


W  ifoS

f i t

S\r^j*JLjr Q-^yO'Cr̂ ar— <-Jt.̂ P

/?y<9^ lf-^.< *TS/>r/<J*s~*-c/ dLQ j-J^K

o^m hls^s^.

G ^ J r

{yt-Q_

- i* jo JL srt^  4



House Judiciary
April 25, 1977

T h e  m e e t i n g  w a s  called to ord er at 3:25 p.m. b y  Chairman,
Gardiner. M e m b e r s  p r e s e n t  w e r e  Gardiner, Dankworth, Eliason,
R u d d  a n d  Biown. M i l e s  came late. Mr. S p e c k i n g  is n o  l onger a 
m e m b e r  of the J u d i c i a r y  Committee.

H p 174 R ig ht of p e r s ons to b r i n g  criminal a c c u s a t i o n s  to the HB 
a t t e n t i o n  of the g r a n d  jury. 174

D a n  H i c k e y  f r o m  the C r i minal D i v i s i o n  of the A.G.'s office was 
h e r e  to testify. H e  i n d i c a t e d  his feeling that the access to the 
g r a n d  j u r y  on the pa rt of the citizens in A l a s k a  is adequate. He 
i n d i c a t e d  that the p r o b l e m  w i t h  this bill is that it w o u l d  
e n c o u r a g e  p e o p l e  to go d i r e c t l y  to the grand j u r y . .. it is felt 
that this is n o t  necessary; and such p u blic access could cause 
for several a m b i guous relationships. H i c k e y  indicated a further 
p r o b l e m  w i t h  the b i l l  in that it doesn't explai n h o w  a p e r s o n  
w o u l d  h a v e  access to the g ran d jury. H i c k e y  feels that p e r s o n  
to p e r s o n  c o nta ct w i t h  a g rand  jury could lead to all sorts of 
p r o b l e m s . I f  p u b l i c  access to the g rand  jury is goi ng to be 
approved, H i c k e y  feels that it should be v e r y  specific. '

L a r r y  Weeks, D i s t r i c t  Attorney, also t e s t ified in o p p o s t i o n  to the bil 
He e x p e c i a l l y  objects to s e ction  ( b ) .

Mr. Dankworth, w h o  is a c o s p ons or for this bill, spoke about it.
He feels that a m a j o r  c o m p laint of the p u b l i c  is the lack of 
input that they have. H e  feels that this b i l l  w o u l d  open a door 
for p e o p l e  w h o  w o u l d  like to a pp ear b efore the grand j u r y . ( R a t h e r  
than b e i n g  r e f e r r e d  from p o l i ceman to D.A. to attorney, etc., etc.) 
D a n k w o r t h  feels that if the D.A, doesn't w a n t  to take the case 
b e f o r e  the grand jury, the indiv idual is out of luck.

F r e d  B r o w n  m e n t i o n e d  some ideas that he w o u l d  p r o p o s e  as 
amendm ents w h e n  the c o m m i t t e e  got around to m a r k i n g  up the bill.

This b i l l  w i l l  be c o n s i d e r e d  again at a later date.

F r e d  B r o w n  spoke r e g a r d i n g  this b i l l  for w h i c h  he is a sponsor.
He e x p l a i n e d  w h a t  the b i l l  w o u l d  do.

Art S n o w d e n  f r o m  the Court S y s t e m  was here  to t e stify  in o p p o s i t i o n  
to the bill. T h e  court s y s t e m  feels that the q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  of 
district court j u d g e s  should be i n c r e a s e d . . A p p a r e n t l y  this bill 
o r i g i n a t e d  as a r e s u l t  of a m a g i s t r a t e  in Brown's d i s trict w h o  
p r o b a b l y  w o u l d  b e  q u a l i f i e d  to serve as a district court judge. 

A l t h o u g h  this m a y  be true of this p a r t i c u l a r  magistrate, it is
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p r o b a b l y  n o t  true of all m agist r a t e s .  In light of the fact that 
the court s y s t e m  is t r y i n g  to impro ve the judiciary, they feel 
that this b i l l  w o u l d  b e  a step in the w r o n g  d i r e c t i o n  in that 
it w o u l d  b e  a l e s s e n i n g  of the qualifications.

In r e s p o n s e  to a q u e s t i o n  b y  Rudd, S n ow den i n d i c a t e d  that the 
p r e s e n t  r e q u i r e m e n t s  for a m a g i s t r a t e  are that he be p i c k e d  by 
the p r e s i d i n g  judge; the p r e s e n t  r e q u i r e m e n t s  for a district 
court j u d g e  pre that he b e  a m e m b e r  of the bar.

B r o w n  m o v e d  that H B  405 b e  m o v e d  out of committee. The v o t e  was 
3-3 so the m o t i o n  f ailed on a tie vote. The b i l l  w i l l  r e m a i n  
in committee.

T h e  m e e t i n g  w a s  a d j o u r n e d  at 4:30 p.m.
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