HOUSE FI NANCE COMM TTEE
April 20, 2006
1:52 P. M

CALL TO ORDER

Co- Chair Meyer called the House Finance Conmittee neeting to
order at 1:52:48 PM

MVEMBERS PRESENT

Representative Kevin Meyer, Co-Chair
Representative Bill Stoltze, Vice-Chair
Representati ve Ri chard Foster
Representati ve M ke Hawker
Representative Jim Hol m

Representati ve Reggi e Joul e
Representative Mke Kelly
Representative Beth Kerttul a
Representative Carl Moses

Representati ve Bruce Weyhrauch

MEMBERS ABSENT

Representative M ke Chenault, Co-Chair
ALSO PRESENT

Representative Norman Rokeberg; Ceci | Byker k, Al aska
Conprehensive Health |Insurance Association Board (ACH A),
Omaha, Nebr aska; Brian Angel, Vice Chairman, Al aska
Conprehensive Health Insurance Association Board (ACH A),
Omaha, Nebr aska; Linda Hall, Di rector, Division of
| nsurance, Departnment of Commerce, Conmmunity and Econom c
Devel opnent; Susan Parks, Deputy Attorney General, Crim nal
Di vi sion, Departnment of Law, Tom Maher, Staff, Senator GCene
Therriault; Pat Davidson, Director, Legislative Auditor,
Legislative Audit Division;, Dave Stancliff, Staff, Senator
Gene Therriaul t

PRESENT VI A TELECONFERENCE

Sundi Hondel, President, Physical Therapy Board, Anchorage

SUVMVARY

HB 29 An Act relating to health care insurance and to
t he Conprehensive Health |Insurance Association;
and providing for an effective date.

HB 29 was HEARD and HELD in Commttee for further
consi derati on.
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CS SB 200(JUD) am
An Act relating to defense of self, other persons,
property, or services.

CS SB 200 (JUD)am was HEARD and HELD in Commi ttee
for further consideration.

SB 253 An Act extending the termnation date for the
Board of Chiropractic Exam ners; and providing for
an effective date.

SB 253 was reported out of Commttee with a *“no
recomendation and with fiscal note #1 by the
Departnment of Commerce, Conmunity & Economc
Devel opnent .

SB 254 An Act extending the termnation date for the
State Physical Therapy and OCccupational Therapy
Board; and providing for an effective date.

SB 254 was reported out of Commttee with a *“no
recomendation and with fiscal note #1 by the
Departnment of Commerce, Conmunity & Economc
Devel opnent .

CS SB 255(FIN)
An Act extending the term nation date and duties
for the Board of Exam ners in Optonetry; anendi ng
the Iicensing, endorsenent, and renewal provisions
for optonetrists; and providing for an effective
dat e.

CS SB 255 (FIN) was reported out of Conmttee with
a “no recommendation and with fiscal note #1 by
the Departnent of Commerce, Community & Econom c
Devel opnent .

1:53: 47 PM
#HB29
HOUSE BILL NO._ 29

An Act relating to health care insurance and to the
Conpr ehensi ve Heal t h | nsurance  Associ ati on; and
providing for an effective date.

REPRESENTATI VE NORMAN ROKEBERG, SPONSOR, stated that the
Al aska Conprehensive Health |Insurance Association (ACH A)
was established to provide access to health insurance to al
residents of the State who are unable to find or are denied
heal th insurance or who are considered uninsurable. It is
additionally required coverage for those federally eligible
i ndividuals wunder the Health Insurance Portability and
Accountability Act of 1996 (H PAA).
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The plan was first inplenented in 1993 and is funded through
premunms collected from insured and assessnents received
from health insurers transacting business in Al aska. Prior
to the tinme that the State becanme self-insured, the State
also participated in providing funds to ACH A (through
assessnments received fromits health insurer). The effect
of the decision not to remain in ACH A reduced ACH A's
fundi ng by approxi mately $400, 000 dol | ars per year.

In Decenber 2003, there were 484 insured individuals
participating in ACH A He stated that as the insurer of
| ast resort, it is inportant that the State guarantee ACH A
remai ns viable and in place. During 2003, over $4 nillion
dollars was collected in assessnents from ACH A nenbers
(those conpanies or entities who do business in Alaska and
pay into ACHHA) and over $2.6 mllion dollars was collected
in premuns frominsured individuals. ACH A paid out over
$6.6 mllion dollars in claimexpenses in that sanme year.

Represent ati ve Rokeberg continued, the majority of Al askans
that receive health care benefits do not contribute to the
hi gh-ri sk pool; thereby, shifting costs to only individuals
and small groups that purchase health insurance. That is
poor public policy, particularly on an unfunded Federal
mandat e.

Many of the self-insured conpanies, objected to the original
version of the bill. In order to acconmodate the needs of
ACHI A, the legislation has been nodified to grant a tax
credit to the insurance conpani es who are currently assessed
for the entire ACH A shortfall, by using a small portion of
the premumtaxes paid into the State. A premumtax credit
woul d be justifiable given the inportance of maintaining the
viability of the Association and its requirenent under
HI PAA. He maintai ned that when viewed agai nst the denmands
of the general fund, viability of ACH A exceeds npbst other
| egi sl ation and he urged support.

2:01:43 PM

Representati ve Rokeberg presented a handout, denonstrating
ACHI A contri bution breakdowns from 1993 through 2005. (Copy
on File). The attachnent highlights:

 1998-2005: Proforma Wth HB 29
¢ 1993-2005: Historical
e 1998-2005: Proforma Assum ng State Had Remai ned I nsured

Representati ve Rokeber g not ed t he State’'s ori gi nal

participation in the program dropping out and giving up
responsibility. He enphasized the need to neet that burden,
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which can be addressed through a tax credit, not an
al | ot ment .

2:04:22 PM

Co- Chair Meyer advised that the Commttee is concerned with
rising costs in the out years. Representati ve Rokeberg
pointed out that all insurance premuns continue to
I ncrease.

Representati ve Weyhrauch comrented on the unfunded liability
burden to the Departnment and the Division of Retirenent and
Benefits. Representative Rokeberg was not sure, understood
this would be a tax credit. He said Representative
Weyhrauch referenced an old fiscal note to the previous
version of the bill and that there would be no inpact to the
unfunded liability. The prior version did spread the risk.

Representative Weyhrauch inquired if the bill was related to
HB 10, the non-profit pool. Representative Rokeberg stated
it wasn’t, however, has the sanme goal

2: 08: 03 PM

Representative Kelly asked if other states use the proposed
system

Co-Chair Meyer inquired why the legislation was comng to
the Commttee at such a |late date. Representative Rokeberg
expl ai ned that he had changed the source of funding and the
style of the bill.

2:10: 16 PM

CECI L BYKERK, EXECUTI VE DI RECTOR, ALASKA COMPREHENSI VE
HEALTH | NSURANCE ASSOCI ATI ON BOARD ( ACHI A), QOVAHA, NEBRASKA,
advised that ACHIA is an inportant program which first
passed in 1992. He offered to provide the FY04 annual
report to the Conmttee.

ACHIA is an inportant piece of the insurance system in
Al aska. It serves & benefits all Alaskans in one-way or
another. Over the 14 years, ACH A has paid over $45 nmillion
dollars in <clainms; <collecting $17 mllion dollars in
prem unms. The peopl e purchasing those prem uns for the nost
part are uninsurable individuals. ACH A offers coverage on
a subsidized basis. The primary purpose is to serve the
uni nsur abl e popul ati on. ACHIA is the Healthy Insurance
Portability and Accountability Act (H PAA) solution for
Al aska and under which Alaska has fulfilled the federal
requirenments.

M. Bykerk added that ACH A offers an outlet of insurance to
those that would otherwi se be uninsurable. Menber’'s pay a
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high rate @ 140% above the standard rate. |In reality, they
shoul d pay 300% nore given the health issues. ACH A offers
an in for the system Those people becone “payers” to the
health system which eventually, benefit everyone in the
State. There is no cost shifting using these nmechani sns.

Currently, short falls are mnmde-up by assessing health

insurers. It has been estimated that prem um taxes paid by
health insurers, are sonmewhere between $10-$12 mllion
dol | ars. When conpanies get assessed for shortfalls, the

costs get transferred back to the policyholders. Those are
expenses that insurance conpani es nust cover in some nmanner
ultimately transferred back through prem uns to individuals.
HB 29 will ease the burden by broadening ACH A's overall
fundi ng base.

M. Bykerk added, AHCIA anticipates receiving $1 mllion
federal dollars over the next five years. He reiterated
that all Al askans would benefit from ACH A He offered to
answer questions of the Commttee.

2:18: 26 PM

BRI AN ANGEL, VICE CHAI RVAN, ALASKA COVPREHENSI VE HEALTH
| NSURANCE ASSOCI ATION BOARD (ACH A), NEBRASKA, echoed
comments nmade by M. Bykerk. He enphasized that ACH A does
benefit all Al askans. The $45 nmillion dollars that ACH A
has paid in clains is noney that would not have gone into
the system rather “free-care”. He acknow edged that
everyone knows, there is no such thing as “free care”.

2:19: 23 PM

Co-Chair Meyer asked if the legislation could reduce
i nsurance rates. M. Bykerk replied that health insurance
costs and premuns continue to go up. The bill could help
mtigate some costs for individuals and small groups buying
cover age. Those assessnents have been in a range of 1% -
1.5% of premum costs each year. He believes it could
beconme nore equitable for those purchasing insurance.

2:22: 14 PM

LI NDA HALL, DI RECTOR, DI VISION OF | NSURANCE, DEPARTMENT OF
COMVERCE, COVMUNI TY AND ECONOM C DEVELOPMENT, comment ed t hat
the ACHI A plan would not prevent the type of concerns voiced
by Representative Kelly and those seeking different kinds of
relief. People that are a part of ACH A do pay health
i nsurance premuns, but pay at a reduced rate. There is a
150% cap of the average rate. Uni nsur abl e people can buy
insurance at a substantially increased prem um the program
does prevent the growh of the uninsured popul ation. She
advised that the Division of Insurance has historically
supported the program and noted they had worked diligently
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wi th Representative Rokeberg to find other funding sources.
The program provi des “huge” benefit to Al askans.

2:24: 15 PM

Representati ve Holm asked what it means to have a 150% of
hi gher rate cap. M. Bykerk explained, the rates are based
upon surveys taken from the top five insurance carriers in
the State of Alaska. Based on that, the Board sets the rate
at a percentage, capped at 150% There is no intent to
conpete with the insurance industry. Those rates are based
on the same structure in the market place and are age-
dependent, offering various deductible choices. ACHI A is
capped at 150% by law, attenpting to keep it affordable.

2:28: 39 PM

Representative Hol masked if the majority of the subscribers
were non-paying. M. Bykerk noted that those that left the
coverage participated in a survey, which indicated that they
could not pay the prem um costs. Available data shows that
if they were uninsurable and not HI PAA eligible, they nust
indicate that they applied and were turned down. He
enphasi zed, they nust denonstrate that they are uninsurable.

2:31: 15 PM

M. Angel pointed out that there are 32 states that carry
hi gh-risk pools; 19 states use sonme form of general fund
revenues to fund the pool.

PUBLI C TESTI MONY CLOSED

2:32: 24 PM

Co-Chair Meyer noted <concern wth the fiscal costs,
i ndicating he would hold the bill in Conmttee to determ ne
ot her fiscal options.

2:32: 59 PM

Representative Kelly asked how it could be determ ned, who
is an assessed “other insurance conpany”. M. Bykerk
replied that there is no correlation or assessnent, but
rather defined in statute.

HB 29 was HELD in Commttee for further consideration.
2:37:28 PM

#SB200
CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 200(JUD) am
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An Act relating to defense of self, other persons,
property, or services.

DAVE STANCLI FF, STAFF, SENATOR GENE THERRI AULT, stated that
SB 200 was introduced to allow individuals to protect
t hensel ves and others from violent crines. Based on a
Florida Statute hailed as the “Castle Law', SB 200 allows
force or deadly force as a legally available option under
certain circunstances where life, property, and the welfare
of others is at risk.

M. Stancliff noted the provision excluding the use of force
for any reason against |aw enforcenent officers, energency
services personnel and/or those assisting in official
duti es.

2:42: 32 PM

Vice Chair Stoltze said he had heard concerns voiced
regarding the tinme after exercising the “doable force”, the
person being prosecuted. M. Stancliff declared that was
notivation for the bill and the front section includes
exceptions.

2:44: 35 PM

Representati ve Hawker asked about the |egal precedence of
the |anguage on Page 3, renoving “duty to retreat” and
replacing it with “leaving the place of encounter”. M.
Stanclif deferred to the Departnent of Law

SUSAN PARKS, DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL, CRIM NAL D VI SION,
DEPARTMENT OF LAW addressed the change in term nology on
Page 3, stating that the Departnent did not believe it would
rai se concerns regarding |egal precedent. In working with
the Sponsor, they attenpted to make the self-defense |aws
easi er to understand. Previously, she thought it was nore
difficult to get | awyers and jurors to understand
phraseol ogy. She stated the Departnent was involved in the
drafting the bill.

2:48: 30 PM

Ms. Parks noted the Departnent supports the rewite. She
offered to answer questions of the Commttee.

Representative Kerttula referred to the section on immunity
and asked if the person was acting in true self-defense and
the other person turned out to be an off-duty peace officer,
how woul d that be resolved. M. Parks stated the Departnent
had not been involved in drafting that portion. She added
it would be left to the jury to decide the immunity or
l[iability. The plaintiff would not automatically be liable
or i mmune.
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2:50: 26 PM

Representative Kerttula referred to the section addressing
gangs; she thought there was justification available for
sel f-defense witten into Section 2. In that section, an
i ndi vi dual m ght not be able to use the justifications.

Ms. Parks stated that section pertains to “shoot outs”. The
Sponsor attenpted to carve out situations when a person was
engaging in crimnal type behavior, when self-defense would
not apply. She referred to Subsection 4, (a,b,c,d). The
intent is neant to help innocent people and not those
involved in crimnal acts.

Representative Kerttula requested clarification regarding
new gang nenbers, who may not have conmtted crimnal acts
and could use that self-defense justification. Ms. Parks
pointed out that <current law precludes it; if one is
i nvol ved in such risky behavior, they stand the risk of the
vi ol ent response.

Representative Kerttula referred to Page 2, Subsection C,
Li ne 24, suggesting they m ght have a history of violence,
but not commtting the crinme, nerely responding to the
conduct of others. M. Parks offered to follow up on that
conversation

2:55: 05 PM

Represent ati ve Hawker observed that Section 2, Subsection 4,
was difficult |anguage to understand. He pointed out that
in (D, one mght not claim self-defense if that person,
possessed an illegal weapon.

Ms. Parks acknow edged that was correct; she pointed out
cases in which, felons, who had no legal right to carry a
conceal ed weapon, end up in a confrontation and then clai ned
sel f - def ense.

2:57:14 PM
Representative Hawker referred to (D) and the illegal nature
of the weapon as a result of the felony conviction. He

asked about the circunstances of registered firearns and if
t he individual could use the self-defense justification

2:58: 27 PM

Ms. Parks replied the original restriction had been broader.
Under federal |law, those involved in donmestic violence could
possess weapons; many Al askans do own weapons.

3:00:12 PM
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Representati ve Hol m not ed t he reference to “first
responders” and asked if that included mlitary or other
sections of governnent. He asked how that related to a
person wanting to protect thenselves, “from the governnment”
t aki ng property.

3:01:42 PM

Ms. Parks referred to Section 1, which creates imunity from
civil liability. She pointed out that subsection nerely
prevents t he i mmunity from becom ng automati c.

Specifications leave the decision to the discretion of a
j udge.

3:02:40 PM

Vice Chair Stoltze noted the arduous process the bill has
gone through during other commttee di scussions.

3:03:18 PM

M. Stancliff nentioned anmendnents made to the bill during
the conmttee process. The bill does not provide |license to
shoot soneone for stealing property. Each case would be

wei ghed on ternms regarding “reasonably necessary force”.
The intent is to provide individuals, the ability to defend
their life and property.

PUBLI C TESTI MONY CLOSED

Co- Chair Meyer asked if the Sponsor had supported changes.
M. Stancliff acknow edged that anmendnent which the National
Rifle Association (NRA) does not agree wth, however, the
overall intention of the bill has remained intact to the
sati sfaction of the Sponsor.

3:07:10 PM

Represent ati ve Hawker expressed appreciation for the process
the bill has noved through. He referred to the provision on
Page 2, the possession of an illegal weapon, resulting in a
felony conviction. He thought it created a |oophole and
asked why the provision was |limted to instances of felony
conviction. M. Stancliff provided a hypothetical situation
of a person owning a shotgun and neking the decision to use
it to protect their honme. |In that process, they would open
t hensel ves up to prosecution for possession.

3:10: 04 PM

Vice Chair Stoltze reiterated, is the bill as effective
wi th the changes nade in previous commttees. M. Stancliff
responded that it is inpossible to cover all hypothetica
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situations and that the sponsor is “confortable” with the
current form

3:11:04 PM
Representati ve Weyhrauch indicated concern that i f an
i ndi vidual wused an illegal weapon, they no |onger could

cl ai m sel f-def ense.

3:11: 38 PM

Representati ve Hawker asked for the Sponsor’s response to a
proposed change on Page 2, adding a period after the word
“possess”, elimnating “conviction for a felony”. M .
Stancliff thought the change could nmake the justification
“unusabl e”.

3:13: 02 PM

Representative Hawker thought that |oophole, provides an
opportunity for a m sdeneanor donestic viol ence perpetrator
to use the clause. M. Stancliff said it could be
considered a friendly anendnent.

3:14:10 PM

Vice Chair Stoltze comented that technical matters should
not be dealt with “hastily”. He suggested taking the tine
necessary to work it out, since House Finance is the |ast
commttee of referral.

Co- Chair Meyer agreed that if the bill were held, it would
provide the tinme for needed di scussion.

3:15:59 PM

SB 200 was HELD in Conmmittee for further consideration.

#SB253
3:17: 05 PM

SENATE BILL NO. 253

An Act extending the term nation date for the Board of
Chiropractic Exam ners; and providing for an effective
dat e.

TOM MAHER, STAFF, SENATOR GENE THERRI AULT, provided a brief
background on the sunset process that produced SB 253.
Sunset reviews were conducted under revisions made | ast
session to statutes that govern the sunset process. The
standard sunset period for occupational boards and non-
occupational boards was changed from “not to exceed four
years” to “not to exceed eight vyears”. | ncreasing the
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standard sunset period allows for better use of audit staff,
commttee time, and makes the sunset process |ess consum ng
for boards and regul atory agenci es.

M. Maher added that Al aska's sunset process has nmatured
nost of the sunset reviews are | ess about elimnating boards
and conm ssions, and nore about operational performance. To
better measure operational performance, |ast session, two
new criteria were added to statute that nust be considered
in the course of a sunset review by the auditors:

* The extent to which the board, comm ssion, or agency
has effectively attained its objectives and the
efficiency with which it has operated

» The extent to which the board, comm ssion, or agency
duplicates the activities of another governnental
agency or the private sector.

M. Mher continued, expanding criteria assures auditors
will measure the efficiency and effectiveness of boards,
conmi ssions or agencies under review SB 253 stens from
recommendations contained in the Legislative Audit Sunset
Report dated Septenber 26, 2005. They concluded that the
Board of Chiropractic Examiners is operating in the public’s
best interest and should continue to regulate chiropractors.
SB 253 follows the auditor’s recommendati on that extends the
sunset to June 30, 2014 for an eight-year extension.

There is a fiscal note and that extending the Board woul d
not incur any additional costs over the anounts proposed in
the FYO7 Governor’s operating budget request. The Board is
sel f-supporting.

3:119: 53 PM

Representative Kelly referenced Page 5 of the audit.

PAT  DAVI DSQN, LEG SLATI VE AUDI TOR, LEG SLATIVE AUDI T
Dl VI SI ON, expl ained that the Board seened to get “caught up”
in a couple issues such as independent nedi cal exam nations
(1 ME) . The Departnment of Law warned them they had no
statutory authority to provide school sport exam nations or
ME s, which tied into LBA's first recommendation to inprove
efficiency of the meeting process.

Representative Kelly asked if there was a cost to the State
for those inefficiencies. Ms. Davidson replied that the
license fees support the Board s activities.

3:22: 03 PM
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Representative Foster referenced the attorney general’s
recommendations listed on Page 18 of the audit. V5.
Davi dson echoed previous coments regarding the independent
medi cal exam ners.

PUBLI C TESTI MONY CLOSED
3:23:29 PM

Representative Foster MOWED to REPORT SB 253 out of
Commttee wth individual recomendations and wth the
acconpanyi ng fiscal note.

Representati ve Wyhrauch OBJECTED noting the nunber of
boards of conm ssions statew de. Representative Wyhrauch
W THDREW hi s OBJECTI ON.

Representative Foster pointed out that in 1989, there were
114 Boards and Comm ssions. After CGovernor Hickel's term
there were 142.

There being NO further OBJECTION, it was so ordered.

SB 253 was reported out of Conmttee wth a “no
recomendation and with fiscal note #1 by the Departnent of
Commer ce, Community & Econom c Devel opnent .

3:25: 29 PM
#SB254
SENATE BILL NO 254

An Act extending the termnation date for the State
Physi cal Therapy and OCccupational Therapy Board; and
providing for an effective date.

TOM MAHER, STAFF, SENATOR GENE THERRI AULT, explained that SB
254 stenms from recommendations contained in the Legislative
Audit Sunset Report dated Septenber 17, 2005. Legi sl ative
Audit concluded that the State Physical Therapy and
Cccupational Therapy Board is operating in the public’'s best
interest and should continue to regulate physical and
occupati onal therapists. The Board safeguards the public
interest by pronoting the conpetence and integrity of those
who practice in the field and continues to inprove the
effectiveness and ensure therapists are licensed in the
State of Al aska. Accordingly, given the Auditor’s
recomendati on, SB 254 extends the sunset date of the Board
to June 30, 2014, for an eight-year extension.

There is a fiscal note associated with extending the Board;
it wll not incur additional costs over the anmounts already
contained in the FYO7 Governor’'s operating budget request.
The Board is sel f-supporting.
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3:26:35 PM

SUNDI HONDEL, (TESTIFIED VIA TELECONFERENCE), PRESI DENT
ALASKA PHYSI CAL THERAPY BQOARD, ANCHORACGE, voiced support for
the legislation and offered to answer questions of the
Conmi ttee.

3:27:52 PM

Representative Foster MOWED to REPORT SB 254 out of
Commttee wth individual recomendations and wth the
acconpanyi ng fiscal notes. There being NO OBJECTION, it was
so ordered.

SB 254 was reported out of Committee wth a “no”
recomendation and with fiscal note #1 by the Departnent of
Commerce, Community & Econom c Devel opnent.

#SB255
CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 255(FIN)

An Act extending the termnation date and duties for
the Board of Examiners in Optonetry; anending the
licensing, endorsement, and renewal provisions for
optonetrists; and providing for an effective date.

3:28:48 PM

TOM MAHER, STAFF, SENATOR GENE THERRI AULT, explained that SB
255 relates to the termnnation date and duties for the Board
of Exam ners in Optonetry; amending the [|icensing,
endorsenment, and renewal provisions for optonetrists and
providing for an effective date.

Sec. 1 of extends the sunset date of the Board of Exam ners
in Optonetry from June 30, 2006 to June 30, 2014 per the
audit conclusions contained in the report. Legi sl ative
Audit concluded that the Board of Examners in Optonmetry
continues to serve a public need and is operating in the
public interest. The regulation and licensing of qualified
optonetrists is necessary to protect the public’'s health

safety and welfare. The Board of Exam ners in Optonetry has
operated effectively, adopted regulatory changes and
supported legislation that inproved its oversight process
and pronoted nore effective regulation of i censed
optonetrists. The Auditor’s recommendation provides for an
ei ght-year sunset extension to June 30, 2014.

Sections 5, 6, 9, 10, & 12 incorporate the recommendati ons
by the Legislative Auditor concerning a problem on
| i censing. The Auditor recomended the Legislature anend
t he optonetry statutes to ensure current i cense
endorsenments for the diagnostic wuse of pharmaceutical
agents. Currently, statutory |anguage provides for a single
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endorsenment to both prescribe and use. However, the Board
of Examners in Optonetry is now issuing two types of
endor senent s:

* The first allows a practitioner to both prescribe and
use pharnmaceutical agents, and

* The second allows a practitioner “use” only.

Current |aw does not authorize the use only endorsenent. SB
255 corrects that situation by adding sections authorizing
the wuse only endorsenment and *“grandfathers” in the
practitioners that were given the endorsement over the
years.

M. Maher continued, the legislation changes |law to nmake
current practices legal, grandfather’s license holders in,
and makes sure no practitioners are left out, which could
have an inpact on the nunber of providers serving the
public, maxim zing the nunber of practitioners that can
practice in Al aska.

The rest of the legislation contains “housekeeping”
recommendations that were approved by the Board and
supported by the Departnent. Section 2 deletes the word
“President” as the Board actually has a “Chair”.

M. Mher discussed, Sections 3 & 4, allowng the Board to
better protect the public by inproving the handling of
di sci plinary actions.

Section 7 deletes the statutory cite requiring 24 hours of
continuing education instruction, allowng the Board to
establish through regulation, the nunber of hours wthout
amendi ng statute. The anendnent was requested in response
to the audit and is simlar to other boards.

Section 8 renoves the “branch office” reference as it no
| onger exi sts.

M. Mher pointed out the fiscal note by the D vision of

Cccupation Licensing; the legislation wll incur no
addi tional costs beyond those already contained in the FY0O7
Governor’s operating budget request. The Board is self-

supporting thru the recei pt of nenber fees.

3:32: 51 PM

Representati ve Weyhrauch asked if an effort had ever been
made to conbi ne sone of the boards.

PAT  DAVI DSQN, LEG SLATI VE AUDI TOR, LEG SLATIVE AUDI T
DIVISION, replied that they have not |ooked at that per se;
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they had attenpted to conbine the Mental Heal t h
prof essional s, which did not go well.

3:34:36 PM

Representative Kerttula referenced Section 10, regarding the
use of drugs applied topically by an optonetrist, recalling
past issues. Ms. Davidson said that area was not being
di scussed as it is “systemc versus topical drugs”. The
bill addresses optonetrist’s authority to prescribe drugs &
use them however, the statute does not allow the Board to
license for wuse only. There is a small segnent of the
popul ation that is looking for a “use only” and the proposed
| anguage al |l ows that endorsenent.

3:36: 51 PM

PUBLI C TESTI MONY CLOSED
3:37: 02 PM

Vice Chair Stoltze MOVED to REPORT CS SB 255(FIN) out of
Commttee wth individual recommendations and wth the
acconpanyi ng fiscal notes. There being NO OBJECTION, it was
so ordered.

CS SB 255 (FIN was reported out of Commttee with a “no”
recomendation and with fiscal note #1 by the Departnent of
Commer ce, Community & Econom c Devel opnent .

#

ADJ OURNVENT

The neeting was adjourned at 3:37 P.M
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