HOUSE FI NANCE COWM TTEE
January 23, 2008
1:39 p. m

CALL TO ORDER

Co- Chair Meyer called the House Finance Conmittee neeting to
order at 1:39:31 PM

MVEMBERS PRESENT

Representative M ke Chenault, Co-Chair
Representative Kevin Meyer, Co-Chair
Representative Bill Stoltze, Vice-Chair
Representative Harry Crawford
Representative Les Gara

Representati ve M ke Hawker
Represent ati ve Reggi e Joul e
Representative Mke Kelly
Representative Mary Nel son
Representative Bill Thomas Jr.

MEMBERS ABSENT

Representative Richard Foster

ALSO PRESENT

Representative John Coghi I I ; Kevi n Br ooks, Deput y
Comm ssioner, Departnent of Admnistration; Cyde (Ed)
Sniffen Jr., Senior Assistant Attorney Ceneral, Departnent
of Law;, Marie Darlin, Alaska Association of Retired Peopl e;
Jon Burton, VIP Governnent Relations, Choice Point; Audrey
Robi nson, Manager, State and Governnent Affairs, Reed
El sevier/Lexi sNexis; Jennifer Flynn, Director, Governnent
Affairs, Consunmer Data Industry Association.

PRESENT VI A TELECONFERENCE

Gail Hillebrand, Senior Attorney, Consuners Union; Steve
Cleary, Executive Director, Alaska Public Interest Research
Goup (AKPIRG; Lori Davey, Mdtznik Information Services;
Richard Crabtree, Attorneys at Law, Anchorage; Mar k
Lawr ence, Anchorage; Lorie Buckley, Director, North County
Process, Anchorage.

SUVMVARY

HB 65 "An Act relating to breaches of security involving
personal information, credit report and credit
score security freezes, consuner credit

monitoring, credit accuracy, protection of social
security nunbers, care of records, disposal of
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records, identity theft, furni shing consuner
credit header information, credit cards, and debit
cards, and to the jurisdiction of the office of
adm ni strative hearings; anending Rule 60, Al aska
Rules of Civil Procedure; and providing for an
effective date.”

HB 65 was HEARD and HELD in commttee for further
consi derati on.

HOUSE BILL NO._ 65

"An Act relating to breaches of security involving
personal information, credit report and credit score
security freezes, consuner credit nonitoring, credit
accuracy, protection of social security nunbers, care
of records, disposal of records, identity theft,
furni shing consuner credit header information, credit
cards, and debit cards, and to the jurisdiction of the
office of admnistrative hearings; anending Rule 60,
Al aska Rules of Cvil Procedure; and providing for an
effective date.”

1: 40: 34 PM

REPRESENTATI VE COGHI LL, testified in support of HB 65, which
he referred to as the “Alaska Personal I nformati on
Protection Act.” He maintained that HB 65 would help the
St at e manage personal information with accountability.

Representative Coghill explained that federal |aws regul ate
different industries in different ways relating to privacy
protection, which conplicates the process. The issue is

how to devise a law that protects consuners and their
identity information while allow ng business industries to
use that information properly. Wien the information is not
used properly, the question is how to hold businesses
accountable and how to notify consunmers when their identity
has been conprom sed.

Representative Coghill highlighted the section of the bill
addressing Permanent Fund reporting and access to
information connected to the Permanent Fund. He briefly
descri bed each of the seven articles making up the mai n body
of the bill.

1:44: 47 PM

Article 1: Breach of Security of Personal Information -
requi res disclosure of breaches of security
i nvol ving personal information.

Article 2: Credit Report and Credit Score Security

Freeze — all ows consunmers to freeze and
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unfreeze access to their credit information
at their discretion.

Article 3: Protection of Social Security Number —
restricts sale and distribution, puts it in a
nore restrictive environment than the | aw
sets up currently.

Article 4: Di sposal of Records — requires conplete
destruction of electronic and paper records
that contain personal information

Article 5: Right to File Police Report Regarding
Identity Theft - allows a person that falls
victimto identify theft the right to a
police report to nmake a factual
decl aration of innocence.

Article 6: Truncation of Card Information — sets up
gui delines for use of card nunbers on
receipts.

Article 7: General Provisions — provides definitions for
terms within the chapter, and cites the short
title of this bill as the Al aska Persona
| nformati on Protection Act.

1:48:24 PM

Representative Joule asked about identifying a social
security nunmber (SSN) using the last four nunbers. Since
Al askans born in Alaska all have the sane first three
nunbers, if the last four nunbers are known, only the m ddl e
two nunbers have to be found. Representative Coghill thought

when the SSN was out for public view the |ast four nunbers
should be truncated. Representative Hawker said the bill
only pertains to truncation of credit card nunbers, not the
SSN.

1: 51: 55 PM

Representative Gara was identified as a co-sponsor of House
Bill 65. He confirnmed that the bill forbids the selling and
trading of any part of an SSN. The four-nunber truncation
i ssue applies to a growing problemw th using credit cards.
Not all copies have to be truncated according to federa
law. House Bill 65 requires the nerchant copy to be
truncated as well as the custoner’s copy.

1: 53: 38 PM

Representative Hawker noted the issue is conplex and
wondered whether sone sections of the bill are |less
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controversial than others. Representative Coghill thought
the | east contentious one would be the disposal of records,
but still thought amendnents would be proposed for every
section. He anticipated response in relation to the credit
score freeze, dealing with both costs and process; also with
buying, selling or trading SSNs. He thought the general
provi sions and definitions sections in each area m ght raise
issues; for exanple the difference between a credit
reporting agency and a consuner credit reporting agency. He
t hought there would be nore agreenent about breach of
security issues.

1:57:13 PM

Co-Chair Meyer asked if other states were referenced.
Representative Coghill said 32 other states have simlar
laws. Alaska will benefit from that experience. House Bil
65 has the right tenplate and sonme good policy, but there
will be some policy decisions. Representative Gara added
that all or nost of the sections are on subjects that other
st ates have regul at ed.

1: 59: 54 PM

Representative Coghill pointed out that when Al aska began
t he debate, not many states had passed | aws. On sone issues,
such as SSN, Al aska is ahead.

Representative Nelson noted that there was only one letter
of opposition in the backup materials provided and that was
to technical points (letter from ACL, Google, etc.).
Representative Coghill reiterated that the bill was in
everyone’ s best interests.

2:01: 33 PM

Representative Nel son voi ced concerns about the way the bill
was anended in Judiciary to allow access to Pernmanent Fund
records by businesses.

Vice-Chair Stoltze stressed the difficulty victins of
identity theft experience.

2: 04: 32 PM

Representative Coghill expressed his determnation to
advocate for individual Al askans and also his synpathy
towards businesses that need to nove information while
trying to navigate both state and federal |aws.

2: 06: 04 PM

Co- Chair Meyer wondered if municipalities have addressed the
i ssues.
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2: 07: 15 PM

KEVI N BROCOKS, DEPUTY COW SSI ONER, DEPARTIVENT CF
ADM NI STRATI ON provided information on the |egislation. The

State’s approach to the bill has been twofold: first, how
the State, as the keeper of nunerous records, would be
affected by penalties contenplated by the bill; and second,

how the State would nmanage the considerable anpbunt of data
necessary to the business of government, fromretirenent and
Per manent Fund data, to business and payroll records.

2:09: 15 PM

CLYDE (ED) SN FFEN JR., SEN OR ASSI STANT ATTORNEY GENERAL,
DEPARTMENT OF LAW CONSUMER AFFAI RS described one of hi s
job responsibilities as enforcenent of Al aska s Consuner
Protection Act, including education about identity theft.
The State’s concern with the bill includes provisions that
expose the State to liability for individual |awsuits that
seek to recover both econom ¢ and noneconom ¢ damages. Under
current state |aw, noneconom c damages are capped at
$400, 000  per i ndi vi dual . M. Sniffen described a
hypot hetical scenario in which 500,000 SSNs get released,
resulting in several tens of billions of dollars in
potential liability. The State has been working with the
bill’s sponsors to limt damages to economc |osses. He
acknow edged that people should be conpensated for actual
| osses, but enphasized that non-econonmic |oses can create
significant problens for the state of Alaska in terns of
exposur e.

2:11: 46 PM

M. Sniffen also addressed the issue of the Permanent Fund
D vidend (PFD) exception added to the bill in Judiciary.
That section creates a broad exception to the disclosure of
PFD applicant information. As witten now, anyone with a
busi ness |license who goes to the PFD office and is able to
show a driver’s license (which is easy to obtain) and says
they are the person on the |icense can ask for and obtain
information. There is no review of that request. The current
| anguage of the bill allows access to the information,
i ncluding SSN and banking information, to nearly anyone who
wants it.

2:13: 01 PM

Vice-Chair Stoltze appreciated M. Sniffen' s testinony on
the issue of the State's exposure, but thought a penalty
provision for bad action mght be an inportant notivator.
M. Sniffen said the State operates differently than private
i ndustry. A business mght be notivated to take action in
response to a bill like House Bill 65. They can insure
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against the loss and build in procedures to protect against
it. The State doesn’'t have those options but is required by
law to collect, use and disclose information, including
personal information. Certainly the State needs to be
notivated to take the precautions the bill requires.
Motivation is built into the bill in the form of civil
penalties, for exanple. However, the bill exposes the State
to subjective damages that would not further the goals of
the legislation. M. Sniffen did not think these penalties
woul d notivate agency personnel to act differently than if
t he provisions were not there.

2:15:47 PM

Representative Hawker agreed that the economic loss limt
made sense and thought the commttee would agree. He
di sagreed with M. Sniffen’s analysis regarding access to
PFD informati on. He asked whether there was any substantive
difference between nmaking the nane, nmailing address and
birth year of an applicant publicly available, and the
information on the voter registration list, which is
publicly available, by |law, w thout stricture.

M. Sniffen did not know about voter registration access.
Typically information that could be found in a phone book is
not considered harnful. This bill requires that for
information to be considered personal 1t has to have
features such as person’s last nane and first initial plus
anot her identifier such as PIN nunber or SSN.

2:17: 18 PM

Represent ati ve Hawker thought there was far nore information
available in the voter record. He spoke to M. Sniffen's
testinmony regarding the availability of PFD information such
as SSN and banking information. The |anguage in the bill
(page 3, line 16 of CS (JUD)) would limt disclosable
information to name, mailing address and birth year of the
PFD applicant. He asked if that would change M. Sniffen's
t esti nony. M. Sniffen said it would, although the birth
year was still troubl esone.

2:20: 02 PM

Representative Gara said it was hard to speak for those who
passed the law that prevented information from being made
available in the past. He thought it was spurred by a
stal ker finding a hone address and finding a person. He
could not recall the specific case, but it did not end well.
The PFD data base is the nost conprehensive and updated data
base of per sonal information the State has. Vot er
registration information tends to be nore dated.
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Representative Nelson agreed with M. Sniffen's two points
regarding exposing the State to liability and the PFD
information. Having the information available |eaves the
State liable for serious non-econon c damages. She didn't
think having a honme versus mailing address would nake a
significant difference because of how easy it is to find out
where soneone lives in small comunities. She did not think
people who are victinms of stalking or donestic violence
should be precluded from applying for a dividend because
they’'re afraid of their information getting out.

Representati ve Nel son was surprised that the |egislation was
anended in the House Judiciary Conmttee. The | anguage
expands the anmount of information people can find on a
citizen. She thought the ability for Dbusinesses or
candi dates to have access to PFD information should not be
within the bill, but should be separate.

Representative Nelson noted that identity theft is often a
group effort. For many, this is a full tine job. Some have
been prosecuted using the R CO statute. She wondered if
Al aska was | ooking at that. M. Sniffen advised that the
State is not currently looking at the federal end. Most
identity theft s prosecuted by the State's crimna
division. He clarified that identity thieves do operate in
a variety of ways; sone specialize in sone areas, sone in
others. They sell each other information. It’s best to
limt availability to even small pieces of information.

2:26: 28 PM

Co-Chair Meyer asked if the nmunicipalities had been
consulted. M. Sniffer replied they had not.

Co- Chair Meyer asked about the fiscal note. M. Brooks
expl ained that the fiscal note request was in the anount of
$2 mllion dollars for encryption. There are also dollars
included in the capital budget to encourage the State to
| ook at all business practices, especially the disposal of
paper. The departnent has submtted appropriation requests
to update security since an attack on the State’s network in
2005. Securing the State’s data wll be an on-going
process. There are nore and nore sophisticated attacks on
the State’ s dat abases.

2:29: 00 PM

Representative Gara asked if there would be testinony taken
from the Ofice of R sk Managenent. He wondered if there
woul d be many clainms for non-econom c damages; he thought
Ri sk Managenent would say that less than 1 percent of the
cases against the State would have $400, 000 in non-economc
damages awarded. M. Brooks stated those cases do exi st even
though they are a mnority and offered to provide the
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requested information. The exposure is huge because of the
mul titude of data bases. M. Sniffen added that even at 1
cent on the dollar, there would be billions of dollars of
l[iability. Attorneys could nmake a case that, whether a
person has suffered any nonetary harm at all, knowi ng their
personal information has been conprom sed creates undo
anxiety. He anticipated enotional distress clains. Economc
damages are not the issue; the non-econom c, subjective ones
are of greatest concern.

2:32: 01 PM

MARI E DARLIN, COCORDI NATOR OF CAPITAL CdTY TASK FORCE,
ALASKA- ASSOCI ATION OF RETIRED PERSONS (AARP), t hanked
menbers for the work done on the legislation. (Letter on
file.) AARP believes that HB 65 will be one of the nost
conprehensive anti-theft bills nationwide. Articles 2 and 3
(Credit Report and Credit Score Security; Protection of SSN)
make a good start on the problens. She pointed out that
older identity theft victins have a higher nortality rate
than non-victins of the sanme age. She anticipated that the
| egislation would help address those concerns and urged
passage of the bill.

2:35: 31 PM

JON BURTON, VICE PRESIDENT, GOVERNVMENT RELATIONS, CHO CE
PO NT, represented an information services conpany working
for businesses and governnent. He testified that Choi cePoint
does not oppose data breach notification, nor efforts to
[imt availability to SSNs. Their issues are related to
conpliance and consistency. Since there are no federal | aws,
his conpany has to work with a wde variety of state |aws.
Choi cePoint’s main concerns about HB 65 relate to SSN
provisions. They would like to limt the availability of
SSNs in the public arena.

2:41: 03 PM

Representative Joule referred to a television comercia
about protecting identity and wondered if the issue was
stoppi ng the nunbers getting out there, or how the nunbers
got used. M. Burton said that the question of whether the
SSN is the key to the lock or just one of the tools to open
the lock is an on-going policy debate.

2:43: 51 PM

Representati ve Hawker spoke to the section of the bill that
prohibits the sale, lease, loan, trade or rental of an
individual SSN to a third party. He asked if M. Burton had
any concerns that the prohibition mght prevent his
corporation from selling a business unit where the data
basis including that information is a significant asset. M.
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Burton agreed that kind of transaction would be inpacted by
the bill.

2:46:11 PM

Representative Gara pointed out that the bill was first
filed right after the 2004 ChoicePoint breach. One of the
provisions of the current bill says that when a conpany

rel eases personal information and then finds out about it,
they have to notify the people whose information was
breached. When the Choi cePoi nt breach occurred, Californians
were notified before Al askans. He asked M. Burton to
explain. M. Burton confirned the conpany was breached and
said they did notify Californians first because California
was the only state with a law requiring notification.
Choi cePoi nt did voluntarily conduct a fifty-state
notification. He said the conplications of the 2004 breach
and aftermath illustrate the need for consistency across the
st at es.

2:48: 25 PM

AUDREY ROBI NSON, MANAGER, STATE AND GOVERNMENT AFFAI RS, REED
ELSEVI ER/ LEXI S/INEXIS testified that her conpany does not
oppose House Bill 65. Their issues focus on the security
breach notification provisions of the bill, specifically
related to the definitions section. Mst states have simlar
legislation with about five itens that nust be linked in
order to require a security breach notification. House Bill
65 creates nore of a risk, alerting possible spamers to
target someone, potentially increasing the nunber of
notifications that can be given, which tends to nmake it
difficult for consuners to discern which are inportant
enough to require action. The bill also doesn’'t have a risk
of harm st andard.

2:51: 19 PM

M5. Robi nson agreed with the other conpanies she carried the
letter for (on file) on the point that email notification of
breach woul d be reasonable. Reed Elsevier is also concerned
with liability. They are supportive of civil actions and
feel class actions are inappropriate neans of renedying the
situation.

2:55: 01 PM

Representative Hawker clarified the issue of electronic
records vs. paper records and asked M. Robinson if a
reading of the bill could be construed to include paper
records with addresses. M. Robinson replied that other
state | aw does not include address and phone nunber in the
personal information definition. She felt the provision
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would make the definition overly broad; a ms-delivered
pi ece of mail could be a breach and require notification.

2:56: 51 PM

Representative Gara turned to page 7 of the bill and pointed
out that the definition of personal information refers to
nore than an individual’s name and address. It nust be a
conbi nati on of nanme, address or tel ephone nunber and one or
nore other elenments such as SSN, driver’s |icense nunber or
account nunbers. Those are the things not allowed to be
rel eased to the public. Ms. Robinson replied that a piece of
mai | such as an opened bank statenent that was m s-delivered
woul d be considered a breach. Representative Gara di sagreed.

2:58: 29 PM

JENNI FER FLYNN, DI RECTOR, GOVERNMENT AFFAI RS, CONSUMER DATA
| NDUSTRY ASSQOCI ATION identified her conmpany as representing
the bulk of credit reporting agencies across the country.
She focused on the freeze provisions in the bill.

3:00: 01 PM

Representative Gara revisited his previous point and
stressed that information collectors are required to notify
a person if an individual’s personal information has been
breached. One individual does not have to notify another if
they receive their mail by accident.

3:00: 20 PM

Ms. Flynn continued with her testinony, stating that her
conpany did not oppose the bill and the intent behind it,
but that they are concerned about consistency. At this tine
they have to consider the laws of 39 different states, plus
Washi ngton, D.C., regarding security freeze. Their goal is
to help create as nuch consistency as possible, so they can
continue to do business. They intend to work closely wth
Representatives Gara and Coghill regarding specific
t echni cal changes.

Ms. Flynn identified California as the state wth the
| ongest experience with this kind of |aw. Mst other states
tend to mrror California s |anguage. She conpared HB 65 to
California law, which has been in existence for six years.
She observed that HB 65 calls for imediate lifts and
removals. She referred to the provision for notification of
erroneous release and observed that entities are generally
given five days for notification after discovery. “After
di scover” woul d need to be added. There is concern regarding
the placenent of the reseller provisions. She favored a fee
structure simlar to California s: $10 to lift, place or
remove. She acknowl edged that other states have provided
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other fee structures. She stressed that her organization
supports many aspects of the legislation (SSN, breach,
freeze and security provisions) and felt the suggested
changes would help get the support of consuner reporting
agenci es, while providing protection for Al aska.

3:05:21 PM

Representati ve Hawker comented on credit freeze and the
strong concerns indicated by the public especially regarding
credit agencies. He asked if a standard had been
established. Ms. Flynn stated that the freeze is a voluntary
program and that there is nodel |egislation established in
how to freeze. Representative Hawker thought having the
sponsors reconcile that standard with the proposal before
the Legislature would be a good basis from which to nove
forward

3:08:41 PM

Representative Gara commented that even if Alaska did
conform to the standard there would still be differences
bet ween states. Ms. Flynn replied that there is nuch
conformty wth the standard. She |isted some of the

standard provisions of the nodel |egislation.

Representative Gara asked about fees. Ms. Flynn explai ned
that it costs $30 dollars to place the freeze. It costs $30
to |ift the freeze for any period of tinme. The service is
free if the person is a wvictim of identity theft.
Representative Gara asked how many states charge less than
$10 each. M. Flynn responded that the range on average is
bet ween $0 and $12, so a standard woul d be $5-$10.

3:13: 04 PM

Representative Crawford inquired who she had discussed the
nodel legislation with in Alaska. M. Flynn responded that
their |obbyist, Kim Hutchinson, had spoken to a nunber of
| egi sl ators over tine.

3:14:59 PM

GAIL HI LLEBRAND, (TESTIFIED WVIA TELECONFERENCE), SEN OR
ATTORNEY, WEST COAST OFFI CE OF CONSUMERS UNION, identified
herself as one of the drafters of the Consuners Uni on nodel
| aw on security freeze, notice of breach and other identity
theft protections. They built the nodel on California s |aw
and added inprovenents as other states nmade them

Ms. Hillebrand described sone of the basic ideas of the
nodel . The first is prevention. The security freeze gives
consuners an opportunity to stop opening new accounts in
their nane, such as cell phone accounts. Sixteen percent of
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Al aska’s identify theft conplaints were about false utility
accounts. She stressed the lack of consistency anong the
existing state laws and reconmended consistency with the
stronger states. California, Illinois, New York and Texas
have a strong no-l|oophol e approach. The custonmer gets the
notice of breach if certain conbinations of things occur;
then they can deci de whether to take action. Consuners Union
i s concerned about consumers not being given enough noti ce.

Ms. Hillebrand discussed other states’ approaches to SSNs.
She cautioned agai nst broad exenptions that sinply refer to
federal statutes, such as the Fair Credit Reporting Act,
because those statutes were crafted for nmuch different
purposes than restricting the collection, use or sale of
SSNs.

3:23:21 PM

STEVE CLEARY, (TESTIFIED VIA TELECONFERENCE), EXECUTI VE
Dl RECTOR, ALASKA PUBLIC | NTEREST RESEARCH GROUP (AKPIRG
said his organization has been advocating for consuners in
Al aska since 1974 and supports House Bill 65. Al aska topped
the nation in fraud conplaints in 2005, including identity
theft. Consuners can spend over 175 hours and $1000 to
remedy the effects of identity theft. The Al aska Public
Interest Research G oup is nost excited about the security
freeze and mandatory notification because those tools help
consuners protect thenmselves fromidentity theft.

3:27:32 PM

LORI DAVEY, (TESTIFIED VIA  TELECONFERENCE), MOTZNI K
| NFORMATI ON SERVI CES testified in favor of House Bill 65

She supported the bill’s definition of what constitutes
“personal information” and legal recourse for its msuse

She supported re-authorizating the use of PFD nanmes, nailing
addresses and year of birth for legitimte business purposes
and described the effects of the loss of access to PFD
mai |l ing addresses in 2005. She nmamintained that the only
people the present |law protects are crimnals who do not
want to be found. She commented on a recent case involving
the Pilgrimfamly and how they used PFD funds. She thought
victins of identity theft or mstaken identity have little
resource to differentiate thenselves fromcrimnals or other
individuals with the same nane. (Statenent on file.)

3:31:17 PM

Representative Nelson wondered how to recognize legitimte
busi nesses. A fishing permt, for exanple, is counted as a
busi ness |icense. That could be used to get information. M.
Davey responded that in addition to having the license the
person would have to have a legitimate reason for the
request for information.
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Representative Nelson described Alaska as the only
government weal thy enough to distribute noney (the PFD) and
so collect information on this scale and asked what other
states or nations do when businesses are trying to obtain
that kind of information. M. Davey said they use other
kinds of national data bases, such as Lexis/Nexis and
Choi cePoi nt .

3:34: 05 PM

Vice-Chair Stoltze hoped the public testinmony wll stay
open. Co-Chair Meyer turned the chair over to Co-Chair
Chenaul t.

3:35:26 PM

Rl CHARD CRABTREE, (TESTI FI ED VI A TELECONFERENCE) ATTORNEY AT
LAW ANCHORACE voi ced concerns about keeping PFD information
accessible for legitimte purposes. He cited the exanple of
the need to track down the heirs to an estate and other
i nstances when peopl e need due process. He observed that PFD
information can be critical in these instances, especially
when there are people in an area with the sane nanes. He
al so supported Iimting danages in breach of security cases
to actual danmages.

3:38:44 PM

MARK LAWRENCE, (TESTIFYIED VI A TELECONFERENCE), ANCHORAGE
works for one of the largest credit card processors in
Al aska. He is part of a nerchant advocacy program call the
Merchant Bill of Rights that educates nerchants on the
i nportance of encryption and the transition and storage of
credit card nunbers. He addressed the issue of truncation

pointing out that it is not difficult to truncate the
nunbers on both receipts.

3:41:13 PM

LORIE BUCKLEY, (TESTIFIED VIA TELECONFERENCE), DI RECTOR,
NORTH COUNTRY PROCESS, ANCHORAGE agreed with nuch in the
previ ous testinonies. She added that data such as addresses,
alias names and SSNs are required to assist individuals who
have been awarded a judgnent or are seeking a judgnment. The
State gives individuals the right to sue, but in order to
win they nmust know the name, SSN and/or date of birth. An
address is required at the beginning of the process to serve
an original conplaint. Statistically, 25% of people who nmake
conplaints are not |ocated and PFD data is valuable in
| ocating individuals to serve them | egal process. She would
like the Committee to look at provisions allow ng Al aska
busi nesses access to Permanent Fund dat a.
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3:47:52 PM

Co-Chair Chenault stated he would not close public testinony
as there may be others who will want to testify at a |ater
time.

Vice-Chair Stoltze comented on testinony regarding the
Pilgrim famly, stating that while there was abuse of the
systemthere is no evidence indicating a pattern.

3:49:31 PM

Representative Coghill closed his testinony by stating his
intention to take suggestions and work on draft anmendnents.
He planned to separate issues related to | anguage fromthose
that would require policy calls. He hoped to get the bill to
conform to the best standards available to facilitate its
nmovenent through the Legislative process by the end of the
sessi on.

HB 65 was heard and HELD in Commttee for further
consi der ati on.

ADJ OURNVENT

The neeting was adjourned at 3:51 PM
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