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ACTI ON NARRATI VE
1: 03: 26 PM

CHAI R MATT CLAMAN called the House Judiciary Standing Conmittee
neeting to order at 1:03 p.m Representatives C anman, Fansler,
East man, Kopp, and LeDoux were present at the call to order.
Representatives Kreiss-Tonkins and Reinbold arrived as the
meeti ng was in progress.

CONFI RVATI ON HEARI N S) :
Al aska Public O fices Conm ssion

1: 04: 09 PM

CHAI R CLAMAN announced that the first order of business is a
confirmation hearing for the Alaska Public Ofices Conm ssion,
Adam Schwem ey and Robert Cdift.

CHAI R CLAVAN opened invited testinony.
1:04: 28 PM

ADAM SCHWEM.Y, Appointee, said he is a lifelong Al askan, has a
background in fire and energency services, and is currently
wor ki ng as a nedical assistant in Anchorage. He offered that he
has al ways been interested in the political process and deci ded
it was time to get nore involved by taking a hands on approach
and getting sone experience under his belt.

1: 05: 37 PM
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ROBERT CLI FT, Appointee, said he is retired, has lived in Al aska
since 1979, and nuch of that time was spent in Bush Al aska as a
school adm nistrator. He stated that the Alaska Public Ofices
Commi ssion is an area that lends itself to being a watchdog by
ensuring that the public sees the election process as
legitimate, and that the candidates, |obbyists, and others are
transparent .

CHAI R CLAMVAN cl osed invited testinony.
1: 07: 08 PM

REPRESENTATI VE KOPP asked M. dift what he sees as his
i ndi vidual responsibility as a nenber of the comm ssion, and
whet her there was anything he would like to acconplish by being
on the comm ssi on.

MR. CLIFT responded that his interest is ensuring that the
process is transparent because the public has a right to know
the financial interests of |obbyists, people seeking election,
and elected public officials. Wiil e nost people won't bother
thensel ves to "check that out," some wll. He related that it
is inportant for the process to be transparent, that the
statutes followed, and in the event there are anbiguities in the
statutes, the commssion would nmake recomendations to the

| egislature for correction. Secondly, he explained, the
commi ssion adjudicates requests for rehearing of fines, or
what ever . Hi s personal goal is to try to bring conmon sense to

the process, and at the sanme tinme be fair to the people who have
fallen afoul, he said.

REPRESENTATI VE KOPP asked M. Schwemey what his role as a
conm ssi on menber would be, and whether he has a special reason
for wanting to serve on the conm ssion.

MR. CLIFT explained that his responsibility is to speak to, and
encourage, the public's confidence in the process, especially
when it conmes to financial transparency. He related that his
personal interest is nostly with regard to |obbyists and show ng
where the noney cones fromand how it is spent. The public does
not have mnuch confidence when it conmes to |obbyists, which
includes the public's perception about the influence of
| obbyi sts over the |egislature. He said he would like get the
financial information out to the public to encourage the belief
that the whole process is not corrupt with backroom deal s.

1:11: 34 PM
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REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN asked M. dift, as a conm ssion nenber,
whet her he would be able to look out for the little guy, and
di stingui sh between conplaints that have a negative inpact on
the public versus spurious conplaints that attenpt to "hem
peopl e up for technical violations of rul es?"

MR. CLIFT answered in the affirmative, and comrented that his
concern is nore with the individuals than the (indisc.) specia
i nterests groups. He related that he attended a commi ssion
nmeeting and noted that one case could be considered "the little
guy." The entire comm ssion cane to the conclusion that nost of
the allegations were spurious and arrived at "a happy outcone.”
He said he can be inpartial.

1:13:54 PM
REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN asked M. Schwem ey the sane questi on.

MR. SCHVWEM.Y replied that he could be inpartial and that he
doesn't really care about political affiliation because he tends
to look at the individual, the actual issue of the conplaint,
and take it at face val ue.

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN comented to anyone serving on this
commission to recognize there are a whole host of technical
rules, and in his opinion do not appear to have been designed
with a first-time candidate with limted to zero staff resources
in mnd. Also, he said, with the decisions the comm ssion nakes
and the precedents it sets, the comm ssion can either nake it
easier to run for office in this state as a new candidate or
make it virtually inpossible.

REPRESENTATI VE FANSLER t hanked both M. dift and M. Schwemnl ey
for putting thenselves out there to serve in a public nmanner.

1:15:58 PM

REPRESENTATI VE FANSLER advi sed that the House Judiciary Standing
Commttee reviewed the qualifications of the governor's
appoi ntees and reconmends that the follow ng nanes be forwarded
to a joint session of the Senate and House of Representatives
for consideration: Adam Schwem ey and Robert Cdift to the Al aska
Public Ofices Comm ssion. This does not reflect intent by any
of the nmenmbers to vote for or against these individuals during
any further sessions for the purposes of confirmation.
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HB 20- SOLEMNI ZE MARRI AGE:  ELECTED OFFI CI ALS

1:16: 42 PM

CHAI R CLAMAN announced that the final order of business would be
HOUSE BILL NO 20, "An Act relating to marriage sol emi zation
and authorizing elected public officials in the state to
sol emmi ze marri ages. "

Chair C aman advised he is the sponsor of HB 20, and passed the
gavel to Vice-Chair Fansler.

1:17:19 PM

CHAIR CLAMAN noved to adopt conmittee substitute to HB 20,
Ver si on 30-LS0242\J as the working docunent.

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN obj ect ed for discussion.
1:18: 11 PM

CHAIR CLAMAN explained that the House State Affairs Standing
Commttee adopted an anendnent clarifying the ability for a
public official to decline to solemize a marriage, and the
adopted committee substitute offers a slight nodification of
t hat | anguage.

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN noted that the <conmttee had been
reviewing the original draft from the House State Affairs
Standing Conmttee [Version D], and that anendnents were
prepared based upon Version D. He suggested keeping Version D
in front of the commttee based upon the previously drafted
amendnent s. He noted that the |language in Version J, [page 2,
line 3] states that "a public official may refuse to sol emmize a
marriage for any reason,” with additional reasons listed after
that and it was confusing to him For clarity, he opined it
should sinmply be left at "for any reason period."

1: 20: 04 PM

REPRESENTATI VE KOPP agreed, and said there should be a period
inserted after "for any reason.” He said he could see a public
official refusing because the public official may have persona
history with one or other, or be aware of other inconpatibility
i ssues, and such. In the event the provision spells out
specific reasons, as this bill progresses he could see nore
peopl e addi ng nore reasons spelled out.
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CHAI R CLAMAN pointed out that the committee is not debating what
the bill should Iook like, this discussion is to whether Version
J shoul d be adopted. He rem nded the conmittee that Version J
had been circulated several days ago to the entire commttee,
with the thought that folks seeking an amendnent would use
Version J as their requested anendnent.

1: 21: 34 PM

VICE CHAIR FANSLER advised that any anendnents drawn up on
Version D would be run by Legislative Legal and Research
Services and it has the ability to conform those anmendnents into
Ver si on D

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN wi t hdrew hi s objection to Version J.

VI CE CHAI R FANSLER noted that there being no objection, Version
J was before the commttee.

1:22: 22 PM

CHAI R CLAMAN offered an opening statenment as follows [origina
punct uation provided]:

Good afternoon. For the record ny nanme is Matt C anan,
Al aska State Representative for House District 21 in
West Anchorage. | would like to thank you all for
heari ng House Bill 20 today.

First, in financially challenging tines |like we face
today, |I'm rem nded that part of our role as elected
governnent officials is to reduce red tape and nmake
government accessible to the public. In introducing
this bill 1'd like to make nmarriage nore easily
accessible. This bill wll allow couples to have their

marri ages solemized directly by elected officials. It
allows us to be the friendly face of government while
providing a wuser-friendly service to the public.
Finally, being able to perform a nmarriage would be a
privilege and we wuld be fortunate to have the
opportunity.

Wth that, | wll turn it over to ny staff nenber,
Sara Perman, to explain the bill to you further
1:23: 07 PM
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SARAH PERMAN, Staff, Representative Mttt C anan, Alaska State
Legi slature, offered a sectional analysis as follows [original
punct uation provided]:

For the record, ny nane is Sara Perman, aide to
Representative C aman. Thank you to the commttee for
heari ng House Bill 20 today.

As a great 80s classic quotes: “Marriage. Marriage is
what brings us together today.” House Bill 20 anmends
the Al aska Marriage Code to add |anguage that allows
for marriages to be solemized by elective officials
of the state of Al aska.

Section 1 anends Al aska Statute 25.05.261(a) relating
to who nmay solemize a marriage. Currently the statute
only allows for marriage sol emi zati on by

. a mnister, pri est, r abbi , or comm ssi oned
officer of the Salvation Arny, or by the principal
of ficer or el der of recogni zed chur ches or

congregati ons,

. a marriage conmmi ssioner or judicial officer,
. or before or in any religious organization or
congregation House Bill 20 adds |anguage to include

“an individual holding an elective public office in
the state; an individual holding an elective public
office in the state nay refuse to sol emmize a marriage
for any reason, including for reasons of religious
scrupl e or conscience”.

Section 2 (AS 25.05.281) is anmended to include
| anguage that reads that marriages solemized by
el ective officials are considered valid.

The purpose of the bill is to nake marriage accessible
to all Alaskan’s. W recognize that marriage opens
doors for people. There are over 1,100 places in
federal laws and prograns where being narried nakes a
difference, such as providing access to health care
for one’'s spouse or having eligibility for famly
nmedi cal | eave. Frankly, we believe that this bill is a
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famly-first bill that allows people to receive
greater benefits that are good for all Al askans.

Addi tionally
. HB 20 also allows elected officials to be good
stewards of governnent. It allows elective officials

to interact on a one-on-one basis with constituents
providing a service that has a lasting inpact on
constituents’ |ives.

. Wereas couples can currently have anyone
solemize a marriage through a Marriage Conm ssioner
Appoi ntrment, there is a $25 fee and the process can be
time consumng. Having an elected official available
provides a sinplified cost-free outlet.

. This anmendnent nmay also apply to couples who may
not be affiliated wth a particular religious
organi zation. They would be able to have an elected
official perform their wedding w thout having to go
through the process of arranging for a narriage
conmmi ssi oner appoi nt ment .

. In smaller towns or rural areas with limted
resources- this change provides one nore outlet for
marri age sol emi zation. For exanple, if a couple in a
renote Al askan village are set to be married and the

m ni ster becones ill, the mayor could step in on short
noti ce.

Wth that, 1'Il note that the Departnent of Health and
Social Services has assigned a zero fiscal note to
this bill. This bill also nay renove a financial cost

to citizens who would otherwi se pay $25 for a Marriage
Comm ssi oner Appoi nt nent .

Wth that M. Chair, | would be happy to answer any
guestions the conmittee may have.

1: 26: 17 PM

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN said there does not appear to be a
conpelling reason to require Alaskans to pay a $25 charge to be
married by an elected official, and asked whether there would be
a $25 charge under other circunstances. He related that he
cannot see why public officials would "be on a pedestal" or
treated any better or differently than anyone else, and be
exenpt fromthe $25 fee other people are required to pay.
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CHAI R CLAMAN responded that the people getting nmarried pay the
$25 fee, and this is an effort to nake it easier for those who
prefer to get married in that fashion. There is a long
tradition of having certain individuals authorized to perform
marriages in light of religious figures, and under nmaritine |aw,
captains on ships have the authority at sea to perform

marri ages. The country has always recognized that everyone is
not authorized to solemize marriage, and people have nade
choi ces about having sonme limts. This, he explained, is an

effort to have folks, recognized as public officials, perform
t he cerenony.

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN commented that the bill is about making
marri age easier to acconplish, and in current statute and this
bill, it doesn't change the fact that any Al askan can go to a
courthouse and becone a marriage conmm ssioner. He rel ated that
he still doesn't see the reason for requiring soneone to go
through the extra overhead and expense of beconming a marriage
comm ssioner if that statute says that anyone can perform the
marri age anyway. He comented that the commttee should just
recogni ze that anyone can perform the marriage and they don't
need the governnment giving them a piece of paper saying they are
a nmarriage comm ssioner because the state is not vetting,
filtering, or requiring training. He said he is not convinced
the state shoul d charge anyone any noney.

VICE CHAIR FANSLER asked that he save his coments for the
di scussi on.

1: 30: 23 PM

REPRESENTATI VE KOPP said he appreciates the spirit of the
anendnent in the House State Affairs Standing Commttee about
giving permssive |anguage, and certainly it does honor the
conscience of being an elected official. He asked whether the
sponsor would be willing to extend that perm ssive |anguage to
| eaders of recogni zed churches and their congregations.

CHAI R CLAMAN opined that [AS 25.05.261(a)] paragraphs (1) and
(3) in statute are both areas he would be wlling to add
Representati ve Kopp's suggestion into the group, even though the
constitution al ready provides those protections.

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX asked that she be allowed to dialogue with

Representative Eastnman in the spirit of this being the G uenberg
Room and stated that Representative Eastman nade good points
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but, she explained, "you can't do everything in one bill" and
this bill is about allowing elected officials to solemize a
marri age. She pointed out that Representative Eastman 1is
wel come to draft another bill wherein his suggestions would be
solved and offered the expression that a legislator can't
"Christnmas Tree" everything onto one bill or it would be a big
and long bill.

REPRESENTATI VE REI NBOLD conmmented that the cost of drafting a
bi |l is approximately $1,000-$2,000 and this is about
streamining the process. She said it is germane for
Representative Eastman to discuss this in this bill.

1: 33: 45- PM

REPRESENTATI VE KREI SS- TOWKI NS asked the process when the average
Al askan obtains the marriage comm ssioner certificate besides
the $25 fee.

CHAIR CLAMAN replied the person fills out a form at the
court house, pays the fee, and receives a paper certificate valid
for 24-hours, for a particular day to perform a cerenony. He
said he was unsure whether the process could be done online.

1: 35: 20 PM

NANCY MEADE, Ceneral Counsel, Administrative Staff, Ofice of
the Adm nistrative Director, Alaska Court System said she was
avai |l abl e for questions.

REPRESENTATI VE KREI SS- TOWKI NS asked whether an application to
become a marriage conm ssioner could be done online, and the
logic behind having a marriage conmm ssioner, and having a
l[imted class of people allowed to sol emize marri ages.

1: 36: 06 PM

M5. MEADE advi sed that she was unfamiliar with the history as to
why individual Al askans can becone nmarriage comm SsSioners.
Al t hough, she said she has the sense, from personal history,
that individuals cannot sinply go to the <court and be
comm ssioned to be an officiant in sonmeone else's marriage. To
her know edge that ability is not in every state. As to the
application process, people nust go to the courthouse because
the court system does not have the ability to accept online
requests. She continued that people go to the courthouse,
conplete the application, pay the $25 filing fee which goes to
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the general fund, and the person's conmission is limted in
time.

1:37:17 PM

REPRESENTATI VE KREI SS- TOWKI NS asked the sponsor to explain the
ori gi nal rationale behind |I|imting solemizing solely to
religious and spiritual officials.

CHAI R CLAMAN opined that it was the sanme as the prior answer,
this country's tradition hasn't gotten to the point where it
wants to say that everyone can solemmize a nmarriage. Pr obabl vy,
he opined, in the early days of this country the only people
solemizing marriages were religious officials, and then sonmeone
pr obabl y sai d t hey didn't bel ong to t hat particul ar
organi zation, and in small communities that may have led to
justices of the peace. There has been sonme interest in having
some limts on the group of people that can solemize a
marri age. Consistent with Representative LeDoux's comment, he
remarked that this effort was sinply to try to make it a little
easier for people to ask a public official they like to
solemize the marriage, thereby taking one step out of the
process.

1: 40: 01 PM

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX surm sed that Alaska does not let just
anyone solemize a marriage, although, through the nmarriage
commi ssioners isn't the state really letting just anyone
sol emize a nmarriage. She asked whether there are any
limtations on who can be a marri age conm ssi oner.

CHAI R CLAMAN replied that he doesn't believe so, if anything it
is probably there to keep a record of those performng that
function, in the sane sense, the state only allows courts to
perform divorces and the rationale is to know who is actually
doing it.

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX noted that while she understands that one
needs to keep a record of the marriage, what is the rationale
for the requirenent that individual's nmust get the governnent's
perm ssion in order to get marri ed.

1:42: 01 PM

CHAIR CLAMAN said the best answer he can offer is that the
process of undoing a marriage is one in which the state does
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give that authority to courts. The notion that the state would
go to a non-governnent nonitored process of ending narriages
woul d suggest that the governnent should at |east have sone
mnor role in being able to certify that the marriage neets al
of the requirenents. He recalled that Representative LeDoux and
he were once involved in a case in which one of the questions
was [the date] in which the individuals were actually married.
Since the court is involved in ending that union, at |east at
the mninmum level, the governnent needs to be involved in
certifying when the day occurred. He related there is a
di fferent question about how broad to open it up for people to
sign certificates stating that the couple is now married. That
is not the intent of this bill, it is to just slightly expand
t he group, he expl ai ned.

1: 44: 06 PM

REPRESENTATI VE KOPP said there has al ways been concern about who
can solemize a marriage in the law, and the state hold marriage
in high regard because it attaches a host of benefits to married
coupl es. He explained that the form a marriage conmm ssioner
fills out is there for the courts to track who it is vesting
authority in, on behalf of the State of Al aska, to solemize
marri age because the state does see it as profoundly inportant.

1:46: 08 PM

REPRESENTATI VE REI NBOLD expl ai ned that thousands of years ago a
ot of the laws around marri age were established, and many |aws

based on biblical principles. She said that the Bible defines
marriage as between one man and one wonan of which the
Constitution of the State of Alaska still states, and public

officials swear to uphold that constitution. She expressed that
she refuses to redefine marriage based on sone m sqguided
reinterpretations of Anerican society and she will not yield to
the opinion of a handful of judges. This bill expands the
conversation, and she appreciates the exenption, but if she
receives an exenption, every public official should have that
exenpti on. She stated that this opens up an inportant
di scussi on.

1: 47: 50 PM
VICE CHAIR FANSLER pointed out that nenbers have taken an

i ndul gence to have a little cross talk, and asked that the
menbers focus on questions specifically for the bill sponsor.
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REPRESENTATI VE FANSLER opened public testinony on HB 20.
1:48: 38 PM

TRI STAN WALSH, Al askans for Equality, voiced his support for HB
20, because it give many people in Al aska the chance to ask
sonmeone they know [to solemmize a marriage], such as a public
official in rural Al aska. He commented that it is another way
they can celebrate the bond of marriage and not worry about
going through a lot of hoops to have sonmeone perform their
marri age.

VI CE CHAI R FANSLER, after ascertaining no one w shed to testify,
cl osed public testinony on HB 20.

REPRESENTATI VE FANSLER noved the conmittee to anendnents, and
pointed out that nobst of the anmendnents are based on Version D
rather than Version J, the commttee's working docunent. He
noted that Legislative Legal and Research Services has been
given authority to conform the anmendnents to the appropriate
version of the bill should any amendnents be adopt ed.

1: 50: 58 PM

REPRESENTATI VE KOPP noved to adopt Amendnent 1, Version 30-
LS0242\J. 1 which read as foll ows:

Page 2, lines 1 - 4:
Delete all material and insert:
"(4) by an individual holding an elective
public office in the state.
* Sec. 2. AS 25.05.261 is anended by adding a new
subsection to read:

(c) Nothing in this section creates or inplies a
duty on a person authorized to solemize a narriage
under (a)(1), (3), or (4) of this section to solemize
a marriage."

Renunber the followi ng bill section accordingly.
CHAI R CLAVAN obj ected for purposes of discussion.
1: 51: 18 PM
REPRESENTATI VE KOPP explained that in the sanme spirit as the

anendnent adopted in the House State Affairs Standing Commttee,
this amendnent incorporates that amendnent and extends the
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perm ssive | anguage. He referred to [AS 25.05.261(a) Version D
page 1, lines 5-9,] as foll ows:

(a) Marriages may be sol emi zed

(1) by a mnister, priest, or rabbi of any
church or congregation in the state, or by a
commi ssioned officer of the Salvation Army, or by the
principal officer or elder of recognized churches or
congregations that traditionally do not have regular
mnisters, priests, or rabbis, anywhere wthin the
st at e;

REPRESENTATI VE KOPP referred to [AS 25.05.261(a)(3), page 1,
lines 12-14, which read as foll ows:

(3) before or in any religious organization
or congregation according to the establish ritual or
form comonly practiced in the organization or
congregation; or

REPRESENTATI VE KOPP said "and then elected officials.” He
referred to "all three of those" and explained that the
authorization in the law to solemize a marriage would not inply
a duty on those persons to solemize a nmarriage. He further

explained that it includes elected officials and it includes the
same "protection of conscience” to the spiritual |eaders of the
various faith comunities and its congregations.

CHAI R CLAMAN wi t hdrew hi s objection.
1:53: 06 PM

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN obj ected for purposes of discussion. He
suggested it would be effective to take one anendnent at a tine
and treat each on its nerits.

VICE CHAIR FANSLER advised that the intention of the commttee
is to act on one amendnent at a tine.

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN rmaintained his objection and invited
ot her nmenbers to "chinme in first."

1:53: 57 PM
REPRESENTATI VE REINBOLD noted that judges were left off of

Amendnent 1, and offered a friendly anendnent to include judges
because all public officials should be allowed an exenption.
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REPRESENTATI VE KOPP advised that he was not open to that
friendly anendnent because after neeting wth several judges at
each level of the judiciary, the counsel he received was that
Al aska's judges al nost never perform marriages and it is really
not an issue. Al t hough, he offered, if it becones a problem
where they feel their professional conscience was being tranpled
on, they could let the legislature know that they would |ike an
exenption. He acknow edged that it is a friendly anmendnment, but
his fear was that the bill ultimately would not pass because of
the fight over the judiciary, thereby, not extending the
intended protection to the faith communities and faith | eaders.
At this time, he related, his main concern is that Alaska's
churches and religious |eaders cannot be conpelled to sol emize
marri age outside of their faith tradition

1: 56: 18 PM

NANCY NMEADE, General Counsel, Admnistrative Staff, Ofice of
the Adm nistrative Director, Alaska Court System noted that as

Representative Kopp nentioned, adding the [|anguage that
"judicial officers could be excused for certain marriages"” could
be problematic. The reason being, she explained, their

interpretation of the judicial cannon is that judges nust take
anything that cones before them in the course of their duties.
Judges would not, by their ethical guidelines, be able to not
perform marriages for certain people unless the judge opts to
not perform any nmarriages. Therefore, by including in the
statute that a judicial officer would not be required, would
present a conflict of what has been determined to be the case
for judicial officers, she offered.

1:57: 25 PM

VI CE CHAIR FANSLER noted that Representative Reinbold offered a
friendly amendnent and asked whether she would like to make it a
formal [Conceptual] Anendnment 1 to Amendnent 1.

REPRESENTATI VE REI NBOLD noved to adopt [Conceptual] Anmendnment 1
to Amendnent 1, [page 1, line 6 of Amendnment 1] to include the
Al aska Court System with the religious exenption, which would
include (a)(1) through (4), line 6 of Amendnment 1. She
explained that the Alaska Court System is an entire branch of
government and it is sticky nmatter when a conplete branch of
government is excluded. She voiced that the legislature and the
executive branch receive that exenption and the judiciary branch
needs the right to refuse and the right of protection of
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conscience as well. She stated there has been mschief at the
court in redefining marriage and not even going through the
peopl e, she remarked, and the courts need to be protected as
wel | .

CHAIR CLAMAN objected to [Conceptual] Anendnent 1 to Amendnent
1

1: 59: 06 PM

VICE CHAIR FANSLER stated t hat hi s under st andi ng of
Representative Reinbold s anmendnent was that [AS 25.05.61(c),
page 1, lines 5-6 of Anendnent 1], [Conceptual] Amendnent 1 to
Amendnent 1 woul d read as foll ows:

(c) Nothing in this section creates or
inplies a duty on a person authorized to solemize a
marriage under (a)(1), (2), (3), or (4) of this
section to solemize a marri age.

REPRESENTATI VE REI NBOLD said "That is correct."”
1:59: 44 PM

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN stated that in dealing wth this
anendnent the conmttee is not taking each anendnent on its
nmerits as previously agreed, and explained that he prepared a
separate anendnent that does exactly what Representati ve
Rei nbold is attenpting to do. In recogni zing there are various
degrees by which this issue can be addressed in different
amendnents, he requested that Representative Reinbold wthdraw
[ Conceptual] Anmendnment 1 to Anendnent 1 solely because he
prepared a specific anmendnent regarding this exact issue.

2:00:49 PM
The committee took an at-ease from2:00 p.m to 2:02 p. m
2:02:50 PM

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN identified that he was previously
referring to Amendnent 3, and that it is an outgrowh of his
conversation with Representative Kopp in dealing with whether or
not to specifically exclude judicial officers and nmarriage
comm ssioners fromthis protection. Amendnent 3 would treat the
judiciary the same as everyone el se in subsection (c), he said.
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VI CE CHAI R FANSLER noted there was a request that Representative
Rei nbold w thdraw [Conceptual] Amendnent 1 to Amendnent 1 and
asked whet her she wi shes to continue wth [Conceptual] Amendnent
1

REPRESENTATI VE REINBOLD stated that this is inportant and that
it is much easier and clearer to do it right here because all it
does is add paragraph (2). She then agreed to wthdraw
[ Conceptual] Amendnment 1 to Amendnent 1, but stressed that she
wants to ensure that paragraph (2)'s specific |anguage is
i ncluded in Arendnent 3.

2:04:10 PM

VICE CHAIR FANSLER said that [Conceptual] Anmendnent 1 to
Amendnent 1 has been withdrawn. He asked for further discussion
on Amendnent 1, which refers to solely to paragraphs (a)(1),
(3), and (4).

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX offered that Anmendnent 1 basically changes
the language in Version J, [page 2, lines 1-4] which read as
fol |l ows:

(4 by an individual holding an elective
public office in the state; an individual holding an
el ective public office in the state may refuse to
solemize a mnmarriage for any reason, including for
reasons of religious scruple or conscience.

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX poi nted out that Anmendnent 1 scrubbed that
| anguage out, but the |anguage "religious scruple” should be
i ncluded to avoid any suggestion that religious scruple wouldn't
be an appropriate reason for deciding not to solemize a
marri age.

2:06: 11 PM

REPRESENTATI VE KOPP of fered that Amendnent 1 appears to be clear
on its face that when tal king about religious |eaders and their
congregations, that would be a reason that they would refuse
He said "it's Ilike double speak."” He explained that this
anendnent sinply says they are authorized to solemize, but
those institutions have no duty to solemize. Therefore, if you
want to extend for reasons of religious scruple or conscience,
the anendnent is clear on its face that that is the reason they
are doing it. As far as elected officials, when it says they
have no duty, they cannot do it for any reason because it is
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"any and all reasons.” Al so, he conmmented, those specific words

will invite a ot of vigorous and robust discussion as this bil
works its way through the process, and those words are
fundanmentally inplied in Anendnment 1. He opined that that

| anguage will actually harmthe bill.

REPRESENTATI VE KOPP continued that he believes that Nancy Meade,
Al aska Court System said that a judge can just decide not to
perform marriages and it is not considered an ethical violation
He stated that he was unsure whether he was restating Ms. Meade
correctly.

VICE CHAIR FANSLER said his office would contact M. Made to
call in.

2:08: 41 PM

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX advised that she does not want her
suggestion to be an unfriendly [conceptual] anendnent, but her
t houghts are that "what this inplies is, | think, that you can
refuse to authorize a marriage for any |[egal reason.”
Certainly, she pointed out, this wouldn't give anyone the right
to refuse to [solemize] a narriage for a reason that was not
legal, and she said she wants to be sure that refusing to
sol emmi ze a marriage based upon religious scruple is considered
a legal reason for refusing to solemize a marri age.

REPRESENTATI VE KOPP opined that when it is clearly put in the
law that there is no duty, which neans "you don't have any duty,
nobody can tell you you [sic] have to do this for any reason.”
He clarified that that's what is says on its face and naybe
anot her counsel shoul d weigh in.

VICE CHAIR FANSLER advised that Nancy Meade was online, and
asked Representative Kopp to restate his question.

REPRESENTATI VE KOPP asked whether he heard correctly that M.
Meade had advised that if a judge has a policy or just naekes a
decision not to solemmize marriages, there are no ethical
repercussions as it is strictly up to the judge, personally, to
deci de whether to solemize marriages or not.

2:11: 43 PM
MS. MEADE expl ai ned that judges and nagi strates are bound by the

cannons of judicial conduct and they do have an ethical duty to
resolve any matter brought before them as a judge, and to
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perform other duties brought before them as a judge. I n
Anchorage, |aw clerks are delegated a duty through a presiding

judge order to perform marri ages. Law clerks are not bound by
the cannons of judicial conduct and they could refuse to
sol emmi ze any marriages during their clerkship. Al t hough, if

they say they are going to perform marriages, they need to
perform all marriages wthout making judgnent calls about the
coupl e com ng before themfor any reason

2:13: 25 PM
REPRESENTATI VE KOPP referred Linda Bruce, Legislative Legal and

Research Services, to a matter regarding wordsmthing [page 2,
lines 3-4], in Version J, and he paraphrased as foll ows:

A public -- an elective public office in the state may
refuse to solemmize a marriage for any reason, and
then we -- we add the reason, including for reasons of

religious scruple or conscience.

REPRESENTATI VE KOPP said that the question is whether Amendnent
1 [page 1, lines 5-6] fully incorporate that legally into the
| aw, and he paraphrased as foll ows:

Nothing in this section creates or inplies a duty on a
person authorized to solemmize a nmarriage under
(a)(1), which is religious |eaders, (3) congregations,
and (4) elected officials, of this section to
sol emi ze a nmarri age.

REPRESENTATI VE KOPP further asked that if it says that those
aut hori zed persons do not have a duty to sol emize, whether that
is the equivalent to what is in Version J, page 2, |lines 2-4.

2:14:49 PM

LI NDA BRUCE, Attorney, Legislative Legal and Research Services,
Legislative Affairs Agency, Al aska State Legislature, responded
that in her opinion, the language of "no duty" would inply that
an individual wunder one of those subsections my refuse to
solemize a marriage for any reason because they do not have a
duty to sol emmize that marriage.

VICE CHAIR FANSLER noted that Representative Eastnman believes
Amendnent 2 speaks to this issue.

2:15:41 PM
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REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX offered that, clearly, the laws of the
State of Alaska do not allow discrimnation based upon race.
Under Anmendnent 1, if soneone refused to solemize the narriage
of an interracial couple, would that person be open for civil or
crimnal liability, she asked.

M5. BRUCE answered that wunder the state's antidiscrimnation
provision, it is likely that a person refusing to solemize a
marriage for an interracial couple due to a matter of religious
conscience may be violating the antidiscrimnation provision
under state statute.

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX said that wunder Anmendnent 1, as it now
stands, if someone said they would not solemize a sanme sex
marriage, would that open them up to liability. She conti nued

that in the event Ms. Bruce's answer was in the affirmative, she
asked whether the |anguage used in Version J would close that
matter.

M5. BRUCE responded that other states have simlar provisions in
their state codes with several cases pending on this specific

issue, and it is unclear how the courts will decide the issue
given the conpeting interest. However, it is likely a court's
decision will depend upon the facts of the case, for exanple,

she explained, under Alaska State Statute "we currently only
permt these individuals to solemize nmarriages, we don't
require themto."

2:18: 17 PM

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX offered that in the event a person felt
unconfortabl e solemizing a sane sex marriage, would the person
feel better wth a statute as it reads 1in Version J,
specifically including "no duty for reasons of religious scruple
or consci ence, " or whether they should feel perfectly
confortable with Amendnent 1.

2:18: 54 PM
M5. BRUCE replied that she was unsure which would nake a person
nmore confortable because she does think that Anendnent 1, by

requiring no duty, still enconpasses those persons who nay
object for religious reasons.
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REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX questioned why wouldn't the horrendous
exanple of refusing to solemize an interracial narriage be
cover ed.

2:20: 13 PM

M5. BRUCE answered that in looking at the state's anti-
discrimnation statute, it provides that discrimnation may not
occur against an inhabitant of the state because of, and one
reason is race. She advised that she did not see sexual
orientation |isted. She then referred to AS 18.80.210, Gvil
Ri ghts, which read as foll ows:

AS 18.80.210. Civil Rights.

The opportunity to obtain enployment, credit and
fi nanci ng, public acconmodat i ons, housi ng
accommodat i ons, and ot her property wi t hout
di scrimnation because of sex, physical or nental
disability, marital status, changes in marital status,
pr egnancy, par ent hood, race, religion, col or, or
national originis a civil right.

M5. BRUCE said she does not know whether the solemization of
marri ages would actually even fall under the antidiscrimnation
provi sion. She commented that if it was challenged, it may not
be on anti-discrimnation grounds through state [aw, and instead
chal l enged as these laws are being challenged in other states,
under the Due Process and Equal Protection auses of the
Fourteenth Anmendnent, and the Establishnent C ause of the First
Amendnent .

2:21: 54 PM

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN offered that what he sees wth Amendnent
1 is an effort in state statute to create the opportunity for
someone who legally has the option of solemizing a narriage,
not to do so under a nunber of circunmstances. Fundanentally, he
opi ned, under cases in other states and recent court decisions
that it will be difficult. He referred to a lawsuit that was
directly referenced in a letter to this conmmttee wherein a
judge was sued for discrimnation sinply for a coment on a
hypot hetical situation involving soneone who never actually
asked the judge to sol emmize her marriage. He offered that he
drafted an anendnent because Amendnment 1 doesn't deal wth
judges, and in creating a separate option where elected
officials do not have to go the route of participating in the
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marri age solemmizing process, judges would be protected from
charges of discrimnation if they sinply refused to do al
marri ages. Al though, if a legislator decided to sol emize even
one marriage they now cone open to the charge of discrimnation
Amendnent 1 doesn't di stinguish between the ability to
participate in marriage at all versus the ability to participate
in each individual particular nmarriage decision, he said. He
said this anmendment could be construed that a person has the
right not to participate, but they chose to participate and now
that person has to I|ive wth whatever inplications and
consequences there are further down the line. The United States
Suprene Court decided that discrimnation doesn't have to
necessarily be proved to be intentional, it can sinply be
(indisc.). Fundanental ly, he opined, the tension is the idea
that the legislature is creating this special privilege or right
for elected officials to participate in marriage, and if he is
able to "take part in this kinda cool thing" and soneone else
can't participate in this cool thing then there's a question of
di scrim nati on. He related that there needs to be a serious
di scussion about just getting rid of the idea that "we want to
create this special cool thing for people to participate in"
because it has inplications.

2:29: 07 PM

REPRESENTATI VE REINBOLD said that she cannot support the
anendnent because she supports protection for all and not just
two branches of governnent. Representative Reinbold offered
that the |anguage added in Version J is valuable |anguage and
she then paraphrased the definition of scruple as foll ows:

It is a feeling or doubt or hesitation with regard to
the norality or proprietary of the action.

REPRESENTATI VE REI NBOLD commented that it is inportant for even
non-religious people to have the ability, based on their belief
system to be able to refuse. She renmarked that she was
confused that in Sec. [2], it read "inplies or a duty,” and that
possi bly soneone nay interpret it as a responsibility, that word
can be played wth. She will be a no vote on Anendnent 1, and
she related that she appreciates Version J's |anguage on page 2,
line 1-[4].

2: 30: 46 PM

REPRESENTATI VE KOPP rem nded the conmttee that M. Bruce had
advi sed that the anmendnent covers the |anguage that it repl aces
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in its entirety. He pointed out that M. Bruce also advised
that "discrimnation clains would not be brought wunder this
section of the law at all." He remarked that the commttee
woul d never wite into the law acts of discrimnation and "if we
have religious scruples, that would be very offensive to soneone
who nmaybe just hates people and it has nothing to do with a

religious conviction, they just don't |ike people for whatever
reason, but they are atheists and they have -- have no -- no and
we would -- they would also want to have their -- their
reasons."” He described Amendnent 1 as elegantly witten in that
it covers all of the commttee's concerns, help's expedite the
bill's passage, and it incorporates the bill sponsor's intent.
He stated that "marriage is not a "cool thing," it's a wonderful

bl essing for whoever is seeking it, and this anmendnent helps
nmake that happen.

2:32: 21 PM

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX noved to adopt Conceptual Amendnent 2 to
Amendnent 1.

2:32: 47 PM
The commttee took an at-ease from2:21 p.m to 2:43 p. m
2:43:19 PM

REPRESENTATI VE LEDOUX w thdrew Concept ual Amendnent 2 to
Amendnent 1.

2:43: 42 PM

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN said he appreciates the |anguage that
Representative LeDoux proposed in Conceptual Anmendnent 2 to
Amendnent 1, that it be adopted as a commttee substitute, and
related that he is greatly considering Conceptual Anmendnent 2 to
Amendrment 1 as Anmendnent Zero. He opined that the comittee
needs to go through the amendnents and whi chever anendnent is
adopted, have a reconciliation at the end. O herwi se, he
commented, doing it each step along the way puts the cart before
t he horse.

2:44: 35 PM
CHAIR CLAMAN called a point of order. He stated that the

committee is dealing with these anendnents one anendnent at a
time and each tinme Representative Eastman refers to these other
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anendnents he is doing exactly what he says he does not want to
do. He then called for the question on Arendnent 1.

REPRESENTATI VE FANSLER recapped that the conmmttee is working
off of Version J, Anendnent 1, and there was a call for the
question adopting Anendnent 1.

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN interjected that he did not think his
guestion was really answered there.

REPRESENTATI VE REINBOLD interjected that she did not get to
corment after Representative LeDoux w thdrew her [conceptual]
amendment .

2:45: 30 PM
VI CE CHAI R FANSLER said he did not hear a question ...

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN interjected that his question was whether
the commttee was working on anendnents one at a tine, because
if the conmttee is now replacing the conmttee substitute with
Amendnent 1, that's an entirely different process and he does
not want to do that.

VI CE CHAI R FANSLER advised that Version J would be anended if
Amendrent 1 passes.

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN argued that if the commttee does that,
the cormittee does need to have the whole conversation all at
once and figure out the |anguage. He pointed out that it's one
thing to have the discussions in stair-steps and come back and
figure it out at the end, but if the comrmittee is incorporating
everything as anendnments pass, now the commttee is replacing
t he | anguage that was proposed before the commttee substitute.

2:46: 30 PM

VICE CHAIR FANSLER said that he absolutely understands what
Representative Eastman is getting at, and that it is fortunate
this is a short two-page bill and each nmenber will be able to
mai ntain what the differences are between them and continue to
build off of that.

2:47: 14 PM

VI CE CHAI R FANSLER advi sed there was an undebatable call for the
guestion, and requested a roll call.
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REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN obj ected because Representative Reinbold
was still in the queue.

REPRESENTATI VE REI NBCLD obj ect ed.

VICE CHAIR FANSLER requested a roll call vote on the call for
t he question on the adoption of Amendnent 1.

2:47:56 PM

The committee took an at-ease from2:47 p.m to 2:48 p. m

2:48:18 PM

CHAIR CLAMAN withdrew his call for the question because he was
confident that with all of the discussion that had taken place,

Representati ve Reinbold could conplete her corments qui ckly.

REPRESENTATI VE REI NBOLD said the public needs to understand that

the commttee is voting on Anendnent 1. She referred to page
[1], lines 1-3, of the amendnent and paraphrased as foll ows:
Delete all mterial, and the material says: by an
i ndi vidual holding an elective public office in the
state -- an individual holding an elective public

office in the state nmay refuse to sol emmize a marriage
for any reason including reasons based on religious
scrupl e or consci ence.

REPRESENTATI VE REI NBOLD described it as good |anguage and she
that she does not support deleting that |anguage. Amendnent 1
al so excludes an entire branch of governnent, and it does not
protect all three branches of governnent. Therefore, she said
she cannot support Amendnent 1.

2:49: 39 PM

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN noved to |lay Amendnent 1 on the table,
and explained that the conmttee could come back to it because
he doesn't want Version J and Anendnment 1 to replace each other
until after the full discussion.

CHAI R CLAMAN obj ect ed.

2:50:14 PM
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The commttee took a brief at ease.
2:50: 46 PM

VI CE CHAI R FANSLER asked for a roll call vote to |ay Amendnent 1
on the table.

A roll call vote was taken. Representatives Eastman and
Rei nbold voted in favor of laying Amendnent 1 on the table.
Representatives Kopp, Kr ei ss- Tonki ns, LeDoux, Fansl er, and
Claman voted against it. Therefore, the notion failed to pass

by a vote of 5-2.

VI CE CHAI R FANSLER requested a roll call vote on the adoption of
Amendrent 1.

2:52: 08 PM

A roll call vote was taken. Representatives C aman, Kopp,
Fansl er, LeDoux, and Kreiss-Tonkins voted in favor of adopting
Amendnent 1. Representatives Eastman and Rei nbol d voted agai nst
it. Therefore, Amendnent 1 was adopted by a vote of 5-2.

REPRESENTATI VE REI NBOLD comented that she did not appreciate
the fact that several commttee nenbers left this room during
conmittee hours and nade deci sions behind cl osed doors.

2:53: 09 PM

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN noved to adopt Anmendnent 2, Version 30-
LS0242\ D. 12, which read as foll ows:

Page 1, line 1:
Del ete "el ected public officials"
I nsert "any person”

Page 1, line 4, through page 2, line 11

Delete all material and insert:

"* Section 1. AS 25.05.261(a) is anended to read:

(a) Marriages may be sol emmi zed by any person in

the state
[ (1) BY A M N STER, PRI EST, OR RABBI OF ANY

CHURCH OR CONGREGATION IN THE STATE, OR BY A
COW SSI ONED OFFI CER OF THE SALVATI ON ARMY, OR BY THE
PRI NCI PAL OFFI CER OR ELDER OF RECOGNI ZED CHURCHES OR
CONGREGATI ONS THAT TRADI TI ONALLY DO NOT HAVE REGULAR

HOUSE JUD COW TTEE -27- March 3, 2017



M NI STERS, PRIESTS, OR RABBIS, ANYWHERE WTH N THE
STATE;

(2) BY A MARRI AGE COW SSI ONER OR JUDI ClI AL
OFFI CER OF THE STATE ANYWHERE W THIN THE JURI SDI CTI ON
OF THE COW SSI ONER OR OFFI CER; OR

(3) BEFORE OR I N ANY RELI A QUS ORGANI ZATI ON
OR CONGREGATI ON ACCORDI NG TO THE ESTABLI SHED RI TUAL OR
FORM COVMONLY PRACTICED IN THE ORGANIZATION OR
CONGREGATI QN] .

* Sec. 2. AS 22.15.100(3); AS 25.05.081, 25.05.281

and 25.05.371 are repealed.”

CHAI R CLAMAN obj ect ed.
2:53:26 PM

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN advi sed that Anmendnent 2 makes clear that
"no longer would you or |I" need to go to the courthouse, waste
time and noney, and receive a piece of paper that is valid for
24-hours, to do what is already allowed in statute and perform a
marri age. He stated that he is synpathetic to the inspiration
behind HB 20 regarding renoving that requi r ement from
| egislators when performng a marriage cerenony, thereby,
removi ng the inconveni ence, heartache, waste of time and noney,
to legislators. He said that when he married, they had to take
that trip, pay the fees, and nothing was gained by it other than
t he governnent collecting noney and giving them a piece of paper

they could have done w thout. The added benefit is sinply
recognizing that anyone in Alaska can already perform a
marriage, but for this bureaucratic inpedinent. This will take

the commttee in great strides toward resolving other conflicts
that are coming up because once there is "that special cool
exenption," there are special requirenments that go along wth

t hat . He then opined that there are argunents to be made for
discrimnation and so forth. Wat is cool here, is not marriage
itself, but who "gets to do it," he clarified. It is inportant

for the comrittee to recognize that Al aska no longer requires a
person solemizing a nmarriage to have a theology degree, and
there is nothing against marriage to say that that fee and that
bureaucracy is not needed. A marriage license is required with
a place to sign and there is a process to decide whether the
marriage license is valid. The courts do not add anything to
that marriage license process by requiring a legislator to go to
t he courthouse, pay a fee, and receive a piece of paper which is
only valid for a day, he said.

2:57: 50 PM
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REPRESENTATI VE KOPP pointed out that with the court issuing a

marriage conm ssioner |icense, it can verify the person is over
the age of 18 years, and it also has a full record of who the
state has invested authority in to consecrate a marriage. He

stressed that it cannot be overstated how inportant a conmm tnent
that is, which is why the | aw doesn't throw open the door to any
persons, and it is descriptive in who may solemize a nmarri age.
Wi | e he understands Representative Eastman's desire to possibly
be nore inclusive, he opined that the careful thought analysis
would nore cone along the lines of classes of persons. He
stated that allowing just any person dimnishes how inportant
the marriage commtnent is, and the fact that a person nust pay
a small fee to get a marriage conm ssioner license indicates the
pause the state wants everyone to have before entering into a
commtnment, or being the one to solemize that commtnent. He
remarked that the faith community has the sanme view, it wants
people to have pause because the gravity of the decision is
significant.

2:59:31 PM

CHAI R CLAMAN mai ntai ned his objection to Armendnent 2, because it
is inconsistent with the limted purpose of the bill itself, and
he completely agrees wth the reasons articulated by
Represent ati ve Kopp.

2:59:56 PM
REPRESENTATI VE KREI SS-TOWINS said that wupon contenplation he

agrees there is a certain |evel of del i berateness or
intentionality that should be associated with the act in solem

ritual. He added that in a certain sense, possibly for sone
peopl e the speed bunp nmakes sense in that, alnost for the sake
of the ritual, it adds to the deliberateness of the cerenony by

actually getting a certificate and becomng a nmarriage
commi ssioner. He said he would be a no vote.

3:01: 26 PM
REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN rel ated that each of these concerns could

easily be resolved through Amendnent 2. He remarked that there
i s nothing about paying a fee on top of the required fee for the

marriage license that creates a solemity experience for
marri age because the paying of the fee is actually invisible to
the folks getting married. The marriage license is a contract

and people can attach any nunber of solenmn expressions of
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sincerity in keeping with it in whatever manner the couple
wi shes to solemize their marriage. This discussion is outside
of that experience and, he argued that marriage is not nade
speci al because there are nultiple bureaucratic fees attached to
it.

3:03:26 PM

REPRESENTATI VE REI NBOLD sai d Anendnent 2 gives her pause because
she does not know what Representative Eastman neant by "any
person.” Although, she said she does understand Representative
East man sentinments as to why should there be a ruling class that
is allowed to performmarriages and excl udes ot her peopl e.

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN advi sed there is no statutory requirenent
that the person be 18 years old, and this doesn't change the way
that that would necessarily attach. It is saying that it is no
| onger on the special person, whether a legislator or anyone
else, this is sinply on those people signing the marriage
contract. He explained that they are the special people in this
situation, not the fact that sonmeone is an elected official or
anyone el se.

3:04:40 PM

REPRESENTATI VE KOPP noted that the Al aska Court System website
reads that the marriage conm ssioner shall be 18 years of age
or older, and he was unaware whether that was a state policy.
He opined that the intent of the state is to have adults as
marri age comm ssi oners.

3:05:15 PM

REPRESENTATI VE EASTMAN wr apped up by saying that within any of
the other amendnents, the conmmttee will not be able to avoid
the sticking point of discrimnation on the one side, it's

having the opportunity to marry versus having a duty or
responsibility. He said he cannot see any way to close the door
to attaching the potential for discrimnation |awsuits against
any legislators without taking a step in this direction. As
long as the legislators create thenselves as another special
class able to solemize marriages, there will be issues where
peopl e are concerned that someone in the future will be accused
of being sonmehow prejudicial against who they marry or don't
marry.
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In the past, when it was sinply marriage, there was no
expectation that a person could tell a pastor, rabbi, elected
official, judge, or another person, they had to perform the
marriage cerenony. In the event they had a reason not to
perform the nmarriage cerenony, they just didn't marry the
coupl e. He doesn't want to create a situation wherein soneone
has an expectation that someone will marry them even if that
person doesn't believe it is the right thing to do because the
couple is too young or not thinking straight, and thereby be
subject to a lawsuit. He then related a situation as a mlitary
officer. By opening this up to everyone, it ensures that no
matter who wants to get married, they have soneone to go to and
performthe marri age cerenony, he said.

3:10: 11 PM
REPRESENTATI VE REI NBOLD noved to | ay Amendnent 2 on the table.
CHAI R CLAMAN obj ect ed.

VI CE CHAI R FANSLER asked for a roll call vote to |ay Amendnment 2
on the table.

3:10: 37 PM

A roll call vote was taken. Representatives Eastman and
Rei nbold voted in favor of laying Amendnent 2 on the table.
Representatives C aman, Kopp, Kr ei ss- Tonki ns, Ledoux, and
Fansl er voted against it. Therefore, the notion failed to pass

by a vote of 5-2.

VI CE CHAI R FANSER requested a roll call vote on the adoption of
Amendnent 2.

3:11: 25 PM

A roll call vote was taken. Representative Eastman voted in
favor of Anmendnent 2. Representatives C aman, Kreiss-Tonkins,
LeDoux, Fansl er, Rei nbol d, and Kopp voted against it.

Therefore, Anendnent 2 failed to pass by a vote of 6-1.
3:12: 24 PM
The conmttee took an at-ease from3:12 p.m to 3:13 p. m

3:13:13 PM
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VI CE CHAI R FANSLER advi sed that the neeting was adj our ned.
[HB 20 was hel d over.]

3:13: 31 PM

ADJ QURNIVENT

There being no further business before the commttee, the House
Judi ciary Standing Conmittee neeting was adjourned at 3:13 p. m
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