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ACTI ON NARRATI VE

CHAIR HOLLIS FRENCH called the Senate Judiciary Standing
Commttee neeting to order at 1:37:42 PM Present at the call to
order were Senator Therriaul t, Senat or Huggi ns, Senat or
W el echowski, and Chair French. Senator MQuire arrived shortly
t hereafter.

SB 64- DI SCLOSURES & ETHI CS

1: 38: 09 PM
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CHAI R FRENCH announced the consideration of SB 64, Version \E
commttee substitute (CS)

CHAIR FRENCH notioned to adopt Amendnent 1, |abeled 25-
GS1059\ E. 5, and  Senat or Huggins objected for di scussi on
pur poses.

AMENDMENT 1

OFFERED | N THE SENATE BY SENATOR FRENCH
TO CSSB 64(JUD), Draft Version "E"

Page 1, line 1, followi ng "Act":
Insert "relating to bribery, receiving a bribe,
and receiving unlawful gratuities;"”

Page 1, following line 9:
Insert a new bill section to read:
"* Section 1. AS 11.56.130 is anmended to read:

Sec. 11.56.130. Definition. 1In AS 11.56.100
11.56. 130, "benefit" has the neaning ascribed to it in
AS 11.81.900 but does not include

(1) political campai gn contributions
reported in accordance wth AS 15.13 wunless the
contribution is nade or received in exchange for an
agr eenent to al ter an el ect ed official's or
candi date's vote or position on a state adnm nistrative
matter or a legislative or nunicipal matter;

(2) concurrence in official action in the

cause of legitimate conprom se bet ween public
servants; or

(3) support, including a vote, solicited by
a public servant or offered by any person in an
el ection.™

Page 1, line 10:
Del ete "Section 1"
| nsert "Sec. 2"

Renunber the followi ng bill sections accordingly.
Page 5, following line 10:
Insert a new bill section to read:

"* Sec. 8. The wuncodified law of the State of
Al aska i s anended by adding a new section to read:
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APPLI CABI LI TY. Section 1 of this Act applies to
of fenses occurring on or after the effective date of
section 1 of this Act."

Renunber the follow ng bill sections accordingly.

Page 5, line 11:
Del ete "Section 2"
| nsert "Section 3"

Page 5, line 12:
Del ete "Section 4"
| nsert "Section 5"

Page 5, line 13:
Del ete "secs. 7 and 8"
| nsert "secs. 9 and 10"

CHAIR FRENCH explained that Amendnent 1 intends to close a
| oophole that canme to light with a legislative |egal opinion
that said that it is not against the law for a candidate to
receive a bribe in the form of a canpaign contribution. The idea
behind the anendnment is that the quid pro quo of a contribution
in exchange for a promse of an agreenent to alter a position on

an admnistrative, | egi sl ative, or nmuni ci pal matter S
precl uded.

1:41: 48 PM

SENATOR McGUI RE arri ved.

1:42: 59 PM

SENATOR THERRI AULT, noting that the crine of bribery did and
still does exists, asked if this addresses only a change in

position or also the situation of a contribution that is
acconpanied by a wink and nod to continue to nmaintain a
particular position. Stating that he would show the door to the
person either way, he questioned whether the latter is any |ess
a bri be.

CHAIR FRENCH replied it’s inportant for the public to know that
nost et hical candidates take the position that they were el ected
because of their good judgnent and ability to be fair and not
because they prom sed to do something in the future.

SENATOR HUGA NS commented that it also talks about the other
person’s intent.
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CHAI R FRENCH explained that someone could give a contribution
with the intent to effect a change in position, but for the |oop
to close the prom se nust cone back in exchange.

SENATOR HUGGE NS focused on the words “contribution is nade or
received” and said “it appears that you're being held
accountable for sonebody else’'s conduct, potentially, versus
your own.”

CHAIR FRENCH, agreeing that both parties would be equally
cul pable, said he wouldn't dispute that there wll always be
proof problens.

1:46:59 PM

SENATOR McGUIRE summarized that this wouldn’t apply unless it
could be proved that there was intent to alter an elected
official’s position in exchange for a contri bution.

CHAIR FRENCH added that 1it’'s the agreenent that protects
candidates and elected officials from false charges and false
accusati ons.

1:48:26 PM

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI proposed the conmmttee expand on the word
“alter” on line 11 to address situations such as, “Keep this
position and I'Il give you $500."

SENATOR THERRI AULT questioned whether receiving noney to switch
a position is any different from receiving noney to maintain a
posi tion.

CHAI R FRENCH urged caution. Because nost elected officials state
enphatic support for sonmething or soneone at one tinme or
anot her, he suggested that could be far nore problematic. He
rem nded the comrittee that the essence of bribery is changing
your mnd or buying your influence in a corrupt way that didn't
al ready exi st.

SENATOR THERRI AULT asked if the exception in the statutes all ows
bad acts.

CHAIR FRENCH said that under current statute he believes it is

perfectly legal for someone to say “l can gather up $20,000 in
canpai gn contributions if you promse ne you |l never vote for X
or Y.”
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SENATOR THERRI AULT conmented it would be interesting to know the
di scussion that took place when the statutes were crafted to
clarify the reason for the exception.

1:52:10 PM

SENATOR McGU RE mused that it’s not unheard of for an elected
official to change his/her mnd on an issue as a result of
increased wunderstanding of a subject. Hypot hesi zi ng about
changing her mnd about tort reform she asked if it could be
interpreted as a violation if the trial |awers association were
to contribute to her canpaign after learning that she had
changed position.

CHAI R FRENCH said the contribution was not made in exchange for
an agreenent to change position; the change canme first.

SENATOR HUGA NS asked if a vote for a particular candi date woul d
qgual i fy as proof of an exchange.

CHAIR FRENCH said no. “You' d have to show the blood oath, the
handshake, the hall of |awers outside waiting with checkbooks.”
That’'s the proof to the agreenent to change your mnd in
exchange for the noney.”

1: 56: 36 PM

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI brought up the issue of questionnaires that
candidate respond to during election cycles. The answers are
eval uated and could result in a canpaign contribution. He asked
for discussion on the thinking because even though he realizes
that there is a nens rea that has be net, he wants to be sure
that type of situation would be covered.

CHAIR FRENCH said it would be problematic if the questionnaire
cane with a check that was good only if a certain series of
boxes is sel ected.

SENATOR MGU RE said she is bothered by questionnaires that
require a date and a signature agreeing to certain points.
Sonetinmes the questionnaires conme at foruns and it’'s very clear
that the nmenbers won’t support candidates that don't agree to
certain positions.

CHAI R FRENCH said that is a good exanple of the normal political
process for achieving particular goals and perhaps the
Departnent of Law could help the commttee on the issue of
whet her there has been quid pro quo — an exchange or a deal nade
to change your mnd in exchange for that contribution.
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SENATOR McGUI RE el aborated that in sone foruns candi dates may
only have the opportunity to hold up a card indicating agreenent
or disagreenent with a particular question or issue. There is no
opportunity to explain the reason for an answer or the reasoning
behind a change in position. At the end there is an eval uation
on sone | evel and the candidate nmay or may not get a check.

SENATOR FRENCH granted that that is an exanple of noney and
power being persuasive, but what is mssing is the explicit
agreenment that the candidate is changing his or her mnd in
exchange for a contribution.

2:01: 00 PM

ANNE CARPENETI, Assistant Attorney General, Crimnal Division,
Department of Law, drew attention to the fact that the bill
changes the definition of benefit. Benefit is wused in the
bribery statute, which is a specific intent crime thereby
provi ding yet another |ayer of having to prove specific intent.
She clarified that specific intent neans that soneone does an
act with a specific intent of getting a result out of the act.
For exanple, intent to kill neans that soneone does an act that
intends to cause the death of sonebody.

CHAIR FRENCH added that the nobst difficult type of crine to
prove is the type where there is specific intent, nental
el ement .

M5. CARPENETI agreed adding that that is why there aren’t many
in case |aw

SENATOR THERRI AULT noted that Title 11 deals with crinminal |aw

CHAIR FRENCH said that’'s a good point; it is not an Ethics Act
i ssue.

SENATOR HUGGE NS asked about enforceability unless there is a
recordi ng.

MS. CARPENETI recalled just two cases. One case was a bribery
prosecution of a forner |egislator, which did involve a wire and
she wasn’t sure about the other.

2:03: 26 PM

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI asked for an opinion on the follow ng
situations: 1) someone answers a questionnaire and then receives
a check from the entity that issued the questionnaire, and
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2)sonmeone changes his/her vote and then receives a canpaign
contribution. He asked if she foresees those situations as
bri bery under the current proposal.

M5. CARPENETI replied those situations are different. They do
not involve the quid pro quo; there is no bargain or neeting of
the m nds to exchange a position for noney.

SENATOR W ELECHOWBKI, noting that the proposed anendnent says
“to alter an elected official’s ... vote”, asked if she agrees
that the current |anguage does not cover situations where a
candidate doesn’'t have a particular position but mght be
i nfl uenced one way or anot her.

M5. CARPENETI said she does agree, but she would want to give it
serious thought before suggesting different |anguage.

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI asked if she interprets the provision as
applicable to both the briber and the bribee.

M5. CARPENETI said yes.
SENATOR HUGGE NS renoved his objection to Anendnent 1

CHAIR FRENCH, finding no further objection to Amendment 1,
announced it is adopted.

At ease

2:07:07 PM

CHAIR FRENCH notioned to adopt Amendnent 2, |abeled 25-
GS1059\E. 7, and  Senat or Huggins objected for di scussi on
pur poses.

AMENDMENT 2

OFFERED | N THE SENATE BY SENATOR FRENCH
TO CSSB 64(JUD), Draft Version "E'

Page 1, line 3, follow ng "Comr ssion;":

Insert "relating to the use of state governnent
assets and resources when there is no charge to the
state for their use, and to the use of state aircraft
for partisan political purposes;”
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Page 4, followi ng |ine 30:
Insert new bill sections to read:
"* Sec. 6. AS 39.52.120(b) is anended to read:
(b) A public officer nay not

(1) seek other enploynent or contracts
t hrough the use or attenpted use of official position;
(2) accept, receive, or solicit

conpensation for the performance of official duties or
responsibilities froma person other than the state;

(3) use state tinme, property, equipnment, or
other facilities to benefit personal or financial
i nterests;

(4) take or wthhold official action in
order to affect a matter in which the public officer
has a personal or financial interest;

(5) attenpt to benefit a personal or
financial interest through coercion of a subordinate
or require another public officer to perform services
for the private benefit of the public officer at any
tinme; or

(6) use or authorize the wuse of state
funds, facilities, equipnment, services, or another
government asset or resource for partisan political
pur poses; this paragraph does not prohibit use of the
governor's residence for neetings to discuss political
strategy and does not prohibit use of state aircraft
or the comunications equipnment in the governor's
residence so long as there is no [SPECIAL] charge to

the state for the wuse; in this paragraph, "for
partisan political purposes”

(A means havi ng t he i nt ent to
differentially benefit or harma

(1) candidate or potential candidate for

el ective office; or
(i1i) political party or group
(B) but does not include having the intent
to benefit the public interest at large through the
normal performance of official duties.
* Sec. 7. AS 39.52.120 is amended by adding a new
subsection to read:

(f) Use of state aircraft for partisan political
purposes is permtted under (b) of this section only
when the use is collateral or incidental to the norma
performance of official duties and does not exceed 10
percent of the total of the use of the aircraft for
official purposes and partisan political purposes,
conbined, on a single trip. A public officer who
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authorizes or makes any partisan political use of a
state aircraft under (b) of this section shal
di scl ose the authorization and use under AS 39.52. 210,
39.52.220, or 39.52.230 for each trip, and the person
who uses the aircraft shall reinburse the state for
t he actual cost of the use.™

Renunber the follow ng bill sections accordingly.

Page 5, line 13:
Del ete "secs. 7 and 8"
| nsert "secs. 9 and 10"

SENATOR FRENCH highlighted that Anmendnent 2 follows up on a
previ ous discussion about the use of state aircraft. After that
di scussion he reviewed the APOC decision as well as the opinion
M. Jones issued regarding the way jet wuse is allocated.
Recognizing that the governor is a conplex person wth a
fulltinme job that doesn't allow |leave slips, he continues to
return to the fact that the jet is a state asset and the use of
state facilities to further partisan political purposes is
sinply not right.

CHAI R FRENCH explained that the anmendnent does essentially two
things. It adds “state aircraft” into the same category as the
governor’s residence to make it clear that the governor is not
prohibited from sitting in the aircraft and talking about
politics. Simlar to the residence, it is a place that the
governor will spend a certain anount of tinme so it shouldn’'t be an
ethics violation to have a political discussion.

The second thing the anmendnent does is allow for the fact that
if the governor takes the jet to a bill-signing and it is during
canpai gn season, there may be sone incidental use of that trave
to acconplish sonme partisan political end. Nevertheless, in his
view that tinme should be very incidental or the governor should
not be using a valuable state asset to achieve that partisan
political end.

2:11:54 PM
SENATOR THERRI AULT asked for an explanation of the 10 percent
al I ocati on.

CHAIR FRENCH said his interpretation is that it is the
percentage of tinme spent on partisan political activity conpared
to the total tine spent on the trip. Each trip wuld be a
separate entity.
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SENATOR THERRI AULT asked how he nmde the 10 percent
determ nation

CHAIR FRENCH said it was a policy call. Rght now up to 48
percent may be okay, which strikes himas being far too nuch.

SENATOR HUGA NS asked if this would apply to the governor’s
chauf f eured vehi cl es.

CHAI R FRENCH responded the anendnent targets state aircraft -
specifically the jet.

2:13.:49 PM

DAVID JONES, Assistant Attorney GCeneral, Crimnal Division,
Department of Law, said the current |anguage would not cover
chauf f eur ed vehi cl es. | ncl udi ng chauf f eur ed vehi cl es IS
probl emati ¢ because security concerns frequently dictate that
t he governor use that type of transportation.

SENATOR HUGGE NS questioned what “governnent asset or resources”
woul d be other than aircraft.

MR. JONES replied that would be a variety of things including
t he governor’s residence or office.

SENATOR HUGA NS said that's already been discussed; the
resi dence can be used.

MR. JONES said use the residence for partisan political purposes
is very limted. For exanple the governor could not hold a
fundrai ser at the residence.

CHAIR FRENCH clarified that the preenption is for partisan
political purposes; a rally for breast cancer, Boys and Grls
Club or something simlar is acceptable.

SENATOR McCGUI RE asked if the state would pay for airline tickets
for a security detail to travel with the governor when she/he is
canpai gni ng and flying conmerci al .

2:18: 17 PM

MR. JONES understands that the governor is usually acconpanied
by security, but he doesn’t know the details. He further
explained that the «current APOC rules wuld require an
all ocation of cost if the state pays for a plane ticket and one
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of the purposes of the trip is to participate in partisan
political activity.

SENATOR THERRI AULT questioned why that system wouldn’t work for
the state aircraft.

MR. JONES explained that wunder this provision there would be
separate treatnment for state aircraft.

SENATOR THERRI AULT questioned why the current system couldn't
acconmodat e bot h.

MR. JONES replied it is a policy call.

SENATOR THERRI AULT asked for <clarification that the current
system does not cover the jet.

MR. JONES said when he wote the opinion that was discussed at
the last hearing he believed that the current system would dea
wth the use of state aircraft. He acknowl edged that many
people, including some on the commttee, disagree with his
opi ni on.

CHAIR FRENCH said in all fairness to M. Jones it is conceivable
to continue under the current system However, because the jet
is an extrenely valuable state asset, tight rules should be
constructed to nake it clear to the public that it will not be
used as a private jet.

2:20:32 PM

MR. JONES said he had opportunity to review the anendnent and he
woul d suggest that the reference to AS 39.52.230 on page 2, line
17 is redundant. Also, on line 18 the reference to reinbursenent
of the actual cost of the use isn't clear. It could nean the
entire cost of the trip or just the proportionate share that is
attributed to the partisan political activity. He suggested that
if partisan political activity is restricted to just 10 percent,
then it m ght be overwhelmng to require a public officer to pay
the entire cost of the use of the state aircraft.

CHAIR FRENCH said his intent is to require paynent for the
portion attributable to partisan political purposes.

MR. JONES suggested inserting “a proportionate share of.”
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CHAI R FRENCH notioned to anend Amendnent 2. On line 18 insert
“the proportional share of” after the word “for” and before the
word “the”.

2:23:29 PM
SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI objected to ask if the |anguage prohibits
the governor from wusing state aircraft for all partisan

political purposes.

CHAI R FRENCH said no, but anything exceeding 10 percent would be
an ethics violation.

SENATOR W ELECHOWSBKI asked for clarification that there would
not be an instance in which the governor reinbursed nore than 10
percent because that would be an ethics violation.

MR. JONES said that’s correct. He understands that the anendnent
woul d say that if the attributable tinme is nore than 10 percent,
then the governor could not use the state aircraft. Also, the
governor would be required to reinburse the state for the share
of the travel that is attributable to the partisan political
activities so that use of a state aircraft would not be a
benefit.

2:24: 50 PM
SENATOR W ELECHOABKI wi t hdrew hi s obj ecti on.

CHAI R FRENCH announced that w thout objection, the anendnent to
Amendrment 2 is adopted and the committee would continue to
consi der the anendnent.

SENATOR THERRI AULT remar ked that under the 10 percent rule a two
hour flight to Anchorage would leave just 12 mnutes for
partisan political activity and that is too tight.

CHAI R FRENCH suggested the conmttee clarify how nuch tine is
i nvolved and what tinme is relevant for one trip. In his view it
woul d be easier to consider time on the ground, roundtrip travel
time and tine spent performng official duties as one trip. Thus
for a ten hour trip from Juneau to Juneau, the allowable tine
for partisan political tinme would be one hour. That strikes ne
as being fair, he stated, “but if it’s a two hour fundraiser,
maybe you should be flying coach.”

SENATOR THERRI AULT agreed that it is nore palatable if the
relevant tine is from takeoff to touchdown, but other than the
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di scussion here in the conmmttee he isn't sure it would be
interpreted that way.

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI commented that weather greatly affects
total travel tinme so he questioned whether travel is the best
i ndicator. He asked M. Jones how that is addressed currently.

MR. JONES said Chair French, Ms. Smith and the drafter did a
remarkable job on a very difficult concept. He didn't believe
the attorney general’s office would have any trouble
interpreting a single trip as being takeoff to touchdown, but he
couldn’t speak for the personnel board or the court system

SENATOR MGU RE pointed out that the intent is to change
behavior. For awhile this will be inconvenient, but ultimtely
i ncunbents will be required to better separate the office of the
governor and partisan political activities.

2:30: 09 PM
CHAIR FRENCH notioned to adopt a second anendnent to Amendnent
2. On page 2, line 17, delete “or 39.52.230".

SENATOR W ELECHOWBKI suggested different punctuation.

CHAI R FRENCH rephrased the second anendnent to Amendnent 2. On
page 2, line 16, after “210” delete the comm and insert “or”
and after “220” delete “, or 39.52.230". There was no objection
and the second anendnent to Anendnent 2 was adopt ed.

SENATOR HUGGE NS renpoved his objection to Arendnent 2.

CHAI R FRENCH announced that w thout objection Amendnent 2 is
adopted. He stated his intention to prepare a clean conmttee
substitute and bring the bill back before the commttee at the
next neeting for final action.

2:32:40 PM
SENATOR HUGGE NS conmented and he hopes that what is being done
here doesn’t haunt future legislatures. “I’m listening to this

and reluctantly accepting it,” he stated.
CHAI R FRENCH held SB 64 in conmttee.

SB  78- MOTOR VEH CLE W NDOW TI NTI NG

2:33:43 PM
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CHAI R FRENCH announced the consideration of SB 78. He read
sponsor statenment into the record as foll ows:

IIlegally tinted w ndows cause a nunber of safety
concerns in Alaska's local comunities. The dark tints
create a danger for peace officers who approach
vehicles as they can conpletely block any view of the
driver and passengers. In addition, these tints deny
pedestrians, bikers and notorcyclists the opportunity
to confirm they have been seen by a driver when
nmeeting in an intersection or sharing a roadway.

Currently it 1is illegal for a vehicle to be on
Al aska’s roadways if the wndow tinting allows |ess
than thirty percent of the light to transmt through
the glass. However, it is not illegal for higher
levels of tinting to be installed by auto detailing
shops and sim | ar businesses.

SB 78 would close this |oophole by nmeking it a
m sdeneanor to install illegal wndow tinting. The
bill would also help enforcenent efforts by allow ng
police to “go to the source” by bringing charges
agai nst installers.

2: 34: 59 PM

WLLIAM BOSWOOD, Omner, Auto Trim Design, Fairbanks, said his
purpose today is to educate the commttee about wi ndow film He
expl ained that reputable firns have been self-regulating since
1994 and providing after-market tinting that neets the needs of
the safety issue and the needs of the custoner. Custoners are
| ooking for glare reduction, UV protection and cosnetic appeal
He acknow edged that unscrupul ous people who tint wi ndows darkly
to conceal illegal activity, but reputable installers are
against that. The current regulation, which passed in 1994, is
the second nost restrictive in the nation and he has been
against it from the beginning. He wurged the conmittee to
consi der changing the current regulations to allow the industry
to survive. “Wen you tint those windows with a 70 percent |ight
transmssion on the front, 40 percent on the back it’s
invisible.” The only thing that is good for is UV protection, he
st at ed.

2:39: 04 PM
SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI asked if it's true that the bill will only
kill the industry if people are violating the regulation.
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MR. BOSWOOD replied yes, “but the regulation to begin with was
way too restrictive.” Custonmers see no value in tinting with 70
percent light transmttance. It does not reduce glare and it has
no cosnetic affect at all.

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI asked if it’s fair to say that a large
nunber of tinting installations are 1in violation of the
regul ati on.

MR. BOSWOOD replied, “Any film that you put on a vehicle that
you can see is in violation of the regulation.”

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI asked if nost of the tinting he does is in
viol ation of the regul ation.

MR. BOSWOOD said, “There is no tint manufactured that would be
in conpliance with the regulation from 1994. W would like to
see that regulation changed...”

2:41: 34 PM

ANDREW FELT, Auto Trim Design, said he has installed tinted
wi ndows for over 20 years in several different states. He agrees
with the sponsor statenent that w ndows that are darker than 30
percent light transmi ssion are a problem The difficulty is that
the current regulation only allows tinting at basically the
factory level. Mni vans, sport wutility vehicles, and pickup
trucks are allowed to have dark glass on the back so this bil
woul d only affect front wi ndows on those types of vehicle.

The conpany policy is to only tint down to 35 percent on any
front door. Business is thriving and very few custoners return
to have the film renoved after having had a run-in with |aw
enforcement. He interprets that to nmean that |aw enforcenent is
not wunconfortable with the work that Auto Trim Design does.
“This law would basically just run out of business all of us
doing it for a living and transfer that into a black market of
peopl e doing it on their own.”

2:44. 35 PM

STEVE VI NCENT, GCeneral WManager, Auto Trim Design, Fairbanks,
expressed the view that SB 78 would all ow DW to make changes to
tinting laws via internal interpretation and nmenbo. Now it’'s a
state regulation and this seens to be a shift of power. There
are an awful lot of vehicles running around that have 35 percent
tint and chances are you wouldn't realize there was any tint at
all, he stated. “We think the |aw ought to be changed to reflect
what an awful |ot of other states are allow ng,” he concl uded.
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MR BOSWOOD interjected that this is an inportant nmatter.
People’s ability to feed their famly is at stake here. He
offered to denonstrate that the tinting his conpany does is
safe. This legislation wll Kkill the tinting portion of his
busi ness.

2:48: 26 PM
SENATOR McGUIRE asked him to clarify what |ight transm ssion
per centage he is advocati ng.

MR. BOSWOOD explained that the nunber he is quoting is the
actual light transmttance. Current regulation says 70 percent
on the front windows and 40 percent on the back w ndows. A 70
percent tint allows 70 percent of the light to get through and
it blocks 30 percent. He asked the conmittee to hold the bil
and change the current regulation to allow tinting that is safe
and sonet hing that customers want.

SENATOR McGUIRE asked him to fax his suggestions to Senator
French at 465-6595.

2:51:24 PM

LI EUTENANT NANCY REEDER, Traffic Commander, Anchorage Police
Departnent, stated that she was available to answer questions
nore than to give testinony, but she wanted to clarify that the
state statute and nunicipal ordinance are both aligned wth
federal law. Furthernore, |law enforcenent is not confused about
the issue of light transmttance. “W know that there has to be
70 percent light transmttance that shows on those front w ndows
and it’'s very clear wwthin the current statute.” SB 78 is also
quite clear; it refers back to the regulations in statute and
would sinply address those shops that operate outside that
regul ati on.

LT. REEDER, speaking as an officer who has witten citations for
non-conpliance, said that notorists who are ignorant of the |aw
and buy vehicles with after-market tinting are a big problem
Deal ershi ps send vehicles out to these shops for add-ons and
they sell those vehicles to the wunknowing and uneducated
notorist. The notorist pays for the add-on in the vehicle
purchase price and then nust pay to renmove it if they are
stopped and cited. SB 78 deals with this issue in the right
pl ace, she stated.

In conclusion Lt. Reeder highlighted the issue of night driving.
Wien windows are tinted a driver's ability to see is obscured

SENATE JUD COW TTEE - 18- March 14, 2007



and so that notorist becomes nore a danger to pedestrians,
bi kers, and others on the roadway.

SENATOR McGUI RE asked how | aw enforcenent deals with panel vans
and if there is any interest in changing how they are treated.

LT. REEDER acknow edged the disparity, but it's legal for those
vehicles to be nore darkly tinted than passenger vans and cars.
Law enforcenent realizes it nust be nore cognizant when
approaching those vehicles and takes precautions accordingly,
she st at ed.

2:57: 27 PM

ROB HILL, Autostart Al aska, LLC., said he owns a tint
installation center in Anchorage and he can’t understand why
there is so much concern about this issue. Qher states have
much higher crinme rates yet they have laws that allow nuch
darker window film As a responsible shop owner this is
di scouraging. He agrees with M. Boswood that there ought to be
sone reasonable anount of tinting allowed on front w ndows for
cosnetic and glare purposes. It’s a safety issue, he said. *“I
don't like to have people see into ny car and see ny |aptop
t hrough the front wi ndows in the backseat.”

MR HLL said that “to bring charges against the installers I
think that is a huge can of wornms....” It should be left in the
hands of the consuners.

SENATOR HUGGE NS asked where to buy a light neter to test |ight
transm ttance.

MR HLL replied his conpany doesn’'t use a photo neter. He is
very forthright in informng customers that |aw enforcenent
could require the renoval of any custom zed w ndow tinting.

3:02:51 PM

MARGARET AUTH, Menber, Spenard Comrunity Council, Anchorage,
said this issue canme up during a council neeting about a year
ago. The discussion centered on crimnal activity in the
nei ghborhood and it was noted that it is difficult to assess
vehicles that have darkly tinted wi ndows. Also, vehicles wth
dark window tinting are a safety issue for pedestrians and
bi kers. She relayed a story about a nei ghbor who purchased a new
car that had after-market tinting. He was stopped by |aw
enforcenment and required to renove the film Basically the auto
shop received paynent twice — first to install the film and next
to renove it.
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CHAIR FRENCH held SB 78 in commttee.

There being no further business to cone before the commttee,
Chair French adjourned the neeting at 3:05:27 PM
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