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ACTI ON NARRATI VE

1:37: 12 PM

CHAIR JOHN COGH LL called the Senate Judiciary Standing
Commttee neeting to order at 1:37 p.m Present at the call to
order were Senators Dyson, Odson, and Chair Coghill. Senator
W el echowski arrived soon thereafter.

CONFI RVATI ON HEARI NGS
Select Coormittee on Legislative Ethics

1:37:37 PM

CHAI R COGHI LL announced the first order of business would be
confirmation hearings. He asked Ms. Leask to introduce herself
and di scuss the position she was appointed to.

JANI E LEASK, appointee, Select Conmttee on Legislative Ethics,
i ntroduced herself and explained that her application was as an
alternate nenber of the Select Commttee on Legislative Ethics.

CHAIR COGH LL asked if she had participated in an Ethics
Comm ttee process.

MS. LEASK answer ed no.

CHAIR COGHI LL asked if she volunteered to serve or if sonebody
suggest ed her nane.

MS. LEASK expl ai ned that sonebody put her nanme forward and she

was very interested in serving because she believes in public
servi ce.
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CHAIR COGHI LL comented that her resune showed she has good
experience in the business field and has worked with a diversity
of peopl e.

1: 39: 43 PM
SENATOR DYSON t hanked Ms. Leask for her service.

CHAI R COGHI LL thanked Ms. Leask for her service and noted that
he would ask for a motion to forward her nane after the
commttee heard fromthe next appointee.

1:40:31 PM
SENATOR W ELECHOWSBKI j oi ned the conmitt ee.

Conmmi ssi on on Judi ci al Conduct

1:40: 47 PM
CHAIR COGHI LL stated that the next appointnent was Chris Brown
to the Commi ssion on Judicial Conduct.

1:41: 05 PM

JAMES "CHRI'S" BROWN, appointee, Conm ssion on Judicial Conduct,
said he |ooks forward to serving a second term on the Commi ssion
on Judicial Conduct, should he be confirmed. He believes he
offered value in the last four years and found it enjoyable to
work with the officers of the court. It has been encouraging to
see how well the process can work, he said.

1:41: 55 PM

SENATOR OLSON commented that M. Brown's bachelor's degree in
el ectrical engineering was a strange fit wth the Comm ssion on
Judi ci al Conduct .

MR. BROM responded that he also has a business degree and
jokingly refers to hinself as a recovering engi neer.

CHAIR COGHI LL thanked M. Brown for serving, and asked for a
notion to forward both nanes.

1:42:57 PM

SENATOR DYSON noved to forward the nane Janmes Brown to serve on
t he Conmm ssion on Judicial Conduct and the name Janie Leask to
serve as an alternate on the Select Comrittee on Legislative
Ethics to the full body for consideration. He rem nded nenbers
that signing the reports regarding appointnents to boards and
comm ssions in no way reflects individual nenbers' approval or
di sapproval of the appointees, and that the nom nations are
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nerely forwarded to the full legislature for confirmtion or
rejection.

CHAI R COGHI LL announced that the nanes would be forwarded to the
full body for consideration.

SJR 9- CONST. AM_EDUCATI ON FUNDI NG

1: 43: 38 PM
CHAI R COGHI LL announced the considerati on of SIR 9.

1:44:11 PM

DI ANE RAVI TCH, Research Professor, New York University, stated
that she has an extensive background as a historian of
education, and her professional credentials illustrate that she
comes to the issues with a bipartisan perspective.

DR RAVITCH said that she understands why sone people want
vouchers, but based on her own study she believes that they wll
underm ne and destroy one of the essential institutions of a
denocratic society, the public education system Vouchers are
often called opportunity schol arships, but they're not
scholarships. They're a way to use public noney to pay for
religious and private education, but they don't work.

She related that she heard from a coll eague who participated in
a conference at the Royal Swedish Acadeny of Sciences to discuss
what vouchers had acconplished since Sweden adopted them in
1992. Starting in 1995 and wup to the present all the
international tests show that scores in reading, mathematics

and science have dropped. Sweden is also concerned that over
this same period the privatization brought on by vouchers has
i ncreased segregation of students by socio econonmic status and
ethnicity. The additional concern is that large profits are
bei ng amassed by i ndependent schools using and consunm ng public
f unds.

1:47:13 PM

DR. RAVITCH warned that if vouchers are adopted this country
will face the sane problens that Sweden faces. She highlighted
that several states have already adopted vouchers, but none were
adopted by a vote of the people. In fact, they' ve been turned
down every tinme they' ve been put to a vote in this country. The
nost recent exanple is Florida where voters turned vouchers down
58:42. M I waukee, Cdeveland, and the D strict of Colunbia are
the only urban districts that currently have vouchers and those
are three of the lowest performng districts in the nation.
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M | waukee has had vouchers and charters for 22 years and the
bl ack kids there are performng on the sane |evel as black kids
in M ssissippi.

She noted that some supporters tout higher graduation rates in
voucher schools even though test scores may be |ow However,
what they don't nention is that the attrition rate is so high
that the graduation rate is neaningless. A supporter evaluated
the voucher program in M| waukee and found that 75 percent of
the kids who started in ninth grade had dropped out before the
end of twelfth grade. She noted that another form of voucher
that has recently beconme popular is the voucher for children
with special needs. This started in Florida under Governor Jeb
Bush with the MKay Scholarship Program An expose of this
program showed that the state has spent over $1 billion for
speci al education students to go to schools that are run by
peopl e wi thout educational credentials, have no curriculum and
have no certified teachers.

DR. RAVITCH said the evidence clearly shows that children are
not learning nore as a result of vouchers. Another factor to
consider is that the great social novenents of the past half
century including racial desegregation, gender equity, and the
inclusion of students wth disabilities all happened through
public education, not through private schools or voucher
school s.

DR. RAVITCH relayed that in states that are considering vouchers

she is seeing bipartisan pushback, primarily from poor
districts. In Texas the opposition to vouchers is comng from
Republ i cans who are concerned that vouchers will destroy |oca

public schools. In Wsconsin Republicans from rural districts

are suggesting the people should vote on whether or not to
expand the voucher program because they know the voters oppose
t he i dea.

DR. RAVITCH urged extreme caution in noving toward a voucher
program The highest performng nations in the world such as
Finl and, Singapore, and Japan have strong public education
systens where everyone works together in the best interest of
the children. Each person has the right and privilege to spend
their own noney to go to a private or religious school, but they
shoul dn't ask the government to pay for it.

1:52:15 PM

SENATOR DYSON asked iif she was famliar wth the Al aska
Constitution.
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DR. RAVI TCH sai d no.
SENATOR DYSON asked if she had studi ed education in Al aska.

DR. RAVI TCH responded that she assunes that Al aska has the sane
kinds of public schools as nobst states, but she didn't know if
it had a Bl aine Amendnent. She noted that nost states have that
| anguage in their <constitution and the effort to establish
vouchers wusually involves a constitutional anendnent to renobve
it.

SENATOR DYSON conmented that people who don't support vouchers
seem to think that the majority of parents can't be trusted to
nmake w se decisions about where to place their kids in the
educati onal system

DR. RAVITCH responded that it would really denonstrate trust in
parents if they were allowed to vote on vouchers. She reiterated
that in state after state voters have turned down vouchers.

SENATOR DYSON highlighted that a recent poll in Al aska shows
that 56 percent of the respondents approve parents having sone
kind of <choice. He added that he was wunconfortable wth
governnent having control over virtually all education and
t hereby being able to influence children's thinking.

DR. RAVI TCH said she had been involved in this field since the
| ate 1960s and had seen nothing to indicate that the governnent
was meking an effort to teach children to have a particular
point of view She opined that with vouchers kids are nore
likely to go to schools that teach a particular point of view,
whereas in a public school the enphasis is on both sides of the
guestion. The latter makes for an intelligent citizenry, she
sai d.

SENATOR DYSON noted that administrators in his school district
have said that npbst parents don't want the schools to teach
their kids values, but he believes that everyone wants their
kids to be taught sone core val ues.

DR. RAVITCH offered her belief that teaching values is a famly
responsibility and the role of the public school is to teach
children to think seriously about the consequences of their
behavi or.
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SENATOR DYSON said the only reason he disagrees is that he
believes that truth and values are transcendent and true in al
pl aces, at all tinmes, for all people.

1:58: 13 PM
CHAIR COGHI LL asked Dr. Ravitch to submt her testinmony in
writing.

DR. RAVI TCH agr eed.

2:00: 31 PM
M KE HANLEY, Commi ssioner, Departnent of Education and Early
Devel opnent (DEED), offered to answer questions.

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI asked how nmany children in Al aska attend
private school s.

COW SSI ONER HANLEY estimted the nunmber was between 7,000 and
8, 000.

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI asked iif the average anount for the
foundation formula was $6, 000/ st udent .

COW SSI ONER  HANLEY affirnmed that was the base student
allocation; it didn't include the cost differentials.

SENATOR W ELECHOWEKI cal cul ated that $6,000 tinmes 7,000 students
amounted to $42 mllion. He asked if rermoving $42 mllion from
t he budget woul d have an inpact on the public education system

COWM SSI ONER HANLEY responded that the legislature is fully
responsible for funding education and determ ning where the
funds go, but [$42 million] would fund nore students.

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI asked if DEED had analyzed the inpact it
woul d have on the public education systemto fully fund all the
students in private school s.

COM SSI ONER  HANLEY said no; the resolution deals wth a
constitutional anendnent rather than a funding conponent, so
there was no fiscal analysis for the departnent to do.

SENATOR W ELECHOWBKI asked if he had an opinion about passing
t he resol ution.

2:03: 09 PM
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COWM SSI ONER HANLEY said yes; the state has the responsibility
to offer an appropriate education for students in the way that
wi Il provide the best outcones. He opined that providing choice
was a valuable way to do that and he supported the resol ution.

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI asked if he would run an analysis before
the coomittee voted on the resolution to show what the inpact of
the cuts woul d be.

COWM SSI ONER HANLEY responded that the sinplest math would be
t he nunber of private school students multiplied by the BSA He
didn't necessarily agree with the perception that there would be
a deficit, but funding education was the purview of the
| egi sl ature.

2:04: 47 PM

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI asked if he had a sense of the nunber of
students in the public school system who woul d take advant age of
a voucher program

COWM SSI ONER HANLEY declined to venture a guess.

CHAIR COGHILL said it's a legitimte question and he, too, would
be interested in the answer.

2: 06: 33 PM
SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI asked if he or the admnistration would
support a proposal to cut $42 mllion fromthe education budget.

COWM SSI ONER HANLEY acknow edged that the department would see
significant negative inpacts if $42 mllion was cut from the
educat i on budget.

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI asked what the negative inpacts woul d be.

COWM SSI ONER HANLEY replied that it would probably fall to the
formul a funds.

2:07:56 PM

SENATOR COLSON clarified that the Finance Committee nakes the
determ nati on about funding for education. He then asked where
the private schools were |ocated because they weren't in rura
Al aska.

COWM SSI ONER HANLEY acknow edged that they were largely in the
urban areas.
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SENATOR COLSON asked how nmany of the private schools are not
affiliated with a church.

COWMM SSI ONER HANLEY said he didn't know.
CHAIR COCHILL said it's a valid question.

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI asked the commi ssioner to talk about how
village school systenms work and whether they are closed if the
student popul ati on drops bel ow a certain nunber.

COWMM SSI ONER HANLEY expl ained that there is a funding fornula to
provi de a school in communities that have at |east ten students.
| f the student popul ation subsequently drops below ten the state
reduces the funding. Wen that occurs, l|ocal school boards often
deci de that the nost feasible response is to close the school

SENATOR W ELECHOWBKI asked if the state would have a way to
ensure that there was no discrimnation if there was a voucher
system

COWMM SSI ONER HANLEY opined that the |egislature would establish
an equal - opportunity/ nondi scrimnation provision in the voucher
statute.

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI asked if private school students woul d have
to meet standardized testing and graduation requirenents.

COWM SSI ONER HANLEY replied it would be up the legislature to
devel op the voucher.

SENATOR W ELECHOMSKI asked if he would encourage neeting those
requirenments.

COWM SSI ONER HANLEY said he believes that the expectation is
that there would be a public outcone if public funds are
expended. The state's constitutional responsibility is to
establish and maintain a system of public education and the
courts have determned that the departnent is responsible for
provi ding oversight and support, setting standards, providing
assessnments toward those standards, and providing adequate
f undi ng.

CHAIR COGHI LL described the discussion of standards versus
out cones as one of the main questions.

2:13: 38 PM
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SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI asked Commi ssioner Hanley if he envisions
i ncreased conpetition in rural Alaska if the voucher program
evol ves.

COW SSIONER HANLEY said he would anticipate additional
opportunities for students to take courses or enroll in schools
onl i ne.

SENATOR DYSON encouraged the conmttee not to stray from the
topic of a constitutional anendnent and the proposal to at | east
clarify what is already in the constitution. Responding to
Senator O son's question, he noted that in the past Al aska had
outstanding private schools that were largely run by |[ocal
peopl e.

CHAI R COCGHI LL characterized the discussion as appropriate.

2:17: 22 PM
SENATOR W ELECHOMNSKI said it was his understanding that this
commnttee would discuss the educational inpacts since the

education referral was renoved. If that's no |onger the case
the education referral should be added back. He asked the chair
his intention.

CHAIR COGHI LL stated that it was his intention to have a full
di scussion on the constitutional anmendnent and to also allow a
broad di scussion on the potential education policy.

SENATOR DYSON asked the conm ssioner i f he knew the
adm nistration's position on putting this constitutional
amendnent on the ballot.

COW SSI ONER HANLEY said the governor has been clear in his
support for giving students additional choices and for allow ng
Al askans to make the deci sion.

2:18:52 PM
SENATOR DYSON asked if DEED has partnerships wth private
educational service providers and, if so, who they are.

COWM SSI ONER HANLEY responded that the primary partnership is
the Pre-Kindergarten Program He explained that DEED provides
funding to districts that partner with nonprofits |ike RurAL CAP
to provide the services. Additional partnerships include Parents
As Teachers and Best Beginnings. The latter isn't quite the sane
as an educational institution, but public funds go to it in
support of young chil dren.
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SENATOR DYSON asked if sonme of the apprenticeship prograns or
vocational schools also receive public nonies.

COWM SSI ONER HANLEY expl ai ned that decisions about those sorts
of prograns are made at the local level, the funds don't cone
directly from DEED.

SENATOR DYSON asked if Slingerland schools are private.

COW SSI ONER  HANLEY replied that both the Anchorage School
District and the private Gateway School in the past used the
Slingerland principles and approach to teaching, but he wasn't
aware of any currently.

SENATOR DYSON noted that Vic Fi scher said that t he
public/private partnerships in education were unconstitutional
but that they'd never been challenged because everyone |ikes
them He asked Conmm ssioner Hanley if he could nane any other
public/private partnerships in education.

COWM SSI ONER HANLEY naned the Sylvan tutoring prograns and added
that a private vendor mght be used to access a particular
course for physical education or art education.

SENATOR DYSON asked where he stood on the debate about public
nmoney being used to the benefit of a private or religious
organi zation in the specific circunstance of a charter schoo
renting a church building for classroons.

COWM SSI ONER HANLEY replied that DEED relies heavily on its
| egal counsel to nake sure it follows the law, and it's an
ongoi ng challenge to find that |ine.

2:23:48 PM

L. MARTIN NUSSBAUM Attorney, Rothgerber Johnson & Lyons LLP
Col orado Springs, CO said he was testifying on behalf of the
Alaska Policy Forum He stated that he practices religious
liberty and religious freedom law, and thus is well acquainted
with constitutional issues, including those related to the
Bl ai ne Amendnent. He noted that he submtted an outline of his
testi nony.

He reviewed the history of +the Blaine Amendnent novenent
starting in 1874. This anmendnent forbade the use of public funds
in education for "sectarian" schools. The |egislative history is
very clear that "sectarian®™ was code for Catholic. The bil
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failed to pass, but the Blaine Amendnent becane an unofficial
condition for statehood. The conditions worked out in different
ways from state to state, but the hallmark is that no public
funds or support goes to sectarian schools. He noted that a
majority of the nenbers of the U S. Suprene Court have indicated
that the Blaine Anendnment was "born of bigotry.” He said he
bel i eves t hat t he core Bl ai ne Amendmnent i's likely
unconstitutional wunder the -equal protection, free exercise
cl auses and perhaps the fundanental right of parents to direct
t he educational upbringing of their children.

2:29:29 PM

MR. NUSSBAUM reviewed the Blaine Anmendnent as it pertains to
Al aska. The Territorial Organic Act of 1912, which Al aska
operated under until it becane a state, says there shall be no
use of public nonies for sectarian, denom national, or private
school s. When Congress passed the Al aska Statehood Act of 1958,
it contained a pure Blaine provision in Section 6(j). Al askan
| egi sl ative bodies handled it in various ways.

The Constitutional Convention adopted art. VII, sec. 1, of the
Al aska Constitution, which says no public funds shall be used
for the direct aid [of any religious or other private
educational institution]. The debates make it very clear that
consideration was given to including a prohibition of indirect
aid. The anti-Catholic focus in the original Blaine Amendnent
was rej ected.

MR. NUSSBAUM directed attention to the table in Appendix A of
his testinmony. It contains instances of Alaska legislative
bodi es and school districts that passed educational provisions
that resisted Blaine. The Bus Transportation Act of 1955
permtted buses taking students to public schools to also
transport students going to private schools. That territorial
| egi sl ature supported indirect aid [to private schools] by its
action. The Constitutional Convention essentially says no direct
aid, but indirect aid is okay. He noted that is nore restrictive
than federal <constitutional law, but Iless restrictive than
Blaine. The legislature in 1968 passed the Tuition Gant Act
that said indirect aid was okay. That is the legislation at
issue in the Sheldon Jackson case. The legislature in 2004
passed the Al askaAdvantage Education Gant, which is a form of
indirect aid. He offered his understanding that nore than 100
grants have been issued between 2009 and 2013 to private
organi zations for prograns and facilities related to education
or training. Those direct grants are a statement of the
| egislature's attitude about direct aid. The legislature in 2011
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approved the Al aska Performance Schol arship, which is a form of
indirect aid. In 2012-2013, DEED school districts approved a m X
of 122 for profit and nonprofit contracts wth supplenental
educational service providers. This is a form of direct aid. He
clarified that the term "aid" in this context 1is hiring
organi zations to provide services, not grants to give sonmeone
nmoney. Finally, the legislature in 2013 approved 41 grants to
private organizations for workforce devel opnent. That is
probably a formof both direct and indirect aid.

MR. NUSSBAUM stated that in his view the representative bodies
in Alaska have consistently rejected Blaine and instead have
chosen to work together with public and private entities to best
serve the needs of Al askan students.

2:36: 54 PM

MR. NUSSBAUM turned attention to Matthews v. Quinton, 362 P.2d
932 (Al aska 1961) that revived the "Blaine inmpulse.” The Al aska
Suprene Court struck down the Bus Transportation Act of 1955

and by inplication said it would not permt direct or indirect
aid. Gven that the state constitution specifically says that
direct aid is permssible, he said he and others believe that
was a legally erroneous decision. He suggested it was worth the
committee's time to read both the principle decision and the
di ssent by Justice Di nond.

He noted that Sheldon Jackson College v. State, 599 P.2d 127
(Al aska 1979) was the second Al aska Supreme Court case on this
subject, but it curiously did not nention the precedent setting
Mat hews deci sion. An explanation was provided in footnote 20.
The 1979 court said it declined to rely on the 1961 WMathews
decision and thus had no occasion to overrule or reaffirmit.
The court did acknowl edge there was a substantial question as to
Mat hews' continuing vitality in light of the analysis enployed
in the Sheldon Jackson decision. That footnote did everything
but overrule the Mithews decision, and was such a strong
i ndi cator that soon after the Al aska attorney general issued an
opinion that the Mathews decision essentially had no effect on
the use of public funds for school busses.

MR. NUSSBAUM asked if funding is currently provided for school
buses to take [both public and private school students] to
school

CHAI R COCGHI LL said yes.

2:41: 01 PM
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MR. NUSSBAUM reviewed the errors in the Mathews deci sion. First,

the court redefined "direct” to nmean "indirect." It also
di sagreed with the territorial legislature's recitation of why
it passed the bus bill and ignored the rich legislative

di scussion of this during the Constitutional Convention. Next,
the court found that the 1955 |law violated the Organic Act, even
t hough that law has no legal effect once a territory becones a
state. There was also a U S. Supreme Court decision on busing
that the Alaska Suprenme Court was aware of in the Mathews
decision, but didn't defer to it.

He explained that the 1979 Shel don Jackson case was about a
$2,500 scholarship for students attending private colleges. The
court struck this down holding that it constituted direct aid
and thereby violated art. VI, sec. 1, of the Al aska
Constitution. He characterized the decision as legally erroneous
and described some of the errors.

The core of the court's analysis relies on the overturned U S
Suprene Court precedents Wl man v. Walter, 433 U S. (1977) and
Meek v. Pittinger, 421 U S. (1975). Both cases involve aid to
religious schools and have constitutional issues involving the
establishment clause that don't apply to scholarships to any
kind of school. The analysis also relies on Mtchell v. Helns,
530 U. S. 793 (2000), which overrules the previous two deci sions.

The opinion dismsses the salutary effect of having parents
direct the economc benefit and says using the student as an
internediary has no cleansing effect. This does not conport with
Muel ler v. Allen, 463 U S. 388, 399 (1983) and a nunber of other
U S Suprene Court decisions. The Mieller case involved a
M nnesota statute that provided tuition, t ext book, and
transportati on expense tax credits for students going to public
or private schools. He read an excerpt of that decision as
foll ows:

[Bl]y channeling whatever assistance it may provide to

par ochi al school s t hr ough i ndi vi dual parents,
M nnesota has reduced the Establishnent Cl ause
objections... It is true, of course, that financial

assistance provided to parents ultinmately has an
economc effect conparable to that of aid given
directly to the schools attended by their children. It
is also true, however, t hat under M nnesota's
arrangenment public funds becone available only as a
result of nunerous, private choices of individual
parents of school-age children. .... Were, as here,
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aid to parochial schools is available only as a result
of decisions of individual parents no 'inprinmatur of
state approval'...can be deened to have been conferred
on any particular religion, or religion generally.

MR. NUSSBAUM descri bed a voucher program that is only eligible
to Lutheran schools and students as an exanple of picking an
eccl esiastical wi nner, which would not be permitted. He opined
that having the parents decide where to send their children to
school inoculates the state from that problem For the Shel don
court to say this doesn't matter derogates about a dozen U S
Suprene Court decisions that give great significance to the fact
that the aid was indirect. He opined that the Al aska Suprene
Court has consistently overridden |egislative choices and tried
to revise the effect of Blaine, the result of which is an
i nconsi stent, Al aska-specific jurisprudence, particularly wth
regard to whether a benefit is direct or indirect.

2:49: 46 PM

MR. NUSSBAUM concl uded his coments stating that SIJR 9 appears
to be an excellent choice for resolving the follow ng questions:
First is whether the legislative branch really is independent of
the judicial branch in light of the two court decisions. The
second is shall the legislature preserve the historical choices
that they and the school boards have nmade wth regard to
students' educational needs. The third question is shall the
| egi sl ature preserve its prerogative to decide what is best for
t he students of Al aska and their educational needs.

If SJR 9 passes and the l|legislature decides in a future session
to look at sone type of parochial aid, it wuld still have to
conply with the conpulsory education requirenents and the
Est abli shnent C ause. A nunber of U S. Suprene Court decisions
provi de guidance in this area so future legislatures could fee

confortable that what they are passing will pass constitutiona

nmust er .

2:53: 54 PM

SENATOR W ELECHOWSKI commented that he's seen judges get it
wong, but it's a system of checks and bal ances and the Suprene
Court has the final say. He then asked if he would conment on a
western New England law review article that argued that if the
U. S Suprene  Court were to find the Blaine Anmendnent
unconstitutional, a variety of other religious |aws, such as
t hose targeting Mor non pol ygany, woul d be f ound
unconsti tutional .
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MR. NUSSBAUM said he didn't see a |link because that type of case
woul d be decided on a different type of analysis. For exanple,
United States v. Reynolds involved the crimnal prosecution of a
man in a plural marriage. The nman chall enged under the Free
Exercise Clause and the court turned him down. That is a Free
Exercise analysis, whereas these types of cases are decided
primarily on Establishnment C ause analysis. He clarified that he
was not saying that art. VII, sec. 1, of the Al aska
Constitutional is unconstitutional. He believes that the Al aska
Constitutional Convention rejected nuch of Blaine, and that the
Al aska Supreme Court reinserted many of the Blaine values
t hrough its deci sions.

He said he respectfully takes issue with the coment that the
Suprene Court has final word, because the |egislature does not
have to be silent when the court speaks. He restated his view
that the Al aska Suprenme Court undid what the Constitutional
Convention, |legislatures, and school boards intended. SJR 9
hel ps address that.

CHAIR COGHI LL stated that the people have the right to amend
their constitution. He quoted the followng excerpt from the
constitution:

Al political power is inherent in the people. Al
government originates with the people, is founded upon
their will only, and is instituted solely for the good
of the people as a whol e.

CHAIR COGHI LL held SJR 9 in comittee.

2:58: 25 PM
There being no further business to cone before the conmttee
Chair Coghill adjourned the Senate Judiciary Standing Commttee

neeting at 2:58 p.m
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