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House Judiciary
April 25, 1977

The meeting was called to order at 3:25 p.m. by Chairman,
Gardiner. Members present were Gardiner, Dankworth, Eliason,
Rudd and Biown. Miles came late. Mr. Specking is no longer a
member of the Judiciary Committee.

Hp 174 Right of persons to bring criminal accusations to the HB
attention of the grand jury. 174

Dan Hickey from the Criminal Division of the A.G."s office was
here to testify. He indicated his feeling that the access to the
grand jury on the part of the citizens in Alaska is adequate. He
indicated that the problem with this bill is that it would
encourage people to go directly to the grand jury... it is felt
that this 1is not necessary; and such public access could cause
for several ambiguous relationships. Hickey indicated a further
problem with the bill in that it doesn®t explain how a person
would have access to the grand jury. Hickey feels that person
to person contact with a grand jury could lead to all sorts of
problems.If public access to the grand jury 1is going to be
approved, Hickey feels that it should be very specific. °

Larry Weeks, District Attorney, also testified in oppostion to the bil
He expecially objects to section (b).

Mr. Dankworth, who is a cosponsor for this bill, spoke about it.

He feels that a major complaint of the public is the lack of

input that they have. He feels that this bill would open a door
for people who would like to appear before the grand jury.(Rather
than being referred from policeman to D.A. to attorney, etc., etc.)
Dankworth feels that if the D.A, doesn"t want to take the case
before the grand jury, the individual is out of luck.

Fred Brown mentioned some 1ideas that he would propose as
amendments when the committee got around to marking up the bill.

This bill will be considered again at a later date.
qualification of district judges HB

Fred Brown spoke regarding this bill for which he is a sponsor.
He explained what the bill would do.

Art Snowden from the Court System was here to testify in opposition
to the bill. The court system feels that the qualifications of
district court judges should be increased..Apparently this bill
originated as a result of a magistrate in Brown"s district who
probably would be qualified to serve as a district court judge.

Although this may be true of this particular magistrate, 1t is
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probably not true of all magistrates. In light of the fact that
the court system is trying to improve the judiciary, they feel
that this bill would be a step in the wrong direction in that

it would be a lessening of the qualifications.

In response to a question by Rudd, Snowden indicated that the
present requirements for a magistrate are that he be picked by
the presiding judge; the present requirements for a district
court judge pre that he be a member of the bar.

Brown moved that HB 405 be moved out of committee. The vote was
3-3 so the motion failed on a tie vote. The bill will remain
in committee.

The meeting was adjourned at 4:30 p.m.
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