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February ZIS 1991
SUPPORT GROUP

Representative Qeorgianna Lincoln, Co-Chair i
House HESS Committee

PO Box V

Juneau, Ak. 99811 i

Re: House Bill 136
Dear Representative Lincoln,

The purpose of, this letter iIs to request that the committee pass House
Bill 136 » An act giving children of divorce Jlegal access to grand—
parents and others who are important in the child(rens) lives.

Research is showing that when children are denied access to their
biological parents, grandparents, and other Jloved ones, serious

developmental psychological problems often occur.
Many of these children do not do wall in school, have low self esteen,
have a high incidence of drug and alcohol abuse, and are 1involved in

crime.

We support this bill because we believe it is good public policy to
provide emotional as well as monetary support for children.

Sincerelv

Po.Roy 52195

Steven p. strupe, rresident,.
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A Claaringhouse For FAMILIES And CHILDREN For Information About

Interaction With Legal, Governmental, And Private Sector Sources.

Dedicated to Strengthening and Supporting The FAMILY Offering Hope
Guidance for CHILDREN
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Refer Tos0006.091
March A, 1991

Representative Georgian* Lincoln
Chairperson, Health, Ed. % Social Services
P.O. Box V

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Madam Chairman,

My name is Emil Portscheller, Jr. | am here today representing the National
Center For Families And Children. 1 would like to thank each of you for the
opportunity to provide information regarding House bill No. 13A, ant) | would

like to offer thanks that each of you has exhibited the refreshing
responsibility to address key issues of families and children in Alaska.

We are currently In the process of estaUll a Informational cle«ringhouae,
national library and computer information network dealing with a broad scope of
family and children related subject areas.

One of the very most alarming issues that we are encountering more and more
frequently is the highly unstable circumstances and general position that
families and children in Alaska are faced with. We find ever increasing
evidence that in Alaska we have perhaps the most dastabalized society of any of
the 50 U.S. States. We base this not on the indicators of drug involvement in
our state, although certainly this is a facotr in tha general deatabalizattan,
but rather on the extremely high rates of family disruption, disfunction,
dissolution,- and family child separation*

As we refwrencod to the Senate Health and Soci-al Services Committrao yestarday
in discussion of Senate Bill No. 100, we feel that before the legislature and
representatives of this committee pursue changes in existing legislation or

initiate entlrely new legislation rearding famlly, marralge and children we
o hiwimiim) mi gplj i ’1 4i J inr fk<m

legislature and this committee that the famlly un|t la yet the basis or
cornerstone for our state's society.

and
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When con*lUer'iny Iwyislation «ffacting families, m»rraig.«, JnH rM Ilrlron we
must clearly place our -focus on the present and future welfare of families,
marraiyes, and children and not an emphasis on further entrenching power
fiefdoms in the judiciary and its affiliates. In simpler terms wa must afford
every option to families and children as there "cases" enter into and
"progress” through the legal arena and we must not continue to concentrate the
power of the judiciary.

We feel this proposed legislation HB No. 136 not only further concentrates the
power of the judiciary but the legislation clearly puts the judicary in the
drivers seat in regard to making decisions affecting families and children as
opposed to quite simply implementing the laws derived in the legislature. We
feel this bill must not go forth as proposed.

We feel there is an imperative existing in Alaska that bespeaks ever so loudly
of the need for virtual total revision of the statutes dealing with family,
marraige, and children. We are in tha process of drawing together, interested
professionals, ieyii»l«lur =, and mcrmbitrs of thn public bo v gonoral ccin™orpnrp-
on statute revision. In the intarim. we have developed several option
recommendations for thm committee regarding this proponed legislation””

(1) LINE 3 The court shall award custody on the basis of tha best
interests of tha child. In determining the best interests of the child the
court shall consider all relAvent factors including those factors enumerated in
AS.25.24.150(c).

Recommendation:

Here we have one of the key flaws in our child related law... Child custody is
such a very delicate and far ranging issue that it demands input from private
sector sources wholly unaffiliated with the judiciary to achieve the best
posiible objective input and decisions and determinations. It is terribly
wrong to place the judiciary in the position of acting as the professional
sector representative in determining custody. The Judiciary should be
permitted only to implement existing statutory requirements. The judiciary
should not should not be given the authority to make DETERMINATION as to what
is "In the best interest of the child". The court should implement STATUTE
which requires professional private sector determination. In other words do
not permit tha Judiciary in offset to pass law, but rathor requiro the
judiciary to simply implement statute. The judiciary is not in a position to
make professional determination of the bast interests of a child. Our
Judiciary in this state is dramatically ill equipped in training and education
to function as professional sector representative*. The judiciary is in strong
position to function in the implementation of statuta, This is a key
distinction needed in family and child law in Alaska.

Proposed amendment:

Delete: In determining the best interests of the child the court ahull
consider all rolavent factors including those factors
enumerated in AS 25.24.150(c).
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Insart: The court in initiating custody award shall consider all
relavent -factors including those -factors enumerated in AC
25.24.130(c). Custody award shall be made hased on
implementation of PRIVATE SECTOR determination o-f custody that
is in the best intorests of the child which includes the
specific input of the child(ran) whenaver possible.

(2) LINE 7-8-9 In a custody Determination under this section, the
court shall provide for visitation Dy a grandparent ur uUiur person if fchut, is

in the bast interests of the child.
Recommendation: Ay

The basic thrust in the proponed im riment of providing for avenue for contact
by grandparents with a child(ren). However, two problems exist in the wording
and the general approach to this subject area. The first problem area is quite
similar to that noted in. the first recommendation and amendment w* have
offered. The amendment to the proposed existing legislation leaves the
(hudiciary once.again. in the drivers seat as to determination. We.must restate
ere that the judiciary snouia function tu implement statute and not mai<«
determination. Tha second problem area with the line 7-9 proposed amendment to
the existing statue is that as written it fails to give any to say nothing of
adequate recognition to the fact that grandparents are, based on statistical
information, frequently the perpatrators of marraige arid family disfunction and
dissolution, and child family separation. One of the cases serving as bast
example of this is that of Carolyn Smith v. Smith in Houston, Texas. It has
h»r<vno a landmark in this oarticular area of family ai:d child law, Therfore in
addressing whether there is an indication of a need for Grandparents to play a
rcle in contact with the child(ren) we feel strongly that such determination
should not be left to the judiciary but rather to the private sector
professional community (and clergy).

Proposed Amendment:

Delete: In a custody Determination under this section, the
court shall provide for visitation by a grandparent or
other person if that is in the best interests of the
child.

Insert: In a custody determination under this section
the court shall provide for visitation by a grandparent
or other person if that is determined to be in the best
interests of the child to include the direct input of
the child(rJrsn) whenever possible.
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<3) LINE 11-12 A divorce may he granted for an |nC0mpat|b|||ty of
temperment that hasS caused irfremedial breakdown 0f the M arraige.

Recommendation:

OQur state statutes addressing dissolution and divorce already provide far to

many ways out of marraige and often out of marraiges that can be saved and
strengthened if our judiciary and support cwrvicw suctor had the prnpar tools.

Line 11-12 is definitely ths groundwork for an easy way out. However if the
negative attitude toward marraige unity or lack thoroo# iti sn HnnpTy ontrenrherl

in the minds of our lawmakers that we must retain this section then we
recommend at least the one following amendment:

Proposed Amendment:

Delete: A divorce may be granted for an incompatibility of tempermont
that lias caused irramedial breakdown of the marraige.

Inoort; A divorcer m*y b« gr»ntodj-for on incompatibility of. teimpormont
that has caused irremudial breakdown uf the marraige®except
where mental incapaeityhas been documented to be affecting the
marraige partner seeking the divorce. m

<4) LINES 16-19 support, and visitation are just as between the spouses
and in the best interests of ths children of the marraige; in determining
whether the parents’ agreement on visitation is in the best interests of the
children under this paragraph, the court shall also consider whether the
agreement should include visitation by grandparents and other persons;

Recommendation:

The first and gutt level response tD this proposed amendment is that it is yet
another attempt at encroachment by the judiciary on the rights and
responsibilities of parents.

Second, we see some of the same problems with this amendment that we described
in previous discussion and recommendations.

Proposed Amendment:

Delete: support, and visitation are just as between the spouses and in
the best Interests of the children of the merraigej in
determining whether the parents' agreement on visitation is in
the best interests of the children under this paragraph, the
court shall also consider whether the agreement should include
visitation by grandparents and other persons;
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Insert:

support, and visitation arn just as between the spouses, and in
the beat intci-eata ef the ehildrun of tlio marrairjo ag. achieved
through private sector determination and report; the court may
diract that visitation hv grandparents and or others shall be
considered fin" the achievement of determination) as to whether
the parents' agreement on visitation is in the best interests
of the children under this paragraph!

We would like once again to thank th» committee for th« opportunity to provido
input on this proposed legislation. | will be glad to provido a written copy

of our position

on this legislation and our proposed amendments.

Sincereley

EPJR/e

cci Sonato Family Law Review Task Force Committee Lt. Governor
Coghill

Alaska family Support Grou

Qavsruur -

Cumniia-jion On C?]ildren And Youth

Rep. Terry Martin
Rep. Randy Phillips
Rep. Ron Larson
Rep, Ramona Barnes
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Representative Cheri L. Davis

STATEMENT ON HOUSE BILL 136

Current Alaska Statutes allow grandparents to petition the
court to allow visitation with their grandchildren in the event of a

divorce.

The 1intent of this bill is to insure grandparents have the right

to petition for visitation in the event there 1is no marriage, and thus,

no divorce.

Section 5 of the bill is simply language to "clean up" the

divorce statutes and to eliminate unnecessary criteria for divorce

which are no longer used by the courts.
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§ 25.20.060 Alaska Statutes § 25.20.060

Propriety of exhibition ofchild tojury to
show family resemblance or lack of it on
issue of paternity. 55 ALR3d 1087.

Death of putative father as precluding
action for determination of paternity or
child support, 58 ALR3d 188. .

Admissibility, in disputed paternity pro-
ceedings, of evidence to rebut mother's
claim of prior chastity, 59 ALR3d 659.

Statute of limitations in illegitimacy or
bastardy proceedings, 59 ALR3d 685.

Long-arm statutes, obtainin? jurisdic-
tion over nonresident garent in filiation or
support proceeding, 76 ALR3d 708.

Legitimation by marriage to natural

father of child born during mother's mar-
riege to another, 80 ALR3d 219.

Proof of husband's impotency or sterility
as rebutting presumption oflegitimacy, 34
ALR3d 495; 14 Am. Jur. POF2d, pp.
409-481.

Who may dispute presumption of legit-
imacy of child conceived or born during
wedlock, 90 ALR3d 1032.

Right ofindigent defendant in EJaternity
suit to have assistance of counsel at state
expense, 4 ALR4th 363.

ight of illegitimate child to maintain
zi%tggn to determine paternity, 19 ALR4th

Sec. 25.20.060. Custody of the child, (@) Ifthere isa dispute over

child custody, either parent may petition the superior court for resolu—

tion of the matter under AS 25.20.060 — 25.20.130. The court shall
award custody on the basis of the best interests of the child. In
determining the best interests of the child, the court shall consider all
relevant factors including those factors enumerated inAS 25.24.150(c).

() Neither parent, regardless of the question of the child3 legit—

imacy, is entitled to preference in the awarding of custody.

(© The court may award shared custody to both parents if shared
custody is determined by the court to be in the best interests of the
child. An award of Bhared custody shall assure that the child has
frequent and continuing contact with each parent to the maximum
extent possible. (86 ch 63 SLA 1977; am 85 ch 88 SLA 1982)

Effect of amendments. — The 1982
amendment added the subsection (&) and
gb) designations,  substituted  "AS

5.20.060 - 25.20.130” for “this section
unless an action between the parents is
pending under AS 09.55” at the end of the
drat sentence in subsection (68, substituted
"AS 09.55.205(d” for "AS 09.55.205" at
the end of the subsection (a), and added
subsection tc).

Editor's notes. —Section 1, ch. 88, SLA
1982, provides: "LEGISLATIVE INTENT,
(@ The legislature finds that it is

enerally desirable to assure a minor child
requent and continuing contact with both
parents after the parents have separated
ordissolved their marriage and that it is in
the public interest to encourage parents to
share the rights and responsibilities of
child rearing. While actual physical
custody may not be practical or appropri-
ate in all cases, it is the intent of the leg-
islature that both parents have the
Oﬁportunlty to guide and nurture their
chi

Id and to meet the needs of the child on
an equal footing beyond the considerations

24

of support or actual custody.

()  The legislature also finds that it iain

the best interests of a child to encourage
parents to implement their own child care
agreements outside of the court setting.”

Collateral references 10 Am. Jur.
2d, Bastards, ii 60-66.

_ Modification of child support order as
justified by change in circumstances, 1
Am. Jur. POF2d, pp. 1-63.

Pleadings in custodf/ litigation, 22 Am.
Jur. Trials, pp. 347-516.

Court's power in habeas corpus pro-
ceedings relating to custody of child to
adjudicate questions as to child's support,
17 ALR3d 764.

Award of custody of child where contest
is between child's father and grandparent,
25 ALR3d 7.

Award of custody of child where contest
is between childs parents and
grandparents, 31 ALR3d 1187.

Modern status of maternal preference
rule or presumption in child custody cases,
70 ALR3d 262.
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§ 25.20.070 Marital and Domestic Relations § 25.20.090

_ Award of custody of child when contest  custody of infant in penal institution, 14

is between natural parent and step-parent, ~ ALR4th 748.

10 AUUth 767. ) Proprietf/ of awardinggoint custody of
Right of incarcerated mother to retain  children, 17 AUUth 1013,

Sec. 25.20.070. Temporary custody of the child. Unless it is
shown tobe detrimental to the welfare ofthe child, the child shall have,
to the greatest degree practical, equal access to both parents during the
time that the court considers an award ofcustody under AS 25.20.060
— 25.20.130. (86 ch 88 SLA 1982)

Editor’s notes. —For legislative intent Collateral references. — Necessity of
behind the 1982 change in the child notice ofrapplication for temporary custody
ggs%gd 60Iaw, see editors note to AS ofchild, 31 ALR3d 1378.

Sec. 25.20.080. Mediation of child custody matter, (@ At any
time within 30 days after a petition for child custody is filed under AS
25.20.060 the court may order the parties tosubmit tomediation. Each

kshall have the right to challenge peremptorily one mediator
appoif

(b) Mediation shall be conductedifrformally as a conference, or by
telephoneW series of confereneeafas determined by the mediator. The
parties to thdaction and a a/spri-appointed representative of the minor
children shalnattend.

© If the medmbdr determines that mediation efforts are
unsuccessful, thjytoediator shall terminate mediation and notify the
court that mpdlatiofc efforts have failed. The custody proceeding shall
proceed ip“fne usuaPwanner.

(4U Jpon submissiomof the parties to mediation under this section,
. "A~nding child custody laroceeding shall be stayed for a period of 30
/aays or until the court isnotified that mediation efforts have failed. All
court orders made during tne pending custody proceeding remain in
effect during the period of mwiation.

(e) Costa of mediation shall Dhpaid as ordered by the court by one
party, by both parties, or by the suite ifboth parties are indigent. (86
ch 88 SLA 1982)

Sec. 25,20.090. Factors for consideration in awarding shared
child custody. In determining whether to award shared custody of a
child the court shall consider

(D the child3preference ifthe child isof sufficient age and capacity
to form a preference;

(2) the needs of the child;

(3 the stability ofthe home environment likely to be offered by each
parent;

(@ the education of the child;

25
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§ 25.24.180 Marital and Domestic Relations § 25.24.200

Sec. 25.24.180. Effect of divorce. The effect of a judgment

decreeing a divorce is to restore th

e parties to the state of unmarried

persons. (812.16 ch 101 SLA 1962)

Revisor’s notes. — Formerly AS
09.55.230. Renumbered in 1933.
Collateral references. — Effect of

annulment of marriage on rights arising
out of prior acts of or transactions between
parties, 2 ALR2d 637.

Divorce or annulment as affecting will
prewouslg executed by husband or wife, 18
ALR2d 697.

Pendency of prior action for absolute or
limited divorce between same spouses in
same jurisdiction as precluding subse-
quent action of like nature, 31 ALR2d 442.

Effect of divorce upon right to adminis-
ter upon estate of spouse, 34 ALR2d 876.

Effect ofdivorce or annulment on compe-
tency of one former spouse as witness
against other in criminal prosecution, 38

R2d 570.

Paternity, legitimacy, or legitimation as
determined in action for divorce, separa-
tion, or annulment upon vacating or
opening decree, 65 ALR2d 1390.

Effect of divorce on homestead, 84
ALR2d 703.

Effect of divorce on widow’s pension or
bonus rights or social security be lefits, 85
ALR2d 242.

Presumption of legitimacy of child bom
after annulment, divorce, or sepai ation, 46
ALR3d 158.

Divorce or annulment as affecting will
prewousllggexecuted by husband or wife, 71
ALR3d 1297.

Spouse's liability, after divorce, for com-
munity debt contracted t}/ other spouse
during marriage, 20 ALR4th 211.

Article 2. Dissolution of Marriage.

Section

200. Dissolution of marriage
210. Petition for dissolution
220. Hearing

230. Judgment

Cross references. — For interaction
between ch. 260, SLA 1976 and court rules
in effect at that time, see § 2, ch. 260, SLA
1976, in the Temporary and Special Acts.

Collateral references. —24 Am. Jur.
%%IG Divorce and Separation, 8 147-155,

27A C.J.S., Divorce, § 41.

Validity, construction, and effect of
"no-fault” divorce statute providing for
dissolution of marriage upon finding that
!rs%llationship is no longer viable, 55 ALR3d

Section

240. Effect and modification of decree
250. Forms

260. Miscellaneous

Fault as consideration in alimony,
spousal support, or property division
awards pursuant to no fault divorce, 86
ALR3d 1116.

What constitutes  “incompatibility”
within statute specig/irjgl_it as substantive
ground for divorce, 97 ALR3d 989.

Dissolution of marriage on statutory
round of incomggtibility, 19 Am. Jur.
OF2d, pp. 221-238.

Sec. 25.24.200. Dissolution of marriage, (@ A husband and wife

[f together may petition the superior court for the dissolution of their

marriage under AS 25.24.200 — 25.24.260 ifthe following conditions
exist at the time of filing the petition:

(@ incompatibility of temperament has caused the irremediable

breakdown of the marriage;

Sec.. 25.7A-.7.00

81



§ 25.24.200 Alaska Statutes § 25.24.200

(@ ifthere are minor children of the marriage or the wife is preg-
nant, the spouses have agreed on which spouse or third party shall be
awarded custody ofeach minor child of the marriage and the extent of
visitation, including visitation by grandparents and other persons, and
support to be provided on the children 3 behalf, whether the payments
are to be made through the child support enforcement agency and the
tax consequences of that agreement;

(3 the spouses have agreed as to the distribution ofall jointly owned
real and personal property and the payment of spousal support, ifany,
and the tax consequences resulting from these payments; and

(@ the spouses have agreed as to the payment of all unpaid obli—
gations incurred by either or both of them, and as to payment of obli—
gations incurred jointly in the future.

() A husband orwifemay separately petition for dissolution of their
marriage under AS 25.24.200 — 25.24.260 ifthe following conditions
exist at the time of filing the petition:

(O incompatibility of temperament, as evidenced by extended
absence or otherwise, has caused the irremediable breakdown of the
marriage;

(@) the petitioning spouse has been unable to ascertain the other
spouse 3 position in regard to the dissolution of their marriage and in
regard to the division of property, payment of debts, and custody, sup—
port and visitation because the whereabouts of the other spouse is
unknown to the petitioning spouse after reasonable efforts have been
made to locate the absent spouse; and

(3 the other spouse cannot be personal ly served with process inside
or outside the state. &

(© Nothing in this section prohibits a spouse who has been
personally served with a copy of a petition made under (@ of this
section from executing an appearance, waiver of time to answer, and
waiver of notice ofhearing. The appearance and waivers shall include
an acknowledgment signed before an officer authorized to administer
an oath or affirmation that the spouse being served has read the peti—
tion; assents to the terms relating to custody of the children, child
support, visitation, spousal support and resultant tax consequences,
division of property, and allocation of debts; agrees that the conditions
otherwise required by (@) of this section exist; understands fully the
nature and consequences of the action; and 1is not signing the
appearance and waivers under duress or coercion.

(d) The action created under this section is separate from the action
created by AS 25.24.010. The procedures prescribed by AS 25.24.200 -
25.24.260 do not apply toan actionbrought under AS 25.24.010, nor do
procedures prescribed under AS 25.24.010 — 25.24.180 apply to an
action brought under thiB section, except as specifically provided. (81
ch 260 SLA 1976; am &2 ch 15 SLA 1982)

82
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§ 25.24.210 Marital and Domestic Relations § 25.24.210

Revisor’e notes. — Formerly AS Effect of amendments. — The 1982
09.55.231. Renumbered in 1983. amendment, in subsection éa), inserted
Cross references. —Forjurisdiction of  "including visitation by grandparents and

court to consider child custody, see As  other persons” in the middle of paragraph
25.30.020. .

NOTES TO DECISIONS

Jurisdiction. —The superior court has  Layne v. Niles, Slg). Ct. Op. No. 2396 (File
nojurisdiction to make the "child custody  No. 5887), 632 P.2d 234 (1981).
determination” that is a prerequisite to Cited In Szmyd v. Szg14yd, Sup. Ct. Op.
the entry of a decree of dissolution under  No. 2472 (File No. 5854), 641 P.2d 14
AS 25.24.230(a) unless one of the condi-  (1982).

tions listed in AS 25.30.020(a) exists.

Sec. 25.24.210. Petition for dissolution, (@) The caption in a peti—
tion for dissolution of marriage under AS 25.24.2J0 - 25.24.260 shall
be styled substantially "In the Mat er of the Dissolution of the Mar —
riageof . ... .. .. ..... and ... 7z

(b) The petitionshall be filedwith ihe superior court and shall either

(D recite that the conditions enumerated under AS 25.24.200(a)
exist and shall be signed and verified by both of the petitioners or by
one petitioner, ifthat petitioner personally®serves the petition on the
other spouse iWWordance with the Alm m Rules ofCivil Procedure in
anticipation thaMhe spouse will «.om$y with AS 25.24.200(c); or

(2 recite that the conditions (“mmerated under AS 25.24.200(b)
exist and be signecfsajd verified/fry one of the petitioners.

(© The petition shaft state tKat the spouse or spouses executing the
petition consent to the jwisjKction of the court.

(@) The petition shall mquest that the marriage be dissolved and
that the prior name ofa”po”~se be restored, ifdesired by that spouse.

(e) Ifthe petition is®roughrW both spouses under AS 25.24.200(a),
the petition shall stat< in detail tR™ terms ofagreement as between the
spouses with rcgarirco the custody ot><hildren, child support, visitation,
spousal support aJu tax consequences/ifany, division ofproperty, and
allocation of detps, and, in addition, shall state

(D the respe”ive occupations of the spouses;

(2 the incjope, assets, and liabilities of theVgspective spouses at the
time of filing the petition;

(3 the date and place of the marriage;

(@ the name, date of birth, and current custodial status of each
minor child bom of the marriage or adopted by the petitioners;

() whether the wife is pregnant;

(6) other facts and circumstances which the petitioners believe
should be considered; and

(7)) any other relief sought by the spouses. (81 ch 260 SLA 1976)
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§25.24.220 Alaska Statutes §25.24.230

Revisor's notes. — Formerly AS
09.55.232. Renumbered in 1983.

Sec. 25.24.220. Hearing, (a) After a petition for dissolution is filed
under the provisions of AS 25.24.210, a hearing shall be scheduled in
accordance with the Alaska Rules of Civil Procedure.

(b) Ifthe petition isbrought by both spouses under AS 25.24.200(a),
both the husband and wife are required to attend the hearing
personally and not through counsel unless the court, for good cause,
provides otherwise, or unless a spouse has complied with AS
25.24.200(c), in which case only the spouse filing the petition is
required to attend. Either spouse may have counsel at the hearing.

(© ifthe petition is brought by one spouse under AS 25.24.200(b),
that spouse shall submit proofofdiligent inquiry as to the whereabouts
of the absent spouse and provide notice by publication, posting, or other
means as ordered by the court in accordance with the Alaska Rules of
Civil Procedure.

(d) Ifthe petition is\rought by both spouses under AS 25.24.200(a),
the court shall examine petitioners/or petitioner present and con—
sider whether

(D) the spouses fully underS|gnd/he nature and consequences of
their action;

(2 the agreements between® t W spquses concerning child custody,
child support, and visitation dl€fair, jus”njd equitable as between the
spouses and in the best intareslts of the chilcli*ijof the marriage;

(3 the agreements betweeft the spouses relating to the division of
property, spousal support, ~nd the allocation of obligations are fair,

just, and equitable; and"

(@ the conditions 1h£&S 25.24.200(a) have been met.

(e If the petition i/orought by one spouse under AS 25.24.200(b),
the court shall examJpe the petitioner and consider whether the peti—
tioner fullyundersyids the nature and consequences ofthe action and
whether the conditions in AS 25.24.200(b) have been met.

() The court may appoint a guardian ad litem to represent the best
interests of the child. Appointment of a guardian ad litem or attorney
for the child shall be made under the terms of AS 25.24.310.

(@ The court may amend the agreements between the spouses
relating to child custody, child support, visitation, spousal support,
division of the property, and allocation of obligations, but only ifboth
petitioners concur in the amendment. (81 ch 260 SLA 1976)

Revisor's notes. — Formerly AS
09.55.233. Renumbered in 1983.

Sec. 25.24.230. Judgment (@) Ifthe petition is brought by one or
both spouses under AS 25.24.200(a), the court may grant the spouses
a final decree of dissolution and shall provide the other reliefas pro-
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Nedka Biee SgdaLre

3NouHt of SlepreacntatfucG

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH. EDUCATION
AND SOCIAL SERVICES

PLACE:

DATE. Capitol Room 106

March 7, 1991

NAME REPRESENTING ~ BUSINESS/PERSONAL MAILINGADDRESS ~ ZIP

i SCUSE>
<Som_ AuiU

-
SUBJECT OF MEETING:

*HB 136.MISC. (DIVORGE 6 CUSTODY LAWS

t
DO YOU WANT WHAT SUBJECT/
HPHONE  (W)PHONE TOTESTIFY? WHICH BILL?

NE>3-671N



X*FXXXX-XXXX @ XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXmXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX

X
x DELIVER TO: LHSCHES X
X X
X X
x ORIGINAL X
x SENT: 03/07/91 TIME: 10:08 *
x FROM: LTCCSOL X
x SUBJECT: 91-03-012:FS-HB50,93,136,;3-7 X
x PRINT DATE: 03/07/91 TIME: 10:08 X
X X
XX XX XX X XXX XXX XX XXX XXX XXX X XX XXX XXX XXX XXX XXXXXXXXXXXXXX X

SUBJECT LINE TO READ: TO NO.;SHORT SUBJECT mDATE

= vxagl'
TV
TIC NO: 91-03-012
DATE: 3--7-91
mSPONSOR: HOUSE HEALTH EDUCATION AND SOCIAL SERVICES
SUBJECT: HB50,93,136
MODERATOR:  ALYSON
SITE: fSOLDOTNA
FINAL STATS

XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXEXXXXXXXEXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX

WE HAD NO PARTICIPANTS AND DID NOT DIAL INTO THE TELECONFERENCE

XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXEXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXFXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX



DELIVERTO: LHSCHES

R

X
X
ORIGINAL X
SENT: 03/07/91  TIME: 10:50 X
FROM: LTCCMAT X
SUBJECT: 012 FS HHESS FAM 3/7/91 X
PRINT DATE: 03/07/91 TIME: 10:50 X

X

X

>< X X X >x X x X

XBXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXFXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX

SUBJECT LINE TO READ: TO NO,; PL/FS;SHORT SUBJECT;DATE

T/C NO: 91-03-012
DATE: 3/7191
SPONSOR: H HESS
SUBJECT: HOUSE BILLS 50, 93, AND 136-FAMILY
MODERATOR: MARY
SITE: MAT-SIJ L.I0O
FINAL STATS
XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX XXXXXXXXXXXXXKXXXXXXXXXXX XXX XXX XK XXX XXX XX XXX X XXX
TESTIFIED:
NAME/REPRESENTING ADDRESS PHONE BILL NO.

1 EMIL PORTSCHELLER JR NATIONAL-CENTER-FOR-FAMILIES-AND-CHILDREN

POB 1645 PALMER 99645 746-3011
2 JIM COLVER POB 427 PALMER 99645 T45-8474
3
XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX XXX XX XX KX XXX X XXX XX XX X
OBSERVED
NAME/REPRESENTING ADDRESS PHONE BILL NO.
1
An

XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX mMKXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX

TESTIFIED: 2
UNABLE:
OBSERVED:
TOTAL: 2

START TIME: 8:30 AM END TIME: 10



XXX EXXOOOCXXXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXKXXXXXX AXXX
X

X
X DELIVER TO:  .I-1SCMES X
X X
o X
X ORIGINAL o
« SENT: 03/07/91 TIME: 10:26 X
« FROM: LIOCMIL X
X SUBJECT: 91-03-012;FS;CHILD;3/7 X
X PRINT DATE: 03/07/91 TIME: 10:26 o
X X
XOOX X X XXX OOOX X X X OFOFX X X X X OFOX OFOFOFX X X X X OFX X X X X X X X X OfOfFX Of X OFX X
SUBJECT LINE TO READ: TO NO.; PL. FS:SHORT SUBJECT;DATE

T/C NO: 91-03-012

DATE: 3/7

SPONSOR: H HESS

SUBJECT: CHILDREN"S TRUST

MODERATOR Jupy

SITE: LANSHORAS s

FINAL STATISTICS
X X X X OFX OFX X X X X X OFX X OFX OFOFX OFX X X X X X X OFX X OFX OFOFX OFX OFOFX X X X X X OFOFX X X X X OFX X X X X OfX X

TO TESTIFY

NAMES/REPRESENTING ADDRESS PHONE BILL NO.
1. PAT WILLIAMS/CHILD ADVOCACY NETWORK HB 50
2. RICHARD HERMOSILLO HB 93/136

XXX XXXXXXXXXXXXXOXAOOX OX OFX X OX OFX X XX X OFOX OFOFX X X OFX X OFOFX X OFX OFX OFX X X OFOF X X X OFX

TO OBSERVE:

NAME/ REPRESENTING ADDRESS PHONE BILL NO.
1. SUE MILES POB 772196 ER 696-0604 50,93,136

XXXXOXXXXXXXXXXXXXXOXXXXXXXXXXOAXOHOXXXAXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXOAXXOKXXX XXX

TESTIFIED:
UNABLE:
OBSERVED:
TOTAL:

W ON

START TIME: 8:30 END TIME: 10:00



HFATTH. EDUCATION AND SOCIAL SERVICES COMMITTEE

DATE  3/7/91 JOINT
TAPE ¢ 19) JOINT
TIME CALLED TO ORDER @n)pm Time apJournep \0.05 ATA.
ROLL CALL: PRES ABST TIME ARRVD JOINT MEMBERS PRESENT:
Rep. Patrick Carney £
Rep. Georgiana Lincoln y
Rep. Bettye Davis \/
Rep. Cherl Davis \/
Rep. John Gonzales \ f
Rep. Mark Hanley rw

Rep. Mary Miller

AGENDA:

BILL NO. SHORT TITLE ACTION TAKEN

*HB 50(P Approp.: Children's Trust Fund (g\ UTtA .010

*HB 937 Child Custody Investigators \A19A \i> W Hkrzatr & >
*HB 136® Misc. Divorce and Custody Laws ,d 1/pA . QjidoxW ?2s)\Ar.
|
V.

OTHER:

.R1ff

SPECIAL ANNOUNCEMENTsT T ~ ~ A A AN A V"N oM<= VUaadx A>0cJl (



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Bill No. HB136
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date; Departent Affectedt AladkaCourt System
Title An At rdating todvolce, dio- BRU: Tnd Courts
solution, and dhild custody Conmponents.

Sponsor C. Davis
Reguestor:  House HESS COVPONENTSERIALNO | 000|000 \(II)|766

EXPENDITURES/REVENLES. (Thousands of Ddllars)
OPERATING FY 2 FY a3 FYA FY % FY 9% FY 97

PERSONAL SERVICES

TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL

SUPPLIES

EQUIPVENT

LAND & STRUCTURES

GRANTS &CLAIVS

TOTAL OPERATING 00 00 00 00 00 00

| CARITAL | [ | | ~f
1 REVENUE | 1 | 1 1

FUNDING (rramnbdDJIIars)
GENERAL FUNDS Q0 Q0 00 Q0 00
FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHR
TOTAL 00 00 00 00 00 00

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIVE
PART-TIME
TEVPORARY

Estimrate of current year inpect Nore
ANALYSIS.  (Attacha separate pege Ifnecessary)
No fiscal inpact

Preparedby.  C. S. Christersen 11 Staff Gounsdl _ Phoe 24828
DMsat Alaska Court System Dt (30401

Agqxoedby.  AtihurH Snoaden, 1, Adinistrative Director —
Agenoy. Alaska Court System pate: OV
Distribution (by pregarer): Legislative Finence, Legislative Sponsor, Reguestar, OVB, & Ineected Agenoy(les).
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