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M E M O I A M U D I 0 M

10: Representative Brian Porter, Chairman
House Judiciary Committee

FROM:  Representative Eileen P. MacLean
DATE: February 9, 1993
SUBJ: Committee Hearing for HB 78

This 1S to. request a hearing for HB 78 relating to the t_estimonP/ of
c]bflld{en |(rjlterta|n crimifial  proceedings; and providing for an
effective date.

Under current law, in a criminal roceedlng] involving a child
ViGtim or witness, the court can order that the testimony of the
child be taken by closed circuit television or througn “one-way
mirrors If It determines that the child's testimony under. normdl
c?urt_ grocedures would result. in the child's |nab|I|tP/ 0
effectively communicate.  Thisbill would allow the court to
extend triose 1pnl\éneges to children to the age of 16, up from the

current age 0

The attached memorandum from the |egal Services Division
examines the constitutiona] “confrontation” clause requweme_n‘
that a person must meet his accuser against other states specia
freatment laws. Therf IS N0 single age limit that serves as a
benchmark for special treatment n ofherstates, The range Iis
from ages, 10-16, with the latter being the U£perl|m|1 that sfates
nave sét for use of special proceedingS to take testimony through
videotaped testimony or one-way mirrors.

State Capitol, Room 507
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182



Representative Porter
page -

According to the attomney, since it Is not the child's a?e but. rather
the impgirment of th? ﬁhnds apjlity to commumﬁae testimon
that IS the essence of the exceptional freatment, the age cellin

could. be extended from_ 13 (5? 16 without raising a mﬂnmcan
constitutional concern.  Regaraless of te,a e, the” test the court
must follow Is to F Immarize Tpecmc evidence and_ an ewreﬁ
finding that the child's personal” appearance as a Witness Wou

significantly impair the substance of the child's testimony.

If you have any additional questions regarding this legislation,
ple:;/se contact Rena Bukovich %f my staf?gat 46%-4525. !



SPONSOR STATEMENT
HB 78

Representative Eileen P. MacLean

Under current Iaw n a cnmrnaI proceeding involvin Og a chrld victim
or Witn gss at the request of th court or %uardran ab litem, Je court
can order the testl on of the child b8 taken by closed circyit
television or throug one way mirrors If It determrnes that _the
child's testrmony unfler normal " procedures would result in the child's
Inabilit to ef ectrveIP{ communi a\tg This, bill would allow the court
to exténd those {rnv eges to children under the age of 16, up from
the current age

The constrtutron forbids denying the accused . face- tofc
confrontatron with an accuser In"a cnmrnal trial Wrthout specr IC
evrde(che and an express rndrng chat th 3 grobabe effect of tn
defendant's pre]ence on the witness wouI cantly impair t

substance of the witness's testrmong . oupreme  Court has
ruled that the right of a criminal dfendant to ‘confront” his. accuser Is
POt absolute. I certain situations the right  of con(!rontatr n can he
mited where the court ma es a case specific finding 0 necessrt
that ||m|tat|ons on the nght con rontatron are necessax e U.

upreme Court h gﬁ) ove mprocedHres like current AS 12 45 046

& the decrsr to e #

ong theprocedure 1S magde on a Case
specrfr finding of necessrty tat determinesthat requrnng the child

ﬁestr in the courtropm’ in the resence of the de n P\t Wi
resut In" the child su enngz severe otronal Istress such that the

child cannot reasonably tes

The attached memorandum from t[re Legal  Serviges. Drvrsr%n
examines. other states procedural provisions limitin

confrontation clause, ~There 'Is no_single ‘age, Irmrt that serves & a
benchmark for special freatment. = The range 1S rom ages 10 to 16
with. ﬁhe latter Deing the U épper limit that states étve St for yse of
special proceedings “to take  testimony through  videotaped testimony

0r one-way mirrors.

Sectron 2 makes thrfe bill retroactive ﬁndanplrcable t0 cnmrna]I

Nses, occutin before the k. ective at%? the pill. — This will
more age. limit enacted rn e to offenses that occur

t?te effective date of the brt3 %PLE which are prosecuted after
the effective date.




DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES

LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY
STATE OF ALASKA

(907) 465-3867 ardes-2450

FAX(907) 466-200 130 Syt S 140
N&ill Sp3101

MEMORANDUM February s, 1993

SUBJECT: Sectional Summary of HB 78 (Work Order No. 8-LS0133\A)

TO: R?Pres§ntative Eileen MacLean

Attn: Rena
: LuckhaupL)t">"
FROM ﬂ r?élanve 808[12

e mh%\ée r?%uees?terqo%t a%tg)gal %J aJn Ef aﬁ Llcgsr{%% bc"cl)n3|de eg
ggn%grt]bsor ative Interpretation o th rbll the il rYI Itse statement orr

Sect|on 1 of the hill amends AS 12.45. 046 rovd| gthat| a child V|8t|m or

W |n |m|n ceeding, IS nde hec er the
tesﬂ%%n hdp[)e takengbly3 0Se |rcw te eV|3|on or )61‘0 One-Way

MITOrS, yT%e current age imit 1s 13 years o ae o younggr.
2 of the il h 1
Section. 2 of Ae ql Drovicles tpat the amend{ﬂent In segtion oht

tr actlveap criminal prosecutions cur a rtréa ?
act of Cri na o enses that occurred prior to the effective date of t

Secbon 3 of the hill provides an effective date.

Ehedh

eb (Jate
he act

Juey AHa801-2106



DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES

LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY
STATE OF ALASKA

(<V)7) -165-3807 or 465-2350
F1.X(907) 466-209 . _

NI 3101 drey Aeda99801-2106

MEMORANDUM January 20, 1993

SUBJECT: Derg tmk())lll to WE the r%%%jalfrr]esc r? P|I blr% Ctgeo rt]alsnmm%
B o pugEn A proceeaing

TO. 5 19|\slen£?t|ve E|Leen acLean

ena Bukovic
FROM: erry Luckhaupt< A
e slaHve ansleA

State l%YV authonzis trial c%er}trs 0 S[t)rotect ch|| peanrt]goz?s Ewtnesses In cn Trlbal

ng%ngagets l] ﬁ%?(?% ucwcun tte?e\}g}%ni) on% \}/ayinmfr)u ct|m Et%v%%%emﬂth
mﬁerﬁbjrrﬁsag@aobg appmeoﬁge t 13 Crhe attagﬁ(sed {)Iﬁ vvoulg Increase the

The ?org{sntuuo rovmoq that beﬁrs Upon the consideration o[]th|s statute |s the
o-called . "copirontation clause” the Sixth Amrﬁ Htx nited States
nst|tut|0n an Its counterpart, art|c|e | Section Jaska Constitution,

Such a procedure was found to be constitutional by the United States Supreme Court in Maryland
v. Craig. 497 U.S. 836, 110 S.Ct. 3157, 111 L.Ed.2d 666 (1990), as long as the decision to employ the
procedure ismade on "a case-specific finding of necessity ™ that requiring the child to testify in the
counroom in the presence of the defendant would result in the child suffering severe emotional
distress such that the child could not reasonably communicate. See also Cov v. lowa, 487 U.S. 1012,
108 S.Ct. 2798, 101 L.Ed.2d 857 (1988).

y The provision reads, in relevant part:

In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the right ... to be
confronted with the witnesses against him ....

y The confrontation clause of the state constitution reads:

In all criminal prosecutions, the accused... isentitled... to be confronted



Representative Eileen MacLean
January 20, 1993
Page 2

At least half the states have similar procedural provisions applicable to child victims
or witnesses of crimes similar to those covered by the Alaska statute. . My review
of the applicable statutes indicates that there is no single maximum age that serves
as a benchmark. The range generally is from ages 10 (Minnesota) to 16 (five states:
Alabama, Florida, Mississippi, Hawaii, and New Jersey). In one state, Pennsylvania,
a statute sets the maximum age at 17 but its use for children age 16 or 17 would only
occur under exceptional circumstances.

The Pennsylvania statute - in question is interesting. Under it, a videotaped
deposition may be taken of a child victim or witness if the child has not reached the
age of 18. The statute then establishes rebuttable presumptions for the taking and
use of videotaped testimony of child victims and witnesses who are between 14 and

18:

In the case of an individual from 14 to 15 years of age, there shall be
a rebuttable presumption that the individual will benefit from the use
of procedures in section 5984 (relating to videotaped depositions) and
5985 (relating to testimony by closed circuit television). In the case of
an individual from 16 to 17 years of age, there shall be a rebuttable
presumption that the individual will not benefit from [these] proce-

dures.

In other words, while Pennsylvania allows the use of videotaped or closed-circuit
television for evidentiary purposes of children up to age 18--and is apparently the
only state to do so-the presumption changes as to the ability to use these techniques
for children who are older, 16 or 17. «

From my research, age 16 ~ seems to have become the upper limit that the states
have set for use of special proceedings to take testimony through videotaped
testimony or using one-way mirrors. But, as the Pennsylvania statute shows, age 16
is not necessarily an absolute maximum limitation, and | haven’t found a decision in

y In addition, roughly two-thirds of the states also authorize the use of a child3 videotaped
testimony.

Z. Pa. Cons. Stat. Ann. title 42 §5984.

9 A Pennsylvania trial court has apparently found the Pennsylvania statute unconstitutional insofar
as 1t requires only a "good cause" showing to permit a child to testify outside the presence of a
defendant. Instead, the court imposes a requirement of a particularized finding by the trail court that
the child witness was in need of special protection. [t does not appear that the child3 age was a
factor in the decision.

0/0 In the only jurisdiction that I1was able to find where the use of the special evidentiary methods
may be applied to persons older than 16, Pennsylvania, the deposition or testimony of a child 16 or
17 may be videotaped only ifthe proponent of taping-ihe state-satisfies the rebuttable presumption
that the individual will not benefit from the use of the special procedure.



Representative Eileen MacLean
January 20, 1993
Page 3

which the courts have set aside a child victim or child witness protection statute due
solely to the legislature’s choice of a maximum age to which the protection statute
may apply. Apparently the courts are willing to leave to the legislature the final
decision as to the maximum age level for which these special procedures for the
taking of testimony from witnesses may apply.

The courts are, of course, vigorous in assuring that the special procedures are made
available, if they are used at all, only in circumstances in which specific evidence and
an express finding are entered in the record that the child’s personal appearance as
a witness would significantly impair the substance of the child’s testimony. Blume v.

State. 797 P.2d 664, 674 (Ak. App. 1990).

My guess is that you could extend the ceiling under Alaska law from 13 to 16 without
raising any real question as to whether the change in age alone would present a
problem of constitutional magnitude. Since it is not the child’s age but rather the
impairment of the child’s ability to communicate testimony that is the essence of the
exceptional treatment, you might be able to raise the ceiling to 18. However,
regardless of what age the ceiling is raised to, ihe test that the court must follow is
the one enunciated in Blume. namely that the court summarize in the record both
specific evidence and an express finding that the child’s personal appearance as a
witness would significantly impair the substance of the child’s testimony. For children
who have passed their 16th birthday, that would seem to be a tough requirement.
Even with this statutory change, most older children should have to expect to
confront the criminal defendants in open court.

In any event, in conjunction with the attached draft, you should consider for inclusion
in the bill draft findings that set out the reasons why you believe the change should

be made.

JPL:pl
93-030.pIm

Attachment



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO: JIEJZS.
1993 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: Dept. Affected: P'Inlir Rafety

Title: : An art relatinn tn-.the testimony BRU: Alaska-State. Tronnfirs.,

of children in pprrain ciminal nmcperiinps. Component: Darar.hmp.ars..
Sponsor: Representative MacLean
Requestor: House HESS COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 799

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (Thousands of Dollars) (inflation not included)

OPERATING FY 94 FY 95 FY 96 FY 97 FY 98
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT
LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING -0- -0- -0- -0- -0-

CAPITAL -0- -0- -0- -0- 0-

REVENUE FUND 0- -0- -0- -0- -0-
SOURCE:

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Proaram Receipts

1006 GF/MHTIA

Other

TOTAL -0- -0- -0- -0- -0-
POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME 0 0 0 0 0
PART-TIME 0 0 0 0 0
TEMPORARY 0 0 0 0 0

Estimate of current year (FV 93) impact: $

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.)

No significant fiscal impact on the Alaska State Troopers is anticipated.

Prepared By: Francis C. Allan Phone:
Division: Alaska State Troopers Date: 02/04/93

Approved by Commissioner: Date: 114122,
Agency: RirharflT  Rnrtnn Dpnr nf Pnhlirfrafety

PREPARER TO, PROVIDEALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For further oismoution information call the GovernmgE Legislative Reie p p

Rv 11/ r
- v ixIN ILn 0

FY 99

0-
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Pub Defenders finch 26S-5476 PHONE No. : 907 279 7541

FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA _iih /« _
1993 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
o. 1i,™Muta- Qod. Ailtaed: Department nf Administration
Ti(x "An Act relating Lu the testimony of Bfiy; Pnhllc Defender Agency
children in cerr.;iin criminal proceedings..." Componwit: Public Defender Agency

"Sponsar Representatives flaciean, Toohey A

Raouutor: COMPONENT serial no.
Expsndlturflg/RBVPnuos: iThout«nd« of Qoiitril

(jJrAKINC ~~ FY94 | FYOS_  Fyo9s FV57

"PFHRONNMSHRVICES fl I Q 0 -

TIAVEL 0 I 0 I 0 J— L

QONTRACTUA 0 I 0 2. o

SPRUES A | m 0 Q

CQUIPMENT 0 0 -0 0 0

LAND & STRUCTURES 0 < 0 0 0

GRANTS. CLAIMS 0 I 0 0 I 0

M ISCELLANEOUS 0 1 0 0 2 _

TOTAL OPERATINQ
I CAPITAL

REVENUE FUND SOURCE:

FUNDING: (Thfluwnttt of Oollirsl

1002 Federal Ranaipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Raceiots

1Q0S GF/MHTIA

Other

TOTAL

POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME

PART-TIME

TEMPORARY

Eitime to of ourrant yair (FY83l impact $

ANALYSIS: (Attach a sooartta page it nacextaryl

See attached

Prepared by: John Salemi, Public Defender

Division: Public Defender Agency February 8, 1993
Approved by Commfaionar: Nancy Sear Ugera

Aflwcv: Adm-fnl_ ~rrarinn

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR’S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For further dittnbution mlormanon call Tha Uovamcr’i Leglilativi Office

ifaa eakujwofls fI"CRU NOTE~- P(AlI21 1C. £)EF. Pig* zofs



Fr?m

: Pub Defenders finch 269-5476 F NE No. : 907 279 7541 Feb.08 1993 2:09PM

CONTINUATION of FISCAL NOTE ANALYSIS

For Bill/Resolution hb) ——————————

This proposal has as 1its purpose the minimization of emotional
trauma to minors at least 13 years of age but less than 16 ysars

old who are called on to testify in criminal proceedings. This
proposal expands the right of the state to present the testimony of
children in criminal cases by closed circuit television. (Thera

are other provisions in the bill/ such as thB appointment of a
guardian act litem, which will not be discussed 1in this Ffiscal

analysis).

The Public Defender Agency recognizes that the state has a
legitimate interest in minimizing emotional injury with respect to
minor witnesses 1in criminal cases. But because the usa of closed
circuit television for this purpose has a significant impact on the
constitutional rights of accused individuals in criminal
proceedings/ any expansion of said use must be based on a
compelling state interest. This legal Ilanguage establishes the
test to determine how competing interests are balanced. Absent a
showing of a compelling state interest to extend the use of closed
circuit television to minor witnesses who are 13, 14, or 15 years
old such a law suffers constitutional infirmity.

A defendant in a criminal case has an absolute right to confront
the witnesses who are called against him/her. This right of
confrontation is explicit in the U.S. and state constitutions. See
the Sixth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States
Constitution. See also Article 1, Section 11 of the Alaska
Constitution.

A.S. 12.45.046 currently allows closed circuit television testimony
for children under the age of 13 (or testimony by one-way mirror).
As a prerequisite to use of this procedure the court must determine
that the normal court practice of requiring the witness to testify
in court would inhibit effective communication.

It must be understood that any testimony by a witness, minor or
adult, has the potential to create emotional trauma. Using closed
circuit television or one-way mirrors does not reduce the trauma of
having to recall significant events of a potentially painful nature
and relating them to a judge or jury. The only legitimate issue
here 1is v/hether having to recall those events in a courtroom, 1in
the presence of the accused, creates substantially more trauma. To
make such a Ffinding would in most instances be highly speculative.
It must be remembered that courtroom proceedings are very solemn
and formal. The defendant does not get to address a witness
directly. Questions are asked through attorneys. Security 1is in
place in criminal cases whenever needed. Courtrooms are typically
fairly large and the distance between defendant and the witness
stand substantial. Therefore defendant-generated trauma is
minimized by the very nature of court proceedings.

page 2— of 2

FO3



Pub Defenders finch  263-5476 PHONE No. : S07 279 7541 Feb.08 1333 2 :10PM

CONTINUATION of FISCAL NOTE ANALYSTS

For Bill/Resolution No. 110 78

For this law to pass constitutional muster the state would have to
show that any emotional iInjury or trauma the minor witness might
suffer by testifying "live” would be generated solely by the
defendant®s presence iIn the same courtroom. Making uuch a showing
will be difficult, highly speculative and oould involve such things

as psychological evaluations. It is the understanding of the
Public Defender Agency that under present law these procedures are
rarely used. It Is questionable whether suoh as expansion of this

procedure 1iIs necessary.

In the fTinal analysis this bill must strike the delicate balance
between the constitutional rights of the accused and preventing
emotional injury to young witnesses. Because the testimony of a
minor witness in a criminal case can often be the pivotal evidence
in that case, using unusual procedures to present the evidence can
cause problems. A jury will see all of the other testimony live.
They very well may draw negative inferences about the defendant
when the testimony of a young witness is presented by television or
one-way mirrors. This alone cuts against the very important
concept of the presumption of innocence.

While there will be no distinct Ffiscal impact on the Public
Defender Agency it is likely an extension of the statute will
eventually be subject to a constitutional challenge.



Chukchi Campus
{oniversity of Alaska Fairbanks

P.0. Box 297 e« Kotzebue, Alaska 99752 < (907) 442-3400

25 January, 1993

Representative Eileen MacLean
State Capitol
Juneau, AK 99801

Dear Rep. MacLean:

| am writing in suRPort of HB 78 | have worked, as a therapl]s]t with
V\w]merous ado(!ese victims of abuse and adulfs’ abtise lldren,
0 expressed that the disclosure and. prosecution of the abuse Was

more traumat|c than the actual abuse Itself,
| applaud the State of Alaska's. efforts. to profect in a healthy manner
thepSLysmar emotional, and spiritual rig tspo$ our children. y

Respectfully:

st. Prof. of Social Work
Unfegrsncy ?<f Alas a F\aler anks
hukchi College



M aniilag Association , ;,

December 8, 1992

Representative Eileen Panigeo MaclLean
Alaska State Legislature

P.O. Box V, Rm. 128, Capitol

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Eileen,

Greetings during this jJoyous season! I pray that you and your family
have a wonderful holiday.

Shirley Goldy brought to my attention a situation that 1 believe
warrants your assistance. It seems that children over the age of 13
must face their abusers in court and cannot be videotaped similar to
what is done with younger children. This seems very cruel and
unnecessary . Other states have 16 or 18 as age limits for court

appearances. | believe that Alaska needs to change the age limit to at
least 16 years old, if not 18 years old.

By sponsoring legislation to raise the age limit to 16 or 18, you would
ensure that our children are not abused a second time by the system. |
look forward to hearing from you.

Most sincerely,

Susan L. Adams,
Deputy Administrator
Social d Regional Services

cc: Shirley Goldy, Group Hone

Marge West, Family Services
Ruth Apgar, DFYS

EILE/MAC/TXTIVA

MEMBER VILLAGES



Rep> Eileen MacLean 2/5/93
Alaska Capital Legislature

State Capital Room 507

Juneau, Alaska 99901 -1182

Dear Rep. MaclLean,

We are Banding thiB letter iIn suppo “ of House Bill #78
"An act relating to the testimony d children in certain
proceedings; and providing for an e lactive date"

We in the field of Social Services a.at support efforts to
protect the children. This bill wi 1 expand the ages of
protection for victims, children, v x were unfortunately
traumatized by crimes. They do not reed multiple iInterviews
in public court, they have been tra inatized enough.

Thank you for your hard work and co oage to introduce thia
important bill. Vote yes for House liill #78

Maniilaqg Alcohol .Program
Box 256, Building F.R.F.
Kotzebue, Alaska 99752
1-800-478-3312



STATE OF ALASKA
1993 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: February 11.1993

Title:  "An Act relating to testimony of children
in certain criminal proceedings..."

Sponsor: Representative MacLean

Requestor: House Judiciary

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES:

OPERATING
PERSONAL
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT
LAND &

GRANTS, CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS

FY 94 FY 95

TOTAL OPERATING 0 0

CAPITAL

REVENUE
FUND SOURCE:

FUNDING:

1002 Federal
1003 GF Match
1004 GF

1005 GF/Program
1006 GF/MHTIA
OTHER

TOTAL 0 0

POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME 0 0

PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

Estimate of current year (FY93) impact: -0-

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.)

Prepared by: RichardT. Peoues. Director

Division: Administrative SerAlices/CM/isioiU

Approved by Commissioner:
Agency: Department of Law

[~ e\ j_ Date:

FISCAL NOTE

BILL NO. HB 78

Department Affected: Law
BRU: Prosecution
Component:  All

COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 0085 thru 0090

FY 96 FYy 97 FY 98 FYy 99
0 0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

Please see attached analysis.

465-3672
February 11.1993

Phone:

Charles E Cola/Attorney General

Date: February 11, 1993

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For further distribution information call the Governor's Legislative Office

Rev 11/92
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HB 78
1993 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

ANALYSIS: (continued)

AS 12.45.046(a) currently provides that in a prosecution of a violent crime,
including sexual assault, committed against or witnessed by a child under the age of
13, the court may order that the testimony of the child be taken by closed circuit
television or through one-way mirrors, if the court determines that the testimony by
the child victim or witness under normal court procedures would result in the child 's
inability to effectively communicate. This bill would raise the age limit to child victims
or witnesses for whom these procedures could be extended to children under the age
of 16.

There will not be afiscal impact forthe Department of Law because facilities and
procedures are already in place to allow this type of testimony.



STATE OF ALASKA
1993 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Dale:

Title: 'An Act relating to the testimony of children

in certain criminal.

Sponsor:  Representatives Maclean, Toohey

Requestor House HESS

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES:

OPERATING
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT
UND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING

CAPITAL

REVENUE
FUND SOURCE:

FUNDING:

1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1006 GF/MHTIA
OTHER
TOTAL

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

OOOOOOOOOS’g

O O O O O o o

o O

Estimate of current year (FY93) impact: None

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.)

See attached.

N

Prepared by: Brant McGee, Public
Division: Cffice of Public Advocacy

Approved by Commissioner

Agency: Administration

Nancy Bear Usera

FISCAL NOTE

BELL NO. HB 78

Department Affected:  Administration
BRU: Office of Public Advocacy
Component:  Ollice of Public Advocacy

COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 43

FY 95 FY 96 Fy 97
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0 i
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HB 78
1993 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

ANALYSIS: (continued)

Office of Public Advocacy will receive 15to 25 additional guardian ad litem appointments annually if this hill is passed. However, this
of witness representation is now relatively routine and straightforward for olcer children and only rarely requires substantial staff or contraCtor
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Dace Referred: January 22, 1993 FURTHER REFERRALS: Judiciary
_ . Finance

Dace of Commitcee Accion: 2 -'j '72P

The HEALTH, EDUCATION AND SOCIAL SERVICES CommiCcee considered: H3 73

HOUSE BILL NO. 78 TESTIMONY OF MINORS IN CRIMINAL TRIALS

"An Acc relacing Co che Cestimony of children 1In cercain criminal
proceedings; and providing for an effeccive dace."

RECOMIVIENDATIONS: f I the same title
be replaced with [ ] anew title

[ ] have attached amendments(s)
%] do pass

v ] do not pass

T ] no recommendations

[ Jindividual recommendations

[ ] addition:)! referral to the Committee

ADOPTS: letter of Intent

ATTACHES NEW FISCAL NOTE(s): (Do) APPROVES PREVIOUS: (DepuDiie)
[ ] fiscal impact [ ] fiscalnote(s)

fa] zero fiscal note ] zero fiscal note(s)

OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS
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