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3/31/98

AMENDMENT A

OFFERED IN THE HOUSE BY REPRESENTATIVE KEMPLEN
TQ  HB 270

Page 1, line 5, following (b)
Delete all through line 9
Insert "A surcharge of $275.00 shall apply to the fee for all marriage license
applications unless the applicants submit acceptable evidence of having
received at least 4 hours of relationship counseling. Acceptable evidence of
such counseling shall be a certificate attesting under oath or affirmation of
the counselor and the parties that the parties have completed at least 4 hours
of relationship counseling in the six months immediately preceding

application for a marriage license."



A laska State Legislature

Representative Ali.en Kemplen

SPONSOR STATEMENT FOR HOUSE BILL 270

"An Act relating to premarital relationship counseling; amending Rule
9(e)(7), Administrative Rules of Court."

A marriage 1is a social contract entered into by committed and sincere

individuals; a partnership between two people who pledge mutual

respect, responsibility and support. It is a formal recognition that a
family 1is being created. The family is the basic building block of a
healthy community. Itis the only institution in society whose main
purpose for existing isthe full-time nurturing of children. Children

are usually better off when they live with parents who have made

more than a passing committment to each other.

Historically, the extended family of grandparents, aunts and wuncles

provided the collective wisdom to which couples turned when

relationships ran 1into stormy weather. Nowadays, we seem to have
lost, for one reason or another, theclose knitsupport network which
nurtured enduring relationships. A marriage would be strengthened

by forging stronger relationship skills before a couple made their

commitments to one another.

This legislation would establish an incentive for marriage applicants
in Alaska to attend a minimum of four hours of relationship
counseling. The counseling would occur within a six month period
immediately prior to marriage vows. This pre-marital training
would establish a basic understanding of marriage, relationships and
the responsibilities of partnership. It would increase the likelihood
that relationships would survive the challenges of children, work and
the pursuit of happiness. An incentive for relationship counseling

would produce stronger Alaskan families.

I urge your support and prompt passage.
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BACKGROUND
270: An Act Relating To Premarital Relationship Counseling
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DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY
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“9“eil of tears: the church is part of our divorce problem - and solution”’
Michael J. McManus, author
in Policy Review, Wntr 1994 n76 pp. 50*55.

"PREPARE." apremant] inventory developed by Lutheran psychologist David Olson.
About 100,000 couples a year complete PREPARE, a questionnaire that can predict with
85 percent accuracy who will divorce. Each person indicates agreement or disagreement
with 125 statements, such as "I am concerned about my partner's drinking and/or smoking"
"| can easily share positive and negative feelings with my partner"; or "1 wish my partner
was more careful in spending money.HThe inventorP/ provides a virtual X-ray of the
relationship, with strengths clearly outlined - as well as areas of conflict.

Dr. James Dobson is a psychologist whose daily radio show, "Focus on the Family," is
earned by more than 2,000 Christian radio stations, and whose books on the family have
sold mou that 7 million copies In Love for A Lifetime he writes: "A daring relationship is
designi ' o conceal information, not reveal it" PREPARE cuts through the facades. And
10.00U i 15.000 couples of 100,000 are so shocked by the results that they break their
engagements. They have avoided what would probably have been a bad mamage,
researchers say. For those who stay together, the survey strengthens their relationship.
That's because the results arc not handed over like a report card. Instead, the couple must
have two personal meetings with a paste; or counselor to go over results



