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SENATE BILL NO 168

"An Act relating to geographic cost-of-living salary adjustnents
for justices of the supreme court and judges of the superior and
district courts; and providing for an effective date."

- HEARD & HELD

SENATE BI LL NO. 198

" An Act est abl i shing pr ocedur es relating to i ssuance,
suspension, or revocation of certification of police officers by
the police standards council; nmking certain court service
officers subject to certification by the police standards
council; making confidential certain information that personally

identifies a police officer; relating to requesting or requiring
police officers to submt to lie detector tests; repealing a
provi sion exenpting certain police officers from a prohibition
against requiring certain enployees to submt to lie detector
tests; and providing for an effective date.”

- HEARD & HELD

SENATE BI LL NO. 138

"An Act relating to the inclusion of the charges of a vendor of
goods or services on the bills of certain telecommunications
carriers; and adding an unlawful act to the Alaska Unfair Trade
Practices and Consumer Protection Act."

- HEARD & HELD
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PREVI QUS COW TTEE ACTI ON

BILL: SB 168
SHORT TITLE: GEOGRAPHI C COLA FOR JUDGES
SPONSOR(s): RULES BY REQUEST

01/ 18/ 12 (S) READ THE FIRST TIME - REFERRALS
01/ 18/ 12 (S) JUD, FIN

01/ 30/ 12 (S) JUD AT 1:30 PM BELTZ 105 (TSBI dg)
01/ 30/ 12 (S) Heard & Hel d

01/ 30/ 12 (S) M NUTE( JUD)

03/ 26/ 12 (S) JUD AT 2: 00 PM BELTZ 105 (TSBI dg)

BILL: SB 198
SHORT TITLE: POLI CE OFFI CER PROTECTI ONS/ CERTI FI CATI ON
SPONSOR(s): STATE AFFAI RS

02/ 17/ 12 (S) READ THE FI RST TIME - REFERRALS

02/ 17/ 12 (S) STA, JUD

03/ 01/ 12 (S) STA AT 9:00 AM BUTROVI CH 205

03/ 01/ 12 (S) Heard & Hel d

03/ 01/ 12 (S) M NUTE( STA)

03/ 06/ 12 (S) STA AT 9: 00 AM BUTROVI CH 205

03/ 06/ 12 (S) Moved CSSB 198(STA) Qut of Conmittee
03/ 06/ 12 (S) M NUTE( STA)

03/ 07/ 12 (S) STA RPT CS 1DP 2NR 1AM NEW TI TLE
03/ 07/ 12 (S) DP: W ELECHOWBKI

03/ 07/ 12 (S) NR MEYER, G ESSEL

03/ 07/ 12 (S) AM  PASKVAN

03/ 19/ 12 (S) JUD AT 1:30 PM BELTZ 105 (TSBI dg)
03/ 19/ 12 (S) Heard & Hel d

03/ 19/ 12 (S) M NUTE( JUD)

03/ 21/ 12 (S) JUD AT 1:30 PM BELTZ 105 (TSBI dg)
03/ 21/ 12 (S) Heard & Hel d

03/ 21/ 12 (S) M NUTE( JUD)

03/ 26/ 12 (S) JUD AT 2:00 PM BELTZ 105 (TSBI dg)
BILL: SB 138

SHORT TI TLE: THI RD- PARTY CHARGES ON TELEPHONE BI LLS
SPONSCR(s) : W ELECHOWEKI, DAVI S, EGAN

01/ 17/ 12 (S) PREFI LE RELEASED 1/ 6/ 12

01/ 17/ 12 (S) READ THE FI RST TIME - REFERRALS
01/ 17/ 12 (S) L&C, JUD

02/ 02/ 12 (S) L&C AT 1:30 PM BELTZ 105 (TSBI dg)
02/ 02/ 12 (S) Heard & Hel d

02/ 02/ 12 (S) M NUTE( L&C)
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02/ 23/ 12 (S) L&C AT 1:30 PM BELTZ 105 (TSBI dg)

02/ 23/ 12 (S <Bi || Hearing Postponed>

02/ 28/ 12 (S L&C AT 1:30 PM BELTZ 105 ( TSBI dg)
02/ 28/ 12 (S) Moved CSSB 138(L&C) Qut of Committee
02/ 28/ 12 (S) M NUTE( L&C)

02/ 29/ 12 (S L&C RPT CS 3DP 2NR SAME TI TLE
02/ 29/ 12 (S) DP: EGAN, DAVIS, PASKVAN

02/ 29/ 12 (S NR: G ESSEL, MENARD

03/ 23/ 12 (S JUD AT 1:30 PM BELTZ 105 (TSBI dg)
03/ 23/ 12 (S) Heard & Held

03/ 23/ 12 (S) M NUTE( JUD)

03/ 26/ 12 (S) JUD AT 2:00 PM BELTZ 105 (TSBI dg)

W TNESS REG STER

DOUG WOOLI VER, Deputy Admi nistrative Director

Al aska Court System

Anchor age, AK

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified that the court supports the CS for
SB 168.

THOVAS PRESLEY, Intern

Senator Bill W el echowski

Al aska State Legislature

Juneau, AK

PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Provided supporting information for SB 198
and SB 138 on behalf of the sponsor.

CRAI G GRAZI ANO, Attorney

O fice of Consuner Advocate

| owa Departnent of Justice and

Chair, Consuner Protection Conmittee

Nat i onal Association of State Utility Consunmer Advocates
Des Moines, |A

PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of SB 138.

MATT WALLACE, Executive Director

Al aska Public Interest Research G oup (AKPIRG
Anchor age, AK

PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of SB 138.

DEBORAH COOK, Seni or Manager

Billings and Col |l ections

Al aska Commruni cati ons Systens

Anchor age, AK

PCOSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in opposition to SB 138.
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CYNTHI A DRI NKWATER, Assi stant Attorney General

Cvil Division

Commer ci al / Fai r Busi ness Section

Depart ment of Law (DQL)

Anchor age, AK

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Answered questions related to SB 138.

ACTI ON NARRATI VE

2:01: 37 PM

CHAIR HOLLIS FRENCH <called the Senate Judiciary Standing
Commttee neeting to order at 2:01 p.m Present at the call to
order were Senators Coghill, Paskvan, Welechowski and Chair
French.

SB 168- GEOGRAPH C COLA FOR JUDGES

2:02: 01 PM

CHAI R FRENCH announced the consideration of SB 168, "An Act
relating to geographic cost-of-living salary adjustnents for
justices of the supreme court and judges of the superior and
district courts; and providing for an effective date.™

He asked for a notion to adopt the proposed commttee substitute
(CS), version M

2:02:13 PM
SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI noved to adopt CS for SB 168, |abeled 27-
LS1181\M as the working docunent.

CHAIR FRENCH announced that w thout objection, version M was
before the conmttee.

2:02:38 PM

DOUG WOOLI VER, Deputy Admnistrative Director, Al aska Court
System stated that the court supports the anendnent and asks
the commttee's favorabl e consideration of the CS

2:03:32 PM
CHAIR FRENCH referenced page 1, line 7, and asked the fisca
i npact of renoving the $40, 000 cap.

MR. WOOLI VER explained that the original version of the bill
woul d have cost just under $800,000, and this version would cost
$249, 199. Judges now receive 17.5 percent of the first $40,000
of salary for a nmaxi mum geographic differential of $7,000. Under
version M the 17.5 percent applies to the entire sal ary.
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CHAI R FRENCH summrari zed version M provides a snmaller increase in
salary but renoves the $40,000 cap, thus reducing the size of
the fiscal note.

2:05: 38 PM
SENATOR PASKVAN asked who cane up with the concept in version M
and what their reasoni ng was.

MR. WOOLI VER expl ained that the court's fiscal office devel oped
a nunber of different scenarios, and this was anong the
sinplest. He noted that the House was considering the sane
amendment .

CHAI R FRENCH commented that nmenbers experienced sticker shock
with the original version and found the version the House was
considering nore reasonable. Mst legislators agree that the
current systemis a little too penurious for conpensating judges
who serve in high-cost areas |ike Barrow, Kotzebue, and None.

2:07:18 PM
SENATOR COGHI LL asked if Dillingham was singled out because of
transportati on and housi ng.

MR. WOOLI VER expl ai ned that the governing statute was adopted in
1978 when Dillingham didn't have a superior court judge. The
statute was never updated, but D llingham gets the sane
geographic differential as Bethel.

2:08:14 PM
CHAI R FRENCH cl osed public testinony and announced he would hold
SB 168 in conmttee.

SB 198- POLI CE OFFI CER PROTECTI ONS/ CERTI FI CATI ON

2:08: 37 PM

CHAI R FRENCH announced the consideration of SB 198, "An Act
establishing procedures relating to issuance, suspension, or
revocation of certification of police officers by the police
standards council; making certain court service officers subject
to certification by the police standards council; naking
confidential certain information that personally identifies a
police officer; relating to requesting or requiring police
officers to submt to lie detector tests; repealing a provision
exenpting certain police officers from a prohibition against
requiring certain enployees to submt to |lie detector tests; and
providing for an effective date."
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He asked for a notion to adopt the proposed committee substitute
(CS), version E.

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI noved to adopt the work draft CS for SB
198, | abeled 27-LS1306\E, as the working docunent.

CHAI R FRENCH found no objection and announced that version E was
before the commttee.

2:09: 35 PM

THOMAS PRESLEY, Intern to Senator Bill Welechowski, sponsor of
SB 198, explained that the CS renoves Section 4. The previous
version inadvertently renoved a departnent's power to do
i nvestigative polygraph testing during enploynent. The intent
was to give police officers the right to refuse a polygraph test
during an investigative procedure wthout fear of punishnent.
The CS reinstates a departnent's power to ask for an
i nvestigative polygraph test and maintains, wthout punishnment,
the right for an officer to refuse to take the test.

2:09:49 PM
At ease to distribute copies of the new CS.

2:11:52 PM

CHAIR FRENCH reconvened the neeting and noted that the
representatives from the Al aska Police Standards Council (APSC)
and the Public Safety Enployees Association (PSEA) indicated
they had nothing to add to their previous testinony. He asked
t he sponsor if he had any comment on his conversations with APSC
and PSEA.

SENATOR W ELECHOMSKI said there were still differences of
opi nion and, at sone point, the Legislature would have to nake a
policy call.

CHAI R FRENCH announced he would hold SB 198 in commtt ee.

SB 138- THI RD- PARTY CHARGES ON TELEPHONE BI LLS

2:13:48 PM

CHAI R FRENCH announced the consideration of SB 138, "An Act
relating to the inclusion of the charges of a vendor of goods or
services on the bills of certain teleconmunications carriers;
and adding an unlawful act to the Alaska Unfair Trade Practices
and Consuner Protection Act."
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He asked M. Presley if the bill affected just Iandlines, not
cel | phones.

THOMAS PRESLEY, Intern to Senator Bill Welechowski, sponsor of
SB 138, explained that cranmng affects both, but SB 138 focuses
on | andl i nes.

CHAI R FRENCH asked how preval ent the problemis in Al aska.

VR. PRESLEY replied it's difficult to ascertain because
consuners are generally unaware of the problem

2:15:18 PM

CRAIG GRAZIANO, Attorney, Ofice of Consunmer Advocate, |owa
Departnment of Justice, and Chair of the Consuner Protection
Conmittee, National Association of State Uility Consuner
Advocates, stated that in 1999 Ilowa passed a statute and

regul ati ons prohi bi ting unaut hori zed changes in
t el econmuni cation service, including cranmmng. He confirned that
the problem is not confined to wre-line billings. Guvil

penalties of up to $10,000 can be assessed for each violation,
al t hough the average penalty is just $1,500. The belief is that
the penalties take the profit out of the practice and appear to
have a sentinel effect throughout the industry. He said that the
regul atory efforts have reduced the volunme of conplaints
mar kedly. He described four conplaints and commented that these
were probably the tip of the iceberg, because nbst consuners did
not notice wunauthorized charges. He highlighted that the FCC
issued a $3 mllion penalty against one conpany for instituting
an Internet order validation system that did not validate
anyt hi ng.

MR, GRAZIANO offered his belief that states are in the best
position to stop the problem They're close to the conplainants

and often have the resources to assist wvictinms, institute
enf or cenment pr oceedi ngs, force restitution, and assess
penal ti es.
2:20:13 PM

SENATOR PASKVAN asked if the conpanies that engage in crammng
are generally U. S. -based, offshore, or international.

MR. GRAZIANO said that nost of the conpanies that put the

charges on bills have donestic addresses, but he didn't know if
their operations were located in the U S
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SENATOR PASKVAN asked how the $3 million penalty conpared to the
anount of noney that the conpanies collected by cranm ng.

MR. GRAZI ANO said he didn't know the correlation, but that sane
day the FCC issued simlar penalties to three other conpanies
for simlar violations.

2:22:05 PM
CHAIR FRENCH asked if he believes that crammers target states
randomy or based on the strength of their anti-cranm ng | aws.

MR. GRAZI ANO opined that there was a good deal of awareness of
enforcement efforts.

2:22: 44 PM

MATT  WALLACE, Executive Director, Al aska Public Interest
Research G oup (AKPIRG, stated that a key focus of AKPIRGis to
stop marketplace practices that track consumers and get into
their pocketbooks. He highlighted that the practice of cranmm ng
is extrenely wdespread and that to sonme extent telephone
conpani es generate revenue from crammng by charging fees to
third parties and third-party aggregators.

He described SB 138 as a proactive step to stop scamers from
ripping off Al askan consuners. He said that a grow ng nunber of
states are passing legislation to ban this practice, federal
| egi sl ation was pendi ng i ntroducti on, and t he | ar ge
tel ecommuni cations carrier, Verizon, had pledged to end the
practice of unauthorized third-party charges. He agreed that it
was difficult to surmse the inpact of the problem in Al aska,
but that AKPIRG had received a nunber of calls since it started
its investigation. He concluded that this is a huge first step
and AKPIRG |ooks forward in the future to investigating the
problemin the wrel ess narket.

CHAIR FRENCH noted that attorney G ndy Drinkwater wth the
Department of Law consumer protection was available to answer
guesti ons.

2:26: 37 PM
DEBORAH COOK, Senior Mnager, Billings and Collections, Al aska
Communi cations Systens, said the vice president of |egal,
regul atory, and governnent affairs asked her to read the
following letter into the record: [ Original punct uati on
provi ded. [
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Al aska Conmuni cations discourages further action on
CSSB 138. However, if further action is taken by the
Senate Judiciary Conmmttee, Al aska Conmuni cati ons
recoomends a few anendnents, which are attached to
this letter.

If enacted, CSSB 138 would place new burdens on
t el econmuni cations providers that provide third party
billing services. Al aska Comunications opposes this
| egi sl ati on because there is no evidence of a problem
in this area that needs fixing. W are not aware of
any consuner rebellion tied to third party billing, we
do not have a large in-box filled with conplaints, and
we are not aware of this being an issue for other
t el ecommuni cations providers in Alaska. For these
reasons, we see no need for legislation such as CSSB
138.

Al aska Conmuni cations does bill custonmers for third
parties at the sane tine it bills for its own
services. Custoners do short pay bills and when they
inform us of the reason we allocate the funds
subnmitted appropriately. Too often, however, custoners

fail to explain why [their] bill is short paid or how
to allocate the funds they submt. in the absence of
any i nformation from t he cust oner, Al aska

Communi cations applies a rational allocation of the
funds between itself and the third parties. This can
| ead to nonpaynent of telephone bills through no fault
of the tel ephone provider.

Al aska Communications takes its responsibility to
provide quality services very seriously. Custoners
too, however, need to be responsible and explain why

they have short paid a bill and how to allocate any
f unds subm tt ed. Ther ef or e, al t hough Al aska
comuni cations sees no need for this |egislation at
al |, we submit the attached proposed anendnent

providing for cust omer responsibility for your
consi derati on.

2:29:02 PM

M5. COXX reviewed the anendnments suggested by ACS. In Section 1,
add to subsection (b) a new paragraph (5) that says that
tel ecommuni cations carriers my recover reasonable costs of
i npl enenting the bill. To subsection (c) add a new paragraph (1)
that says that customers nust explain in witing that there is a
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di spute and how to allocate their paynent if they are short
paying their bill. In Section 3, add to subsection (c)(4) a new
subparagraph (C) that says that telecomunications carriers are
not obliged to verify the accuracy of third-party charges.

2:30:17 PM
SENATOR PASKVAN asked if ACS nonitors billings for evidence of
potential cramm ng.

M5. COOK answered yes; ACS validates billings as they go out and
is careful about who can be third-party providers. Disputed 800
calls are returned to the third-party provider wthout question.

SENATOR PASKVAN asked what process ACS follows to allow a third-
party vender to place a charge on a custonmer's bill.

M5. COOK explained that ACS requires a contractual relationship
with its venders so it knows where the billing is conmng from
ACS is the custonmer's advocate for questions to third parties
and the fraud departnent can validate charges for the custoner.
However, she enphasized, it is the custonmer's responsibility to
et ACS know if there is a disputed charge.

SENATOR PASKVAN asked if ACS substantively investigates
providers and if it profits fromthird-party charges.

M5. COXK replied there are costs associated with billings, but
ACS does background checks and validates providers before they
are allowed to place charges on ACS billings.

SENATOR PASKVAN said he was trying to find out whether the
contractual relationship includes a substantive inquiry, or if
the provider sinply has to sign a boilerplate agreenent.

M5. COOK explained that the inquiry includes credit validation
validation of previous services, and contractual obligations

once ACS does billings for someone. She noted that ACS rarely
signs new third parties for wireless billings
2:35:32 PM

CHAI R FRENCH asked for sonme mainstream exanples of third-party
vendors, other than sex hotlines.

M5. COX replied ACS regularly does third-party billing for 800

lines, people who are incarcerated, and directory adverti sing.
She reiterated that these are all thoroughly vetted.
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CHAI R FRENCH asked the volunme of business that these billings
represent and if ACS makes noney on third-party billings.

M5. COX said the directory contract is the largest and a signed
contract is required, but she would have to follow up wth
specific information about vol une.

2:38: 00 PM

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI asked if ACS charges for third party
enhanced services that are not telephone related. He cited diet
services as an exanpl e.

M5. COOK said that about five years ago ACS saw potenti al
problens and told providers they would no longer bill for things
i ke diet services and nagazi nes.

SENATOR PASKVAN said he was |ooking for reasonable assurance
that ACS was working in the consunmer's interest to elimnate the
potential for cramm ng.

M5. COOK responded that it is in the best interest of both the
consumer and ACS to elimnate inappropriate billing.

SENATOR COGHI LL asked if ACS would nove away from third-party
services if the bill were to pass w thout the anmendnents that
ACS suggest ed.

M5. COXX replied ACS is already noving away from these services.
The amendnments would help make the customer aware that wthout
their input it is difficult for ACS to know that there is a
problem As a general policy, ACS takes action as soon as it is
aware that there is an issue.

2:41: 27 PM
CHAIR FRENCH summarized that ACS custoners have supposedly
agreed to each of the charges on their bill.

M5. COOK answered that's correct.

SENATOR PASKVAN asked if all the agreenents are in writing.

M5. COK responded that the agreenents can be verbal if there is
some capture of a voice recording, but ACS prefers signed

witten contracts. Ver bal contracts are nore thoroughly
i nvesti gat ed.
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SENATOR PASKVAN asked how quickly ACS pays the third-party
vender after it sends the bill to the custoner.

M5. COOX said it was probably between 60 and 120 days, but she
woul d have to confirmthat.

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI asked to hear from Ms. Dri nkwat er.

2:45: 32 PM

CYNTHI A DRI NKWATER, Assistant Attorney General, Cvil Division
Commercial /Fair Business Section, Departnent of Law (DQL),
i ntroduced herself and offered to answer questi ons.

CHAI R FRENCH asked if the adm nistration supports the bill.

V5. DRI NKWATER replied she wasn't in a position to offer support
or not; she was prepared to address |egal issues that mght be
of concern to the comm ttee.

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI asked her to discuss the nenop the state
attorney general signed regarding the FCC acti on.

M5. DRI NKWATER expl ained that in October 2011 a nunber of state
attorneys general, including Al aska, signed a letter to the FCC
commenting on proposed rul emaking regarding tel ephone cramm ng.
The letter urged the FCC to consider either an outright ban on
cranming or a ban with exceptions for tel ephone-related services
such as collect calls and inmate calls. Another alternative was
for a system where consumers would opt in to certain charges on
a vender-by-vender basis as opposed to the current situation
where consuners essentially have to opt out by calling their
carrier to have charges renoved fromtheir bills.

2:48: 34 PM
SENATOR W ELECHOWBKI asked if SB 138 addresses the concerns that
the admi ni stration advocated for in the letter to the FCC.

M5. DRINKWATER replied the intent is consistent and it does
require venders or billing aggregators to provide proof to the
carrier of express authorization. This would be of assistance in
an investigation because it is sonmetinmes difficult to find the
party that placed the charge on the bill. However, the bil
still leaves room for abusive practices such as doctoring
t el ephone recordings and failure to verify that a consuner
agreed to a service.

2:51: 00 PM
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SENATOR PASKVAN asked if the bill would be beneficial to the
extent that it would authorize the attorney general's office to
take action under AS 45.50.471(b) if a cramm ng conpany was
abusi ng Al askans.

MS. DRI NKWATER said the attorney general's office would probably
have sone authority to proceed with a cranmmng investigation
under any circunstances, but the bill would nmake it easier to
obtain records of custoners' authorization if it was indeed
gi ven.

SENATOR PASKVAN asked how she woul d proceed as to an unlawful or
deceptive act unless it was under AS 45.50.471(b).

M5. DRI NKWATER responded that there is benefit to a specific
listing because it nmakes it easier to show there has been a
violation, but the unlawful acts listed in subsection (b) aren't
excl usi ve.

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI asked what rational e t he Par nel
adm nistration and other state attorneys general gave when they
urged the FCC to outright ban third-party cramm ng.

M5. DRI NKWATER replied it was to stop those practices whereby
custonmers are billed for services they didn't authorize or agree
to.

SENATOR COCHI LL asked if, under the present |aw, DOL woul d take
action against the carrier or the third-party vender if it
becane aware of unauthorized charges on consuners' telephone
bills.

M5. DRI NKWATER replied DOL currently has the ability to issue
subpoenas or civil investigative demands, but the difficulty
with crammng investigations is that it is sonmetinmes difficult
to find the party that is placing the charges on the bills.

SENATOR COGHI LL asked whose fault that is.

M5. DRINKWATER said that in her sonewhat limted experience
there is nore problemfinding the vender.

SENATOR COGHI LL asked if cramming mght not becone an even
| arger issue for cell phones.

M5. DRINKWATER offered her understanding that cramrng on
cel |l phones would increase in the future. She agreed with M.
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Presley's comment that as cell phone use increases, people would
probably pay less attention to their landline bills.

SENATOR COGHI LL asked if it was reasonable for ACS to request
that custonmers take responsibility in notifying the carrier
about unaut hori zed char ges.

M5. DRI NKWATER said she wasn't in a position to coment because
this was the first she'd heard that custoners weren't passing
that information along to their carriers.

2:58: 48 PM
SENATOR PASKVAN asked if she believes that carriers have an
obligation to screen third-party venders.

M5. DRI NKWATER said that consuners should not have to face
charges on their phone bills for services that they did not
agree to, and it nmkes sense that carriers should have a process
to ensure that doesn't happen. She reiterated that one advantage
of the bill is that it would require venders or billing
aggregators to produce proof of express authorization to the
carriers. That would seemingly help carriers ensure that the
consuner really did agree to a service before they are billed
for it.

MR. PRESLEY spoke to ACS's objection to the bill by pointing out

t hat t he truth in billing gui del i nes recommend t hat
tel ecommuni cations carriers separate on the bill those charges
that will result in loss of service and charges that, if not
paid, wll not result in loss of service. He noted that two

judges have found that consunmers should not have to be
i nvestigators of their own phone bill.

In conclusion, he quoted from a letter that talked about the
state attorneys gener al recommendat i ons regar di ng phone
cramm ng. He read the foll ow ng:

Because the mmjority of custonmers do not want third-
party charges on their bills and nost are unaware that
their telephone bills are vulnerable to such charges,
all wire line telephone conpanies should be required
to block third-party billing for all existing and
newly enrolled custoners by default. The customer
should not be burdened with requesting a block, as
nost custonmers will not understand [the need] for such
protection until after being victimzed by a cramer.
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CHAI R FRENCH announced he would hold SB 138 in commttee.

3:02:48 PM

There being no further business to cone before the commttee,
Chair French adjourned the Senate Judiciary Standing Conmttee
nmeeting at 3:02 p.m
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