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COWM TTEE CALENDAR

CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 56(JUD)
"An  Act relating to certain crinmes involving controlled
substances; and providing for an effective date."

- HEARD & HELD

HOUSE BI LL NO. 57

"An Act adopting the Alaska Entity Transactions Act; relating to
changing the form of entities, including corporations,
partnerships, limted liability conpanies, business trusts, and
ot her organizations; anmending Rule 79, Alaska Rules of GCvil
Procedure, and Rules 602(b)(2), 602(c), and 605.5, Al aska Rules
of Appellate Procedure; and providing for an effective date."

- MOVED CSHB 57(JUD) OUT OF COW TTEE
HOUSE BILL NO 140
"An Act relating to the information that nust be included wth

certain notices provided for the proposed adoption, anendnent,
or repeal of a regulation.”
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- MOVED CSHB 140(JUD) QUT OF COW TTEE

SPONSOR SUBSTI TUTE FOR HOUSE BILL NO 54

"An  Act relating to the identification, | ocati on, and
notification of specified famly nmenbers and famly friends of a
child who is in state custody."

- HEARD & HELD
PREVI QUS COW TTEE ACTI ON
BILL: SB 56

SHORT TITLE: RECLASSI FYI NG CERTAI N DRUG OFFENSES
SPONSOR(s): SENATOR(S) DYSON

02/ 15/ 13 (S READ THE FI RST Tl ME - REFERRALS
02/ 15/ 13 (S) JUD, FIN

03/ 04/ 13 (S) JUD AT 1:30 PM BELTZ 105 (TSBI dg)
03/ 04/ 13 (S) Heard & Held

03/ 04/ 13 (S) M NUTE( JUD)

03/ 05/ 13 (S) JUD AT 1:30 PM BELTZ 105 (TSBI dg)
03/ 05/ 13 (S Moved CSSB 56(JUD) Qut of Conmmittee
03/ 05/ 13 (S) M NUTE( JUD)

03/11/13 (S) JUD CS RPT 3DP SAME TITLE
03/11/13 (S) DP: COGHI LL, MCGU RE, DYSON

03/ 18/ 13 (S) FIN AT 9: 00 AM SENATE FI NANCE 532
03/ 18/ 13 (S) Heard & Held

03/18/13 (S) M NUTE( FI N)

03/ 27/ 13 (S) FIN RPT CS(JUD) 3DP 3NR 1AM

03/ 27/ 13 (S DP: KELLY, MEYER, HOFFMAN

03/ 27/ 13 (S) NR: FAI RCLOUGH, BI SHOP, DUNLEAVY
03/ 27/ 13 (S) AM  OLSON

03/ 27/ 13 (S FIN AT 9: 00 AM SENATE FI NANCE 532
03/ 27/ 13 (S Moved CSSB 56(JUD) Qut of Conmmttee
03/ 27/ 13 (S) M NUTE( FI N)

04/ 04/ 13 (S) TRANSM TTED TO (H)

04/ 04/ 13 (S) VERSI ON:  CSSB 56( JUD)

04/ 05/ 13 (H READ THE FI RST TI ME - REFERRALS
04/ 05/ 13 (H JUD, FIN

04/ 06/ 13 (H JUD AT 1:00 PM CAPI TOL 120

04/ 06/ 13 (H -- MEETI NG CANCELED - -

04/ 08/ 13 (H JUD AT 1: 00 PM CAPI TOL 120

BILL: HB 57
SHORT TITLE: ENTI TY TRANSACTI ONS ACT
SPONSOR(s): REPRESENTATI VE(s) HOLMES, OLSON

HOUSE JUD COW TTEE - 2- April 8, 2013



01/ 16/ 13 (H PREFI LE RELEASED 1/11/13
01/ 16/ 13 (H READ THE FI RST TI ME - REFERRALS
01/ 16/ 13 (H JuD

03/ 13/ 13 (H JUD AT 1:00 PM CAPI TOL 120
03/13/13 (H Heard & Held

03/13/13 (H M NUTE( JUD)

03/ 18/ 13 (H JUD AT 1:00 PM CAPI TOL 120
03/18/13 (H Schedul ed But Not Heard
04/ 06/ 13 (H) JUD AT 1: 00 PM CAPI TOL 120
04/ 06/ 13 (H -- MEETI NG CANCELED - -

04/ 08/ 13 (H) JUD AT 1: 00 PM CAPI TOL 120
BILL: HB 140

SHORT TITLE: NOTI CE FOR REGULATI ON ADOPTI ON
SPONSOR('s): REPRESENTATI VE(s) REI NBOLD

02/ 22/ 13 (H) READ THE FI RST Tl ME - REFERRALS
02/ 22/ 13 (H JUD

03/ 18/ 13 (H) JUD AT 1: 00 PM CAPI TOL 120
03/18/13 (H Heard & Held

03/ 18/ 13 (H M NUTE( JUD)

03/ 25/ 13 (H) JUD AT 1: 00 PM CAPI TOL 120
03/ 25/ 13 (H Schedul ed But Not Heard
03/ 27/ 13 (H JUD AT 1:00 PM CAPI TOL 120
03/ 27/ 13 (H Schedul ed But Not Heard
03/ 29/ 13 (H JUD AT 1:00 PM CAPI TOL 120
03/ 29/ 13 (H <Bi ||l Hearing Cancel ed>
04/ 08/ 13 (H) JUD AT 1: 00 PM CAPI TOL 120

BILL: HB 54
SHORT TI TLE: PLACEMENT OF A CH LD IN NEED OF Al D
SPONSOR(s) : REPRESENTATI VE(s) GARA, THOWPSON

01/ 16/ 13 (H) PREFI LE RELEASED 1/11/13

01/ 16/ 13 (H READ THE FI RST TI ME - REFERRALS
01/ 16/ 13 (H HSS, JUD

01/ 24/ 13 (H SPONSCR SUBSTI TUTE | NTRODUCED
01/ 24/ 13 (H READ THE FI RST TI ME - REFERRALS
01/ 24/ 13 (H HSS, JUD

02/ 07/ 13 (H HSS AT 3: 00 PM CAPI TOL 106

02/ 07/ 13 (H Schedul ed But Not Heard

02/ 26/ 13 (H HSS AT 3: 00 PM CAPI TOL 106

02/ 26/ 13 (H Heard & Held

02/ 26/ 13 (H M NUTE( HSS)

04/ 02/ 13 (H HSS AT 3: 00 PM CAPI TOL 106

04/ 02/ 13 (H Moved CSSSHB 54(HSS) Qut of Committee
04/ 02/ 13 (H M NUTE( HSS)
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04/ 04/ 13 (H) HSS RPT CS(HSS) NT 3DP 4NR

04/ 04/ 13 (H) DP: TARR, NAGEAK, SEATON

04/ 04/ 13 (H NR. KELLER, PRU TT, REINBOLD, H GG NS
04/ 08/ 13 (H) JUD AT 1:00 PM CAPI TOL 120

W TNESS REG STER

CHUCK KOPP, St aff

Senator Fred Dyson

Al aska State Legislature

Juneau, Al aska

PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: On behalf of Senator Dyson, sponsor,
presented CSSB 56(JUD).

RI CK ALLEN, Director

O fice of Public Advocacy (OPA)

Department of Adm nistration (DOA)

Anchor age, Al aska

POSI TI ON  STATEMENT: During hearing of CSSB 56(JUD), answered
gquesti ons.

QUI NLAN STEI NER, Director

Publ i ¢ Def ender Agency

Depart ment of Adm nistration

Anchor age, Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: During hearing of CSSB 56(JUD), answered
guesti ons.

PEGGY BROWN, Executive Director

Al aska Network on Domestic Violence and Sexual Assault (ANDVSA)
Juneau, Al aska

PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Encouraged the commttee to ensure CSSB
56(JUD) doesn't declassify certain drugs that are predator drug
conponent s.

ANNE CARPENETI, Assistant Attorney General

Legal Services Section

Crimnal Division

Depart ment of Law (DQL)

Juneau, Al aska

PCOSI TI ON STATEMENT: During hearing of CSSB 56(JUD), answered
gquesti ons.

JAMES R WALDO, Staff
Representati ve Li ndsey Hol nes
Al aska State Legislature
Juneau, Al aska
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PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Speaking on behalf of Representative
Hol mes, a joint prine sponsor of HB 57, explained the changes in
proposed Version O

GRANT CALLOW Attorney

Law O fices of Wn G ant Call ow,

Menber, Al aska Del egation of the Uniform Law Commi ssi on

Nati onal Conference of Commissioners on Uniform State Law
( NCCUSL)

Anchor age, Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Characterized HB 57 and anendnments to be
val uable to the state.

REPRESENTATI VE LORA REI NBOLD

Al aska State Legislature

Juneau, Al aska

PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Spoke as the sponsor of HB 140.

KRI STA VONBERGEN, St af f

Representative Lora Reinbold

Al aska State Legislature

Juneau, Al aska

PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Presented proposed CSHB 140, Version C, on
behal f of the sponsor, Representative Reinbol d.

STEVE WEAVER, Assistant Attorney General

Legi slation & Regul ati ons Section

Civil Division (Juneau)

Departnent of Law

Juneau, Al aska

PCOSI TI ON  STATEMENT: During hearing of HB 140, answered
guesti ons.

ARNOLD LEI BELT, Policy Anal yst

O fice of the Managenment & Budget (QOvVB)

O fice of the Governor

Juneau, Al aska

PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: During hearing of HB 140, answered
gquesti ons.

TOBY SM TH, Staff

Representative Les Gara

Al aska State Legislature

Juneau, Al aska

PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Provi ded an overvi ew of SSHB 54.

CHRI STY LAWION, Director
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Ofice of Children's Services (OCS)

Department of Health and Social Services (DHSS)

Fai r banks, Al aska

PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: During hearing of SSHB 54, answered
guesti ons.

JANE Pl ERSON, Staff

Representative Steve Thonpson

Al aska State Legislature

Juneau, Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: As staff to a joint prime sponsor, provided
i nformati on on SSHB 54.

ANMANDA METI VI ER

Facing Foster Care in Al aska

Anchor age, Al aska

PCOSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of SSHB 54.

ACTI ON NARRATI VE
1: 12: 00 PM

CHAIR WES KELLER called the House Judiciary Standing Conmttee
nmeeting to order at 1:12 p.m Representatives Keller, LeDoux,
Gruenberg, and Foster were present at the <call to order.
Representatives Lynn, MIllett, and Pruitt arrived as the neeting
was in progress. Representati ves Hol nes and |saacson were also
present .

The commttee took a brief at-ease.

SB_ 56- RECLASSI FYI NG CERTAI N DRUG OFFENSES

1:12: 42 PM

CHAI R KELLER announced that the first order of business would be
CS FOR SENATE BILL NO 56(JUD), "An Act relating to certain
crimes involving controlled substances; and providing for an
effective date."

CHAIR KELLER noted that SB 56 is the conpanion legislation to
HB 178, which has already been heard in the House Judiciary
Standing Commttee. He related his desire to nove SB 56.

1:14: 18 PM
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CHUCK KOPP, Staff, Senator Fred Dyson, Al aska State Legislature,
speaki ng on behalf of the sponsor of CSSB 56(JUD), inforned the
commttee that the Departnent of Law (DOL) had expressed concern
that the five-year |ook-back period for a person found in
possession of a drug was too short for those with two strikes
prior to a felony charge. Therefore, [the anmendnent | abel ed 28-
LS0355\C. 6, Strasbaugh, 4/5/13] would Ilengthen the period to
seven years. He related that the return to seven years conplies
with the intent of the sponsor and provides nore tine for a
defendant to seek treatment and rehabilitation. The anendnent
| abel ed 28-LS0355\C. 6, Strasbaugh, 4/5/13, read:

Page 2, line 2:
Delete "five"
| nsert "seven"

MR. KOPP then explained that the anendnent [I|abeled 28-
LS0355\ C. 7, St rasbaugh, 4/ 5/ 13] would require screening,
eval uation, and treatnment - if necessary - for a defendant
convicted of m sconduct involving a controlled substance in the
fifth degree. The sponsor believes the aforenmentioned would
conport with the intention of CSSB 56(JUD), which is to refer
those with a drug addiction to treatnent. The proposed
anendnent, he opined, clearly provides direction to the court
that anyone picked up for drug possession, as CSSB 56(JUD)

addresses, will be referred to treatnent. Furthernmore, if it's
determined after the initial screening that the treatnent is
necessary, then treatnent wll follow The anmendnent | abel ed

28-LS0355\ C. 7, Strasbaugh, 4/5/13, read:

Page 5, following line 15:
Insert a new bill section to read:

"* Sec. 3. AS 12.55.135 is anended by adding a new
subsection to read:

(1) A defendant convicted of m sconduct involving

a controlled substance in the fifth degree shall be
ordered to satisfy t he screeni ng, eval uati on
referral, and program requirenents of an alcohol
safety action or drug abuse evaluation program if an
al cohol safety action or drug abuse eval uation program
is available in the <community where the person
resides, or of a private or public treatnment facility
approved by the Departnent of Health and Socia
Services under AS 47.37 to nmake referrals for
rehabilitative treatnent or to provide rehabilitative
treatnment.”
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Renunber the followi ng bill sections accordingly.
1:19: 09 PM

REPRESENTATI VE M LLETT inquired as to whether these changes
woul d | ower the tolerance for date rape drugs. She stated that
she didn't want to create a situation that would nmake it easier
to rape wonmen and not be prosecuted when the drugs are in their
possessi on.

MR. KOPP clarified that CSSB 56(JUD) does not address the date
rape drug, Rohypnol, which is a schedule IV drug. He pointed
out that there are hundreds of drugs that can be wused for
nefari ous reasons and the nunber one date rape drug in the world
is alcohol. However, he related that during his 23 years of |aw
enf orcenment experience, he saw only alcohol and Rohypnol once
bei ng used to conmmt [rape].

REPRESENTATI VE M LLETT, drawing from experiences her children
related to her regardi ng Rohypnol use to commt nefarious acts,
mai ntai ned concern that the Jlegislation would |ower the
st andar ds. Wth regard to alcohol being the nunber one date
rape drug, she highlighted that it's sonmeone's choice to drink.

MR. KOPP assured the conmittee that [even with CSSB 56(JUD) ]
when one is charged with sexual assault in the first degree,
whet her or not the defendant caught with the first possession of
this drug would be a m sdeneanor or not has nothing to do with
the wunclassified felony wth which the defendant wll be
char ged. Furthernore, nost of the drugs Ilisted in this
| egi sl ation have legitimte uses, although they can be m sused.
He noted that the public defender and the director of the Ofice
of Public Advocacy (OPA) could speak nore on this issue as they
have dealt with thousands charged with these types of acts.

1:23:43 PM

REPRESENTATI VE M LLETT then inquired as to whether possession
[of the controlled substances listed in CSSB 56(JUD)] by [a
defendant] in a rape case would be considered a mtigating
factor if convicted.

MR. KOPP deferred to the public defender and the director of
OPA.

1: 24: 21 PM

HOUSE JUD COW TTEE - 8- April 8, 2013



REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX said that her concern isn't regarding the
defendant in a rape case rather her <concern is regarding a
situation in which sonmeone has the [date rape] drug in their
possessi on because they are thinking of using it.

MR. KOPP enphasized that there are a nunber of chem cals that
can be m sused for the purpose [of rape], which is why the focus
is only on crimnal acts and behavi ors.

1: 25: 24 PM

RI CK  ALLEN, Di rector, Ofice of Public Advocacy (COPA),
Departnment of Admnistration (DOA), began by informng the
commttee that he can speak from experience as a prosecutor in
Pal mer for alnost eight years, during which time he prosecuted
hundreds of felony cases, after which he became a public
advocat e. Wth regard to Rohypnol, he told the commttee that
although it's illegal in the United States it's still prescribed
in locations in Latin Anerica, such as Mexico, and Europe.
Al though it sonetinmes is found in the U S., he couldn't recall a
si ngl e Rohypnol case that was ever prosecuted in the Matanuska-
Susitna Valley. Furthernore, he couldn't even renenber hearing
of any such cases in Al aska. The drug Rohypnol is simlar to
valium in that it's an anti-anxiety drug. Rohypnol is a
schedule IV drug. He reiterated earlier testinony that SB 56
and HB 178 don't address schedul e IV drugs.

1: 27: 02 PM

REPRESENTATI VE PRU TT expressed concern with anyone having any
anount of the types of drugs typically used [in nefarious
situations such as rape]. Therefore, he indicated hesitation
noving forward [with the |egislation]. He said he's not yet
confortable with the legislation's proposed changes. Al t hough
he wasn't confortable with allow ng individuals to possess snal
anmount s of controlled subst ances as addi cti ve as
net hanphetam nes and other drugs in the categories in the
| egislation, he wasn't "a fan" of such an individual being a
felon for 10 years. Representative Pruitt inquired as to
whether the [legislation] is headed in the appropriate direction
or is it part of a larger discussion that should be held
regardi ng overall sentencing and existing nechani sns.

1: 30: 13 PM

MR. KOPP reiterated that this legislation has nothing to do with
date rape drugs. "That is a red herring," he stressed. He
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further stressed that nothing in the legislation makes a drug
| egal . Furthernore, the legislation doesn't decrimnalize
anyt hi ng. The legislation recognizes that current |aw doesn't
provide an individual caught for sinple drug possession an
opportunity to participate in reform- as is provided for those
convicted with driving under the influence (DU ), m sdeneanor

assault, and m sdeneanor theft - rather than house them for
$54, 000 per year and have the felony |abel keep the offender on
public assistance for 10 years after release. He hi ghlighted
that donmestic violence, al cohol i sm and recidivism rates
decrease for those who can obtain a job. Therefore, famly
units have a nmuch better chance of staying together. M. Kopp

then directed attention to a Pew Center report that relates the
vast mgjority of the nation, including conservatives, [agree]
with the approach proposed by the |egislation. The Pew Center
has aut hored several prom nent studies that have confirnmed that
the states experiencing progress that is actual reductions in
recidivism are states that are going in the direction [proposed
by SB 56].

1: 35: 09 PM

QUI NLAN STEI NER, Director, Public Defender Agency, Departnent of
Adm ni stration, regarding date rape drugs, related that in the
| ast 15 years he didn't recall any prosecutions for drugs used
in date rape situations. He offered his understanding that the
core of CSSB 56(JUD) addresses sinple possession of recreational
drugs and drug use and places the penalty at a m sdeneanor,
which is a significant penalty. For a m sdeneanor one faces up
to a year in jail and up to a $10,000 fine. [ The changes
enbodied in CSSB 56(JUD)] are inportant because they allow for
the Al cohol Safety Awareness Program (ASAP) screening, which
allows a neutral individual to evaluate whether an individual
has an addiction or has nmade an error in judgnment in terns of
determining what is necessary to divert them Therefore, the
proposed change in statute allows individuals to take personal
responsibility for their decisions and actions, which could ve
been a youthful indiscretion. The change, he opined, wll have
a profound inpact on juvenile, younger offenders. A felony for
life has a trenendous inpact on one's ability to attend coll ege
and obtain work in many different fields, whereas a m sdeneanor

will allow the offender to take responsibility and divert their
pat h. For instance, the vast mgjority of individuals who
receive a DU never receive a second DU, and an even snaller
anount receive a third DU . Those receiving a third DU tend to
repeat, which is the point at which the felony conviction,
increased supervision, and penalties is directed. Wth
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recreational drugs, one can assune that a third-tinme offender is
dealing with a significant problemrequiring nore supervision

1:38:29 PM
REPRESENTATI VE PRU TT asked whether the [public defender's
office] has the ability to select with what an individual is

goi ng to be charged.

MR. STEI NER expl ained that the prosecution is the entity that

determ nes what charge with which to proceed. I f an individua
is in possession of a controlled substance set at a felony
| evel, the prosecution proceeds on a felony. Wth regard to

entering into a plea bargain and reducing the charge, it's up to
the state to reduce a charge in exchange for a plea with jail
time and other conditions and the client would have to agree to
it. Wth plea bargaining in these sinple possession cases, one
of the problens is disparity in jurisdictions and prosecutors

This legislation wuld level the playing field since individuals
with one or two sinple possessions would have the opportunity to
take responsibility and correct their behavior prior to being
supervi sed under felony probation.

1: 41: 57 PM

REPRESENTATI VE LYNN nentioned that he has reservations about
CSSB 56(JUD), although the goals of it are good. He asked
whet her the |egislation achieves the goal of decreasing prison
popul ations. He then questioned whether it would be appropriate
to include a 10-year sunset to ensure that the |egislation
acconpl i shes the goal s.

MR. KOPP reiterated that other states have inplenented [simlar
changes] . In fact, the conservative State of Womng, after
which Alaska's law is nodeled, has a lower violent crine and
property crinme rate than Al aska. Furthernore, Alaska' s as well
as the nation's current approach [for sinple possession of
controll ed substances] illustrates that incarceration is not the
way out of the drug problem He recalled that Al aska's attorney
general , speaking before the Senate Finance Committee, said the
state's laws aren't working that is the current policy and
approach isn't resolving the issues.

1:44: 35 PM

PEGGY BROWN, Executive Director, Al aska Network on Donestic
Vi ol ence and Sexual Assault (ANDVSA), expressed concern that
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CSSB 56(JUD) would indeed lower the standard for [date rape
drugs]. She related that the National Drug Intelligence Center
(NDIC) reports that in the U S. ganma-hydroxybutanoic acid (GHB)
has now surpassed Rohypnol as the substance npbst commonly used
in drug facilitated sexual assault. The NDIC report attributes
the aforenentioned to the Ilikelihood that GIB is nuch nore
easily available, cheaper, and |eaves the body nore quickly.
Ms. Brown highlighted that Alaska is a state that has two and a
half times the national average in child sexual assault. These
are drugs, nore appropriately referred to as "predator"™ drugs,
which can be wused in various degrees to incapacitate and
par al yze peopl e. She then requested that the conmttee closely
review CSSB 56(JUD) in order to ensure that it isn't
decl assifying certain drugs that are predator drug conponents
and nmmintain that while reducing the costs of prison and
i ncarcerations. Noting that her brother is a former warden for
a prison in Louisiana, she said she understands the concern [of

the cost of prison and incarceration]. Ms. Brown acknow edged
that she didn't have any answers for the commttee, but offered
t hat a | arger di scussi on, particul arly r egar di ng dat e

rape/ predator drugs, [may be necessary].

1:48:39 PM

CHAI R KELLER, upon determining no one else wished to testify,
cl osed public testinony on CSSB 56(JUD). He then requested that
the commttee address the two amendnents provided to it.

1:49: 46 PM

REPRESENTATI VE PRU TT asked whether the proposal in this
| egi sl ation renoves a tool from prosecutors.

1:50: 16 PM

ANNE CARPENETI, Assistant Attorney GCeneral, Legal Services
Section, Crimnal Division, Departnent of Law (DOL), in response
to questions, echoed earlier testinony that in Anchorage first
of fense possession of schedule | or IIA drugs are routinely
reduced to n sdeneanors. Therefore, that's definitely a tool.

She then inforned the committee that GHB is a schedule IA
control | ed subst ance.

1:51: 04 PM
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REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX asked whet her any of the drugs referred to
in CSSB 56(JUD) would be referred to as date rape/predator
drugs.

M5. CARPENETI offered her wunderstanding from Ms. Brown and a
sexual assault nurse that GHB, ganma-val erol actone 4-pentanolide
(GW), and 1,4 butanediol (BD) are all being used as date rape
dr ugs. However, the nurse wasn't famliar wth gamm
hydr oxyval erate (GHV). She opined that the difficulty wth
these date rate drugs is that they |eave the body very quickly,
which she attributed to the lack of cases being brought forth

This legislation would reduce possession of date rape/predator
drugs froma felony to a m sdeneanor.

1: 52: 52 PM

REPRESENTATIVE PRU TT inquired as to the result of renoving
schedule A which includes the date rape drug, from the
| egi sl ati on. He then requested an estimation of how many cases
involve [controlled substances] in schedule I A and schedule I1A
He questioned whether it's appropriate to include sonme of the
worst controlled substances in schedule |A or [controlled
substances] in a | esser category.

M5. CARPENETI answered that these are policy decisions for the
cormittee to nake. Although the sponsor of the legislation has
great intentions, there nmamy be unintended consequences of a
bl anket change that nakes possession of schedule 1A controlled
substances for the first and second offense a <class A
m sdeneanor . One of the concerns is with the date rape drug
which she didn't view as a red herring. In fact, she stated
that the concern with the date rape drug shoul d be consi der ed.

REPRESENTATIVE PRUI TT inquired as to how many cases there have
been [in which a first offense of a class Al felony was [not
prosecuted as a felony].

M5. CARPENETI responded that she didn't know and would have to
determ ne whether such information is available. She then
related that the information available in this realmis fairly
archai c.

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOQUX questioned whether the |egislation could
be changed such that it could refer to schedule | controlled
subst ances except any predator controlled substances w thout
specifically nam ng them
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M5. CARPENETI stated that an exception could be included for
this category of controlled substances that are generally
considered to be date rape drugs.

1: 56: 33 PM

CHAIR KELLER surmised that there is no legal definition of a
date rape drug.

M5. CARPENETI related her belief that's correct, but pointed out
that what are considered to be date rape drugs are specified in
AS 11.71.140(e)(1)-(2)(A-(D).

1: 57: 19 PM
The conmmittee took a brief at-ease.
1:58: 22 PM

REPRESENTATI VE M LLETT related her support for the concept of
CSSB 56(JUD), but nmaintained concern that the proposed change
i ncl udes date rape drugs.

MR. KOPP offered that the legislation could be anmended to not
apply to date rape drugs. However, he pointed out that
Rohypnol , the date rape drug, is already a m sdenmeanor in Al aska
statute. This legislation would mintain Rohypnol as a
m sdeneanor for initial possession, but the third offense would
beconme a fel ony. He noted that it was news to him that use of
GHB has surpassed Rohypnol as a date rape drug. He also
highlighted the testinony of Alaska's public defender and
director of OPA, who between the two of them have many decades
of prosecution and defense experience and who have not dealt
with a date rape drug case. Therefore, he said it's not an
i ssue.

REPRESENTATI VE M LLETT highlighted that since the date rape
drugs are fast acting that mght be why there aren't

prosecutions involving those drugs. Though she supported the
| egi sl ation, she maintained concern with the inpact in relation
to the date rape drugs. She thanked M. Kopp for his

w I lingness to anend CSSB 56(JUD) in regard to date rape drugs.

VR. KOPP characterized such an anmendnent as a friendly
amendnent .

2:02: 44 PM
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REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG asked whether the word, "shall" on |ine
5 of the anendnent |abeled 28-LS0355\C. 7, Strasbaugh, 4/5/13,
should instead be <changed to "may" and leave it to the
di scretion of the court. Drawing from a situation in another
state in which the [requirenent to participate in an alcohol
safety action or drug abuse evaluation progran] was abused; he
asked whet her there has been any abuse of it in Al aska.

MR. ALLEN related that nuch of the latest literature and best
practices trend toward ordering rehabilitative treatnment for
si npl e possession regardless of whether it's appropriate in a

gi ven case. He confirmed that sending individuals who aren't
addicts to rehabilitative facilities in which they are
surrounded by addicts can do nore damage than good. However,

the way this legislation is drafted and the way it works wth
the DU context is that there is an initial screening process.
He said he is very confortable with the way the aforenentioned
process works in Al aska. For exanple, in the DU context an
individual with a blood al cohol content (BAC) of 0.085 who has
never been in trouble before and the facts of the case are clear
that the individual had a couple too many glasses of wne wth

dinner and shouldn't have driven, the individual wll [be
required] to sit through a video and a course on al cohol safety.
In his view, a simlar scenario will be followed in the drug
cont ext . Wil e he shared Representative G uenberg' s concern on

a national level, he opined that the ASAP does a fairly good job
of those eval uati ons.

2:07: 07 PM

MR. STEINER noted his concurrence with much of M. Alen's
response. However, he highlighted that independence is one of
the keys to the success of the screening approach. Ther ef or e,
the screeners need to be professionals who aren't associated
with particular prograns in order to nake an independent
recommendat i on. In Anchorage, there is a good reputation for
t he independent screening process such that the reconmendations
are consistent with the facts of the case and the individuals.
He remarked that conpulsory |anguage is helpful if there isn't
i ndependence or to ensure against the possibility of abuse.

M5. CARPENETI clarified that the nandatory |anguage, the
"shall", only pertains to evaluations not treatnent. W t hout
the evaluation of those convicted of possession of serious drugs
covered by CSSB 56(JUD), it potentially |eaves these individuals
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wi t hout supervi sion. Therefore, the nandatory evaluation is
appropriate, she posited.

CHAI R KELLER announced that CSSB 56(JUD) would be set aside in
order to allow the sponsor tinme to address nenbers' concerns.

HB 57-ENTI TY TRANSACTI ONS ACT

2:11:14 PM

CHAI R KELLER announced that the next order of business would be
HOUSE BILL NO 57, "An Act adopting the Alaska Entity
Transactions Act; relating to changing the form of entities,
i ncl udi ng cor por ati ons, par t ner shi ps, l[imted lTability
conpani es, business trusts, and other organizations; anending
Rule 79, Alaska Rules of Cvil Procedure, and Rules 602(b)(2),
602(c), and 605.5, Alaska Rules of Appellate Procedure; and
providing for an effective date.” [Before the committee is
pr oposed committee substitute (CS) | abel ed 28- LS0255\ G
Ki rsch/ Banni ster, 3/12/13, adopted 3/13/13.]

2:11:54 PM

JAMES R WALDO Staff, Representative Lindsey Holnmes, Al aska
State Legislature, remnded the commttee that HB 57 inplenents
the Mbdel Entity Transaction Act (META) in Al aska statute, which
means that it provides an avenue for the various corporate
entities within the state to interact with other entities of a
different variety. This ability for various entities to
communicate on a level and wuniform playing field wll be
advant ageous for businesses in the state and wll facilitate
conmer ce. He then directed attention to an amendnent | abel ed
28-1LS0255\ 0. 1, Bannister, 4/5/13, which wuld renove from
Section 30 of CSHB 57, Version O, the repeal of AS 06.260.670
and thus AS 06.26.670 would remain in existing |aw Thi s
statute, AS 06.26.670, deals with trust conpani es. The i npetus
for the amendnent, he related, was from Dan Branch, Senior
Assistant Attorney General, Commer ci al and Fair Business
Practices Section, CGvil D vision (Juneau), DOL. M. Branch
found that if CSSB 56(JUD) was to repeal AS 06.26.670, it would
limt dissenters' rights within trust conpanies that engaged in
a conversion. Dissenters' rights are the right of folks wth an
interest in a conpany/entity to have an easy way out if they are
unhappy with a conversion, merger, or form of transaction wth
whi ch the conpany/entity is engaged. Ef fectively, dissenters'
rights neans that folks can be quickly bought out of the
conpany/entity if it engages in a transaction from which they
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want to dissent. He related that l|eaving AS 06.26.670 in |aw
will preserve dissenters' rights for trust conpanies and won't
i npair any other nmechanismin the | egislation.

2:15:45 PM

REPRESENTATI VE CRUENBERG characterized the aforementioned as a
good anendnent that he would offer at the appropriate tine. He
then asked whether the legislation includes any other statute
simlar to AS 06. 26. 670.

MR. WALDO directed attention to the proposed new section, the
Al aska Entity Transactions Act, AS 10.55, which would apply to

al nost every formof entity in the state. However, page 5, line
26 through page 6, line 7, specifies a nunber entities that are
excluded from participating in the act. That list of entities

includes financial institutions as defined in Title 6, which
i ncludes trust conpanies. Therefore, trust conpanies are exenpt
fromparticipating in the new act. Any entities not exenpt from
participating in the new act are afforded dissenters' rights,
according to AS 10.55. Wth regard to the entities that can't
participate in the act, he related his understanding that the
only statute repealed in Section 30 that applies to an excl uded
entity is AS 06.26.670; the others are in AS 10.06.1050 or Title
32, which would be partnerships, l[imted partnerships,
corporations, and limted liability conpanies (LLC). Al of the
aforenentioned will be able to participate under the new act,
and thus won't be excluded and w Il have dissenters' rights
according to the new act. In further response to Representative
G uenberg, M. Waldo confirned that the sponsor is very
satisfied with the legislation and believes the anmendnent wll
inmprove it significantly.

CHAI R KELLER, after determning no one else wshed to testify,
cl osed public testinony.

2:19:48 PM

GRANT CALLOW Attorney, Law Ofices of Wn Gant Callow, Menber,
Al aska Delegation of the Uniform Law Conm ssion, National

Conference of Comm ssioners on Uniform State Law (NCCUSL), in
response to Representative G uenberg, characterized t he
| egi slation as good and to his understanding the anmendnments make
sense. Therefore, he opined that the Ilegislation and the

anendnents will be of value to Al aska.

2:21: 03 PM
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REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG made a notion to adopt Amendnment 1,
| abel ed 28-LS0255\ O 1, Bannister, 4/5/13, which read:

Page 1, line 7, through page 2, line 1:
Delete all material .

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

Renunber the followi ng bill sections accordingly.

Page 49, |ine 16:
Del ete "AS 06. 26. 670; "

Page 49, |ine 20:
Del ete "sec. 11"
| nsert "sec. 10"

Page 49, |ine 24:
Del ete "sec. 11"
| nsert "sec. 10"

Page 49, |ine 27:
Del ete "sec. 11"
| nsert "sec. 10"

Page 49, |ine 31:
Del ete "sec. 11"
| nsert "sec. 10"

Page 50, |ine 13:
Del ete "Section 32"
| nsert "Section 31"

Page 50, |ine 14:
Del ete "sec. 34"
I nsert "sec. 33"
There bei ng no objection, Arendnent 1 was adopt ed.
2:21: 54 PM
REPRESENTATIVE LYNN noved to report CSHB 57, Version 28-

LS0255\ 0. 1, Bannister, 4/5/13, as anmended, out of conmittee with
i ndi vidual recomrendations and the acconpanying fiscal notes.
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There being no objection, CSHB 57(JUD) was reported from the
House Judiciary Standing Commttee.

2:22: 33 PM
The commttee took an at-ease from2:22 p.m to 2:24 p.m

HB 140- NOTlI CE FOR REGULATI ON ADOPTI ON

2:24:14 PM

CHAI R KELLER announced that the next order of business would be
HOUSE BILL NO 140, "An Act relating to the information that
must be included with certain notices provided for the proposed
adoption, amendnent, or repeal of a regulation.”

2:24: 33 PM

REPRESENTATI VE LYNN noved to adopt proposed commttee substitute
(CS) for HB 140, Version 28-LS0478\C, Bannister, 3/26/13, as the
work draft.

CHAI R KELLER obj ected for discussion purposes.
2:25:18 PM

REPRESENTATI VE LORA REI NBOLD, Al aska State Legislature, speaking
as the sponsor of HB 140, began by noting that the |egislation
had been changed in response to nenbers' concerns. She then
rem nded the comrittee that the current |aw specifies that the
agency promulgating a regulation has to specify the inpacts of
that regulation on the agency. However, the agency promnul gating
the regul ation doesn't have to access the inpacts to other state
agencies, nunicipalities, or the private sector. Representative
Rei nbold then turned over the presentation of Version C to
staff.

2:27:23 PM

KRI STA VONBERGEN, Staff, Representative Lora Reinbold, Al aska
State Legislature, reviewing Version C, explained that Section 1
is unchanged as is the |anguage on page 1, line 6 through page
2, line 1. However, |anguage in Section 2 has been changed to
include a new notice requirement with which agencies will have
to conply when announcing regulations. The requirenent wll
require agencies, in a sentence or two, to identify which
regul ations in a package are required/ mandated by federal |aw.
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She ventured that conpliance with the aforenentioned requirenent
shoul d be easy for the agencies to neet since they already have
to know whether a federal regulation/law requires them to take
action before they even begin drafting the regul ation. At the
begi nning of the regulatory process, agencies know whether and
which regulations in their packages are required or mandated in
federal |aw. Section 2 merely requests they share that already
conpiled information wth Al askans. Section 2 also adds
| anguage requiring state agencies to include notice to the
public of the good faith estinmate of the costs inposed by the
new regulations on private individuals, businesses, state
agencies, and rmunicipalities. Ms. Vonbergen highlighted that
the aforementioned is an inportant part of +the |legislation
because existing law only requires state agencies promnulgating
regul ations to review the inpacts and costs to that agency. She
clarified that this review isn't intended to be a detailed

McDowell Group level analysis of the estimated costs of
regul ations. Instead, the |anguage sinply requires a good faith
effort by the agency to estinmate the costs in the aggregate.
Version O she pointed out, includes a new section, Section 3,
which clarifies that there is no right to sue based on the
agency's duties to prepare an estinmate. Therefore, Section 3

clarifies that it's an informational effort for the benefit of
Al askans and not for the litigation battlefield. Section 4 was
Section 3 in the original legislation and makes it clear that
the notice for requirenments in the legislation only apply to
regul ations announced after the effective date of t he
| egi sl ati on.

2:31: 48 PM

REPRESENTATI VE CGRUENBERG asked whether the current effective
date is adequate for purposes of the state conplying with the
requi renents in HB 140.

2:32: 50 PM

STEVE WEAVER, Assi st ant Attorney Ceneral, Legislation &
Regul ations Section, Cvil Dvision (Juneau), Departnent of Law,
said he isn't in a position to speak to particular state
agenci es regardi ng whether they would be able to get up to speed
on this proposal or not. Al though a delayed effective date
certainly mght be helpful, it would be partially dependent upon
the informati on each state agency has on hand.

2:34:10 PM
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ARNCLD LEIBELT, Policy Analyst, Ofice of the Managenent &
Budget (OwB), Ofice of the Governor, regarding whether the
effective date of the legislation should be delayed, answered
that it depends upon the type of legislation [from which
regul ati ons would be pronulgated], which is why the OV fiscal
not e is indeterm nate. He opined that the |egislation adds
another level of —conplexity that is responsibilities for
agencies, particularly those departnents that tend to have nore
regul ations than others. For exanple, the Board of Gane and the
Board of Fisheries receive up to 400 proposals per year, so the
proposal in this legislation would be nore difficult to
i npl enent than others. Therefore, it's difficult to specul ate.

2: 35: 32 PM

CHAI R KELLER questioned whether that neans OVB isn't concerned
with the potential costs.

MR. LIEBELT replied no, OVMB is concerned with the costs. I n
fact, the notice requirenents for the regulations specify that
agencies and departments nust pay particular attention to the
costs of regulations. Currently, state agencies are responsible
for identifying the cost inpact of the regulations to the
i npacted state agency alone. Through the public hearing process
the cost is revealed from nunicipalities, i ndustry, and
i ndi vi dual s. That cost information provided during the public
hearing process is taken into consideration when the regul ations
are drafted.

2: 36: 45 PM

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG pointed out the |anguage in Section
2(d)(1) only refers to the federal court as one that m ght
i npose a regulatory requirenent. He questioned whether a state
court should also be included in the anbit of the |egislation.
The state would know if it was sonmething inposed by the
| egi sl ature. However, the state m ght not know for a period of
time whether a state court mght have inposed that. He rem nded
the commttee that the annual book nenbers receive includes
briefs for which legislative action may be required by a court
deci si on. He opined that [HB 140] is doing the same thing to
adm ni strative agencies, and thus it may be a nunber of nonths
until the annual report is available before the legislature
knows what the Superior Court in Anchorage had done.
Representati ve G uenberg suggested that adding state courts to
the |l egislation may be sonething to consider.
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REPRESENTATI VE REI NBOLD sai d she woul d accept such an anendnent.
2:39:23 PM

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG noted that typically a short title
isn't given to legislation that sinply anends other |egislation.
Therefore, he inquired as to whether the sponsor is wedded to
havi ng the proposed short title for HB 140.

REPRESENTATI VE REI NBOLD replied yes as she believes the proposed
short title is inmportant to have.

2:40: 03 PM

REPRESENTATI VE REINBOLD then offered her wunderstanding that
federal agencies [already have to do what HB 140 proposes]. For
exanple, the federal agencies have to determ ne whether proposed
regul ations inpose an information collection burden. Therefore,
the proposal in HB 140 nerely shadows what is already in place

at the federal |evel. She then highlighted letters of support
for HB 140, including letters from the Wasilla Area Seniors,
Inc., the National Federation of Independent Business - Al aska,
and the Alaska State Chanber of Commerce. Representati ve

Rei nbol d enphasi zed her desire to avoid the "little guy" getting
overwhelmed by the process due to oversight or unintended
consequences. The | egislation, she pointed out, includes a no
harm cl ause as well as an aggregate [of the inpacts]. She also
hi ghlighted that the Alaska Muinicipal League (AM.) is very
supportive of HB 140.

2:41: 52 PM

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG made a notion to adopt Conceptual
Amendnent 1, as foll ows:

Page 1, line 12, follow ng "federal"
I nsert "or state"

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX obj ected for purposes of discussion.

REPRESENTATI VE CGRUENBERG expl ained that the |egislation should
al so apply to state courts.

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX renoved her objection. There being no
further objection, Conceptual Amendnent 1 was adopt ed.

2:43: 30 PM
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REPRESENTATIVE LYNN noved to report CSHB 140, Version 28-
LS0478\ C, Bannister, 3/26/13, as anended, out of commttee wth
i ndi vidual recommendations and the acconpanying zero fiscal
note. There being no objection, CSHB 140(JUD) was reported from
t he House Judiciary Standing Commttee.

HB 54- PLACEMENT OF A CH LD I N NEED OF Al D

2:43:56 PM

CHAI R KELLER announced that the final order of business would be
SPONSOR SUBSTI TUTE FOR HOUSE BILL NO 54, "An Act relating to
the identification, location, and notification of specified
famly menbers and famly friends of a child who is in state
custody." [Before the conmttee was CSSSHB 54( HSS). ]

2:44:19 PM

TOBY SMTH, Staff, Representative Les Gara, Alaska State
Legi sl ature, speaking on behalf of Representative Gara, a joint
prime sponsor, paraphrased fromthe foll ow ng sectional analysis
provided in commttee nenbers' packets:

Section 1.

This section adds a new section to AS 47.10, requiring
that a supervisor in the Ofice of Children s Services
(OCS) certify in witing that a search for
noncust odi al parents, adult famly nenbers, and
appropriate adult famly friends of the child has been
conducted. OCS nust notify these adults of the child' s
removal within 30 days, unless there are extenuating
circunstances. This section codifies existing OCS
policy related to extended famly searches, and adds
the requirenment of supervisor certification.

Section 2.

This section adds a reference to the new section of
statute established in Section 1. It requires that due
diligence be conducted to locate extended famly
menbers before the child is placed in a foster hone.

Section 3.
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This section allows the departnment to provide for
energency placenment of a child while conducting due
di li gence.

MR. SM TH sunmmari zed that the legislation has no fiscal inpact
and woul d ensure that front-line caseworkers performall that is
required and can be done for the best interest of foster youth
He clarified that the legislation doesn't change any standards
but rather ensures that proper policies are being performed by
requiring that a supervisor sign-off when a caseworker has
performed a due diligence search in placenent of foster youth.

2:46: 35 PM

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG inquired as to the difference between
SSHB 54 and CSSSHB 54( HSS) .

The committee took an at-ease from2:50 p.m to 2:51 p.m
2:51:32 PM

MR SMTH reviewed the changes from SSHB 54 to CSSSHB 54( HSS)
as follows:

Page 1, line 2:
Deletes “and famly friends”

This change was made at the request of the Ofice of
Children’s Services (OCS). The inclusion of fanmly
friends in AS 47.10.035 created a new requirenent that
famly friends be notified when a child is renoved
fromtheir home. Determning which famly friends were
required to be notified of the renoval of the child
would be difficult to determne, and would create an
onerous requirement for OCS to conply with. Famly
friends will still be considered as potential foster
parents.

Page 1, lines 6:

Deletes “or adult famly friend” for the reasons
stated above.

Page 1, line 10:

Del etes “and appropriate adult famly friends” for the
reasons state above.

Page 1, line 14:
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Changes “certify” to “verify”.

This change was nmade at the request of OCS. OCS feels
that a verification of a famly nenber search can be
done wusing current docunmentation nmethods, while a
certification may have required addi ti ona
docunent ati on.

Page 2, lines 1-3:

Del et es “The i nformation provi ded under this
subsection shall be submitted to the «court for
consideration before the next scheduled hearing after
the due diligence period specified in (a) of this
section.”

This change was made at the request of OCS. Submitting
this information to the ~court was a redundant
requirenent, as all the information is made avail able
to all parties as part of the discovery process.

Page 2, following line 19:

Inserts a new section to read: “Sec. 3. AS 47.14.100
i s amended by adding a new subsection to read: (u) The
department nmy provide for energency placenent of a
child while conducting due diligence wunder AS
47.10.035 and (e) of this section.”

This change was nade at the request of OCS and the
Departnent of Law. There was sone concern that Sec. 2
(e) of the bill could prohibit OCS from naking an
enmergency placement for a child the day they are
removed from their home. This change clarifies that a
child may be placed in an energency or tenporary
foster hone until a famly search has been conducted
and a permanent placenent has been approved.

2:54:30 PM

REPRESENTATI VE CGRUENBERG asked why the term "certify" was
changed to "verify". He al so asked whether "verify" is being
used in the technical sense of AS 09.63, which is a verification

that has to be underwote. The use of "verify" per AS 09.63
seens unnecessarily formalistic, he opined.

2:55: 35 PM

CHRI STY LAWION, Director, Ofice of Children's Services (QCS),
Department of Health and Social Services (DHSS), clarified that
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there was no intent for the term "verify" to be defined [as
under AS 09.63]. The <change was sinply a less forna
description of a supervisor consulting with his/her staff and
using that consultation to affirm conpliance with policy.

CHAI R KELLER announced that SSHB 54 would be held over so that
the drafter could answer this question.

REPRESENTATI VE CGRUENBERG suggested that another term besides
"verify" be utilized otherwise there will be |egal questions.

2:57:21 PM

CHAI R KELLER requested confirmation that the term "noncustodial"”
on page 1, line 9, doesn't include those parents whose parenta
ri ghts have been term nated.

MS. LAWION confirned that woul d be the case.

CHAIR KELLER inquired as to whether CSSSHB 54(HSS) restricts
OCS's discretion in any way in ternms of [notifying a
noncust odi al parent of information about the foster child].

M5. LAWON replied no.
2:58: 31 PM

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX inquired as to how OCS finds these adult
famly friends.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG poi nted out that CSSSHB 54( HSS) doesn't
include the reference to "adult famly friends". However,
CSSSHB 54(HSS) does use the term "adult fam |y nmenbers” although
it isn't defined.

2:59: 20 PM

JANE PI ERSON, Staff, Representative Steve Thonpson, Al aska State
Legi slature, noted that this question arose in the House Health
and Social Services Standing Comrittee and it was discovered
that these are close famly friends that aren't blood relations.
Ms. Pierson surmsed that these are situations in which the
famly friends would |ikely cone forward and express interest.

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX surm sed, in ternms of the due diligence

aspect, that OCS doesn't have an obligation to search for the
adult famly friends of the child. If the famly friends cone
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forward, then they have standing in regard to placenent of the
child, she surm sed.

M5. PIERSON related that's her understanding as well.

M5. LAWON clarified that this proposed |anguage wouldn't
require OCS to provide formal notification to adult famly
friends, but OCS' s policy for a due diligence search neans that
the agency identifies as it is able famly friends for potentia
pl acenent . This identification, she noted, is largely based
upon information fromthe famly and the children. The proposed
new |anguage in [CSSSHB 54(HSS)] doesn't require that OCS
provide official/formal notification, in terns of a specific
timefrane.

3:02: 40 PM

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG asked if this is the |latest version of
what was originally referred to as the blood rel ative statute.

M5. LAWON said she is unfamliar with that prior proposed
| egislation, and thus is unable to answer that question.

3:03:31 PM

AMANDA METI VI ER, Facing Foster Care in Al aska, related support
for SSHB 54, which creates accountability on behalf of OCS staff
to ensure conpliance to perform relative searches early. The
state spends mllions to house children in foster care wth
strangers who are licensed caregivers. She opined that the best
thing is to search for famly nenbers first, place them with
famly, and keep children out of the system and into tinely
permanence with their famlies. In response to Representative
Gruenberg's question, M. Metivier said she didn't believe this
legislation is a result of the blood relative |aw, but she
wasn't sure.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG i nforned the conmittee that the bl ood
relative statute was enacted in the 1970s as a result of
requests from Bush |egislators. At one time, children were
taken fromvillage hones rather than keeping themin the village
while the litigation occurred.

CHAI R KELLER cl osed public testinmony on SSHB 54.

3:06: 08 PM
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REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG, recalling a situation with which he
was invol ved, questioned whether SSHB 54 shoul d include | anguage
that prevents the noncustodial parent whose rights aren't
termnated from having custody/contact in certain dangerous
situati ons.

3:08: 53 PM
VB. LAWION clarified t hat SSHB 54 addr esses initial

contact/notification within the first 30 days that the child or
relative [of a noncustodial parents] has conme into care and that

they have a potential legal right to ask for placenent.
Regardl ess of the circunstances, in terns of past bad acts, OCS
would still be required to notify the noncustodial parent if

their rights had not been term nated before. However, OCS isn't
required to nmake placenents, which is sonething that if in
di spute woul d be addressed in the court. The OCS is required to
provi de notification and [the noncustodial parent] is allowed to
have rights in ternms of hearing and potential representation
from the public defender's office. Ms. Lawton specified that
OCS has discretion with regard to appropriateness of placenent.

3:10: 15 PM

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX enphasi zed her belief that [a noncustodi al
parent] who has commtted horrendous bad acts should have
his/her [parental] rights term nated. If [the noncustodial
parent' s] rights aren't term nated, then it's sinply an
al l egati on of bad acts.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG nmi ntai ned that the |egislation should
i nclude | anguage allowing OCS to seek perm ssion from the court
in an extraordinary circunstance not to notify the rapist.

[ CSSSHB 54(HSS) was hel d over.]

3:11: 47 PM

ADJ OURNMENT

There being no further business before the commttee, the House
Judiciary Standing Conmttee neeting was adjourned at 3:11 p.m
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