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ballot initiative 11ACMP - establishing the Al aska Coastal
Managenent Program

GAI L FENUM Al, Director

Central Ofice

Di vision of Elections

O fice of the Lieutenant Governor

Juneau, Al aska

PCOSI TI ON STATEMENT: Provi ded comments during the overview of
ballot initiative 11ACMP - establishing the Al aska Coastal
Managenent Program

ACTI ON NARRATI VE
1: 03: 26 PM

CHAIR HOLLIS FRENCH called the joint neeting of the House and
Senate Judiciary Standing Comrittees to order at 1:03 p.m
Present at the call to order from the House Judiciary Standing
Commttee were Representatives Gatto, Thonpson, Hol nes, Keller,
and Pruitt; Representatives Guenberg and Lynn arrived as the

meeting was in progress. Present from the Senate Judiciary
Standing Commttee were Senators French, Wel echowski, Paskvan,
and Coghill. Representative Kerttula and Senator G essel were

al so in attendance.

Overview(s): Ballot Initiative 11ACVMP - Establishing the Al aska
Coast al Managenent Program

1: 03: 33 PM

CHAI R FRENCH [ announced that the only order of business would be
an overview of ballot initiative 11ACMP - establishing the
Al aska Coastal Managenent Prograni.

CHAI R GATTO explained that the commttees wouldn't be proposing
anendnents to 11ACMP but would instead just be discussing it for
pur poses of understanding it.

1: 05: 36 PM

DOUGLAS GARDNER, Director, Legal Services, Legislative Legal and
Research Services, Legislative Affairs Agency (LAA), noting that
11ACMP would add a new Chapter 41 - Alaska Coastal Managenent
Program - to Title 46 [which pertains to water, air, energy, and
envi ronnmental conservation,] explained that 11ACMP's proposed
AS 46.41.010 would establish within the Departnment of Commerce,
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Community & Economic Devel opnent (DCCED) an Al aska Coastal
Policy Board made wup of nine public nenbers and the
comm ssioners of the Departnent of Environnental Conservation
(DEC), the Al aska Departnent of Fish & Gane (ADF&G, the
Department of Natural Resources (DNR), and the DCCED. The nine
public nenbers nust be appointed from the geographic regions
outlined in proposed subsection (a)(1)(A)-(1); shall serve
t hree-year staggered terns; and are eligible for reappointnent.
Proposed AS 46.41.010 additionally provides for alternate public
menbers or conmissioners to be appointed or designated,
respectively; provides for one public-nenber co-chair and one
commi ssioner co-chair to be designated by the policy board;
allows the policy board to recomend that the governor renpove a
public nmenber for cause; stipulates that each nenber shall serve
until a successor is appointed; stipulates that a quorum
consists of five public nmenbers and two conmmi ssioners, and that
all decisions shall be by a majority vote of the nenbers present
and voting; entitles the public nmenbers, or their alternates, to
per diem and travel expenses; and stipulates that adm nistrative
support shall be provided by [the departnent - defined in
proposed AS 46.41.900(7) as] the DCCED

MR. GARDNER observed that nenbers' packets contain a spreadsheet
conparing the proposed program with previous prograns and past
proposed legislation, and noted that one of the previous
prograns fell under the purview of the DNR  Readi ng portions of
subsections (a)(1)-(7) and (b)(1)-(2) of 11ACVW's proposed
AS 46.41.020, he went on to explain that this section outlines
the powers and duties of the policy board, stipulating [anong
other things] that the proposed program nust be in conformty
with the federal Coastal Zone Managenent Act of 1972, which sets
forth details of what constitutes a qualifying program He
mentioned that he isn't clear about what's neant by proposed
subsection (b)'s stipulations that the policy board may contract
for necessary services and take any reasonable action necessary
to carry out the provisions of AS 46.41, characterizing these
stipulations as providing for a very broad power.

1: 13: 39 PM

MR. GARDNER indicated that 11ACMP's proposed AS 46.41.030 would
establish within the DCCED a new division of ocean and coasta
managemnment, and specifies [anbng other things] that the division
would render all f eder al consi stency determnations and
aut horized certifications, and certain state consistency
determ nations; would adopt necessary regulations; and would
address the issue of financial assistance for coastal districts.
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Readi ng portions of subsection (a)(1)-(3)(A-(H of 11ACW's
proposed AS 46.41.040, he indicated that [in part] this section
addresses the developnent of the proposed program including
stipulating what the aforenentioned regulations shall include or
address, such as standards, criteria, processes, and procedures,
for exanple. He nentioned, however, that he isn't clear about
what kinds of activities would either trigger or be excluded
from the "consistency review referred to in proposed
AS 46.41.040(a)(3)(B) and (H)

MR. GARDNER referred to 11ACWMP's proposed AS 46.41.050, and
relayed that it outlines the objectives with which the proposed
program mnust be consistent; these objectives are functionally
simlar to those of one of the previous prograns, though the
proposed program would have three new objectives - outlined in
paragraphs (9), (10), and (11) - and it would also have to
consider the overall quality of the coastal environnent for both
this and succeedi ng generations. He then paraphrased paragraphs
(9)-(11), and, in response to a question, offered his belief
that being consistent with the objectives outlined in proposed
AS 46. 41. 050 woul dn' t require t he program to seek
appropri ations. Par aphrasing 11ACMP' s proposed AS 46.41.060 -
whi ch addresses the devel opnent of district coastal nmanagenent
plans - he indicated that [proposed subsection (a)] mnandates
that coastal districts adopt managenent plans, and then outlines
what those plans nust be based upon and what they nust entail

[ proposed subsection (b) outlines what's required] in order for
the policy board to approve an initial or anended district plan;
and proposed subsection (c) outlines when an enforceable policy
woul d be preenpted. He observed that proposed AS 46.41.900(11)
and (14) define the terns, "local know edge" and "scientific
evi dence" as t hose terns are used in pr oposed
AS 46.41.060(b)(2)(F), but nentioned that he isn't clear about
whet her [proposed subsection (b)'s stipulations] would "bleed
into" the types of regulations that the policy board would
adopt .

1:23:37 PM

MR. GARDNER, paraphrasing 11ACMP's proposed AS 46.41.070
indicated that it establishes a one-year deadline - from when
the proposed programis regulations take effect - for coastal

districts to review their mnagenent plan, and, if necessary,
submt a revised one that would conply with those regulations.
Par aphrasing 11ACMP's proposed AS 46.41.080 - addr essi ng
i mpl enentation of district plans - he indicated it stipulates
that coastal districts which exercise zoning or other controls
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shall inplenent their managenent plan thenselves, that those
that don't shall have their nanagenment plans inplenented by the
appropriate state agencies, and that inplenentation shall be in
accordance with the plan or statenment adopted by the district.
Still par aphr asi ng, he indicated that 11ACMP's  proposed
AS 46.41.090 addresses the issues of conpliance and enforcenent
by stipulating that those entities adm nistering regulations and
controls pertaining to land and water wuse shall do so in
conformty with a district's managenent plan, and that it's the
Al aska Superior Court which has enforcenent jurisdiction.

MR. GARDNER offered his understanding that the rest of 11ACW
addresses what he called, "units" in unorganized boroughs that
woul d be created in order to inplenent district plans. Proposed
AS 46.41.110 stipulates how coastal-resource service-area
boundaries are to be determined; "there's ... an attenpt nmade to
organi ze service areas based on the ... regional educational
attendance areas that are defined in AS 14.08. 031" he added.

SENATOR COGHI LL asked whether that constitutes a new approach to
organi zi ng coastal resource service areas.

1:27:47 PM

ALPHEUS BULLARD, At t or ney, Legi sl ative Legal Counsel
Legislative Legal and Research Services, Legislative Affairs
Agency (LAA), said it does not, adding that nmany of 11ACV' s
provi sions addressing this issue track those of [one of the
previ ous prograns] and ot her, since-repeal ed, |aws.

MR. GARDNER, returning to his presentation and paraphrasing from
11ACWP, indicated that [proposed AS 46.41.120] addresses voting
[related to the organi zation of] coastal resource service areas,
and involvenent by the lieutenant governor [as the state
official responsible for the Division of Elections]; and that
proposed AS 46.41.130 pertains to elected boards of coastal
resource service areas, [addressing their powers, duties,
makeup, and terns, as well as elections, vacancies, recalls, and
per diem and travel expenses]. In response to a question, he
par aphrased proposed AS 46.41.130(h), and surmsed from it that
service area board nenbers would receive per diem

MR. GARDNER, paraphrasing 11ACMP's proposed AS 46.41.140
relayed that it addresses elections in coastal resource service
areas, stipulating that election costs shall be paid for by the
state and that the elections shall be adnmnistered by the
| i eutenant governor, and providing himlher with the authority to
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pronmul gate necessary regul ations. Referring to 11ACW' s
proposed AS 46.41.150, and noting that it bears simlarity to a
provi sion of one of the previous prograns, he relayed that [in
part] it provides a mechanism by which the DCCED could prepare a
district coastal nmanagenment plan in situations where the voters
fail to approve organizing a coastal resource service area and
certain activity has or wll occur. He also noted that
[ proposed AS 46.41. 150] contains typographical [errors].

MR. GARDNER explained that 11ACMP's proposed AS 46.41.160
creates a process by which a proposed district coasta
managenment plan can be reviewed by those wthin the coastal
resource service area prior to the plan's adoption by the
service area board, and stipulates that those within the service
area woul d have 60 days in which to either [approve] the plan or
enter objections to it or parts of it. Par aphrasi ng 11ACVP' s
proposed 46.41.170, he indicated it stipulates [in subsection
(a)] that a city which is not part of an adjacent coastal
resource service area shall be included in it anyway unless the
city's governing body passes a resolution in opposition; and
specifies [in subsection (b)] that nothing in AS 64.41 restricts
or prohibits cooperative or joint admnistration of functions
[ when such has been agreed upon by] a municipality and a coastal
resource service area.

1: 35:15 PM

MR. BULLARD, in response to questions, relayed that although he
isn't sure how the term "nunicipality" - wused in proposed AS
46.41.170(b) - was neant to be applied in 11ACMP, the definition
of that term [in existing AS 01.10.060] includes boroughs; and
indicated that [proposed AS 46.41.170(a)] addresses certain
cities in unorgani zed boroughs but not such boroughs thensel ves
as a whol e.

MR. GARDNER, paraphrasing 11ACMP's proposed AS 46.41.180
indicated it stipulates that nothing in proposed AS 46.41 should

be construed to dimnish state jurisdiction. In conclusion, he
mentioned that 11ACVP s proposed AS 46.41.900 provides
definitions [of the terms used in 11ACMP]. In response to
guestions, he indicated that the court would have to determ ne
on a case-by-case basis - using a three-part test - whether a
particul ar pi ece of pr oposed | egi sl ation is in fact

substantially the same as a particular proposed ball ot
initiative; for exanple, the court would consider whether both
the legislation and the ballot initiative address a conplex
i ssue, whether both have the sanme general purpose, and whether
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both attenpt to effectuate that purpose via the sane neans. He
predicted that because 11ACMP addresses a conplex issue, the
| egi slature woul d be given nore latitude to vary fromit.

1:47: 37 PM

SUSAN BELL, Commi ssioner, Departnment of Conmmerce, Community &
Econom ¢ Devel opment (DCCED), relayed that for purposes of
i npl emrenting 11ACMP's proposed program certain aspects wll
require nore work. She expl ai ned:

W'll need to address the sequencing of actions to
establish the proposed program In turn, this can
affect the ... inplenentation timng and cost. [ The]
DCCED will need to acquire expertise related to
setting resource standards and coordinating permtting
wth state and federal agenci es. The new y-
establ i shed board will ... need to resolve sone

anbiguity about the role of state agencies and
muni ci palities concerning reviews, nonitoring, and

enf or cenment di scussed in t he initiative.
| rpl enentation of the initiative is dependent on
several decisions outside of the [DCCED], ... and we
nmust acknow edge that ... because of the board's role,

there is sone inherent uncertainty about the program
at this point.

| think it's inportant to ... discuss how ... the
program does fit in the [DCCED]. First, our agencies
adm nister and inplenent a wide array of prograns that

i npact communities, busi nesses, nonprofit
organi zations, residents, other state agencies, and
many others in the state. The program requires
expertise in board ... support and inplenentation of
board directives. In addition to the nmany boards that
we have under the [Division of Corporations, Business,
and Professional Licensing, the DCCED] ... is engaged

with boards whose focus ranges from economc
devel opnent, marketing, energy issues, railroad, [and]

public wutilities. | also want to point out that
pl anning, grant admnistration, and ... interagency
coordination are skill sets of ... [the DCCED].

[ Regarding the issue of] inplenentation, first,
[the] DCCED wll need to secure the funding for
division staff, board travel, neeting costs. And
whet her an appropriation cones from the |egislature
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before or after the initiative vote will dictate how

qui ckly we can inplenment the program Next we'll need
to get [the proposed new division of ocean and coasta
managenment] ... up and running. The division wll

certainly carry out many of the admnistrative tasks
and board support associated with the program but,
again, there's an area where the board does define the
scope of the program

COW SS|I ONER BELL conti nued:

W'll need to reach outside [the DCCED s]
current expertise, since the program deals wth
setting st andar ds and coordi nati ng permts.
Initially, [the DCCED] . may develop an RSA

[ (rei mbursable services agreenent)] wth other state
resource agencies, contract for services, and/ or

recruit from ... other agencies; ... [it's] inherent
in this program ... that we'll need to think [about]
how we woul d approach that. Initially, the division
staff will be very focused on planning, ... since the

program cannot be inplenmented until the state program
is established and |ocal plans are approved. W note
that we need to hire project review staff, maybe at a

secondary stage. So, again, back to that sequencing
i ssue.

1:51:14 PM
Si mul t aneousl vy, t he governor's office wll be

sel ecting board nenbers - and we point out a couple of
itens that relate to the timng and sel ection of board
menbers. The initiative states that districts wll
forward nanes for appointnent by the governor; ... it
breaks the state ... down into regions from which
board nenbers cone ..., and nanes are forwarded from
the districts. |If any given region has only districts
that are in organized comunities ..., then those
districts can forward nanes. If a given region has a
mx of districts that are and are not organized
communities, then those that are organized wll be
able to forward nanes, and those that are not wll not
be able to do so until the coastal resource service
area elections are conducted. [And] we don't
anticipate any vacancies on the board, but we ... see
some sequenci ng issues there [as well].
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COW

1: 54:

Finally, there's a question of how nmuch program work
should be conpleted before board confirmation by the

| egi sl ature, recognizing that ... board actions could
be vulnerable to a third-party challenge. Once the
board and ... support staff are in place, the business
of developing the program w || begin. This is a key
point in time because so nuch, again, wll be

determ ned by the board. The initiative establishes a
di vision of [ocean and] coastal managenent that adopts
regul ations, and requires the board to approve the

regulations, ... and [so] the ordinary steps under the
[ Adm ni strative Procedure Act] will be subject to sone
delay ... until public conment has been gat hered.

SSI ONER BELL went on to say:

The heart of the coastal managenent program is the
body of enforceable policies adopted at statew de and
coastal district levels - and ... | point out that

[ previ ous] prograns here in our state all owed
districts to develop plans that were inplenented by
state agencies, [whereas] sone other states develop
prograns at a state level and [then] allow |Iocal
districts to inplenment them - and these variables are
left to the discretion of the board as they devel op
the new program Once the board sets the path to
pursue, staff wll set out to further develop the
program and engage the public - that's a critical
elenent ... of the federal requirenment; we also need
to engage the federal agency with jurisdiction.

02 PM

COw
speed
| egi s
i npl e

SSI ONER BELL, in response to a question, noted that
with which necessary funding is provided by
lature wll affect how quickly the program can

nmented. Returning to her explanation, she said:

Before the program can fully take effect on federa
| ands and federal activities, it must be ... reviewd
and approved by the [federal Ofice of Gcean and
Coastal Resource Managenent], and that requires a NEPA
[ (National Environnental Policy Act of 1969)] review
and either an environnmental assessnment or a full-
bl omn environnmental inpact statenent [(EIS)]. Once
approved, the program will need to be fully
i nplenented and the transition wthin the division

t he
t he
be
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needs to take place, and ... this ... is likely a
juncture where the project review staff would begin to
engage.

COWM SSI ONER BELL, in response to another question, offered her
under standi ng that under 11ACMP, all of the district plans that
were in effect when the previous program ceased would again be
in effect once approved by the board. Continuing on with her
expl anation, she said:

Wiile this federal review will not necessarily cost
the state noney, it will create a period of
uncertainty the board wll have [needed] to have
considered when it approves regulations for the
pr ogram When the program takes effect will nmatter
greatly. There's also a question about ... the
program s inpact on state reviews: wIll projects with
multiple state permts be required to be reviewd
under the program prior to federal approval? ... In

| ooki ng ahead at inplenentation, sone of these things
may be resolved by the board, sone of these things may
require discussion with the board and the federal

agency that approves the program Ful |  program
i npl enentation, including project reviews and |ocal
district planning, wll depend on ... sonme of the

deci si ons nade by the board.
1:58:40 PM

COWM SSI ONER BELL suggested that 11ACMP' s proposed AS 46.41.080
and proposed AS 46.41.090 require further clarification in that
the forner stipulates that inplenentation shall be carried out
by either a coastal district or state agencies depending on
whet her the district exercises zoning or other controls on
resource use, and the latter stipulates that both nunicipalities
and state agencies shall carry out enforcenent. She added:

Finally, the initiative calls for the [the proposed
new division of ocean and coastal nanagenent] to
devel op and maintain a program of financial assistance
to aid local districts with inplenentation, and, for
many of the reasons that |1've described ... this
afternoon, there is sonme uncertainty about when the
program woul d fully kick in.

COW SSI ONER BELL, in conclusion, said:

JT. H'S JUD COW TTEES -11- February 6, 2012



How the board addresses these types of questions wll
determ ne staffing |evels, needed expertise within the
departnment initially and then subsequently once the

full programis inplenmented, the Ilevel of assistance
the state and the departnent provide to |oca
districts, and what appropriations will be necessary

to operate the programeffectively. Thank you.

SENATOR COGHI LL - noting that under 11ACMP's  proposed
AS 46.41.110(d) (1), when an existing regional educat i onal
attendance area (REAA) is divided into coastal resource service
areas, each such service area shall contain at |east one first
class city or home rule city - nentioned that he is wondering
whet her conplying wth that provision would even be physically
possi bl e.

2:01: 49 PM

JOHN BOUCHER, Senior Economist, Ofice of the Director, Ofice
of Managenent & Budget (OwB), Ofice of the Governor, after
mentioning that the docunent in nenbers' packets titled "11ACW
STATEMENT OF COSTS'" was included in the proposed initiative's

petition booklets as required by law, explained that in
producing the estimate of inplenentation costs, the OVB [sought
input] from the affected state agencies - including the DCCED,

the ADF&G the DEC, the DNR, and the Division of Elections - and
from staff of the U S Departnment of Comerce's national
program This estimate, based only on known costs, assunes that
the operation and procedural requirenments of 11ACMP's proposed
program would result in nmost, if not all, of the sane costs
associated with the programthat existed prior to July 2011, and
highlights the differences between such costs when those
di fferences were ascertainable.

MR. BOUCHER nentioned that the nost notable admnistrative
difference pertains to the proposed 13-nenber Al aska Coast al
Pol i cy Board. This proposed board would have broad powers to
establish a program policies, and/or procedures that could vary
widely from what used to be in place, and any such variances
could also result in actual costs being substantially different

from estimtes as well. He indicated that the latter is likely
sinply because there are still many unknowns about the proposed
program such as how often the board will really have to neet,

the level and timng of federal funding, agency-inplenentation
and admnistration costs, the extent of necessary coordination
and enforcenment efforts, and the l|level of financial and other
support provided to local districts.
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MR. BOUCHER said that estimated costs for 11ACMP's proposed
program cone to approxinmately $5.4 nmillion annually, with $4.7
mllion being the amount estimated for the previous program and
$700, 000 being the anmount estimated for providing adm nistrative
support to the proposed Al aska Coastal Policy Board. Typically,
it can take approximately two years for a coastal nanagenent
program to be approved by the federal gover nnent, and
approximately three to four nore years for it to qualify for
full federal funding, which, in this instance, would be capped
at $2 nmllion. Until the proposed new program becones fully
eligible for full federal funding, however, the state would be
responsi ble for all costs, though it is estimated that at | east
sone federal funding would be forthcomng after the first two
years.

MR. BOUCHER, in response to coments and questions, surm sed
that all state funding would be subject to |legislative
appropriation; agreed to conduct nore research regarding sonme of
the OWB s estimates; and explained that the aforenmentioned
$700,000 would address nore than just travel costs for the
proposed board, that the OVB derived that nunber from fiscal
notes acconpanying past |egislation, and that the OW's
estimates do take into consideration costs that would be
incurred by the Dyvision of Elections, do not reflect any
potential [lessening] of costs related to starting the proposed
program up, and assunme that policy board nenbers would be
meeting in person at each of the four required neetings though
they would only be required to do so for one of those neetings.

COWM SSI ONER BELL added that any |lessening of costs during
startup would likely be offset by additional costs specifically
related to startup

MR. BOUCHER concurred, and offered sone possible exanples of
such. In response to another question, he relayed that the
decisions regarding where the proposed Alaska Coastal Policy
Board shall be |located and where it shall hold its neetings have
yet to be made.

2:20:12 PM

BRUCE M BOTELHO, Chair, Al aska Sea Party: Rest ori ng Coast al
Managenment, in response to questions and speaking as one of
11ACMP's joint prine sponsors, opined that Alaska needs a
coastal managenent program because Al askans need a voice. Under
federal |aw, states that have an approved coastal nmanagenent
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program in place have the authority to review and approve or
di sapprove proposed federal activity in their coastal zones, and
Al aska - until recently - had exercised such authority, and had
done so for well over a generation. This authority is
particularly inportant given the volune of coastline in Al aska,
and the inportance of that coastline to the industries of the
state. O concern to him he relayed, is that communities be
provided a voice regarding local [federal] devel opnent, but
w thout a coastal managenent program in place, neither Al aska
nor its conmunities have such a voice - they have no right to
review proposed federal activity. In fact, when the previous
program was allowed to sunset, the federal governnent stopped
submitting its coastal-devel opnment proposals for state review
and approval .

MR. BOTELHO referred to the docunent in nenbers' packets titled,
"11ACMP STATEMENT OF COSTS' and offered his belief that it
overstates the annual cost of 11ACMP' s proposed program because
it doesn't reflect any decreasing of costs that would result
during the startup period - such as those related to decreased
staffing levels - and doesn't include board-support costs that
are in line with those of other boards. He offered sone
alternative estimates, which he indicated were based on the
previ ous program and on ot her boards.

2:28:58 PM

MR. BOTELHO explained that in order to elimnate the need for a
particul ar developer to have to go to many different agencies
for his/her permts, Alaska' s previous coastal managenent
program had permt coordination as one of its primary goals, and
11ACMP incorporates such permt coordination into its proposed
progr am The degree to which that permt coordination
expedites, rather than delays, projects, would, he predicted, be
an elenent of any discussions that take place regarding 11ACWP.
Again, w thout an approved coastal nanagenent program in place,
neither Alaska nor its comunities have any voice regarding
proposed federal activity in Alaska' s coastal zones; with such a
program in place in Alaska, the federal governnent would again
be required to seek state/comunity approval before conmencing
with its projects.

MR. BOTELHO expl ained that 11ACMP' s proposed program woul d not
constitute a permtting agency. All the permtting powers of
the DEC, the ADF&G and the DNR would remain wth those
agencies, and the DCCED would nerely act as a facilitating
agency for the coordination of required permts. So al t hough
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there were an array of acceptable, reasonable choices, the joint
prime sponsors chose the DCCED to have purview over 11ACMP' s
proposed program because the DCCED has historic ties to |ocal
governments and has administered the grant program to coastal
districts; in the joint prinme sponsors' view, the DCCED has the
expertise - in terms of both grant admnistration and board
managenent - to performthe required functions.

MR, BOTELHO assured the commttees that under 11ACMP' s proposed
AS 46.41.090, enforcenent of the policy board' s |awful orders by
the Al aska Superior Court would only occur after a determ nation
that an entity [admi nistered regulations or controls] out of
conformty with a district's approved coastal managenent plan;
and that under 11ACMP's proposed AS 46.41.060(b), in order for
such a plan to have been approved in the first place, it nust
[ have enforceable policies that anong other things,] are not
preenpted by federal or state law and do not arbitrarily or
unreasonably restrict a use of state concern. He opi ned,
therefore, that 11ACWMP nakes it very clear that other state |aw
may not be trunped; and then indicated that certain of 11ACMP' s
proposed definitions canme from the regulations that were in
pl ace under the previous program

MR. BOTELHO said that w thout an approved coastal nanagenent
program in place, the federal governnment can - wthout any state

constraint - act as it pleases with regard to Al aska's coastal
zones. In terns of restoring a local voice, 11ACMP' s proposed
program would do so in two ways: by retaining [already-

established] coastal districts, and by requiring policy board
menbers to come fromthe various coastal districts of the state.

2:45: 22 PM

GAIL FENUM Al, Director, Central Ofice, D vision of Elections,
Ofice of the Lieutenant Governor - after providing information
about the initiative process and its requirenents, t he
division's work on 11ACMP, the tinelines pertaining to 11ACWP
and the signatures gathered thus far - relayed that the division
is anticipating that there wll wultimately be a sufficient
nunber of wvalid signatures to include 11ACMP on the primary
ball ot in 2012.

2:52: 07 PM

ADJ OURNVENT
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There being no further business before the conmttees, the joint
nmeeti ng of the House Judiciary Standing Commttee and the Senate
Judiciary Standing Conmttee was adjourned at 2:52 p.m
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