M NUTES
SENATE FI NANCE COWM TTEE
April 28, 2005
9:58 a.m

CALL TO ORDER

Co-Chair Green convened the neeting at approximately 9:58:26 AM

PRESENT

Senator Lyda Green, Co-Chair
Senator Gary W1 ken, Co-Chair
Senat or Fred Dyson

Senator Bert Stedman

Senat or Lyman Hof f man

Senat or Donny d son

Al so Attending: CHERYL SUTTON, Staff to Senator Ben Stevens;
CHERYL SUTTON, Staff to Senator Ben Stevens; NONA W LSON,
Legi slative Liaison, Departnent of Transportation and Public
Facilities; KI P KNUDSON, Deputy Comm ssioner of Aviation,
Department of Transportation and Public Facilities; ANNETTE
KREI TZER, Chief of Staff to Lieutenant Governor Loren Leman, Ofice
of the Lieutenant Governor; BRIAN WEST, Intern, Ofice of the
Li eut enant Governor; M CHAEL PAW.OABKI, Staff to Representative
Kevin Meyer; KRISTIN RYAN, Director, D vision of Environnmental
Heal t h, Department of Environnental Conservation; ANDREA DOLL; CH P
WAGONER, Executive Director, Alaska Catholic Conference; KM
CARNOT, Staff to Co-Chair Geen; TIM BARRY, Staff to Senator
Stedman; MARK VINSEL, Executive Director, United Fishernen of
Al aska; KRIS NORRI'S, Governnent Affairs, Ilcicle Seafoods, Inc.;
JANE ALBERTS, staff to Senator Bunde; PAT DAVIDSON, Director,
Division of Legislative Audit; RICK URION, Director, D vision of
Cccupational Licensing, Departnment of Conmerce, Community and
Econom ¢ Devel opnent ;

Attending via Tel econference: From an offnet |ocation: DAVE
EBERLE, Departnent of Transportation and Public Facilities; PAMELA
M LLER, Biol ogist and Executive Director, Al aska Community Action
on Toxics; ALAN COLTER;, DOUG GRIFFIN, Director, Al cohol Beverage
Control Board, Departnent of Public Safety; BRENDA STANSILL,
Director, Center for Non-Violent Living, and chair of a steering
conmittee of the Al aska Counsel on Donestic Violence and Sexual
Assaul t; CHRI STI BRAND, President, Opticians Association of Al aska;
From Anchor age: KEN PERRY, Ceneral Manager, PARATEX Pied Piper, and
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representative, Certified Applicators in Alaska, National Pest
Managenent Association, and RI SE; ANNA FRANKS, Chief Executive
O ficer, Planned Parenthood of Al aska; CASSANDRA JOHNSON, M CHAEL
MACLEUD- BALL, Executive Director, Alaska C vil Liberties Union;
LARRY HARPER, Anerican Board of Optonetrists;

SUMVARY | NFORMVATI ON

SB 113- GULF OF ALASKA GROUNDFI SH FI SHERY

The Committee heard fromthe sponsor. The bill was reported from
Conmi ttee.

SB 130- WORKERS' COVPENSATI OV | NSURANCE

A Subcommittee was fornmed to review the bill and make
recommendations to the full Conmmttee. The bill was held in
Commi tt ee.

SB 153- 1 NTERNATI ONAL Al RPORTS REVENUE BONDS

The Conmittee heard from the Departnent of Transportation and
Public Facilities. The bill was reported from Comm ttee.

HB 97- OATHS; NOTARI ES PUBLI C; STATE SEAL

The Commttee heard fromthe Ofice of the Lieutenant Governor. An
amendnent was adopted and the bill was reported from Comm ttee.

HB 19- PESTI Cl DE & BROADCAST CHEM CALS

The Conmittee heard from the sponsor, the Departnent of
Envi ronnment al Conservation, industry organi zations, public interest
organi zations, and nmenbers of the public. The bill was held in
Comm ttee.

HB 15-L1 QUOR LI CENSES: OUTDOOR REC. LODGE/ BARS

The Committee heard fromthe sponsor and the Departnent of Public
Safety. An anmendnent was adopted and the bill was held in
Comm ttee.

SB 20- OFFENSES AGAI NST UNBORN CHI LDREN

The Commttee heard fromthe sponsor, the co-chair, representatives

of interested organi zations and a nenber of the public. The bill
was reported from Commttee.
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SB 164- SALMON PRODUCT DEVELOPMENT TAX CREDI T

The Comm ttee heard fromthe sponsor and industry representatives.
The bill was reported from Conmittee.

SB 175- DI SPENSI NG OPTI ClI ANS

9: 58: 44 AM

COWM TTEE SUBSTI TUTE FOR SENATE BI LL NO. 113(RES)
"An Act relating to entry into and managenent of Gulf of
Al aska groundfish fisheries.™

This was the second hearing for this bill in the Senate Finance
Conmi ttee.

9:59: 01 AM

CHERYL SUTTON, Staff to Senator Ben Stevens, outlined two new
fiscal notes drafted since the previous hearing. The receipt
supported services fund source woul d be generated from fees.

The Comm ttee had no questions regarding the new fiscal notes.
9:59:41 AM

Co-Chair Geen pointed out this legislation relates to provisions
in the recently passed SB 93, which would be soon transmtted to
Governor Murkowski for signature into | aw.

Ms. Sutton affirned.

Co-Chair G een remarked on the appropriateness of not utilizing
general funds for this purpose.

10: 00: 07 AM

Co-Chair WIlken offered a notion to report the bill from Committee
wi th individual recomendati ons and new fiscal notes.

Wt hout objection COW TTEE SUBSTI TUTE SB 113 (RES) was MOVED from
Commttee with a new fiscal notes fromthe Departnent of Fish and
Gane dated 4/28/05; one for the Commercial Fisheries Entry
Commi ssion in the anount of $20,000, and a the other for the Boards
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of Fisheries and Gane in the anpbunt of $45, 600.

10: 01: 02 AM

COW TTEE SUBSTI TUTE FOR HOUSE BI LL NO 130(FIN) am

"An Act relating to the grant of certain state land to the
University of Alaska; relating to the duties of the Board of
Regents; establishing the university research forest; and
providing for an effective date."

This was the first hearing for this bill in the Senate Finance
Comm ttee.

Co- Chair Green assigned Co-Chair WIken, Senator Dyson and Senat or
Hof fman to a subconm ttee and charged the subcomrittee to review
this legislation and nmake recommendations to the full Commttee.

The bill was HELD in Comm tt ee.

10: 02: 28 AM

SENATE BILL NO. 153
"An Act relating to international airports revenue bonds; and
providing for an effective date."

This was the first hearing for this bill in the Senate Finance
Commi ttee.

NONA W LSON, Legislative Liaison, Departnent of Transportation and
Public Facilities, testified this would increase the "bond cap" for
t he i ssuance of International Airport System Revenue Bonds by $288
mllion to total $813 mllion. These bonds would be issued to
finance projects at the Fairbanks International Airports, which are
operated as a unit of the Al aska International Airport System The
airports are operated in accordance wth an agreenent that
obligates the carriers to pay for the operation of the airport,
i ncluding the redenption of these bonds.

10: 04: 32 AM

Senat or O son asked why the project size has increased and asked
what the additional funds would be utilized for.

10: 04: 53 AM
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Ms. Wlson replied the funds would be wutilized for runway
reconstruction.

KIP KNUDSON, Deputy Conm ssioner of Aviation, Departnent of
Transportation and Public Facilities, explained the funds generated
from the additional bond issuance would be utilized to fund the
i ssuance costs and capitalized interest specifically for termnals
projects until the termnals begin to generate revenue.

10: 05: 37 AM

Senator O son requested witten or oral testinony expressing the
position of affected air carriers.

10: 05: 53 AM

M . Knudson stated he would provide a spreadsheet titled, "Al aska
International Airports System Capital Projects, Signatory Airline
Bal | ot Sunmary, January 2005" [copy on file], which indicates that
the air carriers support the Fairbanks projects.

10: 06: 29 AM

Co-Chair WIken also noted | anguage of the second paragraph of the
sponsor statenent reads, "Annual debt service on the revenue bonds
will be paid for primarily through airline rates and fees. Al the
projects requiring bond funding were approved by the Al aska
I nternational Airport Systens' 26 signatory airlines in January of
this year."

10: 06: 51 AM

Co- Chair Green understood the spreadsheet would Iist the names of
the affected airlines and how each voted on the proposed projects.

10: 07: 05 AM

M. Knudson informed that 80 percent of these revenues are
generated exclusively fromcargo carriers.

10: 07: 20 AM

Co-Chair Green enphasized that cargo carriers would pay these
bonds.

10: 07: 26 AM
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Senat or Hof f man asked how t he Federal Express carrier voted, noting
it is the major carrier that provides many jobs in the state.

Senat or Hof f man had understood that an earlier appropriation to the
Ted Stevens Anchorage International Airport was sufficient to fund
homel and security inprovenents. He asked therefore why an
additional $14 mllion is requested for this purpose.

10: 08: 39 AM

M. Knudson replied that the project estinated to cost $14.6
mllion has been "held off at arnms |ength" for approximtely ten
years. The federal Departnent of Honel and Security now enconpasses
United States Custons, Border patrol, the Transportation Safety
Adm ni stration and anot her federal agency that operates screening
areas and occupy office space in the North termnal. These agencies
have demanded that the State renovate the termnal to neet federa
standards. The Al aska Departnent of Transportation and Public
Facilities does not support these renovates and has del ayed their
undertaki ng as | ong as possible.

10: 09: 36 AM

Senator Hoffman clarified the entire $14.6 mllion is designated
for the North Term nal

M . Knudson affirnmed.

10: 09: 49 AM

Co- Chair Green asked when the informati on Senator O son requested
woul d be del i ver ed.

M. Knudson anticipated ten m nutes.

10: 09: 59 AM

DAVE EBERLE, Departnent of Transportation and Public Facilities,
testified via teleconference from an offnet |ocation that he was
avai l abl e to respond to questions.

10: 10: 25 AM

Senator O son noted the sponsor statenent indicates that the bond
package woul d include $91 million for projects at Concourses A and
B of the Ted Stevens Anchorage International Airport. He cited
significant cost overruns incurred on projects relating to
Concourse C and asked the estimated cost overruns of the projects
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at A and B.

M. Eberle expressed intent that no cost overruns would be
incurred. A variety of neasures are under consideration to ensure
this. He offered to detail those neasures.

Senator O son requested such detail |ater.

M. Eberle assured he would provide this information.

The bill was HELD in Conmittee. It was brought back before the
Conmittee later in the neeting.

10: 12: 13 AM

SENATE COW TTEE SUBSTI TUTE FOR COWM TTEE SUBSTI TUTE FOR HOUSE
BILL NO 97(COWMM TTEE SUBSTI TUTE)

"An Act relating to the authority to take oaths, affirmations,
and acknow edgnents in the state, to notarizations, to
verifications, to acknow edgnents, to fees for issuing
certificates wth the seal of the state affixed, and to
notaries public; and providing for an effective date."

This was the first hearing for this bill in the Senate Finance
Conmi ttee.

ANNETTE KREI TZER, Chief of Staff to Lieutenant Governor Loren
Leman, O fice of the Lieutenant Governor, introduced herself and
M. West.

BRI AN WEST, Intern, Ofice of the Lieutenant Governor, read a
statenent into the record as foll ows.

House Bill 97 addresses changes in Alaska's notary statutes,
whi ch have not been updated since 1961. The changes being
proposed today have been suggested by A askan notaries working
together with Lieutenant Governor Lenman's office. These
proposed changes are outlined to you in the notary statute
conpari son handout [copy on file], which should be in front of
you today and | shall wal k you through that.

They're arranged in categories of qualifications, terns, fees,
bond, conmm ssion types, conm ssion revocation, and notary
data. Going to the handout under qualifications, currently the
applicants nust be a resident of the State and at |east 19
years of age. W're proposing lowering that age to 18. At the
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sanme tinme, we're proposing that felons nmay not becone notaries
in this state. The terms will remain the same for public
notaries, which is four years. And we're proposing that
[imted governmental notaries public comm ssions would be
open-ended with automatic revocation upon termnation of
government enploynent. For fees, currently there is a $40
application fee and a $2 fee for a certificate. W're
proposi ng that the application fee will remain at $40 but the
certificate would be increased $3 to $5.

The bonds at this time will renmain the same at $1, 000 and the
i eutenant governor will be required to keep the bonds two
years.

Comm ssion types:. Notary publics wll serve four-year
comm ssions as well as |imted governnental notaries. The
proposed change in the nmaking is that |imted governnment
notaries will be expanded to include municipal and federa

enpl oyees in addition to State.

Conmi ssi on revocation, currently via adm nistrative procedure
act, nust be invoked to review all conplaints against notaries
no matter how trivial. W' re proposing that the I|ieutenant
governor, for good cause, be a form of disciplinary procedure
is an admnistrative hearing office.

Notary data: currently we collect informati on such as mailing
address, surety information and conm ssion dates. W would

like to be able to collect nore data including e-nmail, for the
pur pose of communication and to collect addi ti onal
i nformation, which will not be available for the public.

For non-comm ssioned notaries, there will be no changes. And
finally, this bill addresses electronic notarization, which
currently is not addressed in the current statutes. This w |
renmove inpediments for notaries by electronic neans.

10: 15: 50 AM

Co-Chair Green noted current statute provides that notary nanes,
mai |l ing address, surety information and conm ssion dates are
avai l able to the public. She asked about the public availability of
e-mai | addresses.

M. West replied that the e-mail addresses of notaries would not be
avai l able to the public.

10: 16: 40 AM
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Senator O son asked why the mninmum age requirenment would be
| onered from 19 years to 18 years.

10: 16: 48 AM

M. West replied that people could be hired for bank teller
posi tions beginning at the age of 18. Bank teller positions usually
i nclude notary public duties as part of the job description.

10: 17: 39 AM

Co-Chair Green asked if the Lieutenant CGovernor received increased
inquiries on this matter, which pronpted this |egislation.

10:17: 44 AM

Ms. Krietzer explained that when Lieutenant Governor Leman took
office he directed staff to investigate how adm nistration of the
notary public could be done differently. Staff vetted with Al aska
notary publics, conpanies that enploy notaries, nat i onal
organi zations, |obbyists and other parties. It was determ ned that
t he bond amount shoul d be changed although the fee for non-State
enpl oyees to becone a notary should remai n unchanged. Consensus was
reached with other legislative coomttees that have heard this bill
on ot her changes to the current system

10: 19: 01 AM

Co-Chair Geen commented on the process undertaken to make these
changes.

10: 19: 07 AM

Senat or Hof f man asked if the proposed fee structure intends that
any state enpl oyee could becone a notary public at no charge.

10: 19: 25 AM

Ms. Krietzer clarified that the provisionis witten to waive the
fee for State, mnmunicipal and federal governnent enployees
performng notary public services as a job duty to acconplish
gover nnment busi ness. One governnment agency should not charge
anot her for notary services.

10: 20: 22 AM

Senat or Hof fman surm sed that the fee would not be automatically be
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wai ved for any state enployee wi shing to become a notary. The
notary functions nust be included in the duties of the position
hel d by that enpl oyee.

10: 20: 38 AM

Ms. Krietzer affirned.

10: 20: 43 AM

Senat or Hof f man asked the date of the | ast fee increase.

10: 20: 51 AM

Ms. Krietzer replied that no changes in the fee structure have been
made since 1961. The House Finance Conmittee questioned this.
However, it was determ ned that unless the Notary Public programis
to be considered a revenue generator, a higher fee could not be
justified.

10: 21: 13 AM

Senator Hoffrman calculated the fee to be $10 per year the
certificate is valid.

Ms. Krietzer affirned.

10: 21: 31 AM

Amendnent #1: This anmendnent del etes the | anguage of subparagraphs
(A) and (B) of subsection (6) of Sec. 44.50.020. Qualifications.,
repeal ed and reenacted in Section 8 of SCS COM TTEE SUBSTI TUTE SB
97 (COWM TTEE SUBSTI TUTE) on page 8, lines 16 through 22. New
| anguage is inserted to read as foll ows.

(6) may not, within 10 years before the conm ssion
t akes effect,

(A) have had the person's notary public
commi ssion revoked under AS 44.50.068(a)(2) or (4) or
under the notary public laws of another jurisdiction for
a substantially simlar reason;

(B) have had the person's notary public
comi ssi on revoked under AS 44.50.068(1)(3), unless the
person has reestablished residency in this state under AS
01. 10. 055 before the person submts the application;

(© have been disciplined under AS 44.50.068
if, at the tinme the person applies for a notary public
commi ssion under this chapter, the disciplinary action
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prohibits the person from holding a notary public
comi ssi on; or

(D) have been disciplined under the notary
public | aws of another jurisdiction if, at the tine the
person applies for a notary public comm ssion under this
chapter, the disciplinary action prohibits the person
fromholding a notary public comm ssion; and

This anmendnent al so deletes the |anguage of subparagraph (4) of
Sec. 44.50.036. Denial of applications., added by Section 9 of the
bill on page 10, lines 25 though 27 and inserts new | anguage to
read as foll ows.

(4) applicant's conmi ssion as a notary public has
been revoked, within 10 years before the conmm ssion takes
effect, in

(A) this state for a reason stated in

(i) AS 44.50.068(a)(2) or (4);

(1i) AS 44.50.068(a)(3), wunless the
person has reestablished residency in this state
under AS O01.10.055 before the person submts the
application; or

(B) another jurisdiction for a reason
substantially simlar to AS 44.50.068(a)(2) or (4).

Thi s anendnment al so inserts a new subparagraph to subsection (a) of
Sec. 44.50.068. Disciplinary action; conplaint; appeal, hearing;
del egation., added by Section 11 on page 16, following line 16 to
read as foll ows.

(3) failure to maintain residency in this state
under AS 01.10. 055.

Co- Chair W/I ken noved for adopti on.

Co-Chair Green objected for an explanation.

Ms. Krietzer explained that the Division of Legal and Research
Services determined that the | anguage in the Senate State Affairs
conm ttee substitute was unclear. That |anguage unintentionally
barred a person from becom ng a notary public who had noved from
the state but then returned. This correction was necessary in three
sections of the bill.

Co- Chair Green renoved her objection.

Wt hout further objection the amendnent was ADOPTED
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10: 23: 37 AM

Co-Chair WIlken offered a notion to report SCS COW TTEE SUBSTI TUTE
HB 97 (COW TTEE SUBSTI TUTE), as anended from Conmittee wth
i ndi vi dual recommendati ons and acconpanying fiscal note.

There was not objection and SCS COW TTEE SUBSTI TUTE HB 97 was
MOVED from Conmittee with zero fiscal note #1l-corrected, fromthe
O fice of the Governor

AT EASE 10:23:49 AM

SB 153- 1 NTERNATI ONAL Al RPORTS REVENUE BONDS

This bill was heard and held earlier in the neeting.

Co-Chair Green noted the information Senator O son requested had
been di stri but ed.

10: 25: 39 AM

M. Knudson reviewed the voting history of the air carriers as
i ndi cated on the aforenenti oned spreadsheet.

10: 27: 05 AM

Senator Hof fman was satisfied with the information regarding the
position of Federal Express.

10:27: 29 AM

Co-Chair WIlken offered a notion to report the bill from Commttee
wi th individual recomrendati ons and acconpanyi ng fiscal note.

There was no objection and SB 153 was MOVED from Committee with
fiscal note #1 fromthe Departnent of Revenue.

AT EASE 10:27:48 AM/ 10:28:39 AM

10: 28:40 AM

COW TTEE SUBSTI TUTE FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 19(FIN)
"An Act relating to pesticides and broadcast chem cals; and
providing for an effective date."
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This was the first hearing for this bill in the Senate Finance
Conmittee.

M CHAEL PAULOWSKI, Staff to Representative Kevin Meyer, read a
statenent into the record as foll ows.

The intent behind the bill before you, House Bill 19, is
twofold. First, to elimnate the State general fund obligation
for what is a required pesticide program and second to
provi de reasonable protections for the public health. 1"l

t ake these two intents twofold.

Speaki ng on general funds, the way the State's pesticides
prograns work is that the EPA [federal Environnental
Protection Agency] approves a pesticide for sale in the United
States. Then each state registers the pesticide for sale in
that particular state. The state agency in our case is the
Departnent of Environmental Conservation. They are responsible
not only for the registration of pesticides, but the
i nspection and enforcenent of pesticides that the EPA puts on
the handling, distribution and sale of these chemicals. In
every other state in the United States, the cost of this
program is borne by fees that are levied along with the
regi stration of the chemcals. Alaska is the only state that
does not have such a fee. HB 19 would levy a fee on the
chem cal conpanies to pay for the cost of regulating the sale,
di stribution and use of their chemcals within the state of
Al aska.

The second provision in HB 19 is those intended to protect the
public health. There are two ways that the sponsor has gone
about doing this. The first is that when pesticides or bypass
chemcals are applied in a public place, they are applied by a
certified applicator. This is soneone that is trained in the
use and application of these chem cals. The second is that
reasonable public notice is posted when pesticides are
applied. This is inportant because the sponsor's intent was to
find that balance and strike that bal ance between added cost
to the industry and reasonabl e protections for the public. You
m ght hear today sone testinony that wll talk about previous
public notice, sonething that's 48 hours in advance. The
sponsor very carefully worked to sonething that is nore al ong
the lines of simlar to a wet paint sign; that when the
activity occurs and when the public should be concerned, that
notice is given to them

There are approximately between 5,500 and 5,700 different
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chemcals that are used in the state of Alaska. Trying to
wite legislation that specifically addresses the handling and
use of all of these chem cals, the sponsor found incredibly
probl ematic. And so to reach these public health goals, HB 19
turns the Departnent of Environnental Conservation to in
regul ati on achi eve the ends that are put forth in HB 19.

10: 31: 44 AM

KEN PERRY, Ceneral Manager, PARATEX Pied Piper, and representative,
Certified Applicators in Al aska, Nat i onal Pest  Managenent
Associ ation, and RISE, testified via tel econference from Anchorage,
read a statenent into the record as foll ows.

| am Ken Perry, a lifelong Al askan and General Manager of
PARATEX Pi ed Piper - Al aska' s ol dest Pest Managenent Conpany.
| also represent Certified Applicators in Al aska, and speak by
perm ssion of the National Pest Managenent Associ ation and a
maj or chem cal manufacturer's group known as RISE. As you are
aware, | have been involved in this bill since M. Myer first
kindly asked us to neet with his assistant, M. Paw owski and
representatives from the Departnent of Envi r onnment al

Conservation sone nonths ago. | am grateful for this
consideration on their part. At that time, | addressed the
same concerns | have addressed continually through many

commttees, and have offered reasonable solutions as well.
Frankly, the document before you today is so far renoved from
the original intent of the sponsors, that | amamazed it still

has support. In that vein, | submtted to you via e-nai
yesterday a workable set of anendnents that can return the
bill to its original course and neet nost of our concerns. |

urge you to either adopt those anmendnents or send the bil
back to the sponsor to achieve those sane goals.

On the issue of pesticide safety, the barrages of coments you
are receiving fromcertain environnentali sts have al ready been
addressed at the federal level. Wile they certainly have
every right to be heard on their clains, it is still the EPA
who nakes the decision on what chemicals can be safely used,
when and where. Wiile a pesticide free environnent m ght seem
to be a goal for them we should not ignore the desire of
others for a pest free environnment. Their choices to buy
products to achieve their desire should not be denied by
excessive fees |evied agai nst the manufacturers, who will then
sinply renove their availability fromthe A aska market pl ace.
Nor should the concerns you hear raised about five to ten
products which they continually reference require 4600 ot her
products to be punished. If you have not done so, | would urge
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you to request a current list of the 4620 currently registered
pesticides. The first thing you will notice is that the vast
majority (perhaps 80% are sanitizing agents, wood
preservatives and aninmal care products. Continue to peruse the
list for products that are "specialty use" itens, registered
and sold in small volunmes to soneone in Al aska or have trade
store nanes that do not exist in our state. As you will see,
very few of them perhaps 4 percent, are used by the
pr of essi onal applicators, and many of those are used once or
twice a year.

| would urge this commttee to take the reasonable and
responsi bl e approach to this matter, not the inflamed and
passi onate but seriously msdirected sl edge hammer one you see
before you. Consider your decision carefully as the eyes of
many maj or conpanies who may chose to do business with our
state in the future are upon you.

10: 35: 06 _AM

Co-Chair Geen had learned fromthe Dvision of Agriculture that it
recei ves requests each year for the registration formcurrently in
use. Most conpanies are accustomed to this procedure. She asked how
the current practice differs fromthat of other states.

10: 35: 44 AM

M. Perry characterized the difference as the inposition of various
proposed fees where none currently exist. Manufacturers could not
predi ct the amobunt of chem cals that woul d be sold. Many products
are sold in small quantities and manufacturers would likely opt to
not register to sell those products in the state. H s organi zation
suggested a fee of $25, although he still anticipated a hardship in
regi stering chem cal s.

10: 37: 11 AM

PAMELA M LLER, Biol ogi st and Executive Director, Al aska Comrunity
Action on Toxics, testified via teleconference from an offnet
| ocation about the nonprofit organi zati on concerned about |ong-term
affects of pesticides. The organization strongly supports this
bill, as it would provide a useful nethod to track chem cal use and
impacts. This bill would be a good investnment to protect public
heal t h.

Ms. MIler requested that further protection be extended to areas
near vul nerabl e popul ations, such as day care centers.
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10: 39: 40 AM

ALAN COLTER testified via tel econference from offnet |ocation on
behal f of hinself. He told of a friend exposed to high |evels of
pesti ci des who experienced dimnished health, reduced quality of
life, and ultimately death at the age of 47. This friend underwent
dialysis treatnent and a kidney transplant. Many manufacturers
assert that nost pesticides are not harnful, however nmany are.
Public health is a high concern

10:41: 45 AM

Co-Chair Geen asked the wtness's opinion on whether this
| egi sl ati on woul d advance efforts for addressing the matter.

10:41: 55 AM

M. Colter enphasized that any action is worthwhile. He admtted to
not closely reviewing the I anguage of this bill, but understood it
to be simlar to legislation considered during a previous
| egi sl ative session, which he supported.

10:42:17 AM

Co-Chair G een asked Ms. MIler the sane question of whether this
| egi slation would further efforts.

10:42: 31 AM

Ms. MIller answered it would because any tinme parents and others
are notified that chem cals woul d be sprayed all ows those parents
an opportunity to protect their children and others who coul d be at
risk. The provisions of this legislation are reasonable not
extreme.

10: 43: 31 AM

Co-Chair Geen told of regulatory |anguage related to health care
and childcare facilities that is included in other |egislation and
that woul d conpl ement and strengthen this bill. Just because these
facilities are not specifically addressed in the bill currently
before the Commttee, it is not an indication that the issues had
not been considered. Inclusion of too many details in a bill
beconmes a detrinment because the assunption could be rmade that the
overall provisions of the statute do not cover any inadvertently
omtted listings.

10: 44: 38 AM
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KRI STIN RYAN, Di rector, Division of Environnental Heal t h

Depart ment of Environnmental Conservation, provided information on
the pesticide program The State has primacy and therefore
inplenments the federal Environnental Protection Agency (EPA)
requi renents. The federal governnment provides funding for these
efforts. State regulations allow the Departnent to issue permts
for certain activities, including distribution of chem cals over
wat er and the spraying of chemcals by air. In addition, the State
i nposes restrictions on chemcals determined to be harnful when
used in cold climates. This occurs infrequently, and the State
primarily relies on EPA scientific findings. Currently, the State
does not charge users or manufacturers for these services it
provides. This legislation proposes to do so. She assured that
certain products, such as sanitizers, would be exenpted, as it is
not the intent to discourage cleaning activities. O her products
woul d i kely be exenpted as well.

10:47:17 AM

Co-Chair G een asked whether the Conmmttee should secure additional
i nf ormati on.

10:47: 34 AM

Ms. Ryan stated that sonme in the pesticide industry are of the
opinion that this legislation would i npose too many restrictions;
others feel the Departnent should increase its efforts. This is
typical for this issue. This legislation offers a conpromse. It
woul d i nmpose certain restrictions in areas which children could be
exposed and woul d require public notice of chem cal distribution.

10:48: 28 AM

Co-Chair WIlken pointed out that the fiscal note indicates an
i ncreased cost of $280,000 for FY 06, which is not reflected in the
Governor's proposed budget.

Co-Chair WIlken also noted the analysis in the fiscal note states
that by FY 08, all general funds would be elimnated for this
program Therefore, the fiscal note should be anended to refl ect
this.

10: 49: 22 AM

Ms. Ryan agreed. The fees would need to be collected quickly if
this bill becones | aw
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10: 49: 43 AM

Co- Chair Green requested a spreadsheet detailing how the proposed
fee amounts were established.

10: 50: 01 AM

Co-Chair WIlken surmsed that beginning July 1, 2005, the
Department woul d expect to collect $318,000 in fees in one year.

Ms. Ryan affirnmed.
Co-Chair Green asked how this anpbunt was cal cul at ed.

10: 50: 27 AM

Ms. Ryan replied that originally the bill would have required three
staff to oversee the program This was changed to two. The cost of
t hese positions along with the anount of elimnated general funding
currently appropriated to the programwas cal cul ated to determ ne
the anount of fees necessary. A small fee would be assessed to
certified applicators. These applicators have indicated these fees
woul d not cause a hardship.

10: 51: 47 AM

Senator O son spoke to the delay in |earning about the adverse
affects of sone chemicals. It has taken many generations before
manuf actures admt, under duress, the harm that a chem cal has
caused. This concerned him

Senator A son also noted that certification of applicators could be
more difficult for rural residents. He favored a tenporary waiver
for these communities.

10: 52: 54 AM

Ms. Ryan acknow edged the difficulty in obtaining a certification
for an applicator. One solution would allow for the issuance of a
tenporary license in the event a trainer was unable to travel to
the community. The intent is not to hanper the elimnation of pest
infestation. Certification is not a difficult process; the course
that has been given for years, is "easy" and has a zero failure
rate.

10: 54: 23 AM

Co-Chair Green asked if the waiver could be granted in urban areas
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as well in instances in which it was not "handy" for an applicator
to obtain certification.

10:54: 47 AM

Ms. Ryan replied that the waiver would be not restricted to renote
ar eas

10: 54: 56 AM

Senator Dyson told of a friend who died five years ago after
contracting | eukem a after a trucking conpany used Benzene to kill
bugs in his mattress. He asked what protections Al askans have
agai nst chem cals used in the shipnent of goods in to the State.

10: 55: 56 AM

Ms. Ryan replied that all states have regulations governing
pesticide use. Federal law prohibits the use of products in a
manner different than specified on the label. Therefore, in the
i nstance of Senator Dyson's friend, the noving conpany violated the
law if it applied nore than the approved anount of the chemcal. If
the Departnent is informed of these instances, it can investigate.
The commercial use of products is inspected, and if the Departnent
is aware of a specific shipping conpany's questionable activities,
t hat conpany is inspected.

10: 56: 51 AM

Senat or Dyson asked about any provision that requires custoner
notification of any chem cal distribution done by a shipping

conpany.
10: 57: 08 AM

Ms. Ryan replied that no State requirenent currently exists and
that such a proposal would be subject to federal trade |aws. She
woul d investigate the matter.

10: 57: 25 AM

Senat or Dyson requested additional information.

10: 57: 31 AM

Co-Chair Geen informed that she was raised in an area in which
chem cal s were commonpl ace. Her father was a chem cal researcher.
In addressing the limting of pesticide use, balance nust be

SFC- 05 (19) 04/ 28/ 05



under st ood.

10: 58: 22 AM

Co-Chair Geen indicated the fiscal note required additional
revi ew.

The bill was HELD in Comm tt ee.

AT EASE 10:58:59 AM 3:09 PM

[ Note: A conputer mal function occurred during the follow ng portion
of the meeting. Periodic links to the For The Record (FTR) audio
program were lost. Audio is still available by clicking on any
timestanp above and forwarding to 3:09 pm when this neeting
resunes. (A separate neeting was held in this location at 2:06 pm
and is included in the audio file for this date.) It is not
possible to select the exact portion of the recording relating to a
particular topic until the conputer system was restored at 4:15

pm ]

COW TTEE SUBSTI TUTE FOR HOUSE BI LL NO 15(L&C) am

"An Act relating to outdoor recreation |odge alcoholic
beverage |icenses; relating to transfer of certain beverage
di spensary |icenses issued before June 6, 1985; and providing
for an effective date."

This was the first hearing for this bill in the Senate Finance
Commi ttee.

M CHAEL PAW.OABKI, Staff to sponsor Representative Kevin Myer,
testified this bill is intended to create a liquor license for
out door recreation | odges. These | odges have are an inportant part
of the State econony. A liquor license specific to the needs of
t hese | odges has never been established. This creates problens for
conmuni ties near the |ocation of sone of the | odges as well as for
whol esal e al cohol distributors. A whol esal er may not sell al cohol
for resale to a party that does not possess a |iquor |icense. Under
the current system |odges either provide al cohol to their guests
at no charge or as part of the package rate. This is in violation
of statute.

M. Pawl owski stated that this |legislation would provide for the
issuance of a limted liquor |icense that could not be transferred,
all ows al cohol to only be served to regi stered overni ght guests or
off duty staff, and only served on the |icensed premses or in

SFC- 05 (20) 04/ 28/ 05



conjunction with guided outdoor recreation activities.

M. Paw owski explained this license is intended to address
situations involving | odges | ocated near communities that prohibit
t he use of al coholic beverages.

Senat or Hof fman asked the definition of an outdoor recreationa
| odge as it pertains to this bill.

M. Pawl owski cited subsection (c) of Sec. 04.11.225. CQutdoor
recreation |odge license., added by Section 2 of the bill. The
| anguage reads as foll ows.

(c) I'n this section, "outdoor recreation |odge" neans a
busi ness that provides overni ght accommodations and neals, is
primarily involved in offering opportunities for persons to
engage i n outdoor recreation activities, and has a m ni num of
two guest roons.

M. Pawl owski noted the intent is include |odges at which the
primary purpose of its guests would be to partake in an outdoor
recreation activity.

Senator Hoffman told of an outfit operating in the election
district he represents. At this site, tents are tenporarily erected
on platforns. He asked if lodging such as this would qualify as
guest roons and if the operator would be eligible to obtain the
i cense.

M. Pawl owski replied that other criterion would apply. A licensee
nmust be available to serve al cohol and the al cohol could only be
served in conjunction with a guided outdoor activity. If the sites
were offered solely as a place to stay, the license would not be
avai |l abl e.

Senator Hoffman stated that guided fishing activities are the
purpose of this operation. Conflicts exist between the Native
organi zation and the guides, who claimthat alcohol is not served.
Local residents however attest to wtnessing cases of alcohol
passi ng through the airport.

M. Pawl owski identified this situation as the reason this
legislation is necessary. Wth the issuance of a |Iicense,
conmuni ties can provide input and the State regul ators have control
over the business.

Senat or Dyson asked if this license would apply to floating | odges.
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M. Pawl owski understood that the |license would apply to operations
with at | east two guest roons that provide overnight acconmodati ons
and nmeals in which the primary purpose is to involve people in
out door recreation.

Senat or Dyson asked about sel f-propelled floating operations.

M. Pawl owski was unsure and deferred to the director of the
Al cohol Beverage Control Board.

DOUG GRIFFIN, Director, Al cohol Beverage Control Board, Departnent
of Public Safety, testified froman offnet |ocation that the issue
of floating | odges has been discussed. It was determ ned that these
facilities could be |icensed under the provision of this bill.
Addressing certain factors would be necessary in the event the
fl oat would be present for any period within the boundaries of a
| ocal governnent. Providing this license to a float operating
out side the boundaries of a |ocal governnent could be preferable to
the currently applied carrier |icense. The vessel specifically in
guestion is a barge that is not self propelled but is towed from
one |l ocation to another by a tugboat. This vessel did not neet the
gualifications inposed for a carrier |icense, which applies to
boats, ships, trains, airplanes, etc.

Co-Chair WIlken referenced the definition of "outdoor recreation
| odge" as a business. He asked if this inplies that the |icensee
woul d be a commercial entity that woul d possess a business |icense.

M. Giffin affirmed. He el aborated that the Board first determnes
whet her an applicant is registered as a corporation before issuing
a |license. The Board nust be able to deal with a legal entity in
the event of problens pertaining to the license.

Co-Chair Green asked if the |l anguage of the bill is sufficient in
stipulating that a business nmust be |icensed.

M. Giffin replied that if the business is a corporation or a
limted liability, the language is sufficient.

Co-Chair WIken asked if a sole proprietor or partnership would be
i ncl uded.

M. Giffin deferred to the D vision of Corporations of the
Department of Revenue. The Al cohol Beverage Control Board's concern
is the accountability and potential culpability of liquor |icense
hol ders. The Board does have accountability and culpability for
taking action against an individual in a sole propriety or
partnership operation.
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Co-Chair W1 ken understood that a sole propriety or partnership
must obtain a business license to conduct conmerci al operations.

Senat or Hof f man asked the nunber of applications for this |icense
the witnesses antici pates woul d be received.

M. Giffin was unsure and estinmated approxi mately 50 applications
woul d be subm tt ed.

M. Giffin noted that sone facilities are "over-licensed” in that
they possess a liquor dispensary license, which allows for the
di stribution of alcohol to anyone, not just registered guests. This
presents other problens especially in rural Al aska. The proposed
| odge license would be preferred, as it limts distribution to
guests.

Senat or Dyson asked if a bed and breakfast operation that serves
nmeals famly style is allowed to serve a glass of wine to guests
wi t hout obtaining a |iquor |icense.

M. Giffin responded that the Board does not regulate a "true" bed
and breakfast in which the owner or operator resides on site. In
this instance the business is operated within the hone. To regul ate
t hese operations would require a significantly higher budget.

Senat or Hof fman qualified that such practices is not legal in a dry
conmuni ty.

M. Giffin confirned.
Senator Hoffman asked if this would be allowed in a danp conmmunity.

M. Giffin replied that serving alcohol to guests in a hone-
oper at ed bed and breakfast would be all owed.

Amrendnent #1: This anendnent inserts "relating to brewpub |icenses”
into the title of the bill on page 1, following line 1. The anended
bill title reads as foll ows.

An Act relating to brewpub licenses; relating to outdoor
recreation |odge alcoholic beverage licenses; relating to
transfer of certain beverage dispensary |icenses issued before
June 6, 1985; and providing for an effective date.

Thi s amendnment al so inserts new bill sections on page 1, follow ng
line 6 to read as foll ows.
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Section 2. AS 04.11.135(a) is anmended to read:
(a) A brewpub license authorizes the hol der of a beverage
di spensary license to

(1) manufacture on premses |icensed under the
beverage di spensary |license not nore than 150, 000 gal | ons of
beer in a cal endar year;

(2) sell beer manufactured on premses |icensed
under the beverage dispensary |license for consunption on the
|icensed prem ses or other |licensed prem ses of the beverage
di spensary licensee that are also licensed as a beverage
di spensary;

(3) sell beer manufactured on the prem ses |icensed
under the beverage dispensary license in quantities of not
nore than five gallons per day to an individual who is present
on the licensed prem ses;

(4) provide a small sanple of the brewpub's beer
manuf actured on the prem ses free of charge unl ess prohibited
by AS 04.16.030; and

(5) sell beer manufactured on the prem ses |icensed
under the beverage dispensary license to a person |icensed as
a whol esal er under AS 04.11.160 [; SALES UNDER TH S PARAGRAPH
MAY NOT EXCEED 15, 000 GALLONS OR THE AMOUNT SOLD UNDER THI S
PARAGRAPH | N CALENDAR YEAR 2001, PLUS 10 PERCENT, WH CHEVER
AVOUNT | S GREATER] .

Section 3. AS 04.11.135(a) is anmended to read:
(a) A brewpub license authorizes the hol der of a beverage
di spensary |icense to

(1) rmanufacture on premses |icensed under the
beverage di spensary |icense not nore than 150, 000 gal | ons of
beer in a cal endar year;

(2) sell beer manufactured on prem ses |icensed
under the beverage dispensary |license for consunption on the
licensed prem ses or other |icensed prem ses of the beverage
di spensary licensee that are also licensed as a beverage
di spensary;

(3) sell beer nmanufactured on the prem ses |icensed
under the beverage dispensary license in quantities of not
nore than five gallons per day to an individual who is present
on the licensed prem ses;

(4) provide a small sanple of the brewub's beer
manuf act ured on the prem ses free of charge unl ess prohibited
by AS 04.16.030; and

(5) sell beer manufactured on the prem ses |icensed
under the beverage dispensary license to a person |icensed as
a whol esal er under AS 04.11.160; sales under this paragraph
may not exceed 15,000 gallons or the anount sold under this
par agraph in cal endar year 2001, plus 10 percent, whichever
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anount is greater.

Section 4. AS 04.11.135(d) is anmended to read:

(d) Notwithstanding (a) of this section, the holder of a
brewpub |icense who, under the provisions of AS 04.11.450(b),
formerly held a brewery license and a restaurant or eating
pl ace license and who, under the former brewery Ilicense
manufactured beer at a location other than the prem ses
i censed under the forner restaurant or eating place |license
may

(1) manufacture not nore than 150,000 gallons of
beer in a cal endar year on prem ses other than the prem ses
i censed under the beverage di spensary |icense;

(2) provide a small sanple of the manufactured beer
free of charge at the location the beer is manufactured unl ess
prohi bited by AS 04.16.030; and

(3) sell the beer authorized to be manufactured
under this subsection

(A) on the prem ses |icensed under the beverage

di spensary license or other licensed prem ses of the

beverage di spensary licensee that are also licensed as a

beverage di spensary;

(B) to a wholesaler [I|icensed under AS

04.11. 160; [ SALES UNDER THI S SUBPARAGRAPH NMAY NOT EXCEED

15, 000 GALLONS OR THE AMOUNT SOLD UNDER THI S SUBPARAGRAPH

| N CALENDAR YEAR 2001, PLUS 10 PERCENT, WH CHEVER AMOUNT

| S GREATER; ] or

(C© to an individual who is present on the
prem ses descri bed under (A) of this paragraph, or where
the beer is manufactured, in quantities of not nore than
five gallons per day.

Section 5. AS 04.11.135(d) is anended to read:

(d) Notwithstanding (a) of this section, the holder of a
brewpub |icense who, under the provisions of AS 04.11.450(b),
formerly held a brewery license and a restaurant or eating
pl ace license and who, under the former brewery I|icense
manufactured beer at a location other than the premn ses
I icensed under the former restaurant or eating place |icense
may

(1) manufacture not nore than 150,000 gallons of
beer in a cal endar year on prem ses other than the premn ses
I i censed under the beverage di spensary |icense;

(2) provide a snmall sanple of the manufactured beer
free of charge at the location the beer is manufactured unless
prohi bited by AS 04.16. 030; and

(3) sell the beer authorized to be nanufactured
under this subsection
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(A) on the premses |icensed under the beverage
di spensary license or other |icensed prenm ses of the
beverage di spensary |licensee that are also licensed as a
bever age di spensary;

(B) to a whol esal er i censed under
AS 04.11.160; sales wunder this subparagraph my not
exceed 15,000 gallons or the anpbunt sold under this
subparagraph in calendar year 2001, plus 10 percent,
whi chever anpunt is greater; or

(C to an individual who is present on the
prem ses descri bed under (A) of this paragraph, or where
the beer is manufactured, in quantities of not nore than
five gallons per day."

Thi s anendnment al so provides that sections 2 and 4 take effect July
1, 2005 and sections 3 and 5 take effect Decenber 31, 2005.

Co- Chair W/I ken noved for adopti on.

Co-Chair Geen objected for an explanation. She noted a title
change would be required if this anendnent were adopt ed.

M. Pawl owski relayed that Representative Meyer supports this
anmendnent. It would create a tenporary conprom se for brewubs and
brewers in an attenpt to "better solution to the operation of their
business in the State.” It would provide a five-nonth reprieve of
the restriction on the amount of beer that a brewpub is allowed to
sell to a wholesaler. The intent is that the inpacted groups woul d
present a long-termsolution to the legislature the foll ow ng year.

Co-Chair Green noted the presence of representatives of brewubs
avai l abl e to respond to questi ons.

Senat or O son requested assurance that this amendment would not
i npact dry or danp comunities.

M. Pawl owski replied that the anmendnent woul d have no inpact on
dry communities. A local option always supersedes any other
license. He qualified he was unfamliar with the laws regul ating
t he whol esal e distribution of Iiquor to danp comunities.

Co-Chair W I ken expressed initial concern, as a constituent is
i nvol ved in brewpub operations. Upon consulting this constituent,
he learned that the "little guy" is protected in this anendnent. He
t herefore supported the anendnent.

Co-Chair Green renoved her objection to the adoption of the
amendnent .
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The amendrment was ADOPTED with no further objection.

Co-Chair W I ken remained uncertain that the | anguage in the bil
would require that |odges owned by a sole proprietor or a
partnership obtain the al cohol dispensary |icense. He suggested the
definition of business be clarified in this instance or that a
provision inserted to require that an outdoor recreation | odge nust
possess a business license to qualify for the al cohol dispensary
license.

M. Paw owski remarked the sponsor's intent is that the |egislation
is to apply to businesses. Therefore a provision requiring an
operator to secure a business |icense before qualifying for the
al cohol license is appropriate. The | anguage currently in the bill
is based on the AS 4.11.090(d) statute governing beverage
di spensary |icense.

Co-Chair WIken requested an opportunity to have an anendnent
drafted to provide for the clarifying | anguage.

The bill was HELD in Comm tt ee.

COW TTEE SUBSTI TUTE FOR SENATE BI LL NO. 20(JUD)
"An Act relating to of fenses agai nst unborn children.™

This was the first hearing for this bill in the Senate Finance
Conmittee.
Senat or Dyson, sponsor of the bill, testified this |egislation had

under gone extensive review in the Senate Health and Soci al Services
and Judiciary conmittees. He requested the Committee work from
COW TTEE SUBSTI TUTE SB 20 (JUD), Version "R' rather than COW TTEE
SUBSTI TUTE SB 20 (2ndJUD), Version "U'.

Co-Chair G een noted no objection was voiced to this request and
COW TTEE SUBSTI TUTE SB 20 (JUD) was before the Committee.

Senator Dyson stated that this legislation "follows" the federal
Unborn Child Protection Act. It was discovered that the federal |aw
only applies in those instances when a federal crine was commtted
on federal property. The State attorney general reconmended a
parallel State |law be enacted to allow for the prosecution of an
assault or nurder of an unborn child in conjunction with the
prosecution of an assault or nurder of a pregnant woman.
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Co-Chair Geen remnded that the Senate Finance Conmttee
considered simlar legislation the previous session. The
| egi sl ation before the Committee presently is an inprovenent.

Senat or Dyson concurr ed.

ANNA FRANKS, Chief Executive Oficer, Planned Parent hood of Al aska,
testified via teleconference from Anchorage to the COW TTEE
SUBSTI TUTE SB 20 (2ndJUD) version of the bill. She read her
testinmony into the record as foll ows.

W would |ike to thank Senator Dyson for his ongoing
commitnment to children and famlies. First and forenost,
Pl anned Par ent hood agrees with Senator Dyson that the |oss of
a pregnancy due to an act of violence is a tragic event. W
share his goal of nmaking it a greater crinme when such an
unfortunate circunstance happens.

However, we are unable to support the bill as currently
witten. As | have indicated when neeting with many of you
individually, we have an alternative approach that would
acconpl i sh greater penalties when a pregnant wonan i s harned.
We view |l egislation such as this as part of a national trend
designed to erode the foundation of a woman's right to choose
as set forth in Roe v. Wade by elevating the | egal status of
all stages of prenatal devel opment under state | aws.

| ndeed, Senator Dyson has indicated that this is the intent of

the bill. Wth all respect, however, Senator Dyson al so stated
during his conments to Senate Judiciary that the intent of the
bill is not to undermne the right to | egal abortion.

| therefore suggest that an alternative we can all agree on: a
penal ty enhancenent approach that would nake it one felony
count higher to harma pregnant woman when the result ends in
m scarriage or stillbirth. W've consulted with our |ega

staff and have |l earned this approach is nore likely to reach
of fenders because the | anguage is much clearer. The resulting
penalty would be as stiff as the penalties outlined in the
current version of SB 20.

There's an area within this bill | hope this conmttee wll
address, particularly because the fiscal notes to this bill
are zero or unknown. The current bill does not exclude actions

a not her may take agai nst herself. Perhaps, but | don't think
so, the Departnent of Lawis there and could speak to this. In
particular, | call your attention to page 3, Section 2 and
specifically the provisions within the first and second-degree
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assault sections. The |anguage now says that a premature
birth, that is the birth before 37 weeks, or the birth of a
baby weighing less than five and one-half pounds is
[ i ndi scerni ble] evidence of serious physical injury. Under

this bill, premature births would be considered a basis for
exam ni ng whether or not a woman woul d be guilty of assault
against her own child in wuterus. | find this to be

i nconpr ehensi bl e.

My close friend gave birth to her baby at 28 weeks, al nost
three nonths premature. Her son weighed just three pounds. She
herself was a premature baby who also weighed just three
pounds but the evidence as to whether or not this may be
hereditary is inconclusive. She did not snpoke. She did not
drink and in fact had a healthy pregnancy. Yet if this bil
passes, births like these, or perhaps even spontaneous
m scarriages, would be called into questions.

Snoking while pregnant is nmy final exanple. The new State
website for pregnancy [indiscernible] states that pregnant who
snoke should be aware of increased risks to their offspring
i ncl udi ng spontaneous abortion, low birth weight, sudden
i nfant death syndrome, etc. Wuld snoki ng while pregnant then
result in charges against a wonman? Is this what we want to
acconplish through this bill.

Wnen need to understand the risks of snoking and everything
must be done to sway their behaviors. But do we want to
crimnalize this and suffer the enotional inplications and
i ndeed the financial inplications when approximtely one in
ten children in Al aska are | ow birth wei ght?

This is a policy call that should be seriously considered.

In closing, the current version of SB 20 could create an
environment of fear, as wonmen risk their lives to protect
t hensel ves or forego nedical treatnent because they're afraid
t hey may be char ged.

| urge this commttee to amend the bill to include |anguage
that allows wonen to have healthy children and allows us to
have stricter penalties against those in society who harm
wonen. Planned Parenthood is very willing to work with the
commttee to acconplish this.

CASSANDRA JOHNSON testified via tel econference from Anchorage as
foll ows.
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| worked for nine years with donestic violence victins and
survivors including two years with the State Counsel on
Donestic Violence and Sexual Assault. |I'm grateful the
legislature is willing to address this devastating problem
that is all too prevalent in our state. But | cannot support
this bill inits current draft.

Donestic violence experts nationwi de are unaninous in their
opposition to bills such as this. Previous conmttees have
heard from several such experts in our own state and they've
done a wonderful job about [indiscernible] the issues. But
some points are worth repeating.

Since the late 1970s, Al aska has been in the top five states
for reported sexual assault. | think we can all agree it is
not a distinction that we want to have [indiscernible].
Hom cide is the nunber one killer of pregnant wonen in our
country: 240,000 pregnant wonen, six percent of all pregnant
wonen are battered each year. Injury to the fetus is first and
forembst an injury to a pregnant woman where the fetus
resides. She is the one who deals with the increased enotional
tensions and stress that usually precede a violent episode.
She feels the constant fear. She feels the physical pain. She
works hard to hide the physical and enotional scars from
famly and friends. It is inperative that any fair and just
| egislation deal with that as a primary issue.

In 2002 Al aska |l ed the nation in wonen killed by a significant
other. Clearly sonething needs to be done. \Wat can be done.
Shelters and donestic violence prograns in Alaska do
extraordinary things every day to inprove the lives of wonen
and children. And they do it with relatively little funds.
They can definitely use an increase in State fundi ng beyond
what has been appropriated this session.

W need to educate all nenbers of our society that we will not
tol erate gender violence in Alaska. This education needs to
start at a very early age. This body could nandate
conpr ehensi ve age- appropri ate education prograns about gender
violence in all schools in the State.

Certain enhancenments would recognize the crine conmtted
agai nst a pregnant wonan and give courts the flexibility to
consider the harmor |oss of the fetus.

While | understand this bill would not crimnalize the

pregnant wonen who returns to an abusive partner. Wat about
t he woman who del ays or does not seek proper nedical attention
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after a violent beating for fear her partner or herself wll
be charged under this bill. That could have di sastrous effects
on her physical and enotional health and she will nost likely
return to suffering in silence.

Acts of violence against wonen are abhorrent but they are
especi al ly disturbing when commtted agai nst a pregnant wonan.
When a violent crine causes an injury to a pregnant wonan t hat
results in a mscarriage or stillborn we all share the desire
to ensure that the crimnal justice systemresponds decisively
and firmy to exact the appropriate punishnment. Protecting
pregnant wonen and famlies fromviolence is a serious problem
that deserves to be elevated above political agendas and
partisan politics.

M CHAEL MACLEUD- BALL, Executive Director, Alaska Cvil Liberties
Union, testified via teleconference from Anchorage to "echo" the
comments of the previous two speakers. He continued his testinony
as follows.

The Al aska Civil Liberties Union opposes the passage of this
bill in its present form W do also support efforts to
enhance puni shnent for attacks agai nst pregnhant wonen.

We think that the current bill in its current form has sone
potential constitutional problens. In particular its related
to the lack of an exenption for a woman comm tting harnfu

acts against herself resulting in harm to the fetus. The
privacy right as you know guarantees the woman's right to
control her own body in the absence of a conpelling state
interest. The Roe v. Wade decision has interpreted that right
to protect the right to abortion unilaterally, in sonme stages
during the pregnancy and conditionally in other tines.

This law would crimnalize activity with respect to the fetus
anyway, that is less harnful than abortion. If a worman has the
right to abort under the constitution, it sinply stands to
reason that she has the right to do other things during her
pregnancy that fall short of abortion.

The other interest affect of this bill is that it wll
encourage nore abortions. Consider a worman who's anxi ous about
an activity that she has engaged in during pregnancy that may
result in harm to the fetus. Wiy would she risk crimna
liability by bearing that child when she could avoid it sinply
by havi ng an aborti on.

This bill unfairly penalizes wholly innocent and | egal
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behavior. So for exanple lets assune that a woman i s pregnant
but she does not yet know she's pregnant. She mght be
drinking and snmoking up a storm and ultimately have harnfu

affect on the child. It seens to ne that there are a coupl e of
inplications to this. First and forenost, the cost to the
State in attenpting to prove crimnal activity will sky rocket
it seens to ne because it will be very difficult to determ ne
from what behavior the harmto the child m ght have resulted.
Wuld it be the drinking that occurred in the early stages of
pregnancy or was it drinking that occurred in the | ate stages
of pregnancy? Wuld it have been one particular act or several
different acts and how does one prove exactly where the
dividing line is there? .. Let's just take the strict
hypot hetical, where a woman drinks a lot during the early
stage of pregnancy when she doesn't even know she is pregnant.
Is she crimnal [indiscernible]? How does the State prove that
the harmto the fetus happened fromthe activities during that
st age.

We think there are real proof problens for the State that wll
i ncrease their prosecution costs. | don't have any nunbers on
this because it's a purely hypothetical situation. Suffice to
say though that we do think that there are practical problens
as well as constitutional problenms with this bill in its
present form and therefore the Al aska G vil Liberties Union
continues to oppose its passage.

Senat or Dyson asked if the witness intended to infer that the ACLU
hold the position that a woman should be allowed to cause any
damage to her unborn child and that such behaviors would be a
protected act.

M. Macleud-Ball replied that the ACLU does not take that position,
but rather supports the position of the constitutional right to an
abortion that is unilateral during certain stages of the pregnancy.
Subsequently a woman shoul d be protected agai nst prosecution for
other activities that would be less harnful to the fetus. There is
no clear answer to the question as the issue has not been brought
before the courts. However, the ACLU deens inportant the concern of
whet her this |egislation would cause a constitutional violation.

Senat or Dyson concluded that his evaluation of the wtness
position was correct.

BRENDA STANSI LL, Director, Center for Non-Violent Living, and chair
of a steering conmttee of the Al aska Counsel on Donestic Viol ence
and Sexual Assault, testified via teleconference from an offnet
| ocation in appreciation of the |anguage inserted into the bil
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providing that victins of donestic violence would not be held
accountable for the actions of soneone else as a result of
returning to an abusive situation. However, this was just one of
many concerns the Center had with regard to this |egislation.

Ms. Stansill renained concerned about the wonman "riding the roller
coaster"” who does know she is pregnant. In addition she questioned
whet her snowmrachi ners, horseback riders, water skiers, marathon
runner and other active wonmen would be protected against
prosecution under the provisions of this legislation. Wuld a
pregnant wonman be held liable for any strenuous activity. She was
unsure "where this bill stopped" and noted the "never ending
question of "what if'".

Ms. Stansill suggested returning the focus to a crinme against the
mother. |If a woman is abused and miscarries or the fetus is
damaged, the offender should be charged wth a higher-1level crine.
She cited a North Carolina state | aw as a vi abl e sol uti on.

Ms. Stansill also suggested that such offenses be considered an
aggravator in sentencing guidelines. Currently a perpetrator guilty
of beating a pregnant worman with fists is convicted of third degree
assault, a msdeneanor. In nost instances, if such an offender
pl eads guilty to this offense, the charge woul d be reduced to forth
degree assault. The penalty should "fit the crinme".

Ms. Stansill expressed support for protecting children and asserted
that those who perpetrate viol ence against a pregnant wonman that
results in harm to an unborn child should be held accountable.
However, she doubted this bill would acconplish this m ssion.
Instead, as with other efforts nationally, the focus has been
directed at the possibility of pregnant nothers inflicting damge
on their unborn children.

Ms. Stansill recommended the bill be returned to the Senate
Judiciary Conmittee for further anmendnents.

Co- Chair Green enphasized that activities associated with sports
woul d not be crimnalized under the provisions of this |egislation.
She pointed out the multiple stipulations of "intent" "know ngly"
and "extrene indifference" required for prosecution.

Co-Chair Green spoke to the primary difference between the two
Senate Judiciary Commttee versions of the bill. The work order
nunber of the second conmttee substitute adopted by that commttee
is 24-LS0197\U. She noted that the previous w tness' conments to
the provision exenpting pregnant wonmen who return to an abusive
rel ati onship, were directed to Version "U'
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Senat or Hof fman established that the l|anguage in Version "U
relating to holding harm ess a pregnant wonman who returns to a
donmestic violence situation was not included in Version "R

Co-Chair Green affirned.

ANDREA DOLL testified on her own behalf in Juneau that this is a
"fairly dangerous bill" because it provides status to an unborn
child and to the nother as two separate legal entities. This would
make it inpossible for a woman to nake deci sions about her body
wi thout the threat of crimnal ramfications. She suggested that a
differential be nmade between a fetus that is totally dependant upon
the nother's body and a fetus that could be self-sustained.
However, this is not the issue. Rather the issue is that a wonman
has a right to govern her body. If a wonman does not have this right
she questioned the claim that |awrmkers support human rights.
Support for human rights should include the rights of wonen

Ms. Doll assuned that violence against wonen is a crinme. She argued
for greater protection of wonen. She recalled the history of
wonen's rights when wonen were jailed and tortured because they
wanted the right to vote. Wonen still fight today for their human
rights. Al though wonen are allowed the right to vote, the right to
her body had been circunvent ed.

Ms. Doll requested the Commttee amend the bill to make it |ess
"radical", as it appears to be witten in "black and white terns".
It should reflect nore conprom se and should be returned to the
Senate Judiciary Commttee for greater review.

Senator Dyson remarked that he had attenpted to respond to
criticisns raised. The Departnent of Law advised that the first
Senate Judiciary Cormittee substitute should be considered rather
than the second version. He asserted to the "virtual inpossibility”
that a woman would be charged for her activities unless those
activities were "raised to the level"” of "know ngly and reckl essly
endangering” the fetus. In discussion over attenpts to elimnate
all the "what ifs", it was determ ned that the |anguage of Version
"R' is sufficient.

Senat or Dyson shared that he and Senator Hollis French investigated
the option of increasing penalties for crines of violence commtted
agai nst a pregnant woman. They concluded that such provision is
pertinent to a different section of |law and woul d create "several
areas of possible conflict" including the possibility of a double
j eopardy offense. The two senators agreed to work together to
enhance penalties for assaults on wonen, particularly in instances

SFC- 05 (34) 04/ 28/ 05



of donestic violence. However, this legislation is not the
appropri ate nethod.

CH P WAGONER, Executive Director, Alaska Catholic Conference
testified in Juneau that the Conference is the "official public
policy voice of the church in Al aska". The church supports this
bill. At |east nine other states have adopted simlar |egislation.
He continued his testinony as foll ows.

As creatures created in the imge of God, we all have an
i nherent dignity that comes not from our successes, titles or
bank accounts, but from God hinself. As such, each and every
human being from conception to natural death, has a
fundanmental right to life and to those things that nmake life
truly human: food, clothing, housing, health care, education,
security, social services and enpl oynent.

Senate Bill 20 recognizes that a child in the wonb deserves
protection just as you and | deserve protection. This is
dramatically brought hone to nme earlier this session as | was
listening to testinony before this very commttee from nenbers
of the Key Canpaign, the parents of disabled children and the
di sabl ed children thensel ves. One of the parents said, sitting
in this very chair, when you are pregnant you have great and
wonderful dreanms for your child. That is so true. Therefore,
when an unborn child is taken and those dreans are shattered,
t he responsi bl e party should be hel d accountabl e nuch as they
would if you or I were the victim

Many changes have been made to this statute as its gone
t hrough the | egislative process, which is one of the reasons
why the | egislative process is one of the great inventions of
manki nd and humanki nd.

A woman who has a drinking addiction under this bill no | onger
woul d be held accountable for a crinme of harmng her child
because she really is a victimherself.

Wth regard to violence in the home, donestic violence, there
are many wonen for many reasons that will not |eave or cannot
| eave that situation. Sone mght even say for religious
reasons. G hers fear of own life. Qthers fear their children's
|ive because nmany tines in a donestic violence situation it's
not the wonen who's threatened, it's the children who are
threatened if the wonan does sonething. And there's economc
reasons - just lots of reasons, particularly in some of our
rural areas where you can't get away as easily as just driving
down the busy street of a city.
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So the Catholic Conference would support keeping in the bill,
a provision that the nmere fact of living in a donestic
vi ol ence situation does not rise to the conduct in any way
shape or formthat could |lead to her being charged with the

crime under this bill. W feel that this is the right way to
go. It just nakes it clear, by having it witten in the bil
and we think it will help the bill in its eventual passage. W

don't see it comng up the crimnal justice systemif that's
made clear in the bill.

Senator Hoffrman clarified the witness supports the second version
passed fromthe Senate Judiciary Commttee, Version "U'

M. Wagoner affirned.

Co-Chair Geen directed a nenber of her staff to explain the
di fferences between the two Senate Judiciary Commttee substitutes
and why the Senate Finance Conmittee should choose to consider
Version "R".

KIM CARNOT, Staff to Co-Chair Green, testified to her understanding
of the reason Senator Dyson decided to recommend Version "R' to the
Conmittee. The | anguage adopted in Version "U was too broad. This
bill was designed to crimnalize conduct and inserting exenptions
into crimnal |anguage is problematic as it is difficult to define
the activities intended for exenption. The sponsor had attenpted to
include a provision relating to fetal alcohol syndronme but
encountered difficulty in defining and neasuring the condition

Mental states are established to determ ne whether conduct rises to
a certain crimnal level. Version "R' does not include |anguage
that stipulates that the action of a wonan who remains in a violent
situation manifests to the extrene indifference to the value of
humman |ife. Conduct that denmonstrates such a manifestation includes
"wal king into a crowded room and opening fire".

Ms. Carnot shared that the Departnent of Law and the Division of
Legal and Research Services advised that a woman's decision to
remain in a battered relationship ordinarily would not rise to that
| evel of conduct. However, circunstances would occur in which the
decision to remain in the relationship my rise to the |level of
extreme indifference. Also considered was whether to establish
tinmelines on domestic violence incidents. For exanple, if the
of fense occurred five years prior, it could be understandabl e that
the woman was currently in the relationship. However, the exenption
woul d excuse not only this woman, but al so the wonman who returns
after being beaten every day for the previous four weeks and
required hospitalization. At some point the conduct, nental state
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and intent of the second woman would rise to a crimnal |evel. For
this reason a "bl anket exenption" was not supported.

Co-Chair Green surmsed that the issue is fundanentally the nental
state of the woman. The intent to not prosecute all pregnant wonen
who return to an abusive relationship is expressed el sewhere in the
| egi sl ation.

Senat or Hof fman asked if the aforenentioned dial og was consi dered
by the Senate Judiciary Conmmttee in it's action in adopting
Version "U', which provided the exenption.

Senat or Dyson replied that adequate review of this matter was not
given at that time. He accepted fault for this, as he was
attenpting to nove the bill through the |egislative process.

Senator Dyson offered a notion to report SB 20, 24-LS0197\R, from
Commttee with individual recommendati ons and acconpanyi ng fi scal
not es.

Senator Hoffrman announced he would not object to the notion.
However he expressed "serious reservations" about the choice of
Version "R' over Version "U

There was no objection and COW TTEE SUBSTI TUTE SB 20 (JUD) was
MOVED from Conmittee with zero fiscal note #1 fromthe Departnent
of Public Safety, fiscal note #2 from the Departnent of
Adm nistration in an indetermnate anount, and zero fiscal note #3
fromthe Departnent of Corrections.

SENATE BILL NO 164

"An Act relating to the sal non product devel opnent tax credit;
providing for an effective date by anending an effective date
in sec. 7, ch. 57, SLA 2003; and providing for an effective
date."

This was the first hearing for this bill in the Senate Finance
Comm ttee.

TI M BARRY, Staff to Senator Stedman, the bill's sponsor, noted the
proposed comm ttee substitute.

Co-Chair WIlken offered a notion to adopt CS SB 164, 24-LS0589\L,
as a wor ki ng docunent.

Co-Chair Green objected for an expl anati on.

AT EASE 4:12:14 PM/ 4:15:01 PM
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[ Note: Conputer mal function was corrected. Periodic tinestanps are
avai l able fromthis point forward.]

M. Barry read the sponsor statenment into the record as foll ows.

Senate Bill 164 extends the deadline for sal non processors to
recei ve a sal non product devel opnent tax credit. Under current
| aw (AS 43. 75.035), processors can claimthe credit only for
property first placed into service by the end of this cal endar
year (Decenmber 31, 2005). SB 164 woul d give processors three
nore years (until Decenber 31, 2008) to claimthe credit. The
legislation also clarifies what types of itens are eligible
for the tax credit, to nore effectively achieve the
| egi sl ature's goal of encouraging Al aska's seafood processors
to devel op i nnovative val ue-added sal non products.

4:15:51 PM
M. Barry continued reciting the sponsor statenent as foll ows.

In 2003, the legislature passed and the Governor signed
| egislation that allows processors to claima credit on the
tax liability on new equi pnment they have purchased to add
val ue to sal non using innovative processing techniques. The
bill (HB 90) that becane this |aw was proposed by the Joint
Legislative Sal nmon Industry Task Force, and was part of an
effort by Alaska's elected | eaders and the fishing industry to
create incentives for the industry to take investnent risks
and produce new sal non products that add val ue to our sal non.
It has worked: a nunber of processors have taken advantage of
this tax credit. SB 164 extends the deadline for applying for
the credit for another three years, to the end of 2008. In
addition, the bill defines the kind of investnent that
qualifies for the credit, making it clear that processors
shoul d be produci ng new, innovative sal nmon products in order
to benefit fromthis program The |egislation has been drafted
in consultation with the Tax D vision of the Departnent of
Revenue, incorporating | essons learned in the first two years
of administering the credit, to ensure that managenent and
enforcenment are efficient and effective.

Senate Bill 164 is supported by many Al aska sal non processors
and fishernen as a valuable tool in inproving the quality and
net worth of our wld sal non.

4.:17:56 PM

M. Barry noted the Senate Resources Conmttee substitute, which
i ncorporated a conceptual anmendnent offered after the testinony of
an at-sea processor. The original version of the bill did not allow
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the tax credit to apply to any canning equi pnent. The intent was to
transition from canned salnon products. However, processors
requested the credit extend to equi pnent used for "pop top" cans,
as this is new type of product. The conm ttee substitute reflects
this all owance.

4:19:29 PM

MARK VI NSEL, Executive Director, United Fishernmen of Al aska,
testified in support of the bill and the conmttee substitute. He
continued his testinmony as foll ows.

Since the Joint Legislative Sal non Task Force passed this bil
and sone other bills, the ex-vessel value total for salnmon for
Alaska is up $73 mllion. That's a 45 percent increase from
2002. That increase has al so brought an increase of $2 mllion
in the raw fish tax, based on the ex-vessel price to
fishernmen.

O her good news is [that] the total inports of salnon were
down | ast year to the US donestic market. So there's a better
opportunity for product devel opnent to nove forward. SB 164 is
an inportant tool in the transition of these new products to
conpete in the marketpl ace.

Pop top cans are inportant. Yesterday there was a press
rel ease from Lisa Mirkowski that we expect to be getting
canned salnmon in the Wwnen, Infants and Children programin
the donmestic market. Governnent purchase prograns - we're
al ways | ooking to increase canned salnon in the governnent
purchase prograns. The requirenent for a can opener has been
one inpedinment to sonme of the foreign aid prograns.

UFA supports this bill for continued product devel opnent to
hel p continue the trend of increase whol esale and ex-vessel
prices, which should show a return in revenues to the State.

4:21:13 PM

Co-Chair Green, noting Section 1, amending AS 43.75.035(b)(2) on
page 1, lines 10 and 11, asked the significance of extending the
date that property eligible for the tax credit nust be first placed
into service from Decenber 31, 2005 to Decenber 31, 2008. She asked
if such an extension would be continually sought.

4:21:34 PM

M. Vinsel responded that product developnent is a long-term
process. He attributed the limted product devel opment nmade in the
previous years to the low salnmon prices. Wth the stabilized
mar ket, such efforts are feasible. He predicted significant
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i ncreases in product devel opnent would occur in the next three
years.

4:22:31 PM

Senat or Hof fman asked if the salnon industry was still ranked as
t he nunber one enpl oyer in Al aska.

4:22:53 PM

M. Vinsel replied that the Departnent of Labor and Workforce
Devel opnent reports that the construction industry has surpassed
the fishing industry as the top enployer in the state.

4:23: 03 PM

KRI'S NORRI' S, CGovernnent Affairs, Icicle Seafoods, Inc., testified
about the 40-year history of the corporation that operates
t hroughout the coastal areas of Alaska. Icicle Seafood supports
this bill and has participated in this programin the |ast three
years. These efforts have increased customer acceptance of sone new
products. One project involved sal non roe packaged in a "nodified
at nosphere” that allows for a longer shelf life. This subsequently
brings sonme stability to the market place and has been w dely
accepted by custoners.

Ms. Norris remarked that many conpani es devel op busi ness plans for
future years and that the original deadline of 2005 did not provide
adequate tinme to inplenment changes. Extension of the program woul d
benefit Al aska.

4:25:11 PM

Co-Chair WIlken offered a notion to report CS SB 164, 24-LS0589\L,
from Commttee with individual recomendations and acconpanyi ng
fiscal note.

There was no objection and CS SB 164 (FIN) was MOVED from Conm ttee
with zero fiscal note #1 fromthe Departnment of Revenue.

4:25:35 PM

CS FOR SENATE BILL NO 175(L&C)

"An Act relating to dispensing opticians, to dispensing
optician apprentices, to the Board of D spensing Opticians,
and to the practice of dispensing opticianry; and providing
for an effective date.”
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This was the first hearing for this bill in the Senate Finance
Conmi ttee.

JANE ALBERTS, staff to Senator Bunde and aide to the Senate Labor
and Comrerce Commttee, presented the bill sponsored by that
Conmittee. This bill would allow the statutes providing for the
Board of Dispensing Opticians to |apse, transferring its authority
of regulating opticians to the D vision of Cccupational Licensing.
Di spensing opticians would continue to be |icensed.

Ms. Al berts relayed that although the Miurkowski Adm nistration has
i ndicated that the nunmber of boards and conm ssions should be
reduced, Senator Bunde had noticed this was not occurring.

Ms. Al berts stressed that the continuation of the |icensing program
woul d ensure that the quality of care would renmain high

4:28:14 PM

Senat or O son asked the nunber of actions taken against |icensees
in the past.

4:28:24 PM

Ms. Alberts was unaware of the amount and recall ed one instance
several years prior. She noted that 28 states continue to |icense
these activities.

4:29: 03 PM

Senat or O son asked how infractions would be prosecuted in the
absence of formal review

4:29:12 PM

Ms. Alberts replied that this function would be transferred to the
Di vi sion of Cccupational Licensing.

4:29:25 PM

PAT DAVIDSON, Director, Division of Legislative Audit, testified
that in the nost recently conpleted audit of this board, the
Di vision of Legislative Audit recommended the board be allowed to
sunset. A registration process was suggested rather than nandatory
licensing. This bill would allow the board to sunset, retain the
licensing requirenent, and i npl enment three other audi t
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r ecommrendat i ons.
4:30:29 PM

LARRY HARPER, Anerican Board of Optonetrists, testified via
tel econference from Anchorage in support of the bill.

4:30: 37 PM

CHRI STI BRAND, President, Opticians Association of Al aska testified
via teleconference froman offnet |ocation in support of the bil
and its passage from Conmitt ee.

4:30: 50 PM

Amendnent #1: This anendnent changes |anguage in AS 08.71.090.
Exam nation requirenent., anmended in Section 4 on page 2, follow ng
line 13, of the Senate Labor and Conmerce Conmittee substitute, to
provide that the Departnent of Commerce, Conmunity and Econom c
Devel opnent adopt an exam nation established by "a nationally
recogni zed professional organization" for "contact |ens exam ners"
and "di spensing opticians exam ners". Current statute stipulates
that the Contact Lens Registry examnation and the National
Opticianry Conpetency exam nation be adm ni stered.

This anmendnent also anends AS 08.71.090 to provide that these
exam nations "nmay" be adm nistered, rather than "shall".

Thi s anendnent al so changes the | anguage in AS 08.71.110(a)(2)(B)
anended in Section 5 on page 3, lines 15 through 18, to provide
that at |least 2,000 hours as a dispensing optician in eyegl asses or
at | east 2,000 hours as a dispensing optician in contact |enses may
be required for Ilicensure. Current |anguage of the conmmttee
substitute requires both prerequisites be net.

Co- Chair WI ken noved for adopti on.

4:30:58 PM

RICK URION, Director, Dvision of GOccupational Licensing,
Departnent of Commerce, Community and Econom c Devel opnent,
testified he has been coordination with opticians to ensure a
snooth transition. This anendnent woul d clear anbiguity in the bill
| anguage.

4.32:24 PM

Co-Chair G een understood the changes nade to Section 5 were
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gramat i cal
M. Uion affirned.

M. Uion explained the changes proposed to Section 4 are to
provi de assurances that the Division would not attenpt to "reinvent
t he wheel” and woul d i nstead adm ni ster recogni zed exam nati ons.

4:33: 02 PM

Co-Chair Geen appreciated the resolution to this issue, given
concerns expressed to her by constituents.

[ Note: The anmendnent was not fornmally adopted, although this was
the intent of the Committee.]

Co-Chair WIlken offered a notion to report CS SB 175 (L&C), as
anended, from Commttee wth individual recomendations and
acconpanyi ng fiscal note.

Wt hout objection, CS SB 175 (FIN) was MOVED from Conmttee with
zero fiscal note #1 fromthe Departnment of Commerce, Community and
Econom ¢ Devel oprent.

ADJ QURNVENT

Co-Chair Green adjourned the neeting at 4:34 PM
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