HOUSE FI NANCE COWM TTEE
April 12, 2005
3:10 P. M

CALL TO ORDER

Co- Chair Meyer called the House Finance Conmttee neeting to
order at 3:10:56 PM

VEMBERS PRESENT

Representative M ke Chenault, Co-Chair
Representative Kevin Meyer, Co-Chair
Representative Bill Stoltze, Vice-Chair
Representative Eric Croft
Representative Ri chard Foster
Representati ve M ke Hawker
Representative Jim Holm

Representative M ke Kelly
Representative Carl Mses

Representati ve Bruce Weyhrauch

VEMBERS ABSENT

Represent ati ve Reggi e Joul e

ALSO PRESENT

Representative Lesil MQ@iire, Sponsor; Representative Jay
Ranras; Dick Mlius, Deputy D rector, Division of Mning
Land and Water, Departnent of Natural Resources; Pete
Kelly, Director, State Relations, University of Al aska;
Mira Smth, Staff, Representative Wodi e Sal non; Stephanie
Birch, Section Chief, Wnen' s, Children’s and Fam |y Health
Care Services, Division of Public Health, Departnent of
Heal t h & Soci al Servi ces; Jane Pi er son, Staff,
Representati ve Jay Ranras

PRESENT VI A TELECONFERENCE

Dr. Don Rogers, Anchorage; Oficer Mke Couturier, Vice-
Pr esi dent, Anchor age Pol i ce Depar t ment Enpl oyees
Associ ation, Anchorage

SUMVARY

#HB54

HB 54 An Act relating to bail review.
HB 54 was POSTPONED.

#
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HB 109

An Act relating to establishing a screening,
tracking, and intervention programrelated to the
hearing ability of newborns and infants; providing
an exenption to licensure as an audiologist for
certain persons performng hearing screening
tests; relating to insurance coverage for newborn
and infant hearing screening; and providing for an
effective date.

CS HB 109 (FIN) was reported out of Commttee with
a “do pass” recommendation and with a new fisca
note by the Departnent of Health & Social
Servi ces, a new indetermnate note by the
Department of Education & Early Devel opnent and a
new zero note by the Departnment of Commerce,
Communi ty & Econom ¢ Devel opnent.

HB 130 An Act granting certain state land to the

University  of Alaska and establishing the
university research forest; and providing for an
effective date.
CS HB 130 (FIN) was reported out of Commttee with
a “no recommendation”. a House Finance Conmittee
Letter of Intent, zero note #1 by the Departnent
of Fish & Game, fiscal note #2 by the Departnent
of Law, fiscal note #3 by the Departnent of
Natural Resources and fiscal note #4 by the
University of Al aska.

HB 210 An Act relating to blood testing of certain

persons alleged to have commtted certain of fenses
directed toward peace officers or energency
wor ker s.
CS HB 210 (JUD) was reported out of Commttee with
a “do pass” recommendation and wth zero note #1
by the Alaska Court System zero note #2 by the
Department of Corrections, zero note #3 by the
Department of Law and zero note #4 by the
Department of Public Safety.

HB 225 An Act relating to nedical examners and nedica

deat h exam nati ons.
HB 225 was reported out of Commttee with a “no
recoonmendation” and wth zero note #1 by the
Departnent of Health & Social Services.

3:11:37 PM

#HB130

HOUSE BILL NO. 130
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An Act granting certain state land to the University of
Al aska and establishing the university research forest;
and providing for an effective date.

Co-Chair Chenault MOVED to ADOPT work draft #24-GH1034\ X,
Bul | ock, 4/12/05, as the version of the legislation before
the Commttee. There being NO OBJECTIQN, it was adopted.

Representative Wyhrauch explained the changes, deleting
Page 6, Lines 12-18; deleting Page 6, Lines 25-26; Page 7,
Line 5, deleting “shall”; Page 7, Line 6, deleting materi al
after (1) and inserting “shall”; Page 7, Line 7, after (2)
inserting “may”.

3:15: 51 PM

He indicated that the Native allotnment |anguage had been
added back and the |lands conveyed are included under
Subsection (e), which sinplified the bill

Representati ve Weyrauch noted that initial testinony related
to the 250,000 acres in the bill. The draft commttee
substitute identifies specific parcel s outlined in
Subsections N & O on Pages 5 & 6. Those sections renove
parcel s based on that information

In adopting the commttee substitute, it becane a public
policy call t hat the University receives land for
devel opnent, pronotes private investnent and increases the
tax base of the State. Al those things nust overlay wth
concerns regarding quick developnent and insure that the
communities that have |ands adjacent can get the l|lands for
borough formation. Subsection N identifies parcels that
woul d be deleted from University lands while Subsection O
addresses if a borough fornms. The | anguage provides a four-
year opportunity for specifically Wangell and Petersburg so
they can nove forward in form ng boroughs.

3:19: 07 PM

Representative Wyhrauch inforned nenbers that there are
nore requests for exclusion of certain | ands.

3:20: 29 PM

Representative Wyrauch addressed |anguage on Page 7,
Subsection C, before the Board of Regents offers a parcel
for sale, they “shall” offer the right of first refusal to
the municipality. That | anguage encourages and allows the
Board of Regent to give the first right of refusal to
develop land for nunicipal purposes. The second thing it
does is offer the second right of refusal to non-profit
organi zations to develop the land for purposes consistent
for historic uses. That would be a discretionary offer. 1In
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the Commttee' s Letter of Intent, it does not indicate that
the University should convey Jland to a non-profit
corporation for conservation uses or non- producti ve
pur poses. He noted he had worked <closely wth the
Uni versity of Al aska on that |anguage.

3:22:33 PM

Representative Wyhrauch addressed the Letter of Intent,
which indicates that |and, conveyed for the Col dfoot node
area would not be used for businesses that would conpete

with other business already there. He explained why that
| anguage had been included in the Letter of Intent and not
in the body of the bill. The Departnent of Natural

Resources and the University of Alaska are working out
arrangenments for the provision.

Representative Wyrauch advised that Sections #1 and #2
inserted in the House Resources Committee had been del eted
in the proposed conmttee substitute.

3:24: 32 PM

DI CK MYLIUS, DEPUTY DIRECTOR, DIVISION OF M N NG LAND AND
WATER, DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES, stated that the
Departnent is *“generally satisfied” wth the changes,
however, he had not yet seen the conmttee substitute nor
the Letter of Intent.

Representative Croft questioned mnmaking the change from
“shall” to “may”. Representative Wyhrauch referenced
Subsection C, Page 7, explaining that |anguage was:

. VWhen the University receives the lands from the
Department of Natural Resources and they decide to
di spense of them they nust offer the first right of
refusal to the closest nmunicipality; and

. They may offer the second right of refusal to a non-
profit organi zation.

Representative Wyrauch continued, Version X does not
include all lands that Wangell and Petersburg want.

3:29: 20 PM

Representative Croft pointed out that the old version used
“shal | . Representative Wyhrauch explained that “shall”
was used in the version to which statew de testinony had
been taken on April 9. He noted that “may” had replaced
“shall” in the version before the Conmttee as requested by
the University.

3:30:11 PM
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PETE KELLY, DI RECTOR, STATE RELATI ONS, UN VERSI TY OF ALASKA,
comented that the changes seened consistent wth
conversati ons bet ween Representati ve Weyr auch, t he
University and the Departnent of Natural Resources. He
poi nted out concern on Page 2, regarding the duties of the
Board as the new |anguage represents a departure from the
rules for that board. He thought that it would direct the
resources from the University's budget in statute rather
t han t hrough an appropriations bill

Representati ve Wyhrauch responded that the duties of the
University’s Board of Regents could insure that they
adequately fund the Cooperative Extension Service. The
University “shall” hire any vacant position within the
Cooperative Extension Service within 90-days of vacancy.
That | anguage was renoved because of concerns from the
University. However, the duties of the Board of Regents to
insure that the Cooperative Extension Service is staffed are
br oader | anguage and becane the conprom se.

Represent ati ve Weyrauch believed that the entire “notion” of
the University lands bill would generate incone to the
Uni versity of Al aska. That is integrative to the public
support of the University and the public’'s support of a
strong and healthy University system He thought that one
of the best ways would be to work with the Cooperative
Ext ensi on Servi ce.

3:33: 57 PM

M. Kelly interjected that the Board of Regents duties are
very broad; they do not get into the hiring of chancellors
or vice presidents, however, the proposed version regul ates
that the Board of Regents “shall” attend to specific
staffing of a low |level position. That would be directing
appropriations, which is a far departure for the duties of
t he Board of Regents.

3:34: 58 PM

Representative Croft asked the relationship between the
Cooperative Extension Service and the nmanagenent of the
proposed | ands. Representati ve Wyhrauch enphasized that
the lands are connected to the people and the people use
t hose | ands.

3:36:12 PM

Co- Chair Meyer asked if the University was willing to accept
that “fit”. M. Kelly replied that the University does not
accept the |anguage. He stressed that this is a |ands bil

and that the proposed |anguage could fit under the title.
He reiterated that inclusion of that |anguage woul d nmake the
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bill address duties for the Board of Regents. There is a
far distance between the general duties of the Legislature
and the specific duties for such a |low | evel position.

3:36: 58 PM

Vice-Chair Stoltze appreciated the proposed | anguage.
Co-Chair Meyer stated the |anguage would remain in the bill
and if a Commttee nmenber wanted to make an anendnent, they
coul d.

3:37:44 PM

Representative Mses MWED to ADOPT Anendnent #1, #24-
GH1034\ F. 4, Bull ock, 4/8/05. Vice-Chair Stoltze OBJECTED

MO RA SM TH, STAFF, REPRESENTATI VE WOODI E SALMON, expl ai ned
the anendnent, which takes into consideration testinony
received fromresidents in and around MCarthy regarding the
land in that area intended to be transferred to the
University of Al aska. The residents are opposed to that
| and bei ng i ncl uded.

Co-Chair Chenault inquired what that area currently was
being used for. Ms. Smith responded that it is wused
primarily for gravel and wood. Currently, those residents
apply for permts from the Departnent of Natural Resources
to extract gravel and take wood. Co-Chair Chenault inquired
if the residents tend to own their own |ands. Ms. Smth
believed that many of them do. She noted that the anendnent
woul d add a new parcel to the |ist.

M. Mlius interjected that the bill nust conme up wth
250,000 acres in order to nmake the requested anmount for the
University. The MCarthy parcel that is being requested is
12,500 acres. He stated that the Departnment of Natural
Resources was opposed to the anendnent.

Aroll call vote was taken on the notion.

I N FAVOR: Croft, Foster, Moses

OPPCSED: Hawker, Holm Kelly, Stoltze, Wyhrauch
Chenaul t, Meyer

Representative Joul e was not present for the vote.

The MOTI ON FAI LED (3-7).

3:42:22 PM

Representative Croft clarified the changes necessary to
Anmendment #2 in order that it fit the version before the
Commi ttee.
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3:43: 31 PM

Representative Croft MOED to ADOPT Anendnent #2, #24-
HB1034\ L. 2, Bullock, 4/12/05. Vice Chair Stoltze OBJECTED.

Representative Croft stated that Amendnent #2 woul d provide
a change in direction for the legislation. He acknow edged
that if the lands were in the University’s hands, they would
be nore aggressive in their managenent. When addressing
State | ands that have not been developed to the support of
the people of Alaska, is not okay. By giving the
University, Point Thonmson, the University mght be nore
successf ul in getting the value from that resource
producti on. He declared there was no better potential the
State could offer.

Representative Croft pointed out that the anount of funding
needed by the University is substantial at $225 mllion
dollars a year. Let the University do the devel opnent that

has so far eluded the State. If the State develops it, the
University could continue the arrangenent and in addition
25% of the remainder would go into a trust fund. He

acknow edged that the anmendnent was aggressive, but
suggested what is needed is “real developnent wth real
resources”.

3:48: 38 PM

Co-Chair Meyer pointed out that the anendnment would totally
change the direction of the bill. He asked the State’'s
share of Pt. Thonson. Representative Croft replied that

they would owmn the Iand. The University is a State entity.
The Legislature can transfer State |ands or sub-surface
rights between the pockets of State governnent entities.

Co-Chair Meyer recalled that the area is Exxon's gas field.
Representative Croft advised that the State of Al aska owns
the land and it is | eased out.

Representative Hol mquestioned if it is possible to transfer
the sub-surface rights.

3:50: 26 PM

M. Mlius responded that the Legislature could do that.
The prohibition of transferring the mneral, oil and/or gas
rights is sonewhat restricting and that it could not be
transferred to an out of State ownership. Since the
University is an entity of the State, legally it could be
done; however, he clarified that the Departnent of Natura
Resour ces does not support the anmendnent.
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Representative Kelly thought that the proposed anendnent
woul d destroy the bill

Representative Weyhrauch hoped that the State could endow
the University with income producing properties to hel p nake
it a wealthy institution so that it could do all the
necessary research prograns. He aspired to that. He
t hought that the anmendnent sonetinme could provide that seed;
however, said it would be better in another bill at another
tinme. He indicated that he would support pursuing that
i dea.

Co- Chair Meyer agreed.
3:53:39 PM

Representative Croft distributed a handout: “The 15-year
Forecast of Point Thonson Unit Royalty Revenues” from the

Departnent of Natural Resources projections. (Copy on
File). He disagreed that Amendnent #2 would be a mgjor
shift of direction for the bill. If the University could

get that land, it could be nore aggressive. There could be
$1.2 billion dollars in that trust fund; nothing in the
proposed bill could cone close to that anount. He urged
reconsi deration of the anmendnent.

Representative Croft pointed out how the University of Texas

had obtained their wealth from sub-surface rights. He
t hought that the anendnent encourages an alternative and
that the core title of the bill would continue to be the

sane. The Senate could place other parcels back into the
bill.

Representative Croft referenced the suggestion of creating a
new bill including the concept and questioned why do that.
Since the University needs substantial funding and if
devel opnment is inportant, then the University would be nore
aggressive getting it done. The anmendnent should be
adopt ed. He comented that the anmendnent provides an
opportunity to do the largest |land grant for the University.
He urged that the Legislature “put their noney where nouths
are’”.

3:58: 38 PM

Vice-Chair Stoltze understood that the bill was a conpanion
to federal legislation and asked how it could nerge with the
federal proposal. Representative Croft replied that he had

spoken with the Departnment of Natural Resources and if the
State gives 250,000 acres, the federal governnent would

match that. |If the State put up the Point Thonson | and that
woul d not qualify under that bill; however, if the State did
put up Point Thonmson, it would be known that |and had

greater potential then the other. He did not think it would
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be an inpedinent, but would indicate that the State of
Al aska was doing a significant anpunt to provide |and at
t hat val ue.

4:00: 38 PM

Aroll call vote was taken on the notion.

I N FAVOR: Moses, Croft

OPPOSED: Foster, Hawker , Hol m Kel l y, Stol ze,
Weyhrauch, Meyer, Chenault

Representative Joul e was not present for the vote

The MOTI ON FAI LED (2-8).

4:01:42 PM

Representative Foster MOVED to DELETE |anguage on Page 2,
Lines 24-25: *“ensure that the University of Alaska s
Cooperative Extension Service is adequately staffed to neet
the needs of the public”. Vice-Chair Stoltze OBJECTED

Representati ve Weyhrauch explained that the purpose of the

bill is to deal with land and resources in the State of
Al aska. The Board of Regents is in charge of governing
t hose | ands. The agency between public |ands and the

University is the Cooperative Extension Service. He urged
i nclusion of that | anguage. Vice-Chair Stoltze added that
the |anguage was a good way to remnd the University of
their obligation to public |ands.

4:03: 53 PM

Aroll call vote was taken on the notion.

I N FAVOR: Kelly, Croft, Foster, Chenault, Meyer
OPPCSED: Hawker, Holm Moses, Stoltze, Weyhrauch

Representative Joul e was not present for the vote
The MOTI ON FAI LED (5-5).
4.:05:17 PM

Representati ve Weyhrauch pointed out that the Commttee had
received nuch attention regarding inclusion of Thons Pl ace
near Wangel |l .

4: 05:52 PM

Representative Foster MOVED to report CS HB 130 (FIN) out of
Comm ttee, the House Finance Conmittee Letter of Intent,
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with individual recomendations and the acconpanying fiscal
notes. There being NO OBJECTIQN, it was so ordered.

CS HB 130 (FIN was reported out of Committee with a “no
recommendation”, a House Finance Commttee Letter of Intent,
a zero note #1 by the Departnent of Fish & Gane, fiscal note
#2 by the Departnment of Law, fiscal note #3 by the
Department of Natural Resources and fiscal note #4 by the
University of Al aska.

AT EASE: 4:06:41 PM
RECONVENE: 4:13: 09 PM
#HB109

HOUSE BILL NO._ 109

An Act relating to establishing a screening, tracking,
and intervention programrelated to the hearing ability
of newborns and infants; providing an exenption to
|licensure as an audiologist for ~certain persons
performng hearing screening tests; relating to
i nsurance coverage for newborn and infant hearing
screening; and providing for an effective date.

4:14:12 PM

Co-Chair Meyer inquired about the Departnent of Health &
Soci al Services fiscal note.

STEPHANIE BIRCH, SECTION CH EF, WOMVEN S, CHI LDREN S AND
FAM LY HEALTH CARE SERVICES, DIVISION OF PUBLIC HEALTH,
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH & SOCI AL SERVI CES, explained that the
finance portion of the bill would change in 2008. The
D vi sion has been successful in the |last four years by being
awarded two federal grants; however, the second grant is
schedul ed to expire in 2008. The half tine positions funded
uses federal grant noney and would be | ost. The program
manager runs the program that tracks all newborns, which is
mandat ed by the State.

Co-Chair Meyer referenced Page 2 of the fiscal note. V5.
Birch clarified where those funds would pay for the early
intervention prograns and would primarily be treatnent
servi ces. The Early Intervention Program has a newborn
hearing screening service for children needing hearing
support services. Co-Chair Myer asked about the half-tine
position and if it would be picked up by the State general
fund.

4:18:16 PM

In response to Vice-Chair Stoltze, M. Birch expl ained that
t he newborn screening program has been in effect since 1998
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in many hospitals. At present tine, 23 comunities have

that screening equipnent in their hospitals. Thr ough
federal funding, the D vision purchased additional equi pnent
for nine conmmunities. The screening test prices range
between $20 and $40 dollars and no noney is paid to
provi ders. The federal grants provided equipnent and
t rai ni ng.

4.:19:52 PM

Representative Hawker indicated his confusion wth the
fiscal note, the |anguage regarding that “public record and
requiring a “reporting and surveillance system for tracking
all newborns”. He questioned that choice of words,
reconmendi ng that the verbi age be revised.

4:21:57 PM

REPRESENTATI VE JAY RAMRAS, SPONSOR, shared concerns wth
personal privacy issues. He understood that the | egislation
woul d provide statistical tracking of the nunber of newborns
needi ng services for congenital birth defects. He assured
menbers that the intent was not to use surveill ance.

Ms. Birch interjected that the word “surveillance” is used
as a public health termand is one of the four functions of
public health. The intention is to determ ne how | arge the
statewi de problemis by having a nethodol ogy.

4:24: 42 PM

Represent ati ve Hawker pointed out an additional provision in
the bill, which could solve sone problens. The Depart nent
proposed that Subsection G be deleted and asked if that had
happened. Ms. Birch replied that in the House Labor and
Commerce version, on Page 5, Lines 15-19, there was wording
in the original bill, discussing how the Departnent would
track any newborns needing financial support. She clarified
that the paynent nethodol ogy was established in a recently
revi sed Medicaid nmanual . It would not be feasible for the
Departnent to take on the reinbursenent costs to the
hospi tal s.

Representative Hawker asked if Subsection G had been
elimnated fromthe bill. M. Birch affirmed.

4:26:47 PM

Represent ati ve Hawker suggested that the fiscal note should
i ndi cate renoval of that | anguage.

Co-Chair Meyer requested a nore detailed budget outline
starting with FYOS8.
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4:27:35 PM

Representative Hol masked if there would there be savings at
sone point, noting it was not indicated in the fiscal note.

4:29:02 PM

Representative Ranras appreciated the remarks. He stated
that if the birth defect condition were caught early, the
State would be able to mtigate sone hearing loss to
dimnish the severity and cognitive devel opnent of the young
child. By the tine the child hits school age, they becone
a problem of the State of Al aska through one nechani sm or
another. He believed that there would be a positive fisca
note show ng savings to the State at some point.

4:30:40 PM

Ms. Birch advised that it had not been reflected in the
fiscal note, however, she had | ooked at Medicaid clains for
children who had received treatnent in FYO3 and FY04. There
were a total of 946 recipients with an average cost of $582
dol l ars each. The nunber conpares to about $760 dollars
each in FYO2. The prelimnary review indicates that if
caught early, treatnent dollars required for these children
woul d decrease.

Representative Holm thought that information should be
reflected in the fiscal note.

Representati ve Ranras commented that they could work on that

as the bill makes its way to the other body.
4.:33:16 PM
Vi ce-Chair Stoltze suggest ed t he not e i ndi cate

i ndet er m nat e.

Representative Hawker referenced Page 5, Lines 12-19,
stating that the parent could opt out of the procedure if it
conflicts with a religious tenet of that famly. He warned
that | anguage could deny a parent the right to object on
grounds ot her than religious.

4:34:59 PM

Representative Ranras stated there was no disagreenent in
nodi fying that | anguage. The verbiage was lifted from
regul ations in the Newborn Metabolic Screening.

Representative Hawker MOVED to ADOPT conceptual Amendnent

#1, Page 5, Line 15, followng “religious” adding |anguage
“or other”. There being NO OBJECTION, it was adopted.
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Representative Foster MOWED to report HB 109 out of
Committee wth individual recommendations and wth the
acconpanying fiscal notes. There being NO OBJECTION, it was
so ordered.

CS HB 109 (FIN was reported out of Committee with a “do
pass” recommendation and with a new fiscal note by the
Departnent of Health & Social Services, a new indeterm nate
note by the Departnent of Education & Early Devel opnent and
a new zero note by the Departnent of Commerce, Community &
Econom c Devel opnent.

4:37: 00 PM
#HB225
HOUSE BI LL NO 225

An Act relating to nedical examners and nedical death
exam nati ons.

REPRESENTATI VE LESI L MCGUI RE, SPONSOR, noted that |ast year
al one, there were nearly 1,100 cases filed with the State of
Al aska’s nedical examner’s office. All  of the cases
require responsibilities rangi ng from aut opsi es,
adm nistrative duties and |l egal responsibilities. Wth such
a si zeabl e casel oad, one nore nedi cal exam ner is needed.

The one State nedical exam ner has been stretched thin with
t he casel oad. Currently autopsies are required only when
the death was suspicious or if there was a crine involved.
Wen forced to pick and choose cases, sonething could be
overlooked in the remaining cases that did not receive

needed attention. Addi tional consideration needs to be
given to what happens if nedical exam ners becane ill or for
any reason cannot fulfill their duties.

Representative MQ@ire continued that the position of the
State nedical examner is a critical function in the State
and has a trenmendous responsibility. The fact that there is
such as large caseload for only one nedical exam ner has
becone a growi ng concern for policy nmakers, |aw enforcenent
officials and the comunity. Under current State |aw, the
comm ssioner of Departnent of Health & Social Services is
required to appoint only a nedical exam ner. HB 225 woul d
require that the conmm ssioner appoint both a chief nedica
examner and a deputy nedical examner to share the
ext ensi ve wor kl oad.

4:40: 47 PM

OFFICER M KE COUTURIER, (TESTIFIED VIA TELECONFERENCE)

VI CE- PRESI DENT, ANCHORAGE PCLICE  DEPARTMENT  EMPLOYEES
ASSOCI ATI ON, ANCHORAGE, voiced the Departnent’s need and
support for a new deputy nedical exam ner. There is an
operative margin for first tine responders for the Cty of

House Fi nance Committee 13 04/ 12/05 3:10 P. M



Anchorage and the State at large. He urged the Conmttee’s
support.

4:44: 40 PM

DR. DON ROGERS, (TESTIFIED VIA TELECONFERENCE), CORONER,
ANCHORAGE, spoke in support of the bill. He pointed out
that when the function was shifted fromthe Court Systemto
the Departnment of Health & Social Services, the coroners
were instructed to do less; they, at that time, were doing
nore autopsies than anyone in the country. He pointed out
that until an autopsy is perfornmed, the famly does not know
whether it is needed or not. He added that he perforns
approxi mately 25 autopsies per year; nost are people that
di e suddenly and/or unexpectedly. He recommended that there
needs to be a change of policy within the Departnent of
Health & Social Services and the bill would help to address
that policy. He urged support of the |egislation.

4:47:01 PM

Representative Hawker indicated that the subcommttee had
attenpted for two years to get the funding into the budget
for the position. He noted that the House had included the
$100 thousand dollar funding, however, it did not survive
t he Senate.

4:47:47 PM

Co-Chair Meyer pointed out that the fiscal note does not
indicate the request in the 2006 budget. He noted for the
record that the House intends to fund the position and that
it will be addressed in Conference Committee.

4:48: 44 PM

Co-Chair Chenault commented that it is a justifiable
position and that the Legislature should nmandate that the
Departnent’ s conm ssioner to address it.

Co- Chair Meyer suggest ed t he not e be nodi fi ed.
Representative Hawker did not think the bill should require
addi ti onal personnel.

4:50: 29 PM

Representative MQ@ire agreed wth the coments of
Representati ve Hawker. If the Departnent wanted to pull
sonmeone from within the ranks and make them deputy nedica
exam ner, that could work. She noted that it was not the
intent to m cromanage the D vision.

4:51:36 PM
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Represent ati ve Hawker recommended that the note as witten,
suits the system

Representative Kelly agreed it should be addressed, however,
cautioned that the | anguage should indicate the Commttee’s
i ntent.

Representative Foster MOWED to report HB 225 out of
Committee wth individual recommendations and wth the
acconpanying fiscal note. There being NO OBJECTION, it was
so ordered.

HB 225 was reported out of Committee wth a “no
recommendation” and with zero note #1 by the Departnent of
Heal th & Soci al Services.

4:53: 08 PM

#HB210
HOUSE BI LL NO. 210

An Act relating to blood testing of certain persons
alleged to have committed certain offenses directed
toward peace officers or energency workers.

REPRESENTATI VE LESIL MCGU RE, SPONSOR, stated that HB 210
takes policies and procedures for testing for blood borne
pat hogen exposure to correctional officers that was passed
by the 23° Al askan Legislature and expands it to include
peace officers, firefighters, energency nedical technicians
and nobil e paranedi cs.

The bill first establishes procedures for determning if the
first responders were exposed to blood borne pathogens in
the course of their work. Once it is reasonably concl uded

that such exposure has occurred, the bill sets procedures
for obtaining the consent of the person who exposed the
first responder to have their blood tested. These

procedures protect the identity of the person tested and
pass on only the results of the test to the first responder
exposed to the blood borne pathogens. The results of the
test are also passed on to the person tested.

Representative MQiire noted that the bill also provides
procedures for court ordered testing of the person who
exposed the first responder to bl ood borne pathogens if that
person refuses to be tested. The bill does not enact any
new policies or procedures for blood borne pathogen testing.

4:54:40 PM

Representative MQuire continued comrents. She referenced
Page 4, Section 3, which is the area that has been nost
questi onabl e. She thought that the process had been well
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t hought out. The definition of a juvenile offender can be
found in Title 47: “A delinquent mnor is sonmeone under the
age of 18 and who is determned by the Court to be a
delinquent mnor as a result of violating crimnal |aw of
the State of nunicipality”.

4:56:40 PM

Vice-Chair Stoltze asked if there was any anbiguity between
a juvenile and a delinquent m nor. Representative MCuire
stated there was not.

4:58:34 PM

OFFICER M KE COUTURIER, (TESTIFIED VIA TELECONFERENCE)
VI CE- PRESI DENT, ANCHORAGE POLICE  DEPARTMENT  EMPLOYEES
ASSCCI ATI ON, ANCHORAGE, spoke in support of the |egislation.
The bill would provide for the testing of an officer and the
i ndi vi dual exposed. The provisions follow those from ot her
states.

5:00: 02 PM

Co-Chair Chenault questioned if probation officers are
i ncl uded under t he definition of Peace O ficers.
Representative Mc@iire stated that | anguage on Page 7, Lines
4-8, indicates they woul d be covered.

Representative Holm inquired if officers would be required
to be tested. Representative McGQuire did not think that any
officer had refused to be tested.

5:02:11 PM

Oficer Couturier explained that the policy was testing for
exposure to bodily fluids. He pointed out that H'V testing
actually takes 72 hours and that he could not inmagine a
police office refusing the test.

Representative Foster MOWED to report HB 210 out of
Committee wth individual recommendations and wth the
acconpanying fiscal notes. There being NO OBJECTION, it was
so ordered.

CS HB 210 (JUD) was reported out of Committee with a “do
pass” recomendation and with zero note #1 by the Al aska
Court System zero note #2 by the Departnent of Corrections,
zero note #3 by the Departnent of Law and zero note #4 by
the Departnent of Public Safety.

#

ADJ QURNVENT
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The neeting was adjourned at 5:06 P. M
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