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W TNESS REG STER

ANNE CARPENETI, Assistant Attorney General

Crimnal Division

Depart ment of Law (DQL)

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Expl ai ned the provisions in CSHB 90( FI N).

SHARON FOSTER, representing herself
Anchor age, AK
POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Supported HB 90.

LAUREN RI CE, Legi sl ative Liaison
Department of Public Safety
POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Supported HB 90.

PATRI CK FOSTER

AG Publishing and Printing

Anchor age, AK

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Supported SB 95.

JASON HOOLEY, Special Assistant
Ofice of the Lieutenant Gover nor
PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Supported SB 95.

M KE PAW.OASKI

Staff to Representative Meyer

Juneau, AK

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Presented HB 118 for the sponsor.

ACTI ON NARRATI VE
CHAIR HOLLIS FRENCH called the Senate Judiciary Standing

Commttee neeting to order at 2:45:37 PM Present at the call to
order were Senators Huggi ns, Wel echowski, and Chair French.

CSHB _90( FI N) - CRI MES/ CRI M PROCEDURE/ SENTENCI NG

2:46: 01 PM
CHAI R FRENCH announced the consideration of HB 90, and noted
that CSHB 90(FIN) was before the commttee.
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ANNE CARPENETI, Assistant Attorney General, Crimnal D vision,
Departnent of Law (DOL), said the bill was introduced by
Representative Sanmuels with a bail provision intended to fine-
tune a statute that was passed |ast year to avoid serial bail
hearings. In addition, it fine tunes other |egislation that has
been passed in the last 4 or 5 years.

She explained that section 1 of CSHB 90(FIN) creates a new
crinme: violation by a sex offender of condition of probation or
parol e. The reason is when SB 218 was adopted | ast session where
someone who has been released on parole or probation will run
out of “time hanging over their heads” to enforce their
conditions of probation or parole - |I|ike taking periodic
pol ygraphs and neking sure they don’t nove into another area

This bill adds an enforcenent nmechanism for felony sex offenders
who are on probation or parole who do not abide by the
conditions of parole that are considered to be inportant in
order to safeguard the public and to at least try to delay re-
of f ense.

CHAIR FRENCH said the bill isn't adding to their sentence or a
new condition to probation.

M5. CARPENETI agreed, and said the bill only applies to sex
of fenders with no time remaining on their original sentence.

2:48: 53 PM

She explained that section 2 inproves the definition of the
crime of the sending of indecent electronic material. Section 3
is a conformng section, regarding the forfeiture of equipnent
like conputers. Section 4 is a provision for cold-case
prosecutor funding. This would be hel pful for pressing charges
although there is a statute of Ilimtations. Section 5 limts
serial bail hearings by requiring a person to provide as nmnuch
information as possible at the initial hearing.

2:50: 38 PM

M5. CARPENETI said that section 6 puts standards for when a
judge can award tine against a sentence for a period of tine
spent in a treatnment program into statute. This would nmake
sentencing nore uniform across the state. The three basic
requirenents for credits are that the court mnust order a person
to a program treatnent prograns nust neet certain standards,
and credit is only issued for days the program director
approves.
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CHAIR FRENCH asked if the bill is in any way related to
el ectronic nonitoring or hone arrest.

M5. CARPENETI replied that it is not.

2:52:25 PM

M5. CARPENETI explained that section 7 provides fix-it elenents
needed in response to SB 218 that adopted nandatory m ninum
terms of 15 years of probation for felony sex offenders; but
current statute sets out 10 years naximmum probation for all
crinmes. This would allow the court to inpose the 15 years
mandatory m ni mum or nore for sex offender probation.

Section 8 adds |anguage regarding sex-offense registration for
electronic distribution of illicit materials to a mnor. Section
9 addresses applications for post-conviction relief. She
explained that the state over the past 10 or 12 years has nade
good progress in elimnating lawsuits filed by prisoners by
adopting a |limt of one post-conviction application after a
conviction is upheld on direct appeal. She explained that the
courts have held that fairness requires a person to be able to
bring a second application for post conviction relief so that a
person can litigate a claim when his or her attorney’s first
petition was not effective. This section provides that the
person in the second application has to file within a year of
the final decision on the first one.

Section 10 provides that a person nmay not be awarded good tine
by the Department of Corrections (DOC) when in a treatnent
program in a private residence or under electronic nonitoring.

CHAIR FRENCH said that a person who is sentenced to 20 days in
jail has to do 20 days of treatnment or 20 days of hone arrest or
20 days of electronic nonitoring. The person does not the one-
third deduction that he or she would get in a correction
facility.

M5. CARPENETI agreed and added that Ms. Giffin has testified
that there are no treatnent prograns that DOC sends a person to
that isn't in connection with probation and parole. So you
woul dn’t be getting good time for that anyway; this is not a
change in current practice.

2:55:27 PM

SENATOR MCGQUIRE noted that in the past the reason for using
el ectronic nonitoring was to cut costs. She asked if that was
t he goal for the policy.
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M5. CARPENETI explained that good tine awards have al ways been a
tool to encourage good behavior in jail. It doesn't apply to
someone who has been released to serve a part of his or her
sentence at hone under el ectronic nonitoring.

CHAIR FRENCH noted that Senator Therriault had joined the
conmittee.

2:56:19 PM
CHAI R FRENCH asked about the applicability of section 11

M5. CARPENETI replied it applies to sentences inposed on or

after the effective date of the act. It could apply to crines
coormitted before that date, but only to sentences inposed
afterwards. Section 9, the section on Ilimtation on post-

conviction relief applications, applies to persons who are in
jail and were convicted before, on, or after the affected date.

2:57: 50 PM
CHAI R FRENCH npbved Anendnent 1, which was offered in the House.

AMENDMVENT 1

Ofered in the House to CSHB 90( FI N)
Page 3, line 28:

Delete “(A)”
Page 3, lines 29 — 30:

Delete all material
SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI obj ect ed.
CHAIR FRENCH said that the amendnent renoves a reference to
informati on the defendant knew about but did not present in a
previous bail hearing. The reference could present a series of
conflicts. He noted that the amendnent is supported by the
sponsors.
SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI renoved his objection.

SENATOR THERRI AULT suggested it should be a conceptual anmendnment
to accommodat e grammar and drafting.

CHAI R FRENCH read t he anendnent.

SENATOR THERRI AULT sai d he had no objecti on.

SENATE JUD COW TTEE -7- May 9, 2007



CHAIR FRENCH, seeing no further objection, announced that
Amendnent 1 i s adopt ed.

SENATOR W ELECHOWBKI noved Anendment 2.

25-1LS0331\ 0. 1

Luckhaupt
AVENDVENT 2
OFFERED I N THE SENATE BY SENATOR W ELECHOWEKI
TG  CSHB 90( FI N)
Page 3, line 15, follow ng "age":

| nsert ";
(6) Kkidnappi ng"

CHAI R FRENCH obj ect ed for di scussion purposes.

SENATOR W ELECHOWEKI expl ai ned that the anendnent would make the
statute of limtations for kidnapping unlimted.

CHAIR FRENCH renoved his objection and announced that w thout
further objection Anendnent 2 is adopted.

At ease from 3:01:18 PMto 3:01:38 PM

SENATOR W ELECHOMSKI npbved Amendnent 3.

25-1S0331\ O 3

Luckhaupt
AVENDMVENT 3
OFFERED | N THE SENATE BY SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI
TO CSHB 90(FIN)
Page 1, line 5, following "tinme;":

Insert "relating to DNA sanples collected for
inclusion in the DNA identification registration
system "

Page 6, following line 23:
Insert a new bill section to read:
"* Sec. 11. AS 44.41.035 is anended by adding a new
subsection to read:
(q) The departnment shall process each sanple
col l ected and i ncl ude t he identification dat a
resulting from the testing of the sanple in the
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identification registration system wthin 90 days
after receiving the sanple.™

Renunber the followi ng bill sections accordingly.
CHAI R FRENCH obj ect ed for di scussion purposes.

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI expl ained that the anendnent would help
find people earlier by requiring DNA sanples to be processed
wi thin 90 days.

3:02: 51 PM

SHARON FOSTER, representing herself, said that this amendnment
gives |law enforcenment the tools it needs to fight crines and
keep offenders from conmitting nore crines. If DNA can be taken
upon arrest and processed within 90 days, it would help. She
commented on a personal tie to the nmatter, and said that the
state needs to set standards and ensure the information is in
place within 60 days. It's costly and heartbreaking to not do
so.

3:08: 59 PM

SENATOR MCGUI RE sai d she supports both amendments and she thinks
there is a real problem that needs to be addressed. There are
2,000 DNA buccal swabs that are not yet in the data base and she
was calling on the conm ssioner of the Departnent of Public
Safety (DPS) to take action. She said it could happen in two
ways. First, there needs to be better education to municipal
police officers about how to process the swabs in a tinely
manner. Second, the backlog needs to be addressed w th another
full time crimnalist position in the crine |ab.

3:11: 35 PM
CHAI R FRENCH added that Senator Bunde allowed his bill to be
folded into the current one. He renpbved his objection.

3:12:11 PM
LAUREN RICE, Legislative Liaison, Departnent of Public Safety
(DPS), stated support for the anmendnent. The departnment wants

the 90-day limt. Addressing Senator MQ@ire's comments, she
said DPS knows about the federal grants and should the
amendnents pass, the DPS fiscal note wll include four Iab

technicians. To make sure there is a snooth transition in
i npl ementation, she asked that this particular section have a
2009 effective date. Even if she started recruiting for this
position now, the departnent would need at |east six nonths for
training followed with sone supervision. Although DPS wants the
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effective date of the collection to be imediate, they want the
90-day requirement for processing to be two years out. Also, on
line 8 following “shall” DPS would |ike the | anguage “nake every
effort to” to be inserted. The concern is that if a lab
technician is unavailable or if a critical piece of equipnent is
broken, there would be problens if the processing took I|onger
t han 90 days.

CHAIR FRENCH thanked her and said the suggestions would be
incorporated into a Senate CS.

3:15: 08 PM
M5. CARPENETI suggested that the 90-day limtation apply to
sanpl es taken fromindividuals and not froma crine scene.

CHAI R FRENCH asked her to work with Senator W el echowski on the
| anguage. He renoved his objection and seeing no further
obj ection, announced that Anendnent 3 is adopted.

3:16: 14 PM

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI noved Anendnent 4.

25-1S0331\ O 4

Luckhaupt
AVENDVENT 4
OFFERED | N THE SENATE BY SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI
TO CSHB 90(FIN)
Page 1, line 5, following "tine;":

Insert "relating to DNA sanples from persons
charged with certain offenses;"”

Page 6, following |line 23:

| nsert new bill sections to read:
"* Sec. 11. AS 44.41.035(b) is anended to read:
(b) The Departnent of Public Safety shal

collect for inclusion into the DNA registration system
a blood sanple, oral sanple, or both, from (1) a
person convicted in this state of a crine against a
person or a felony under AS 11 or AS 28.35 or a |law or
ordinance with elenents simlar to a crine against a
person or a felony under AS 11 or AS 28.35, (2) a
mnor 16 years of age or older, adjudicated as a
delinquent in this state for an act that would be a
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crine against a person or a felony under AS 11 or
AS 28.35 if commtted by an adult or for an act that
woul d violate a |aw or ordinance with elenents simlar
to a crine against a person or a felony under AS 11 or
AS 28.35 if commtted by an adult, (3) a voluntary
donor, (4) an anonynous DNA donor for use in forensic
validation, forensic protocol developnent, quality
control, or population or statistical data bases,
[AND] (5) a person required to register as a sex
of fender or child kidnapper under AS 12.63, and (6) a
person charged in a crimnal conplaint, indictnent,
presentnent, or information with a crine against a
person or a felony under AS 11 or AS 28.35, or a |aw
or ordinance with elenents simlar to a crine against
a person or a felony under AS 11 or AS 28.35. The
departnment also may collect for inclusion into the DNA
registration system a blood sanple, oral sanple, or
tissue sanple from crine scene evidence or from
unidentified human remains. The DNA identification
regi stration system consists of the blood, oral, or
ti ssue sanples drawn under this section, any DNA or
ot her bl ood grouping tests done on those sanples, and
the identification data related to the sanples or
tests. Blood sanples, oral sanples, and tissue sanples
not subject to testing under this section, and test or
identification data related to those sanples, my not
be entered into, or nade a part of, the DNA
identification registration system
* Sec. 12. AS 44.41.035(i) is anmended to read:

(i) The Departnment of Public Safety shall, upon

receipt of a court order, destroy the material in the

systemrelating to a person. The court shall issue the
order if the person's DNA was included in the system
under

(1D (b)(1) or (2) of this section and the
court [IT] determ nes that

(A [(1)] the conviction or adjudication
that subjected the person to having a sanple taken
under this section is reversed; and

(B) [(2)] the person

() [(A] IS not retried or readjudi cated
for the crine; or

(ii) [(B] after retrial, is acquitted of
the crime or, after readjudication for the crine, is
not found to be a delinquent; or
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(2) (b)(6) of this section and the court
determnes that the crimnal conplaint, indictnent,
presentnent, or infornmation has been di sm ssed.

* Sec. 13. AS 44.41.035(1) is anmended to read:

(1) The Departnment of Public Safety may not
include in the DNA registration system a bl ood sanpl e,
oral sample, or tissue sanple of the victim of a
crime, unless that person would otherw se be included
under (b)(1) - (6) [(b)(1) - (5)] of this section.”

Renunber the follow ng bill sections accordingly.
CHAI R FRENCH obj ected for di scussion purposes.

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI expl ai ned that the anmendnent tracks a bill

that was filed by Senator Bunde with mnor differences. It
requires that DNA sanples be taken from a person charged in a
crimnal conplaint, indictnent, presentnment, or if there is

information with a crinme against a person or a felony under AS
11 or AS 28.35 or ordinances with simlar elenents. The goal is
to get imediate DNA sanples from those who are indicted for
felonies. There is a provision that the information is to be
destroyed if a person upon court order has been adjudicated to
be not guilty. This is a safety valve to protect civil rights.

3:17:33 PM

M5. RICE asked the committee to change the word “charged” to
“arrested”. Currently the DPS conputer systemis set up with an
interface for arrestees, but not for individuals who are
charged. This would allow inplenentation wthout a conputer
system over haul .

M5. CARPENETI said there are two ways to look at the matter. A
crimnal conplaint neans that usually sonebody has reviewed the
evidence and elenents of the offense and filed a charge. It’s
one step renoved from an arrest. The practical problem with a
crimnal charge is that DPS doesn’t know when a person has been
charged. “If you peg it to a charge, they nay be summoned into
court; they may never be arrested. They conme into court, they
answer the charges. There’s nobody there to take it and if there
were, there would be chain-of-custody problens with the evidence
itself.” She said she supports the DPS suggestion. The
alternative would require setting up a new system for gathering
buccal swabs from people who are charged and not arrested. Then
there would need to be a system for getting the swabs to the
police in a way that would be upheld in court.
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3:19:43 PM

CHAIR FRENCH said it’'s clearly easiest to give the swab to the
police officer who is arresting soneone. The aimis the arrest.
|f the charges are later dismssed, it’'s likely that will happen
before the sanple is processed and the person wouldn’t have his
or her DNA anal yzed. He questioned how to rewite the anmendnent
to achi eve the goal.

SENATOR W ELECHOWBKI said changing “charged” to “arrested” wll
solve one problem and he’d be happy to work with DPS on other
areas of concern.

CHAIR FRENCH said further change is needed because it reads
strangel y.

3:22:00 PM

SENATOR  BUNDE, sponsor of SB 33, agreed wth Senator
W el echowski that the swab should be done at the tine of arrest.
He referred the conmttee to the CS for SB 33, which includes
the term “arrest”. He described the buccal swab as the 21°%
century version of fingerprinting. It’s not a huge step to go
fromthe fingerprint to the DNA sanple, he said.

CHAIR FRENCH said the difference is that in a security breach if
his finger print gets out into the world it’s one thing, but if
his DNA gets out, he and his famly could suffer adverse
consequences for nedical insurance, for instance. That is a
concern.

SENATOR BUNDE explained that this type of DNA testing does not
get into nmedical history. It’s just enough for identification.

CHAI R FRENCH renoved his objection and announced that with no
further objection Arendnent 4 is adopted.

3:24:35 PM
SENATOR BUNDE offered his CS to help draft the new CS.

M5. FOSTER added that federal noney has already been allocated
to Alaska to deal with the backlog, but the only issue now is
that people at the crinme lab are not allowed to work overtine.
| f they had the opportunity to use those funds for overtine, the
backl og could be dealt with quickly.

CHAI R FRENCH thanked her and closed public testinony. He said
that a CS woul d be prepared.
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3:26:20 PM
SENATOR THERRI AULT asked why |anguage on lines 25 and 26, page
2, was del et ed.

IVB. CARPENETI explained that the acts described in AS
11.41.455(a) (1)- (7) are simlar to the acts described in
paragraphs (A (B)(O(D(E) and (F). It clarifies that it’'s a
violation for an adult to send illicit pictures of him or
herself to another adult or a m nor.

CHAIR FRENCH said the list in AS 11.41.455(a) (1)-(7) is the
same |ist they was just enunerated in the bill.

MS. CARPENETI added that there is no substantive change, but the
way Section 455 is draft now, one could argue that it only
applies to depictions of children doing these particul ar acts.

3:28:35 PM
CHAI R FRENCH set HB 90 asi de.

SB  95- COVPETI Tl VE Bl DDI NG FOR BALLOT PREP

3:28: 54 PM
CHAI R FRENCH announced the consideration of SB 95. [Before the
conm ttee was CSSB 95( STA). ]

SENATOR BUNDE, sponsor of SB 95, said the bill was requested
last fall. He told the commttee that the state does lots of
business with small businesses throughout Al aska. They are the
back bone of our econony, he said. In doing business at many
| evel s, the state encourages econonmc activities and to get the
best product at the best price it wuses conpetitive bidding.
However, conpetitive bidding does not apply to printing ballots.
It doesn’'t seemright and it’s hard to believe there could only
be one printer in the state. In fact there are various printing
busi nesses across the state that should be given a chance at
this project.

3:31:26 PM

PATRI CK FOSTER, AG Publishing and Printing, said he has been
working in the print industry in Alaska for nearly 30 years. He
supports SB 95 because he believes it is wunfair that the
Division of Elections sole-sources the printing of the state
el ection ballots to a single shop on the Kenai Peninsula when
there are many printing conpanies in Alaska that are fully
capable of printing the ballots.
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He explained that the State of Al aska uses Diebold electronic
ballot readers for the purpose of tallying results for its
statewide elections. Diebold requires printing conpanies that
print ballots destined for their machines to be certified by
them At the tinme the state adopted the use of these ball ot
readers 8 years ago, no conpanies in Alaska were certified.
Shortly thereafter a small Al aska printing conpany was certified
and the Division of Elections has been handi ng over the contract
to that conmpany ever since — despite the fact that a nunber of
other Alaska printing conpanies have voiced a desire to be
included in the process. Hi s conpany becane a certified Diebold
printer in 2003. He understood the confort |evel the division
has in working with a printer that has proven to do a decent job
and he tries to give his custoners that sanme confort and
recently succeeded in a ballot printing contract for the
Miuni cipality of Anchorage. He said at first the clerk was uneasy
about switching printing conpanies, but he has been told the
city is happy with his product and it has benefited the city by
having to pay less for its ballots. He has been printing ballots
for themfor the |ast three years.

He thinks that the Division of Elections could develop a fine
working relationship with any nunber of other printers. Sone
m ght think that printing a |arge nunber of ballots is a conplex
process. That is reason enough to |eave things the way they are,
but nothing is further from the truth. Printing a few hundred
t housands ballots would be daunting for a small shop, but they
woul d not bid on this project anyway. Al aska has many conpanies
that are fully capable of handling this volune of work in the
time required including handling the packaging and shipping
| ogi stics.

MR. FOSTER said it's possible the division could be concerned
with putting the ballots out to bid each election cycle and he
recommended that each bid be awarded for an election cycle with
a performance option for other ones. So it could go for four
years w thout going out to bid. He thinks that opening printing
of ballots up to conpetitive bid could save the state a
substantial anount of noney, which could be “spread around a
little nmore to other business.” The state would al so not have to
rely on just one printing conpany for printing its ballots.

3:35:59 PM

CHAIR FRENCH found no further questions. He noted that M.
Kendal submitted a letter for the bill packet. He asked if the
bill would require that each election be conpetitively bid or

could a two-election cycle package be put out to (RFP)
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SENATOR BUNDE replied it’s within the Division of Elections’
purview to develop its own guidelines and process.

CHAI R FRENCH comment ed t he process coul d be broken up by region.

SENATOR W ELECHOWEKI asked for clarification of |anguage on page
3, lines 30-31, that adds a new secti on.

CHAI R FRENCH answered that section is sinply the result of re-
nunberi ng.

3:38: 02 PM
JASON HOOLEY, Special Assistant for the O fice of the Lieutenant
Governor, said the current bill is a workable sol ution.

CHAI R FRENCH found no further questions or testinony.

SENATOR MCGUI RE notioned to report CSSB 95(STA) from conmittee
with individual recomendations and attached fiscal note(s).
There being no objection, it was so ordered.

At -ease from 3:39:40 PMto 3:42: 26 PM

CSHB 118(RLS)-PROH BI T ALLOAN NG M NORS TO HAVE ALCOHOL

CHAI R FRENCH announced the consi deration of CSHB 118(RLS).

3:42: 38 PM
M KE PAW.ONBKI, staff to Representative Kevin Meyer, sponsor of
HB 118, said this bill would give police a tool to conbat

m nors’ possession of alcohol in a dwelling.

3:44: 30 PM

SENATOR MCGQUIRE said it sounds |ike the sponsor believes that
parents can't be charged for having alcohol in the home wth
m nors.

MR, PAW.OWSKI explained that the word “physically” was added to
line 5 on page 1. The sponsor’s intent is that a parent in
absentia isn't responsible. The responsible person is the one
who is physically in the dwelling and exercising dom nion and
cont rol

SENATOR MCGUI RE said she doesn’t disagree with the policy, but

in the past couple of years the governnment has been reaching
farther and farther into the house. Alaska is becom ng a “nanny
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state”. She asked if it’s reckless if soneone is in a friend s
house and a bottle of wine is in the wine cabinet that is not
| ocked.

3:47:14 PM
MR. PAW.OABKI responded that i1issue had been tal ked about a |ot
as the bill has worked its way through the process. A reason

t hey chose “recklessly” and not “crimnal negligence” is because
it addresses aware of and conscious disregard of the risk. The
definition of “recklessly” in AS 04.21.080(3) says the risk rmnust
be of such a nature and degree that disregard of it constitutes
a gross deviation fromthe standard of conduct that a reasonabl e
person woul d observe in the situation. It affects the person who
is in possession of the dwelling at the tine.

3:48: 23 PM

CHAIR FRENCH said nost of the tinme the incident would be
cormitted by a teenager whose parents are out of town. Chances
are he would be cited for Mnor in Possession. Adults who host
are a bit nore cul pable. He asked why such an incident wouldn’t
be considered contributing to the delinquency of a minor.

3:50: 07 PM

MR. PAW.OAMSKI replied it should be. He added that DPS is often
nore concerned with insuring that people don't drive and wth
keeping kids from running away. The gathering of evidence and

prosecution is very difficult. The bill sponsor firmy believes
that the over-21 people who are throw ng parties for underage
people will be seriously affected by several $500 fines in a

row. This is a tool for the police to very easily say, “You have
this violation and when we can prove it, we’'re going to get you
for furnishing as well. And that’'s the kind of conjunction we
hope works out.” They often can't prove the adults were
furni shing al cohol .

SENATOR THERRI AULT posed a hypothetical situation where a bunch
of neighbors cane for dinner and their 19-year old college
student is invited to have a glass of wine with everybody else
at the table. He asked if that would run afoul of this |law and
how that situation would be differentiated that from a raucous

party.

MR. PAW.OASKI replied the inportant part of that exanple is that
the mnor’'s parents are acconpanying him and it’'s not in a
licensed prem ses. That exenption is in AS 04.16.051 which says
“This section does not prohibit the furnishing or deliver of an
al coholic beverage by a parent to the parent’s child.” The
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sponsor didn't want to nmke the policy call of parental
perm ssi on.

SENATOR MCGQUIRE renarked the bill is an exanple of the
government trying to control famlies and it wll have many
uni ntended consequences. She said she’s aware of the nental
intent of recklessness, but is unsure about the definition of
di sregardi ng known ri sk.

3:54:51 PM

CHAI R FRENCH announced he would hold HB 118 for further work.
There being no further business to come before the commttee, he
adj ourned the neeting at 3:55:05 PM

SENATE JUD COW TTEE - 18- May 9, 2007



