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HOUSE BI LL NO. 109

"An Act relating to the requirenent for candidates, groups,
| egislators, public officials, and other persons to submt
reports electronically to the Alaska Public Ofices Comm ssion;
relating to disclosures by legislators, public nenbers of the
Select Commttee on Legislative Ethics, legislative directors,
public officials, and certain candidates for public office
concerning services perforned for conpensation and concerning
certain incone, gifts, and other financial matters; requiring
| egi sl ators, public nenbers of the Sel ect Committee on
Legislative Ethics, legislative directors, public officials, and
muni ci pal officers to make certain financial disclosures when
they leave office; relating to insignificant ownership interest
in a business and to gifts from | obbyists for purposes of the
Al aska Executive Branch Ethics Act; relating to certain
restrictions on enploynment after leaving state service for
purposes of the Alaska Executive Branch Ethics Act; and
providing for an effective date."
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W TNESS REG STER

HElI DI DRYGAS, Ceneral Counsel

Publ i ¢ Enpl oyees Local 71

Al aska District Council of Laborers

Anchor age, Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified during the hearing on HB 109.

REPRESENTATI VE MARK NEUMVAN
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Al aska State Legislature
Juneau, Al aska
PCOSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified during the hearing on HB 109.

BROCKE M LES, Director

Al aska Public Ofices Conm ssion (APQC)

Department of Adm nistration (DOA)

Anchor age, Al aska

POSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Answered questions and offered coments
during the hearing on HB 109.

DAVI D JONES, Senior Assistant Attorney General

Opi ni ons, Appeals, & Ethics

Civil D vision (Anchorage)

Depart ment of Law (DQL)

Anchor age, Al aska

POSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Answered questions and offered coments
during the hearing on HB 109.

JOYCE ANDERSQN, Ethics Comm ttee Adm ni strator

Select Commttee on Legislative Ethics

Al aska State Legislature

Anchor age, Al aska

PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Answered questions and offered coments
during the hearing on HB 109.

ACTI ON NARRATI VE

CHAI R JAY RAMRAS called the House Judiciary Standing Conmttee
nmeeting to order at 1:08:05 PM Representatives Lynn, Hol nes,

Dahl strom Coghill, and Ranras were present at the call to
order. Representati ves Guenberg and Sanuels arrived as the
meeting was in progress. Representati ve Gardener was also in

at t endance.

HB 109 - DI SCLOSURES & ETHI CS

1: 08: 35 PM

CHAI R RAMRAS announced that the only order of business would be
HOUSE BILL NO 109, "An Act relating to the requirenent for
candi dates, groups, legislators, public officials, and other
persons to submt reports electronically to the Al aska Public
Ofices Commission; relating to disclosures by |Ilegislators,
public nmenbers of the Select Commttee on Legislative Ethics,
| egislative directors, public officials, and certain candi dates
for public office concerning services perforned for conpensation
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and concerning certain income, gifts, and other financial
matters; requiring legislators, public nenbers of the Select
Committee on Legislative Ethics, legislative directors, public
officials, and nunicipal officers to make certain financial
di scl osures when they |eave office; relating to insignificant
ownership interest in a business and to gifts from | obbyists for
pur poses of the Al aska Executive Branch Ethics Act; relating to
certain restrictions on enploynent after |eaving state service
for purposes of the Al aska Executive Branch Ethics Act; and
providing for an effective date." [Before the conmittee was
CSHB 109( STA). ]

CHAI R RAMRAS outlined how the commttee would be proceeding with
regard to public testinony, the bill, and proposed anendnents.

1: 10: 58 PM

HElI DI DRYGAS, General Counsel, Public Enpl oyees Local 71, Al aska
District Council of Laborers, began by explaining that Al aska's
nepoti sm statute, AS 39.90.020, prohibits famly nenbers from
wor ki ng together in a supervisory relationship. In August of
2005, the Departnent of Administration (DOA) promulgated a new
policy, Alaska Admnistrative Mnual (AAM  100. 050, which
prohi bits enployees from being in an "enploynent relationship”
with a famly nenber. This includes conjugal relationships up
to a second degree of kindred. She explained that this new
policy was enacted in response to a Departnent of Law (DQL)
menor andum issued in March of 2005 addressing how the Al aska
Executive Branch Ethics Act applies when a supervisor and

subordinate are in a conjugal relationship. The Attorney
Ceneral's opinion was that this relationship is in violation of
the Al aska Executive Branch Ethics Act. However, she argued

that in promulgating the aforenentioned policy, the DOA has
taken this opinion and dramatically expanded its scope.

M5. DRYGAS went on to say that the DOA expanded the definition
of "enploynent relationship,” to include a nunber of actions
that are typically conpleted by non-supervisory enployees. This
new policy, based of the DOA's interpretation of the Al aska
Executive Branch Ethics Act and the DOL nenorandum has had
devastating effects on Alaska's public enployees, especially

those living and working in rural comunities. She expl ai ned
the actions prohibited by this policy, pointing out that nany
Al askan comunities are small, and nost individuals are I|ikely

to be related in sone way. She opined that the inpact on non-
supervisory enployees is substantial and unnecessary, as it
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essentially prohibits both supervisory and non-supervisory
rel ati onshi ps between fam |y nenbers.

M5. DRYGAS said this policy is affecting everyday working
Al askans in a way that was never intended nor inplenented by the
Al aska Executive Branch Ethics Act until 2006. Fam |y nenbers
seeking to work together in a non-supervisory relationship are

held to stricter standards than Legislative enployees. She
explained the definitions of "supervisory enpl oyee" and
"supervisory functions” wunder regulations pronulgated by the
Al aska Labor Relations Agency. She reiterated that the DOA
policy prohibits far nore than supervisory relationships. The
realignnment of this policy has and will continue to prevent many

Al askans from seeking enpl oynent with the state.

M5. DRYGAS stated that the union suggests an anmendnment which
woul d clarify that Al aska Executive Branch Ethics Act provisions
arise in supervisory relationships between fanmly nenbers, and
not in all enployee rel ationships.

[Chair Ranras turned the gavel over to Vice Chair Dahl strom]

VICE CHAIR DAHLSTROM offered her understanding that the
af orenenti oned anendnment is currently in the drafting process.

M5. DRYGAS expl ained that the anendnent would add a subsection
(d) to AS 39.52.910. She read the proposed anendnent as follows
[original punctuation provided]:

"Nothing in this Act shall supersede the provisions of
AS 39.90.020, nor preclude individuals from being in
an enploynment relationship with an imediate famly
menber where neither famly menber is a supervisor who
has authority to act or to effectively recomend
action in the interest of the public enployer in one
of the following supervisory functions, if the
exercise of that authority is not nerely routine but
requires the exercise of independent judgnent:
(a) enploying, including hiring, transferring,
| aying off, or recalling;
(b) discipline, including suspension, discharge,
denotion, or issuance of witten warnings;

or
(c) grievance adjudication, including responding
to a first | evel grievance under a

col | ective bargai ning agreenent."”
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M5. DRYGAS said that the wunion believes that this amendnent
would clarify the scope of the Al aska Executive Branch Ethics
Act, and protect working Al askans. It would also strike a
bal ance by highlighting the ethical issues involved in famlia
supervi sory rel ationshi ps.

[Vice Chair Dahlstromreturned the gavel to Chair Ranras.]
1:18: 13 PM

REPRESENTATI VE MARK NEUMAN, Al aska State Legislature, explained
that he is a small business owner, and expressed concern
regarding the possible loss of custoners as a result of
| egislative reporting requirenents. He shared his belief that
those requirenents would also put his conpetitors at an
advant age, and questioned the fairness of |o0sing business as a
result of holding public office.

1: 21: 35 PM

BROOKE M LES, Director, Alaska Public Ofices Comm ssion (APQOC)
Department of Administration (DOA), explained that under current
law, the defining point is not whether goods or services are
of fered, but how the business is conducted. She offered her
understanding that Representative Neuman does not <create
furniture that is later sold in a store, but works independently
with clients. She conpared this to work done by an attorney,
and reiterated that it is the way in which the business is
conducted that determnes how a financial disclosure statement
nmust be conpl et ed.

REPRESENTATI VE NEUMAN commented that while he understands the
i nportance of disclosing clients that have a connection with the
government, such as a |obbyist or another |legislator, he is
referring to "the average custoner off the street.”

M5. MLES, in response to a question, explained that if a
| egislator owns a hotel and restaurant, he or she is not
required to list each client; however, if he or she has a

contract with an entity to provide roons, and the contract is
worth nore than $1000, this nust be reported separately.

CHAI R RAMRAS conmented that he is a hotel and restaurant owner,
and explained that he nust disclose the sale of a "block" of
roons to the APOC, and this then beconmes part of the public
record.
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1:25: 34 PM

REPRESENTATI VE SAMJELS asked whether the contracted price is
i ncl uded.

M5. MLES explained that the amunt nust be disclosed if the
source of the amunt has a substantial interest in state,
political, or admnistrative activities.

CHAI R RAMRAS noted that the total dollar anpbunt of the account
i s disclosed, but not the rate per room

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG poi nted out that he is required to |ist
t he exact dollar anount for each client he sees. He offered his
under st andi ng that car sal es nust be report ed.

M5. MLES said disclosure would be required on a fleet
transaction, but not on independent sales; retail businesses are
not required to report individual sales. In response to a
question, she explained that historically, there has been a
di fference between retail and non-retail clients. This has been

the case since 1974, when current |aw was enacted. Ret ai |
businesses are not required to report as a source each
i ndi vi dual who nakes purchases. However, each individual who

buys the services of an attorney, an accountant, or a custom
furniture builder, is considered to be "the source" [and nust be
di scl osed].

REPRESENTATI VE CRUENBERG stated that he finds it difficult to
justify a distinction between an individual providing services
and an individual who is providing the sane anmount of, and
receiving profit for, goods. He said he does not understand why
the former is required to report this, while the latter is not.

REPRESENTATI VE NEUVAN cl arified that all of his sales are retai
sal es. He said he feels that he should fall wunder the sane
category as the hotel owner who is not required to report a
guest whose bill is over $1, 000.

VB. MLES comented that she wunderstands these concerns;
however, currently Representative Neuman is required to report
clients who pay nore than $1,000 for a piece of furniture
because of the way in which his business is conducted.

1: 30: 03 PM
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REPRESENTATI VE DAHLSTROM conmented that she falls into a simlar
category, because she and her husband own a business. She
expl ai ned that her husband is a contractor, and gains business
by bid. She stated that if she is required to report these
jobs, his conpetitors could use this information. She inquired
as to what is reported when an attorney is representing a m nor,
and questioned whether reporting this violates constitutional
rul es, and whether reporting puts individuals at risk.

M5. MLES replied that anytinme a case is sealed by the court, or
if a case affects mnors, the case is not required to be nade
public, as this would violate other |aws. Those professions
which are subject to the Health Insurance Portability and
Accountability Act (H PAA) can not disclose the client's nane.
This |l aw overrides the APOC reporting requirenents. She stated
that these are huge policy decisions - balancing the public's
right to know with an individual's right to privacy or right to
keep trade secrets and conduct a successful business.

REPRESENTATI VE SAMUJELS questioned whether he would have to
di sclose all block ticket sales if he owms a small portion of an
airline but has no authority over the business.

M5. MLES explained that if the business is [incorporated] and
the individual in question does not own a controlling interest,
he/she is not required to disclose the clients of the conpany.
If the business is a professional corporation (PC), a limted
lTability conpany (LLO), a part nershi p, or a sol e
proprietorship, the business owner is required to report client
names.

CHAI R RAMRAS opined that it is inportant for the public to be
informed of relationships between legislators and certain

entities. A citizen legislator nust surrender sonme privacy in
exchange for the privilege of being a |egislator. This all ows
legislators to be forthright regarding relationships that "may
hold sway for better or for worse.” He comented that the
opportunity to "open the APOC book comes along ... rarely,” and
gquestioned what m ght be done to address Representative Neuman's
concer ns. He stated that while he is confortable with his

personal reporting requirenents, he does not want to discourage
| egislative service by those who have concerns wth the
requi renent. He requested that this be considered and di scussed
again at the next comm ttee hearing.

REPRESENTATI VE NEUMAN poi nted out that the APOC rules deal wth
individuals with "substantial political influence.” He opi ned
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that the "average Joe off the street" does not neet this
requirenent.

CHAI R RAMRAS closed public testinony for the day, and relayed
that it would be opened up again at the bill's next conmttee
heari ng.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG referred to possible problens regarding
U.S. attorney generals, and questioned whether provisions should
be added to Title 39 or Title 44 to specifically address ethical
rules for the attorney general in situations involving conflicts
of interest.

1:43: 47 PM

DAVID JONES, Senior Assistant Attorney GCeneral, Opinions,
Appeal s, & Ethics, Gvil D vision (Anchorage), Departnent of Law
(DAL), replied that he has not considered this, but would
appreciate the opportunity to do so. He surm sed that these
concerns shoul d be covered by existing rules and requirenents.

REPRESENTATI VE LYNN questioned whether the issues concerning
U.S. attorney generals and the state attorney general are
conpar abl e.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG replied that he would like to see such
i ssues avoi ded.

1:47:13 PM

CHAIR RAMRAS referred to Anendnment 1, which, along wth
expl anation | anguage, read [original punctuation provided]:

Page 2, Line 15 & 16
Del et e

Planning & zoning conm ssioners are not candidates,
they are appointed. Although they are subject to the
financial disclosure laws (AS 39.50) they do not file
canpai gn di scl osure reports (AS 15.13).

The campai gn di scl osure | aws apply only to
muni ci palities with a population greater than 1000.
No municipalities that are subject to the canpaign
di scl osure | aw have utility boards.
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REPRESENTATI VE SAMJELS rmade a notion to adopt Amendnent 1.
REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG obj ected for the purpose of discussion.

M5. MLES said that AS 15.13 is the canpaign disclosure |aw, and
applies to candi dates, political groups, and ballot issues. She
explained that planning and zoning comri ssioners are not
candi dates. Additionally, the canpaign disclosure aws apply to
muni cipalities wth a population greater than 1,000, and no
muni ci palities subject to the canpaign disclosure |aw have
utility boards.

REPRESENTATI VE CGRUENBERG offered his understanding that this
would only apply to elected wutility boards, and that the
Anchorage UWility Board is appointed.

M5. MLES replied that this is correct.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG r enoved hi s objection.

CHAIR RAMRAS, noting no further objection, announced that
Amendnent 1 was adopt ed.

1: 50: 00 PM

CHAIR RAMRAS referred to Amendnment 2, |abeled 25-GH1059\0 2,
Wayne, 3/8/07, which read:

Page 4, lines 1 - 2:
Delete "in this paragraph, "donmestic partner” has
the nmeaning given in AS 39.50.200(a);"

Page 4, line 8, follow ng "conm ssion":
Insert "[IN TH' S PARAGRAPH, "DOVESTIC PARTNER'
HAS THE MEANI NG G VEN I N AS 39.50. 200(a)]"

Page 5, line 15:
Del ete "a new subsecti on”
| nsert "new subsecti ons"

Page 5, following line 19:

I nsert new material to read:

"(e) The spouse or donestic partner of a
| egislator may not engage in activity as a | obbyist.
This subsection does not prohibit the spouse or
donmestic partner from acting as a volunteer | obbyi st
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under AS 24.45.161(a) (1) or a representationa
| obbyi st, as defined in regulation by the conm ssion.
* Sec. 7. AS 24.45.171 is anmended by adding a new
par agr aph to read:
(15) "donestic partner"™ has the neaning
given in AS 39.50.200(a)."

Renunber the follow ng bill sections accordingly.
REPRESENTATI VE DAHLSTROM made a notion to adopt Amendnent 2.
REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG obj ected for the purpose of discussion.

CHAI R RAMRAS explained that this is a "housekeeping" anmendnent
with regard to spousal |obbying; this |anguage was inadvertently
| eft out of CSHB 109( STA).

1:51: 23 PM

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG concurred, and stated that he would be
offering an anmendnent to "cure" a potential constitutional
probl em and suggested a possi ble amendnent to Amendnent 2.

REPRESENTATI VE RAMRAS stated that he would like to nove through
t he amendnents and take up other issues as they arise.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG wi t hdrew hi s obj ecti on.

REPRESENTATI VE COGHI LL comented that there is a question
regarding whether there s a constitutional problem in
prohibiting a legislator's spouse from performng specific
actions, and that there is still a concern regarding whether a
| egi sl ator's spouse should be allowed to | obby.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG said that a forthcom ng proposed
amendnent would not prohibit the spouse from doing certain
t hings, but would prohibit |egislators and enpl oyees from having
any kind of official comrunications with the spouse.

REPRESENTATI VE COGHILL clarified that he is concerned with the
| anguage prohibiting the spouse of a legislator fromengaging in
activity as a |obbyist. He surmsed that this can be
chal | enged.

REPRESENTATI VE SAMJELS stated that he is in agreenent wth

Amendnent 2, as presented, and would prefer to sinply let it be
chal | enged.
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REPRESENTATI VE DAHLSTROM and REPRESENTATI VE LYNN agr eed.
REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG agai n renoved hi s objection.

CHAIR RAMRAS, noting that there was no further objection to
Amendnent 2, announced that Amendnent 2 was adopt ed.

1:55:13 PM

CHAIR RAMRAS referred to Anmendnent 3, which read [original
punct uation provided]:

Page 5, lines 16-19:

Delete all material and insert:

"(d) An individual may not, at any tine that
AS 39.52 prohibits that individual from engagi ng
in activity as a |obbyist, register as a | obbyi st
under this chapter or engage in any activity as a
| obbyi st. This subsection does not prohibit
registration or service as a volunteer | obbyi st
in AS 24.45.161(a)(1) or a representationa
| obbyist as defined in the regulations of the
Al aska Public Ofices Conm ssion.”

REPRESENTATI VE COGHI LL made a notion to adopt Amendnent 3.
REPRESENTATI VE DAHLSTROM al so noved Anendnent 3.

CHAI R RAMRAS announced that Representative G uenberg objected to
Amendnent 3 for the purposes of discussion.

REPRESENTATI VE COGHI LL expl ai ned that Anmendnent 3 was requested
by the adm ni stration, and nakes technical changes to the bill.

MR.  JONES agreed. He said that it cleans up the current
| anguage, thus making it "absolutely clear” that its intent is
to give the APOC the authority to refuse registration to any
person the [Alaska Executive Branch Ethics Act] bars from
serving as a | obbyi st.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG inquired as to the difference between
the current | anguage of the bill and Arendnent 3.

MR. JONES said that it is "very difficult to find any nmeaning in
the current provision in Section 6; it just causes you to wonder
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why it's there." He expl ained that Amendnent 3 returns to the
original intent, which "mrrors" the |anguage adopted by the
House State Affairs Standing Conmtt ee.

M5. MLES, in response to a question, stated that she has no
obj ection to Anendnent 3.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG r enoved hi s objection.

CHAIR RAMRAS, noting that there was no further objection to
Amendnent 3, announced that Amendnent 3 was adopt ed.

1: 58: 13 PM

CHAIR RAMRAS referred to Amendnment 4, which read [original
punctuation provided but with sone formatting changes]:

I ntent / Expl anati on:

Prohibit legislators or legislative enployees from
receiving gifts from |obbyists at any tinme of the
year. Also prohibit famly mnmenbers from receiving
gifts from | obbyi sts. Fam |y menber as defined in AS
24.60.990(a) (6).

Brings together |anguage in AS 24.60.080 regarding
| obbyists and gifts into one section to provide
clarity and ease of interpreting the gift statute.

Sec. 24.60.080. Gfts.

(a) Except as otherwise provided in this section, a
| egi sl ator or |egislative enployee may not

(1) solicit, accept, or receive, directly or
indirectly, a gift worth $250 or nore, whether in the
form of noney, servi ces, a | oan, travel
entertai nment, hospitality, promse, or other form or
gifts from the sane person worth |ess than $250 that
in a calendar year aggregate to $250 or nore in
val ue[.];

Lglf'[EXCEPT FOR FOOD OR BEVERAGE FOR | MVEDI ATE
CONSUMPTI ON, A LEQ SLATOR OR LEAQ SLATI VE EMPLOYEE MAY
NOT SCLICIT,] accept, or receive [DURING A LEG SLATI VE
SESSION] a gift wth any nonetary value from a
| obbyist or, or an imediate famly nenber of the
| obbyist, or a person acting on behalf of a | obbyist

except;[.]
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(A) for food or beverage for inmediate
consunption; or

(B) tickets from a |obbyist for a charity
event at any tinme, including during a |legislative
session, except that tickets to or gifts received at a
charity event under this paragraph are subject to the
calendar year limt on the value of gifts received by
a legislator or legislative enployee in (a) of this
section; in this paragraph, "charity event" neans an
event the proceeds of which go to a charitable
organi zation wth tax-free status wunder 26 U S C
501(c)(3) and that the Al aska Legislative Council has
approved in advance; the tickets may entitle the
bearer to admission to the event, to entertainnent, to
food or beverages, or to other gifts or services
involved in the charity event.

(b) [Repeal ed, 8 42 ch 127 SLA 1992.]

(c) Notwithstanding (a)(1) of this section, it is not
a violation of +this section for a legislator or
| egi sl ative enpl oyee to accept

(1) hospitality, other than hospitality described
in (4) of this subsection,

(A) with incidental transportation at the
residence of a person; however, a vacation hone
| ocated outside the state 1is not considered a
resi dence for the purposes of this subparagraph; or

(B) at a social event or neal;

(2) discounts that are avail able

(A) generally to the public or to a |large
cl ass of persons to which the person bel ongs; or

(B) when on official state business, but
only if receipt of the discount benefits the state;

(3) food or foodstuffs indigenous to the state
that are shared generally as a cultural or social
nor m

(4) travel and hospitality primarily for the
pur pose of obtaining information on nmatters of
| egi sl ative concern;

(5) gqgifts from the imediate famly of the
per son;

(6) gifts that are not connected wth the
recipient's |legislative status;

(7) a discount for all or part of a legislative
sessi on, including tinme imediately preceding or
following the session, or other gift to welcone a
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| egislator or legislative enployee who is enployed on
the personal staff of a legislator or by a standing or
speci al commttee to the capital city or in
recognition of the beginning of a |egislative session
if the gift or discount is available generally to all
| egislators and the personal staff of |egislators and
staff of standing and speci al committees; this
par agraph does not apply to l|egislative enployees who
are enployed by the Legislative Affairs Agency, the
office of the chief clerk, the office of the senate
secretary, the legislative budget and audit conmttee,
or the office of the onmbudsman;

(8 a gift of legal services in a mtter of
| egislative concern and a gift of other services
related to the provision of legal services in a matter
of | egislative concern;

(9) a gift of transportation froma legislator to
a legislator if the transportation takes place in the
state on or in an craft, boat, notor vehicle, or other
means of transport owned or under the control of the
donor; this paragraph does not apply to travel
described in (4) of this subsection or travel for
political canpai gn purposes;

(10) [TICKETS FROM A LOBBYI ST FOR A CHARI TY EVENT
AT ANY TIME, |INCLUDING DURING A LEAQ SLATIVE SESSI ON,
EXCEPT THAT TICKETS TO OR G FTS RECEI VED AT A CHARITY
EVENT UNDER THI S PARAGRAPH ARE SUBJECT TO THE CALENDAR
YEAR LIMT ON THE VALUE OF GFTS RECEIVED BY A
LEA SLATOR OR LEd SLATIVE EMPLOYEE IN (A) OF TH'S
SECTION;, IN TH S PARAGRAPH, "CHARITY EVENT" MEANS AN
EVENT THE PROCEEDS OF WHICH GO TO A CHARITABLE
ORGANI ZATION W TH TAX-FREE STATUS UNDER 26 U.S. C
501(C)(3) AND THAT THE ALASKA LEGQ SLATIVE COUNCI L HAS
APPROVED | N ADVANCE, THE TICKETS MAY ENTITLE THE
BEARER TO ADM SSI ON TO THE EVENT, TO ENTERTAI NMENT, TO
FOOD OR BEVERAGES, OR TO OTHER G FTS OR SERVICES
| N\VOLVED I N THE CHARI TY EVENT;] or

(11) a contribution to a charity event from any
person at any time; in this paragraph, "charity event"
has the nmeaning given in [(10)] (&)(2)B) of this
subsecti on.

(d) A legislator or legislative enployee who accepts a
gift under (c)(4) of this section that has a val ue of
$250 or nore shall disclose to the comittee, within
30 days after receipt of the gift, the nanme and
occupation of the donor and the approximate val ue of
the gift. A legislator or legislative enployee who
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accepts a gift under (c)(8) of this section that the
reci pi ent expects will have a value of $250 or nore in
the calendar year shall disclose to the conmttee,
within 30 days after receipt of the gift, the nane and
occupation of the donor, a general description of the
matter of legislative concern wth respect to which
the gift is nade, and the approximate value of the
gift. The conmttee shall maintain a public record of
the disclosures it receives relating to gifts under
(c)(4) and (8) of this section and shall forward the
di sclosures to the appropriate house for inclusion in
the journal. The committee shall forward to the
Alaska Public Ofices Commission copies of the
di scl osures concerning gifts under (c)(4) and (8) of
this section that it receives from legislators and
| egislative directors. A legislator or legislative
enpl oyee who accepts a gqgift wunder (c)(6)of this
section that has a value of $250 or nore shal
disclose to the conmttee annually on or before Mrch
15 the nane and occupation of the donor and a
description of the gift. The commttee shall naintain
di sclosures relating to gifts under (c)(6) of this
section as confidential records and may only use, or
permt a comrittee enployee or contractor to use, a
di sclosure under (c)(6) of this section in the
investigation of a possible violation of this section
or in a proceeding under AS 24.60.170 . If the
di scl osure under (c)(6) of this section becones part
of the record of a proceeding under AS 24.60.170, the
confidentiality provisions of that section apply to
t he di scl osure.

(e) A political contribution is not a gift under this
section if it is reported under AS 15.13.040 or 1is
exenpt from the reporting requirenent under AS
15.13.040 (g). The use of a bulk mailing permt owned
by a legislator's canpaign comrittee or wused in a
legislator's election canpaign is not a gift to that
| egi sl ator under this section.

(f) Notwi thstanding (a) of this section, a |egislator
or legislative enployee may accept a gift of property
worth $250 or nore, other than noney, from another
governnent or from an official of another government
if the person accepts the gift on behalf of the
| egi sl ature. The person shall, within 60 days after
receiving the gift, deliver the gift to the
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| egi slative council, whi ch  shall determne the

appropriate disposition of the gift. In this
subsecti on, "another governnent" means a foreign
government or the governnment of the United States,
anot her st at e, a muni ci pality, or anot her

jurisdiction.

(g Notwithstanding (a) of this section, a |egislator
or legislative enployee may solicit, accept, or
receive a gift on behalf of a recognized, nonpolitical
charitabl e organization

(h) A legislator, a legislative commttee other than
the Select Commttee on Legislative Ethics, or a
| egi sl ati ve agency may accept

(1) a gift of volunteer services for |egislative
purposes so long as the person making the gift of
services is not receiving conpensation from another
source for the services; or

(2) t he services of a trainee who IS
participating in an educational program approved by
the conmttee if the services are used for |egislative
pur poses. The committee shall approve training under
a program of the University of Alaska and training
under 29 U. S.C. 2801 - 2945 (Wbrkforce Investnment Act

of 1998). A legislative volunteer or educational
trainee shall be considered to be a legislative
enpl oyee for purposes of conpliance with this section,
AS 24.60.030 - 24.60.039, 24. 60. 060, 24. 60. 085,

24.60. 158 - 24.60.170, 24.60.176, and 24.60.178. If a
person believes that a legislative volunteer or
educational trainee has violated the provisions of one
of those sections, the person may file a conplaint
under AS 24.60.170 . The provisions of AS 24.60.170
apply to the proceeding.

(1) A legislator or legislative enployee who knows or
reasonably should know that [A] an imediate famly
menber as defined in AS 24.60.990(a)(6) has received a
gift because of the famly nenber's connection wth
the legislator or legislative enployee shall report
the receipt of the gift by the famly nenber to the
committee if the gift would have to be reported under
this section if it had been received by the |egislator
or legislative enployee. If receipt of the gift by a
| egi slator or |egislative enployee would be prohibited
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under this section then receipt by an imediate famly
menber is al so prohibited.

(j) I'n this section, the value of a gift shall be
determned by the fair market value of the gift to the
extent that the fair market val ue can be determ ned.

(k) In [TH'S] subsection (c)(6), "imediate famly"
[OR "FAM LY MEMBER'] neans

(1) the spouse of the person;

(2) the person's donestic partner

(3) a child, including a stepchild and an
adoptive child, of the person or of the person's
donestic partner

(4) a parent, sibling, grandparent, aunt, or
uncl e of the person;

(5 a parent, sibling, grandparent, aunt, or
uncle of the person's spouse or the person's donestic
partner; and a stepparent, stepsister, stepbrother,
st ep-grandparent, step-aunt, or step-uncle of the
person, the person's spouse, or the person's donestic
part ner.

REPRESENTATI VE DAHLSTROM made a notion to adopt Amendnent 4.
REPRESENTATI VE SAMJELS obj ected for the purposes of discussion.

REPRESENTATI VE DAHLSTROM expl ai ned that Anmendnment 4 contains
clarifying language intended to restrict [legislators] and
imrediate famly nenbers from receiving gifts from |obbyists
t hroughout the year, rather than just the |egislative session.
It also prohibits legislative enployees and imediate famly
menbers from accepting such gifts. She stated that her intent
is to bring transparency to governnent and the inner workings of
the legislature. She opined that these changes are necessary in
order to avoid the perception of inproper influence.

REPRESENTATI VE HOLMES pointed out an error in subsection (k).
She explained that this section should reference (c)(5). She
offered this as an anmendnent to Amendnent 4. There being no
obj ection, Anendnent 1 to Anendnment 4 was adopt ed.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG, referring to subsection (c)(7) of
Amendnent 4, offered Amendnent 2 to Amendnent 4, to add "the
Ofice of Victins' Rights" followng "Legislative Budget and
Audit Conmittee".
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REPRESENTATI VE DAHLSTROM characterized this as a "friendly
anendnent.” Therefore, Anendnent 2 to Amendnent 4 was accept ed.

REPRESENTATI VE = GRUENBERG, referring to subsection (d) of
Amendnent 4, offered Amendnent 3 to Anmendment 4, to change
"relating to gifts under (c)(4) and (8)" to read "relating to
gifts under (c)(4), (c)(8), and (i)". [Amendnent 3 to Amendnent
4 was treated as adopted. ]

REPRESENTATI VE = GRUENBERG, referring to subsection (d) of
Amendnent 4, offered Amendnment 4 to Anendnent 4, to delete
“March 15", and insert "within 30 days of receipt of the gift".

CHAIR RAVMRAS noted that Anendnent 4 to Anmendnent 4 is a
"friendly amendnent, " and was therefore accepted.

[ Arendnent 4 to Anmendnent 4 was |ater treated as not accepted.]

REPRESENTATI VE DAHLSTROM comented that Amendnment 4 is currently
being drafted into legal form by Legislative Legal and Research
Servi ces.

2:04:33 PM

REPRESENTATI VE = GRUENBERG, referring to subsection (d) of
Amendnent 4, offered Amendnent 5 to Amendment 4, to delete
"annually on or before March 15", and insert "within 30 days of
receipt of the gift".

CHAIR RAVMRAS noted that Anendnent 5 to Anmendnent 4 is a
"friendly anmendnent,"” and was therefore accepted.

REPRESENTATI VE = GRUENBERG, referring to subsection (d) of
Amendnent 4, offered [Arendnent 6 to Amendnent 4], to change
"copies of the disclosures concerning gifts under (c)(4) and
(8)" to "copies of the disclosures concerning gifts under

(c)(4), (c)(8), and (i)".

REPRESENTATI VE DAHLSTROM noted that this is a "friendly
anendnent . " Therefore, [Anendnent 6 to Anmendnent 4] was
accept ed.

REPRESENTATI VE = GRUENBERG, referring to subsection (i) of
Amendnent 4, offered [Anendnent 7 to Amendnent 4], as follows:
followng "legislator or legislative enployee shall", delete
"report” and insert "disclose for publication under (d) of this
section".
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REPRESENTATI VE DAHLSTROM noted that this is a "friendly
anendnent . " Therefore, [Anmendnent 7 to Anmendnent 4] was
accept ed.

REPRESENTATI VE = GRUENBERG, referring to subsection (i) of
Amendnent 4, offered [Anendnment 8 to Anendnment 4] as follows:
following "if the gift would have to be", delete "reported" and
insert "disclosed".

REPRESENTATI VE = DAHLSTROM  accept ed this as a "friendly
anmendnent . " Therefore, [Anendnent 8 to Anmendnent 4] was
accept ed.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG, in response to a question, stated that
he had no objection to Arendnent 4, as anended.

REPRESENTATI VE SAMUJELS renoved hi s objection.
CHAI R RAMRAS obj ect ed for discussion purposes.
2:10: 21 PM

JOYCE ANDERSON, Ethics Committee Adm nistrator, Select Committee
on Legislative Ethics, Alaska State Legislature, explained that
Amendrent 4 woul d prohibit legislators and | egislative enployees
fromreceiving gifts from | obbyists at any tinme during the year.
Currently, legislators and |egislative enployees are prohibited
from receiving gifts during the legislative session; however,
during the interim [they can receive] gifts worth up to $250 in

a cal endar year. She explained that Anmendnent 4 divides AS
24.60.080(a) into two subsections. This "cleans wup" the
| anguage and offers further «clarification. Addi tionally, all

| obbyi st requirenments and prohibitions are included in one
section. Anmendnent 4 also changes subsection (i) to include the
| anguage "If receipt of the gift by a legislator or legislative
enpl oyee would be prohibited under this section then receipt by
an i medi ate famly menber is al so prohibited".

M5. ANDERSON went on to say that subsection (a)(2) adds |anguage
prohibiting legislators and |egislative enployees from accepting
or receiving a gift of any nonetary value from a | obbyist or the
i medi ate fam |y nmenber of a | obbyi st.

REPRESENTATI VE DAHLSTROM said, "W've not gone as far as the
executive branch in doing this; we still have a full prohibition
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on all gifts, we still have our $250 rule in place, with the
exception of food and beverage.™

CHAI R RAMRAS renoved his objection.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG obj ected for the purpose of discussion.
He pointed out that subsection (i) of Amendnent 4 uses the
phrase "immediate famly nmenber." However, it then refers to
the definition in AS 24.60.990(a)(6), which defines "immedi ate
famly." He surmsed that this wll require a technical
amendnent to AS 24.60.990(a)(6) to state that "imediate fam|ly"
or "imrediate family nenber" has this definition. [ This was
treated and adopted as Amendnent 9 to Anendnent 4.]

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG t hen renoved his objection.

REPRESENTATI VE DAHLSTROM pointed out that in subsection (a)(2)
of Anmendnent 4, following the word "lobbyist”, the word "or" is
used twi ce but should only be used once. [ This was treated and
adopted as Anendnent 10 to Amendnent 4. ]

M5. ANDERSON, wth regard to the definition of "imediate
famly," explained that the definition included AS 24.60.080 is
"very broad.” The definition of "imediate famly" included in

AS 24.60.990 is a "nore narrow definition,” and only includes a
person's spouse, donestic partner, child, or parents.

2:17:51 PM

CHAIR RAMRAS, noting that there were no further objections to
Anrendment 4, as amended, announced that Amendment 4, as amended,
was adopt ed.

CHAIR RAMRAS referred to Anmendnment 5, |abeled 25-GH1059\0Q 8,
Wayne, 3/19/07, which read:

Page 1, lines 4 - b&:
Delete "restricting representation of others by
| egi slators and | egi sl ative enpl oyees; "

Page 13, lines 11 - 25:

Delete all material and insert:

"* Sec. 16. AS 24.60.100 is anended to read:

Sec. 24.60.100. Representation. A legislator or
| egi sl ative enpl oyee who represents another person for
conpensati on before an agency, board, or comm ssion of
the state shall disclose the nane of the person
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represented, the subject nmatter of the representation,
and the body before which the representation is to
take place to the commttee. The disclosure shall be
made by the deadline [ DEADLINES] set out in
AS 24.60.105. The commttee shall maintain a public
record of a disclosure under this section and forward
the disclosure to the respective house for inclusion
in the journal. A legislator or legislative enployee

may not represent another person for

conpensati on

before an agency, conmttee, or other entity of the

| egi sl ative branch."”
REPRESENTATI VE DAHLSTROM made a notion to adopt
CHAI R RAMRAS obj ected for discussion purposes.

2:18: 42 PM

Amendment 5.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG expl ai ned that Anmendnent 5 would anend

Section 16 of the bill, which he opined is

"too broad." He

stated that a legislator or |egislative enployee should be able

to provide representation in "quasi-judicial"
in "quasi-legislative" actions.

actions, but not

CHAI R RAMRAS di sagreed, and said he maintains his objection.

REPRESENTATI VE COGHI LL pointed out that Section 16 prohibits a
| egislator or legislative enployee from representing another

person for conpensation before a nunicipal,
executive branch.

| egi sl ative, or

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG, in response to a question, said:

Let us say that ... you're representing

a honeowner .

You practice property law, and you're representing a
honmeowner before the Minicipal Planning and Zoning

Conmmi ssion on a variance. That has no

relation to

your legislative duties as a state |legislator. O
you're representing sonmeone who is in an appeal for

denial of their permanent fund dividend.
purely private dispute for child support.

.. O in a
Most of the

child support actions occur before the [Child Support

Enforcenent Division (CSED)]. Not t hat

many go to

court. They're generally before a hearing officer, or
an enployee of the [CSED. And that is strictly a
factual question ... it has nothing at all to do wth

your legislative [responsibilities].
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REPRESENTATI VE COGHI LL surmi sed, then, that Amendnment 5 would
allow a legislator to represent an individual before the
Wor kers' Conpensati on Board. He then stated his objection to
Amendnent 5.

2.22: 44 PM
REPRESENTATI VE SAMUELS asked if "represent” is a |legal term

MR. JONES indicated that he interprets it to be so. He shared
his belief that if an individual who is not a lawer were to
"represent” sonmeone for conpensation, there may be a risk of
practicing |aw wi thout a |icense.

REPRESENTATI VE SAMUELS sai d:

So, if ny staff - that's a legislative enployee - if
my staff runs a canpground during the sunmertine

and she is asked by her enployer, "Can you wal k across
t he street and tal k to [the Depar t ment of
Envi r onnment al Conservation (DEC)] about a water
di scharge permt for me on your lunch hour?" ... Can
she go talk to DEC about sonething like that?

MR. JONES replied that he is not sure whether this would qualify
as "representation.”

REPRESENTATI VE  SAMUELS opined that i f a legislator is
representing an individual before the W rkers' Conpensation
Board and is voting on issues related to workers' conpensation
there is a problem He stated that if "representation"” is
referring to legal representation, he is in agreenent with the
current | anguage. However, he commented that there is a "gray
area" regardi ng what constitutes "representation.”

REPRESENTATI VE HOLMES opined that both Amendnent 5 and the
| anguage contained in the bill are "over broad." She stated
that court proceedings are "long and drawn out and expensive,"
addi ng that many things are done before boards, commi ssions, and
agencies. She stated that this would "hanstring” the ability of
persons covered by this statute to practice law during the
interimin order to earn a living.

2:26: 31 PM

REPRESENTATI VE SAMUELS sai d:
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The problem with the anmendnent, then, is the person
you are talking to knows that you're going to vote on

their budget. They know you are. You cannot get away
fromthe politics of that. And that's ... the nore |
think about it, the nore | like the way that it's
witten in the bill now. Because, you cannot help it.
You wal k before any body and they all know who we all
are. They know it. They know who you are, they know
what you do for a living, and they know you have

inordinate nore influence than another attorney from
the outside conming in. And the perception of swaying

that decision wll weigh heavy. In every |awsuit,
sonebody | oses. Whoever loses is going to think
“Well, 1'Il go hire nmyself a legislator next tine."

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG stated that hearing officers and
adm nistrative law judges are "virtually bound by the sane

canons of ethics as a judge." He said: "You mght as well
prohibit |awers from practicing in court, because we vote on
the court budget, too. ... If there is a threat of your voting

on a budget, than a person owns a hotel, or is a contractor, or
a realtor, or anybody, they should be absolutely prohibited from
having any business dealings with the governnent." He stated
that he would prepare an anmendnment to prohibit all persons in
the legislature from dealing with "any governnment, at any
| evel ."

REPRESENTATI VE COGHI LL stated that the question is whether "to
di scl ose" or "to prohibit." He opined that the bill prohibits
representation for conpensation in areas where |egislators would
carry significant influence. He conpared this to previous
concerns brought up by Representative Neuman, and questioned
whet her disclosing this information nakes a difference. He
opi ned that disclosure may beconme a way for individuals to use
this information as "the whipping tool." He shared his belief
that the prohibition, for the public process, is better.

REPRESENTATI VE HOLMES, with regard to whether individuals wll
be influenced by the legislators, opined that this is true in
areas outside of the governnent. She said "So, to suggest that
it's sinply a lawer going in front of an agency, that those
people are going to be worried about retaliation, and that the

same does not hold true for people who are not |awers, | think
is a false distinction.” She stated that she is not 100 percent
convinced by Amendnent 5; however, if the amendnment fails, she

would return with an anendnent that is "nore in the mddle."
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She shared her belief that [the current |anguage] would hinder
an individual's ability to "have a normal life," adding that it
is unfair to target one profession over others.

2:32:17 PM

A roll <call vote was taken. Representatives Holnmes and
G uenberg voted in favor of Anmendnent 5. Representati ves
Dahl strom Coghill, Sanuels, Lynn, and Ranras voted against it.

Therefore, Amendnent 5 failed by a vote of 2-5.

CHAIR RAMRAS referred to Amendnment 6, |abeled 25-GH1059\0. 5,
Wayne, 3/16/07, which read:

Page 14, line 29, following "a
I nsert "final"

Page 14, line 30, follow ng "serving":

Insert ", unless the person previously disclosed
the matter and, for that reason, the matter is no
| onger subject to disclosure”

REPRESENTATI VE DAHLSTROM made a notion to adopt Amendnent 6.

CHAI R RAMRAS objected for discussion purposes. He expl ai ned
that this is a "housekeeping amendnent,” which wll address
di sclosure after a person's final day of service.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG poi nted out that as witten, [Anmendnent
6] could require an individual to go back 20 years, which is not
the intent. He then explained the intent. He said:

For exanple, let's say sonebody no |onger serves after
the ... [25th legislature]. The last report [hel/she
will do] is on March 15, 2008. They' Il be out of
of fice January 15, 2009. The intent of this provision
is to require that by April 15, 2009, 90 days after

they leave office, they will file a report covering
January 1, 2008 through January 15, 2009. Not goi ng
back 20 years. And we're technically having it
drafted to do it. This |anguage doesn't do it now.
M5. ANDERSON explained that this is "somewhat true.” Most
di sclosures are filed either on March 15 or up until 30 days
prior to the end of session. Therefore, the disclosure period
is through January 15. Wth regard to Amendnent 6, she

expressed concern wth the Ianguage "unless the person
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previously disclosed the natter.” She stated that a final
report is needed to ensure that there were not any additiona
changes. This can either be re-reporting what was already
reported, or a final reporting stating that there were no
changes. She relayed her belief that this would be true for the
APOCC with regard to financial disclosure

CHAI R RAMRAS wi t hdr ew Anendnent 6.
2:37:26 PM

CHAIR RAMRAS referred to Amendment 7, |abeled 25-GHL059\0 9,
Wayne, 3/19/07, which read [original punctuation provided]:

Page 15, |ine 23:
Delete "part”
| nsert "nmenbers”

Page 15, |ine 26:
Delete "part"”
I nsert "a nenber”
REPRESENTATI VE DAHLSTROM made a notion to adopt Amendnent 7.
REPRESENTATI VE HOLMES obj ected for di scussion purposes.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG explained that this is a technical
amendnent which clarifies that a person is a "nenber" of the
majority.

REPRESENTATI VE HOLMES wi t hdr ew her obj ecti on.

CHAIR RAVRAS, noting that there was no further objection,
announced t hat Anmendnent 7 was adopt ed.

M5. ANDERSON, referring to Section 20, suggested that the word

"organi zational" be added before the word "caucus", thus
changing it to read "nmgjority organization caucus” and "mnority
or gani zat i onal caucus". She explained that the term

"organi zational caucus" is used in the Uniform Rul es.

REPRESENTATI VE SAMJELS nmade a notion to adopt Anendnent 8, to
add the word "organi zati onal " before "caucus", thus changing the
term to "majority or gani zati on caucus” and "mnority
organi zati onal caucus".
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REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG obj ected for discussion purposes. He
asked whether this would only apply to Section 20.

M5. ANDERSON replied that it would only apply to Section 20.
REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG wi t hdrew hi s obj ecti on.

CHAIR RAVRAS, noting that there was no further objection,
announced t hat Anendnent 8 was adopt ed.

2:39: 22 PM

CHAIR RAMRAS referred to Amendnent 9, which read [original
punct uati on provided]:

Page 21, |ine 21:
Del ete "$5, 000"
| nsert "$1, 000"

Page 21, |ine 31:
Delete "if the income was earned by the hour,"

Page 22, line 1, follow ng "worked":
I nsert "to earn the i ncome"

Page 22, |ine 10:
Del ete "$5, 000"
| nsert "$1, 000"

Page 22, |line 17:
Del ete "$5, 000"
| nsert "$1, 000"

Page 22, |ine 20:
Del ete "$5, 000"
| nsert "$1, 000"

Page 22, |ine 24:
Del ete "$5, 000"
| nsert "$1, 000"

Page 22, |ine 27:

Del ete " $5, 000"
| nsert "$1, 000"
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CHAIR RAMRAS, in response to a request from Representative
Sanmuel s, stated that Amendnent 9 would be tabled until a future
tine.

CHAIR RAMRAS then referred to Anmendnent 10, | abel ed 25-
GH1059\ O 10, Wayne, 3/19/07, which read:

Page 23, line 1, follow ng "partnership":
Insert ", limted liability conpany, "

Page 23, line 6, follow ng "partnership":
Insert ", limted liability conpany,"

Page 23, followng line 9:
Insert a new bill section to read:
"* Sec. 32. AS 39.50.030(h) is anended to read:
(h) In this section,

(1) [REPEALED

(2)] "cl ose econom c association” means a
financial relationship that exists between a public
of ficial required to disclose a close economc
association under (d) of this section and sonme other
person or entity, including a relationship where the
public official serves as a consultant or advisor to,
is a menber or representative of, or has a financia

interest in an association, part nership, limted
liability conpany, business, or corporation;
(2) [(3)] "l obbyi st" has the neaning given

in AS 24.60.990(a);
(3) [(4)] "public officer"” has the neaning
given in AS 39.52.960. "

Renunber the follow ng bill sections accordingly.

Page 25, following line 24:
Insert a new bill section to read:
"* Sec. 35. AS 39.50.200(a)(10) is anended to read:
(10) "source of incone" neans the entity
for which service is performed or that is otherw se
the origin of paynent; if the person whose inconme is
being reported is enployed by another, the enployer is
the source of inconme; but if the person is self-
enpl oyed by nmeans of a sole proprietorship,
partnership, limted liability conpany, professional
corporation, or a corporation in which the person, the
person's spouse or donestic partner, or the person's
dependent children, or a conbination of them hold a
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controlling interest, the "source" is the client or
custoner of the proprietorship, partnership, limted
liability conpany, or corporation, but, if the entity
that is the origin of paynent is not the sane as the
client or custoner for whom the service is perforned,
both are considered the source.”

Renunber the follow ng bill sections accordingly.

Page 27, |ine 29:
Del ete "sec. 36"
| nsert "sec. 38"

Page 27, |ine 30:
Del ete "sec. 36"
| nsert "sec. 38"

Page 27, |ine 31:
Del ete "sec. 37"
| nsert "sec. 39"

Page 28, line 3:
Del ete "sec. 37"
| nsert "sec. 39"

Page 28, |ine 4:
Del ete "sec. 38"
| nsert "sec. 40"

Page 28, |ine 8:
Del ete "sec. 38"
| nsert "sec. 40"

Page 28, |ine 10:
Del ete "sec. 33"
| nsert "sec. 34"

Page 28, |ine 11:
Del ete "secs. 42 and 43"
| nsert "secs. 44 and 45"
REPRESENTATI VE DAHLSTROM made a notion to adopt Anendnent 10.
CHAI R RAMRAS obj ected for discussion purposes.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG expl ained that this cleans up changes
made by the House State Affairs Standing Conmttee. Amendnent
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10 adds "limted liability conmpany"” to the list of financial and
business interests that mnust be reported. He expl ai ned that
[the original] statute was drafted prior to the adoption of
limted liability conpany (LLC) |egislation.

CHAI R RAMRAS renoved his objection, and, after ascertaining that
there was no further objection, announced that Anendnent 10 was
adopt ed.

CHAI R RAMRAS outlined how the commttee would be proceeding with
regard to public testinony, the bill, and proposed anmendnents

during the next neeting of the House Judiciary Standing
Conmittee.

[ CSHB 109( STA), as anended, was held over.]
ADJ OURNMENT

There being no further business before the conmttee, the House
Judiciary Standing Conmttee neeting was adjourned at 2:43 p. m
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