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4:04:27 PM

CHAIR M KE HAWKER called the Legislative Council neeting to
order at 4:04 p.m in room 532 of the State Capitol. Present at
the call were Representatives Hawker, Chenault, G uenberg,
Johnson and Pruitt; Senators M cciche, Coghill, Egan, Huggins,
McCuire, Meyer, and Stevens.

APPROVAL OF FEBRUARY 26, 2013 M NUTES

VICE CHAIR M CClI CHE noved that the mnutes fromthe Legislative
Counci | neeting on February 26, 2013 be approved as presented.

The m nutes were approved with no objections.
CONTRACT APPROVALS
a. Anchorage LI O Lease

CHAIR HAWKER noted that this facility is the Legislature's
major facility, and one of the larger, used outside of Juneau
during the interim

Representative Peggy WIlson joined the neeting at this tine.

TINA STRONG Procurenent Oficer for the Legislative Affairs
Agency, stated that the Anchorage |ease is due to expire on My
31, 2013, and there is one renewal option remaining that would
termnate on May 31, 2014. In response to a question by Chair
Hawker, Ms. Strong stated there were no options to renew ng
this lease that would ensure office space for the Legislators
currently located in the facility.

CHAIR HAWER, in response to a coment by Representative
G uenberg, inforned Council menbers that there has been a
procurenment process underway, including the steering comittee
appointed at the last neeting, to address this issue and he
woul d provi de additional comment at the end of this neeting.

4:10: 13 PM

VICE CHAIR M CCI CHE noved that Legislative Council authorize
the chairman to approve a one-year renewal of the existing
| ease agreenent for the Anchorage legislative office for a cost
of $681, 854. 16.

The | ease extension was approved with no objections.
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SOCl AL MEDI A PCLI CY

CHAI R HAWKER said that in past Legislative Councils there have
been extensive discussions of what the Legislature’s policy is
for the access and use of social nedia by Legislators and
| egi sl ative agencies. An ancillary issue that has been
consi dered but not resolved by Council regards access
specifically to Facebook accounts.

JULI LUCKY, staff to Representative Mke Hawker-District 27,
testified as Chair of the IT Subconmttee. She noted that
menbers had several docunments in their packet including the
hi story of access issues and highlighting actions Council has
taken to date. At this time, Legislators, legislative press
offices, web masters and Information Services Help Desks
continue to have access to Facebook from | egislative conputers.
The crux of the matter is access fromlegislative conputers.

In addition to the current status and question of access for
Legislators and legislative staff, Counci | has received
requests from three |legislative agencies: the QOrbudsnman,
Legi sl ative Ethics and Legislative Audit, who believe access to
Facebook from legislative conputers wll help further their
m ssions. Although there is no request letter in the packet,
Ms. Lucky said she spoke with the Ofice of Victins’ R ghts and
they also find Facebook access to be useful in furthering their
m ssion. For those Legislators who currently have Facebook
pages, their staff nust go to that Legislator’s conputer to |og
in or use a personal handheld device or conputer in order to
access Facebook to do what the Legislator considers to be their
staff’s job.

The |I'T Subcommittee met February 28, 2013, and identified and
di scussed the following three issues: (1) should the
Legislature adopt a policy that would be l|egislature-wide to
define acceptabl e usage, users and content; (2) who should have
access and if access is restricted who should nake that
determ nation; and (3) should non-partisan agencies of the
Legislature be allowed to have Facebook pages or social nedia
accounts that are publicly visible. For research and audit
pur poses, nost of the subcommttee felt access was above-board.
A coupl e of agencies have requested to have a Facebook presence
to do outreach or recruit for job openings, which the
subcommittee felt was a distinct issue from just being able to
access Facebook froma | egislative conmputer.

The Subcommttee was wunanimous only on the issue that the
Council needs to take sone definitive action on this issue.
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The Subcomm ttee nmade three recommendati ons.

(1) Council should consider adopting a policy to define
acceptabl e uses and users — see current proposed draft policy
dated March 20, 2013, in the packet.

(2) Council should consider providing a nethod for Legislators
and agency directors to grant access to their enployees. A
previous proposal by Council was for the Legislative Council
Chair to authorize use. The Subcommittee felt that it shouldn’t
be Legislative Council’s prerogative to approve an application

it should be up to the supervisor, the Legislator or agency
director.

(3) Wth regard to public Facebook pages for nonpartisan
| egi sl ative agencies, the subcommittee had a difficult tine
reaching consensus and didn't understand the need. Therefore,
the subcommittee recomrended that each agency plead its case
directly to Legislative Council because each agency’ s needs and
what they would be putting on a Facebook page is different.

Ms. Lucky ended her testinony by making herself available for
questions and noting that there were attendees who coul d answer
technical questions about use of Facebook as well as the
Legislative Auditor Kris Curtis who can answer any questions
about her needs for an agency page.

CHAIR HAWKER said that Council should focus on the follow ng
two questions: (1) whether Council should adopt the draft
social nedia policy and (2) whether Council wll allow
Legislators and agency directors access to Facebook in
particular from |egislative conputers and a nethodol ogy for
al | owi ng such access.

SENATOR MCGUI RE thanked Ms. Lucky for her work on this issue
and agreed it was tinme to address this issue in order to
communi cate effectively with those constituents already using
Facebook. Her main concern was that any policy that may be
adopted not constrain how her office is currently utilizing
Facebook. She pointed first to Item IIl. Messaging Policy in
the draft, which forbids comunication via social nedia
messaging features for official State business. She said she
has had exchanges Wi th constituents about parti cul ar
| egi sl ati ve business through both her personal and Senate
Facebook pages. She next pointed to Item|. Content Policy (b)
— the part that specifically prohibits “Any action that

provi des benefit to any person or organization, including
solicitations, endorsenents, or pronotions of products or
services of any financial, comercial, non-profit, or non-
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governnental agency.” She said her office often used her
Facebook page to pronmote the Grl Scouts or the Boys and Grls
Club, for exanple, which are both non-profits. She said in the
current form she objects to the policy as witten because it
limts her First Amendnent rights to communicate wth her
constituents.

M5. LUCKY clarified that the proposed policy is a reflection of
the concerns raised at the IT Subconmttee as well as a review
of relevant NCSL docunents, several existing social nedia
policies, Al aska Legislative Ethics docunents, and existing
Accept abl e Conmputer Use docunents that currently govern how the
Legislature uses State equipnent. Specific to the Messaging
Policy, the concern was based on recent court cases relating to
sonmeone using a private e-mail account to hide official State
business. It exists in the policy in order to bring to
Council’s attention all the possible concerns related to using
social nmedia with State equipnent and to ensure an opportunity
for a full discussion. She asked Doug Gardner to speak to
potential legal issues regarding what is considered official
State business by a Legislator or legislative staff.

DOUG GARDNER, Director of Legal Services, confirned he had
spoken to Ms. Lucky about this issue. He noted that there have
occasionally been records requests made of |egislative offices.
Records maintained by a Legislator and in that Legislator’s
office are protected and do not need to be provided to the
public, they are not considered public records based on
| egislative imunity. There have not been many tests of this
protection. Wien it cones to procurenment or enploynment issues,
| egislative inmmunity does not generally apply. The concern is
t hat by using social media and Facebook specifically,
Legislators are putting thenselves out there a lot nore than
using traditional paper records kept in an office. There is not
an easy way to deal with this when a Legislator conmunicates
via Facebook. Another conponent mght be that as a chair of a
conmttee working with a contractor and communi cating with that
contractor, the concern is that those records are public and
not covered by immnity; there my be a record Kkeeping
requirement. The way such a problem is nmanaged is to not
communi cate with said contractor wusing social mnedia. Wth
regard to Senator MQ@ire's concern, a constituent may decide
to post any response they receive from a Legislator on another
websi te.

CHAIR HAWKER asked M. Gardner if it is the definition of
official State business that is the crux of this situation. M.
Gardner affirnmed that it was.
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MR. GARDNER said it might be possible to narrow the definition
to neet Senator MQuire's concern that we're not restricting
the use to deal with constituent matters; we're just trying to
avoid a situation where the Legislator takes on a record
keeping obligation for contracting or enmployment. It’'s a
| egi sl ative i munity and records retention concern,
specifically.

M5. LUCKY said that, with regard to the Messaging Policy, right
now a Legislator or legislative staff can use a |egislative
computer to access a gmail, hotmail or yahoo free email account
and that is not «currently prohibited; Facebook does not
necessarily open up another avenue that would otherw se not be
avail able through a free emmil account. Perhaps nessaging in
general should be considered instead through the conputer usage
policy rather than the proposed Social Mdia Policy.

REPRESENTATIVE P. WLSON stated that she wuses her Apple
computer to conduct State business. She does not use the
standard equi prent provided. She said she is not allowed to use
her Apple conputer so she has her staff forward emails from her
| egi sl ative account to her personal account. She wants to be
able to use her Apple conputer as her work conputer in place of
the standard equi pnent.

SENATOR MCGUI RE suggested that the Messaging Policy be renoved
from the proposed Social Media Policy in that there is no
distinction between this outlet and free emil and other
portals that are currently available. She thought the records
retention concern applies to very few |awmakers, such as the
Chair of the Legislative Budget and Audit Conmttee or the
heads of Legislative Affairs Agency who do high |level contracts
and/ or procurenment. She added that she is an Apple user herself
and seconds in spirit the notion that we ask the IT
Subcomm ttee to look at pushing Information Services into how
we can get I T support for |egislative Apple users.

Representative Stoltze joined the neeting at this tine.

CHAIR HAWKER said that the non-standard equipnment policy is
very much a separate issue than the access to social nedia
currently before Council. He noted the concern and that it is a
policy point that can be referred to the IT Subcomrittee for
further consideration at the request of the nenbers of this
Counci | .

Chair Hawker asked M. Gardner if it would place the
Legi slature at unnecessary risk if Item IIl. Messaging Policy
was deleted from the proposed Social Mdia Policy at this tine
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for further consideration. M. Gardner said he did not think so
and that it could be placed el sewhere, as previously suggested.
Wth regard to the second concern raised by Senator MGQuire
about pronoting non-profit organizations, Chair Hawker said
that there are sone fine lines as to what a Legislator can do
ethically in supporting organizations. He asked M. Gardner for
his thoughts on that issue and whether it resolved the problem
if there was a provision that said no action that violates
State ethics rules to put the onus on the ethics commttee to
manage that aspect of this policy.

SENATOR MCGUI RE asked that M. Gardner |ook at the question of
a Legislator pronoting non-profit organizations through soci al
medi a specifically.

MR. GARDNER said he concurred with the Chair’s suggestion that
an ethics reference is a way to deal with that as there are
many conbi nations of facts that nay lead to an ethics issue and
no one policy can take those all into account.

REPRESENTATI VE  JOHNSON, who also serves on the Ethics
Conmttee, said the committee wll take the policy or the
statute that Council presents and fit the action(s) inside that
policy and declare if it is or isn't an ethics violation. To
say it'’s going to interpret this and help fornulate this is a
m sunderstanding of how the Ethics Conmttee functions. A
policy wth vague Jlanguage may Jlead to an unintended
interpretation by the Ethics Commttee. They w Il base their
determnation against the policy or statute and neke a
decision. He further pointed out that the Denocratic and
Republican Parties are non-profit organi zations.

VICE CHAIR M CCICHE wanted to know who defined whether there
was a financial, comrercial or other sort of gain if there’'s a
community event held on a private piece of property, which may
be posted by a Legislator or their staff on a social nedia
site.

MS. LUCKY said that this is part of the difficulty. Once it’s
allowable to use State resources for updating Facebook pages,
such as is being proposed, then we need to conply with the
ethics code. This is now saying what one can and cannot use
State resources for. The non-profit wording was an anendnent
made at the |IT Subcomrittee level. Mst of the |anguage in
section (b) was taken out of the Ethics handbook given out
during the annual ethics training. One possible fix nmay be to
say “Any action that would violate the ethics code.” with a
statutory reference.
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REPRESENTATI VE STOLTZE said that in previous conversations
about this issue, there was testinmony by staff of what the
intent was and what was allowable including conpiling canpaign
lists. He remains concerned about this. He said we need to rely
on a conbination of statutes and the best guess at the vagaries
of the decisions that the commttee will come up wth.

M5. LUCKY, in response to a question by Representative
Gruenberg, said there is no specific body created to enforce
the proposed Social Media Policy although any ethics violation
woul d fall under the purview of the Ethics Conmttee as happens
now for any ethics conplaint.

REPRESENTATI VE GRUENBERG said that if we are looking to the
Ethics Conmmittee to enforce a social nmedia policy, we may have
to look at anending the Ethics Act to give them jurisdiction;
further, if they are tasked with enforcing it then there should
be sonme input from the Ethics Commttee on the devel opnent of
any social nmedia policy to ensure it is workable and in accord
with their other duties.

M5. LUCKY responded that in talking with Joyce Anderson, Ethics
Commttee Administrator, any ethical violations would already
be covered as they would be violations of the existing code. It
is inmportant to point out that the |IT Subcommttee felt that
they could only police the actions of staff when using it on
State conputers. There are nmany actions on Facebook that
Legislators can do on their private tinme from their hone
computers that would not be covered by any policy as it is not
enforceable. The recourse is to stop the access from any State
account, which would be done through LAA Information Services.
The | T Subconmittee felt that the policy should be in place
prior to allowing legislative staff access from |egislative
computers so staff would understand that the recourse of
breaking the policy would be a revocation of the privilege of
accessi ng Facebook from a State conputer; however, any ethical
violation would be taken up by the Ethics Conmttee which would
be handl ed under their current conpl aint procedure.

V5. Lucky further noted, in response to Representative
Gruenberg’s suggestion that any enforcenent action or
consequence be explicitly stated in the policy, that said
consequence was indeed included on the draft Facebook Access
Request and Policy Recei pt Form acconpanying the policy, which
an enployee would have to sign in order to gain access to
Facebook. It states “By signing below, | am acknow edgi ng that
| have reviewed this form the Al aska Legislature Social Media
Policy, the Conputer Systens Acceptable Use Policy, and the
St andards of Conduct Handbook for Legislators and Legislative
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Enpl oyees. | understand that using social nedia websites in
violation of these policies may result in suspension of access
or an ethical conplaint and that an ethical violation may
result in the inposition of fines and/or termnation from
enpl oynent . ”

The policy was neant to govern social nmedia as an unbrella — to
give guidelines and acceptable wuses. The request form is
specific to Facebook, which is currently blocked from
| egi sl ative conputers.

The I T Subcommittee identified three separate decisions before

Council: (1) allow access to Facebook for Legislators, IT staff
and nedia staff wthout adopting a policy; (2) adopt a policy
and still deny access to Facebook; and/or (3) set up Facebook

accounts for legislative agencies. The Subconmmttee further
felt that if the decision was nmade to grant access to Facebook
then Council should consider adopting a policy to put sone
clear guidelines in place so staff isn’'t unknow ngly violating
et hics or acceptabl e use policies.

CHAIR HAWKER noted this is the third neeting of the 28'"
Legislature’s Legislative Council; while some nenbers have
great history with this topic, many do not and nmay need nore
time for consideration. This is a policy issue as discussed in
detail and he would personally like to see it resolved soon,
but properly and expeditiously. He proposed setting aside this
item and asked the IT Subcommttee to continue working with M.
Gardner and staff at Ethics to bring forward a revised Socia
Media Policy for consideration, including addressing access to

Facebook, the overall policy question and the access of
agencies to Facebook with a conprehensive policy structure in
pl ace.

REPRESENTATI VE JOHNSON said that if Council chooses the option
to deny access to Facebook entirely, the IT Subcommttee may
not need to do further work on a policy.

CHAI R HAWKER said the State currently allows access to a nunber
of different social nmedia sites. The proposed policy is an
unbrella policy that goes beyond access to Facebook.

M5. LUCKY said that the IT Subcommttee did discuss whether a
Social Media Policy was even needed given the Legislature’'s
ethics |laws since, as Senator McQ@uire pointed out, it is up to
each individual to understand and abide by those in all forns
regardl ess of the comunications avenue used to conduct State

business. At this point, access to Facebook is limted to
Legislators and nedia staff, so the question still remains,
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with or without the policy, what is the Council’s decision
regardi ng access to Facebook. There were sone legitinmate needs
brought forward by agencies that have to go to a personal
computer to conduct official investigative work when it cones
to accessi ng Facebook.

REPRESENTATI VE JOHNSON said that in his experience attending
conferences with other state Legislators, if access to Facebook
is allowed, a policy is definitely necessary.

CHAIR HAWKER agreed that Council could resolve the question
t oday of whether access to Facebook is all owed.

VICE CHAIR MCCICHE said he was convinced by the breadth of
this discussion that his staff has no reason to be on Facebook
and can’t imagine that there is time to be on Facebook.

REPRESENTATI VE PRU TT sai d Facebook can be and is in many cases
a means of communication wth constituents, friends and
nei ghbors. Recognizing the concern with potentially allow ng,
as nmentioned, a limted or incidental usage, he suggested that
perhaps access could be limted from State conputers to a
speci fic Facebook page related to a specific office.

SENATOR MCGQUIRE stated she was nore concerned about the
limtation placed on, for instance, the Ofice of Victins’
Rights in being able to conduct their investigative work. The
i ssue of the Legislature accessing Facebook is not as big of a
concern and she would be confortable voting it down at this
point. She and her office have found a way to access Facebook
without wusing a State conputer and she doesn’'t want to
unintentionally find herself limted in her ability to
conmmuni cate with her constituents. She supports carving out an
exception for those agencies that need access to conduct
investigatory work wth the caveat that we don't want to
encourage the public to comunicate primarily through Facebook
with those agenci es.

MS. LUCKY confirnmed that npbst agencies have not requested to
have a page on Facebook for comunication, but rather to be
able to access Facebook if a conplaint is made involving a
posting on a Facebook page, for exanple, so they can confirm
the conplaint; however, Legislative Audit has asked to have a

presence as well as the Ofice of the Orbudsman for the
purposes of recruitnment and outreach. Wth regard to the
comment made about limted and incidental use, the IT

Subconmittee put in specific |anguage that such use would be at
the discretion of the supervisor. Further, the IT Subconmttee
felt that any access or action by staff would be at the
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di scretion of their supervisor and that the supervisor would
have to approve each staff’s access and usage request and coul d
set whatever policy they wanted for their individual office.
Policing would be difficult in general, but each supervisor is
better able to assess their staff needs and behavi ors.

Facebook can be a wuseful tool for staff to keep abreast of
breaki ng news. There was an instance where a city that had a
Legislative Information O fice was only issuing weather alerts
on Facebook and the LIO was unable to access the page to be
awar e.

CHAIR HAWKER reiterated the suggestion that this item be set
aside to give nenbers time for additional consideration as well
as to give agency staff time to communicate their needs to
i ndi vi dual nenbers.

REPRESENTATI VE STOLTZE rem nded Counci l menbers that the
Legislature is currently operating under an expired policy put
forth by a previous Legislative Council. He asked for
confirmation that one of the options is to elimnate access to
Facebook al t oget her when the item cones back.

CHAIR HAWKER said that any existing policy set forth by a
previous Council 1is in effect wuntil and unless changed by
Legi sl ative Council .

REPRESENTATI VE STOLTZE said he is encouraged by what other
menbers have said about the possibility of elimnating Facebook
altogether. He said there is a possibility of deleting a |ot of
this debate by having a notion to elimnate interaction wth
Facebook.

CHAl R HAWKER said he woul d entertain such a notion

REPRESENTATI VE STOLTZE, in response to those nenbers who said
they didn’t hear his conment, said he wasn’t sure he wanted to
make a notion today wthout further consideration, but
reiterated he would support a notion today to elimnate
i nvol verrent with soci al medi a in this busi ness/ wor k
envi ronnent .

CHAI R HAVWKER repeated that he would be happy to entertain such
a notion today.

REPRESENTATI VE STOLTZE noved that Legislative Council rescind
the previous action that provided for |egislative access to the
use of Facebook using State resources.
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REPRESENTATI VE P. W LSON objected to the notion

CHAIR HAWKER cl arified the notion for nenbers saying that it is
to prohibit Facebook access by either Legislators or
| egi sl ative agencies fromlegislative conputers.

REPRESENTATI VE STOLTZE concurred and further clarified that the
term “for Legislators” would cover the whole |egislative
of fice, by definition

CHAIR HAWKER said it meant the entire legislative branch of
gover nnment .

VICE CHAIR M CCl CHE, speaking out of courtesy for how fol ks are
currently doing things, asked if the person making the notion
woul d consider a friendly anendment of setting an effective
date for the end of the 2013 session.

5:10: 34 PM
CHAI R HAWKER cal | ed an at - ease.

5:15:47 PM

CHAIR HAWKER called the neeting back to order after allow ng
for informal discussion between nenbers about the proposed
notion and anendnent and the history behind it.

REPRESENTATI VE STOLTZE, with no dimm ng of his ongoing concerns
wi th Facebook and potential msuses, wthdrew his notion for
nore thoughtful consideration of the issue.

CHAI R HAWKER offered a statenent of historical perspective for
new nmenbers noting that the issue of a social nedia policy and
specifically Facebook goes back to a prior Legislative Counci
neeting, February 3, 2011, where there was a notion that
carried approving a one year trial period allowng each
Legislator, legislative press offices, webnmasters, and the
Information Services Help Desks access to Facebook for
| egi sl ative business only.

Chair Hawker asked unani nous consent of the conmmttee to allow
himas Chair to extend that trial period for the amobunt of tine
it takes to bring back to Council a nore formal policy and
di scussion and a full resolution of this issue.

In response to a question by Representative Stoltze regarding
the time franme for bringing the issue back to Council and
noting that it a busy tinme for everyone, Chair Hawker said he
was careful to state that the trial period be extended until
such time as a nore formal policy and discussion can occur.
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Those agencies requesting access will have to wait until such
time. In response to Representative Guenberg, the Chair
reiterated the question asking the concurrence of the entire
Council to continue to operate under the previously approved
trial guidelines.

There was no objection to continuing the trial period until
further notice.

V. CAPI TOL SECURITY

SENATOR STEVENS said that although nobst people want to keep
access to the Capitol Building as open as possible, there have
been sonme concerns expressed about security in general, and
specifically the quality of the existing security canmeras as an
exanple. Juneau is a fairly safe place and that has perhaps |ed
to a nore relaxed approach to security; there are a variety of
options worth considering and he asked that the Chair appoint a
subcommittee to discuss them and report back to the ful
Council with reconmendations by the end of session, even if the
final recomendation is to take no acti on.

CHAIR HAWKER asked that any Legislator, in addition to
appropriate security personnel, with a desire to serve on that
subconmittee to please contact his office

REPRESENTATI VE STOLTZE said the definition of security can take
on a lot of pernutations of how we can allow enployees to
better defend thenselves and that would be a worthy discussion
for the subconmttee to have.

CHAIR HAWKER remarked that security matters within the State
facility system do qualify for discussing in executive session
by statute specifically because this is such a sensitive issue.
As this issue is brought back before Council, the definition of
security and the scope of consideration and concern will happen
i n executive session.

Chair Hawker said, in response to a question about whether
subcommi tt ees f or med by previ ous Legi sl ative Council’s
continued in force, that they do not; like all conmttees in

the Legislature, unless reappointed, they are no longer in
force or in effect under a new | egi sl ature.

He notified nmenbers that there is now a Legislative Council
link on the Legislature’s website to ensure access to
information regarding conplex issues and projects before
Council are available and easy to find. In particular, the
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status of the restoration of the envelope of the Capitol and
the reports produced to date may be found on this site.

He rem nded nenbers that, in August 2012, Legislative Council
approved a contract with Paul Lukes for an evaluation study of
the Capitol exterior/envelope. That report is conplete and
copies are available for every nenber as well as on the
Legi sl ative Council website. At the Decenber 2012 Legislative
Council nmeeting, a project design services contract based on
the Paul Lukes evaluation study was approved to be conpleted
and brought to bid. Phase | was issued as an intent to bid on
March 14, 2013, which is the work to be conpleted this sunmer
on the portico of the Capitol. The due date is April 5, 2013,
and in order to keep that project noving forward, there will be
a Legislative Council mnmeeting on or around April 9, 2013, to
bring forward a proposal to approve a selection of a bidder
under that |TB. Jensen, Yorba, Lott is following through on
their contract to develop the second ITB for the greater design
for the rest of the Capitol envelope restoration. The Paul
Lukes study identified three options, which the Chair took to
the steering comrittee established at the last Legislative
Council meeting. They agreed with both the structural and the
restoration architects that there was a clear and efficacious
choice of those three. Option 2 had the nost |ong-term benefit
and greatest bang for the noney route forward. At this tine,
Jensen, Yorba, Lott is nmoving forward to develop an I TB for the
full restoration of the exterior of this Capitol using Option 2
of the Paul Lukes evaluation study being distributed to nenbers
NOW.

Chair Hawker said that the Anchorage LIO extension/l|ease issue
i's being considered by the subcommttee tasked with that. There
will be some informal discussions taking place with those who
responded to a prior request for information on that project.
He said the subcommttee hopes to bring forward in the very
near future some concrete thoughts and proposals regarding the
Anchor age LI O buil di ng.

Chair Hawker said that the Legislature’ s budget brought forward
by Legislative Council has passed out of the House with sone
addi tional nonies renoved and has passed out of the Senate so
will nove on to conference conmittee for resolution in the
greater budget process.

Chair Hawker asked Ms. Varni if she would please cone forward
in order that she be at the table when he notified everyone in
the room of the nomentous occasion that marked her 35'" year of
State service. In the mdst of much applause and on behal f of
the entire Legislature, Chair Hawker, noting the daunting task
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of ensuring the efficient and high level functioning of the
Legi sl ature, congratulated Ms. Varni on 35 years of service and
sincerely thanked her for all she has given to the Legislature.

There being no further business before the conmttee, the
Legi slative Council neeting was adjourned at 5:32 p.m

5:32:47 PM
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