HOUSE FI NANCE COWM TTEE
April 2, 2007
1:42 P. M

CALL TO ORDER

Co- Chair Meyer called the House Finance Conmittee neeting to
order at 1:42:42 PM

MVEMBERS PRESENT

Representative M ke Chenault, Co-Chair
Representative Kevin Meyer, Co-Chair
Representative Harry Crawford
Representative Les Gara
Representati ve M ke Hawker
Representati ve Reggi e Joul e
Representative Mke Kelly
Representative Bill Thomas Jr.

MEMBERS ABSENT

Representative Bill Stoltze, Vice-Chair
Representative Richard Foster
Representative Mary Nel son

ALSO PRESENT

Karl een Jackson, Comm ssioner, Departnent of Health and
Social Services; Janet Carke, Assistant Conm ssioner,
D vision of Finance and Managenent Services, Departnent of
Health and Social Services; Ellie Fitzjarrald, Director,
Division of Public Assistance, Departnent of Health and
Social Services; Jeanette Lacey, Juneau; Marie Darlin,
Coordi nator, Capital Gty Task Force, AARP

PRESENT VI A TELECONFERENCE

Herbert Sinmon, O fnet (location not disclosed)

SUMVARY

HB 198 An Act establishing the Al aska senior assistance
paynment program repealing the senior care and
| ongevity bonus paynent prograns; and providing
for an effective date.
HB 198 was HEARD & HELD in Conmittee for further
consi der ati on.

AT EASE: 1:44:.28 PM

RECONVENE: 1:45: 38 PM
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#HB198
HOUSE BILL NO. 198

An  Act establishing the Alaska senior assistance
payment  program repealing the senior care and
| ongevity bonus paynent prograns; and providing for an
effective date.

1: 46: 38 PM

Co-Chair Chenault MOVED to ADOPT work draft #25-LS074\E,
M schel, 3/30/07, as the version of the bill before the
Conmittee. There being NO OBJECTION, it was adopt ed.

1:47:25 PM

REPRESENTATI VE M KE HAWER, SPONSOR, explained that the
original HB 198 established the Al aska Senior Assistance
Program to provide cash assistance paynents to |owincone
Al aska seniors. The program which is scheduled to sunset
June 30, 2007, was anended to renove the little used
prescription drug benefit and increase nonthly cash paynents
to Al askans, age 65 and older, based on their incones
related to the federal poverty |evel guidelines adjusted for
Al aska (FPL-A). Mnthly paynents are:

. $250 per nmonth to individuals with incone |ess than
75% of the FPL-A

. $175 per nonth to individuals with incone from 75%
to |l ess than 100% of the FPL-A

. $125 per nonth to individuals with income from 100%

to less than 135% of the FPL-A

Initially, it was proposed that the Al aska Seni or Assistance
Program conbi nes features of both the Longevity Bonus and
Senior Care progranms into a single needs based structure
that delivers real help to | owinconme seniors across Al aska.
It will sunset June 30, 2011.

Represent ati ve Hawker continued, the work draft renanmes the
program to the Alaska Senior Benefits Program It also
increases the incone |imt for the Alaska Senior Benefits
Program to 175% of the federal poverty |evel guidelines
adjusted for Alaska (FPA-A). Program partici pants whose
incone was between 100% and 175% of that formula would
recei ve $125 dollars per nonth as indicated in Section 8.

Representati ve Hawker pointed out that the increased incone
l[imt for Denali Kid Care to 175% of the federal poverty
| evel guidelines indicated in Section 5 includes a technical
change to correct sunset provisions, deleted in Section 13
of the original bill & inserting a new Section 17.
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1: 51: 44 PM

Representati ve Hawker discussed raising the cash conponent
| evel deci sion. Under the original Senior Care Program
there was both a drug benefit & cash conponent. The cash
conmponent had a cap of 135% of the federal poverty |evel
but the drug benefit provides for an incone level of up to
165% of the FPL-A, intended “to | eave no senior behind’; the
work draft proposes raising that level to 175%

1: 52: 29 PM

Representative Hawker thought that the proposed bil
includes the best features of the two prograns and could
deliver public health recognition of the plight for |ow
i ncome seniors. The proposed program will not be closed
but rather open to everyone at age 65 that resides in
Al aska.

HB 198 recogni zes that the nost powerful assistance to the

Al askan seniors is cash assistance. HB 198 is not a
Medicaid eligible program it will be taken only from the
CGeneral Fund. He recognized that over tine, it could

possi bly become a Medicaid eligible program He pointed out
it would sunset June, 2011.

1:55:46 PM

Represent ati ve Hawker continued, the bill identities & fixes
the Denali Kid Care policy ceiling, which provides health
insurance to children and pregnant wonen. Previously, that
program was established at 175% of the poverty level ceiling
to participate in the program The concern is that the
effects of inflation purchasing power did not increase. As
a result, the Alaska ceiling for that program eroded to
154% The Denali Kid Care is a Medicaid & federal matching
dollar program As long as the Denali Kid Care Programis
kept above 150% it is Medicaid eligible & that Al aska
qualifies for an enhanced matching rate, meaning 5% extra
HB 198 identifies the federal poverty |evel and needs based
prograns. The work draft adds clean up | anguage to address
the effective dates, noting the Denali Kid Care program does
not sunset.

1: 59: 42 PM

Representative Crawford understood that the |legislation
would no longer lock in the rate at 175% Representative
Hawker stated that was correct for both of the prograns,
including Denali Kid Care.

Representative Crawford noted |anguage on Page 7, Line 2,
referencing the household inconme to not exceed 135%
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Representative Hawker countered, that concept had been
addressed on Lines 25-27 of Amendnent #1. (Copy on File).

2:01: 01 PM

Representative Gara referenced the Denali Kid Care portion
of the bill, noting the possible loss of a federa
illegibility match. He thought the difference for the

federal match was 70% if Al aska does not conply, it neans
approximately a 57% match, pointing out the significant
di fference.

Representative Gara highlighted the fiscal difference of the
two prograns, listing questions with regard to the inclusion
& exclusion of the Longevity Bonus.

Represent ati ve Hawker responded that Alaska will loose if we
do not deal with the FPL-A and Denali Kid Care. It is
anticipated that nmoving the FPL-A of the Senior Benefits
portion from 135% to 175% results in a fiscal note that is
approximately $20 million dollars. There is difficultly in
determ ning who could be dually eligible under the original
Longevity Bonus. Assuming that all the new participants
under the Senior Benefits Program were eligible, it could
nmean an additional $15 nmillion dollars a year added to the
note. In reality, he thought there m ght be 1,000 eligible
seni ors.

2: 06: 04 PM

Representative Gara acknow edged that if the State falls
bel ow the 150% poverty line, the State could |oose federa

eligibility for the Denali Kid Care program He noted that
39 other states provide eligibility for their Denali Kid
Care program at 200% poverty level; also, it would allow
other mddle incone famlies to buy into the program He
asked if buying into health insurance had been considered

Representative Hawker replied it would be a program policy
change. HB 198 attenpts to renmedy the structura

inefficiencies in current statute. He agreed that expansion
of the program nerits consideration but requested it not be
included in HB 198. He commented that during the next few
years, the State is going to be faced with difficult
deci sions determ ning whether to maintain & sustain prograns
currently in place. Rei mbursenent rates are the single
greatest issue.

2:09: 11 PM

Representative Gara requested that Representative Hawker
keep an open-m nd, pointing out how small the fiscal note
actually is to offer that option. Represent ati ve Hawker
took the information under advi senent.
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2:10: 15 PM

Co-Chair Meyer inquired if any nenbers knew of other states
offering sonething simlar to a Permanent Fund Dividend
(PFD). Representative Hawker understood that Alaska is the
only State offering such a program HB 198 provides for the
Denali Kid Care paynent and the Senior Benefit paynent, both
needs based progranms, using federal eligibility criteria.
The PFD is not wused when determning the poverty |eve

amounts; there is no need for inclusion of a hold-harnless
provi si on.

Co-Chair Meyer estimated that the dividend could be up to
$2000 in the near future. Representati ve Hawker agreed,
stating that the PFD is a unique program & that there is a
sense it wll be growing;, he reiterated inclusion of the
sunset provision, which allows the Legislature to cone
forward and revisit all the proposed provisions.

2:13:18 PM

Co-Chair Meyer commented that because of the PFD, Al aska
should not be conpared to other states; he asked if other
pl aces provide a Senior Care Program Representative Hawker
di d not know how Al aska conpares to other places.

Co-Chair Meyer inquired if 150% had been considered as a
mat ch anmount, noting that he personally had encouraged
m nimum matching in all budgets. Representati ve Hawker

t hought that could be a legitimate policy call, adding that

on the Senior Care portion, he was confortable with the 175%
in the existing policy determnation, nowis “on the table”.

The prescription drug benefit eligibility should go away
with the program noting that it needs to be sonewhere
between 165% & 170% of the federal poverty |evel. He
preferred the 175% | evel and hoped to justify establishing
that |level for both seniors and children.

Representative Hawker acknowl edged that House Finance
Commttee (HFC) would be the place to determne a |esser
| evel , yet thought that the 175% evel gets Al aska closer to
the objective held in the original progr am whi | e
transitioning into a truly needs based program He
considered it a better policy direction.

Co- Chair Meyer pointed out that 175% was the nunber sel ected
four years ago wthout including an inflation ratio. He
worried about future funding with the proposed raise in
fiscal costs; the fiscal note was initially prepared at
135% whi ch IS now  proposed to rise to 175%
Represent ati ve Hawker suspected that the Departnent’s fiscal
note has not yet been conpl eted.

2:17: 59 PM
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Co-Chair Chenault addressed the difference in nunbers
submtted by Representative Gara. He provided incone
nunbers, including famly nenbers and the increases those
bring. He understood that insurance costs are high as well
as the costs in raising a famly.

Representati ve Hawker clarified for the record, what 175% of
poverty level would look |ike with real nunbers. The
nunbers for an Al askan adj usted poverty | evel today:

A single person qualifies at $30,170 dollars a year; a
couple living together would qualify at $40, 446 dollars
a year and famlies grow fromthere.

Representative Hawker admitted, it was a stretch for himto

enbrace the 175% nunber. He questioned the role of self
responsibility for those individuals and what the State is
expected to contribute. He reiterated that 175% was
gener ous.

2:21:16 PM

Representative Gara brought forward the idea of Universal
Heal th Care, commenting that Alaska “wll mss the boat” by
not |everaging federal funds to help provide health
insurance for all Kkids. He expl ained the process. Sone
i nsurance conpani es charge $3 to $5 thousand dollars for a
policy for a child. Denali Kid Care is able to provide
health insurance to kids at a State cost, close to $1
t housand dollars per child. He hoped to see that working
famlies having a difficult tinme buying insurance in the
mar ket place have an opportunity to insure their children

Six other states are now |everaging those federal dollars.
Representative Gara asked to discuss conprom ses, which
could help famlies to buy in, helping the mddle class. He
stressed that this is not welfare program

2:24: 25 PM

Co- Chair Meyer comrented that would be a “new twist” to the
i ssue. Representative Kelly acknow edged problens existing
for kid care and needy seniors. He disagreed with Governor
Mur kowski’s del etion of the Longevity Bonus, which at that
time, was on a downward phase out sl ope. He worried about
t he upcom ng decade of projected deficits. He clained that
the sunset «clause provides “zero confort”, recomendi ng
placing it on the front end. He supported the 150% nunber
inquiring if that could protect the ®“grandfathered seniors”
wi thout building up an entitlement in the future.

Representati ve Hawker acknow edged that nechanically, the
| anguage could be nodified; however, he did not know the
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| egal consequence; he was responsive to the proposed
arguments.

Representative Kelly questioned why the nunber for the
Denali Kid Care issue was not placed at a hold harm ess
position by adding only the inflationary factor at the
required |evel. Represent ati ve Hawker understood that was
what had happened and that the nunbers had been annually
rolled forward. The consequence is the State’'s ability to

sustain that offer. He added that Al aska has been “living
the luxury of wndfall revenues”, while continuing to
i ncrease funding |evels.

2:33:30 PM

Representative Kelly recommended that 150% be used as the
trigger point for both prograns. He worried about the
Senate increasing any adjustnent. Representative Kelly

reiterated concerns regarding sustainability.

2: 35: 36 PM

Representative Gara referenced the handout chart indicating
what other states use as their eligibility percentage for
the Denali Kid Care Program (Copy on File). He pointed
out the $100 million dollars proposed to the University for
a new building in the Capital Budget & other projects he did
not support. Those dollars could pay for the proposed
programs. He noted there are only two states, at this tine,
that provide | ess coverage than Al aska.

Representative Crawford attenpted to identify how Al aska has
gotten into the current situation. He encouraged
subsi di zing small business enployers to assist workers with
heal th insurance costs & concerns. He believed that could
encour age federal |everaging dollars.

Representati ve Hawker did not agree with previous coments.
He thought such considerations should be policy decisions,
whi ch bear “huge weight” in up comng years of health care
alternatives. He hoped that the Governor’s Executive Order
appointing a Health Care Council to evaluate, consider and
report to the Legislature with policies on those issues,
woul d be successful. Meanwhile, HB 198 addresses the short
term horizon and contains a sunset provision in order to
revisit these issues in the future.

2:41: 18 PM

Representative Crawford agreed, however, encouraged that a
long range consideration be debated now rather than as
concerns becone insurnountabl e. He reiterated his support
for a private health care system nodel
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2:42: 47 PM

HERBERT  SI MON, (TESTIFIED VI A TELECONFERENCE), OFFNET,
testified in support of the legislation. He suggested that
the State cannot depend on continuing federal funding and
saw the | egislation as a conprom se. He maintained that the
new program is inproved by providing an allowance for
variabl es. He added that he could not envision reenactnent
of an incone tax while a senior program exists.

JEANETTE LACY, BARTLETT REQ ONAL HOSPI TAL, JUNEAU, testified
in support of the legislation, which represents good soci al
policy. She referred to the poverty guide line, pointing
out that 100% of that guide neans only $12,000 a year for
one person. Representative Hawker agreed that was the
accurate nunber. [ Representative Hawker provided the
revi sed numbers, copy on file]. Ms. Lacy went on to give
additional information regarding the poverty guidelines,
pointing out that the fornula was developed in 1963; since
that tinme, it has not been nodified.

Ms. Lacy pointed out that a famly of 2 would not be able to
make nore than $29 thousand dollars a year @ 175% of the
guideline. Most of the uninsured are working famlies. M.
Lacy mai ntained that using the 175% benchmark above poverty
is not an adequate anmount for parents to purchase health
i nsur ance. She recommended that 200% be the bare m ni mum
nunber. Children should be the first ones receiving health
i nsur ance.

2:51: 02 PM

Representative Gara asked the anobunt a private health
i nsurance policy mght cost for a child. M. Lacey did not
know, indicating that she pays $3,000 dollars annually
through the Cty and Borough of Juneau (CBJ).

2:52:10 PM

MARI E DARLI N, COORDI NATOR, CAPITAL CTY TASK FORCE, ALASKA
ASSOCI ATI ON OF RETI RED PERSONS (AARP), testified in support
of the I|egislation. She referred to a letter provided to
the Conmttee. (Copy on File.)

Ms. Darlin noted that AARP had opposed deletion of the
Longevity Bonus Program She maintained that its deletion
resulted in a huge loss to seniors throughout the State.
She stated that AARP supports the Senior Care Programand is
in support of the new program She pointed out that the
asset test in Senior Care was problematic and spoke in
support of HB 198 as it does not include that test. She
voi ced support for the higher percentage nunber of 175%
noting the three beneficiaries:
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. A der wonmen, who did not work long or build up

assets;

. Al askans that did not have high paying positions;
and

. Rural Al askans who have not worked or been covered

by any i nsurance.
Ms. Darlin expressed concern that services be nade avail abl e
and spoke in support of prograns that keep seniors in their
homes. She urged passage of HB 198.

2:58: 54 PM

Representative Kelly questioned if AARP would support 175%
now, anticipating a reduction to 150% in five years due to
the Public Enployees Retirenment Systenf Teachers Retirenent

System (PERS/ TRS) concerns. M. Darlin declined to answer,

enphasi zing that AARP will work for a solution and are aware
of the probl ens.

3: 00: 08 PM

Representative Gara referenced the “Keep the Seniors at Hone
Proposal ", pointing out the success and spoke in support of
t he personal care attendance program

3:01: 02 PM

In response to a question by Co-Chair Chenault, M. Darlin
observed that the basic cost for three years in the Pioneer
Home is approximately $250,000 dollars. Most peopl e that
go into sone kind of a facility are usually there for about
three years.

3:02: 01 PM

Representative Crawford opined that he hoped to work
diligently to find nore options for the seniors.

3:03: 36 PM

Co-Chair Meyer questioned if other states have prograns
simlar to the Senior Care Program [ The Departnent was
unabl e to answer. ]

Representative Gara asked for a fiscal analysis of a two-
tiered senior bonus plan, questioning the addition of the
Longevity Bonus.

KARLEEN JACKSQON, COWM SSI ONER, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND

SQOCI AL SERVI CES, agr eed to provi de t he request ed
i nformation.
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Representative Gara asked the fiscal di fferences of
transiting from the current Denali Kid Care Program to
Uni ver sal cover age.

JANET CLARKE, ASSISTANT COW SSI ONER, DI VI SION OF FI NANCE
AND MANAGEMENT SERVI CES, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND SOCI AL
SERVICES, clarified that the total General Fund cost would
be approximately $6 million dollars, adding that there would
be co-pays and premuns & the federal share. She stated
that the change fromthe current programto the one proposed
by HB 198 would be $1.3 mllion dollars for half a year
with $600,000 in General Funds, adding 1,500 individuals
(pregnant worren and children.)

Representative Gara poi nted out that Representative Hawker’s
proposal, fromcurrent |aw going to 175% woul d, on an annual
basis add approximately $1.2 mllion dollars. Ms. C arke
estimated for FY09, $1.3 million dollars.

Representative Gara asked if for that period of tinme, the
General Fund cost for the Universal coverage would be
approximately $6 million dollars. M. C arke agreed.

3:08: 02 PM

Co- Chair Meyer observed that the State of North Dakota is at
140% asking if they received a federal match. Ms. O arke
could not speak to North Dakota s program reiterating that
a drop below 150% of poverty, results in a loss of federa
f unds.

Co- Chai r Meyer questioned if the Departnent had a
recommendat i on. Comm ssi oner Jackson acknow edged it was
the work of the Conmittee to determ ne the percentage. She
stressed the desire to continue the Senior Care Program or
sonmething like it. She added that nore noney spent upfront
on children results in savings in the future; she would not
speak to the proper split.

3:10: 37 PM

Representative Thomas requested nore information on prograns
of fered by other states.

Representative Kelly spoke to the current cost of the Senior
Care program he noted that it is being used at a |ower
level due to prescription drug prograns. Ms. O arke
clarified that anpbunt is approximately $10 nillion dollars.
Representative Kelly concluded that full use of all prograns
woul d cost around $30 million dollars. M. O arke responded
that the request was $33.7 nmillion dollars. Representative
Kelly worried about doubling the cost of the program

3:13:17 PM
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Representative Gara asked for a chart indicating the poverty
line for those living in Alaska as conpared to those living
in the | ower 48 states.

ELLI E FI TZJARRALD, DI RECTOR, DI VI SI ON OF PUBLI C ASSI STANCE,
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND SOCIAL SERVICES, clarified that
there is a 25% difference in the poverty |evel between
Al aska and other states. Representative Gara suggested that
the difference would result in a “wash” when taking into
consi deration the Longevity Bonus and the PFD prograns.

3:14: 37 PM

Representati ve Hawker MOVED to ADOPT Anendnent 1. Co-Chair
Meyer OBJECTED.

AMENDMENT 1

Page 4, lines 30 through 31:

Delete all material

Insert: “poverty line applicable to a famly of that
size according to the United States Departnent of
Heal t h and Human Servi ces [ FEDERAL OFFI CE OF MANAGEMENT
AND BUDGET], and who, but for earnings in excess of the
[imt established”

Page 6, lines 1 through 11:

Delete all materi al

I nsert: "whose household inconme does not exceed 175
percent of the federal poverty guideline as defined by
the United States Department of Health and Human
Services and revised under 42 U S.C. 9902(2)

(A) $2,208 A MONTH | F THE HOUSEHOLD CONSI STS OF TWD
PERSONS,;

(B) $2,782 A MONTH |IF THE HOUSEHOLD CONSI STS OF
THREE PERSONS;

(O $3,355 A MONTH | F THE HOUSEHOLD CONSI STS OF FOUR

PERSONS,;

(D) $3,928 A MONTH | F THE HOUSEHOLD CONSI STS OF FI VE
PERSONS,;

(E) $4,501 A MONTH |IF THE HOUSEHOLD CONSI STS COF SI X
PERSONS,;

(F) $5,074 A MONTH |IF THE HOUSEHOLD CONSI STS OF
SEVEN PERSONS;

(G $5,647 A MONTH IF THE HOUSEHOLD CONSI STS OF
El GHT PERSONS;

(H $5,647 A MONTH, PLUS AN ADDI TI ONAL $574 A MONTH
FOR EACH EXTRA PERSON ABOVE ElI GHT PERSONS WHO | S
IN THE HOUSEHOLD |F THE HOUSEHOLD CONSI STS OF
NI NE PERSONS OR MORE;”
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Page 7, line 2, follow ng “exceed”:
Del ete “135”
| nsert “175”

Representati ve Hawker explained that the amendnent corrects
exi sting statutory |anguage reference to the United States
(U.S.) Departnent of Health and Human Servi ces. The
amendnent also raises the level for pregnant wonmen and
corrects the nunber from 135% to 175% Additionally, it is
a correction from 135% to 175% whenever appropriate in the
bill.

Representative Gara questioned if Representative Hawker
woul d support the addition of Universal Care, noting that
costs would increase from $1.3 to $6 nillion dollars.
Representative Hawker said he would prefer to limt the
legislation, as it is and addressing only current statute.

Co-Chair Meyer WTHDREW his OBJECTI ON. There being NO
further OBJECTI ON, Anendnment 1 was adopt ed.

3:19:40 PM

Representative Gara MOED to ADOPT Anendnent 2, #25-
LSO0714\ A. 2, M schel 4/ 2/ 07. Representative  Hawker
OBJECTED

Representative Gara stated that Anmendnent 2 would correct
the statutory concerns with the eligibility of the Longevity
Bonus. That would |eave the Senior Care Program for those
peopl e that do not qualify for the Longevity Bonus Program

Representative Kelly asked if seniors were given the choice,
woul dn’ t t hey al | sel ect t he Longevity Bonus.
Representative Gara thought that sone would receive nore
under the Senior Care Program The applicant would nake
t hat decision, not creating a $49 nillion dollar overl ap.

Representative Hawker advised that the Departnent has
indicated that the restoration of the Longevity Bonus would
be approximately $33.7 mllion dollars. He addressed
Amendnent 2. The Longevity Bonus does not consider any need
of the individual. He thought that it would benefit 13,000
Al askans wthout regard to their incone |evel. He
reiterated the State’'s obligation to determ ne benefits, for
t he nost needy. He wanted to seek the “noral high-ground”
when determning terns and conditions, while not giving the
State’s wealth to the rich.

3:27:43 PM

Representative Crawford supported the Senior Care Program
however, he did not want to repeal the Longevity Bonus
program The anmendnent reinstates the Longevity Bonus. He
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recomrended renoving references to the Longevity Bonus and
asked if that would be considered a “friendly anmendnment”.
Representative Gara did not realize that there was a repea
of the Longevity Bonus throughout the bill.

Representati ve Hawker acknow edged that there is, which is
identified in the sectional analysis in Section 15.
Representative Gara was surprised. The repeal gets rid of
the Longevity Bonus & by getting rid of the repeal, there
woul d be a Longevity Bonus that woul d be unenforceable. He
woul d not consider that a friendly amendnent.

Representative Hawker reiterated that the deletion of the
Longevity Bonus is stated clearly in the title of the bill.

3:31:59 PM

Representative Gara noted the reference to the fact that the
Longevity Bonus plan hel ps wealthy seniors. The Senior Care
Plan only protects the nost i npoverished seniors,
i ndi viduals who earn $22 thousand dollars a year. Assuning
the costs of rent [Pioneer Hone @ $2300/nonth], nedical,
transportation, needs nore than 175% of the poverty |evel
The program gives noney to those that are the nost
i npoveri shed. He enphasized that the anobunt of noney |eft
on the table for the oil industry |ast year could cover the
deficit. People on the Longevity Bonus roll are going to
decr ease. He recommended that the State could do better
than hel ping only the nost inpoverished, pointing out that
the fiscal notes would not be out of line if seniors were
gi ven the choice of one or the other option, not both.

Aroll call vote was taken on the notion.

| N FAVOR: Gara, Crawford
OPPOSED: Hawker, Joule, Kelly, Thomas, Chenault, Meyer

Representatives Foster, Nelson and Stoltze were not present
for the vote.

The MOTI ON FAI LED ( 2-6).
HB 198 was HELD in Commttee for further consideration.

#
3:36: 09 PM

ADJ OURNVENT

The neeting was adjourned at 3:35 P. M
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