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vehicular way not connected by a land highway or vehicular way to
the land connected state highway system when that highway or
vehicular way is not connected to a highway or vehicular way with
an average daily traffic volume greater than 499, the operator of
the vehicle is exempt from ”a) of this section if the operator has
not been involved in a traffic accident or cited for a traffic law
violation described in (c¢) of this section within the preceding ten
years.

(e) Every three years the Department shall publish a list of
areas that meet the requirements for (d) of this section. The list
shall be available for public inspection at ail division of motor
vehicle offices in the state.

Sec. 28.22.040. METHOD OF PROOF FOLLOWING AN ACCIDENT, ()
A person involved in an accident who is required to prove that a
motor vehicle liability insurance or a certificate of self-insurance
was in effect pursuant to AS 28.22.030(b) shall, within 15 days of
the accident

(1) present a copy of the insurance policy, certificate,
bond, or insurance binder that was in effect at the time of the
accident to the department for inspection;

(2) provide the department with written certification
from an insurance company, 1insurance agent, insurance broker or
surplus lines broker confirming that a valid motor vehicle liabil ity
policy issued in conformity with AS 28,22.010 was in effect at the
time of the accident; or,

(3) advise the department in writing that a certificate
of self-insurance was in effect at the time of the accident.

(b) The department shall develop and implement a program to
check the veracity of the documents filed for proof under this
section.

(c) Providing information required under this section which

the person does not believe to be true and with the intent to
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mislead a public servant in the performance of a duty is a class A
mi sdemeanor .

Sec. 28.22.050. METHOD OF PROOF FOLLOWING A CHARGE OF A
MOVING TRAFFIC VIOLATION, (@) A person charged with a traffic law
violation described in AS 28.22.030(c) shall, at the time of that
person®s initial appearance in cuurt or within 15 days of the date
of the violation, whichever is later,

(1) present a copy of the insurance policy, certificate,
bond, or insurance binder that was in effect at the time of the
violation to the court for inspection;

(2) provide the court with written certification froman
insurance company, insurance agent, insurance brokeror surplus
lines broker confirming thatmotor vehicle liability 1insurance
issued in conformity with AS 28.22.010 was ineffect at the time of
the violation; or

(3) advise the court in writing that a certificate of
self-insurance was in effect at the time of the violation,

(b) Evidence presented imshe court in accordance with (a) of
this section shall be presented to the court at the initial ap—
pearance, or otherwise to the clerk of the court in which the
matter is pending.

() The court shall report immediately to the department any
failure to present proof of insurance as provided in this section.

Sec. 28.22.060. ADMINISTRATIVE SUSPENSION OF DRIVERS®™ LICENSES
(@ If a person fails to provide proof that motor vehicle liability
insurance or a certificate of self-insurance was in effect at the
time of an accicient described in AS 28.22.030(b), or at the time of
a violation described in AS 28.22.030(c), the department shall
suspend the driver®"s license of that person for one year. Such
suspension shall be consecutive to any other suspension required by
law.

(b) When the department proposes to suspend a driver®"s license



under (a) of this section, it shall notify the licensee that the
suspension shall become effective 30 days from the date of the
not~cp, except that the licenses shall have the right, within the
30-day period, to make an oral or written answer or statement in
which he may controvert any point or issue, and he may present
evidence and arguments for the consideration of the department
pertinent to the action to be taken or the grounds for the action.

(© Upon receipt of an oral or written answer or statement
from the licensee, the department shall make findings on the matter
under consideration within 15 days and shall notify the person
involved of its decision in writing by registered or certified
mail. If the department 3 decision is to sustain an action against
she licensee®s driver"s license, the department shall notify the
licensee of his opportunity for a hearing under AS 28.05.121 -
23.05.141.

Sec. 28.22.070. PROOF FOR THE FUTURE, (&) A person who
/iolates AS 28.22.030(a) must file proof of financial responsi—
bility for the future pursuant to AS 28.20 before the driving
privilege may be restored.

(b) A filing of proof of financial responsibility under
AS 28.20 shall be required for a period of three years following
expiration of the suspension of license under AS 28.22.060.

Sec.28.22.080. SEPARABILITY. If any provision of this
chapter, or the application of a provision of this chapter to any
person or circumstance, shall be held invalid, the remainder of the
chapter and the application of the provision to persons or circum—
stances other than those to which it is held invalid, shall not be
affected.

#See. 14. AS 21.89.020(a) is amended to read:

@ An automobile liability policy that [WHICH] insures an

owner or operator of a motor vehicle against loss resulting from

[HIS] liability for bodily injury or death, or for property injury
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or destruction, or both, which is sold in thf state [AFTER -JANUARY 1,
1959, BY AN INSURANCE CARRIER AUTHORIZED TO TRANSACT BUSINESS IN
THIS STATE], shall contain limits in at least the amount prescribed
tor a motor vehicle liability policy in AS 28.20.440(b)(2)"

[AND] AS 28.20.440(b)(3) AS 28.22.010(b)(2) and AS 28.22.010(b)(3).
[, AND MEET THE REQUIREMENTS OF AS 28.20.440(b)(3) UNLESS WAIVED AS
PROVIDED IN THAT PARAGRAPH].

*Gec. 15. AS 21.89.020 is amended by adding new subsections to
read:

(¢) In addition to the coverages and limits required in (a)
of this section, an insurance company offering automobile liability
insurance for bodily injury or death in this state shall offer
coverage, with limits equal to at least the limit purchased volun—
tarily to cover the insured person®s liability for bodily injury or
death, for the protection of the persons insured under the policy
who are legally entitled to recover damages for bodily injury or
death from owners or operators of uninsured or underinsured motor
vehicles.

(d The coverage required unrer (a) of this section to meet
the requirements of AS 28.20.440(b)(3) and AS 28.22.010(b)(3) may
be waived in writing by the insured in whole or in part.

*Sec. 16. AS 28.20.390(3) and AS 28.20.490 are repealed.

*Sec. 17. The Department of Public Safety will conduct a public
information campaign designed to educate the public about changes
in the motor vehicle code introduced with this Act and the potential
penalties for failure to comply.

*Sec. 18. Secs. 1-16 of this Act take effect January 1, 1985.

*Scc. 19. Sec. 17 of this Act takes effect October 1, 1984.
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EVANS EQUIPMENT COMPANY [ 720 EASTWHITNEY ROAD, ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99501 3 (907)276-4838

December 20, 1983

Vic Fischer
1024 W. 6th Avenue
Anchorage, AK 99501

Tear Senator Fischer:

The attached is a typical situation that our Company and
employees experience when mandatory insurance 1is not a
requirement. ——

Please vote for compulsory liability insurance and protect
us from those irresponsible individuals who don ™ care.
The present system doesn*t work!

Thank you.
Very truly yours,

EVAMS EQUIPMENT COMPANY

\Jt J ff

Gene L. Tenny
Branch Manager

GLT/jb
Enclosure

EAIRBANKS

KENT
22431 83rd AVE., SOUTH [CIPHONE: (206) 372-3500 MILE PEGER ROAD CIPHONE: 1907) 452-4437



R. N. SUTUFF
LAWYER
<23 Christensen Drive. No. i e anchorage. Alaska sesoi
TELEPHONE (907) 279-0661

November 16, 1983

Ms. Sharon Naus

State of Alaska

Department of Public Safety
Division of Kotor Vehicles

Pouch N
Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear M1 . Naus:

A truck owned by my client Evans Equipment Company was involved in an
accident July 18. 1983 with a car driven by Mr. Leland. Mr. Leland
backed into the Evans truck causing damage in the total amount of
$398.21. A copy of the accident report is included for your review as
well as ipies of estimates to repair the damage. To the best ~f my

knowledgt flr. Leland is uninsured.

On August 17, 1983, a letter was written to Mr. Leland at the address
given on the accident report demanding payment for the damages done to
the Evans truck. The letter was returned “Not Deliverable as Addressed
- Unable to Forward". A copy of that letter is enclosed for your

review.

On behalf of Evans Equipment Company | request that you take action to
have Mr. Leland*s drivers license revoked as he has not met his

financial responsibility in this accident.

Cordially yours,

R. N. Sutliff

Enclosures

cc: G. Tenny
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MIL SHEFFIELD, GOVERNOR

— -- . _°%V - ..—.

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY
iy ¢ (v 7f-- SONEA. ALASK/ 99811
DIVISION OF MOTOR VEHICLES PHONE: 465-4361

Novanber 21, 1983 .

N. Sutliff .
1/5 Christensen Dr. #1 received
Anchorage, Alaska 99501
NQV 2 3 1983
R. N. sutLiFr, LAWYER
Your Client: Evans Equipment
Reference Number:
Accident Date: 7/18/83
SR Case Number: 83-09952
Other Party: Terry Leland
The driving privilege will be/ was suspended
XX Action will be taken upon receipt of a judgment obtained through a civil
court. Acertificate of fact must accompany the judgment.
Has filed compliance in the form of

Has reported liability insurance with

This
unles

This
accid

This

accident cannot be processed under the Safety Responsibility Law
S:

Sufficient evidence is received which indicates there is a
reasonable probability of a judgment being rendered against the
uninsured party.

Sufficient evidence is received that property damages sustained are
in excess of $500 and/or medical bills for any amount up to $25,000
for one person or $50,000 per accident.

co.se cannot be pursued as more than one year has elapsed since the
ent.

case 1is pending, awaiting additional information.

Remarks:

Financial Responsibility Section

12-471 (2/83)

/

W V



125 Christensen Drive, No. i e anchorage.. Alaska shso
TELEPHONE (907) 279-06S1

1T'm ]

December 2, 1983

Gene Tenny

Evans Equipment Company
720 Whitney Road
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

RE: Terry Leland Truck Accident
OQur File No. 81.010

Dear Gene:

Enclosed is a copy of the response from the Financial Responsibility
Section of the Department of Public Safety, Division of Motor
Vehicles. You will note that the department refuses to take action
because our damages did not exceed $500.00. A review of the statute
confirms the correctness of the position taken by the department. At
this point in time our only option is to proceed with a suit against
Mr. Leland. Given the size of this claim I do not recommend litigation
but will proceed to sue Mr. Leland if you wish me to do so.

Cordially yours,

R N. Sutliff

Enclosure






ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE - SENATE
COMMITTEE ON LABOR AND COMMERCE

SENATOR RICHARD L ELIASON POUCH V* JUNEAU. ALASKA 9B38I1
CHAIRMAN <9C7>463-3844
OFFICIAL BUSINESS
T0: Senator Ic Fischer

Senator Bob Mulcahy

FROM, Senator Dick Eliasonirehair
Conference Committee on HB 7

RE: Update Information on HB 7

DATE: March 23, 1984

Attached 1is the most current infer,mation regarding proposed ia/.-~iiuge for
HB 7 - "An Act relating to motor vehicles".

Don Koci., Division of Insurance, has drafted two proposed pieces of
legislation dealing with alternative language for SCS CSSSHB 7 (L & C)
and CSSSHB 7 (Fin). Although the Division of |Insurance has taken an
active role in drafting the new language mandating automobile liability
insurance, the Division has consistently voiced opposition to mandatory
insurance. The Senate version which states that an 1insurance company
will provide uninsured motorist and underinsured motorist coverage to the
consumer is the preferred position.



Official Business

Speaker of the House of Representatives Lo

itol
Juneau. Alaska 998! 1
<07 465-3720

April 30, 1984

To: AlIl Legislators

Front: Rep. Joe Kay
Speaker

Re: Conference Committee Report on HB 7

Attached 1is an analysis of the Conference Committee
report adopted today on HB 7 for your information.
I have asked that it be placed on your desk.

Thanks for your consideration.



Speaker of the House of Representatives o

Juneau. Alaska 99811
Official Bus w (907) *65-3720

ANALYSIS FOR HB 7 COMPROMISE.. . April 30 Draft

The proposed a compromise on the mandatoiy auto insurance
bill is basically modeled af-cer legislation which passed 1in
California last year. This compromise has been prepared with
the assistance of the Division of Insurance, Departments of
Law and Public Safety and State Farm.

The general concept would enact a law making it illegal to

drive without Iliability insurance. Currently, it is legal to
drive without 1insurance. Once you are caught as a result of
an accident, however, you must obtain proof of insurance for
three years. The compromise makes it illegal up front.

The major difference with the compromise 1is: In the House
bill we require proof of 1insurance to be shown as a
prerequisite for registration. In the compromise, that would

not be required. The point of proof would come following an
accident (which results in at least $500 damage) for both the
person at fault and not at fault. BUT, 1in addition, any
person cited for a traffic violation carrying a 6 point
demerit on the poinu system would have to show that insurance
was in effect at the time of the violation within 15 days.

The burden of proof is on the person cited and requires the
person to provide proof from the insurance company that the
policy was 1in effect at the time of the accident. This
information would be required to be verified by the
Department of Public safety. The bill makes it a class A
misdemeanor if the person cited knowingly provides false
information during the verification process. It"s estimated
that between 20-30,000 citations for violations carrying a 6
point penalty are issued annually, and all these would be
checked for insurance in addition to all persons 1involved 1in
accidents whether at fault or not under the compromise.



The following traffic violations are all at least 6 points or
greater and require a court appearance and would require proof
of insurance to be shown.

Driving while license is cancelled, suspended, revoked

or in violation of license limitation

Driving while intoxicated

Reckless Driving

speccontest racing

fleoing or attempting to elude a
police officer

leaving scene of an accident

negligent driving

failure to yield right of way

failure to stop for school bus while
bus is loading or unloading

failure to obey traffic control device
in a school zone, playground,
crosswalk or park

speeding 20 miles or more over limit

Some, but not most, 6 point result in accidents so this 1is aimed
at getting to the driver with the greatest potential for an
accident..before the accident occurs. It"s estimated there will
be about 40,000 vehicles 1involved in accidents 1in the next year
and between 20-30,000 6 point traffic violations..all of which
would be checked for insurance under this bill. In an accident,
all motorists would be checked regardless of fault. Currently,
only the at fault person is checked.

All procedures for requiring proof at the time of licensing have
been eliminated. All procedures which called for insurance
companies to notify DMV upon cancellation of a policy have been
eliminated as have the requirements that DMV follow up on such
cancellation notices.

There is a further provision that providing false information
to verify existence of insurance is a Class A misdemeanor.
That"s up to $5000 fine and 1 year in jail.

The compromise calls for administrative revocation of the
license rather than being charged with a class B misdemeanor.
The revocation will be 90 days for the first offense and a
mandatory one year for subsequent offences within 10 years.
Limited driving privileges may be granted upon proof of
insurance. The removal of commission of a crime eliminates the
proposed fine of $250. However, the compromise requires payment
of a $100 fee as a license reinstatement fee as a prerequisite
to reinstatement of driving priveleges following revocation of a
license for driving uninsured. Thus the compromise would
generally retain the punishment previsions originally intended.



-3-

Limited license priveleges could be granted under 28.22.240 but
there is a provision requiring the person to provide proof of
financial responsibility for 3 years under our normal financial
responsibility law prior to the granting of any limited
priveleges.

The forfeiture provisions have been removed from the bill. There
was a concern about administrative burdens this would place on
the courts and Dept, of Law. Forfeiture was envisioned to be
used in extreme cases. The legislature could consider this at a
later date once the law has been enacted, and it may then be
determined how severe a threat the repeat offender is.

The compromi.se retains the concept of raising the limits fronm
25/50/10 to 50/100/25.

The compromise also adds further language to the uninsured and
undersinsured coverage provisions which basically allow a
deductible of $250. It allows companies to offer a smaller
deductible and for the insured to opt for a higher deductible.
It also requires direct physical contact between the 1insured and
un/underinsured vehicles to activate the property damage
coverage. Hit ana run drivers are presumed to be uninsured
motorists if the victim reports the incident within 24 hours.
This 1is to prevent people from running into a tree and trying to
claim they were hit by an uninsured person.

State Farm has provided assistance to include several pages of
language which define when the uninsured/underinsured coverage
is triggered and in what priority other insurance policies would
pay . Generally speaking, these appear to be fair compromises
and have been incorporated after some discussion and refining.
The goal has been consumer protection the provisions were
reviewed. The bill requires insurers to offer the insured
coverage for un/underinsured drivers in the amount the insured
voluntarily purchases, The insured may waive this coverage or
choose to increase the offer.

There is an exemption for isolated rural communities so that
vehicles operated in these areas don"t have to have 1insurance
unless they have r. history of traffic violations or accidents.

A separability clause has been added to the bill.

The compromise repeals two current sections 1in the financial
responsibility law allowing deposit of securities or cash as
pr<of of financial responsibility. In the opinion of the
Division of Insurance, this option 1is probably not needed any
longer since it is less expensive to buy a policy rather than
putting up securities worth $100,000 as would be required if
other provisions of this bill pass.
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This would leave the means of proving financial responsibility
as either having a liability policy, a bond or a certificate of
self insurance as allowed by statute. These two methods should
cover all motorists adequately.

The compromise retains the provision which required knowledge of
financial responsibility laws as part of the drivers test for a
license.

There are two substantial changes in che definition of a motor
vehicle liability policy which 1is required

Under the House bill we lifted word for word the definition of a
policy which was required of those people who had been involved

in an accident with no insurance. Such a policy required at
that time is different than normal policies which the average
person routinely buys. Policies required under the FR law are

basically exclusionless witn insurer defenses inoperable.

The compromise proposes a change in defining who is covere
und"ir an insurance policy and removes the provision that
liability becomes: absolute without defense following an
accident...only for persons who purchase insurance voluntarily
and do not fall under the financial responsibility law. The
absolute liability provision and stricter provisions would
remain in policies required 7Z“nder the FR law which would take
effect for a person who is convicted of not having 1insurance.
After extensive discussion on this point, this appears to be a
fair stance to take. The compromise does not change the type of
coverage that is offered currently to people buying insurance.

The compromise deletes the provision requiring companies to
issue a card with all policies and that the card remain in the

vehicle. Thin 1is okay 1in that the proof of insurance that is
now required Tfollowing a citation i3 an written verification
from the 1insurance compa.vy. The necessity for such a card 1is

eliminated.

The compromise eliminates a section for unused motor vehicles
because it is no longer necessary if proof is not required at
the time of registration.

The compromise eliminates an annual report on the effectiveness
of the law and the ability to enforce it. The report concept was
designed to provide legislators with some accounting of how well
the system 1is working but, admittedly, it would be difficult to
compile a meaningful report about the effect on premiums,
administration and uninsured population. However, it has been
suggested that a report could be initiated by a letter of intent
to keep track of the statistics compiled as a result of the law.
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The compromise incorporates two steps to involve the public
about the law. Threo months prior to the effective date of the
law, the Department must conduct a public eduction campaign
about the new law and failure to comply. Additionally, the bill
mandates that, at the time of registration and licensing, the
department give the applicant writhen information about the
mandatory insurance law of the state.

It"s hoped this will make people aware and encourage them to
seek insurance rather than take the chance of being stopped ari
losing their license for a year.

It should also be noted that if a person drives on a revoked or
suspended license...current law already mandates a 1C day jail
visit which hopefully will act as in incentive to keep people
from driving on suspended licenses.

The effective date of the compromise is 1/1/85. The mandatory
sections of the bill would be repealed on January 1, 1989. This
allows the Legislature to review its effectiveness by that

time. A letter of intent accompanies the compromise requesting

an analysis of the laws effect by 1987.



SECTION ANALYSIS COMPROMISE FOR HB 7 4/30 Draft

SECTION 1 PURPOSE

Legislature declares concern over rising toll of motor vehicle
accidents and determiness it is in the public®"s best interest
that motorists be financially responsible for negligent acts so
that innocent victims be recompensed for for injury or financial

loss. Declares that this can best be served by requiring
motorists to be insured when operating a vehicle "where the
potential for motor vehicle accidents 1is substantial”™. Further

declares that the most practical and economical time of proof of
compliance is Tfollowing: a moving violation or accident.

SECTION 2

Amends 1insurance code t;0 conform by requiring insurers in the
state to write polices at the newly established minimums of
50/100/25.

SECTION 3

Requires 1insurers to offer customers un/underinsured coverage
for both bodily 1injury and property damage 1in at least the
amount voluntarily purchased for personal injury liability
insurance. Requires an offer for property damage not less than
the minimum of $25,000. This coverage may be waived by the
insured.

SECTION 4

requires the Department of Public Safety to provide an applicant
for registration of a motor vehicle with information regarding
the state"s mandatory insurance law at the time of registration.

SECTION 5

Requires the Department of Public Safety to provide an applicant
for motor vehicle licensure with information regarding the
state®"s mandatory 1insurance law at the time of license
application.

SECTION 6

Adds knowledge of the states mandatory insurance law to
examination provisions for obtaining a drivers license.
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SECTION 7

requires person who has had license suspended to pay $100
reinstatement fee prior to the granting of limited driving
privileges or restoration of driving privilege in addition to
financial responsibility requirements.

SECTIONS 8 and 9

Raises minimum liability policy limits a person must be

insured for under the financial responsibility law from 25/50/10
to 50,000 for bodi .y injury to any one person in an accident,
$100,000 maximum for bodily injury of all involved in an
accident and $25,000 for property damage.

SECTION 10

Increases from 25/20/10 to 50/100/25 the threshold at which a
judgement against a person falling under the financial
responsibility is satisfied.

SECTION 11

same as section 8 to make statute conform regarding limits.
Describes _.limits for un/underinsured coverage to be offered as
part of an insurance policy.

SECTION 12
Defines un/underinsured motorist coverage.

(3 Limits insurers responsibility under the un/underinsured
provisions to the differnce between what might be paid on behalf
of the the uninsured person and the maximum limits of the
insured®"s policy.

(b) Establishes priority for payment of un/underinsured claims
and lists items that would be deducted from liability for
payment of such coverage.

(c) Prohibits the stacking of several policies in the event that
the insured 1is covered by more than one uninsured coverage which
might apply. The Tliability is limited to the highest amount of
one policy. Establishes priority of policies which would apply.
(d) Clarifies that UM/UIM coverage does not apply in situations
where the alleged un/underinsured vehicle is owned by a name
insured or resident relative but not insured. This 1is designed
to prevent a person from owning several vehicles but only
insuring one.

Specifies a single combined coverage. Allows 1insured to waive
coverage 1in writing. Limits coverage for property damage to only
the damage to the vehicle involved. Hit and run motorists are

presumed to be uninsured if the accident is reported within 24
hours. Allows deductible of $250 but allows insurer to offer a
deductible other than $250.
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SECTION 13

28.22 .010-28.22.050 Defines specific provisions of motor
vehicle liability policy that must be in effect to comply with

the mandatory law.

Generally follows current requirements under the financial

responsibility law. A major difference from the FR law is the
removal of an absolute liability clause which is retained in the
FR law. The removal is intended to allow companies to issue

policies just as they ai& now. There 1is also a modification fronm
the FR law in describing who the policy must cover.

Raises current liability minimums from 25/50/10 to 50/100/25.

28.22.100-28.22.130 Defines un/underinsured coverage for the

purposed of this chapter identical to the provisions in Section
12,

28.22.200 requires operator o:r owner of a motor vehicle to
have adequate 1insurance when operating vehicle on roadway.
Provides an exemption of the requirement to have 1insurance 1if
the vehicle is operated in isolated areas not connected to the
highway system and with minimal traffic. Exemption does not
apply i1if the owner/operator has a history of traffic violations
or accidents within 5 years.

28.22.210 Requires persons involved in an accident
resulting in at least $500 damage or involved in a 6 demerit
traffic violation to show proof of insurance.

28.22.220 Requires person cited for an accident to
present proof of insurance to the department within 15 days.
Requires the Department to establish a method to check all
documents filed as proof.

28.22.230 Requires person cited for traffic violation to
present proof of insurance at the time of the initial court
appearance or within 15 days of the charged violation.

Requires court to notify the department if such proof is not
presented.

28.22 .240 Provides for administrative suspension of
license if person fails to prove insurance was in effect at time
of violation or accident. Establishes notification procedure

and allows the person who stands to lose license a chance for a
hearing to plead that person®s case. Suspension will not tcike
place until final court action 1is taken. Penalties are
mandatory 90 days for first offense and one year for subsequent
offense if within 10 years of first offense.

Allows the department to grant a limited license if the violator
has not been suspended more than once for similar reasons within
the past ten years and if the violator shows proof of insurance

required under the financial responsibility law prior to
granting of limited privileges.



28.22.240 continued

Establishes procedure for granting limited license and specifies
that suspension takes place following expiration of limitation
unless violator complies with reinstatement provisions.

28.22.250 Establishes a Clas:* A misdemeanor for knowingly
filing false information with the department.

28.22.260 Requires person to file SR 22 under the financial
responsibility law (proof of insurance for 3 years) as a
prerequisite to reinstatement of license or granting of limited
license privileges.

28.22.500 Allows policy to contain provisions which do not
violate the provisions of this chapter.

28.22.510 separability clause

28.22.600 definition of general motor vehicle liability
policy for purposes of mandatory insurance requirements.

SECTION 14
Definitu.v.n of underinsured motor vehicle

SECTION 15

Repeals provinions in law allowing deposit of cash or securities
as a means of proving financial responsibility for the future.
Repeals the resinstatement fee which only pertained to driving
in violation of financial responsibility law. This has been
encompassed in section 7 of this bill.

SECTION 16

Requires Department to beging to conduct public education
campaign about the mandatory law three months prior to its
effect*?

SECTION 17

Repeals mandatory provisions of the bill January 1, 1989 and
other sections of the bill which refer to the mandatory aspects
of the bill.

SECTIONS 18-20

Rewrites insurance code provisions specifying coverage limits to
eliminate reference to mandatory section of the bill. This 1is
effective January 1, 1989 when the mandatory aspects are
repealed.

SECTIONS 21-23 Effective date 1/1/85. Public education campaign
begins 10/1/84. Sections 18-20 take effect 1/1/89.
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CONFERENCE COMMITTEE REPORT

DATE: 4/30/84

Mr. President:
Mr Speaker:

The Conference Committee with limited powers of free conference
which has had

CSSSHB 7 (Fin) (An Act relating to motor vehicles;efd)

and

SCS CSSSHB 7 (L&C) (Same title)

under consideration, recommends that

the Conference Committee Substitute for House Bill
Number 7 with the attachedlletter of intent

be adopted.

Senate Members mbers

ffe i

Senator Fergusom, Chairman Nete”ntatiye .Barnes , Chairman -°

senate*? Josephson
>-"e [/ / " /T /

Senator Halford 7



CONFERENCE COMMITTEE LETTER OF INTENT FOR HB -7

The Legislature directs the Department, of Public Safety
and the Department of Transportation to coordinate efforts
toward the goal of implementing a procedure to more
precisely determine how many Alaskan motorists drive
uninsured.

The Department of Public Safety is also directed to
compile statistics regarding the compensation of persons
involved in traffic accidents toward the goal of determining
what percentage of persons involved in accidents are
adequately compensated for pers* .-\al injury or property
damage via insurance or other means available under the
financial respc -sibility law.

Within 15 days of the. convening of the first session of
15th Alaska State Legislature, the Departments of Public
Safety and Law will report to the Legislature on the number
of persons checked for insurance under the law and the
disposition of those citations, the effect of the law in
reducing the number of uninsured drivers and suggestions for
changes in the mandatory law.

Sen. Frank Ferguso
'Chairman, House Chairman, Senate



Alternate language for SCS CSSSHB 7(L&C)

Section 1. AS 28.20.440(b)(3) ia amended to read:

(3) contain coverage in not less than the amounts set out in (2)
of this subsection for the protection of the persons insured under the
policy who are legally entitled to recover damages from ouners or
operators of uninsured or underinsured motorvehicles because of bodily
injury or death”™ or damage to or destruction of property in pjtcqBg .g>t
$250 arising out of the ownership, maintenance or use of the uninsured or
underinsured motor vehicleC, EXCEPT THAT THIS COVERAGE HAY BE WAIVED IN
WRITING BY THE INSURED ON OR BEFORE THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THE POLICY!.

(A) "Underinsured motor vehicle means a motorlvehicle
licensed for highway use with respect to the ownership, operation,
maintenance or use of which motor vehicle there iB a bodily 1injury or
property damage 1insurance policy or a bond applicable at the time of
the accident and the amount of 1insurance or bond:

(i) 1is 1less than the 1limit for uninsured and
underinsured motorists cjveraqe undeir the insured policy? or

(ii) has been reduced by payments to persons "Other
than an insured, injured 1in an accident, to less than the 1linmit
tor uninsured and underinsured motorists coverage under the
insured?™ policy.

(P" The uninsured and underinsured motorists coverage
provided for 1in this chapter:

(i) shall not apply to bodily injury, sickness,

disease or death of an 1insured or damage to or destruction of
property of an insured wuntil the I1ImitB of liability of all
bodily in-jury and property damage liability bonds and policles
that apply have been U3ed up by payments, judgements or
set llaments;

(li) shall be a single, combined coverage) and

(iii) may be rejected by the insured 1in writing. If
the 1insured has reiected such coverage, the coverage, shall not
be included in any supplemental, renewal or replacement policy
unless the insured subsequently requests such coverage in
wri ting.

) If both the owner and operator of the wuninsured
are unknoun. payment wunder the uninsured and underinsurod motonsta
coverage shall be made only where direct physical contact between the
insured and uninsured or underinsured motor vehicles haB occurred. A

vehicle that has left the scene of the accident is presumed to be
uninsured 1if the parson 1insured reports the accident to the
appropriate author ities within 24 hours.

(D) The uninsured and underinsured motorists coveracg
damage to or destruction of property 1ie subject to a deductible of
$250 in any one accident, but the insurer may offer a deductible
other than $250. This coverage shall be limited to damage to or
destruction of the 1insured motor vehicle. It dhall not 1Include lose
of use of such vehicle.
Section 2. A3 28.20.440 is amended by adding new subsections to read
(1) The maximum Uliability of the 1insurance carrier under the

uninsured and underinsured motorists coverage required to be offered
pursuant to AS 28.20.440(b)(3) shall be the difference between the
coverage limit of Jliability and the amount paid to the insured by or on
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behalf of the uninsured and underinsured motorist.

(m) Amounts payable under the uninsured motorists and underinsured
motorists coverage required to be offered pursuant to AS 28.20.440(b)(3)
shall be reduced by:

(1) amounts paid or to be paid under any worker ™ compensation
law:

(2) amounts paid or payable under any valid and collectible
automobile medical payments 1insurance or bodily 1injury or death liability
insurance; and

(3) amounts paid by or on behalt of the uninsured or
underinsured motorist.

(n) In the event an 1insured 1is entitled to uninsured or underinsured
motorists coverage under more than one policy of motor vehicle Iliability
insurance, or under more than one coverage if tuo or more vehicles are
insured under one policy, the maximum amount an insured may recover shall
not exceed the highest limit of any one policy or coverage. Where
multiple policies or coverages apply, payment should be made 1in the
folloumg order of priority. BUbject to the 1limit of 1liability for each
applicable policy or coverage:

(1) a policy or coverage covering a motor vehicle occupied by
the injured person at th~ time of the accident:

(2) a policy or coverage covering a motor vehicle which came
into contact with the insured whilei a pedestrian; and

3) a po)icy or coverage covering a motor vehicle not involved
in the accident with respect to which the 1injured person 1is an 1insured or
a named 1insured.

(o) Thos uninsured and underinsured motorists coverage provided forin
this chaoter does not apply to bodily 1injury or death or damage to or
destruction of property of an insured;

(1) while occupying a motor vehicle owned by. but not insured
by. the named insured or resident spouse or resident relative; or

(2) through being struck by a vehicle owned by the named
insured, or resident spouse or resident relative.
Section 3. AS 21.89.020(a) 1is amended to read:

(a) An automobile Jliability policy that [WHICH] insures a owner or
operator of a motjr vehicle against loss resulting from CH*SD liability
for bodily injury or death, or for property 1injury or destruction, or

both, which 1is sold in the state L CTER JANUARY 1, 1969. BY AN INSURANCE
CARRIER AUTHORIZED TO TRANSACT BUSINESS IN THIS STATE 3. shall contain
limits in at least the amount prescribed for a motor vehicle Iliability
policy in AS 28.20.440 (b) (2).[AND AS 28.20.440(b)(3), AND HEET THE
REQUIREMENTS OF AS 28.20.440(b)(3) UNLESS WAIVED AS PROVIDED It" THAT
PARAGRAPH. 1]
Section 4. AS 21.89.020 is amended by adding new subsections to read:

(c) An insurance company offering or writing automobile liability
insurance for bodily injury or death 1in this state shall offer coverage
prescribed in AS 28.20 440(b)(3) and AS 28.20.440(1)-(o). with 1limits
equal to at 1least the 1limit purchased voluntarily to cover the 1insured
person ™3 liability for bodily injury or death, for the protection of the
persons 1insured under the policy who are 1legally entitled to recover
damages for bodily injury or death from owners or operators of uninsured
or underinsured motor vehicles.In no event may the 1limit written be leBs
than that set forth in AS 28.20.440(b)(2).

(d) An insurance company offering or writing automobile liability
insurance for injury to or destruction of property in this state shall



offer coverage described in AS 28.20.440 (b) (3) and AS 28.20.AA0(1>-(0).
with limits not 1less than those prescribed in AS 28.20.AA0(b)(2) to cover
the 1insured person?™ Jliability for injury to or destruction of property,
for the protection of the persons 1insured under the policy who are
legally entitled to recover damages for injury to or destruction of the
covered motor®" vehicle from owners or operators of uninsured or
underinsured motor vehicles.

<e) The coverage required under (c) and (d) of this section to meet
the requirements of AS 28.20.AA0 (b) <3) may be waived 1in writing by the
insured in whole or 1in part_After selection of the 1limits by the insured
or the exercise of the option to waive the coverage 1in whole or in part,
the 1insurer shall not be req< med to notify any policy holder in any

renewal, supplemental or rep icement policy, as to the availability of
the coverage or optional li> itB. and the waived coverage shall not be
included in any renewal.supplemental or replacement policy. The ‘insured
may. at any time, make a written request for additional coverage or

coverage more extensive than that provided on a prior policy.
Section 5. This Act takes effect September 1. 198A.
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3/7/1/84 DRAFT ALTERNATE FOR HB7Y
SECTION BY SECTION ANALYSIS. House Bill

This draft alternative bill utilizes the House passed version aB a
starting point. The major distinction between this alternate and the
House passed bill 1is that the alternate useB a point of p;o00f which 1is at
the time of an accident or charge of a serious traffic la 4 violation.
This approach is intended to reduce the fiscal 1impact ye; give a
reasonable quantity of proofs to assure that the effect tit the

legislation is maximized. In drafting this alternate. th« Divinion of
Insurance haB attempted to reflect a variety of inte.restci. This proposal
does minimize the administrative cost, though that is still expected to
be Irrge. and substantially reduces the cost 1impact to the insurers
providing automobile coverage, thus keeping the 1increased cost to the
insurance purchaser to a minimum. We still believe that the Senate passed
version is the best approach to the situation since it allows the
responsible person to protect himself, not just the other party 1in an

accident.

This proposal is actually several bills in one. The first iB a mandatory
automobile law which is dealt with in sections 1, 2. 3. 4. 5. 13. and 17.
The second is to make some editorial or clean up changes in the motor
vehicle code. This is dealt with 1in sections 4. 12. and 16. The third is
to increase the financial responsibility law limits from the current
25m/50m/10m to 50m/1)0m/25m. This 1is done 1in sections 6. 7. 8. 9. and
13(see sec.28.22.010). The fourth 1is to require a mandatory offer of
uninsured and underinsured motorist coverage for bodily injury and
property damage. ThiB 1is done 1in sections 10. 11. 13, 14, and 15.

Section 1. Page 1, lines 8-24.
Purpose section. This section 1is very similar to the purpose Bectiun of
the financial responsibility law,,

Section 2. Page ) lines 25-31.
ThiB section provides for information about this proposal to be furnished
to persons registering an automobile in this state.

Section 3. Page 2. lines 1-8.
This section provides for information about this proposal to be furnished
to persons licensing to drive a motor vehicle 1in this state.

Section 4. Page 2, lines 9-28.

This section modifies the law dealing with the drivers license test to
resquire knowledge of the financial responsibility law and the mandatory
automobile insurance requirements.

Section 5. Page 2. lines 29-32 h page 3. lines 1-5.
This Bection provides for a $250 license reinstatement fee following a
suspension for failure to prove that 1insurance was 1in force.



Section 6 . Page 3* lineB 6-13.
This 1is ths first of several sections revised to reflect higher financial
responsibility law limits.

Sectior 7. Page 3. lines 20-32 & page 4, lines 1-2.
Sectior reflects higher financialresponsibility law limits.

Sect;.*. Page 4. lines 3-16.
Same cu.jsnt aB section 7.

Section 9. Page 4. lines 17-29.
Same comment as section 7.

Section 10. Fage 4* lines 30-32, all of page 5# & page 6, lines 1-16.
Thi« section of the financial responsibility law 1is amended to add
uninsured motoriBt property damage, wunderinsured motorist bodily injury
and underinsured motoriBt property damage to the presently offered
uninsured motorist bodily 1injury coverage. The section goes on to define
the coverage. The property damage feature is subject to a *250
deductible. The section describes the priority of coverage when faced
with other coverages which pjrovide a benefit 1in the same circurstances.
The offer would be a single combined coverage which 1is subject to written
rejection by the 1insured.

Section 11. Page 6. linee 17-32 & page 7. lines 1-24.
These new subsections relate to the uninsured/underinsured motorist

coverage. In (1). the maximum liability 1is clarifiad. In (m). reductions
of coverage are noted. 'n (n). the stacking of Ilimits 1is prevented. In
(0), exclusions of. coverage are listsd.

Section 12. Page 7. lines 25-29.

The reinstatement fee in the financial responsibility law 1is increased
from *50 to *250.

Section 13. Page 7. lines 30-32. all of pages 8-15. & page 16. lines
1-28.

This section Bets up the mandatory automobile insurance mechanism along
with method of proof. “requi rements of policy, and, penalties.

Sec 28.22.010. Page 7. lines 30-32, all rf pages 8-11, & page 12. lines
1-28.

This section 1is very similar to AS 28.20.440 in the financial
responsibility law. Subsections (b)(1l). (b)(3). (c)» (f)(1)-<3), (g), and
(i)-(o) are 1idend;lcal to provisions in AS 28.20.440. Subsections (a),
(b)(2). and, (d) are similar. Several subsections from AS 28.20.440 are
not duplicated in this section. These are 440(e), 440(f)(1l), and 440 (h).
A policy issued as proof of financial responsibility under AS 28.20.440



must cover all persons operating the 1insured automobile with the express
or implied consent of the 1insured. The policy 1is basically exclusionless
with the 1insurer having absolute liability. This feature 1is not
incorporated in this section of law which describes the automobile
liability policy purchased voluntarily to comply with the mandatory
provision in this bill. This feature 1is one where considerable* however
unquantifiable. expense 1is to be found. In drafting this section we have
attempted to track the financial responsibility law as closely as
possible while avoiding those elements that would increase 1insurance
costs for those person who already have demonstrated responsibility by
voluntarily purchasing coverage without a mandatory vrequirement in the
law. Subsections (l1)-(o) are the same as provisions being added to the
financial responsibility law and discussed in section 11.

Sec 28.22.020. Page 12* lines 29-32 & page 13. lines 1-11.

This section requires that policies can not be written for limits less
than those in the previous section. It also requires that the policy be
written by an admitted 1insurance company or by one that has filed a power
of attorney to permit service of process by the director of insurance.
Sec 28.22.030. Page 13. lines 12-32 pngs 14. 1lines 1-12.

This section mandates automobile liability insurance in Alaska. It
provides that a person 1involved in a roportable accident and a person
charged with a B point violation must p.ove that insurance was 1in effect
at the time of the accident or the violation. Persons in communities not
connected with a highuay with an average daily traffic volume greater
than 499 wunless previously 1involved 1in an accident or previously charged
with a violation.

Sec 28.22.040. Page 14. lines 13-32 & page 15. linesl-2.

This section sets up the method of proof following a reportable accident.
Sec 28.22.050. Page 15. lines 3-23-

This section sets up the method of proof following a Berious violation.
Sec 28.22.060. Page 15. 1lines 24-32 & page 16. lines 1-15.

This section provides for an administrative suspension of the drivers
license when a person required to prove 1insurance fails to do so. It call
for a one year suspension for each failure and provides a hearing
mechanism for persons impacted by the Bection.

Sec 28.22.070. Page 16. lines 15-22.

This section provides for a filing of proof frr the future applicable to
persons who have failed to prove insurance whsn bo required.

Sec 28.22.080. Page 16, lines 23-28.

Separability section.



Section 14. Page 16. lines 29-32 & page 17. lines 1-7.

As amended by replacement language.

This provision 1in the insurance code ties the mandatory offer of
uninsured/underinsured motorist coverage to the description of Ilimits in
the financial responsibility law and the mandatory insurance law.

Section 1jk Page 17. lines 8-21.

As amended by replacement language.

ThiB section in the 1insurance code ties the mandatory offer of
uninsured/undennsured motorist coverage to the description of that
coverage 1in the financial responsibility law and the mandatory 1insurance
law. The conditions set forth 1in the financial responsibility Jlaw and the
mandatory automobile liability insurance law are the same 1in this
section. This placement 1is necessary since all of the functional powers
or authority of the director of insurance are 1in Title 21. The offer .or
the bodily 1injury feature must be equal to the amount voluntarily
purchased for bodily injury Jliability. The 1limit for the property damage
ieature 1is the same aa the minimum Qlimit required under the financial
responsibility law for property damage Jliability. The
uninsured/underinsured coverage can be waived 1in whole or 1in part.

Section IB. Page 17. line 22.

The repeal section repealB two sections in the financial responsibility
law that deal with cash or securities as a means of proving financial
responsibility for the future. This is 1inconsistent with a mandatory
automobile insurance requirement.

Section 17. Pago 17. lines 23-26.
This section requires the Department of Public Safety to conduct an
information campaign to get the word out about the new law.

Section 18. Page 17. line 27.
The bulk of the act takes effect on January 1. 1985 to give plenty of
lead time to implement the act.

Section 19. Page 17. line 28.
The public information campaign starts three months before the rest of
the act 1is effective.



Replacement language for 3/1/84 draft.

Section 14. AS 21.89.020(a) 1is amended to read:

(a) An automobile liability policy that [WHICH] 1insures a ouner or
opt"r~"tor of a motor vehicle against loss resulting from [HIS] Lliability
for bodily injury or death, or for property injury or destruction, or
both, whici. iB sold in the state [AFTER JANUARY1l. 1969. BY AN INSURANCE
CARRIER AUTHORIZED TO TRANSACT BUSINESS IN THIS STATE], shall contain
limitB 1in at least the amount prescribed for a motor vehicle liability
policy in AS 28.20.440(b)(2) and AS 28.22.010(b)(2).C AS 28.20.440(b)*3).
AND ttEET THE REQUIREHENTS OF AS 28.20.440(b)(3) UNLESS WAI Vi D AS PROVIDED
IN THAT PARAGRAPH. ]

Section 15. AS 21.89.020 is amended by adding new subsections to reads
(c) An insurance company offering or writing automobile Iliability
insurance for bodily 1injury or death tn this Btate shall offer coverage

prescribed in AS 28.20 440(b)(3) and AS 28.20.440(1)-(o).or AS
28.22.010(b)(3) and AS 28.22.010<1)-(o), with 1limits equal to at 1leaBt
the limit purchased voluntarily to cover the 1insured parson™ Jliability

for bodily injury or death, for the protection of the persons insured
under the policy who are legally entitled tc recover damages for *y
injury or deaf, from owners or operators of uninsured or underins

motor vehic le"y. In no event may the 1limit written be Issb than that sec
forth in AS £3.20.440(d) (2) or AS 28.22.010(b)(2).

<d) An insurance company offering or writing automobile liability
insurance for injury to or destruction of property =:.n this state shall
offer coverage described in AS 28.20.440(b)(3) and AS 28.20.440(1)-(o0),
or. AS 28.22.010(b)(3) and AS 28.22.010(1)-(o). with limits not 1lesB than
those prescribed in AS 28.20.440(b)(2) or AS 28.22.010(b)(2) to cover the
insured person? Jliability for 1injury to or destruction of property, for
the protection of the persons insured undar the policy who are Jlegally
entitled to recover damages foi injury to or destruction of the covered
motor vehicle from owners or operators of uninsured or underinsured motor
vehicles.

(J) The coverage required under (c) and (d) of this section to meet
the requirements of AS 28.20.44((b)(@) or AS 28.22.010(b)(3) may be

waived 1in writing by the 1insured in whole or 1in part. After selection of
the Ilimits by the 1insured or the exercise of the option to waive the
coverage 1in whole or in part, tie insurer shall not be required to notify
any policy holder in any renewal, supplementaor vreplacement policy, as
to the availability of the coverage or optional limits, and the waived
coverage shall not be 1included in any renewal, supplemental or

replacement policy. The insured may. at any time, malce a written request
for additional coverage or coverage more extensive than that provided on
a prior policy.



Replacement language tor 3/1/84 draft.

Section 14. AS 21.89.020(a) 1is amended to read:

(a) An automobile Iliability policy that [WHICH] insures a ouner or
operator of a motor vehicle against lass resulting from [HIS] liability
for bodily injury or death, or for property injury or destruction, or
both, which 1is sold in the state [AFTER JANUARY1l» 1969. BY AN INSURANCE
CARRIER AUTHORIZED TO TRANSACT BUSINESS IN THIS STATE]. Bhall contain
limits in at least the amount prescribed for a motor vehicle liability
policy in AS 28.20.440(b)(2) and AS 28.22.0.7°0(b) (2). [ AsS 28.20.440(b)(3).
AND MEET THE REQUIREMENTS OF AS 28.20.440(b)(3) UNLESS WAIVED AS PROVIDED
IN THAT PARAGRAPH. ]

Section 15. AS 21.89.020 is amended by adding new subsections to reads

(c) An insurance company offering or writing automobile Iliability
insurance for bodily injury or death 1in this state shall offer coverage
prescribed ir. AS 28.20 440(b)(3) and AS 28.20.440 (1)-(o).or AS
28 .22.010 (b *(3) and As 28.22.010 ((1)- (o). with 1limit3 equal to at least
the Ilimit purchased voluntarily to cover the insured person? Jliability
for bodily injury or death, for the protection of the persons insured
under the policy who are 1legally entitled to recover damages for bodily
injury or death from owners or operators of uninsured or underinsured
motor vehicles.In no event may the limit written be 1less than that set
forth in AS 28.20.440(b)(2) or AS 28.22.010(b)(2).

<d) An insurance company offering or writing automobile Iliability
insurance for injury to or destruction of property 1in this state shall
offer coverage described in AS 28.20.440(b)(3) and AS 28.20.440(1)-(o0).
or# AS 28.22.010(b)(3) and AS 28.22.010(1)-(o). with 1limits not 1less than
those prescribed in AS 28.20.440(b)(2) or AS 28.22.010(b)(2) to cover the
insured person? Jliability for 1injury to or destruction of property, for
the protection of the persons insured under the policy who are legally
entitled to recover damages for 1injury to or destruction of the covered
motor vehicle from owners or operators of uninsured or underinsured motor
vehicles.

(e) The coverage required under (¢c) and (d) of this section to meet
the requirements of AS 28.20.440(b)(3) or AS 28.22.010(b)(3) may be
waived 1in writing by the injured in whole or 1in part. After selection of
the Ilimits by the 1insured or the exercise of the option to waive the
coverage 1in uhole or in part, the 1insurer shall not be required to notify
any policy holder in any renewal, supplemental or replacement policy. aB
to the availability of the coverage or optional limits* and the waived
coverage shall not be included in any renewal, supplemental or
replacement policy. The 1insured may. at any time, make a written request
for additional <cover ge or coverage more extensive than that provided on
a prior policy.



Replacement language for 3/71/84 draft.

Section 14. AS 21.89.020(a) 1is amendedto read:
(a) An automobile 1liability policy that [WHICH] 1insures aowner or
operator of a motor vehicle against lobs resulting from [HIS] 1liability

for bodily injury or death, or for property 1injury or destruction, or
both, which 1is sold in the state [AFTER JANUARY1l. 1969, BY AN INSURANCE
CARRIER AUTHORIZED TO TRANSACT BUSINESSIN THIS STATE], shall contain

limits in at least the amount prescribed for a motor vehicle Iliability
policy in AS 28.20.440(b)(2) and AS 28.22.010(b)(2). [ AS 28.20.440(b)(3),
AND MEET THE REQUIREMENTS OF AS 28.20.440(b)(3) UNLESS WAIVED AS PROVIDED
IN THAT PARAGRAPH. ]

Section 15. AS 21.89.020 is amended by adding new subsections to read:

(c) An insurance company offering or writing automobile Iliability
insurance for bodily injury or death 1in this state shall offer coverage
prescribed in AS 28.20 440(b)(3) and AS 28.20.440(1)-(o)»or AS
28.22.010(b)(3) and AS 28.22.010 (1)-(o), with 1limits equal to at leaist
the limit purchased voluntarily to cover the insured person?™ Jliability
for bodily injury or death, for the protection of i " persons insured
under the policy who are legally entitled to recover damages for bodily
inj jry or death from owners or operators of uninsured or underinsured
p>)Cor vehicles. In no event may the 1limit written be 1less than that set
forth in AS 28.20.440(b)(2) or AS 28.22.010(b)(2).

(d) An insurance company offering or writing automobile Iliability
insui nee for injury to or destruction of property in this state shall
offer coverage described in AS 28.20.440(b)(3) a,id AS 28.20.440(1)-(o0),
or, AS 28.22.010(b)(3) and AS 28.22.010(1)-(o), with 1limits not 1less than
those prescribed in AS 28.20.440(b)(2) or AS 28.22.010(b)(2) to cover the
insured person? Jliability for injury to or destruction of property, for
the protection of the persons insured under the policy who are Jlegally
entitled to recover damages for injury to or destruction of the covered
motor vehicle from ownera or operscors of uninsured or underinsured motor
vehicles.

(e) The coverage required under <c) and (d) of this section to meet
the requirements of AS 28.20.440.b)(3) or AS 28.22.010(b)(3) may be
waived in writing by the insured in whole or in part. After selection of
the limitB by the 1insured or the exercise of the option to waive the
coverage 1in whole or 1in part, the 1insurer shall not be required to notify
any policy holder in any renewal, supplemental or replacement policy, as
to the availability of the coverage or optional limits, and the waived
coverage shall not be 1included 1in any renewal, supplemental or
replacement policy. The 1insured may, at any time, make a written request
for additional coverags or coverage more extenslve than that provided on
a prior policy.



>

Replacement language for 3/1/64 draft.

Section 14. AS 21.85.020(a) is amended to read:

(a) An automobile liability policy that [WHICH] 1insures a owner or
operator of a motor vehicle against loss resulting from [HIS] Iliability
for bodily 1injury or death, or for property injury or destruction or
both, which iB sold in the state [AFTER JANUARY1l» 1969, BY AN INSURANCE
CARRIER AUTHORIZED TO TRANSACT BUSINESS IN THIS STATE], shall contain
limits in at least the amount prescribed for a motor vehicle liability
policy in AS 28.20.440(b)(2) and AS 28.22.010(b)(2). [ AS 28.20.440(b)(3),
AND MEET THE REQUIREMENTS OF AS 28.20.440(b)(3) UNLESS WAIVED AS PROVIDED
IN THAT PARAGRAPH. 3

Section 15. AS 21.89.020 1is amended by adding new subsections to read:

(c) An insurance company offering or writing automobile liability
insurance for bodily 1injury or death 1in this state shall offer coverage
prescribed in AS 28.20 440(b)(3) and AS 28.20.440(1)-(o).or AS
28.22.010(b)(3) and AS 28.22.010(1)-(o), with 1limits equal to at least
the limit purchased voluntarily to cover the insured person? liability
for bodily 1injury or death, for the protection of the persons 1insured
under the policy who are legally entitled to recover damages for bodily
injury or death from owners or operators of uninsured or underinsured
motor vehicles.In no event may the limit written be 1lesB than that set
forth in AS 28.20.440(b)(2) or AS 28.22.010(b)(2).

<d) An insurance company offering or writing automobile Iliability
insurance for 1injury to or destruction of property 1in this Btate shall
offer coverage described in AS 28.20.440(b)(3) and AS 28.20.440(1)-(o0),
or, AS 28.22.010(b)(3) and AS 28.22.010(1l)-(o). with 1limits not less than
those prescribed in AS 28.20.440(b)(2) or AS 28.22.010(b)(2) to cover the
insured person? Jliability for 1injury to or destruction of property, for
the protection of the persons insured under the policy who are legally
entitled to recover damages for injury to or destruction of the covered
motor vehicle from owners or operators of uninsured or underinsured motor
vehicles.

(e) The coverage required under (c) and (d) of this Bection to meet
the requirements of AS 28.20.440(b)(3) or AS 28.22.010(b)(3) may be
waived in writing by the insured 1in whole or 1in part. After selection of
the limits by the insured or the exercise of the option to waive the
coverage 1in whole or in part, the 1insurer shall not be required to notify
any policy holder 1in any renewal, supplemental or replacement policy, as
to the availability of the coverage or optional limits, and the waived
coverage shall not be 1included in any renewal, supplemental or

replacement policy. The insured may, at any time, make a written request
for additional coverage or coverage more extensive than that provided on
a prior policy.
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Under the compromise, persons operating vehicles in

isolated communities which are not connected by land
highway to the land connected state hlghway system and/ or
roads with an average daily traffic volume greater than 499
are exempt from the insurance provisions. he exemption is
void if a person operates a vehicle in such an area but has
a history of accident or serious traffic violation,

Under that provision, if a vehicle is operated |
community located on a state highway or accessib
to the major highway sustem, the person would he
insurance ‘provisions. The foHOW|ng is a general [lis
communities located on the land connected state highw
system or accessible to that system by other land roa

THIS IS NOT AN OFFICIAL LIST.

ALASKA HIGHWAY  connects with Glenn, Taylor, Steese and
Elliott Highways

n a
le

Northway

Tok

Tanacross

Dot Lake

Delta Junction
North Pole
Fairbanks

PARKS HIGHWAY connects with Glenn highway

Wasilia P
Knik C
Houston K
Willow H
Talkeetna C
Trapper Creek A
Nenana E
Fairbanks

GLENN HIGHWAY connects with Alaska, Richardson, Parks
highways

ok C
entasta G
lana 8
abesna

histochina tton Eagle River
akona Imer
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Subject to insurance

RICHARDSON HIGHWAY

Valdez

Old -Valdez
Davville
Copper Center
Paxson

SEWARD HIGHWAY

Anchorage
Indian
Girdwood
Portage
Hope

Moose Pass
Seward

STERLING HIGHWAY

Cooper Landing
Sterling
Soldotna

Keral .
North Kenai
Kasilof

Clam Gulch
Ninilchik
Anchor Point
Homer

STEESE HIGHWAY

Circle _
Circle Hot Springs
Central

Fox

TAYLOR HIGHWAY

Chicken
Eagle

ELLIOTT HIGHWAY
Livengood

Minto _
Manley Hot Springs

reqguirements (continued)

connects with Glenn, Edgerton and
Denali Highways

connects with Anchorage
and Sterling Highway

connects with Seward highway

connects with Parks and Alaska
Highways

Chena Hot Springs
Fairbanks

connects with AK. Highway

connects to Steese, Parks, Alaska
and Dalton Highways
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Subject to insurance requirements (continued)

DENAijl HIGHWAY connects to Parks and Richardson
Highways

Cantwell

Paxson

EDGERTON HIGHWAY connects to Richardson Highway

McCarthy

Chitina

HAINES HIGHWAY connects to Alaska Highway

Haines Klukwan

Haines Junction
KLONDIKE HIGHWAY 2
Skagway

connects with Alaska Highway

The following are not communities which are connected to the
land connected highway system but which contain roads which
are connected to roadways that carry traffic in excess of
500 vehicles per day and thus would be subject to the
insurance provisions. THIS IS NOT AN OFFICIAL LIST.

Dillingham
Aleknagik

Kodiak
Larsen Bay

(connected to Dillingham)

(connected to Kodiak)

Unalaska
Dutch Harbor

Bethel

Nome
Teller
Solomon
Council
Ophir

Ketchikan
Ward Cove

Craig
Klawock
Hollis
Thorne Bay

Wrangell
Petershurg

(all communities
connected

rgad)
(Tongass Highway)

(all communities
connected

ffman Cove by

road)

MR ey

iy

o
o=
—_——



CONTINUED

The following are not communities which are connected to the
land connected highway system but which contain roads which
are connected to roadways that carry traffic in excess of
500 vehicles per day and thus are subject to the insurance
provisions. OT AN" OFFICIAL LIST,

Juneau
Sitka
Saxman

Cordova
King Salmon
Naknek
Seldovia

Adak (?)
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Speaker of the House of Representatives o

Jresu. Aleda 9811
Official Business @)7)4'8—3@

March 14, 1984

Honorable Jalmar Kerttula
President

Alaska State Senate
Juneau, Alaska

Honorable Joe Hayes
Speaker ,
House of Representatives
Juneau, Alaska

Dear Mr. President and Mr. Speaker:

The Conference Committee on House B ill 7 (motor vehicles)
requests powers of limited free conference to address the
following issues:

1. Clarification of the intent and purposes section
regardlng who should be required to carry insurance
and when and how the purpose of the law should be

accomplished.

2. A requirement to provide motorists information about
the mandatory insurance law at the time of registra-
tion and licensure.

3. Establishment of a license reinstatement fee following
suspension of a license.

4, Expand and define the coverage,intended to be offered
as uninsured and underinsured insurance.

5. Define the covera%e of a [iability insurance policy to
be offered under the mandatory insurance law.

s. Establish the point at which adequate liability
insurance must be demonstrated.



10.

11.

12,

13.

Allow for an exemption from the insurance requirement
for operation of vehicles in remote, isolated areas
unless the motorist has a history of traffic
violations.

Define the method of demonstrating proof of insurance
following an accident or traffic violation.

Provide for administrative revocation of driver's
license and review process to be followed prior to
suspension.

Addition of separability clause.

Amend insurance code to reflect a mandatory offor of
the uninsured and underinsured coverage required as
defined in mandatory insurance law.

Re?unementof public education campaign prior to
effective date of the mandatory law.

Change in effective dates.






/Vpri I 16, 1983
Drunk Driving Options

ENFOF

ielective enforce

.Py. Mamdatory breath
alcohol content tests
for those stopped fcy&

moving violatjrtfxy*An

Inplied consent

4. back up crews to
decrease police
officer off-road

tire.

no

provision

Prepared

Senate

State

by Suzanrte ' ““i 465-4954)

Affairs ittee Staff

Hirrent Law

PBTs are wusc-d
in the Anch.

area

consent for BAG
tests is given
upon receiving

driver's license

Recorrmendations

/IExplanations

Anchorage Mini.

Prosecutor, Allen
Baily, suggested
that this program

Dennis Kelso, and
Larry Poss
recomvcnded this
as a successful
deterrent (see

attaclincnt 2).

increase
enforcenxinl
efforts(see

attacliment 3)

evidonee* in "court
would be more

re liable



U. increase
lerialty for
musing death or
rodily injury

6. driverTiTl

icensed

Ist
$250min,$500max.
2nd
$50Qm»n, 100Qmax.
3rd
$1000min,2500max.

conviction

conviction

conviction

Ist

2 consec.

conviction
hrs.
nd conviction
20 consec.
3rd or

days
subsequent
conviction 30
min.

consec. days

no provision

0O provision

11 consecutive

days, $500 min.

Tsion

{Hr ]

CS1-B

no

no

no

no

no

17(Jud)

provision

provision

provision

provision

provision

provision

am

SB

no

no

no

no

no

provision

provision

provision

provisvon

provision

provision

Current

no

law

provision

Ist conviction
72 consec. hrs.
2nd convict;ion
w/in 1lyr 20dy.
w/in 5yr 10dy.
no provision

no

no

no

provijion

provision

provision

Recorrmendat ions

/Explanations

recorrmcnded by
many as appropriate

sanction,

was recorrmended
as a deterrent
(see attach. #4)

recomoended by
many as appropriate
sanction.
— very expensive,
success was
questioned at
at hearings
(see attach . .#5).
recorrmended by
many as way to
increase CWI
conviction rate
recorrmended in
hearings as
appropriate
retribut ion
mrcconmended as a
deterrent for
drunk driving,
and driving in
violation of
license revocation
rcconmended as

one of the most
successful

deterrents

Page



LiLVIU-; - $i

adjudication

SANCTIimiNG

SB 61

CSHB17(Jud)am

SB

226

Current Law

CAVI~30 day,min,
or ~"0~5av-~
fImi ted license
/revocation
corrbinat ion
2nd conviction
w/in 1 yr
license revoc./
no Ilimited lie.
3rd conviction
no lim. lic.

for 3 years.

no provision

no provision

/Vichorage Mini.
Judges may
inpound auto
used for no
less that 30
days upon 2nd
convict ion,

and no less
than 60 days

for 3rd convict

Recomriendat ions/

Expl anat ions

one of the most
successful

deterrents

recomnended by
Al len Bai ly as
as one of the
most successful

deterrents.

cheaper than
ihcarcerat ion/

simi lar effect.

const itut iorial
qguestions have
been raised
concerning

this sanction!

was recomnended
numerous.- times
during hearings
as appropriate

sanet ion

Page 3



decrease a éoéhOI_
BB/IfRAJE OGt

1. raise the
min inrun drinking

age.

2. mcreas
the excise ta:
flii liquor

Open a lcoho
containers

nutomobi les

*l.~decrease bar

hours \%

5. distribute
alcohol licenses
which are simi

to driver's

licenses.

6. increase the
the price of liquor
licenses

IMPTIGN

SB61

no provision

no provision

» A f]

no provision

no provision

no provision

raises to 21.
conta in*"M /tfi sory
vote pro”~”~on.
Those under 21 may
work in estab.

serving alcohol

no provision

no provision

no provision

no provision

no provision

no provision

no provision

rovision

no provision

no

provision

prohibited in

M jni. of Anch.

no

no

no

provision

provision

provision

recorrmended for
general deter-
rence. May
decrease alcohol
related acci-
dents by 28%.

a 50% increase
per 5th is said
to decrease
alcohol cons-
urption by

5%.

recommended by
many as most
obvious

way to decrease'

drunk driving

would decrease
amount of time
for persons to

consume alcoho

accord, to some,
this would decrease
the nurrber of

alcohol estab.

Page



DECREASE AUUUHOL 'Shli 61 CSHB 17(Jud)am SB 226 Current Law Recorrmen3at io 1/

beverase ounscmfticn Explanation

7. mandatory no provision no provision no provision no provision this would decrease
food service the rate at which one
between became intoxicated

certain hours

ENGINEERING EFFCKI'57 “STTT CSHB 17(Jud) am SB 226 Current Law Recorrmendat ions
WIVING SAFETY

1. mandatory seat- no provision no provision no provision According to Larry RoOSsS
belt use this would drastically
reduce the nurtoer

of auto fatalities

2. child safet no provision no provision no provision this measure drastically
restra ints reduces the nurber

of infant fatali ties.

no provision no provision no provision lowering the speed Ilimit
speed Ilimil to 50nph was one of the two most
successful highway safety

measures in the 170°'s .

no provision no provision no provision would make driver's more
rcspons. for their actions,
increased ins. rates would

be a natural deterrent.

no provision no provision would make it
virtual ly ‘irrpossiblc
to start autos when

ir toxica ted

no provision giriwing pro- no provision could decrease
ANX hibited for fatali iies for those
16-17 year o°elds covered under bill by

between 12am and as much as 63%

5am(see Attach 7)

Page 5



RfcHABILIWIOI
TREATTVENT/

y~"1l. provide reha- 1
bi litat

incarceration

ion in
fac i liti
n 2> xr&urt

mediator

or~/iot line for problem]

drinkers

3. teenage treatment?

program or facilities?™
n rehabilitation)

treatment J VA
5. education /

\A 29\

I

r

SB 61

no provision =+ no

no provision no
jijb provision no
fender shr 11 nto

undertakenrn*=*
rehabilitat ion
or education
specified by/
the courtnrn
offender shall n4
undertake
rehabilitat ion
or education
specified

by the court

CSHB

17(Jud)am

provision

provision

provision

provision

provision

SB

no

no

.no

no

wi

226

provision

provision

provision

provision

11 provide

education

in

(see

high

attach

schools

»

Current law

no provision

no provision

no provision

treatment
adtiini stored
with

discretion

provided as

treatment

at discretion

of courts

judicial

RBXM~ABsDATICN

s recommended by

Judge Andrews as
necessary for
habitual offenders
some felt that
this was necessary,
for those who have
where tt'-r-
/treatment for teens
should be tailored
differently than /

k that for adults”/

Page 6
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ATTACHMENT 1

April 16, 1983
Selective enforcement roadblocks

Selective enforcement roadblocks have been implemented in a nurber of

countries, and in the United States.

A pilot project was 1implemented in the state of Maryland to aid in the
detection and apprehension of intoxicated drivers. The progran s

anticipated to be a deterrent for potential drunk drivers.

The safety of citizens as well as Public Safety personnel will be
considered in the selection of the sites. The sites will also be
selected based on time of day, day of week location, and the nurber of
accidents located in that area. The sites must also have a safe area in

which cars can stop.

The Maryland project does not use barricades to block oncoming traffic.

All traffic approaching the checkpoint will be pass through the check-

point where the car wi 11 be approached by a police officer wh' wil I hand
the driver a brochure prepared to explain the selective roadblock. | f

the officer detects alcohol while the car is stopped, the

driver will be detained and required to present their driver's Jlicense

and vehicle registration. They may also be required to give a prelimi-

nary breath test. If sufficient evidence of intoxication is developed,

the driver will be arrested.

No action will be taken against a driver for merely turning off the

roadway before the checkpoint.



ATTAOMENT 2
April 16, 1983

Mandatory Breathalizer tests

A nurber of states give preliminary breath alcohol tests for all persons
who are stopped for moving violations or who are involved 1in car acci-
dents. The probable cause to give the test is sirrply that alcohol
impairment may have caused the accident of the illegal driving pattern.
This was recommended by Dr. Denr!s Kelso during the April 9, 1983
hearing as one of the best ways to increase enforcement efforts.

The lack of adequate enforcement was established as one of the largest

loopholes in the drunk driving situation.



ATTAO-MENT 3

April 16, 1983

Backup crews to assist police officers

Currently, the Alaska state trooper must spend at least one hour with

the car of the apprehended person until the car can be inpounded.

Using backup crews to come and wait with the car was recommended during
the April 9 hearing as one way to decrease their down time which would

ultimately increase enforcement.



ATTACHMENT 4

April 16, 1983
M andatory minimun fines

Many opposing views were expressed on this option during the hearings.
For instance, Anchorage Municipal Prosecutor Allen Baily suggested that
fines wouid be an appropriate deterrent for drunk driving. District
Court Judge, Elaine Andrews, expressed her concern about the diffi-

culties in trying to collect the fine when the person is unable to pay.



ATTACHMENT 5
April 16, 1983
M andatory Minimum incarceration

Included with this attachment are copies of the request wc made from
the Division of Corrections regarding the costs of installing and
operating new or used modular minimum security facilities.

Also included is a letter recommending the Harborview .Disability

Center as a minimum security facility.

Clearly, these suggestions have been made because of the strain

already wexisting on the correctional facilities in the state.

Many persons during the hearings testified in favor of mandatory
incarceration, and they generally stated it was a successful and
warranted deterrent. Dr. Ross, on the other heand, stated that in
England during the Road Safety act, there was no mandatory
incarceration. The sanction fo DVVI was suspension of the driver's
license. He suggested that the primary deterrent decreasing the
fatality rate was the public's perception that they would be cauqght—
alcohol related accident fatalities rose within months of the

implementation of the act with the change in the public perception.
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BILL SHEFFIELD. GOVERNOR

DEPT. OF HEALTH AND SOCIAL SERVICES JPSN“E"A”UﬂB%ASKA 09511
OFFICEOF THE COMMISSIONER PHONE :

DOCUMENT NO. 83-154

April 15, 1983

The Honorable Vic Fischer
Senate State Affairs Committee
Alaska State Legislature

Pouch V

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Senator Fischer:

On Thursday April 7, 1983, your Committee requested that Corrections
provide information regarding capital and operating costs for an institu—
tion which would house offenders convicted for drunk driving offenses
(OMVI or DWI). In a short time we have reviewed available data and have
formulated what we believe to be reasonable assumptions. This response is
offered to your Committee with an understanding that the Sheffield
Administration has not addressed the question as to whether this concept
would be appropriate to pursue, and that funds are not available within
current operating or capital requests to create an instiiution for this
purpose. Further, this response 1is based on current statutes and law
enforcement practices. Proposed changes under consideration could
increase the numbers of offenders.

Sufficient numbers of offenders for a specialized facility to confine
drunk drivers are only found in the southceriral region of the State.
From data presently available we believe that a fifty five bed capacity
would be necessary. It is likely that a site in the Matanuska Valley
will be acquired for correctional pu/poses. Assuming the purchase of a.
55 bed pipeline camp for transfer and setup it is estimated that capital
costs for acquisition and site development would total $3,350,000.

Twelve month operating costs for a 55 bed facility are estimated to be
$1,213,700. This figure includes a staff of nineteen, purchase and
operation of two vans for transporting offenders to and from population
centers, and routine operating coses.

Programmatic issues for a specialized facility of this type have not been
fully addressed. Many believe that those serving short sentences of three
or ten days for drunk driving are not necessarily candidates for alcohol
treatment programs. Some argue that the pur.ative impact of incarceration
is most appropriate, while others believe that needs assessment and
referral are the proper goals for this setting and population-; Still

others support a full educational and treatment effort. Two Social Worker
Il positions have been inclucec in the proposed staff to proviGe on site
alcoholism counseling. With staggered shifts and days of work, the

counseling Ccr. be provided seven days a week.



The Honorable Vic Fischer
Page 2

While funding for a 110 bed minimum custody facility has not been
identified in budget requests, future planning calls for a facility of

this size and custody classification. Due to initial site development and
core facility costs for the first 55 bed facility, the remaining 55 bed
capacity could be added for a comparatively small sum. Estimates to erect

housing and core facility pipeline structures for the second 55 inmates
at the some site are $400,000, for a total capital investment of
$3,750,000. Twelve month costs for a 110 bed facility with a staff of 36
and related operational/inmate costs would total $2,332,500. The
additional 55 beds could be" used for housing {.,isdemean&nt and minimum
custody felony inmates.

It is my hope that this information is responsive to your inqjiry. I

wish to reiterate that the Administration has not developed a position
regarding the appropriateness of a specialized facility for drunk drivers,
nor would operating or capital funds be available for such a project with-
within the Governor®s FY"84 requests.

Sincerely,

Robert London Smith, FHA.D.
Commissioner



PROTECTION AND ADVOCACY FORTHE DEVELOPMENTALLY DISABLED

David Maltman-Director Jan Maas-Advocale Patricia Pennella-Advocale
Jeff Jessee-Staff Attorney 419 6th St., Rm. 232 763 7th Ave.

Annely Girard-Coordina'or Juneau. AK 99801 Fairbanks, AK 99701

325 East 3rd, 2nd Floor (907)586-1627 (907)456-1070

Anchorage, AK 99501
(907) 274-3658

April 13, 1983
il

Senator Vic Fischer
Pouch V

Mail Stop 3100
Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Senator Fischer:

This letter concerns the need for the State of Alaska to obtain
a minimum security facility for the treatment of drunk drivers.

I noticed in the papers ‘'that it has beeit si.gge-ted that surplus

pipeline camps be purchased and renovated for this purpose. It
is my suggestion that the state first look to existing facilities
that are not being appropriately utilized. The most notable example

of this type of facility is Harborview Developmental Center for
the developmentally disabled in Valdez.

Harborview currently provides residential care for up to 96

developmentally disabled Alaskans. Unfortunately, Harborview was
constructed before it was realized that the developmentally disabled
could be better served in commun.'.ty settings. This has resulted

in the wunnecessarily institutionalization of many Alaskans. There
is a tremendous loss of human dignity and potential which occurs
because of thi3 state policy of institutionalization. In addition,
the $85,000 per person per year spent on this primarily custodial
care is staggering at a time when comnr.nity services have be n
set back for three years in a row. There isa strong consensus
growing that the people in Harborview must be returned to their
families and communities ixs soon as possible. As a result, the
state will need to find alternative uses for this building.



Harborview would be well-suited for wuse as a minimum security

facility. Constructed after the earthquake of poured reinforced
concrete, it contains a large cafeteria and laundry. In addition,
each exterior door has an alarm system in place and the activities
on each hall can be monitored from central nursing stations. The

local hospital is also located in the other end of the building.
Renovations currently wunderway will result in a more efficient
heating system and a new roof.

Alaskan's now believe that it is the drunken drivers that 'should
be removed fror. the community, not the handicapped. I can think
of no better expressions of this long overdue realization than
by changing the use of Harborview.

Thank you for your consideration of this idea and please call me
if you have any questions.

Staff Attorney

JLJrbk



ATTACHMENT 6
April 16, 1983
Administrative license revocation

SB 61 states that if a person under arrest refuses to take the
breathalizer test, or if their BAC is above the legal limit, the
enforcement officer shall seize that persons driver®"s license.

The officer shall read and deliver to the person arrested a notice
advising him or her that: 1) the state intends to revoke their driver's
license; 2) the person has a right to obtain a court review of the
revocation; 3) the notice is a temporary driver®"s license expiring seven
days from date of notification; 4) the revocation of the person®s
driver®"s license shall take effect upon the expiration of the temporary
driver®s license unless that person within seven days initiates court
proceedings to rescind the revocation.



ATTACHMENT 7
April 16, 1983
Curfew license provisions in £3 226

This bill creates three different stages of driver's licenses, and
decreases the hours in which a person having a permit only can

drive according to the outline below.
SB 226:

l) prohibits those automobile drivers with learning permits (as
opposed to licenses) from driving between the hours of 9pm and
midnight on Friday and Saturday, and prohibit them from driving

between midnight and 5am every morning.

2) provides in the state driver's manual a more substantial
section on the dangers of combining driving and alcohol— including
3 portion on how to recognize an intoxicated driver, and create a

corresponding section in the written examination.
3)creates a Stage 1 license—

— this license would apply to 16 year old persons, and to

those who are 17 years old v/ho have not had driver's education.

— persons with this license would be prohibited from
driving between the hours of midnight and 5am wunless accompanied
by a parent or a spouse 18 years of age or older, or unless travel-
ing to or from work or in the course of employment with a signed

affidavit in hand from the employer.

— two moving violations, 1 DVVIl,ordrivingin violation of
the curfew would result in the revocation ofthis license, butwould

allow them to apply for a learner's permit.
4)creates a Stage 2 license—

— this Ilicense would apply to 17 J/ear olds who have passed

driver's education.

— to qualify for this license a 17 year old must have 6
consecutive months prior to application with no moving violations,

and no DVVIis or curfew violations.



— a moving violation, a DWI, or a curfew violation results

in the revocation of the Stage 2 license. The person would, howev-
er, beable to apply for a stage 1 license,
— this Stage 2 license would not have any driving curfew.
5) creates a Stage 3 license equal to the current Alaska State

driver's license in every way except that you must be 18 to be
eligible for that license—

— any Alaska State resident currently eligible for a driv-
er's license, and who is 18 years of age would be eligible for a
Stage 3 license.

— traffic violations obtained with a permit, stage 1 license,
or a stage 2 license shall be applied to the stage 3 license in compli-
ance with current Alaska law when that license is obtained on or
after their 18th birthday.

6)provides an effective date of January 1, 1984

— those who receive their driver's licenses before January
1, 1984 would have a three month period in which to obtain the
appropriate license after the effective date of the bill before their

license automatically expires.

7)in accordance with this bill, driver's education courses must
be available to all persons wunder 18 through the high school
curriculum .



HB 6 :
1st conviction DWI or refusal

driverl license seized at time of arrest . _ ,
and revoked or suspended for 90 days. "

72 hours in jail

minimum $250 fine

mandatory treatment

2nd conviction

20 days incarceration

license revoked for one year

minimum $500 dollar fine

mandatory treatment

3rd conviction

30 days incarceration

license is revoked for 10 years

mandatory treatment

minimum $1000 dollar fine

may have to forfeit vehicle involved in the offense.
Also in the bill (Finance version)

preliminary Breath tests (section 16 of finance version)
administrative license revocation (section 3)

— sobriety checkpoints (in statae affairs--deleted in Judiciary)
— open container provision (Also deleted in Judiciary)

Chemical test may be administered to an unconscious person (section 22
of finance version of the bill).

proof of financial responsability must be shown to obtain a new driver's
license once your license has been revoked etc...(section 12).

four hour provision for measuring BAC at time of arrest (section 13).

alcohol and drug section added to the written portion of the driver"s
license examination (section 2).



Grounds for
Immediate
revocation
of Driver's
license.

License
suspensions,
revocations,
and
limitations
for DWI

Imprisonment
for DWI

or refusal

of breath
test.

PRESENT LAW

Refusal of chemical test of
breath was not included.

1st conviction: license revoked
for 30 day minimum, or limited
license and revocation for

60 days minimum.

2nd conviction: license is
revoked for one year minimum.
No limited license privileges.
3rd or subsequent conviction:
license is revoked for 3 years.
No limited license privileges.

1st conviction: not less than
72 consecutive hours.

2nd conviction: not less than
10 consecutive days if offense
was committed within 5 years
of previous conviction, or,
not less than 20 consecutive
days if t** offense was
committed within one year of
previous conviction.-

SB 61

Adds the refusal to submit
to a chemical test of breath

to the grounds for the immediate
revocation of a driver®s license

1st conviction: driver"s licnese
is seized at the time of arrest
if driving a motor vehicle.
License is revoked or suspended
for 90 days. No limited license
privileges. 2nd conviction:
driver®s license is seized at the
time of arrest. License is revoked
for one year. No limited license
privileges. 3rd or subsequent
conviction: Driver"s license is
seized at the time of arrest.
License is revoked permanently.

1st conviction: same as present law.

2nd conviction: not less than 20
consecutive days.

3rd or subsequent conviction:

not less than 30 consecutive days.

H-S If

0&QD Gl (State Affairs)

Same as SB 61

1st conviction: driver®s license
is seized at the time of arrest.
License is revoked for 90 days.
Limited License privileges may
be granted for the last 60 days.
2nd conviction: same as SB 61.
3rd or subsequent conviction:
Driver®s license is seized at
time of arrest. License is
revoked for 10 years. No limited
license privileges.

1st conviction: same as SB 61.
2nd conviction: same as SB 61.
3rd or subsequent conviction:
same as SB 61,



License
suspensions,
revocations,
and

T. nations
for refusal
of breath
test

Fines for
DWI or refusal
of breath test

Impoundment
of vehicle

Forfeiture
of vehicle

PRESENT LAW

1st offense: ineligible for a
driver"s license or permit for

a three months®™ period unless
the court finds hardship and
modifies the suspension or
revocation.

2nd conviction: if there is a
conviction for DWI or refusal of
breath test, revocation is for
one year.

Not more than $1000.00

no provision

no provision

SB 61

All penalties for refusal to submit
to a chemical test of breath are
identical to the above penalties
for driving while intoxicated.

1st conviction $250 minimum-—
$500 maximum Fine.

2nd conviction: $500-- $1,000
3rd conviction: $1,000-- $2,500

1st offense: 15 days
2nd offense: 90 days

If a person has been convicted
more than once of DWI or refusing
to submit to a chemical test of
breath, the court may order the
forfeiture of a motor vehicle.

e+ & <*
e-SS61 61- (State Affairs)

All penalties for refusal to
submit to a chemical test of
breath are identical to the
above penalties for DWI.

1st conviction: not less than
$250.

2nd con\ “".tion: $500 minimum.
3rd cona tion: $1,000 minimum.

impoundment section has been
deleted (see amendmentto this bill).

Adds new sections. An additional
provision is made for the remission
of forfeitures, a procedure to

allow a person with ownership or
security interests in a forfeited
motor vehicle to claim the vehicle

or interest in the vehicle through
court proceedings. A municipality
is granted the authority to provide
for impoundment and forfeiture of a
motor vehicle in similar circumstances.

(Z)



Administrative
revocation

of

driver's
license

Use of
preliminary
breath testing
(PBT)

Driving

while license
is cancelled,
suspended,
revoked,

or in violation
of limitation.

no provision

no provision

not less than 10 days.
no provision for a fine.

SB 61

On refusal to submit to a chemical
test for breath or if a test
indicates an alcohol concentration
of 0.10 or more, the law/ enforcement
officer shall seize the driver"s
license. The officer reads the

a notice and give the driver a
copy of the notice. The notice
explains the revocation procedure.
The notice is a temporary driver"s
license that expires in 7 days
unless the driver initiates court
proceedings to rescind the
revocation of the license.

No provision

not less than 14 consecutive
days. Fine- not less than $500
nor more than $1,000.

CES-B~6i1 (State Affairs)

Adds additional language which win
stay a revocation if the person
initiates a court action to rescind
the Department of Public Safety"s
action. Procedures for court

review of an administrative revocation
are set out.

Section 15 requires a person involved
in an accident or who commits
certain serious traffic offenses,

or who drives in a manner that
creates a risk to a person or
property to submit to a preliminary
breath test that may be used

by an officer in determining whether
to arrest the person. Refusal to
submit to the test is a violation
punishable by a fine.

section 11 in CSSB 61 (State Affairs)
provides a minimum penalty of 30 days
imprisonment and a fine of $500 for

driving when driving privileges

have been revoked for DWI or refusal

to submit to a chemical test if the

person has been convicted once within

the last 10 years. If the person has been
convicted more than once of DWI or refusal to
submit to a chemical test and continues

to drive while privileges have been revoked,
the minimum penalty is 90 days imprisonment
and a fine of $1,000.
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Original sponsors: Martin, M.W.Miller,
M.M.Miller, et al

IN THE HOUSE BY THE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 17 (Judiciary) am
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
THIRTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "Ar Act authorizing an advisory vote on the drinking
age; raising the drinking age to 21; allowing employ-
ment of certain minors in licensed premises; and
amending other provisions of law relating to the
drinking age."
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
* Section 1. AS 04.11.090(f) is amended to read:

(f) The area designated as the licensed premises under a bever-
age dispensary license issued to a bowling alley may include the
concourse or lane arc:as of the bowling alley. Notwithstanding AS 04.-
16.049, the board may, upon application, authorize access by persons
under 21 [19] years of age to the concourse r-r lane areas designated
part of the bowling alley's licensed premises during hours when no
alcoholic beverages are being sold, served, or consumed.

* Sec. 2. AS 04.11.110(g) is amended to read:

(g) Notwithstanding AS 04.16.049, the board may authorize access
by persons under 21 [19] years of age to a <club's licensed premises
during hours when no alcoholic beverages are scld, served™ or con-
sumed.

* Sec. J. AS 04.11.460(c) is amended to read:

(c) For the purposes of this section, "permanent resident” means
a person 21 [19] years of age or older who has established a permanent
place of abode.

* Sec. 4. AS 04.16.049(a) is repealed and reenacted to read:

CSHB 17(Jud) am
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(a) A person under the age of 21 years may not knowingly enter
or remain in premises licensed under this title unless

(1) accompanied by a parent, guardian or spouse who has
attained the age of 21 years;

(2) the person is at least 16 years of age, the premises
are designated by the board as a restaurant for the purposes of this
section, and the person ent® and remains only for dining; or

(3) the person is under the age of 16 years, is accompanied
by a person over the age of 21 years, the parent or guardian of the
underage.', person consents, the premises are designated by the boaru as
a restaurant for the purposes of this section, and the person enters
and rer.ains only for dining.

Sec. 5. AS 04.16.049(b) is amended to read:

(b) Notwithstanding (a) of this section, a licensee or an [,
HIS] agent [,] or employee of the licensee may refuse entry to a
person under the age of 21 [19] years to that part of licensed prem-

ises in which alcoholic beverages are sold, servedx or consumed, may
refuse service to a person under the age of 21 [19] vyears, or may
require a person under the age of 21 [19] years to leave the portion
of the licensed premises in which alcoholic beverages are sold, serv-
ed, or consumed.

Sec. 6. AS 04.16.079(c) is amended to read:

(c) Notwithstanding any other provision in this section, a
person between 16 and 19 years of age may enter and remain within the
licensed premises of a hotel, restaurant, or eating place in the
course of [HIS] employment if (1) the employment does not involve the
serving, mixing, delivering, or dispensing of alcoholic beverages; (2)
the person has the written consent of a parent or gjardian; and (3)

an exemption from the prohibition of AS 23.10.355 is granted by the

CSHB 17(Jud) am -2-



Department of Labor. The board, with the approval of the governing
body having jurisdiction and at the licensee's request, shall desig-
nate which premises are hotels, restaurants”™ or eating places for the
purposes of this subsection

Sec. 7. AS 04.16.049 is amended by adding a new subsection to read:

(d) Notwithstanding any other provision in this section,
person 19 years of age or older may be employed within the licensed
premises of a hotel, restaurant or eating place, may enter and remain
within those premises for the purpose of employment, and may in the
course of employment, serve, deliver or dispense alcoholic beverages.
Sec. 8. AS 04.16.050 is amended to read:

Sec. 04.16.050. POSSESSION OR CONSUMPTION BY PERSONS UNDER THE
AGF OF 21 [19]. A person under the age of 21 [19] vyears may not
knowingly consume, possess, or control alcoholic beverages except
those furnished persons under AS 04.16.051(b).

Sec. 9. AS i4.16.051(a) is amended to read:

Sec. 04.16.051. FURNIShj'JG OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES TO PERSONS
UNLER THE AGE OF 21 [19]. (a) A person may not furnish an alcoholic
beverage to a person under the age of 21 [19] years.

Sec. 10. AS 04.16.052 is amended to read:

Sec. 04.16.052. FURNISHING OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES TO PERSONS
UNDER THE AGE OF 21 [19] BY LICENSEES. A licensee or an [, HIS] agent
[,] or employee of the licensee may not with criminal negligence

(1) allow another person to sell, barter, or give an alco-
holic beverage to a person under the age of 21 [19] vyears within
licensed premises;

(2) allow a person under the age of 21 [19] years to enter
and remain within licensed premises except as provided in AS 04.16.-

049;

-3- CSHB 17(Jud) am



1 (3) allow a parson under the age of 21 [19] years to con-

2 sume an alcoholic beverage within licensed premises;

3 (4) allow a person under the age of 21 [19] years to sell
4 or serve alcoholic beyera” QVIM)
5 * Sec. 11. AS 04.16.060 is amended to read:

6 Sec. C4.16.060. PURCHASE BY PERSONS UNDER THE AGE OF 21 [19].
7 (a) A person under the age of 21 [19] years may not purchase alco-

8 holic beverages or solicit another tn purchase alcoholic beverages for
9 the person under the age of 21 [ON HIS BEHALF].

10 (b) Aperson may not influence the sale, gift, or service of an
11 alcoholic beverage to a person under the age of 21 [19] vyears, by
12 misrepresenting the age of that person.

13 (c> Aperson may not order or receive an alcoholic beve age from
14 a licensee, an [HIS] agent or [,] employee of the licensee, oi another
15 person, for the purpose of selling, giving, or serving it to a person
16 under the age of 21 [19] years.

17 (d) Aperson under the age of 21 [19] years may not enter [li-
18 censed premises where alcoholic beverages are sold and offer or pre-
19 sent to a licensee or an [, HIS] agent [,] or employee of the licensee
20 a birth certificate or other written evidence of age, that [WHICH] s
21 fraudulent or false or that [WHICH] is not actually the person's [HIS]
22 own, or otherwise misrepresent the person's [HIS] age, for the purpose
23 of inducing the licensee or an [, HIS] agent [,] or employee of the
24 licensee to sell, give, serve, or furnish alcoholic beverages contrary
25 to law.

26 (e) Aperson [WHO HAS ATTAINED THE AGE OF 19 YEARS ACCOMPANYING
27 A PERSON] under the age of 21 [19] who is seeking to e/r]ter and remain
28 in a licensed premises under AS O4.16.O49(a)(2)rtma‘§/ﬁi (n3ot misrepresent # " /&rson

29 age or having obtained the consent of the parent or guardian required by that

CSHB 17(Jud) am -4-



section [OF THE PERSON UNDER THE AGE OF 19 YEARS].
Sec. 12. AS 04.16.200(b)(2) is amended to read:

(2) the sale or offer for sale was made to a person und
21 [19] years of age; or
Sec. 13. AS 04.16.200(c) is amended to read:

(c) It is an affirmative defense to a prosecution under (a) of
this section that no profit was involved in the solicitation or re-
ceipt of an order for the delivery oil an alcoholic beverage. However,
the affirmative defense created under this subsection is not available
in a prosecution of a person charged with selling or offering for sale
alcoholic beverages to a person under 21 [19] years of age.

Sec. 14. AS 04.21.020(1) is amended to read:

(1) the alcoholic beverages are provided to a person und
the age of 21 [19] years in violation of AS 04.16.051, wunless the
licensee, agent, or employee secures in good faith from the person a
signed statement, liquor identification card, or driver's license
meeting the requirements of AS 04.21.050(a) and 04.21.050(b), that
[WHICH] indicates that the person is 21 [19] years of age or older; or
Sec. 15. AS 04 21.050(a) is amended to read:

(a) If a licensee [,] or an agent or employee of the licensee
questions or has reason to question whether a person entering [A]
licensed premises, or ordering, purchasing, attempting to purchase, or
otherwise procuring or attempting to procure alcoholic beverages, has
attained the age of 21 [19] years or is entering without consent in
violation of AS 04 .16 .049 (a)(3)>f that licensee, agent, or employee
shall require the person to furnish proof of age acceptable under (b)
of this section or proof of consent in a form determined by the board.
If the person questioned does not furnish proof of age acceptable

under (b) of this section, or if a licensee, agent, or employee

-5- CSHB 17(Jud) am
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questions or has reason to question the validity of the proof of age

furnished, the licensee, employee, or agent shall require the peisono

to sign a statement that the person [HE] is over the age of 21 1/flO]
yearsV This statement shall be made on a form prepared by and fur-
nished to the licensee by the board.

* Sec. 16. AS 04.21.050(c) is amended to read:

r /)t/

(c) A licensee, or an agent or employee of the licensee, may not

be charged for a violation of AS 04.16.051 - 04.16.052 if a signed
statement as provided in (a) of this section is secured in good faith,
or a valid driver's license or identification card is presented indi-
cating that the owner and posses”so”of the presented driver's license
or identification card is 2IV/[19] years of age or over”‘Ta'S

* Sec. 17. AS 23.10.355 is amended to read:

Sec. 23.10.355. PERSONS UNDER 21 [19]. No person under 21 [19]
may be employed or allowed to sell or serve alcoholic beverages or to
work [IN ANY ROOM OR OTHER PLACE WHERE ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES ARE SOLD
FOR CONSUMPTION] on a licensed [THE] premises, except as provided in
AS 04.16.04

* Sec. 18. The lieutenant governor shall place before the qualified
voters of the state at the next statewide election a question advisory to
the legislature as to whether the legislature should maintain the age of
majority at 21 years of age or enact laws that would lower the age of
majority to 19 years of age for the purpose of regulation of the sale,
consumption, possession, furnishing, barter, purchase, gift and delivery of
alcoholic beverages. The question :jhall appear on the ballot in the fol-
lowing form:

QUESTION
Shall the drinking age be at age 19 or age 217

Leave at age 21 [ ] Lower to age 19 [ ]

CSHB 17(Jud) anm e
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LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY

MEMORANDUM March 21, 1983
SUBIJECT: Drinking age
(CSHB 17 %Judwlary) am)
T0: Senator Vic Fischer
FROM: Russ Josephson
$ Legislative Counsel

You have asked for a sectional analysis of CSHB 17
(Judiciary) am, which follows.

Please note, as well_that there were some omissionsin the
floor amendments to CSHB 17 (Judiciary). Primarily, they
were phrases and references that appeared in CSHB 17
Finance) and should havt: been included when sections of
that bill were substituted into CSHB 17 (Judiciary). A copy
of CSHB 17 (Judiciary) am vi'ith the necessary changes indi-
cated, has been enclosed.

Section, 1. Changes the age reference inAS o04.11.090(f),
rtaining to bowling alleys, from 19 to 21.

Section 2. Changes the a?e reference in AS 04.11.110(9%, _
Bertalnlng to access to clubs during times when no alcoholic
everages are sold, from 19 to 21.

Section 3. Changes the age reference inAS o4.11.460(cC),
P,ertalnmg to prior public approval of new or transferred
iguor licenses, from 19 to 21,

Section 4. Repeals and reenacts AS o04.16.049(a), pertaining
to access of underaged persons to licensed premises. Para-
graph (1) of the existing lav;, allowing access if: accom-
Panled by a parent, guardian or spouse, is changed only in
he age reference, from 19 to 21.

Paragraph (2) in this bill will allow a person 16 years of
age or older 'to enter a licensed premise designated as a
restaurant for purposes of dining only. The present law, by
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contrast, specifies no age limiter for the underaged person
but requires the underaged person to be accompanied by a
Ps-rzr ever the age of 10 years and to have the consent of a
paren guardian.

*'0 vV o,

Paragrapn %3) provides for access to a restaurant by a per-
son under the age of 16 years, if accompanied by a person
over the age of 21 years, if the parent or guardian of the
underaged person consents, and if the underaged person
enters and remains only for dining. It is similar to
existing paragraph (2) except for the specification of the
age of 1s.

Section 5. Amends AS o4.15.049(b) to clarify that the
emPonee referred to in the provision that allows refusal of
entry " to undera%ed persons is the employee of the licensee.
Makes the age change as well.

Section 6. Amends AS o4.16.049(C), pertaining to the access
of underaged persons to licensed premises, to adjust to the
other changes in AS o04.16.049. (The access here is for work
not involving serving, mixing, delivering, or dispensing of
alcoholic beverages.)

Section 7. Adds a new subsection (d) to AS o04.16.049 t0
allow a person 19 years of age or older to be employed in a
licensed premise and to service, deliver or dispensé alco-
holic beverages. (Incidentally, both this subsection and
subsection (c) ought to include the word "sell", as that
word is used specifically in AS 23.10.355 which refers to
AS 04.16.049.)

Section 8. Amends AS o4,16.050, pertaining to the pos-
session or consumption of alcoholic beverages by an under-
aged person, by changing the age reference from age 19 to
21.

Section 9. Amends AS o04.16.051 pertainin% to furnishing
alcoholic beverages to underaged persons, by changing; the
age reference from age 19 to 21.

Section 10. Amends AS o4.16.052, pertaining to furnishing
alcoholic bheverages to underaged persons by licensees.
Makes the word|n% sex neutral and changes the aﬁe reference
from 19 to 21. Paragraph (4) of this section should have
the phrase "except as provided in AS o04.16.049(d)" added at
the end (page 4, line a4, following "beverages").

~—
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Section 13, Amends AS o4.16.060, pertaining to the purchase

of alcoholic beveragies by an underaﬁed person, by making the
language sex neutral and changing the age reference from 19
to 21. Note that subsection (e), pertaining to misrepresen-
tation of a?e or consent of a parent or ?uard|an,_ needs some
amendments to make sense and to reflect the ﬁrovmons 0f

S 04.16.049 as they appear in this bill. The changes are
noted on page 4, lines 28 and 29, of the hill.

Sections 12 and 13. Amend AS o4.16.200, pertaining to unli-
censed persons, by changing the age reference from 19 to 21.

Section 14. Amends AS o4,21.020, pertaining to civil
liability of persons providing alcoholic beverages to another,
by changing the age reference from 19 to 21.

Sections 15 and 1e6. Amend AS o4.21.050, pertaining to proof
of age, bY changln% the age reference from 19 to 21, by
making references to the new ’orovmons in AS 04.16.049
(secs. a4 through 7 of the bill), and by providing for the
Alcoholic Beverage Control Board to determine what form the
consent required by AS o04.16.049 should take.

Allows the licensee or the agent or employee of the licensee
to request not only proof of age, as at present, but to
retiuest Proof of consent when required by AS o4.16.0409.
Note that there are two consents required in that section
for two different purposes, one in subsection (a)(3) and cne
in subsection (c).

Please note that some phrases required in this section b{ ,
the other amendments to this bill were not amended into this
bill. These overlooked phrases are noted on the bill at
pages 5 and e (page s, line 25; page 6, lines 3 and 4).

Section 17. Amends AS 2J).10.355, pertaining to employment
of underaged F_ersons to sell or serve alcoholic beverages or
to work on a licensed premise. Changes the age reference
from 19 to 21 and simplifies the language reférring to
licensed premises. Please note that the reference on page s,
line 18, ought to be to AS o04.16.049 rather than to

AS 04.16..049 (C). This reference change was missed when the
bill was amended on the House floor bUt is necessary because
subsection (c) is not the only subsection of AS o04.16.049
with a Brovmon relating to AS 23.10.355.. AS was mentioned
above, because of the wording of this section, the wording
of A}ls 04.16.049 0Ught to be amended to include the word
sell".
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Section 13. Calls far an advisory vote at the next state-
wide election to indicate a preference for maintaining the
drinking age at 21 or for a return to age 1o0.

RJ:1jb

Enclosure
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Senate State Affiars Committee
FROM: Senate State Affairs Staff

RE: Digital add-on equipment for cars
DATE: May 4, 1983

Dennis Keiso mentioned digital add-on equipment during t:e April
9th hearing in Anchorage on drunk driving. With the digital add-on
device on a car, a person would have to push a sequence of
numbered buttons in a certain amount of time for the car to start.
The intent for this device was to make it impossible for persons
impaired with alcohol to start their automobile.

The device referred to by Dr. Kelso is called the General Motors
Phys Test. It was in an experimental stage twelve years ago, and
was shelved because it didn't really measure impairment. Certain

people never failed the test no matter what their BAC level.

Systems Technologies of San Diego is currently working with that
city on a pilot project called the critical tracking test.
The pilot project uses convicted DWI offenders whose licenses were

restricted to the use of the car:; with the add-on equipment.

This test measures impairment by forcing a person to keep a needle

in the middle of a meter for 30 seconds wusing the steering wheel. I f
the person fails the test, that person can still start the car but the
"alarm" goes off. When the car is driven belcw 10mph, "the alarm?™
is constituted by automatic flashing of the emergency lights. If the

impaired driver attempts to drive over 10mph, the norn begins to
rythmically honk.

THe pilot project is nearly finished. System Technologies is next
going to build the device to be marketable. They expect it to be

about the same size and price as a car stereo.
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ADIJUDICATION M j Recorrmendations

saijcticning SB 61 CSHB 17 (Jud) am SB 220 Current law /IExplanations
1.Mininun fines Ist conviction no provision no provision no provision recorrmended by
for LAVI or Breath $250min,$500max. many as appropriate
test refusal 2nd conviction sanction.
$500min,1000max. was recommended \
3rd conviction as a deterrent
$1000min,2500max. (see attach. #*t)
2. Minimum Incar- Ist conviction no provision no provision st conviction recorrmended by
ceration for LWI and 72 consec. hrs. 72 consec. hrs. many as appropriate
areath test refusal 2nd conviction 2nd conviction sanction.
20 consec. days w/in lyr 20dy. — very expensive,
3rd or subsequent w/in 5yr 10dy. success was
conviction 30 questioned at
consec. days mjfi. at hearings

(see attach.#5).

3. Prcsentence no provision no provision no provision no pro sion recommended by
investiyat ion many as way to
report increase CWI

conviction rate

increase no provision no provision no provision no provision recorrmended in
penalty for hearings as
rausiny death or appropriate
jodily injury g ! retribution
5. make sanctions HI consecutive no provision no provision no provision recommended as a
For driving while days, $500 min. deterrent for
icerise revoked / drunk driving?™*,
iqual to LWI and driving in
violation of
0 license revocation
6. driver's license no provision no provision no provision no provision recorrmended os

iuspensions one of the most
successful \Y%

deterrents
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DECREASE ALUJ DL SB 61 .CSHB 17(Jud)am SB 226 Current Law Reconmendation/

BEVERAGE GOMSLMPTTCN Explanat ion
1 raise the no provision raises to 21. no provision no provision reconmended for
minimuni drinking contains advisory general deter-
age. vote provision. rence. May
Those under 21 may y 7 decrease alcohol
work in estab. related acci-
serving alcoho I. dents by 28%.
2. increase no provision no provision no provision no provision a 50% increase
the excise tax per 5th ta said
on 1liquor to decrease
a 1coho 1 cons- J ?
unnption by \ A
5%. X
3. prohibit no provision no provision no provision prohibited in reconmended by
open al!coho 1 Mini. of Anch. many as most
containers in obvious s
automobi les way to decrease A/

drunk driving

'I. decrease bar no provision no provision no provis/ion no provision would decrease
hours amount of time

for persons to

Yy consume alcohol
5. distribute no provision no provision no provision no provision 'a llow regulation
alcohol licenses of problem drinkers v
which are sirni lar and habi tual
to driver's drinkers who drive.
licenses.
6. increase the no provision no provision no provision no provision accord, to some,
the price of ligquor this would oecrease
licenses the nurber of
alcohol estab.
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