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W TNESS REG STER

REPRESENTATI VE NANCY DAHLSTROM

Al aska State Legislature

Juneau, Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT:  Spoke as the sponsor of HB 398.

ALLEN STOREY, Li eutenant

Central Ofice

Di vision of Al aska State Troopers

Departnent of Public Safety (DPS)

Anchor age, Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: During hearing on HB 398 related that DPS
certainly supports the concept of victins' rights and anything
that can be done to inprove on m stakes.

TAMARA de LUCI A, Associate Victins' Rights Advocate

Ofice of Victinsg' Rights (OVR)

Al aska State Legislature

Anchor age, Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified that HB 398 does conport w th what
has worked in other states as long as one renenbers that the
best successes have conme when localities are able to spearhead
the team

ACTI ON NARRATI VE

TAPE 04-6, SIDE A
Number 0001

CHAIR LESIL MGIRE called the House Judiciary Standing
Commttee neeting to order at 2:00 p.m Represent ati ves
McCGuire, Anderson, Holm Ogg, Sanuels, Gara, and G uenberg were
present at the call to order.

[For the confirmation hearing for the Select Commttee on
Legislative Ethics, see the 1:35 p.m mnutes for this date.]

HB 398- DOVESTI C VI OLENCE FATALI TY REVI EW TEAM

CHAI R Mc@GU RE announced that the only order of business would be
HOUSE BILL NO 398, "An Act relating to donestic violence
fatality review teans."

Number 0091
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REPRESENTATI VE  NANCY DAHLSTROM Alaska State Legislature,
sponsor of HB 398, paraphrased the follow ng sponsor statenent
[original punctuation provided]:

HB 398 is legislation enpowering nmunicipalities and
cities throughout Al aska to create a Donestic Viol ence
Fatality Review Team

A growi ng nunber of homcides in Al aska are donestic
vi ol ence rel at ed. In the year 2002 11 out of 18, or
61% of the homcides in Anchorage were a result of
donestic viol ence.

This legislation authorizes the State of Al aska and

its muni ci palities to [ empower ] t eans to
systematically review facts of escalating cases of
donestic violence and protocols leading to the

prevention of such crines.

This legislation wuld provide state and |ocal
gover nment s W th addi ti onal tool s to gat her
information on many aspects of donestic violence.
This information could then be used to create
| egi slation to conbat donestic viol ence.

Wth the creation of such review teans the | egislature
will help stop devastating crines.

Nunber 0245

ALLEN STOREY, Lieutenant, Central Ofice, Dvision of Al aska
State Troopers, Departnment of Public Safety, infornmed the
committee that DPS certainly supports the concept of victins'
rights and anything that can be done to inprove on mstakes. In
reviewing HB 398, Lieutenant Storey pointed out that there
really isn't a triggering nmechanismwth regard to how the teans

woul d cone together. Furthernore, on page 1, line 9, the
| anguage "has been termnated by law enforcenment” should
probably be worded as follows: "has been adjudicated by the

court" because he didn't believe the intent was to have a review
process before the case has been adjudicated through the court
system

Number 0419

REPRESENTATI VE GARA questioned whether [it would be appropriate]
to delete the word "trooper” and insert "adjudicated'. He asked
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if there are cases that should be reviewed wunder this
| egislation that mght be dismssed. He recalled when he
practiced in the crimnal area that sonetimes in a donestic
vi ol ence case one drops the prosecution due to sone extenuating
ci rcunst ance.

LI EUTENANT STOREY related that he believes in such a case it
woul d be considered to have been adjudicated at that point,
al though he said it would probably depend upon the circunstances
under which the case was dropped.

REPRESENTATI VE GARA pointed out that once the statute 1is
[ passed] it is the policy. Therefore, he suggested that the
foll ow ng | anguage: "when an investigation has been conpleted
or adjudicated” in order to provide the departnent the
flexibility to determ ne when the trigger [to forma tean] would
occur.

REPRESENTATI VE SAMUELS said that he would followup on
Representative Gara's points regarding the trigger for convening
t he heari ng.

REPRESENTATI VE OGG asked if the use of "adjudicated" refers to
[ hearing the case] through the final appeal process.

Nunber 0616

LI EUTENANT STOREY related his belief that the intent was for it
to refer through the sentencing process not the full appeal
process, which could last for years. Furthernore, the appeals

process woul dn't necessarily inpact the core adjudication of the
case.

REPRESENTATI VE OGG remarked that his concern was that it could
drag out for a nunber of years, and therefore he suggested that
perhaps when the legislation discusses adjudication it should
refer to sentencing.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG expressed hope that these conments
could lead to a commttee substitute (CS) that could be before
the commttee on Friday. Representative G uenberg asked if the
| egi sl ati on specifies who convenes the team

LI EUTENANT STOREY answered by pointing out that the |anguage

says, "The comm ssioner of public safety may establish"” such a
t eam

HOUSE JUD COW TTEE -4- January 28, 2004



Nunber 0707

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG opined that the conmm ssioner should
have the ability to form a team at the close of the appeal
because there may be an inportant |egal point during an appeal

Furthernore, he related his belief that the comm ssioner should
have the authority to pronulgate regulations to carry this out.
He suggested that regulations should be pronulgated for the
i ssue of privacy and defining what other agencies [as related to
the |anguage on page 2, lines 19-20] would be appropriate [to
i ncl ude] . Representative Guenberg said he believes that
def ense organi zati ons m ght be an appropriate group to include.

REPRESENTATI VE CGRUENBERG turned attention to page 2, line 31,
and informed the commttee that "or" should be "and". On page
3, line 11, he suggested the need to change "danage" to
"danmages". He also suggested that on page 3, line 11, after
"performance” the |anguage "or nonper f ormance"” should be
inserted. Although the drafter may say that "or nonperfornmance”
is inplied, he expressed the need to raise the issue with the
drafter.

Number 0903

LI EUTENANT STOREY noted that there has been sone discussion wth
regard to having these teans involved wth "near-fatal
i nci dents"” and whether it would be too broad and too |arge of an
effort. The advocacy groups involved with this tend to agree
that including "near-fatal incidents" would be too broad.
Ther ef or e, he questioned whether the commttee would be
interested in limting that or having sonme flexibility wth

aggravated situations involving "near-fatal incidents".

LI EUTENANT STOREY, in response to Representative Holm said that
there isn't a clear definition of "near-fatal incidents" for
| egal purposes.

REPRESENTATI VE HOLM said that everyone has heard stories of
wonen who have been beaten soundly and [no |legal action]

occurred, and ultimately the wonen is Kkilled. Per haps there
could be a pre-condition for wunderstanding why this occurs.
Ther ef or e, he suggested reviewing the aforenentioned or

determ ni ng whether this "nmechani sm could do that.
LI EUTENANT STOREY pointed out that the Ofice of Victinms' Rights

(OVR) already exists so that [victins] can approach for help in
clarifying why things didn't work in certain situations and what
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could be inproved upon. He noted that there are often nmany
variables in these situations that would be necessary to know in
order to address what is wong and what can be inproved upon.
Therefore, aggravated near-fatal incidents are worthy of review
by these teans. However, the question as to how one defines a
"near-fatal incident" renains.

LI EUTENANT STOREY turned attention to page 2, line 13, and
related that there has been discussion of changing the reference
to "the chief nedical examner" to "the chief nedical examner's

of fice". The aforenentioned change would allow another
representative in the chief nedical examner's office to be
involved in the process. There was also the reconmendation to

include the definition of donmestic violence in this proposal.
He noted that the definition of domestic violence found in AS
18. 66. 990 woul d be appropriate for this situation.

Nunber 1115

REPRESENTATI VE OGG pointed out that there seens to be the
possibility for dual fatality review teans to operate in the
sane area. On page 1, lines 6-7, the l|language refers to the
ability of the comm ssioner of the Departnment of Public Safety
to establish donmestic violence fatality review teans for areas
in the state while also allowing a nunicipality the ability to
establish such a team in a nunicipality. Representati ve Qgg
expressed the need for there to be clarity with regard to which
entity has dom nance. He then turned to Representative
Gruenberg's suggestion to change "or" to "and" on page 2, line
31, which he believes would require the addition of the |anguage
"of" before "its nmenbers".

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG returned to Lieutenant Storey's
suggestion to limt [the formation of a tean] to fatalities. |If
one is investigating and reviewng [the process] in order to
i nprove response, then it seens that whether the incident was
fatal or not mght not be the best triggering mechani sm because
the fatality could be determ ned by whether the offender was a
good shot. Therefore, Representative Guenberg expressed the
need for there to be the authority to convene a team for any
domesti c viol ence case.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG related that non- f at al i nci dents
usually end up in famly court. He nmentioned that if the victim
is dead, there may be a custodial fight between the parent, who
was the perpetrator, and others in the famly who would be
potential custodians. Therefore, the convening authority who

HOUSE JUD COW TTEE - 6- January 28, 2004



deals with the system c aspects of [the process] should also be
able to deal with the judges, famly lawers, and others left to
deal with the children

CHAIR McGUI RE remarked that Representative G uenberg's coments
return to the question of how broad this should be made. The
focus has been on the fatalities, which isn't to say that the
ot her incidents aren't unfortunate.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG surm sed that the [teanm] wouldn't focus
on what would be done with the survivors, such as the children
who are al so victins.

CHAIR MGU RE related her belief that there are other ways and
pl aces to deal with [the surviving victins]. She noted that she
didn't support making the |egislation broader.

LI EUTENANT STOREY comrented that his feeling is that the intent
of the legislation is to sinply exam ne situations that didn't
go as they should have in order to determ ne what went wong
Furthernore, [the legislation] would enpower these teans to have
access to information that they wouldn't normally such as police
reports and information from wonen's shelters and other
or gani zat i ons. The aforenentioned information would be used to
i nprove the process related to donestic violence so that fewer
peopl e becone victins of domestic violence.

Nunmber 1398

REPRESENTATI VE SAMJELS pointed out that the fatalities [of
donestic violence] don't happen often and thus these teans could

focus on the issue. However, if the team is dealing with a
daily occurrence, then [the team becomes part of the
bur eaucr acy. Therefore, he surm sed that the sponsor intended

for t hese t eans to not neet on daily occurrences.
Representative Sanuels suggested that if this proposal works,
then perhaps the line [regarding what to include in the teanis
purview] could be drawn | ower.

REPRESENTATI VE GARA related his understanding that the fatality
review concept is developing into alnbst a science at this
poi nt . Therefore, he suggested not including in this process
new i deas that have not been tested. He noted his concern that
by expanding the scope of the review too far that the team nmay

not be able to achieve its original intent. The ori gi nal
intent, he specified, being how and why donestic violence
fatalities are occurring. Al though Representative (Gara
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expressed his desire to keep the scope of the review team

narrow, he said he did like the notion of allowing |aw
enforcenment authorities the option of also [creating a review
team] for near-fatal incidents. Representative Gara specified

that [the committee] needs to be sure that using the |anguage
"fatal and near-fatal" [incidents] isn't interpreted to nean all
near-fatal incidents or none. Therefore, he suggested including
the follow ng |anguage: "at their discretion, near fatalities
as wel | ".

LI EUTENANT STOREY, in response to Representative Gara, inforned
the coonmittee that there are a | arge nunber of other states that
do have such review boards. Furthernore, the [division's]
donmestic violence coordinator does have a lesson plan wth
regard to how to create these teans and direct the focus of
t hese teans. If this legislation passes, there are organized
processes that can be followed. Li eutenant Storey agreed that
these teans should have the ability to review near-fata

i nci dents as deened appropri ate.

Number 1620
TAMARA de LUCIA, Associate Victinse' Rights Advocate, Ofice of

Victims' Rights (OVR), Alaska State Legislature, [drew upon her
experience in attending a national workshop that addressed what

fatality review teans have tried in other states]. M. de Lucia
informed the conmittee that 25 states have passed laws to
authorize fatality review teans across the country. General ly,
the nost effective statutes have been those that were broad at
the state level, and therefore allowed the localities to
determne the specifics regarding how a team would be
coor di nat ed. These review teans provide the neans for the

col l ective devel opnent of additional ways of understanding the
dynamics of donestic violence, why deaths [resulting from
donestic violence] occur, and how these deaths can be prevented.
Ms. de Lucia specified that the teans should focus on review ng
a case and examning the possible points of intervention prior

to a fatal incident. Furthernore, these teans should focus on a
public health approach to famly violence while enphasizing
preventi on. She pointed out that a fatality review allows

comunity practitioners and service providers to identify
hom cides resulting from donestic violence and to exam ne the
events |leading up to the death, specifically to identify gaps in
service delivery and to inprove preventative intervention
Fatality review can reveal trends, lead to changes in the
system and prevent future fatal incidents.
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M5. de LUCIA turned to Representative Gara's earlier question
regardi ng whether the investigation would be conpleted or a case
adj udi cated [before the team is enpanelled]. She highlighted
the inportance of allowng the comm ssioner to have discussions
and defining adjudicated to not include a final appeal but
rather just sentencing because sonetines the appeal process is
| engt hy. The focus of these teans should be to review how the
social service process, not necessarily the judicial process,
m ght have failed the victim in order to inplenent changes to
pr event future probl ens. V5. de Lucia agreed wth
Representative G uenberg that the comm ssioner could be given
the authority to pronul gate regulations governing how the teans
oper at e. Wth regard to the matter of fatal versus near-fata
incidents, Ms. de Lucia informed the commttee that there is a
definition of "serious physical injury" in AS 11.81.900, which
could be helpful in defining a near-fatal incident. The
definition of "serious physical injury” in AS 11.81.900 is the
sane used by the crimnal code to define "serious physical
injury” for purposes of felony |evel offenses.

M5. de LUCIA said that she has reviewed the statutes of the 25

states [with a simlar provision]. She opined that Tennessee
and M chigan have good | aws. Ms. de Lucia infornmed the
commttee that Neil Wssdale (ph), the recognized authority on
fatality review teans, is going to be in Anchorage in April

She nentioned that after speaking with M. Wssdale, she would
say that this legislation does conport with what has worked in
other states as long as one renenbers that the best successes
have come when localities are able to spearhead the team
necessary to suit the particular conmunity.

Number 1817

REPRESENTATI VE GARA asked whet her, gi ven t he budget
circunstances at the state and local |evels, there would be the
ability to convene many of these fatality review teans. I n

Anchorage, it's reported that nost of the sexual assault cases
aren't even investi gated.

M5. de LUCIA inforned the commttee that one inpetus for this
l egislation is +the Anchorage Donestic Violence Caucus, an
informal gathering of practitioners who neet nonthly to address
i ssues inportant in the donestic violence community. As part of
one's reqgular duties [with OVR] one attends these neetings,
which could be the case wth these teans. Ms. de Lucia pointed
out that police officers, prosecutors, and district attorneys
are concerned about reducing crinme and the incidence of donestic
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viol ence, particularly fatal incidents. She opined that having
an individual who was part of a donestic violence investigation
participate in a neeting on the topic would be a productive use
of the enployee's tine. Ther ef or e, she Dbelieves this
| egi slation would carry a zero fiscal note.

REPRESENTATI VE GARA agreed that the legislation should carry a
zero fiscal note because it's discretionary whether a team wl|
be fornmed in any case. However, he questioned whether noney
woul d ultimately be necessary to make this work. He related his
understanding that a fatality review team perfornms a very
substantial investigation that takes much nore tinme than an
hour .

M5. de LUCIA said that she didn't believe Representative Gara
was wong with regard to the intensiveness of the fatality
review team However, it is a question of degree. She related
that when she attended the national conference on this she
talked with groups that have been doing this on an infornmal ad
hoc basis, wthout [enabling] legislation in the state. She
also talked with groups that have been doing this with very
formal legislative teans. She recalled the collective agreenent
to be that [tasks related to the fatality teanm] are a reasonable
extension of the workday of those on the team If a fatality
team neets once a nonth, getting through only 10 fatalities a
year would track trends and review policies that could change
the way this issue is addressed in the state. Furthernore, the
af orenenti oned could change the way crine prevention works to
hel p stop donestic violence. However, Ms. de Lucia remnarked
that only time will tell the degree of time necessary. Still,
this wouldn't need to be a financial drain, especially when
there are very interested and dedicated practitioners who want
this to succeed.

REPRESENTATI VE SAMUELS poi nt ed out t hat accordi ng to
Representative Dahlstrom s nunbers, there were 11 fatalities in
Anchorage in 2002. One of the worst things that can happen in a
community is a murder, he commented. Al t hough some of the
suggestions from the fatality review team may need funding, he
hoped that nunicipalities would prioritize this proposal, which
he didn't believe to be that time cunbersone.

Nunber 2074
DENI SE HENDERSQON, Executive Director, Counci | on Donestic

Violence & Sexual Assaul t, Departnent of Public Safety,
announced support for HB 398. Wth regard to the financial

HOUSE JUD COW TTEE -10- January 28, 2004



aspect of this discussion, M. Henderson related that if there
is any need for funding, sone of the federal funding received by
the council could be used for these [fatality review teans].
The council and its staff will be nore than willing to work with
t he conm ssioner to generate any reports that are required.

REPRESENTATI VE GARA noted his appreciation for the offer.
Assumi ng this |egislation passes, he expressed the hope that the
| egi slature would be made aware if there are any needs for
funding from the |egislature. Representative Gara noted that
one can't ignore the reality that the team nenbers wll be
peopl e who have other jobs for the state or city. He posed an
exanple in which a prosecutor who is already working 60 hours a
week is asked to join a fatality review team He suggested that
the prosecutor may actually shift 10 hours of work to someone
el se. At sone point that extra 10 hours of volunteer tine m ght
not be avail able and thus fundi ng may be required.

CHAIR McGUI RE, upon determning no one else wished to testify,
cl osed public testinony.

The conmittee took an at-ease from2:43 p.m to 2:48 p. m
Number 2178

REPRESENTATI VE GARA noved that the commttee adopt Anendnent 1,
whi ch read as foll ows:

Page 1, line 9,
Del ete "term nat ed”
I nsert "conpl eted or adjudi cat ed”
| nsert after "enforcenent, " the words "or
earlier"

There being no objection, Amendnent 1 was adopt ed.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG requested that the commttee ask the

bill drafter whether the word "danmage" on page 3, line 11,
should be "danages", which could be corrected for the
forthcom ng CS. Simlarly, Representative Guenberg requested

that the bill drafter be asked whether the word "or" on page 2,
line 31, should be "and".

Number 2262

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG recalled earlier testinony suggesting
the need to define donestic violence as it is in AS 18.66.990.

HOUSE JUD COW TTEE -11- January 28, 2004



Therefore, he [noved that the commttee adopt Anmendnent 2, which
woul d insert a definitions section that specified that donestic
violence is defined as under AS 18.66.990]. There being no
obj ecti on, Anmendnent 2 was adopt ed.

Nunber 2289

REPRESENTATI VE =~ DAHLSTROM in response to Representati ve
G uenberg, noted her agreenent in defining "near-fatal incident”
[as a serious physical injury as defined in AS 11.81.900] as a
friendly anmendnent.

REPRESENTATI VE SAMJELS expressed concern with regard to [how
many cases would be involved] if the definition of "serious
physical injury” is used because he didn't want to expand [the
purvi ew of these teanms] such that there would be so many cases
as to cause a fiscal note.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG requested that the conmittee be
provided with a copy of the definition of "serious physical
injury."

CHAIR McGU RE related her wunderstanding that the adoption of
Amendment 3 woul d change the scope of the |egislation.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG wi t hdr ew Anendnent 3.
Nunmber 2386

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG noved that the conmttee adopt new
Amendnent 3, which would provide the comm ssioner of DPS the
authority to pronulgate regulations to carry out this new
Article 4A

TAPE 04-6, SIDE B

REPRESENTATI VE HOLM obj ect ed. Representative Holm said that he
has a real problem with passing laws that don't carry the
regul ations that will nake them worKk.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG said that he had envisioned two areas,
one of which would allow the comm ssioner to pronulgate, as
necessary, regulations concerning the nethods of preserving the
confidentiality of the records. He specified that the
af orenenti oned can be found on page 2, line 6. The second area
was to list the other organizations on page 2, |lines 19-20, that
could participate. Representative G uenberg explained that he
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had wanted to do the aforenentioned things in regulation so that
it would be a formalized process with public notice.

CHAIR McGQUIRE, recalling her tinme chairing the Joint Commttee
on Administrative Regulation Review, inforned the commttee that
the comm ssioner of DPS already has the authority to promnul gate
regul ations on this matter whether the legislation specifies it
or not.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG returned to the definition of "serious
physical injury" in AS 11.81.900[(b)](55) and related his belief
that using that term would probably necessitate changing the
term "near-fatal incident” on page 1, line 8, to "serious
physi cal injury".

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG, upon Representative Ogg's questioning,
clarified that he had w t hdrawn new Anendnent 3.

REPRESENTATI VE  GRUENBERG noved that the conmttee adopt
Amendnent 4, which would on page 1, line 8, change the |anguage
"near-fatal incidents" to "serious physical injury" and add the
definition of "serious physical injury", as specified under AS
11.81.900, to the new definition section created by the adoption
of Amendnent 1.

Nunber 2218

REPRESENTATI VE GARA objected, noting that he didn't necessarily
di sagr ee. However, he said he wasn't sure that there is enough
know edge to change the entire fatality review concept to nake
it broader. He noted his desire to hear from sonmeone with nore
famliarity wth the fatality review team concept before
broadeni ng it such.

M5. de LUCIA said that limting the scope to fatal incidents of
donestic violence would address the fear that there would be too
many neetings and too many reasons to call the teans to order as
well as reduce the fear that there would be the need to define
an unknown. O the 25 states, the ngjority of them confined the

review to fatal incidents. However, Ms. de Lucia said she did
see nmerit in reviewng near-fatal incidents because donestic
violence can result in maimng or alnost killing soneone.

CHAIR McGUI RE highlighted that on page 1, line 6, the [verb] is
"may" and thus none of this is mandatory. Chair MCQuire
enphasi zed that she liked including the "near-fatal incidents"
| anguage because there may be a tine when the situation is so
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egregious that the nunicipality or state wants the ability to
formthese teans. She said she didn't see any harmin including
the "near-fatal incidents"” |anguage.

M5. de LUCI A agreed.
Nunmber 2075

REPRESENTATI VE =~ ANDERSON  concurred W th earlier comment s
regarding not locking in the comm ssioner or |aw enforcenment to
have to form the teans, and therefore he liked the "may"
| anguage. He noted his further agreenment with including the
"near-fatal incidents" |anguage, which would allow nore |atitude
in the investigation should the fatality review team be
i npl enent ed.

REPRESENTATI VE GARA reiterated the need to have sone expert
advice on this to be sure that the commttee is doing the right
t hi ng. He inquired as to Ms. de Lucia's opinion regarding the
adoption of the "serious physical injury” concept, which would
also allow the departnents and the nunicipalities to decide
which cases warrant formng a team Al t hough Representative
Gara said he didn't know whether it's a good idea to expand it
further, he said he didn't wunderstand why an expansion [to
include near-fatal incidents] wouldn't also include serious
physi cal injury because he didn't see a |ogical dividing point.

CHAIR McQU RE clarified that the notion before the commttee is
to keep the concept of "near - f at al i nci dent s" in the
| egi slation, but to change it to "serious physical injury."

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG clarified that with the adoption of
Amendnment 4, the language on page 1, line 8 would read as
fol |l ows: "The investigation of fatal incidents and incidents
i nvol ving serious physical injury.”

Nunber 1950

M5. de LUCI A agreed that "near-fatal incidents” isn't defined in
the statutes whereas "serious physical injury" 1is already
defined in the crimnal code. Furthernore, "serious physical

injury” already has crimnal repercussions associated with that
definition.

REPRESENTATI VE GARA wi t hdrew his objection to Amendnent 4.
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CHAIR McGU RE, upon determ ning there was no further objection
announced that Amendnment 4 was adopt ed.

Nunmber 1890

REPRESENTATI VE OGG recalled the testinony that these fatality
review teans in other states were nore effective at the
muni ci pal or |local |evel. Therefore, he requested that the
sponsor clarify that nunicipalities have precedent iif the
muni ci pality had a donestic violence fatality review team

REPRESENTATI VE SAMUELS suggest ed i nserting t he wor d
"unorgani zed" on page 1, line 7, before "areas", which would
pl ace the comm ssioner of DPS in the unorgani zed areas and the
municipalities in the organi zed areas.

REPRESENTATI VE OGG nmentioned the existence of second class
cities.

REPRESENTATI VE CGRUENBERG posed a situation in which the
individual [victim is in Anchorage and DPS wants to convene a
fatality review team He said he didn't see why that coul dn't

occur. Representative Guenberg agreed that it's already
i mpli ed.
Nunber 1809

REPRESENTATI VE GARA expressed the hope that sonmeone let the
commttee know if later it's determned that a different tact
than "serious physical injury” should ve been taken.
REPRESENTATI VE DAHLSTROM agreed to work on that.

Nunber 1772

REPRESENTATI VE SAMJELS noved that the conmittee adopt Anendnent
5, as follows:

Page 2, line 13, after "the"
I nsert "office of the"

There bei ng no objection, Arendnent 5 was adopt ed.

CHAI R M@GU RE announced that HB 398 would be set aside, awaiting
t he CS.
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ADJ CQURNMVENT

There being no further business before the commttee, the House
Judiciary Standing Commttee neeting was adjourned at 3:09 p.m
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