references to licensed custom commerci al , or contract
applicators.

MR. EARL pointed out that the reporting requirement is only
applicable to the licensed custom comercial, or contract
[ pesticide applicator].

CHAI R MURKOASBKI expressed concern that adoption of Amendnent 2
woul d nean that a 2l-year-old who isn't aware of any reporting
or registration requirenents, can apply Round Up to soneone's
property for a fee and be subject to these penalties.

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG said that the original draft inplies
that [this speaks] to a |icensed applicator. He asked if
currently there is licensure for a [pesticide] applicator or is
it included in the | egislation.
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MR. EARL confirmed that currently there is Ilicensure for a
[ pesticide] applicator.

REPRESENTATI VE RCOKEBERG inquired as to the sponsor's original
intent with regard to the fine.

TAPE 02-65, SIDE A

CHAIR MJURKOWASKI inquired as to how Amendnent 2 is better than
the current inept |anguage.

MR. EARL explained that [Anmendnent 2] is in response to the
departnment's concern that it wouldn't be able to find soneone
that wasn't a |licensed applicator.

CHAIR MJRKOWSKI reiterated her belief that the 2l-year-old
coll ege student shouldn't be subject to these fines for
regi stration when applying a pesticide when he/she has no idea
there is an issue with the application of that pesticide.

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG renmarked that every Master gardener in
the state would be subject to [these penalties].

Nunmber 0066

REPRESENTATI VE SHARON Cl SSNA, Al aska State Legislature, speaking
as the sponsor of HB 66, said that the intent was [to address]

soneone who had been licensed and who had gone through sone
training and thus knew how to use the pesticides. She agreed
that there will be those who use Round Up in such a way that it

woul d be construed as what an applicator would do, however,
without the intention of their actions being a business or
subject to any of the requirenents in HB 66. Representati ve
Cssna said that she read the |anguage as only applying to an
applicator.

CHAI R MURKOWSKI explained that if [Amendnent 2 is adopted], the
legislation is no longer only limted to Ilicensed custom
commercial, or contract pesticide applicators. Wth the
adoption of Anendnent 2, the legislation would be open to anyone
over age 18 who fails to conply with the recording requirenents.

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG remarked that Amendnment 2 is anbi guous
and he didn't like it.

CHAIR MJURKOWNSKI inquired as to the problem with subsection (f)
as it is in the CS. Under the CS, the departnent can inpose the
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civil penalty on the licensed applicator who fails to conply,
which is the person at which this legislation is ained.

REPRESENTATI VE Cl SSNA agreed because the |icensed applicator
knows the requirenents.

REPRESENTATI VE MEYER wi t hdr ew Anendment 2.
Number 0249

CHAI R MURKOWSKI turned attention to Anendnent 3 on page 4, line
31.

MR. EARL expl ai ned that Amendnent 3 addresses the concern of M.
Perry in regard to records being open to the Public Records Act.
[ Amendnent 3] adds [l anguage  speci fying] t hat reported
i nformati on woul d renmain confidential

Nunmber 0365

REPRESENTATI VE MEYER noved that the comm ttee adopt Amendnent 3,
[ which was unavail able at the time of transcription].

CHAI R MURKOABKI obj ected for discussion purposes. She rel ated
her under st andi ng t hat Amendmnent 3 IS an addi ti onal
confidentiality provision to that [ al ready] under [ Sec.
46. 03. 340] (a) .

MR EARL clarified that wthout Anendnent 3 these [records]
woul dn't have been exenpted fromthe Al aska Public Records Act.

CHAI R MURKOWSKI wi t hdrew her obj ecti on.
There bei ng no objection, Amendnent 3 was adopt ed.

CHAIR MJURKOABKI turned to Anendnent 4, which addresses the
concern raised by Ms. Adair.

Nunmber 0458

REPRESENTATI VE MEYER noved that the commttee adopt Anmendnent 4,
[ which was unavail able at the time of transcription].

CHAI R MURKOWEKI obj ected for di scussion purposes.
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MR. EARL explained that wthout Anmendment 4 M. Adair was
concerned that the place in statute where one would | ook to see
if sonething is exenpted woul d not have been |i sted.

Number 0500
MARY SI ROKY, Manager, Information Education & Coordination,
Di vi sion of St at ewi de Publ i c Servi ce, Depar t ment of

Environnental Conservation (DEC), clarified that the [Al aska]
Public Records Act includes a list of exenptions and [Amendnent
4] merely adds [paragraph] (10) to that Iist.

CHAI R MURKOWEKI renoved her objection.
There being no objection, Arendnent 4 was adopt ed.

CHAI R MJURKOWBKI directed attention to page 4, subsection (d) and
inquired as to how the departnent would acquire the data. As a
consuner, she surmsed that there would be a questionnaire from
the departnment inquiring as to the pesticide products one m ght
have in their household. She asked if that woul d be the case.

REPRESENTATI VE Cl SSNA answered that during the |ast hearing, one
[ pesticide] applicator questioned why only one part of the use

popul ati on woul d be addressed. Probably the greatest nunber of
people who conme in contact wth pesticides are those who
purchase them over the counter at various retail stores. Thi s

| egislation attenpts to rule out the ways in which pesticides
enter the environnent.

CHAIR MURKOWNSKI reiterated that she wasn't convinced that the
departnment would be able to conduct a statistically wvalid
survey, and therefore she questioned why it's included in the
statute.

REPRESENTATIVE CISSNA replied that one of the reasons this
survey was included in statute was so that the Pesticide
Tracki ng Board woul d have a nmechanism allowing themto work with
the departnent to develop sonething that would work. The
departnment won't have the resources to perform everything
required to nake this work [and thus the board was to take on
sone  of the responsibilities] and, in fact, vol unt eer
organi zati ons nay take on sone of the duties as well. However ,
there would need to be departnment oversight in order to ensure
that it would work for the departnent.

Number 0765
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REPRESENTATI VE MEYER noved to report CSHB 66, Version 22-
LS0352\ O, Lauterbach, 4/8/ 02, as amended out of committee wth
i ndi vidual recomendations and the acconpanying fiscal note(s).
There being no objection, CSHB 66(L&C) was reported from the
House Labor and Commerce Standi ng Commttee.

The conmittee took an at-ease from6:18 p.m to 6:20 p.m

HB 277 - SELF- STORAGE FACILITY LIENS

Number 0804

CHAI R MURKOWSKI announced that the final order of business would
be HOUSE BILL NO 277, "An Act relating to liens by owners of
self-storage facilities; distinguishing self-storage facility
liens from another type of storage lien; and excluding self-
storage liens fromthe treatnment of certain unclainmed property.”

CHAIR MURKOWBKI noted that the subcommttee did neet with the
sponsor and a commttee substitute (CS) was drafted and is
before the conmttee.

Number 0839

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG noved that HB 277 be renoved from
subconm ttee. There being no objection, it was so ordered.

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG noved to adopt the proposed CSHB 277,
Version 22-LS0175\S, Banni st er, 4/ 22/ 02, as the working
docunent . There being no objection, Version S was before the
committee.

Nunmber 0883

REPRESENTATI VE JOHN DAVIES, Al aska State Legislature, speaking
as the sponsor HB 277, noted his appreciation for the work done

by the [subcommttee]. Representative Davies announced is
support of Version S. He noted that [Version S] tried to
address Representative Kott's desire for there to be a good
faith effort to determne the property value. Representati ve

Davies related his belief that Version S is a good balance
bet ween the consuner interest and the commercial interest.

CHAIR MJRKOWSKI expressed concern regarding the cost that

i ncluded the personnel and admnistrative costs. She recalled
that the [costs] would include actual and docunented costs of
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di sposing of the property. However, on page 3, line 12, the

| anguage refers to "the actual docunented costs, including
per sonnel and admnistrative costs, of disposing of the
property". She noted her preference of the |anguage she had
suggested, which read as follows: "the anmount owed includes the
cost, including actual and documented costs of disposing of the
property". She nentioned her disconfort wth leaving this

| anguage open-ended.

REPRESENTATI VE DAVI ES said that he didn't have any problem wth

deleting the language ", including personnel and admnistrative
costs,"” on page 3, line 13.

CHAI R MURKOWSKI sai d that addresses her concern.
Number 1080

CHAIR MURKOWBKI noved that the commttee adopt Anendnent 1, as
fol | ows:

Page 3, line 13,
Delete ", i ncluding personnel and admnistrative
costs, "

Page 3, line 29,
Delete ", i ncluding personnel and admnistrative
costs, "

There being no objection, Amendnent 1 was adopt ed.
Nunmber 1124

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG directed attention to the notice
provi sions on page 3, |ine 23.

REPRESENTATI VE DAVIES explained that originally the |anguage
specified one notice of publication but Version S [requires]
notice to be published two tines within 14 consecutive days.

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG renmarked that published notice is
expensi ve.

CHAI R MJURKOWBKI inquired as to the notice requirenents under the
current statute.

REPRESENTATI VE DAVIES replied that he didn't believe the current
statutes were clear on the notice requirenents.
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REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG asked if there is a general disposal of

property statute that's being utilized. He expressed the need
to balance the interests of +the property owner wth the
oper at or. Representative Rokeberg recalled that normal | egal

notice is three tines.

REPRESENTATI VE DAVI ES poi nted out that published notice could be
a docunented cost that could be recovered.

Number 1232

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG recalled previous testinony from an
auctioneer who was raising the estimted val ues. He asked if
[that | anguage] was elimnated or finessed.

REPRESENTATI VE DAVIES specified that the aforenentioned was
handl ed by requiring a good faith effort to determ ne the val ue,
whi ch can be found on page 4, lines 9-13. Representative Davies
pointed out that the inprovenent of |I|ien doesn't actually
[require] a publication notice but rather requires that there be
notice of sale by registered letter to the individual to whom
the article(s) belong and also by posting notice of sale in
three public places in the recording district. Representati ve
Davies also pointed out that the publication and posting
requi renents on page 3, Sec. 34.35.630 use "or" |anguage.

CHAI R MURKOWBKI highlighted that the legislation doesn't allow
posting if there is a "newspaper of general circulation in the
comunity where the self-storage facility is |ocated".

REPRESENTATI VE RCOKEBERG related his view that this is a good
pi ece of | egislation.

Nunmber 1395

REPRESENTATI VE ROKEBERG noved to report CSHB 277, Version 22-
LS0175\'S, Bannister, 4/22/02, as anended out of conmittee wth
i ndi vidual recomrendations and the acconpanying fiscal notes.
There being no objection, CSHB 277(L&C) was reported from the
House Labor and Conmerce Standing Committee.

ADJ OURNMVENT

There being no further business before the commttee, the House
Labor and Commerce Standing Conmittee neeting was adjourned at
6:30 p.m
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