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CHAIR GABRI ELLE LEDOUX called the House Judiciary Standing
Commttee neeting to order at 5:02 p.m Representatives Keller,
Lynn, Cdaman and LeDoux were present at the call to order.
Representatives Mllett and Kreiss-Tonkins arrived as the
neeting was in progress.

HB 205- CRI M NAL LAW PROCEDURE; DRIV LIC, PUB Al D

5:03: 30 PM

CHAI R LEDOUX announced that the only order of business would be
HOUSE BILL NO 205, "An Act relating to conditions of release

relating to community work service; relating to credit toward a
sentence of inprisonnment for certain persons under electronic
noni t ori ng; relating to t he restoration under certain
circunstances of an admnistratively revoked driver's |icense,
privilege to drive, or privilege to obtain a license; allowing a
reduction of penalties for offenders successfully conpleting
court- ordered treatnment prograns for persons convicted of
driving under the influence; relating to termnation of a
revocation of a driver's license; relating to restoration of a
driver's license; relating to credits toward a sentence of
i mprisonment, to good tine deductions, and to providing for
earned good tinme deductions for prisoners; relating to early
term nation of probation and reduction of probation for good
conduct; relating to the rights of crime victins; relating to
the disqualification of persons convicted of certain felony drug
offenses from participation in the food stanp and tenporary
assi stance prograrns; relating to probation; relating to
mtigating factors; relating to treatnent prograns for
prisoners; relating to the duties of the conm ssioner of
corrections; anending Rule 32, Alaska Rules of Crimnal
Procedure; and providing for an effective date."

[Before the House Judiciary Standing Comrmittee was CSHB 205,
| abel ed 29-LS0896\ H, adopted 3/14/16.]

CHAI R LEDOUX advi sed that the focus would be on reentry into the
comunity.

5:03: 57 PM

GRACE ABBOTT, Staff, Representative Charisse Mllett, Al aska
State Legislature, during her PowerPoint presentation, "Re-
Entry, House Judiciary Conmttee, HB 205, March 21, 2016," said
the vast mpjority of these policies exist outside the formal 21
Alaska Crimnal Justice Comm ssion's recommendations and are
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aimed at streamlining the reentry process, finding ways to
reintegrate people released back into communities to be
productive and successful, and not recidivate. Many of these
recomrendations came from individual conmm ssioners or work
groups within the conm ssion, and are policy calls for the House
Judiciary Standing Commttee to discuss.

5:05: 07 PM

M5. ABBOIT turned to "Limted Driver's Licenses,"” pages 1-2, and
advised that it exists within the state's m sdeneanant statute
but is not applied to larger |icense revocations. The sections
addressed are Sec. 84, 85, 88, and 91l. Al aska, she descri bed

is a driving dependent state and nuch of a person's |ivelihood
i s dependent upon a driver's |license to be enployed or an active
menber of a famly, and many areas have no options for public
transportation. Currently, msdenmeanants have access to a
limted driver's and certain restrictions are applied; however,
felony DU offenders have their license revoked for the rest of

their lifetinme, basically. The problem is that this lifetinme
revocation is not an effective strategy to prevent soneone from
driving or driving sober. Data shows that there are arrests
every day for driving with a suspended license or wthout a

license at all and when people drive without a license there is
no way of punishing them further other than with jail time. The
limted license allows someone who has conpleted rehabilitation,
successfully conpleted the therapeutic court program has an
interlock breathalyzer device in their car, has a specialty
i nsurance, and participated in the 24/7 sobriety program She

offered that this has sideboards such that the court still has
the discretion to revoke the limted driver's |license and the
opportunity to deny a request for a limted license if the

person's behavi or has not changed. She described it as a tool
at the court's disposal such that when a person has been
rehabilitated and has taken accountability neasures to prevent
t henselves from driving and drinking, that they mght have
access to a license.

CHAIR LEDQUX surm sed that currently m sdeneanants can get this
l[imted driver's license, and this change is basically for
peopl e who have been convicted of felony DU Ss. She asked
whether the idea is that they are kept forever on a limted
license with the interlock device, for exanple, or would there
be sonme point where it is determned the person has been clean
and sober and the interlock device is no |onger required.

5:05:12 PM
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M5. ABBOIT responded that the current bill |anguage does retain
the interlock device as a requirenent to hold the limted
license and it is not within the court's discretion to renove
it.

CHAI R LEDOUX asked what happens if their car is being fixed, can
they drive sonmeone else's car with a |limted |license or whether
a limted license is restricted to a car wth an interlock
devi ce.

M5. ABBOIT opined that it is restricted to a car wth an
i nterl ock device.

5:09:42 PM

CHAI R LEDOUX asked whether anyone knows how much the interl ock
devi ces cost.

M5. ABBOIT responded that they are fairly expensive, but she
does not have the exact cost off the top of her head.

CHAI R LEDOUX said the discussion, to a certain extent, is with a
popul ation that stays in prison because they can't afford a
$250, $500, or a $1,000 fine, and she wondered how this would
work with interlock devices. She asked whether this is
basically going to be |limted to the nore economcally affluent
DUl peopl e.

M5. ABBOIT related there is a possibility people will not be
able to afford an interlock device, but nost likely the fines
and the insurance are the nore expensive portion. She rel ated
that this would be a difficult standard to neet but the status
quo is not receiving a license for the rest of the person's
life.

5:11: 15 PM

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN referred to longer term penalties with the
felony, and asked whether a person becones felony eligible at
the third DU or second DU

MS. ABBOIT opined that it is a three strikes policy and it would
be at the third DU .

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN referred to the question of interlock
devices and opined there are a nunber of businesses happy to
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install the device. He asked whether the device works for the
rest of the life of the car if the person does not sell it.

MS. ABBOIT said she is not an expert on the interlock device nor
whet her or not they have a life span, but she could look into
it.

5:12:16 PM

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN surm sed that if sonmeone is convicted of
felony DU with a propensity to drink and drive, all that can be
done is require that the interlock device be on the person's
primry car. In the event friends offer their car to them it
is beyond the |l evel the state can police anyway.

M5. ABBOIT agreed and said they have found that even wthout a
l[icense it is not dissuading people fromdriving. The intent is
to encourage the safe and sober use of the driving privilege,
but with keys and access there are opportunities for people to
get behind the wheel.

5:13: 23 PM

REPRESENTATI VE M LLETT noted that all of these are policy driven
and the DU and limted licenses portion is a touchy subject.
The state cannot stop sonmeone from having an interlock device
and asking their 15 year old child to blow into it so they can
drive, the state can only ask that they be law abiding citizens.
These are sets of standards for people to follow and get back

into a lawful existence when they've nade m stakes. She said
there are also felony DUs that involve other crinmes with a
vehi cl e. None of this is set in stone and she will not argue

for or against it, and noted there was no consensus on this from
the conm ssion. \When a person receives a felony DU, she asked
how does the state provide them a pathway to becom ng | aw ul
citizens again, and also give communities and previous victins
the confort level that these people are not going to drive while
drinking. She related that she has two parents in her district
who are sensitive about this subject and she wants to
respectfully honor the victins that have been killed by people
driving while intoxicated.

5:17: 07 PM
REPRESENTATI VE CLANMAN pointed to Sec. 84, [page 51, l|ines 8-26],

and said it discusses how the court nmay exercise its discretion
in allowng soneone, that is otherwise restricted and not
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allowed to have a license, to have a limted license and have
the test. The legislature fully expects that judges in each
case will look carefully at the offender, offense, circunstances
of the offense, and what the person has done to show they can
act responsibly. The interlock device and a restricted |icense
is an opportunity to show that they cannot drink and drive.
Judges al so can determ ne the person hasn't shown that they are
responsi ble and to continue riding the bus. The bill points to
t hose who show they can act responsibly. He expl ained that the
judge has the opportunity to be sensitive to the victinls
concerns because at sonme level if soneone has turned their life
around, the legislature wants to give them credit for that. He
said this is in contrast to the discussion regardi ng pedophiles,
and suggested that the |egislature generally has nore confidence
in people's ability to reformtheir drug and al cohol habits.

5:19:47 PM

M5. ABBOIT turned to "Admnistrative License Revocations”,
[ pages 2-3], Sec. 83, [pages 50-51 of the bill], and noted how
critical driver's licenses can be to the |ives of people living
in Al aska. Sec. 83 touches on admnistrative |I|icense
revocations which and it kicks in when a person is initially
charged with a DU and the charges are dism ssed, or the person
has been acquitted of driving under the influence, and the DW
would be allowed to reissue their driver's license. Currently,
there has been a blank spot in comrunication between the courts

and the DWW wherein a license can still be revoked
adm nistratively just by the fact that courts have found them
not guilty. This legislation allows for communication and

all ows people to retain their driving privileges when found [ not
guilty] or the charges are dropped.

5:20: 58 PM

REPRESENTATI VE LYNN referred to Representative Tanme WIson's
bill having to do with a person being found not guilty by the
court and yet the DW revokes the |icense anyway. He said if

the court finds a person not guilty, they are not guilty and
they don't revoke the person's license. He renmarked that before
this bill gets out of committee, the commttee needs to |ocate
Representative Wlson's bill so there is not a conflict.

CHAI R LEDOUX advi sed that the conmttee may consider rolling it

into this bill, although Representative WIlson's bill is a bit
different in that the DW "nmay" grant the |icense again. She
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asked whether it is "may" or whether it will be "nandatory" for
DW to grant the |icense again.

M5. ABBOIT offered that it was definitely a mstake in her
speaking, and it "shall" grant the |icense again.

5:22:18 PM

REPRESENTATI VE KELLER clarified that there is a difference
bet ween admi nistrative revocation and revocation by the courts.
Representative WIlson's bill elimnates the admnistrative
revocation so it is all done in one place, the court.

M5. ABBOIT related that it is the commttee's call as to whether
or not that is the appropriate nmechani sm

5:22:53 PM

CHAIR LEDOUX pointed to Ms. Abbott statenent, when a case has
been dism ssed the person has been proven innocent, and advised
that in Alaska's judicial system no one is proven innocent, they
are found not guilty beyond a reasonable doubt which doesn't

necessarily mean that they are innocent. One consideration when
elimnating the admnistrative revocation is that one of the
guidelines of this bill is that sonmething is supposed to be

qgui ck and certain and no one has ever accused the court of being
qui ck; therefore, some of the quickness is elimnated there.
She remnded the commttee that in today's society driving is
not really a privilege so by taking it away, it is taking away
sonething that a person needs in order to function in |life and;
therefore, there should be those sane due process considerations
as a big fine or anything else. Although, she said, it does go
against HB 205 in that everything is supposed to be really
qui ck.

5:24: 29 PM

M5. ABBOIT noted that one of the greater priorities is having a
meal to eat which is why the next recommendation deals with the
i ssue of food stanps.

MS. ABBOIT turned to "Food Stanps," |[pages 3-4] and Sec. 148

[ pages 92, lines 12-24], said the conm ssion expended quite a
ot of time to pronote the provision in Sec. 148, it lifts the
restriction on eligibility for food stanmps for a person
convicted of felony drug offenses providing the person is
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conpliant with their conditions of probation and has conpleted
treatment or is working toward rehabilitation, she said.

CHAI R LEDOUX questioned whether there actually was pushback
within the conmssion on this provision, and noted the
comm ssi on wasn' t abl e to get this as a unani nous
recommendat i on.

M5. ABBOIT replied that comm ssioners in the audience nmay be
able to speak to the reason and opined that in 2015 the
commi ssion as a whole did wite a letter in support of this
policy change which perhaps is why the conmi ssion didn't feel it
was necessary to include it within its list of reconmendations.
Wthin the letter of advocacy for this policy, she opined, they
outlined six quick points, as follows: a lifetinme exclusion of
all drug felons from food assistance benefits is unduly punitive
- the lifetinme exclusion applies no matter how old the offense
no matter how short the sentence, or how well rehabilitated the
ex- of f ender

5:26:46 PM

CHAIR LEDOUX interjected that she found it interesting there is
a law that if a person has been convicted of a drug offense they
are completely barred from food stanps, yet nurder, rape,
incest, and other things that some people may believe are nore
serious than cocaine [are not]. The drug offender is totally
barr ed.

5:27:17 PM

M5. ABBOTT replied that the conm ssion pointed to a reason, in
its third point, that in many ways it is unwarranted due to the
t echnol ogi cal advances, 1issuance of electronic cards for food
benefit, and the requirements for the recipient's photograph
have significantly reduced the risk that food benefits m ght be

bartered. She added that the persons who still manage to engage
in food/drug trafficking are subject to a life time exclusion.
The second point of the commssion's letter is that

di squalification works as a double penalty wherein the offender
has served their sentence and conpleted any probation or parole
requi renents. Another point in the letter related that specific
exclusion of convicted drug offenders from food assistance upon
their release from prison exacerbates a problem  She said that
many ex-offenders reentering their comunity are destitute and
require short-term public assistance while they seek stable
housing, legitimte work, and try to reunite with their famly.
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She related there is growing recognition and evidence of the
connection between drugs, sexual assault, and domestic violence,
and denying food assistance to fornmer drug felons may cause
these individuals to return to situations of sexual exploitation
and domestic violence. The final point in the letter relates to
undercutting famly reunification rather than supporting it.
She noted that the presence of parents in the home convicted of
a drug offense effectively reduces the household s overal
benefit as any inconme will be counted. She pointed out that
sonme of the people being reunified with their famlies could end
up being the breadw nner for their famly or the sole source of
income, and not being able to have food benefits does affect
their children, as well.

5:29:36 PM

M5. ABBOIT turned to "Re-Entry Progrant [pages 4-5] Sec. 139
[ page 84, lines 30-31 and page 85, lines 1-12 of the bill] and
advised that this section requires the Departnent of Corrections
(DOC) to establish a program that prepares a prisoner for
reentry 90 days before their date of release. This program mnmust
include a reentry plan, instructions on resources available
within the conmunity, and assistance in obtaining a state
identification. She said the section is about giving people the
tools they mght need to succeed upon their release because
people released from prison nmay imedi ately becone hanstrung as
they do not possess state identification and are not aware of
the services available wthin their comunity. Al aska has nade

significant strides, especially in the non-profit world, in
comng up with smart and active conmunity-based reentry prograns
and assisting people in reentering comrunities. Anchor age has

"Partners for Progress,” that has testified on a nyriad of bills
and is a significant resource. She described that DOC hel pi ng
to create a reentry plan, directing people toward resources, and
assistance in how to obtain a state identification after |eaving
prison, as a significant and fairly small step. She expl ai ned
that the sponsor's office has not heard from the Departnent of
Corrections as to whether that poses a significant financial
burden but described it as a reasonable step in assisting people
in becom ng productive citizens. Although, she opined, possibly
this is already being done, but this provides a formal process
through which DOC will provide a program that is helpful to
people during their reentry into a conmunity they may have been
separated fromfor years.

5:31:38 PM
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REPRESENTATI VE KREI SS- TOWKI NS asked whether other conponents
have been envisioned for what a reentry program m ght |ook |ike
in Al aska, whether there are other states that have enacted
this, and their outcones and dat a.

M5. ABBOIT responded that she could get back to himon the data
available in the participating states. She pointed out that
this is a comon sense approach in helping people reintegrate
thenmselves into their community, to specifically provide for

people  who may fall t hr ough t he cracks W th state
identification, and also to offer resources specifically wthin
the conmunity the person wll reenter. This comrittee can

deci de how specific it would |like to get with what boxes need to
be checked within a reentry program she said.

5:33: 17PM

M5. ABBOIT turned to "Community Work" [pages 5-6], Secs. 64-66,
[ begi nning page 37 of the bill], and said the policy deals with
community work service (CW5) and advised that the community work
service statute was |likely intended to Ilet judges offer
defendants an opportunity to perform conmmunity work service in
lieu of jail, rather than ordering community work service and
then converting it to jail tinme if the work service was not
per f or med. However, the way the current statute was being
utilized led to the filing of approximtely 494 m sdeneanor
Petitions to Revoke Probation in FY14, for failure to conply
with the community work service requirenment to the judgnent.
She said nmany cases are driving with a suspended |icense of
which comunity work service is a mandatory condition of
probation and in those cases the court converts unperforned
community work service hours into jail tinme. However, she
noted, these sections allow offenders to pay a fine in lieu of
work determned on an hourly basis based upon the state's

m ni mum wage, thereby, still ~contributing and providing a
benefit to comunities. The inpacts projected from a policy
such as this are the savings of the following: jail days,
prosecutor tine, state funded defense, |aw enforcenent, and

judicial and court staff tinme involved in the tine required to
process petitions to revoke for conmunity work service
vi ol ati ons. She added that this provision was discussed by the
conmm ssi on but there was not unani nbus consent .

5:35:54 PM

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN referred to Sec. 66, page 37 [of the
bill], and surm sed that this is a significant change because it
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is essentially telling the courts that if a judge orders soneone
to perform comunity work service and they don't, that person
will know they wll never be sentenced to jail for not
conpleting their community work service. In that regard, the
worst thing that happens to the defendant is that [the
nonconpliance is] converted into a fine at the mninm wage
| evel, and the judgenment is anended to list the amount of the
fine. He reiterated they would never have to go to jail for not
conpleting their community work service.

M5. ABBOIT replied "No, the penalty for conpleting those work
service hours would not -- or for not conpleting those work
service hours would not be jail tine."

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN stated that it would turn into a fine.
M5. ABBOTT agr eed.

CHAI R LEDOUX asked whether there is a provision wherein the
state would execute on the person's pernmanent fund dividend, and
further asked the manner in which the state will collect the
fi ne nonies.

5:37:10 PM

M5. ABBOIT responded that she is not an expert on how the court
|l evies fines, but she is aware of wage garnishnent and that the
per manent fund di vidends are a way to collect.

CHAIR LEDOUX related that she would like to know the |evel of
priority the state mght have if there are a nunber of other
cl ai rs agai nst a person.

M5. ABBOTT advised that she does not have that information off
the top of her head but there are experts in the room

5:37:38 PM

MS. ABBOTT turned to "Suspended Entry of Judgenent" [pages 6-7],
Sec. 67 [page 38, lines 5-31 through page 39, lines 1-27 of the
bill] and said Sec. 67 establishes a process for suspending an
entry of judgnment wherein if the person pleads guilty to a crine
the court may, with the consent of the defense and prosecution

i npose conditions of probation wthout inposing or entering a
j udgnent of guilt. Subsequent |y, upon successful conpletion of
probation the court shall discharge the person and disniss the
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case after one year. She added that this provision was
di scussed by the comm ssion but there was not unani nous consent.

CHAI R LEDOUX asked whether that is only if the person pleads
guilty to a crine.

M5. ABBOTT replied, vyes. She then noted that Representative
Cl aman was shaking his head no, and she may have been incorrect
i n her response.

5:38: 35 PM

CHAIR LEDOQUX related that currently there is sonething in the
rules that allows a suspended inposition of sentence, and asked
whet her suspended inposition  of sentence and suspended
i mposition of judgnent are different.

M5. ABBOIT answered yes, they are slightly different. She then
deferred to Ms. Schroeder, Departnent of Law (DOL), but said the
difference is that a sentence doesn't have to be entered prior
to the conpletion of the probation terns.

5:39:22 PM

CHAI R LEDOUX conmented that Representative C aman | ooked |ike he
was chopping at the bit to offer insight.

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN explained the reason he was shaking his
head earlier was related to Sec. 67, [AS 12.55.078(a)] page 38,
lines 6-10, which read:

(a) Except as provided in (g) of this section, if
a person is found guilty or pleads guilty to a crine,
the court may, with the consent of the defendant and
the prosecution and wthout inposing or entering a
judgnment of guilt, defer further proceedings and pl ace
t he person on probation.

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN clarified that it allows the court, for
sormeone found guilty at a jury trial, to not enter judgnent and
i nstead put themdirectly on probation.

M5. ABBOIT responded absolutely, and thanked Representative
Claman for the clarification.

5:40: 22 PM
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M5. ABBOIT offered the rationale that [judgnents] are accessible

via CourtView and word of nouth. She explained that records
being publically available is an obstacle to reintegrating into
the conmunity, and often cause difficulties in finding
enpl oynment [and housing]. This section, she offered, gives

peopl e the opportunity to neet the conditions of probation and
not carry that judgnment around with them because the case would
be marked as "set aside.”

5:41: 34 PM

REPRESENTATI VE KELLER pointed out that various Al aska Crimna
Justice Conmm ssion Comm ssioners, experts, and staff were in the
room and to correct himif he is wong. He then pointed out
that the commttee would be making a mstake if it |ooked at
these last policies as being controversial within the Al aska
Crimnal Justice Conm ssion, and explained that a huge scope of
i ssues were covered and significant amobunts of tine were spent
on them but in the end, the conm ssion had to nmake a decision
and get down to the recomendations. He stated that there
wasn't a prejudice of thinking against any of these suggested
policies, and he invited witnesses to advise whether he had
m srepresented the comm ssion's actions.

CHAI R LEDOUX |isted the names of the people invited to testify.
5:43: 07 PM
CARMEN GUI TI ERREZ of fered testinony as foll ows:

| live in Anchorage, Al aska. Just to give you a
little bit of background about nyself in order to put,
hopefully, ny testinony into better perspective. I
spent ny entire adult career working in the crimna
justice field as an attorney, as a Departnent of
Corrections deputy conm ssi oner responsi bl e for
prisoner reentry, and inprove reentry outcones. I
have been working as a consultant after ny retirenent
fromthe Departnment of Corrections on many of the sane
reentry and crimnal justice inprovenent issues that |
started during ny time at Corrections.

| very nuch appreciate the opportunity to testify
today, |I'm here to express ny strong support to HB
205. As you all know too well, the way we currently
conduct our crimnal justice system in Al aska is
sinmply not sustainable. This is both in ternms of our
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financial and human costs as we expend a trenendous
anount of noney on our crimnal justice system For
exanple, in FY16 the DOC budget was roughly $324

mllion alone, that didn't include courts, public
safety, Departnment of Law in the (indisc.) of indigent
crimnal defense. What have Al askans received in
return for that great investnent? Two out three
inmates returning within the first three-years, nost
of these people return in the first six-nonths. And
that is why reentry is so inportant. If we had
reentry systenms in play that provided a hand-up and
not a hand-out, | firmy believe, because |'ve seen it

happen in countless other states, that Al aska would
have a far, far inproved recidivism outcone rate. Ve
sinply today ... our problem today is that we are
releasing individuals wthout any comunity based
support, we release them with innunerable barriers
that hinder their ability to find safe secure housing,
appropriate enploynent, and the ability to nmaintain
ongoi ng  sober and nental health  support. I
respectfully submt that you cannot nmintain these
failed practices of the past and think that we are
actually promoting public safety for Al askans. So,
why should we care about reentry? Because as | said
earlier, if we want to inprove the reentry outcones of
the individuals leaving prison, and 95 percent of
t hose folks do | eave prison, we have to | ook at how to
do our crim nal justice rehabilitative experts
differently, nore cost effectively, and in a nanner
that inproves reentry outcones. This is inportant
because every tinme a person successfully returns to
their conmmunity we have one less crine victim one
less crimnal justice expense, healthier famlies
because the majority of convicted people are, in fact,
parents, and we have healthier conmmunities. And
inmportantly, we have earned the goodw || of Alaska's
citizens by pursuing policies that actually pronote
public safety.

: 124 PM

5: 47

A key to successful reentry is the ability to find
enploynment. In Alaska there are far too many barriers
for individuals wth crimnal records to find
enpl oynent . As many of you know, the Anerican Bar

Association in 2013 exam ned all of Alaska's statutes
and regulations and found that 1,625 Al aska statutes
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and regulations inposed collateral consequences for

people convicted of crines. These coll ateral
consequences are barrier provisions, inpact people's
ability to find housing, enploynent, and receive

benefits such as food stanps in which Gace alluded to
earlier, and significantly they inpede rehabilitated
people's ability to drive legally, a notor vehicle in
Al aska. HB 205 attenpts to renedy one of the greatest
i npedi ments to returning citizens, and that is their
inability to drive for a lifetinme, or in many other
cases as long as 10 years after conviction despite the
fact that the individual had denonstrated to famly
menbers, the courts, the probation officers, and to
their enployers that they are, in fact, rehabilitated.
That they have acquired sobriety, that they have
acquired a responsible approach to the way they
conduct their lives by not taking that first drink or
taking up that first drug. As you can well inagine
even in Anchorage, Fairbanks, or Juneau, cities wth
transit systens it would be very difficult to conduct
their lives without a driver's license, much less to
l[ive in a community without a transit system as nost
of our Al askan comunities do not have.

So, even when people want to live law abiding lives
they drive, and they do so wthout insurance. The
provision in HB 205, presented by Gace a few mnutes
ago, provides an opportunity to people who have
actually denonstrated their rehabilitation to obtain a

driver's license and becone responsible driving
individuals while having a license and the insurance
that is required. HB 205, in ny opinion, balances

public safety by giving reformed offenders a chance so
that they are able to conduct the necessities of their
lives in a | aw abi di ng ways.

5:50: 16 PM
| would also like to briefly nention about the
Department of Corrections need to prepare offenders to
successfully reenter before their rel ease from
cust ody. During ny time at the Departnent of
Corrections we did, indeed, have a reentry program
O fenders who had six nonths to serve were eligible to
be placed into that program and it was a conprehensive
course that attenpted to help individuals address
their imediate reentry needs. I'"'m not sure where
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that program is today wthin the Departnment of
Corrections, but to answer one of the representative's
guestions that were posed earlier, many states do have
successful reentry progranms. And the reason is really
self-evident, we can't continue to expect that we can
open the prison house doors and expect individuals,
wi thout identification, wthout nobney, and wthout a
reentry plan, or no positive peer support, to suddenly
beconme successful on the outside when they were |iving
on the inside with individuals who may not necessarily

be appropriate role nodels. The Departnent of
Corrections should, indeed, have a program in place
that works within the ... at least six nonths before

the release fromcustody to help themidentify a solid
reentry plan, make contacts for proper enploynent, and
certainly people <cannot function on the outside
wi t hout identification.

And finally, 1'd like to just very briefly talk about
the suspended entry of judgnent. What we currently
have on the books is what we call a suspended
i mposition of sentence. And, | would respectfully

subnmit that the suspended entry of judgnment is far,
far superior to the kind of legal fiction we engage in
with a suspended inposition of sentence. Wth a
suspended entry  of j udgment an individual as
previously noted can plead guilty, can be found guilty
by a jury of one's peers, but if then the court, the
prosecutor, and the defense agree that the individual
shoul d be given an opportunity to undergo a program of
rehabilitation, they get a specified period of tine to
do certain things that have been delineated and agreed
to by all the parties. And if this individual is able
to satisfy all of those, basically, pre-conditions of
probation the actual sentence and judgnent is not
i nposed. And what that neans then is that a citizen
who made a nistake was able to denonstrate a

willingness and the hutzpah to get the rehabilitative
job done, is then not a convicted felon for the rest
of their |ives. Under our current system wth a
suspended inposition of sentence you nmay then conplete
all your conditions of probation and have your

conviction set aside but Ilegally, wunder the |[aw,
according to the Court of Appeals, you remain a
convicted felon when asked on an enploynent form have
you ever been convicted of a felony, because the
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guestion [sic] is yes. You were convicted for the
period of time until the judgnent was set aside.

So, | really want to applaud the Senate and House
Judiciary for the hard work it has conmitted to this
bill. I want to applaud the sponsors for their

courageousness in looking at the way Alaska is
conducting its crimnal justice system to find

solutions that will indeed do what we all want, and
that is nmake our conmmunities safer and healthier for
all Al askans. | thank vyou very nuch for this

opportunity.
5:54:42 PM

REPRESENTATI VE LYNN referred to identification and asked whet her
she was di scussing sonething such as a state identification card
that | ooks exactly like a driver's license, or a social security
card.

M5. GUI TIERREZ responded yes, and explained that in crimnal
cases an individual's identification is taken as evidence and
they never get it back and people are released from custody.
She noted that during her time at the Departnent of Corrections
(DOC) a released inmate was given an identification form that
was viewed by the Division of Mtor Vehicles (DW) as a
legitimate docunent, substantiating a person's identification
and the person was able to obtain a driver's license. Clearly,
she expressed, newy released i nnmates cannot conduct their |ives
on the outside wthout valid identification and there nust be
sone way the Division of Mtor Vehicles (DW), Departnent of
Adm nistration (DOA), and Departnment of Corrections (DOC) can
work together to get identification cards for inmates either
before they are released or immediately upon their release. The
identifications card | ook very nuch like a driver's |license, she
not ed.

5:56:48 PM

REPRESENTATIVE LYNN referred to the exit period from the
Department of Corrections (DOC) and asked whether DOC could
facilitate this so when the person finally wal ks out the door
they have the appropriate identification, such as a state
identification card and social security card while in prison.
If not, he asked whether the prison could obtain the proper
forms needed for the prisoner as they wal k out the door.
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M5. GUI TI ERREZ responded that DOC has worked hard to explain to
inmates how to obtain their social security card, but she was
unaware of a process to provide inmates with the ability to
obtain their social security <card before their release.
Al t hough, she noted, there is one program for people wth
significant nental health needs, but it is operated on a |limted
basis wherein they attenpt to have inmate's benefits restored
before their release from custody. She reiterated, wth regard
to obtaining a state identification card, she hoped there would
be a way for DOC and DW to partner and attenpt to nake rel eases
nor e seanl ess.

5:58: 24 PM

REPRESENTATI VE ~ LYNN t hanked Conmi ssi oner Dean WIlians,
Department of Corrections, for being in the room and suggested
the possibility of discussing this issue, or getting it into the
bill somehow. He asked Ms. Cuitierrez to quickly restate her
comments regarding renoving a felony conviction from a person's
lifetime record.

M5. QU TIERREZ responded that the last provision M. Abbott
explained to the conmttee deals with a suspended entry of
j udgnent . She offered a scenario of John Doe being convicted,
if the prosecutor and defense agree M. Doe has good prospects
for rehabilitation there would be an agreenent between the
prosecutor and the defense that he would have to do A B, and C,
during a set period of tinme. The agreenent would further state
that if M. Doe did the required A B, and C, the actual
j udgment woul d not be entered. She sunmmarized that M. Doe did
conplete the requirenents and; therefore, wthout ever being
convi cted he would not be a convicted felon.

REPRESENTATI VE LYNN surm sed that soneone trying to get a job
that has never committed a felony in their life is conpeting
with soneone who did commt a felony, and he opined the person
who never conmitted the felony would be the person to hire and
described it as a phil osophical argunent.

6: 01: 08 PM

CHAIR LEDOUX advised that is one of the policy calls the
comrittee will have to nake.

M5. QU TI ERREZ comented that when she was a crimnal defense

attorney she represented an individual who had had a very
successful life. She described himas a blue collar worker with
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a long history of denonstrating a good work ethics, but he got
involved with drugs for a short period of tinme and was
convicted, and this suspended entry of judgnment was not in
pl ace. Gatefully, she said, the prosecutor was able to see
beyond the fact that this individual had violated a drug
provi si on. They then agreed, with the judge's perm ssion, that
they would continue the sentencing for six nmonths. This person
then proceeded to do a nunber of rehabilitative conditions and
he conpleted his rehabilitative efforts within the prescribed
time period and the court's sentence reflected the fact that the
i ndi vidual had denonstrated significant positive prospects for
rehabilitation. She related that the person received a
suspended inposition of sentence but he was required to report
from that point forward that he had been convicted of a felony.
Therefore, even though he had an outstanding work history, his
ability to continue to work in his field had been greatly
i npai r ed. She opined that the policy call required [of the
committee] is whether or not a person, such as the person she
represented, should continue to be penalized for |ife because he
was involved in drugs for a short period of tine.

6: 03: 58 PM

CHAIR LEDOUX referred to the reentry process and identification
restoration and said that if the identification is taken away
when they are originally charged, why the person can't get their
identification back again, what is the purpose of keeping their
identification when it is not evidence.

M5. GUITI ERREZ answered that the identification is taken by |aw
enforcenent as evi dence and ..

CHAIR LEDOUX interjected that she assuned it was taken as
evi dence so | aw enforcenent knows who they are, but once that is
no |onger in doubt, assum ng the person stipulates they are the
correct John Doe, she asked why |aw enforcement would keep the
i dentification.

IVS. QU TIERREZ explained that law enforcenent keeps the
identification if the case is appeal ed, and sonetinmes people are
rel eased from custody while their cases are on appeal and at
that point they don't release the identification.

CHAI R LEDOUX argued that if they are on appeal for sone issue,

such as suppression of evidence or sonething of that nature,
that has nothing whatsoever to do with whether the person's
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identity is correct, she again asked why the governnent is
keeping the identification.

M5. QGUI TI ERREZ acknow edged that she can't answer that question.
The other issue, she commented, is that there is a significant
anount of paperwork required of which normally needs to be
filled out by the person's defense attorney. She renmarked that
public defenders are swanped with active cases requiring tria

preparation, and that filling out the necessary paperwork to
submt to law enforcenent to have that individual's property
rel eased doesn't fall at the top of their "to do" Ilist.

CHAI R LEDOUX expressed that she understands, and possibly there
is soneone in the audience that can answer why the public
def ender should even have to request it. She continued that
unless the issue is actually the person's identification why it
shoul dn't just automatically happen because it's not |ike giving
back cocaine, it's just the driver's |license.

6: 07: 25 PM

KRIS SELL, Lieutenant, Juneau Police Departnent (JPD), Cty &
Bor ough of Juneau (CBJ), Menber, Capital City Chapter - Juneau,
Vice President, Board of Directors, Al aska Peace Oficers
Association (APQA), said she represents the Al aska Crimnal
Justice Conm ssion where she served as a conm ssioner and that
she has been in |law enforcenent for 18.5 years. She advi sed
that when a person is arrested they do not always have a
driver's license on them and |law enforcenent has to identify
them in other ways, but they will still need a driver's license
when they are released. She offered a case where soneone
commtted another «crine after becoming frustrated when he
couldn't cash a paycheck after living in the shelter and working
t hrough a pay peri od. It was a horrific crime, and she pointed
out that it can be a real decision point for people when they
are that frustrated and really don't have much

CHAIR LEDOUX stressed that she understands that, and further
stressed that it is al nost Owellian to try to get
i dentification when you don't have identification ...

LI EUTENANT SELL interjected that sonetinmes they don't have
i dentification when t hey are arrest ed, and someti mes
identification is given back when the case is over and evidence
is disbursed, but [JPD} doesn't go through the list to pick and
choose which evidence will be returned and not returned. She
said, "Oh, it's about the traffic stop so we'll just throw this
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kni fe away. W're not going to do that, we're not going to
start splitting up a case not really know ng where this is going

in the court system So, | don't think that's reasonable to
expect. kay, it's under appeal but we'll go fish out the ID
from the bloody wallet and give that back assuming it's not an
i ssue. | don't think that's an appropriate burden for the

evidence custodian to be going through and <calling the
prosecutors and the attorneys trying to make that decision.”
She acknow edged that anyone released from prison needs
i dentification. They may get it turned back by the police and
expl ained the difficulty of standardi zing the process.

CHAI R LEDOQUX agreed that that nmakes sense.
6:10: 07 PM

REPRESENTATI VE LYNN asked whether |aw enforcenent also takes
soci al security cards or naybe a Medicaid ..

LI EUTENTANT SELL interjected that it depends upon whether they

have it on themat the tine of arrest. Law enforcenent may take
a wallet, sonetines it goes with their personal property to
jail, sonetinmes it's part of the case, if it's left in the DU

car the whole thing is taken, and everything is case specific
depending wupon what they had on them and whether it 1is
rel evant. She said that |aw enforcenent doesn't go through the
wal l et to decide what to keep since it is not sonmething they are
worried about at that point, they are in a crimnal case and
have bigger fish to fry.

REPRESENTATI VE LYNN advised that he agrees it is not |aw
enforcenent's departnent, but the DOC facility should obtain
what ever identification a person had when they walk out the

door. Let the Departnment of Corrections do the work on this
thing ...
6:11: 23 PM

LI EUTENANT SELL interjected that it seens as though that is the
poi nt .

REPRESENTATI VE LYNN continued that a social security card is
obt ai ned t hrough the nai

LI EUTENANT SELL interjected that she forgot to nention that if
it is a DU offense the identification is sent to DW;
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therefore, admnistratively it has to go down a different
pi pel i ne.

REPRESENTATI VE LYNN continued his comment that he does not think
that is the function of the police departnment. He then referred
to the reentry discussion in that approximately a nonth before
an inmate's rel ease date, the innmate goes through a process, and
part of the process should be to get whatever identification
t hey need, or

LEI UTENANT SELL interjected that addressing it at that point is
probably the nost efficient way. She said she is not trying to
shift her work to the Departnent of Corrections, but they are in
charge at that point.

REPRESENTATI VE LYNN commented that she is the one that keeps
them i n business.

CHAIR LEDOUX related that it is the crimnal that keeps everyone
i n busi ness.

6: 12: 36 PM

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN said he generally agrees that it makes
nore sense for the Departnent of Corrections (DOC) to try to
nmake it easier for people to obtain identification. He referred
to Lieutenant Sell's testinmony, "Oh well, it's the evidence of
the crine ..." and said he certainly understands when it is a
DU and it was in the car in the wallet, he then further
referred to Lieutenant Sell's testinony "What's so special about
the ID, how does it trace in the crine," and pointed out that
there are evidence rules allowing duplicates to be admtted if
it is necessary to show that this identification |ooks |ike the
person, and the original driver's license isn't

LI EUTENANT SELL interjected that the police can arrange with the
prosecutor to submt sonmething such as a picture or photocopy in
lieu of the actual evidence. She said, "But do we really want

: Is it worth bogging us down wth that? | nmean, so you
understand it's |like what is the nost efficient way to deal with
this particular problem™ She explained that the reason for

taking the driver's license is because "who you are" is always
an el ement of the charge.

6: 13: 55 PM
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REPRESENTATI VE KELLER noted that Mary Geddes, Admi nistrator for
the Al aska Conmi ssion on Judicial Conduct (ACIC), corrected him
in that the conmm ssion unaninously recomended the substantive
| aw for suspended inposition of sentence (SIS), the repeal of
the food stanp ban, and the changes to the comunity work

service program He reiterated that those three things were
recommended by the conm ssion, and he guessed there was no
recommendation on the |imted driver's license or t he

adm ni strative |icense.

CHAI R LEDOUX noted that Lieutenant Sell was shaking her head and
asked whet her she would like to put sonething on the record.

LI EUTENANT SELL agreed that the above three issues were common
sense and non-controversial, but when discussing the driver's
Iicense the conm ssion kicked the can down the road to the Title
28 wor ki ng group.

6:15:43 PM

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN referred to Lieutenant Sell's earlier
testinmony and surmsed that she I|iked the admnistrative
revocation which is separate from the court revocation. He
expl ai ned that under the |anguage of this proposal, it allows a

person whose license is admnistratively revoked, to go to court
and if the court doesn't convict them they can then go to DW
and get their |license back. He further surm sed that Lieutenant
Sell now supports that approach even though as a | aw enforcenent
of fi cer she sees advantages of the current system

6:16: 40 PM
LI EUTENANT SELL responded that when there is a DU, |aw

enforcenent is aware of the many reasons cases are dism ssed or
settled with something other than a conviction, having nothing

to do wth the guilt or innocence of the person. Yes, she
admtted that sonetines she felt satisfied because the person
still lost their driver's license. Lieutenant Sell related that

her nmentor once told her to do the right thing for the right
reason; therefore, if you are disciplining someone not because
it makes them better but because it nakes you feel better,
that's comng from the wong place. She related that she has
had to do a lot of soul searching on the Alaska Crimnal Justice
Comm ssi on.

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN surmsed that she does support the
recommendat i on.
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LI EUTENANT SELL agreed that she does, but a lot of the
recommendati ons are not confortable which does not nean they are
wWr ong.

6: 18: 44 PM

REPRESENTATI VE M LLETT asked Lieutenant Sell to walk through
revocation of a driver's license on the civil side wherein
sonmeone is caught driving three tines w thout insurance or has
not paid a parking ticket or fine. She questioned whether that
rolls into the DW where they can admnistratively revoke a
driver's license.

LI EUTENANT SELL replied that her only experience wth
adm nistrative revocation is DU s where |aw enforcenent seizes
the driver's license, sends it in, and the person receives a
tenporary driver's license to get them through the first week or
ten days while initiating court. She offered that |aw
enforcenent sonetinmes submts sonmeone for retesting having to do
with their ability to conpetently drive safely.

REPRESENTATI VE M LLETT asked Amy Erickson, Division of WMtor
Vehicles, to discuss the process in admnistratively revoking a
i cense.

6:21: 30 PM
AMY ERICKSON, Director, Division of Mdtor Vehicles, Departnent

of Administration, said the authority for the Division of Mdtor
Vehicles (DW) to admnistratively revoke a driver's license is

set out in statute. 1In the case of a DU, the license is seized
by the police officer, the person is issued a Notice and Order
of Revocation and in seven-days, if the arrestee does not

request an administrative hearing, the action is put on their
record and the person waits for their court date.

CHAI R LEDOUX asked, other than a DU, whether there is any other
reason to admnistratively revoke a driver's |license.

M5. ERI CKSON responded that not with revocation, but there are
suspensions for mandatory insurance and other. In response to
Chair LeDoux, answered that an exanple of "other" would be
"court ordered revocations for DU s."

M5. ERI CKSON said she would not |like to offer testinony, but was
avai | abl e for questions.
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6:22: 58 PM

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN asked whether there is a difference
bet ween an adm ni strative suspension, such as points or |ack of
i nsurance, and revocation, and the circunstances under which a
| icense can be suspended wi thout a court action.

VB. ERI CKSON deferred to N chole Tham Di vi sion of Mbt or
Vehi cl es (DW).

6:23:40 PM

Nl CHOLE THAM Manger , Driver Services, Division of Motor
Vehi cl es, Departnment of  Administration, explained that a
revocation is an expiration or a stop of driving privileges, and
when the driver becones eligible [to drive] they are required to
reapply. Whereas, she explained, a suspension is a tenporary
wi t hdrawal of driving privileges and once the action is over the
driver can resune their driving privilege and pick up where they
| eft off rather than having to reapply.

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN noted that the suspension is tenporary and
asked who suspends it, and further asked whether he could have
his |icense suspended by sone action at DW w thout anything
ever being filed in court or any court action.

M5. THAM replied that DW would only take action to suspend a
license under the statutes set that would require DW to do so.

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN requested an exanpl e.

M5. THAM referred to an exanple of nmandatory insurance
suspension wherein if a person drives wthout insurance the
departnment may take action under AS 28.20 and AS 28. 22.

6: 24: 58 PM

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN asked whet her there are any other exanples
of when the departnent mght suspend a license other than |ack
of mandatory insurance.

M5. THAM said another exanple would be child support wherein

Al aska State Statutes require that the |icense be suspended for
failure to conply with child support.
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REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN asked for a third exanple of a license
suspensi on not perfornmed by the court but by follow ng statute.

M5. THAM advi sed that she could not think of a third exanple off
the top of her head but would get back to the commttee with a
full list of issues that would generate a suspensi on.

CHAIR LEDOUX questioned whether not paying <child support
generates a driver's |icense suspension.

M5. THAM advised that there are statutes requiring DW to
suspend a license for failure to conply with child support.

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN asked whether the court then reports the
failure to conmply with child support to the DWW, and questioned
how DW knows the child support has not been paid

M5. THAM opined that <child support enters those suspensions
directly onto the driver's record and at that point DW [has the
i nformation]. In the event the person were to apply for a
license, obtain a driving record, or otherwise inquire, DW
woul d becone aware and woul d | et the person know.

6:26: 57 PM

CHAIR LEDOUX referred to the issue of Jlack of nmandatory

i nsurance and asked whether the police departnment reports it to
DIW.

M5. THAM responded that wusually the mandatory insurance and
financi al responsibility 1is identified either through the
certificate of insurance form a person fills out after a crash
or on a crash report that is submtted to the departnent by |aw
enforcenment or on the citizen crash report.

CHAIR LEDOUX referred to parking tickets and asked whether that
is an issue a |license mght be suspended.

M5. THAM answered that DW does not have a suspension for
failure to pay parking tickets; however, DW does statutorily
have a suspension for accunmulation of too nany points on a
person's driving record. Usual ly, she explained, parking
violations are excluded, but if a person accunulates up to 12
points in 12 nonths, or 18 points in a 24-nonth period, DW is
required to suspend driving privileges.

6: 28: 49 PM
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NANCY MEADE, GCeneral Counsel, Administrative Staff, Ofice of
the Adm nistrative Director, Alaska Court System said that the
Al aska Court System does not have a position on whether or not
l[imted Ilicense provisions are changed in this bill. She
related that she has worked wth the sponsors' offices in the
House of Representatives and the Senate regarding this issue for
a few years in an attenpt to craft a system to protect public
safety and help those constituents who mght be thought to
deserve their |icense back at sone point.

CHAIR LEDOUX asked Ms. Meade to briefly walk the commttee
t hrough the |icense provisions.

M5. MEADE responded that according her notes, DW can suspend a
license for the followi ng: denerit point accunulation; blood
al cohol test above .08; no insurance; an unsatisfied court
judgnment; certain nedical conditions; mnor operating after
consum ng; false identification; and child support arrearages.
She noted that the court must suspended for a |Ilist of
approxi mat el y 9-10 t hi ngs, i ncl udi ng: reckl ess driving;
mans| aughter in which a vehicle was used; a felony in which a
vehicle was used; evading police in which a vehicle was used

DU ; and refusal [of a blood al cohol concentration (BAC) test].

6: 30: 32 PM

M5. MEADE turned to HB 205, and said three of the provisions
affecting limted licenses are Secs. 84, 85, and 91. She agreed
with the clarification that this is not a provision that was
di scussed at length by the Alaska Crimnal Justice Comm ssion,
al t hough, sonmeone did bring up the issue just because it has
been the topic of bills for the last few years. She noted there
is a Title 28 work group, within the comm ssion, studying issues
related to adm nistrative revocations and limted |icenses. She
then turned to Sec. 85, and explained that chronologically Sec.
85 occurs first, and this section would be an amendnent to the
existing law allowi ng m sdeneanants in DU s and refusal to get a
limted |icense for sone purposes. Sec. 85, she expl ained, adds
a new section to that statute reading that certain felons can
get a limted license, which is a new idea in the |aw Thi s
section only applies for felony DUs, wherein the felony DU is
the third time within the last ten years. She explained that in
the event a person has a felony conviction and has successfully
been in therapeutic court for six nmonths or conpleted
therapeutic court at sone point in the past, this would apply.
The person must then have proof of insurance, have the ignition
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interlock device installed, go to ASAP, not previously had a

limted license, and go to the 24/7 program In the event they
have conpleted these requirenments they can get the limted
i cense. She advised there are a few drafting issues she has

di scussed with the sponsors' offices because there is |anguage
that does not exactly work in that felons never go to the Al aska
Al cohol Safety Action Program (ASAP), for exanple, and there are
several other issues such as that to be adjusted.

6:33:16 PM

CHAI R LEDOUX asked why felons do not go to the Al aska Al cohol
Saf ety Action Program ( ASAP)

M5. MEADE replied that by statute the ASAP program deals wth
m sdemeanants with drug or alcohol issues and currently that
statute allows m sdeneanant DU people to obtain a |imted
license, but they nust be in conpliance with ASAP which was
incorporated into this section as an innocent error.

CHAI R LEDOQUX surmsed that if it is the desire of the conmttee
that felons participate in ASAP, another statute should be
changed.

M5. MEADE agreed, and she put forth that the Alaska Justice
Crim nal Conm ssion reconmended the opposite, such as ratcheting
down what ASAP should be responsible for in order to nore
appropriately focus just on the m sdeneanant DU type of people.
There has been a bit of mssion creep wherein judges order
people to ASAP for things that are not required, and she pointed
out that the commssion wants it to be narrowed rather than
expanded.

6: 34: 32 PM

REPRESENTATI VE KELLER [ hunorously] asked the record to reflect
t hat judges are responsible for the mssion creep.

M5. MEADE responded that the court is doing its best for
defendants that appear to have al cohol and drug problens, and
rehabilitating them

MS. MEADE expl ai ned that another issue in the draft for felons
is that it requires those in therapeutic court to conply wth
the 24/7 program and that nmay not be a perfect fit. She pointed
out that it is a policy call, but currently people in
t herapeutic court do not also go to the 24/7 program The
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therapeutic court folks <consider it to be duplicative or
redundant and, she explained, it is not ever done together wth
all the treatnment they receive in therapeutic court.

6: 35: 32 PM
CHAI R LEDOUX asked Ms. Meade to explain the 24/7 program

MS. MEADE answered that the 24/7 program was placed into statute
two years ago by Senate Bill 64, and is run by the Departnent of
Health and Social Services through the ASAP office. It is a
program t hrough which defendants in crimnal cases, either as a
condition of bail or a condition of probation, are required to
blow into a tube to determ ne whether they have alcohol in their
system nornings and evenings, 24-hours a day, 7-days a week.
The programis designed to ensure sobriety and give the person a
sense that soneone is checking up on them and gives structure to
their life. She said the program has proven effective in other
jurisdictions in hel ping people maintain their sobriety.

CHAI R LEDOUX asked whether 24/7 means that their case officer
can call them at 3:00 a.m, and tell them to cone into the
office and blow into a tube.

M5. MEADE responded that is not how the program is set up, it
also applies to msdeneanants in the program who do not have
probation officers. In the event a person is ordered into the
24/ 7 program as a condition of bail, the person receives a
docurment with the address of the vendors approved by ASAP to
adm ni ster these tests. She used Anchorage as the exanple, and
said that the person is required to report to a vendor's
facility between 6:00 - 9:00 a.m, and 6:00 - 9:00 p.m, every
day, all the tine. She explained that when the person blows
into the tube and it registers 000, they leave, and if it is not
000 the requirement for the vendor is to notify |aw enforcenent
that the person is violating one of their ternms of bail or
probati on.

6: 37: 33 PM

CHAI R LEDOUX said that technically, a person could blow 000 at
6:00 p.m, and then have a few drinks and blow into the tube at
9:00 am, and it wuld show that the person hadn't been
dri nki ng.

M5. MEADE pointed out that how well the program can actually
detect whether the person has been drinking has been discussed
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at length. The fact is that alcohol stays in nobst people's
systens for the amobunt of tinme that it would be detected within
12 hours, but that is not to say there couldn't be the outlier
who takes the test at 6:00 p.m, and waits until 9:00 a.m, so
they have 15 hours rather than the 12 hours. The response is
that the vendors adm nistering these tests are quite in tune to
that possibility and track the tinmes people are comng in and
will advise an individual they are to return at 6:00 a.m, not
9:00 a.m She opined that the nonitoring has been quite
effective and it is definitely sonething everyone is aware of
and tries to stop fromthe get-go.

6: 39: 07 PM

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN referred to [AS 28.15.201(g)(7)] Sec. 85
page 52, lines 29-31, which read:

(7) the person is participating in a program
established under AS 47.38.020 for a mninmm of 120
days from the date a Iimted |license is granted under
this section.

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN then referred to [AS 28.15.201(g)(5), Sec.
85, page 52, lines 24-26], which read:

(5 the person is enrolled in and is in
conpliance wth or has successfully conpleted the
al coholism screening, eval uati on, referral, and
program requirenents of the Departnent of Health and
Soci al Services under AS 28.35.030(h);

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN surm sed that from the standpoint of the
commi ssion's recomendation and the ASAP program it does not
want the program dealing with people in a felony setting. He
asked whether that is also true with the 24/7 program

6: 39: 52 PM
M5. MEADE clarified that the conm ssion did not have anything to
do with these provisions of HB 205, and as a matter of course

statutorily felons are never in ASAP.

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN interjected that paragraph (5) should be
renoved fromthis section dealing with felonies.

M5. MEADE agreed, and advised that the 24/7 requirenment may not
be advisable for people in therapeutic court, but noted that
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this limted license provision is also for those who have

successfully conpleted therapeutic court. Therefore, if sonmeone
finished therapeutic court in 2012, graduated and has a
certificate from the court - which they literally do have, it

could be worded such that paragraph (7), the 24/7 program would
be required for those individuals to get their limted |icense.
It would not necessarily be duplicative of the program they were
in, as it would be for those participating in therapeutic court.

6:41:11 PM

CHAI R LEDOUX asked that when a person graduates from therapeutic
court, as an additional requirenent they then have to
participate in the 24/7 program

M5. MEADE related it would be the conmttee's call, and flagged
a concern regarding participants required do the 24/7 program
because it is duplicative of therapy in therapeutic court, and
that it would be difficult for the person to conply because they
are already doing a lot of therapy in therapeutic court. She
poi nted out that that same reasoning does not apply to those who
have successfully conpleted therapeutic court at sonme point in
t he past. She said the committee could decide to nake them go
to the 24/7 program for a period of tine to get their limted
I icense w thout over-burdening them because they would not be in
a therapeutic court programthat has a lot of time commtnents.

6:42: 09 PM

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN surm sed that in |ooking at paragraphs (5)
and (7) and possible anendnents, paragraph (5) is not
appropriate because ASAP is not for felons. Al though, paragraph
(7) may need review in terns of whether the commttee wants to
have that as an option and this nmay not be the wording that gets
the commttee there to nmake it an option. He said some of the
peopl e that have already conpleted the program or been involved
in therapeutic court wouldn't be in it at the tinme they received
their limted license. This particular |anguage is sonewhat too
narrow for giving flexibility on that, he said.

M5. MEADE agreed and advised that the people who have graduated
from therapeutic court wuniformy have not been in the 24/7
program  She described it as wordsmthing and she did not nean
to raise it as a big issue because she can work wth the
sponsors' offices, and that she has discussed sone of the snall
drafting issues. She said that is the way for a person to get
their limted Iicense.
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6:43: 20 PM

M5. MEADE turned to Sec. 84, [AS 28.15.181(f)(1)(B)(iii), page
51, lines 21-24], which read:

(1ii) has been granted limted |icense
privileges under AS 28.15.201(g) and has successfully

driven for three years wunder that limted I|icense
wi thout having the limted |license privil eges revoked;
and

M5. MEADE explained that if a person has had their limted
license for three years, the court can term nate the revocation

M5. MEADE turned to Sec. 91, [AS 28.35.030(0), page 56, lines 5-
28], and pointed out that the court doesn't actually deal in
driver's licenses so the court would prepare a ternination of

revocation but the person still has to go to DW to actually
receive their |icense back. She explained that Sec. 91 is a
subsection of the long DU statute, AS 28.35.030 and Sec. 91
that lays out how a person gets their |icense back. AS

28.35.030(n) reads that if a person is a felon their license is
permanent|ly revoked, and AS 28.35.030(0) is how the person can
get their permanently revoked I|icense back, which is a bit
conf usi ng. She pointed to AS 28.35.030(0)(1)(A), Sec. 91, page
56, lines 9-10, which read:

(A)[1] the license has been revoked for
a period of at |least 10 years;

M5. MEADE explained that, currently, under AS 28.35.030(0) a
person can get their license back after 10 years if there has
not been any other crimnal offenses, and the person can show
i nsur ance. She pointed to Sec. 91, [AS 28.35.030(0)(2), page
56, lines 14-28, which read:

(2) shall restore the driver's license if

(A) the person has been granted |linmted
license privileges wunder AS 28.15.201(g) and has
successfully driven under that limted I|icense for
three vyears wthout having the limted |icense
privil eges revoked;

(B) t he person has successful ly
conpleted a court-ordered treatnent program under AS
28. 35. 028;
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(C) the court previously term nated the
person's revocati on as provi ded in AS
28.15.181(f)(1)(B)

(D) the person has not been convicted
of a violation of AS 28.35.030 or 28.35.032 or a
simlar |l aw or ordi nance  of this or anot her
jurisdiction since the |license was revoked;

(E) the person's privilege to drive nmay
be restored as provided in AS 28.15.211; and

(F) the person provides proof of
financial responsibility.

M5. MEADE expl ai ned that the added | anguage |ays out how the DW
wWill restore a person's license fully.

6: 45: 48 PM

REPRESENTATI VE  KREI SS-TOWINS referred to  Sec. 91, [ AS
29.35.030(0), page 56, line 28, which read:

F the person provi des pr oof of
financial responsibility.

REPRESENTATI VE KREI SS-TOWINS then referred to Sec. 91, [AS
29.35.030(0), page 56, line 13, which read:

(© [(3)] the person provides proof of
financial responsibility;

REPRESENTATI VE KREI SS- TOWKI NS asked the rational e behind proving
financial responsibility for the person to have their |I|icense
back.

MS. MEADE related that that is the wording used in the statute
showi ng proof of car insurance. She explained that after a DU
it is sometines difficult and always expensive to obtain SR 22
i nsurance from an insurance conpany, and that DW has the
responsibility to check before issuing the limted |icense. She
described it as a policy call made previously.

6:46: 36 PM
CHAIR LEDOUX noted that if a person conpletes all of the

requirenents the DW shall restore a person's driver's l|icense.
She turned to Sec. 91 [AS 28.35.030(0)(2)(E), which read:
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(E) the person's privilege to drive nay
be restored as provided in AS 28.15.211; and

CHAIR LEDOUX pointed out that the |anguage reads "may be"
restored as opposed to "shall be" restored.

M5. MEADE referred to Sec. 91 [AS 28.35.030(0)(2), page 56, line
14, which read:

(2) shall restore driver's license if

M5. MEADE explained this is how the DW restores a driver's
license after a DU or refusal, and line 8, AS 28.35.030(0)(1),
whi ch read:

(1) may restore the driver's license if
M5. MEADE reiterated that the DW may restore a driver's license

if 10 years have passed and the person has not had any crimna
of f enses. She opined that the DW would not arbitrarily deny

soneone a |icense even though that is a "may." The drafter was
careful on line 14 to put "shall" restore the driver's I|icense
so there is no discretion, and the person who has junped through
t he hoops "shall"™ have their license restored by the DW.

6:47: 37 PM

CHAI R LEDOUX referred to line 26, subparagraph "(E) the person's
privilege to drive nay be restored as provided in AS 28.15.211;
and" so the "shall" be restored is on line 14, and "may be"
restored on |line 26.

M5. MEADE offered that it is an area in one of the neetings with
the DW that it decided should have |anguage adjusted. She
expl ai ned that subparagraph (E) is supposed to nean that the DW
is authorized to restore a person's privilege under these other
provi sions. Actually, she related, this brings up an issue that
nmeans a person cannot have any other revocations outstanding.
She pointed out that people in this category may have their
| icenses revoked for other reasons because by the tine a person
gets to a felony DU, perhaps they have points on their record
and a driving with license suspended or revoked. I n speaking
with the DW, she noted that sonme people have "stacked
revocations” into the future; therefore, those people may not be

eligible to get a license until 2025 because they have a bad
driving record. Subparagraph (E) reads, she said, that the
person's privilege to drive will only be restored under this
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limted license if they are eligible to have it restored and do
not have other tine to serve with a revoked |icense under other
provi sions of the DW | aws.

6: 49: 25 PM

REPRESENTATI VE M LLETT suggested that "may be eligible" mght be
a better phrase because people may have net the qualifications
in this bill, but not met the qualifications of other
revocations they have. She offered that this would tell the DW
that they can give the license back if all conditions are net,
and they have no other revocations.

CHAI R LEDOUX said she was questioning whether or not they can
get their |icense back despite their felony DU s. She asked the
commttee whether it wants to word it so a person can get their
license back even when they've had other driving violations.
She questioned whether it makes sense if the |anguage lets them
have their |icense back despite the fact that they now have
three DU's, but they did X, Y, and Z

6: 50: 40 PM

M5. MEADE advi sed that she spoke at length with the D vision of
Mot or Vehicles (DW) and they are on line to discuss it.

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN commented, it appears the left hand often
does not know what the right hand in government is doing wherein
sonmeone | ooks good on one side, and they may not | ook so good on
the other side [of governnment].

6:51: 35 PM

M5. THAM commented that the issue of stacked revocations was a
topic of discussion and that the departnent does have concerns
that while sonme people would be eligible under this provision to
termnate a felony revocation, that others, for the reasons
previously discussed, may not be eligible at that tinme but
possibly in the future.

CHAI R LEDOUX asked whether the DW has any thoughts one way or
the other whether it is going to be mandatory to give a license
back to sonmeone who has a felony DU, and whether the
| egi sl ature should keep them from getting their driver's |icense
because they have an excess of points perhaps resulting from a
DU convi cti on.
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M5. THAM responded that would be a policy call.

CHAI R LEDOUX commented that many things in this comnmttee are a
policy call.

6: 53: 19 PM

REPRESENTATI VE M LLETT asked Ms. Tham to walk the committee
t hrough stacked revocations that nay be in place in order to
under stand ot her discretionary policy changes.

M5. THAM of fered an exanple such as, soneone with a felony DU
but had an outstanding suspension for <child support, the
[failure to pay child support] would have to be renedied wth
child support in order to help the person becone eligible to
restore driving privileges.

CHAI R LEDOUX conmmented that it is probably easier to pay off
child support obligations if the person has a license to drive
to work.

M5. THAM noted that the DW is hopeful issues such as this can
incentivize people to neet the requirenments so they can be
eligible for driving privileges or to restore driving
privil eges.

6:55:17 PM

REPRESENTATI VE LYNN noted that there may be reasons why a person
is not paying child support such that they do not have the noney
to do so, and they need to have a car to get the noney. He
coormented that nost of the tine a person does not pay child
support because they are deadbeats, although sonetines people do
not pay child support because they really do not have the noney
and the | egislature needs to help them out.

REPRESENTATI VE M LLETT suggested that in working with the DW
that qualifications can be crafted offering a paynment plan for
soneone once they receive their driver's license and becone
gai nful ly enpl oyed.

CHAI R LEDOUX said she |ikes that idea.
REPRESENTATI VE M LLETT related that the point of this bill is to

get people back into society, out of beds within the Departnent
of Corrections, to be successful Al askans, and not give up on
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any one particular crinme. She described this as a shift in the
| egi sl ature's thinking.

CHAIR LEDOUX advised that Sean O Brien, Division of Public
Assistance, is next and wll discuss food stanps for drug
fel ons.

6: 57: 55 PM

SEAN O BRIEN, Director, Division of Public Assistance, said he
is available to answer questions relative to Sec. 148, and that
the Division of Public Assistance and the Departnent of Health
and Social Services support it.

[ Chair LeDoux passed the gavel to Representative Keller.]

REPRESENTATIVE LYNN referred to earlier questions about food
stanps and pointed out that people have to eat and they can't
afford it because they just got out of jail. He pointed out
that it appears obvious that well fed people don't steal as nuch
as people who are starving, and that this is just common sense
whi ch doesn't seemto be so comon.

MR. O BRIEN responded that he was not sure he understood the
guestion but offered that the same mssion that drives the
Division of Public Assistance to assist a variety of people to
beconme i ndependent and successful in Alaska is the same heart as
this bill. He explained, it is to help transition individuals
fromwhere they are to where they need to be, and in that sense,
it is comon sense, and the Division of Public Assistance offers
a variety of prograns to try to help Al askans successfully
transition. He opined that this is an exanple of that and the
answer to Representative Lynn's question is yes.

7:00: 49 PM

ALYSA  WOODEN, Program Coordi nat or, Division of Behaviora
Heal th, Departnment of Health and Social Services, said she is
avai |l abl e to answer questi ons.

7:01: 07 PM

The conmittee took a brief at ease.

[ Representative Kel |l er passed the gavel back to Chair LeDoux. ]

7:01:44 PM
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CHAI R LEDOUX asked Ms. Woden to explain the reentry program
such as, support and resources provided to individuals, and
further asked what the division's role would be in the reentry
program

M5. WOODEN explained that the division has had the anti-
reci di vi sm services contract since July 2015, and the social and
community supports provided by this contract range from housing,
enpl oynent substance abuse, and nent al health treatnent
referrals. Currently, she explained, this contract is dually
funded by the Departnent of Corrections and the Departnent of
Health and Social Services who then partners with a vendor
within the comunity to assist in reentry and assisting
i ndividuals in receiving the support they need.

CHAI R LEDOUX asked whet her she said they contract wwth a vendor.
M5. WOODEN answer ed yes.

CHAI R LEDOUX further asked whether it was just one vendor or a
nunber of vendors.

M5. WOODEN explained that Partners for Progress is the vendor
for the entire anti-recidivism services contract and they do
refer out to other providers within the community, specifically
for substance abuse and nental health treatnent.

7:03:21 PM

CHAI R LEDOUX asked her, and anyone in the public, to talk to the
commttee about Partners for Progress and what it does pursuant
to this grant.

M5. WOODEN responded that Partners for Progress (Partners) have
a (indisc.) center, and there may be confusion because they do
have funding outside this particular contract. Al t hough, for
this specific contract the supports and deliverables they are
specifically working with are primarily focused on housing,
enpl oyment, substance abuse, nental health treatnment referrals,
and other support services which include everything from bus
passes to clothing vouchers. She offered that the majority of
referrals the division receives for this contract are from the
Departnment of Corrections and they woirk closely wth the
departnment to utilize the risk assessnent for this particular
contract. The risk assessnent is the Level of Service Inventory
- Revised (LSI-R) and it helps to neasure the likelihood of
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(indisc.) crimnogenic needs. The vendor is able to tailor
their case managenent process toward the |evel of needs of the
offender in addition to the risk assessnment. She expl ai ned that
when discussing this contract the discussion is the vendor
Partners for Progress, as well as the Departnent of Corrections,
and the Departnment of Health and Social Services, as well as
ot her departnments who have hel ped, such as Departnment of Labor &
Wor kf or ce Devel opnent for the enpl oynent piece.

7:05:18 PM

CHAI R LEDOUX related that she has been to Partners for Progress
and expressed that it is a great program and asked how things
will change within their programonce the bill has passed.

M5. WOODEN replied that she does not know in particular, but a
lot of the changes do affect the Departnent of Corrections.
I nterestingly, she said, many of the changes, especially when it
cones to reentry, do seem to go along with what Partners for
Progress is already doing. For instance, 90 days before soneone
is released from prison, it ensures the inmate has
identification and a plan. She related that this is helpful to
the contract because it encourages conmunication between the

Department of Corrections and Partners for Progress. She
remarked that she is not sure what it wll look like in the
future.

CHAIR LEDOUX said she is interested in the role Partners for
Progress might play in the future, and asked that soneone get
back to the commttee with the information.

7:06: 33 PM

M5. ABBOIT noted there are nunerous other services that Partners
for Progress is able to provide through partnerships, such as
job placenent resources, housing placenent and others. She
opi ned that Partners for Progress resources could be
transitioned into other hel pful services.

CHAI R LEDOQUX asked her to expl ain.

M5. ABBOIT responded that the Anchorage Reentry Center through
Nine Star helps with job skills, GEDs, and increased services
for housing. At this point it is a fairly snmall operation and
it could provide substantially nore if it were able to shift
sonme things that are happening during the incarceration period,
she sai d.
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7:08: 07 PM
CHAI R LEDOUX asked when the services for partnership ends.

M5. ABBOIT asked whether she neant through the contract they are
wor king with or through grant funding.

CHAI R LEDOUX answered no, and offered the scenario of soneone
rel eased from prison and Partners for Progress helps them at
what point does the person |eave the nest and becone totally
i ndependent .

M5. ABBOIT opined that they could speak wth Partners for
Progress as to when it mght cease assistance, but further

opined that it wll help someone reenter until the person has
found housing and a job. At that point, she said, the mssion
of Partners for Progress is finished, but she will get a nore

t hor ough answer.

CHAIR LEDOUX suggested bringing Janet MCabe or Kathleen
McLaughlin to the conmttee to explain exactly what Partners for
Progress does now and how they envision its role changing after
the bill has passed.

MS. ABBOTT offered that they are scheduled for later this week.
7:10: 04 PM

REPRESENTATI VE KREI SS- TOWKI NS referred to Sec. 139, the prisoner
reentry provision and noted there may be a drafting error with
the statutory citation which can easily be fixed. He remarked
that there is a lot of potential to assist in reentry and help
i nmat es becone productive nenbers of society after spending
their tinme in prison and rehabilitation. At risk of going down
a political rabbit hole, he asked, in addition to identification
and other basic needs, whether health care is another
consi derati on. He opined that nost people com ng out of prison
don't have ready access to health care but would be Medicaid
eligible, and whether nedical resources orientation to the
health care system would be sonething the commttee nay want to
consi der.

M5. ABBOIT opined that it 1is not sonething the conmm ssion

considered, and deferred to the comm ssioners in the room or
onli ne.
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CHAI R LEDOUX expressed that it nakes a lot of sense to give
prisoners an orientation as to options that may be avail able, be
it Medicaid enrollnment, community clinics, or whatever.

7:12: 18 PM

REPRESENTATI VE M LLETT opined that is a fair assessnent and
noted there are opportunities wthout junmping straight to
Medi cai d, such as nei ghborhood health clinics, free clinics for
people eligible for Indian health services.

CHAIR LEDOUX related that the state should identify all of the
options available for reentry, such as Tribal health, conmunity
heal th, and/or Veterans benefits, wthout the state taking the
phi | osophy that maybe they shouldn't have Medicaid, it is out
there and it should be identified.

REPRESENTATI VE M LLETT opi ned that is sonething Janet McCabe can
speak to as part of its reentry programin getting the rel eased
inmates health care, support and various groups, and the things
Partners for Progress takes care of. She said it is not
necessarily a statute call but it is part of sonething that
shoul d be consi dered during reentry.

7:14:19 PM

CHAI R LEDOUX noted that Representative MIllett may be correct
and she referred to AS 30.30.095, Duties of the comm ssioner
before rel ease of prisoner.

REPRESENTATI VE M LLETT said in reading through the long list of
duties, it discusses treatnent, residency, enploynment, and
counsel i ng servi ces.

CHAI R LEDOUX agreed, and advised Representative Kreiss-Tonkins
that with housing, enploynent, and treatnment that probably
covers it.

7:15.:01 PM

REPRESENTATI VE KREI SS- TOWINS comented that there is the
potential to end the negative feedback that seens to exist, and
he is looking forward to hearing from the Departnent of Labor &
Wirk Force Devel opnent later this week.

7:15:32 PM
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REPRESENTATI VE KELLER related that nmany things have to be
devel oped here and he referred to Community Resource Centers
(CRC) and the responsibility of their contracts they have and
the possibilities for that. He pointed out that this falls on
t he conmm ssioner and the Departnent of Corrections to work magic
over the next year or two, and it can't all be defined in
statute and [the |egislature] cannot continue to |ook the other
way.

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN commented that in reading HB 205, Sec.
139, pages 84-85, and the question of subparagraph (B) comunity
resources available for housing, enploynent, and treatnent. He
said that nost of the discussion is treatnent, which tends to be
drug and al cohol treatnent, and whether nedical care should be
added to the list of resources available which is different from
treatment, and then said he did not know whether treatnent
necessarily includes nedical care.

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN referred to the suspended inposition of
sentence versus the new option, and asked Ms. Kaci Schroeder the
perspective of the Departnment of Law as to whether the state is
noving away from the suspended inposition of sentence, which
conmes with a conviction that is set aside. He asked whether the
state is noving to the new nodel which would be a finding of
guilt, no sentence inposed, wth a period of tinme on probation

and at the conclusion of probation if the person has conplied
there is never a conviction.

7:17:52 PM

KACI SCHROEDER, Assistant Attorney General, Crimnal D vision,
Legal Services Section, Departnent of Law, said the suspended
inmposition of sentence (SIS) statute was not repealed for a
purpose, and opined that the suspended entry of judgnent (SEJ)

is another tool in the toolbox that is appropriate for sone
def endant s. The suspended inposition of sentence (SIS) would
still have nerits for other defendants, which depends upon the
negotiations between the defense and prosecution. She

reiterated that the Departnent of Law sees it as another tool in
t he t ool box.

REPRESENTATI VE CLAMAN asked whether she anticipates the SEJ
woul d be used nore than the SIS, or whet her she knows.

M5. SCHROEDER responded that it is difficult to know because

this is a new section of law and it does require an agreenent
between the defense and prosecution, which is not necessarily
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true for the SIS. Therefore, it is difficult to know how often
it would be used and, she opined, defendants would probably
request an SEJ nore often than an SIS due to the set aside, and
the SIS has been identified as bei ng sonewhat probl enmatic.

7:19: 05 PM

CHAI R LEDOUX asked whether, at any tine, a suspended inposition
of sentence was successfully conpleted wherein a person could
tell a prospective enployer they have never been convicted of a
fel ony.

M5. SCHROEDER acknow edged that she did not know the |egislative
history of the SIS, but suspects that that was part of the
consi derati on. She opined that the intent was to (indisc.) the
col |l ateral consequences associated with a conviction. However,
the conviction is actually entered and is set aside, and she
believes people in the civil world do not understand what "set
asi de" neans. Under nost circunstances, prosecutors are not
able to use that as a prior conviction and, she opined, there
are civil areas where collateral consequences nmay not have been
anti ci pat ed.

7:20:17 PM

CHAIR LEDOUX recalled that 25 years ago, Kodiak judges told
defendants if they had an SIS and had successfully conpleted the
terms, they would be able to tell a prospective enployers they
had not been convicted of a felony. She said this [provision]
actually conmes as a surprise that they are not able to do that.

M5. SCHRCEDER opined, that is true for many defendants who
expected to have less collateral consequences. It conmes as a
surprise when they have to report their experiences and are
unabl e to get things such as |icenses.

[ HB 205 was hel d over.]

7:21:32 PM

ADJ OQURNNMENT

There being no further business before the commttee, the House
Judiciary Standing Conmittee neeting was adjourned at 7:21 p. m
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