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sex."? (laughter)

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Fischer.

V. FISCHER: I think I would rather not answer that question
while we are in the middle of a request for the suspension of
the rules.

McLAUGHLIN: I will withdraw that objection.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Fischer asks unanimous consent that the
rules be suspended in order that he might offer Section 9 as an
amendment to this article. Is there objection? Hearing no
objection the rules are suspended. Mr. Fischer, you might offer
your proposed amendment.

V. FISCHER: Mr. President, 1 move that Section 9 be approved
for inclusion in Article X1l of this Constitution. I ask unani—

mous consent.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Fischer moves and asks unanimous consent
that Section 9 be adopted as a part of Article XII, the Article
on General and Miscellaneous provisions. Is there objection?
Hearing no objection, the amendment is ordered adopted. Are
there other committee amendments, Mr. Fischer?

FISCHER: Mr. President, on page 2, line 7, change the word "dia-
chage™ to "discharge™.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Unanimous consent is asked that the rules be
suspended. Hearing no objection, it is so ordered. Mr. Fischer,
you ask unanimous consent for the adoption of that change? Hear—
ing no objection, it is so ordered.

V. FISCHER: I would like to ask the grammarian oI the Convention
whether "construing” is properly spelled on line 9 of page 2.

HERMANN:  Yes.

V. FISCHER: The committee has no further amendments, Mr. Presi—
dent.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. McLaughlin.

McLAUGHLIN: I think that the Committee on Style and Drafting 1is
avoiding the issue, and it may cause some embarrassment in
future generations. I move that the word "both™ on line 21,

page 2, be stricken, and In lieu thereof the word "either™ be
inserted.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Kilcher.

KILCHER: May 1 ask a question of Mr. McLaughlin? And use the
singular for "sex"?
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LONDBORG: | have an amendment. It is the one 1submitted before the recess. | would like to resubmit it.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The Chief Clerk may read the proposed amendment. The amendment was not voted
upon, is that right?

LONDBORG: It was not voted upon. | had asked that it be withdrawn.

CHIEF CLERK: This was to Section 4, is that right?

L.ONDBORG: I believe so. It is in the Ralph Rivers amendment. | think you will find it better on page 2,

line 8 of the changed
copy, although I can't legally attach it to that.

CHIEF CLERK: "After the word 'signatures’ in the next to the last sentence of the Ralph Rivers

amendment, delete the rest of
the sentence and substitute the following: 'from each of two-thirds of the election districts of the State with

signatures equalling
not less than 3% of the number of voters casting ballots tor governor in each such district in the preceding

general election at
which a governor was elected"."

PRESIDENT EGAN: What is your pleasure. Mr. Londborg?
LONDBORG: | move the adoption of the amendment.

JOHNSON: | second the motion.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The question is open for discussion and the Chief Clerk might read the proposed
amendment once more.

CHIEF CLERK: You can find it on page 5 of the journal of the 42nd day, next to the last paragraph, it is
the bottom of the
page.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Is there discussion of the proposed amendment? Mr. Londborg.

LONDBORG: The reason for this proposed amendment is to make it a little more clear that there should be

at least more than
one signature in each of these two-thirds of the districts. As the proposal now reads, they are to obtain

signatures in at least
two-thirds of the election districts oflhe state. Now, as | take it, that would mean that a person wanting to

start an initiative, if
he would get ten per cent of the total votes cast in one city, then he could send out or go out, either way.

and just get one
signature in each of two-thirds remaining districts and that would make the petition valid. Probably he

would get two or three to
play safe, but he would only have to get one. He would get a signature in each of the two-thirds districts

and | believe that when
we have such an important thing as an initiative and if the legislature has failed to the great extent that

initiative is necessary, then
that initiative should be a vital interest over all the slate and not just in one area, and | believe that that

interest will be best shown
if wc have at least three per cent of the voters in each of those two-thirds districts signing. Now three per

cent is not very high. |
put that purposely low so thr: it would not make it hard to get the signatures in any one of those areas, but

at least it should be



more than one signature in two-thirds of the clccticr. districts. That is not going to make the initiative, |

don | believe, any harder
to work but it will at least show and prove that that proposed bill or that proposed law is gaining interest

over the whole state,
not just a local affair that the ten per cent would indicate if they were taken from one city or one locality

and just go out and gel
one signature to comply with our initiative.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Ralph Rivers.

R. RIVERS: | am going to support the amendment because | think it makes good sense.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Hurley.

HL'RLEY: | am going to vote against the amendment because | don't think it makes good sense. The

reasoning behind it sounds
perfectly logical but I call attention to the lad that m this proposal that wc have so far, we have at least

three types of initiative
which arc not possible. Wc have put safeguards on it as far as the people are concerned so that the

Territorial legislature will not
be faced with a law they do not want. | think we also should remember that the initiative petition isjust the

beginning, that it will
still be referred to the people for a vote throughout the Territory of Alaska, and | am sure by that time there

will be sufficient
discussion of it so it will be taken up, but | have the feeling we have gone to loo large an extent in

legislating this matter of
imuative and referendum in the first place. We are continually getting into numbers. We are getting into

things that are subject to
critical glances from the people that are trying to get the job done, and | think generally that the less

restrictions that we put on
this thing the better off we are going to be, and | don't think the amendment will serve the purpose that the

proposer thinks it
will.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Victor Rive-s.

V. RIVERS: Mr. Chairman, | believe | agree with Mr. Hurley's position on this. Even though the signatures

originate in one area
I want you to note that in Section 5 it states. "Neither the initiative nor referendum may be used as a means

of making or
defeating appropriations of public funds or earmarking of revenues nor for local or special legislation."

Well, if there is no special
local interest in the legislation, even though the signatures should come from a local area, if it is an overall

general legislation, it
would be my assumption that they would probably try to get as widespread number of signatures as

possible to get as
widespread interest as possible. | sec no reason to impose some other percentage figure now. | don't see we

gain a thing by it. |
think it is an extra handicap and does not add to but detracts from the initiative and referendum as we now

have it.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Londborg.

LONDBORG: | would like to close this short debate. In answer to the last objection, 1 don't believe Section
5 is a safeguard at



all. Itjust merely says that they may not be used for means of earmarking revenues, etc., but there still may

be a law that one
locality might particularly want, maybe it isn't pertaining to them, but it may pertain to the whole state, but

the state may not be
particularly interested in it. and the initiative may spring out of a populous area and they could get the ten

per cent injust an
overnight campaign and get the one signature out around, and then in answer to the former objection where

we should not make
it hard or things of that nature, let us remember that the initiative is not enacting laws by an apportionment

representation. We
are enacting laws by popular vote, and we have set up a machinery in the legislature to make our laws and

they are silling
representing the various areas of the country, but when it comes to a popular vole, then you will find that it

is where the people
are that is going to count, and | think as a safeguard, and again | say it is not a high safeguard but very low.

if you get three per
cent of ihe qualified voters in these two-thirds districts you will have a good indication of whether it is of

statewide interest.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The question is, "Shall the proposed amendment as offered by Mr. Londborg be

adopted by the
Convention?"

LONDBORG: Mr. President. | request a roll call.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The Chief Clerk will call the roli on the proposed amendment.

(The Chief Clerk called the roll with the following result:

Yeas: 17 - Barr, Boswell, Cross, Hinckcl, Johnson, Kilcher, Laws, Londborg, McNealy. Metcalf, Norland.

Poulsen, Reader,
R. Rivers, Stewart. Sweeney. Walsh.

Nays: 31 - Barr, Coghill, Ccllins, Cooper, Doogan, Embcrg, H. Fischer, V. Fischer, Gray, Harris,

Hellenthal, Hermann.
Hilscher, Hurley, King, Kn:ght, Lee, McCutcheon, McLaughlin, McNees, Marston, Nordale, Riley, V.

Rivers, Rosswog,
Smith, Sundborg, VanderLeest, White, Wien, Mr. President.

Absent: 7 - Armstrong, Buckalew, Davis, Nolan, Peralrovich, Robertson, Taylor.)

CHIEF CLERK: 17 yeas, 3! nays and 7 absent.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The "nays" have it, and the proposed amendment has failed of adoption. Mr.
Sundborg.



PRESIDENT EGAN: The Chief Clerk will please read Mr. Johnson's amendment.

CHIEF CLERK: "'Page i. Section 4. line 18. Strike word 'eight’ at the end of the line and insert in lieu

thereof the word
fifteen .’

JOHNSON: | move the adoption of the amendment.

PRESIDENT EGAN: M. Johnson moves the adoption of the proposed amendment.

MCNEALY: | second the motion.

GRAY: 1 would like to ask the mover how he arrived at the figure "fifteen™. | had in mind "‘twenty-five' but
1don t know what

the difference is between eight, ten, or fifteen per cent.

JOHNSON: | suppose larrived at my fifteen like you arrived at your twenty-five. It was simply an estimate

of what | thought
would be a far better percentage of the electorate needed to initiate a proposal under this act. It seemed to

me that eight per
cent was a little bit low

SLDDBORG: | think we should all be dear thet all that this tigure refers to is the percentage of the electors

or of those voting at
the last election who would have to sign a petition in order to get it voted upon. It does not mean that eight

or fifteen percentage
means it goes into effect. It just puts it on the ballot. I venture if we change this to fifteen there would be

very few initiative
measures would ever get on the ballot. That is quite a high percentage to get when you carry petitions

around.

LONDBORG: If you can't get fifteen per cent to put it on the ballot they certainly would not get enough to

pass t when it does
come out. | think it should be a little bit higher than eight per cent because its not eight per cent of the

qualified electors, it's only
eight per cent of the ones that voted . and | think we ought to have it a little bit higher to preclude any

possibility of throwing in
legislation that might also call for special elections and a lot of expense.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Barr.

BARR: Mr. President. | am not an authority on the subject, but | understand there are other states who have

as high a
percentage as 15 and | believe one has as high as 20 per cent. 1can't quote the number of states. | would

like to hear from
some of the Committee that has investigated thet.

MARSTON: Mr. Chairman, the average requirement is eight per cent of the slates that have this form of
law. The average is
eight per cent.

PRESIDENT EGAN: M. Kilcher. did you want the floor?

KILCHER: Yes. | ad\ e that this amendment be defeated. It is exorbitantly high and I intend to suggest an
amendment at a



nr-ch lower figure itun (his. The average is slight.. less than eight per cent, as for as my figures show.

Considering the distance
and geography of Alaska, we should rather have a figure lower than eight or leave it as it is. That defeats

the purpose of the
measure.

GRAY: | feel that this is an important figure. | fee. that this is the one place, if this is a constitutional

measure, to insure that the
people want the measure rather than some small

group in one locality. | believe that this figure shr.ld be sufficiently high. Under a republican form of

government we are going to
legislate through our legislature. We want to keep the principle of the law ultimately belongs to the people,

and | think the figure
should denote and be used only at a lime that the egislature is not conforming to tuc wishes of the people,

and that is why |
believe this figure is very important, and by this f.gure | think wc save the initiative for the constitution or

we lose it due to the
cumbersome expenses of practice of possibly peer legislation.

PRESIDENT EGAN: If there is no further discus>;on -- Mr. Barr?

BARR: Mr. President, as | stated before, |1 amagj-nsi the basic idea of an initiative but | realize it has some

value if it is in the
constitution. In fact it may be adeterrent on the actions of legislature if they know it is there and could be

used, but my main fear
was it would be used too often for no good purpc>e. | may change my mind and vote for it if this figure of

fifteen per cent is
adopted.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Victor Rivers.

V. RIVERS: Mr. President, | think that possibly - -eadoption of this 15 percent motion would make the

program of the
initiative unworkable. I notice that the states that used the initiative for statutory purposes, there are none of

them that are above
ten. Now | will grant that for purposes of amendir.g the constitution there are some states that go as high. 1

believe, as thirty. |
think it would be an error to adopt this fifteen per cent because of the fact it would be practically

impossible to get that number
of signatures on the petition required to initiate ar. initiative.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Taylor.

TAYLOR: Mr. President, now they call this a pe_’ion by the voters, how to gel acertain per cent of it. Now

in looking at it
another way. it is a motion by a certain percentage of the electors that they would like to have something

voted on. Now you
say eight per cent is loo much, but as important as this session is, less than two per cent of the body of this

house can initiate
anything they want to before this body and have :: voted on, so why should you have to have the electors,

eight per cent or
fifteen per cent more Eight per cent I think is a fair compromise. We discussed that considerably in the

Committee, but when
you figure that less than two per cent in here car, .-tan something, all a man has to do is to make a motion.

That one man is less



than two per cent and ever>body considers it. so | think it ws have eight per cent on this initiative, that i>
plenty.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Marston.

MARSTON: Eight per cent is a little higher than the average state that uses this law. Now we know how

hard it was to go out
and gel 250 names on a paper to get the chance to run for this Constitutional Convention. It was a lot of

work for most of us to
go out and do it ourselves. To get one of these initiative measures before the people it takes over 2,000

people to sign up. You
would not gel any place if sou had to get 2.000. You would not be here and neither would 1. It’s a hurdle

high enough if they
feel that 2.000 votes to gel on the ballot is what you have t: gel. they hav* a cause and then the people have

a chance to say
"yes or "'no". | think eight per cent is right.

BOSWELL.: | wondered if the Committee had studied the statistics of voting and about what eight per cent

would require. Is
that the figure -- 2.000?

MARSTON: My recollection is 27.000 votes here all over Alaska. Eight per cent of that is 2,160.

BOSWELL: | would speak in favor of a higher figure Ihar. eight per cent. It acems to me that one of the

things, one of the
abuses is that a number of bills could get introduced with a few voters and with only 2.000 it seems to me

that it would be very
easy for one locality to get 2.000 votes on a particular issue That is why | would favor a higher figure, and

I think fifteen per
cent is about right.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Hurley.

HURLEY: If Alaska had a static populalion I would be inclined to agree, but I feel we have an expanding

population, and by
the time we become astate, the people that are concerned with introducing proposals, our population and

our voting population
will be such that eight per cent will be a reasonable figure

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Barr.

BARR: Mr. President, talking about the difficulty of getting that number of signatures to a petition, |
maintain it is pretty easy to
get a petition signed. | know of one candidate to this Constitutional Convention who merely typed up some

petitions and mailed
them to friends and he got 800 signatures with no effort on the part of himself.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Gray.
GRAY: | have to rise a second lime because of that 200-vote

deal. The gentleman on that pointed directly at me. 1 wish to cite right now the principle of the thing. On

the extraneous,

unimportant matters, we don t care what the percentage is. two per cent, but on these important matters we
must raise it to a

higher value.



PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Sundborg.

SUNDBORG. Mr. President. 1 would just like to say that the effect of the amendment, if it is adopted,

would be that in Alaska
right new in order to get any measure up before the people on an initiative basis, it weuld require 4.050

signatures on petitions.
That is a lot of signatures to try to go i ut and get in Alaska. That is what fifteen per cent of 27.000 is. This

is not g: ing to carry
the proposition. This is what is required to simply get it on the ballot so the people ear. have a chance to

vole or. it The eight per
cent now in there, as Mr. Marston said, would require slightly over 2,000, so that is what we are voting on.

ROSSWOG: Mr. Chairman. 1would like to say a few wads.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Rosswog.

ROSSWOG: | think it should be hard to get these petitions out and have them filled out, and 1 would be in

favor of a little higher
figure than the eight percent.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Buckalew.

BUCKALEW: | am recalling the other arguments that have been made prior to this particular question.

And if you will recall
various people stated ""Well, when the legislature fails to enact some necessary legislation the people can

put the blocks to them.
If the legislature has fallen down that much, it is not going to he any trouble at all to get fifteen per cent

because they are all going
to be up in arms. If the legislature has fallen down that much and they have to resort to the initiative, I think

you car. gel fifteen
per cent, if it's that important.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Londborg.

LONDBORG: | lake my second tum here. | still believe it should be a lot higher. If that small percentage

can throw the wheels
in mation and perhaps calls for a special election and have $40,000 every time a few people get together

and want it if it does
not happen to fall on a primary or general election, | think it should be relatively hard to do it because if it

is something that that
many people want. | am sure you.can get the signatures. There have been various experiments performed

on the idea of getting
people to sign their names, and they say in cities that one out of ten will refuse to sign their signatures on a

petition and perhaps
not even look at the petition.

COOPER: 1 would like to point out that the figure fifteen per cent as used in the proposal, the figures that

were presented on the

floor were fifteen percent of 27.000 votes, and the last general election, as | recall | am not letter perfect on
these figures —was

over 40.000. Is that correct ? Might 1 ask if any of the delegates know ?

PRESIDENT EGAN: Twenty seven thousand (he Chair believes, or something like that.

COOPER: Of the general election ?



PRESIDENT EGAN: Twenty seven thousand, six hundred and something.

COOPER: ljust wanted to point :ut in argument that the delegate that was elected a large with the greatest

number of votes.
Territory wide, received 7.000 v-:es. which in effect would be a signature. The 15 per cent of the 27.000

votes then would be
over 4.000 signatures. | believe i: s alittle high.

R RIVERS: That delegate was running in a field of seven candidates. The 27.000 reflects the number of

votes cast per
delegate. | believe.

HILSCHER: According to the report of PAS slightly less than eight per cent seems to be the average in the

stales where this
provision applies. Those states have a far more static population than we have. They are closely allied

through transportation,
through numerous radio stations, telephones, and it is much easier to get your message across. Here in

Alaska where we have
such a large area, the great distances between our towns and communities, our lack of communications

comparable to those in
the states places an additional penalty upon our people. So if we are to adopt the fifteen per cent, we might

in essence from the
standpoint of inconvenience, be setting it up almost at 25 per cent. 1 am in favor of the figure as it stands at

the present lime in
Section 4, at eight per cent.

HINCKEL.: 1originally proposed or composed an article in which | set forth fifteen per cent. In Committee

they changed my
mind and | agreed to the eight per cent. In view of the fact that we have now removed all restrictions on the

voters, a voter does
not have to be able to read, etc.. the qualified elector who would be permitted to sign this petition, I now

favor that we raise the
percentage back to a higher figure than eight - possibly as high as fifteen.

UNIDENTIFIED DELAGATE Question.

TAYLOR: 1'would like to say toe that some of the states don't favor too large petitions. New York with

three or four million
voters, you can t present a petition that has more than 50.000 signatures, so it is a very small percentage of

the voters that are
on the petition because they are too bulky, there is too much trouble checking them. So in New York Slate

you can t get more
than 50.000 people on which weuid be a small percentage.

MCNEALY: | had not intended to speak on this, but everybody is taking a tum. The point is that | have

some amendments to
offer here which if the fifteen percent went through I would be inclined to go along with the initiative and

not offer my proposed
amendments. Mr. Taylor speaks of New York. | think there are others here in the body who talked with

Congressman O'Brien
from New York. He said in one of his last words of parting from a little meeting, he said, ""Don't get stuck

like the State of New
York with an initiative system or you will be spending out a good percentage of the Territory's money. You

will find that your



initiative elections will cosi you far more than your regular elections. As a Congressman from New York |

sincerely hope you
do not write the initiative into the constitution.'" | think this fifteen percent would he somewhat of a

safeguard against too many
elections at least.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The question is. *"Shall the proposed amendment as offered by Mr. Johnson he

adopted by the
Convention?"* That is changing "eight per cent™ to read "*fifteen per cent'. All tho-c in favor of the adoption

of the amendment will
signify by saying "'aye", all opposed by saying "'no"".

SWEENEY: Roall call

PRESIDENT EGAN: The Chief Clerk will call the roll.

iThe Chief Clerk called the roll with the following resullt:

Yeas: 25 - Armstrong. Awes, Barr, Boswell. Buckalew, Cross. Doogan. V. Fischer. Gray, Hinckel.
Johnson, Laws. Londborg,

McCutcheon. McNealy, Nerland, Nolan, Poulstn. Reader. Rosswog, Sweeney, Walsh. White, Wien, M.
President.

Nays: 23 - Coghill. Collins, Cooper. Davis. Emberg, Harris. Hermann. Hilscher. Hurley, Kilcher. Knight,
Lee, McLaughlin.

McNees, Marston, Metcalf, Nordale. Peratrovich, R Ri" ers. V. Rivers, Smith. Stewart, Taylor..

Absent: 7 - H Fischer. Hellenthal, King, Riley. Robertson. Sundborg. VanderLeest.)

CHIEF CLERK: 25 yeas. 23 nays and 7 alsent.

PRESIDENT EGAN: And so the motion his carried and the amendment is ordered adopted.

V. RIVERS: It takes a majority of all of the members to which the body is entitled for final action.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The Chair will declare a two-minute recess.



PRESIDENT EGAN The Chief Clerk will please read Mr. Johnson s amendment
CHIEF CLERK: Do >:u want this one taken up next?

JOHNSON: Yes. please.

CHIEF CLERK: "Pag 2. line 3. Section 4, after word ‘chosen’ add new sentence, The petition shall he

from two-thirds of the
voting precincts. **

JOHNSON: Mr. President, I move the adoption of the amendment.

PRESIDENT EGAN: "Tre petition shall be from two-thirds of the voting precincts™ - where, Mr. Johnson,
of the Territory?

JOHNSON: Of course it would be from the state.
PRESIDENT EGAN. The Chair stands corrected.
CHIEF CLERK: Do >au want to add that?
JOHNSON: It is not necessary.

PRESIDENT EGAN Do you move the adoption of the proposed amendment?

JOHNSON: 1do.
ROBERTSON: | second the motion.

JOHNSON: | might explain. Mr. President, that it occurs to me that under the present wording that a

petition could be
circulated in one large population area and the required number of signatures be obtained from that one

population area, and |
believe that it would be better or equitable to have the petitions circulated in at least two-thirds of the

voting precincts and
signatures obtained ail around the state rather than just in one locality

PRESIDENT EGAN Mr. Marston.

MARSTON: We went all through this, and in this big land of Alaska we said the other day one voting

precinct was bigger than
40 of the states, and we concluded it was not fair if we want the initiative to work, to chase them ail over

the great land of
Alaska to get these petitions. You nullify it. Here is one man with five petitions here. It is not improving

this thing. If you wam to
nullify it, this is one way to do it. WWe worked on it for about four weeks, good men, even if | was on there,

the rest of them
anyway, and we decided that some of these people - we had it in there. We took it out. It was too big a

land to chase them
over the mountains and across the rivers and the oceans to get this scattered vote, so | wish if you want this

initiative and
referendum you would hold back on a lot of these amendments. They are not improving it. That is the

reason we did not put it in
there. We considered Mr. Johnson's amendment carefully. | would like to hear some of the other

Committees on this



PRESIDENT EGAN: The question is.""Shall M: Johnson s proposed amendment he adopted by the
Convention J* Mr. Davis.

DAVIS: May | ask Mr. Johnson a question.” It | understood your explanation correctly. Mr. Johnson, what

;.ou intended was
that the petition should be circulated or (hat signatures should be secured from at least two-thirds. It seems

:0 me the form docs
not quite carry out what you are trying todo | ar. nlavc-r of the suggestion that | think you are trying to

make there.

JOHNSON: We could add the words *shall be rirculated in at least two-thirds of the voting precincts.” |

will accept Mr. Davis'
suggested amendment, and insert. *The petition shall contain signatures from at least two-thirds of the

election districts of the
State."

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Davis, do you offer that proposed amendment?

DAVIS: Yes.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Is there objection to Mr Davis's proposed amendment to the amendment? Mr.
McLaughlin.

MCLAUGHLIN: Arc you substituting the word circulating* and do not require signing. Mr. Davis?
DAVIS: Either "circulated™ or "'signatures should be secured

from™. Either one would be all right from mv standpoint. But as it reads it says, "t shall be from™ and |
think it is meaningless.

MCLAUGHLIN: I sin just anxious to know what the amended amendment is.
DAVIS: 1 will say "'circulated" as an amendment

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Cooper.

COOPER. Mr. President, | have the same question in mind, and in my mind it would have been at least

two-thirds of the voting
precincts that would be represented, and that would indicate at least one vote from at least two-thirds of the

voting precincts in
Alaska.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Londborg.

LONDBORG: | can certainly see a value in having signatures from that many of the precincts. That would
oe one of the best

ways to get the people all over the State of AUska acquainted with what is coming up. otherwise many
people will have to

depend on radio or newspapers, etc., to find out and first thing you know there is a special election and a lot
of them will have

the initiative before them to vote and come to the polls and probably have not had a chance to talk it over
and can't read, and

we are going to have a lot of confusion, but if it can be circulated around I think it is going to stimulate a lot
of interest and a lot

of study on the initiative.



PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Metcalf

METCALF: | am partially in favor of Mr. Johnson's motion, and | am against it for the use of the

phraseology **of all the voting
precincts', which would be a difficult job. 1would like to amend the motion and make it similar to the

Missouri Constitution.
what they say on the matter. | would like to amend the motion and say "the major political subdivisions'*

and put the word "each’
before that. In other words, you have Nome. Fairbanks, Anchorage, and Juneau, and vou have to get two-

thirds of your
signatures from those major areas, and you won't work a hardship on the people with the initiative.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Metcalf, at the present time the particular motion cannot be further amended in

its present state.
There has already been an amendment to the proposed amendment offered and an amendment to the

amendment to the
amendment the Chair would hold would be out of order at this time. Mr Stewart.

STEWART: Mr. President, just one question of information. Would the word *'circulating include posting
in a public place?

DAVIS: Mr. President, inorder to get away from the confusion which I caused here. 1 would like to

withdraw the proposed
amendment, putting it back to Mr. Johnson's amendment, then we can start over again.

PRESIDENT EGAN: If there is no objection, Mr. Davis asks unanimous consent to withdraw his proposed

amendment to the
amendment.

MCNEALY: lobject.
PRESIDENT EGAN: That will take a motion before we can discuss it further. Mr. Davis.

DAVIS: | move that | be allowed to withdraw my proposed amendment to M. Johnson's amendment.

JOHNSON: | second.
MCNEALY: | withdraw my objection.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The proposed amendment to the amendment was withdrawn. Mr. Metcalf.

METCALF: 1 should like to read the amendment to Mr. Johnson's motion here.

PRESIDENT EGAN: If you could get it in writing. The Convention will sit at ease for a minute or two.

The Convention is at
ease. The Convention will come to order. Mr. Johnson.

JOHNSON: Mr. President. 1 ask leave by unanimous consent to withdraw my original amendment and

substitute in lieu thereof
a different wording which | have placed on the Secretary's desk.

PRESIDENT EGAN: M. Johnson asks unanimous consent that he be allowed to withdraw his original

amendment and
substitute another amendment. Is there objection? If there is no objection it is so ordered, and the Chief

Clerk may read the
proposed amendment.



CHIEF CLERK: "Page 2. line 3. Section 4, after word chosen' add a new sentence. The petition shall

contain signatures from
at least two-thirds of the election districts of the State."'

JOHNSON: I move the adoption of the amendment as read.

ROBERTSON: | second it.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The motion is open for discussion. M.

Smith.

SMITH: Mr. President, my recollection of the Committee discussion on this question was that under

Section 3 the legislature
would have the authority to require that signatures be obtained from as many legislative districts as they

might deem necessary.
The Committee felt, that is my version of the Committee feeling was, that due to the changes which will

inevitably come, that the
legislature could safely make those requirements. They could change those requirements to meet changing

conditions and.
therefore, 1 am opposing the amendment.

TAYLOR: I'would just like to substantiate the remarks of Mr. Smith. We went over this quite carefully.

We argued pro and
con as to whether we should put anything in about where the petition was to be circulated, how many

names to it, studied the
other states’ provisions along these same lines, and we felt due :0 our geographical limits that it would be

better to leave thet to
the legislature. Now that is an untried thing in Alaska, and if we put this in here the legislature then would

be unable to change it
It would take a constitutional amendment to make any change :n the method of getting the signatures or

where you got them
from. So we thought we would leave this thing in the fluid stage so if there was an attempt to initiate

legislation by this method.
and they found out thai the provision by law pursuant to the arccle was unwieldly, cumbersome, and made

it practically
impossible to get a measure through, that the legislature could change it at the first session if they realize it

should be done. So
we purposely left that out. We felt it would be better to leave it fluid so by trial and error sve can find out

what is the best
manner to handle this, so 1 would think that the amendment should be defeated.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Hinckel.

HINCKEL.: 1 was going to stale for the advocation of the delegates that the original wording wc had in

there was that not over
25 per cent of the signatures on a petition should come fromany one political subdivision, and we all

agreed that it would
probably be adequate but as Mr. Taylor has said, we finally decided thai we might be wrong and it would

be better to leave it
to the legislature so it could be amended or changed without a; the trouble of going through constitutional

amendment.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Cooper.



COOPER: Line 25 on page 2. actually Section 5, says this measure of the initiative shall nc: pertain to local

or special
legislation. Therefore. | don't think the amendment is in any way, shape or form out of order. If the people

of the state at-large
are to he affected by eventual legislation, then I believe that petition should be distributed within at least

two-thirds of the voting
precincts.

PRESIDENT EGAN: M. Londborg.

LONDBORG: There seems to be a feeling here that this is making it loo hard to get an initiative. 1 would

like to call the
attention to the initiative provision in the State of Missouri where they not only ask that it be circulated in

two-thirds of the
congressional districts of the state, but that it be signed by a certain per cent of the legal voters. Now in the

case of the
constitutionality amendment it is eight per cent. Incase of the law it is five per cent, which | think would

compare to our fifteen
per cent of those who voted. This is five per cent of the legal voters and it shall be signed by five per cent

of the voters ineach
of two-thirds of the districts, so they certainly have their initiative a lot harder than we are proposing here.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mrs. Hermann.

HERMANN: Mr. President, I think we are losing sight of one of the mein things to be considered in

connection with this
proposal. These amendments and others that have already been adopted, as well as some of the sections

themselves, are clearly
attempts to replace fundamental law with statutory law. and | think that the whole thing of setting up the

procedure for initial vc
and referendum, which is now being cumbersomely done by the body, should be left in the hands of the

legislature. | have said
once on this floor, if I have said it once | have said it a dozen limes and probably will say it that many

more, we have got to
leave things to the legislature that belong among the legislature's functions, and instead of trying to write

statutory law into the
constitution of the State of Alaska let's get down to brass tacks and write the fundamental law on which the

legislature may base
its actions. | am against the amendment.

SUNDBORG: | have to take a view opposite to that of Mrs. Hermann's, something which 1 do not often do,

for the reason that
this provision would cover not only initiative petitions but referendum petitions, and 1 do not believe it

proper to leave in the
hands of the legislature the writing of basic provisions on how petitions which would override and defeat

actions which the
legislature has taken would have to be handled. Now under your view it is open here if we don't mention it

and it is open to the
legislature to put up any kind of a provision it wants, it could require that there would have to be signatures

from every voting
precinct in the stale which would defeat it because it would be impossible to eel such signatures, and | don't

believe that if we
are going to have the referendum at all which is the process for the people to say."""We don: want this law

which the legislature
has just passed. We don't want to leave it to the legislature to set up the ground rules of how those things

arc going to be



handled. 1think that the T.endmeni as now submitted does not require very much. All it says is that the

petition shall contain
signatures from at least t* a-thirds of the election districts of the state. The Apportionment Committee is

bringing out a report
which is going to set up la election districts in the state. This would require that anyone who wants to get a

matter on the ballot
would only have to have signatures from 16 of those election districts. Say that we need 4.000 as it is in

Alaska today. he could
have 3,985 signatures fr. m the City of Anchorage and he couid gel one each from the other 16 election

districts and he’s on the
ballot. Now Idon't think «tat is going to restrict very many initiative or referendum petitions.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr Buckalew.

BUCKALEW: 1certain!;, agree with Mrs. Hermann. It seems to me a lot of delegates, and | have had the

same idea myself up
to this point, that you car.: write into the constitution provisions that are going to take care of every

imaginary evil that migh:
come up. | think you car. irust the legislature. Ve are going to trust the judges. We have created judges. e

have given to the
judges the power to incarcerate people and even hang them, and it is not any more illogical to trust the

legislature. | might say
that | offered an amendment which 1 think will cure all of this discussion, and | don't mean any reflection

on Mr. Collins or his
Committee, but | certain!;, agree with Mrs. Hermann. Now you can see the hassle we have gotten into over

whether it is going
to be ten or fifteen per cent, and it is all legislation, and if it proves to be unworkable you have got to

amend the constitution i;
change it, and Mrs. Hermann is absolutely rtght.

MCLAUGHLIN: Witho.: committing myself either way. | amjust a little bit puzzled. Under Mrs.

Hermann's suggestion it
would all be left to the legislature. If the legislature exercises its authority under Section 3 prescribing the

procedures to be
followed in me exercise :f powers of initiative and referendum, it makes it an emergency act. and you can t

have a referendum
on your referendum.

PRESIDENT EGAN: M. Smith.

SMITH: M. President, the only value for the initiative and referendum procedure is if there is a clear

channel for enactment o:
legislation by the people That is, if it goes directly from the people bypassing the legislature. If you give

the legislature the power
to block that channel, then you just as well as have no initiative and referendum at all. Now this is the

second time | have had ::
change my mind on the question that is concerned with this, but 1 will now support the amendment offered

PRESIDENT EGAN: M. Taylor.

TAYLOR: | think, in answering Mr. Smith's objections, he possibly loses sight of the fact that this

Convention, if we adopt this
proposal would be bound by it. as it says "'No law shall be enacted to harmper, restrict or impair the exercise

of powers
reserved herein...by the reople."” They have got to pass the legislation. It has got to be introduced. It ha* g t

to be implemented



by the proper legislative measure. Let us trust the legislature. Let us leave this just as much as basic iaw as

we possibly can.
Otherwise, we are coming out of here with a constitution that the voters will not ratify. Maybe some of

these amendments are
put in for the purpose of defeating the constitution.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr Davis.

DAYJS. Mr. President, 1 want to say thet | agree, strange as it may seem, with what Mrs. Hermann heo said

here. 1think a
good deal that is in this bill as written is legislation. The amendment which Mr Johnson offered and which

I supported "as a
matter to amend something that is legislation in my opinion to make the thing clearer and more nearly

responsive to the will of
the people of the whole rather than one section. That was the reason for offering the amendment. | would

agree nght off that if
this part of Section 4 could be stricken as legislation.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Johnson.

JOHNSON: Mr. President. | resent the implication that | have offered any amendments for the purpose of

defeating this
constitution. | don't believe that Delegate Taylor had any right to make such an inference. | think that any

delegate here has the
right to offer amendments as long as they feel they are justified and it is part of the subject matter at hand.

Now certainly in this
instance, the constitutions that have been read to us, clearly indicate that this provision which is now before

os by way of
amendment is not unusual. There is nothing strange about it. and as Delegate Sundborg points out, it is not

an impractical
proposition because you can get, as he says. 3,995 signatures in Anchorage and get the rest of them, one

signature from the
other !5 voting precincts, so it is not an impractical proposition. It still acts as an additional safeguard on

the misuse of the
initiative. Yesterday | was opposed to the initiative principle, but the delegation in the Committee of the

Whole voted to support
the principle, and it is now in our constitution and will be | assume, but | still think that we have the nght to

make it as strong as
possible because certainly it can be very easily misused as has been pointed out, and a special election

under the initiative could
cost the taxpayers $40,000 and you might have a number of those special elections every year, and it runs

into money, and |
don't think we are going to have any too much money after we become a state, at least not for awhile, so |

believe it is a
reasonable safeguard and that the amendment should be passed.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. McNealy.

MCNEALY: Mr. President. | am a strong advocate of leaving matters to the legislature, but I want to point

out that when you
start writing legislation into the constitution then you have got to write more legislation in order to

supplement the legislation that
you already have written in. and | too want to call attention to Section 3. the last line where it states. "No

law snail be enacted to
hamper, restrict, or impair the exercise of nowers reserved herein by the people. If this is left blank, the

percentage of the voters



who must sign :he petition, and it .: > left in the blank about what districts they shali be signed in. then |

can foresee and very
clearly there will be untold liligatu r.. because if the legislature attempted to pass a bill and required fifteen

per cent of the
signatures, the reople. or a small segment, would attack it on the grounds thet it was hampering or

restricting or impairing the
voters. If the legislature attempted  say that the petitions had to be secured in certain districts they could

always refer back to
this clause here of hampering, restr.ting. or impairing. | think as long as we started writing legislation into

this, unless the matter
is clearly spelled out in the bill anc left up to the legislature, then we must spell out these things in order to

protect against future
court action.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The Chair is going to adhere to the rule. IMr. Taylor, that each delegate is allowed

two times around. Mr.
Kilcher.

KILCHER: Point of information, i would like to address a question to Mr. Johnson. If Mr. Johnson's

amendment should be
adopted, would that leave enough rower to the legislature later on to determine the percentage of signatures

required ineach of
the two-thirds of the legal subdi\i>:ans?

JOHNSON: Offhand, 1 would say r.o. but it seems to me that it might be construed that if the legislature

should determine later
that each voting precinct would have to produce a proportionate share of the signatures, that might be in

contravention of the
constitutionality 1 am not enough :f a constitutional lawyer to know, but my offhand opinion is that this

provision as it :s now
before us wouid make it flexible, and if the legislature attempted to put any restrictions on that flexibility.

that it would not be
improper.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Kilcher

KILCHER: Personally I think that the legislature would be entitled to make further specifications that are

not limited by any of
the constitutional sections, and | hope that it will, and provided that | am right in my assumption. 1 amin

favor of Mr. Johnson's
amendment.

ARMSTRONG: If Section 4 is to stay in the act. it seems to me thet we have to have this provision. | want

to revert back to
the thing that M. Marston constantly talks about, the people. | have a feeling so often that when 1 vote on

the wrong side of an
issue that | am voting against the people because that word has been underscored so emphatically. I think

that to eradicate
sectionalism and provincialism from Alaska we must have an expression from as many sections of the state

as possible. I think
one of the great things that is hampering us now is the feeling that one area wants to dominate another.

area, and 1 will vote for

this amendment because of my inner feeling that this is bridging all of these depressions of sectionalism. li
is asking for a

widespread opinion on a piece of legislation. If folks say ""Well, we are not intelligently"* enlightened on
this enough so that we



can sign this petition, then let them dig in:: it before they sign It will probably give I wider base of

opinion when ;tcomes to a
vote. We can probably vote on it more intelligently. I will support this amendment if we are keeping in

Section 4.
BOSWELL, i move the previous question

HERMANN. | second the motion.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The question is. "*Shall the previous question be ordered?* All those in favor of
the''qucstion will signify by
saying ""aye", all opposed by saying no . Tr.e "‘ayes have it and he previous question is ordered. The

guestion is. "'Shall IVr.
Johnson's proposed amendment be adopted by the Convention?* All those in favor -

TAYLOR: Roll call.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The Chief Clerk wll call the roll. WAll the Chief Clerk please read the amendment.

CHIEF CLERK: "Page 2. line 3. Section -. after the word "chosen’ add a new sentence. The petition shall

contain signatures
from at least two-thirds of the election districts of the State.""

PRESIDENT EGAN: The question is. "'Shall the proposed amendment be adopted b\ the Convention?**

The Chief Clerk will
call the roll.

(The Chief Clerk called the roll with the following result:

Yeas: 38 - .Armstrong, Barr, Boswell, Coghill, Collins. Cooper. Davis, Doogan, H. Fischer. Gray. Harris.

Hellenthal, Hilschcr,
Johnson, Kilcher, Knight, Laws, Lee, Londborg, McLaughlin. McNealy, McNees, Marston. Nolan.

Poulsen, Reader. R
Rivers. Robertson, Rosswog, Smith. Stewart, Sundborg. Sweeney, VanderLeest, Walsh. White, Wien, M.

President.

Nays: 13 - Awes. Buckalew, Emberg, Hermann. Hinckel, Hurley, King, Metcalf, Nordale. Peralrovich.
Riley, V. Rivers.
Taylor.

Absent: 4 - Cross, V. Fischer. McCutcheon. Nerland.)
CHIEF CLERK: 38 yeas, 13 nays and 4 absent.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The "ayes'" have it and the proposed amendment is ordered adopted. Mr. Hellenthal.



R RIVERS: I now move the adoption of ihe amendment in the form presently presented and before you.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The Chief Clerk will read the proposed amendment.

CHIEF CLERK: "Page 1, Section strike lines 13 to 18 inclusive, and lines | to5 inclusive, on page 2 and

substitute the
following: ‘Section 4. Prior to general circulation, an initiative petition containing a draft of the proposed

law in bill form shall be
signed by ten qualified electors as sponsors and have its sufficiency as to form certified by the attorney

general. Denial of
certification shall be revicwable by the court. If certified to be sufficient the initiative or referendum

petition containing a summary
of the subject matter prepared hy the attorney general may then be circulated and must be signed by

qualified electors equal to
15% of the number of votes cast for governor in the preceding general election at which the governor was

chosen. The petition
shall contain signatures from at least two-thirds of the election districts of the State. The petition may be

filed with the attorney
general who shall prepare a ballot title or proposition designating and summarizing the substance of the

proposed law which
proposition shall go upon the ball:: as hereinafter provided.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Is there a second to the motion by Mr. Ralph Rivers?

BARR: | second the motion.
PRESIDENT EGAN: It has been moved and seconded, and the motion is open for discussion. Mr. Taylor.

TAYLOR: | have an amendmentoffer. It is on the desk, an amendment changing 15" as a percent in

the unnumbered lines
here, but it is the last word in the original proposal, changing the 15%6" to ""1096".

PRESIDENT EGAN: Your amendment is out of order at this lime. This molic- is before us. A new
amendment is on the floor
at this time.

TAYLOR: Amending the amendment though.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Amending the "*15%6" to '"1096*? Mr. Taylor then offers an amendment to the

amendment seeking to
change to read "'1096". Is there a second.1

MARSTON: | second the motion.

SWEENEY: | object.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The quesuon is on the amendment to the amendment seeking to make it ten per cent

of the number of
votes cast. Mrs. Sweeney.

SWEENEY:: This matter was voted on in the Committee of the Whole last night, and in coming into the

plenary session wc

adopted die oral report of the Committee. Now | don't feel that wc can vote on that issue again any more
than we can vote on

the 19 or 20 years again.



PRESIDENT EGAN: Mrs. Sweeney, the Chair does net recall that we ever voted on ten per cent. But

anythin; that happened
in the Committee of the Whole session would just ;ome to the plenary session as a recommendation. That

is all. Mr. Sundborg.

SUNDBORG: M. President, | believe Mrs. Sweeney s recollection is perhaps incorrect and that we did in

plenary session
amend from the figure eight to fifteen per cent. | don't believe we discussed that matter at all in Committee

of the Whole.

PRESIDENT EGAN: No one could again offer the amendment and be in order to make it eight per cent.

Mrs. Sweeney, but
the Chau-will have to rule that the particular amendment to the amendment offering ten per cent as the

figure is in order. M.
Taylor.

TAYLOR: I'would like to speak briefly. | think this has been argued pro and con at the time that the
original proposal was eight
per cen:. | think a number of the Committee have spoken against the fifteen per cent on the grounds that it

would positively
make r. impossible or so difficult to circulate a petition for an initiative that it would render the law

inopera™ve. Now as Mr.
Londbcrg said, this morning he was reading some statistics in Missouri, and to ini.iate a law it only

requires five per cent. Now,
of course, we realize that in Missouri it is much easier to get petitions circulated. The transportation

problem is nothing. The
people who circulate them ran drive around different places and counties and get them signed. Here with

the vast distances and
the difficulties of transportation, it would be a little bn difficult. So that would leave us. if we adopt the ten

per cent still twice as
high as the State of Missouri where transportation is very easy. So | think ten per cent would be a good

COmpromise.
PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Londborg.

LONDBORG: | think if we read the Missouri Constitution carefully we will find that it five per cent of

the qualified electors"".
We are only asking for a certain per cent of the governors vote. There is a lot of difference because 1 don't

think half or maybe
a third of the people who can vote go out and vote. So actually five per cent in Missouri would be

equivalent to maybe fifteen or
twenty per cent here. Not only that, they also require five per cent of the electors in each of two-thirds of

the voung precincts.
We are saying that they can gel all but fourteen, | believe it is, in one precinct and then just go out and spot

enough so thet they
qualify in the two-thirds in the other.

PRESDENT EGAN: Mrs. Sweeney.

SWEENEY: | don't go along with Mr. Taylor that this is going to be such a difficult task to get the fifteen

per cent. Ever.

petition will have at least ten sponsors, and if they know it is going to have to come from two-thirds of the
legislauve districts,

those ten sponsors will in all likelihood come from ten different districts or maybe five. If you have 4.000

votes to get it requires
each sponsor to secure 400 votes, and | believe it should be left at fifteen per cent.



MARSTON: The 19 states who have the initiative and referendum laws have averaged a little below eight

per cent requirement.
We went over this document and this figure with the experts here. It was in keeping with their thinking, and

eight per cent is
higher than the average of the 19 states who have this, and it is the right number. 1want to wam the people

here of one thing |
see coming up. The person or persons who re issuing most of these amendments are people against

initiative and referendum. 1
know that.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The Chair will have i; hold from here on that the Chair will have to declare any one

out of order if they
allude to the motives behind any delegate.

MARSTON: Can I say who is for and against? It has been said on the floor.

PRESIDENT EGAN: This does not particularly refer to your statements, but the Chair is going to have to

hold firm on allusions
as to what might be the motives of other delegates on the floor.

MARSTON: Eight percent is above the average required. If you want the initiative and referendum to

work, if you want the
people of Alaska to have a chance to initiate and recall laws, keep it at eight per cent. That is the right

figure. Ten per cent
would be plenty high. Fifteen per cent rules it out. It is not effective.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Harris.
HARRIS: | am both in agreement and in disagreement with Mr. Taylor's proposal. Ten per cent at the

present time with our
present voting population perhaps would be a little low. Also, | have an amendment on the desk, and if Mr.

Taylor would adopt
the latter part of my amendment. | think maybe we would straighten this situation out. | would go ten per

cent provided however

that no petition shall have less than 5,000 signatures.
SUNDBORG: Question.

COOPER: | move the previous question.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Cooper moves the previous question.
BUCKALEW: 1 second the motion.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The question is, "'Shall the previous question be ordered?* All those in favor of

ordering the previous
guestion will signify by saying "‘aye™, all opposed "'no™. The ayes' have it ar.d the previous question has

been ordered. The

guestion is, "'Shall Mr. Taylor's proposed amendment to the amendment be adopted by the Convention?
JOHNSON: Roll call.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The Chief Clerk will call the rall.

(The Chief Clerk called the roll with the following result:



Yeas: 29 - Coghill. Colhr.s. Davis, Doogan, Emberg. H Fischer. Hanis, Hermann. Hinckel, Hurley,

Kilcher, King. Knight. Lee.
McLaughlin, McNealy. McNees, Marston, Metcalf. Nordale. Perairovich. Riley, R Rivers, V. Rivers.

Smith, Stewart,
Sundborg, Taylor. VanderLcest.

Nays: 21 - Armstrong. Awes. Barr. Boswell, Buckalew, Cooper. Cray, Hellenthal, Johnson, Laws.

Londborg, Nolan. Poulsen.
Reader, Robertson. Rosswog, Sweeney, Walsh, White, Wien. Mr. President.

Absent: 5 - Ctoss, V. Fischer, Hilscher, McCutcheon, Nerland.)



V. RIVERS: | move and ask unanimous consent «..a we adopt that amendment.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Victor Rivers moves thet the proposed amendment be adopted,

JOHNSON: | object.
V. RIVERS: 1s0 move.

SMITH: | second the motion.
PRESIDENT EGAN: The question is open for discussion. Mr. Victor Rivers.

V. RIVERS: Mr. President, it seems to me in vie* of the geographical distribution of the country and in

view of the varied
interests, economic and otherwise, that we would be defeating practically the purpose of the initiative and

referendum if we
require two-thirds of the districts to be represented on this petition. | think that half is a fair figure. It seems

to me that if you
were going to have an initiative or referendum or. mining matters that in all probability it would be very

hard to get votes for that
iniuative in two-thirds of the districts where their main interests perhaps would lie in fish, or fur, or timber.

I put this amendment
in in all sincerity, because | think it will make the initiative and referendum more workable and nore fair if

we allow it to go
through.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Sundborg.

SUNDBORG: | would like to say that we are tailL.ng not about precincts here, which at the present time

there are something
like 400 in the Territory, but about election districts under the constitution, and my understanding is that the

Commitiee on
Apportionment will bring in a proposal which will specify there will be 24 election districts. That would

mean if we leave it the
way it is that it would require at least one person >signature only from 16 of the districts to be among either

ten or fifteen per
cent as we may vote tomorrow on Mr. McNealy s motion to reconsider. The way Mr. Rivers would propose

to change it it
would be necessary to get signatures from only i2 different districts, that is 12 signatures would be

necessary , one from each
district, making up a total of around 4,000 at the present lime. | feel that as it is it is not at all cumbersome

or difficult. 1fwe had
required that a large number had to be obtained fromthe districts, it might be, but all that is necessary is

one lone signature from
each district.

PRESIDENT EGAN: Mr. Kilcher.

KILCHER: Fellow delegates, | hope that most of you are more aware of this issue that is getting more and

more confused than
I am As | have shown on the last vote, and | want to be well aware that those among you who arc in favor

of the iniuative in
principle should see that any other attempt to emasculate the initiative as such should be voted down, and |

see that Mr. Rivers'
amendment is in favor of reinjecting some strength in the initiative, Since Section 3 has been amended to

take more rights away



from the people, since the first sentence will give the legislature the right to prescribe procedures, it is only

fair that we reduce
the "'two-thirds' to onehalf' because if those that are opposed now and in the future to the initiative will

have their way. they will
have the legislature immediately to go about and have strict procedures estabhsr.ed. for instance that in

two-thirds of all the
election districts we will have to have the full 15 per cent of signatures prorate: .n eaun district. | think the

legislature will try to
do that, and if they try to do it. if it i>unconstitutional, it will have to be the pe:pie who go to the court and

prove that such an
act by the legislature would be unconstitutional. 1 think the legislature would get away with it and |

wouldn't blame them for
trying. Itis not true that it will take only eleven signatures, one signature from each of the other eleven

districts, and the one that
tries to "'railroad'* something, | have no doubt whatsoever that those elements opposed to the initiative in the

legislature will
circumscribe the necessary procedure where we would end up by having two thirds of all the election

districts required to
furnish 15 per cent of the signatures. They would not rest quiet before they have that. Consequently, they

will make the initiative
unworkable. Consequently 1 am in favor of Mr. Rivers' amendment that only half of the election districts be

required to furnish
signatures. | have no doubt that before long they will be required to fumish each 16 percent of the

signatures, and be well
aware of that, that attempt will be made, and all in favor of the initiative in principle should vote in favor of

Mr. Rivers'
amendment.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The question is- Mr. Victor Rivers. V.

RIVERS: 1 ask that the roll be called.

PRESIDENT EGAN: The question is. **Shall the proposed amendment offered by Mr. Victor Rivers be

adopted by the
Convention?'* The Chief Clerk will call the roll.

(The Chief Clerk called the roll with the following result:

Yeas: 26 - Awes, Coghill, Doogan, Embcrg, H. Fischer. Gray, Harris. Hermann. Hilscher, Hinckel, Hurley,

Kilcher, King,
Knight, Lee, McNees, Marston, Nordale, Pcratrovich, Riley, R Rivers, V. Rivers, Smith, Stewart, Taylor,

VanderLeest.

Nays: 26 - Armstrong, Barr, Boswell. Buckalew, Collins, Cooper. Davis, V. Fischer. Hellenthal, Johnson,

Laws, Londborg.
McLaughlin, McNealy, Metcalf, Nolan, Poulsen. Reader, Robertson, Rosswog. Sundborg, Sweeney,

Walsh, White, Wien,
Mr. President.

Absent: 3 - Cross, McCutcheon, Nerland.)
CHIFF CLERK: 26 yeas. 26 nays and 4 absent.

PRESIDENT EGAN: So the motion his failed of adoption. Mr. Buckalew



Note: This summary is not intended to be a substitute for reading Alaska Statute
15.45.010 - 15.45.20 and Alaska Administrative Code 6 AAC 25.240.

There are two steps to the initiative process:
1. The submission of an application to circulate a petition.

2. The actual circulation and submission of a completed petition with a sufficient
number of qualified voters' signatures.

THE APPLICATION

What are the requirements of the application?

1. A $100 deposit made payable to the State of Alaska. The deposit will be refunded IF
the petition is properly filed, or forfeited if it is not properly filed. (A petition is
considered properly filed ifthe Lieutenant Governor can certify the petition for the
ballot.)

2. The designation and signatures of three prime sponsors with a statement that they are
the initiative committee representing all sponsors. Prime sponsors need to also sign on
the application as sponsors of the petition.

3. The proposed bill.

4 The signatures of at least 100 qualified voters who will serve as sponsors for
circulation purposes. (Printed name, signature, address, and an identifier which assists
the Division of Elections in determining that the signers are qualified voters.) A copy
of the proposed bill must be attached to each signature page. Each signature [.age
must contain a statement that the voter signet the application with the proposed bhill
attached.

What is the required form and content of the proposed bill?

1 It must be confined to one subject.
2. The subject ofthe bill must be expressed in the title.

3. It must contain the enacting clause, “Be it enacted by the People ofthe State of
Alaska.”
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Summary of Basic Procedures
for Initiative Petitions

4. It cannot propose subjects restricted under Article X1, Section 7 ofthe Alaska
Constitution to:

a)
b)
c)
d)
e)

dedicate revenues;

make or repeal appropriations;

create courts;

define jurisdiction of courts or prescribe rules;
enact local or special legislation.

5. It cannot amend the Alaska Constitution.

Where is the application filed?

The completed application and deposit must be submitted to the Lieutenant Governor.

What happens after the application is filed?

1 The Lieutenant Governor has the signatures reviewed by the Division of Elections for
verification ofthe required 100 qualified voters.

2. The Department of Law reviews the application for legal content and advises the
Lieutenant Governor.

Why would the application be denied?

Application will be denied if it is determined that:

1 itis not in proper form and/or does not include all the required elements;

2. the bill covers an issue restricted by the constitution, or that the bill is not in proper

form;

3. there are an insufficient number of qualified voter sponsors.

What happens when the application is certified?

1. Upon certification, the Lieutenant Governor will notify sponsors of acceptance and
include a copy ofthe Department of Law’s formal legal opinion and impartial
summary.

H-34
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Summary of Basic Procedures
for Initiative Petitions

2. The prime sponsors have the opportunity to review the impartial summary and title of
the bill proposed by the Department of Law.

3. The Division of Elections prepares the petition for circulation.
THE PETITION
Who prepares the petition booklets?

1. The Division of Elections is responsible for printing 500 petition booklets and the
initial distribution to the prime sponsors.

2. The prime sponsors distribute petition booklets to each ofthe other qualified sponsors
who will circulate the petition and gather the required signatures.

What is the filing deadline?

Sponsors have one year from the day they were notified that petition booklets were
available for distribution to gather signatures and submit the petition to the Division of
Elections.

What are the requirements of a sufficient petition?

1 The petition must contain the signatures of qualified voters equal to ten percent of the
number of votes cast in the general election prior to when the application was filed.

2. The signatures of qualified voters must include residents of at least 2/3 ofthe state’s
election districts.

3. Each petition booklet must include a sworn and notarized statement by the circulating
sponsor that the sponsor was the only person who gathered the signatures in that
petition booklet, that each signature was made in the sponsor’ presence, that the
signatures are ofthe person who signed, that the person who signed was registered
when they signed, that the sponsor has not received more than $1 per signature, that
the sponsor has not paid anyone to sign the booklet, and that the payment agreement
and the sponsor's name was displayed on the booklet pages. A petition booklet may
be self-certified ifa notary public is not available.

4. Upon verification by the Division of Elections that the petition contained a sufficient
number of signatures and that the petition booklets were submitted with the proper
attestations and within the one year filing period, the petition will be certified.
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for Initiative Petitions

What if the petition contains an insufficient number of signatures?

1L |Ifitis obvious that the petition, when filed on the deadline, does not contain an
adequate number of signatures, the petition will be rejected and the sponsors will have

no opportunity to correct the deficiency.

2. Ifitis obvicus that the petition, when filed before the deadline, does not contain an
adequate number of signatures, the petition will be returned to the sponsor and it may
be resubmitted with more signatures within the one year filing deadline.

When will the initiative appear on the ballot?

Ifthe petition has been certified, the initiative will be placed on the ballot for the first
statewide primary, general, or special election after:

1 the petition has been filed;
2. alegislative session has convened and adjourned; and

3. aperiod of 120 days has expired since the adjournment of the legislature.

EXAMPLE:

Ifa petition is filed before a legislative session convenes in an odd-numbered year, the
petition will be on the Primary Election ballot in the next even-numbered year.

Ifa petition is filed any time before a legislative session convenes in an even-numbered
year, the petition will be on the General Election ballot in that even-numbered year.

When does the proposed initiative become law?

1 Ifa majority of the voters vote in favor of the initiative, the measure passes.

2. The law will become effective 90 days following certification of the election results.

For more information contact:

Division of Elections
P.O. Box 110017
Juneau, AK 99811-0017
(907) 465-4611
http://www.gov.state.ak.us/ltgov/elections/homepage.html
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INITIATIVE, REFERENDUM, AND RECALL INFORMATION
State ofAlaska, Division ofElections

The initiative, referendum, and recall procedures appear in AS 15.45.010 - 15.45.720 and
6 AAC 25.240 and 245. The following information summarizes these statutes and
regulations. This information should not be considered a substitutefor reading the
statutes and regulations in their entirety.

DEFINITIONS

The initiative is the procedure by which THE PEOPLE (instead ofthe legislature) can
introduce a law. A specified number of voters propose the law to eventually appear on a
ballot to be voted on by the people. (Ref. AS 15.45.010-245)

The referendum is the procedure by which the people approve or reject a law passed by
the legislature. The referendum petition must be filed 'within 90 days after the
adjournment of the legislative session at which the law was passed, to eventually appear
on a ballot to be voted on by the people. (Ref AS 15.45.250)

The recall is the procedure by which the people may recall from office the governor,
lieutenant governor, or members of the state legislature. The recall question will
eventually appear on a ballot to be voted on by the people. (Ref. AS 15.45.470)

STEPS IN THE PROCESS
The three petition processes described in this document all follow the same basic steps:

* Preparation of language by petition committee for application

« Collection of signatures of qualified voters who agree to circulate the petition

* Application for a petition presented to the Lieutenant Governor

* Review by the Lieutenant Governor, Department of Law, and Division of Elections
» Petition print'd by the Division of Elections for the petition committee

« Collection of signatures of qualified voters who support the petition

« Filing of the petition with the Division of Elections

» Review ofthe signatures by the Division of Elections

« Notification by the Lieutenant Governor if the petition was or was not sufficient
« Notification to the Legislature that the petition was successful

- Ballot language prepared

H-35 Page 1of 11 Rev. 2/16/99



Initiative, Referendum, and Recall

RESTRICTIONS
Initiative
No initiative may be proposed to:
dedicate revenues;
make or repeal appropriations;

1
2
3. create courts;
4. define the jurisdiction of courts or prescribe their rules; or
5

. enact local or special legislation.
(Ref. AS 15.45.010)

Referendum
No referendum may be applied to:

1. dedication of revenues;
2. appropriation;
3. local or special legislation; or

4. laws necessary for the immediate preservation of the public peace, health, or safety.
(Ref. AS 15.45.250)

Recall

1 The application for a recall petition may not be filed during the first 120 days of the
term of office of any state public official subject to recall.

2. The recall petition may not be filed if the public official has less than 180 days left to
serve in that office. (Ref. AS 15.45.610)

HOW TO FILE AN APPLICATION
Initiative

An initiative is proposed by filing an application with the Lieutenant Governor. A deposit
of $100 must accompany this application which is refundable IF the petition is properly
filed; retained if the petition is not properly filed. (A petition is considered properly filed if
the Lieutenant Governor can certify the petition for the ballot.)

(Ref. AS 15.45.020)
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Initiative, Referendum, and Recall

The form of an application must include:

4.

the proposed bill to be initiated;

a statement that the sponsors are qualified voters who signed the application with the
proposed bill attached;

the designation and signatures ofthree prime sponsors with a statement that they are
the initiative committee representing all sponsors relating to the initiative; and

the signatures and addresses of no less than 100 qualified voters.

Ref. AS 15.45.030 cmd6 AAC 25.240(b)

The form ofthe proposed bill must conform to the following specifications:

1
2.
3.

4.

it must be confined to one subject;
the subject of the bill must be expressed in the title;

the enacting clause of the bill must be, “Be it enacted by the People ofthe State of
Alaska;” and

the bill must not include a restricted subject. (See “Restrictions” outlined above.)

(Ref. AS 15.45.040)

Referendum

A referendum is proposed by filing an application with the Lieutenant Governor. A
deposit of $100 must accompany the application which is refundable EF the petition is
properly filed; retained if the petition is not properly filed. (A petition is considered
properly filed if the Lieutenant Governor can certify the petition for the ballot.)

(Ref. AS 15.45.260)

The form ofthe application must include:

4.

the act to be referred;

a statement that the sponsors are qualified voters who signed the application with the
proposed bill attached;

the designation and signatures of three prime sponsors with the statement that they are
the referendum committee representing all sponsors relating to the referendum; and

the signatures and addresses of no less than 100 qualified voters

(Ref 15.45.270)
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Initiative, Referendum, and Recall

Recall

A recall is proposed by filing an application with the Director ofthe Division of Elections.
A deposit of $100 must accompany the application which is refundable IF the petition is
properly filed; retained ifthe petition is not properly filed. (A petition is considered
properly filed ifthe Lieutenant Governor can certify the petition for the ballot.) (Ref. AS

15.45.480)
The form ofthe application must include:

1 the name and office of the person to be recalled;
2. the grounds for recall described in particular in not more than 200 words;

3. astatement that the sponsors are qualified voters who signed the application with the
statement of grounds for recall attached;

4. the designation and signatures ofthree prime sponsors with a statement that they are
the recall committee representing all sponsors and subscribers in matters relating to the

recall;

5. the signatures of at least 100 qualified voters who subscribe to the application as
sponsors for purposes of circulation; and

6. the signatures and addresses of qualified voters equal in number to ten percent ofthose
who voted in the preceding general election in the state or in the senate or electoral
district of the official sought to be recalled.

NOTE: An April 19, 1991 legal opinion from the Attorney General’s Office states that
office is willing to perform a preliminary review ofthe sponsors' recall application before
sponsors undertake the expense and time necessary to obtain signatures from the required
ten percent of qualified voters who voted in the preceding general election.

REVIEW OF APPLICATIONS
[nitiative

After legal advisement from the Department of Law is obtained, the Lieutenant Governor
either certifies the application or denies certification. In either case, the initiative
committee is advised of the Lieutenant Governor's action.

(Ref. AS 15.45.070)
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Initiative, Referendum, and Recall

The Lieutenant Governor shall deny certification ifit is determined that:

1 the proposed bill to be initiated is not in required form;
2. the application is not substantially in the required form; or

j there is an insufficient number of qualified sponsors.
(Ref 15.45.080)

Referendum

Within seven calendar days after the date the application is received, the Lieutenant
Governor shall review the application. Legal advisement from the Department of Law is
obtained. The Lieutenant Governor either certifies or denies certification and informs the
referendum committee of the decision. (Ref. 15.45.300)

The Lieutenant Governor shall deny certification ifit is determined that:

1. the application is not substantially in the required form;
2. there is an insufficient number of qualified sponsors; or

3. more than 90 days have expired since the adjournment of the legislative session at

which the referred act was passed,
(Ref. 15.45.310)

Recall

After legal advisement from the Department of Law is obtained, the Director of the
Division of Elections either certifies the application or denies certification. In either case,
the recall committee is notified ofthe decision. (Ref AS 15.45.540)

The Director shall deny certification if it is determined that:

1. the application is not substantially in the required form;

2. the application was filed during the first 120 days ofthe term of office of the official
subject to recall or within less than 180 days of the termination ofthe term of office of
any official subject to recall;

3. the person named in the application is not subject to recall; or

4. there is an insufficient number of qualified subscribers.
(Ref. 15.45.550)
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Initiative. Referendum, and Recall

PREPARING THE PETITION

For the initiative or referendum, petition books are printed in a quantity that will allow
full circulation throughout the state. For the recall, petition books are printed in a
number reasonably calculated to allow full circulation throughout the state or throughout

the senate or election district of the official sought to be recalled.
(Ref AS 15.45.090, 15.45.320 and 6 AAC 25.240)

Initiative
Ifthe application is certified, petitions are prepared containing:

1 acopy ofthe proposed bill (if 500 words or less);
an impartial summary of the subject matter of the bill;
a statement of warning as prescribed in AS 15.45.100;

sufficient space for signatures and addresses;

oA W

sufficient space at the bottom of each page for the sponsor and payment information
required by AS 15.45.130(8); and

6. other specifications prescribed by the Lieutenant Governor.
(Ref AS 15.45.090 and 6 AAC 25.240)

The impartial summary will appear on the ballot if the petition is properly filed.
(Ref 15.45.180)

Referendum

Ifthe application is certified, petitions will be prepared within 7 calendar days after the
date of certification containing:

1 acopy ofthe Act to be referred (if 500 words or less);

2. an impartial summary of the subject matter of the act;

3. astatement of warning as prescribed in AS 15.45.330;
sufficient space for signatures and addresses; and

4
5. other specifications prescribed by the Lieutenant Governor.
(Ref AS 15.45.320)
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Recall

Ifthe application is certified, petitions are prepared containing:

=

the name and office ofthe person to be rectified;

the statement of the grounds for recall included in the application;
the statement of warning as required in AS 15.45.570\

sufficient space for signatures and addresses; and

. other specifications prescribed by the Director of Elections.
Ref AS J5.45.560)

S99 A WD

FILING THE PETITION
Initiative

Before an initiative petition is filed, each petition book must be certified by an affidavit by
the sponsor who circulated the petition. This affidavit states:

1 the person signing the affidavit is a sponsor;
2. the person is the only circulator of the petition book;
3. the signatures were made in the sponsor’s presence;

4  the signatures, to the best ofthe sponsor’s knowledge, are thoseof thepersons whose
names are signed;

5. the signatures are of persons who were qualified voters on the date of signature;
6. the sponsor has not entered into an agreement in violation of AS15.45.110(c);
7. the sponsor has not violated AS 15.45.110(d), and
8

the sponsor prominently placed their name and payment arrangements on the petition.
(Ref. AS 15.45.130, 15.45.360, 15.45.600 and 6 AAC 25.240 (g) and(h))

The sponsors must file the petition within one year from the time the sponsors received
notice from the Lieutenant Governor that the petitions were ready for delivery to them. If
the petition is not filed within one year, the petition has noforce or effect.

(Ref AS 15.45.140 and 6 AAC 25.240 (c), (d), and (e))

H-35 Page 7 of 11 Rev. 2/16/99



Initiative, Referendum, and Recall

The petition must be signed by qualified voters:

1 equal in number to ten percent of those who voted in the preceding General Election;
and

2. resident in at least two-thirds of the election districts of the state. (There are 40

election districts in Alaska.)
(Ref. AS 15.45.140)

Referendum

Before a referendum petition is filed, each petition book must be certified by an affidavit
by the sponsor who circulated the petition. This affidavit states:

the person signing the affidavit is a sponsor;
the person is the only circulator of the petition book;

the signatures were made in the sponsor’s presence; and

A W DN e

the signatures, to the best of the sponsor’s knowledge, are those ofthe persons whose

names are signed.
(Ref AS 15.45.360)

The sponsors must file the petition within 90 days after the adjournment of the legislative
session at which the Act was passed (Ref AS 15.45.370)

The petition must be signed by qualified voters:

1 equal in number to ten percent of those who voted in the preceding General Election;
and

2. resident in at least two-thirds of the election districts of the state.

Recall

Before a recall petition is filed, each netition book must be certified by an affidavit by the
sponsor who circulated the petition. This affidavit states:

1 the person signing the affidavit is a sponsor;
the person is the only circulator of the petition book;

the signatures were made in the sponsor’s presence; and

> v

the signatures, to the best of the sponsor’s knowledge, are those of the persons whose

names are signed.
(Ref. 15.45.600)
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The petition may not be filed if the public official subject to recall has less than 180 days
left in his or her term of office. (Ref AS 15.45.610)

The petition must be signed by qualified voters equal in number to 25% of those who
voted in the preceding general election in the state or in the senate or house district ofthe
official sought to be recalled.

REVIEWING THE PETTTIQN

For either an initiative or a referendum, the Lieutenant Governor must review it within 60
days from the date the petition was filed. The Lieutenant Governor then notifies the
committee whether the petition was properly or improperly filed and also at which election
the proposition will appear on the ballot. (Ref. AS 15.45.150 and AS 15.45.380)

For a recall petition, the Director of the Division of Elections shall review it within 30
days ofthe date of filing, and shall notify the recall committee and the person subject to
recall whether the petition was properly or improperly filed. (AS 15.45.620)

If the initiative, referendum or recall petition is properly filed, the $100 deposit will be
refunded. (AS 15.45.020, 15.45.260 and 15.45.480)
IMPROPER FILING
Initiative
An initiative is improperly filed if:

1 there is an insufficient number of qualified subscribers; or

2. the subscribers were not resident in at least two-thirds of the election districts of the

state.
(Ref AS 15.45.160 and 6 AAC 25.240 (j))

Referendum
A referendum is improperly filed if:

1 there is an insufficient number of qualified subscribers;

2. the subscribers were not resident in at least *wo-thirds of the election districts of the
state; or

3. the petition was not filed within 90 days after the adjournment of the legislative session

at which the Act was passed.
(Ref AS 15.45.390)
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2. the petition was filed within less than 180 days of the termination ofthe term of office

ofthe official subject to recall.
(Ref. AS 15.45.630)

FILING A SUPPLEMENTARY PETITION
Initiative
There is no time allowed to gather or submit supplementary signatures for an initiative
petition.
Referendum

Ifa referendum is improperly filed, the referendum committee may amend and correct the
petition by circulating and filing a supplementary petition within ten days of the date that
notice was given by the Lieutenant Governor. However, 90 days must not have expired
since the adjournment of the legislative session at which the Act was passed. (Ref. AS
15.45.400)

Recall

Ifa recall petition is improperly filed, the committee may amend and correct the petition
by circulating and filing a supplementary petition within 20 days ofthe date that notice
was given, iffiled within less than 180 days of the termination ofthe term of office of the
person subject to recall. (Ref. AS 15.45.640)

PLACING THE PROPOSITION ON THE BALLOT
Initiative

The proposition will be placed on the election ballot of the first statewide general, special
or primary election that is held after:

1. the petition has been filed;
2. a legislative session has convened and adjourned; and

3. a period of 120 day has expired since the adjournment of the legislative session.
(Ref. AS 15.45.190)
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Referendum

The proposition will be placed on the ballot for the first statewide general, special or
primary election that is held more than 180 days after adjournment ofthe legislative
session at which the Act was passed. (Ref AS 15.45.420)

Recall

Ifthe petition is properly filed, and if the office is not vacant, the Director shall prepare the
ballot and shall call a special election to be held not less than 60, nor more 90, days after
the date that notification is given that the petition was properly filed. Ifa primary or
general election is to be held not less than 60, nor more than 90, days after the date that
notification is given that the petition was properly filed, the special election shall be held
on the date ofthe primary or general election. (Ref. 15.45.650)

For more information contact:

Division of Elections
P.O. Box 110017
Juneau, AK 99811-0017
(907) 465-4611
http:/lwww.gov .state,ak.us/ltgov/elections/homepage. html
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Representative William K. Williams

MEMORANDUM
From: Representative William K. williamaggkif
To: Stale Affairs Committee Members
Date: February 19, 1999
Re: HB 45/HJR 7 (Initiative Petition circulation statutes and codes)

Attached are the statutes and codes relating to defining initiative sponsors and the
physical circulation of the petitions.

Ryrcsontative Bill Williarrs@cfiis starc.aktis
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deposit shall be retained if a petition is not properly filed. If a petition is properly filed,
the deposit shall be refunded. (§ 9.02 cb 83 SLA 1960; am § 22 ch 125 SLA 1962)

NOTES TO DECISIONS

Quoted tn Citizens Coalition for Tbrt Reform, Inc. . .
v McAJpine, 810 P.2d 162 (Alaska 1991). 19§£)a,t6d in Burgess v. Miller, 654 P.2d 273 Alaska

Sec. 15.45.030. Form of application. The application shall include (1) the proposed
bill to be initiated, (2) a statement that the sponsors are qualified voters who signed the
application with the proposed bill attached, 13) the designation ofan initiative committee
of three sponsors who shall represent all sponsors and subscribers in matters relating to
the initiative, and (4) the signatures and addresses of not less than 100 qualified voters.
8 9.03 ch 83 SLA 1960)

NOTES TO DECISIONS

K State(iin Boucher v. Engstrom, 528 P.2d 456 (Alas- ]9:7@)6(1 in Thomas v. Bailey. 595 P.2d 1 Alaska
a 1974 A

¢ Sec. 15.45.040. Form of proposed bill. The proposed bill shall be in the following
orm:

(1) the bill shall be confined to one subject;

(2) the subject of the bill shall be expressed in the title;
AFS%(th”e enacting clause of the bill shall be: “Be it enacted by the People of the State of
Alaska;
19%4&) the bill may not include subjects restricted by AS 15.45.010. (§ 9.04 ch 83 SLA

NOTES TO DECISIONS

iingle subject standard is enacted at this section
with respect to initiatives; whether this limitation is
within the legislature’s power under Alaska Const.,
art. XI. is questionable: but Alaska Const., art. XD.
; 11. makes the law malting power equal, and the
restriction in Alaska Const., art. I, 5 13, therefore,
applies to initiatives. Yute Air Alaska. Inc. v
McAlpine. 698 P2d 1173 (Alaska 1985).

The legislature expanded the scope of the

lieutenant governor’s review of the initiative
application in enacting this section, which requires

that a determination be made as to whether uncon-

stitutional subjects were included. Boucher wv.
Engstrom, 528 P.2d 456 (Alaska 1974). overruled on
other grounds, McAlpine v. University of Alaska, 762
P.2d 81 (Alaska 1988).

Cited in Thomas v. Bailey, 595 P.2d 1 Alaska
1979).

Sec. 15.45.050. Manner of notice. Notice to the initiative committee on any matter
pertaining to the application and petition may be served on any member of the committee
in person or by mail addressed to a committee member as indicated on the application.

(8 9.05 ch 83 SLA 1960)

NOTES TO DECISIONS

This section is the only statutory provision
regulating the manner of notice concerning uu-

native applications. Boucher v. Engstrom. 528 P&
456 ‘'Alaska 1974), overruled on other grounds.

McAilpine v. University of Alaska. 762 P.2d 51 Alaska
1988).

Cited in Thomas v. Bailey, 595 P.2d 1 (Alaska

1979).

Sec. 15.45.060. Designation ofsponsors. The qualified voters who subscribe to the
application are designated as sponsors. The initiative committee may designate addi-
tional sponsors by giving written notice to the lieutenant governor of the names and
addresses of those so designated. (§ 9.06 ch 83 SLA 1960)

H
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Cited in Thomas v. Bajiev.
1979).

Sec. 15.45.070. Revietl
shall review the applicatii
of the grounds for denial.

Quoted in Citizens Coalition
v. McAJpine. 810 P.2d 162 Ala.-.
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NOTES TO DECISIONS

Cited in Thomas v Bailey 595 P2d | (Alaska
19791.

Sec. 15.45.070. Review of application for certification. The lieutenant governor
shall review the application and shall either certify it or notify the initiative committee
of the grounds for denial. (8 9.07 ch 83 SLA 1960)

NOTES TO DECISIONS

Quoted in Citizens Coalition for Tort Reform, Inc. Cited in Boucher v. Engstrom. 528 P.2d 456 (Alaska
v. McAlpine, 810 P2d 162 ".Alaska 1991'. 1974); Thomas v. Bailey, 595 P.2d 1 (Alaska 1979).

Sec. 15.45.080. Bases of denial of certification. The lieutenant governor shall
deny certification upon determining in writing that

(1) the proposed bill to be initiated is not in the required form;

(2) the application is not substantially in the required form; or

(3) there is an insufficient number of qualified sponsors. (§8 9.08 ch 53 SLA 1960)

NOTES TO DECISIONS

Cited in Boucher v. Engstrom. 528 P2d 456 'Alaska
1974); Thomas v. Bailey. 595 P.2d 1 Alaska 1979>.

Sec. 15.45.090. Preparation of petition. If the application is certified, the lieuten-
ant governor shall prescribe the form of and prepare petitions containing (1)a copy of the
proposed bill if the number of words included in both the formal and substantive
provisions of the bill is 500 or less. (2) an impartial summary of the subject matter of the
bill, (3) the warning prescribed in AS 15.45.10v, (4) sufficient space for signature and
address, (5) sufficient space at the bottom of each page for the information required by AS
15.45.130(8), and <6>other specifications prescribed by the lieutenant governor to assure
proper handling and control. Petitions, for purposes of circulation, shall be prepared by
the lieutenant governor in a number reasonably calculated to allow full circulation
throughout the state. The lieutenant governor shall number each petition and shall keep
a record of the petition delivered to each sponsor. Upon request of the committee, the
lieutenant governor shall report the number of persons who voted in the preceding
general election. (8 9.09 ch 83 SLA 1960; am 8§ 1ch 80 SLA 1998)

Effect of amendments. — The 1998 amendment,
effective September 7, 1998. added paragraph (5),

redesignated former paragraph 5' as paragraph (6),
and made minor stylistic changes.

NOTES TO DECISIONS

Sufficiency of summary. — In preparing sum-
mary of subject matter of proposed bill, the lieutenant
governor is entitled to rely on the premise that read-
ers of the summary understand tha'm the absence of
explicit language to the contrary, state initiatives are
intended to change state law and bind the state
government, not federal law and the federal govern-
ment, thus he need not give 'special* reminders to the

voters regarding the scope of a state initiative. Bur-
gess v. Miller. 654 P.2d 273 (Alaska 1962).

Summary's prediction as to proposed bill's effect
was amply supported by text of bill, consequently the
summary's use of the language ‘would prevent’ was
neither misleading nor inaccurate. Burgess v. Miller.
654 P.2d 273 (Alaska 1982).

Sec. 15.45.100. Statement of warning. Each petition shall include a statement of
warning that a person who signs a name other than the person’s own on the petition, or
who knowingly signs more than once for the same proposition at one election, or who
signs the petition when knowingly not a qualified voter, is guilty of a class B misde-
meanor. (§ 9.10 ch 83 SLA 1960; am § 173 ch 100 SLA 1980)
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Sec. 15.45.110. Circulation by sponsor; prohibitions and penalty, (a) The poti-
ons may be circulated throughout the state only by a sponsor and only in person,

<b) A sponsor shall display identification containing the sponsors name when circu-
lating a petition.

(c) Asponsor may not receive payment or agree to receive payment that is greater than
$1 a signature, and a person or an organization may not pay or agree to pay ar. amount
that is greater than $1 a signature, for the collection of signatures on a petition.

(d) A person or organization may not knowingly pay, offer to pay, or cause to be paid
money or other valuable thing to a person to sign or refrain from signing a petition.

<e) A person or organization that violates (b) — (d) of this section is guilty of a class B
misdemeanor.

(0 In this section,

H) “organization” has the meaning given in AS 11.81.900;

(2) “other valuable thing”has the meaning given in AS 15.56.030(d);

(3) “person' has the meaning given in AS 11.81.900. (§ 9.11 ch 83 SLA 1960; am § 2 ch
80 SLA 1998)

Cross references. — For applicability provisions ch. 80, SLA 1998 in the 1998 'temporary and Special
relating to the 1998 enactment of subsection (b), see  Acts.
§ 8<§1), ch. 80, SLA 1998 in the 1998 Temporary and Effect of amendments. — The 1998 amendment
Special Acts. For applicability provisions relating to  effective September 7, 1998, added subsections fb'-'f.
the 1998 enactment of subsections tcl— '0, see § 8b),

Sec. 15.45.120. Manner of signing and withdrawing name from petition. Any
gualified voter may subscribe to the petition by signing the voter’s name and address. A
person who has signed the initiative petition may withdraw the person’s name only by
giving written notice to the lieutenant governor before the date the petition is filed.
§ 9.12 ch 83 SLA 1960)

Sec. 15.45.130. Certification of sponsor. Before being filed, each petition shall be
certified by an affidavit by the sponsor who personally circulated the petition. The
affidavit must state in substance that (1) the person signing the affidavit is a sponsor, <'
fhe person is the only circulator of that petition, (3) the signatures were made in the
sponsor's actual presence, (4) to the best of the sponsor’s knowledge, the signatures are
those of the persons whose names they purport to be, (5) the signatures are of persons
who were qualified voters on the date ofsignature, (6) the person has not entered into an
agreement with a person or organization in violation of AS 15.45.110(c), (7) the person
has not violated AS 15.45.110(d) with respect to that petition, and (8) the sponsor
prominently placed, in the space provided under AS 15.45.09(X5) before circulation of the
petition, in bold capital letters, the sponsors name and, if the sponsor has received
payment or agreed to receive payment for the collection of signatures on the petition, the
name of each person or organization that has paid or agreed to pay the sponsor for
collection of signatures on the petition. In determining the sufficiency of the petition, the
lieutenant governor may not count subscriptions on petitions not properly certified.
<$ 9.13 ch 83 SLA 1960; am § 3 ch 80 SLA 1998)

Cross references. — For applicability provisions Effect of amendments. — The 1998 amendment,
~elating to the 1998 amendments to this section, see  effective September 7. 1998, substituted “must" for
§ Sic, ch. 80, SLA 1998 in the 1998 ‘temporary and  “shall"” in the second sentence, added paragraphs
Special Acts. (5M7), and made minor stylistic changes.

Sec. 15.45.140. Filing of petition. The sponsors must file the initiative petition
within one year from the time the sponsors received notice from the lieutenant governor
that the petitions were ready for delivery to them, and the petition must be signed by
gualified voters equal in number to 10 per cent of those who voted in the preceding
Pneral election and resident in at least two-thirds of the election districts of the state. If
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j 15.45.190

the petition is not filed within the one year period provided for in this section, the petition
has no force or effect. (8 9.14 ch 83 SLA 1960; am § 1ch 128 SLA 1971)

Opinions of attorney general. — An initiative
petition must be sufficient on its face before it may be
accepted for Sling, i.e.. it must have the requisite
number of purportedly valid signatures before it may
be filed in the office of the attorney general: a petition
deficient in this respect should b- returned to the
sponsors. February 1, 1984 Op. Atty Gen.

An initiative petition which, on its face, is seen to
contain an insufficient number of signatures may not

February 1. 1984 Op. Att'y Gen.

AS 15.45.170 authonzes a supplementary petition,
but that privilege i3 afforded only when a petition,
believed to contain a sufficient number of signatures
of qualified voters, is later found to contain signatures
of persons who are not qualified voters, in such a case,
the latent defect of numbers may be cured, but where
the defect is patent, the petition may not be accepted
for filing. February 1, 1984 Op. Att'y Gen.

be filed and later supplemented to cure the deficiency.
NOTES TO DECISIONS

Cited in Boucher v. Engstrom. 526 P2d 456 Jalaska

Quoted in Burgesa v. Miller, 654 P.2d 273 (Alaska
1974).

1982).

Sec. 15.45.150. Review of petition. Within not more than 60 days of the date the
petition was filed, the lieutenant governor shall review the petition and shall notify the
initiative committee whether the petition was properly or improperly filed, and at which
election the proposition shall be placed on the ballot. (§ 9.15 ch 83 SLA 1960;

Sec. 15.45.160. Bases for determining the petition was improperly filed. The
lieutenant governor shall notify the committee that the petition was improperly filed
upon determining that (1) there is an insufficient number of qualified subscribers, or (2)
the subscribers were not resident in at least two-thirds of the election districts of the

state. (§ 9.16 ch 83 SLA 1960)

Sec. 15.45.170. Submission ofsupplementary petition. {Repealed, § 7ch 80 SLA 1998.J

Cross references. — For applicability provisions  ch. 80. SLA 1998 in the 1998 Temporary and Special

relating to the 1998 repeal of this section, see § 8(e).  Acts.

Sec. 15.45.180. Preparation of ballot title and proposition, (al T the petition is
properly filed, the lieutenant governor, with the assistance of the attorney general, shall
prepare a ballot title and proposition. The ballot title shall, in not more than six words,
indicate the general subject of the proposition. The proposition shall, in not more than

100 words, give a true and impartial summary of the proposed law.
(b) The proposition prepared under (a) of this section shall comply with AS 15.60.005

and shall be worded so that a “Yes" vote on the proposition is a vote to enact the proposed
law. (8 9.18 ch 83 SLA 1960; am § 1ch 104 SLA 1988)

Effect of amendments. — The 1988 amendment
added subsection (b)

NOTES TO DECISIONS

Quoted in Burgess v. Miller, 654 P.2d 273 (Alaska
1982).

Sec. 15.45.190. Placing proposition on ballot. The lieutenant governor shall
direct the director to place the ballot title and proposition on the election ballot of the first
statewide general, special, or primary election that is held after

(1) the petition has been filed,;
(2) a legislative session has convened and adjourned; and
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tor. The director will, in his or her discretion, prescribe reasonable
ruws and procedures for the orderly conduct of recounts. presc
the conduct of a recount, the director will open and count 500 sr
propef' cast absentee ballots that are received after the deadlines other
establisi in AS 15.20.0Sl(e) and 'hi but before the completion of a / C%mm'
recount.  (f. 6/23/86, Register 90; am 8/6/87, Register 103) j? -Lljpgnm
Authority: 1515010 AS 1520420 AS 15204M | bookie
initiate
teeina
6 AAC 25.210.REMOVAL OF NAME FROM PRIMARY BAL- booklet
(b) E

LOT. A candidate’s\name will appear on the primary ejection ballot

unless written notice b~the candidate’s withdrawal from'the primary is name, p

received by the directoiyiot later than 4:30 p.m. on the 40th day before subscni
the flate of the primary ejection. (Eff. 6.23 86, Roister 99) be n
. infori
Authority: ~ AS 1515010 AS 1525065 <0)
and ir
6 AAC 25.220. APPOINTMENT OF,ELECTION OFFICIALS, (a) ting s
The party district committee’s recommendation of nominees for ap- submi
pointment as election judges or clerks, presented to the election su- Kp:
pervisor as required by AS lo.UKIW is final, and not subject to busine
alteration by the committee. afteJr the Ystablished deadlines. sponso
ibi The . st of names recommending Tutminee.- appointment to the the 305

state canvassing board under'vAS 15.10.18iV. is finai. and not subject to busine.-
alteration by the state central committee,\.fter the deadline estab- € T

lished in AS 15.10.181). method
if Once an appointment of a representative” a party to the data sponsor
processing review board has heen approved by tfife party district com- ) A '|
mittee. or by the state chairman of the party, that approval is final and insufficit
not subject to a\l/teratlon. (Eff. 623 80. Register 99i certificat
Authority: AS 15.10.150 AS 15.15.010 A petitio
J/AS 151U10 AS 1520fi00
0 AAE 25.230. PRESERVATION OF ELECTION BALLOTS. All
ballojrand stubs may be destroyed 30 days after the certificatiori of the
state ballot counting review unless an application fur recount ha\been the
£ftd and not completed, except that ballots and stubs for an election in £
nvhich a candidate for President. Vice President. United States SenaW 0
/ or United States Representative seeks office must be preserved for 2a ¢ <&
months after the election. (Eff. 8 6 87. Register 103) o:ﬁgi
AS 15 15.470 initial
6 AAC 25.240. INITIATIVE PETITIONS, (a»Upon certification of
the application for an initiative petition, the director will prepare peti-
tion booklets for circulation by petition sponsors in the general manner br:‘r-
the

16
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6 AAC 25.241) Governor's O ffice 5 AAC 25.24(1

prescribed by AS 15.45.090. The director will prepare and have printed
500 sequentially numbered official petition booklets that will be sent, or
otherwise made available for delivery to a member of the initiative
committee or his or her designee for distribution to qualified sponsors.
The initiative committee or udesignee may request additional booklets.
1I’pon the director's approval of the request, additional numbered
booklets will be printed by the director and made available to the
initiative committee or a designee, or printed by the initiative commit-
tee in a format approved by the director. The cost of printing additional
booklets in excess of 500 must be paid by the initiative committee.

(b) Each subscriber to the petition shall provide his or her printed
name, physical residence address and city, and signature or mark. The
subscriber’s voter registration number or social security number will
be requested for identification purposes; however, provision of this
information is optional.

(c) All petition booklets must be filed together as a single instrument,
and must be accompanied by a written statement signed by the submit-
ting sponsor acknowledging the number of booklets included in the
submission.

(d) The sponsors may file the petition at any time before the close of
business on the 365th day after the date that notice is given to the
sponsors that the petition booklets are ready for initial distribution. If
the 365th day falls on a weekend or holiday, the deadline is the close of
business on the next regular business day.

ie) The petition must be filed in person, by mail or other shipping
method at the office of the director in Juneau, or at the request of the
sponsor, at a regional election office approved by the director.

(fi A petition that at the time of submission, contains on its face an
insufficient number of booklets or signed subscriber pages required for
certification will be determined by the director to have a patent defect.
A petition that contains a patent defect and that is;

(1) filed on the deadline specified in (d) of this section will be
certified as insufficient and no supplemental circulation and tiling
period will be provided;

(2) filed before the deadline specified in (d) of this section will be
declared incomplete and returned to the sponsor for resubmission:
the resubmitted petition must be filed by the deadline specified in id)
of this section.
ig) A petition booklet that has been issued to a sponsor is not

transferable to any other sponsor and may not be circulated by any
other sponsor than to whom it was initially issued. The member of the
initiative committee or the designee responsible for distribution

11) may issue a numbered booklet only to a qualified sponsor whose
eligibility has been verified by the director;

(2) shall maintain a record and account for each numbered petition
booklet and the sponsor to whom it was issued, on a form provided by
the director;

17
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(3) shall submit a completed and signed copy of the record of issued
booklets to the director on a regular schedule as approved by the
director:

(4) shail submit a final completed and signed copy of the record of
any and all issued booklets not yet reported, to the director before
filing the petition.

(hi The signatures contained in a petition booklet filed under (e) of
this section will not be counted in determining the sufficiency of the
petition if

il) the booklet was circulated by a person whose name as a sponsor
was not submitted to the director in writing as required by .AS 15.45.030
and AS 15.45.060. or whose eligibility as a qualified sponsor was not

verified by the director;
(2) the booklet was circulated by a sponsor other than the sponsor

to whom it was originally issued: or.

(3) the issuance of the booklet was not recorded and reported to the
director under (g) of this section before the filing of the petition.

(i) In AS 15.45.010 — 15.45.245. for the purpose of circulating a
petition, "'preceding general election” means the last general election
held before the date the application for initiative was filed with the
lieutenant governor, tEff. 8/6/ST. Register 103: am 7 >SS. Register 107;
am 7 17 N> Register 107: am 6/21 90. Register 115: am S 12 90. Regis-

ter 115)

Authority: AS 1515010 As 15.4510u
AS 154500 AS 1545110

Editor’s note; The street address of the  dress of the director - office is RD. 1>\ AR
director's office is 240 Main Street. Suite  Juneau. AK 99311-0105.
0. Jureau. AK 99811, The meiling ad-

6 AAC 25.245. DISTRIBUTION, CIRCULATION, AND CERTI-
FICATION OF REFERENDUM PETITIONS. Procedures for the
distribution, circulation, and certification of referendum petitions are
the same as those prescribed in 6 AAC 25.241) for initiative petitions,
except that (d) of that section, relating to the deadline for filing the
petition, does not apply. Instead, the sponsors must file a referendum
petition within 90 days after the adjournment of the legislative session
during which the Act was passed, as provided in AS 15.45,370. If the
90th day falls on a weekend or holiday, the deadline is the close of
business on the next regular business day. i Eff. 6 21 90. Register 115(

Authority: AS 1515010 AS 1545440 AS 154530
AS 1515520 AS 1545300 AS 1545400
AS 1545330 AS 1545370

6 AAC 25.250. BY-MAIL ELECTIONS. Repealed 5 12 90.
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Thank you for this opportunity.
*End of February 20,1999 tenimony-

After listening to other testimony end sitting dow n to write this, | want to add a few more thoughts.

In my first few paragraphs above, | mentioned leadership and public voting. Although I very strongly
believe that we should not let the public or the press keep our Commissioners and Departments from
property executing their functions under the rules putin place by the Legislature, | am convinced uutl wc
would see far fewer contentious balioi measures if tho same Legislature or Commissioner? exercised
leadership in promoting open discussion on the menu and drawbacks ofvarious solutions. My view ot)
elected officials has always heen ihst they ere our representatives, and should vets for us in a representative
manner, or in amanner that in their considered opinion Is st lesst In our best interest. However. | think they
alee have sn obHgatien to educate us about bow sod why they make their decisions. Many people will vote,
butin between elections they wllU only complain about the legislative process based oo their own perspective
ofwhat would be best for themselves. That i* where the leadership comes In. If the Legislature debates
behind closed doors, refuses to advance options fbr discussion, or focuses on pointing out the weaknesses of
the other sido’aargument without offering their own solution, then we will see an increase in hallot mt-isures
from every interest group on every subject. People will vote, based on the most recently appealing rhetoric,
end thatcan result In a hamstrung Department - mandated by the state constitution or legislation to do the
bestjob it canusing sound facts/research, labeled in the public eye as ineffective, in reality understaffed or
undersupported by leadership, and in the end punitivoly budgeted u a message to clean up theiract. It
doesn't matter h'we ere talking about DFYS, ADK&G, the Troopers,orD0OT. We need to work together
to find soJutions to problems, support those solutionsonce they are selected, give the Departments the tools
they need to cany out those solutions, and lead (tie public dialog or otherwise educate the public on why
that is the beat plan. And Ifthe politico] willpower to make tough decisions is rot there, then set out of the
way and let the people vote - on that specific issue, if not on who should be there to make the deciriom.

Rep. James, thank you for valuing my comments ero,gh to ask for them in writing. | want to stress that
none of the above is directed at any one person 0. party, but is equally applicable to all. (For example, the
Legislature and the Governor could cease the “crisis™ bit and discuss the budget only in terms of a stable,
tang-range plan. And the public could be better-educated on the fact that the Legislature CI00SES, every
year, what to do with the vast majority of the Permanent Fund's eamlings. This la not a "crisis," thusis a
choice, albeit a tough one, on how to manage the affairs of the state.) There is a great deal o f dissatisfaction
among voter? today with all government, and the time Is ripe to put politics aside and solve the current and
future problems o f Alaska.

Again, thank you for your time and consideration.

David Koralunas-
Life-long Alaskan and citizen of Fairbanks

dk
cc: Interior Delegation

Governor's Office

P. k)2



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HB45
1999 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date/Time (Note if correction) Dept. Affected Office of the Governor
Title Relating to intiative and referendum petitions ‘BRU Elective Operations
Component General and Primary
Sponsor Representative Williams
Requester House State Affairs Committee Component Serial No. 22
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2000 FY 2001 FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004 FY 2005
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual 3.0
Supplies
Equipment

Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous
TOTAL OPERATING 3.0 *0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

CHANGE IN REVENUES ( . )

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF 3.0
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health
Other (Specify Type) ;
TOTAL 3.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY99) cost:
POSITIONS

Full-time

Part-time

Temporary

ANALYSIS:  (Attach a separate page if necessary)

This figure includes the cost of required programming changes to the Voter Registration Election
Management System (VREMS) and testing of the changes priorto implementation into the production
environment.

Prepared by Gail Fenumia ZCG/ > > Phone  465-3935
Division Division of Elections Date/Time 2/9/99 9:45 AM
Approved by.~J-t. Governor Fran Ulmer Date 219799

Agency Jj Office of the Lieutenark'Governor
PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR’S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For further distribution informetion, call the Governor's Legislative Office
(Rav 109 Hrlam¥sOVB Page 10f1

0.0

0.0



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA
1999 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

BILL NO. HIR7Y

Dept. Affected Office of the Governor
BRU Elective Operations
Component General and Primary

Component Serial No. 22

(Thousands of Dollars)

FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004 FY 2005

Revision Date/Time (Note if correction)

Title Constitutional Amendment relating to
initiative and referendum petitions

Sponsor Representative Williams

Requester House State Affairs Committee
Expenditures/Revenues

Note: Amounts do notinclude inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2000
Personal Services

Travel

Contractual 1.5
Supplies

Equipment

Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous
TOTAL OPERATING 15

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES
CHANGE IN REVENUES ( )

FUND SOURCE
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF 1.5
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health
Other (Specify Type)
TOTAL 1.5

Estimate of any currentyear (FY99) cost;

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS:  (Attach a separate page if necessary)

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

(Thousands of Dollars)

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

This figure includes the cost of pioviding information about this issue in the Official Election Pamphlet, as
required by AS 15.58. However, only six measures can be printed on an 8-1/2 by 14 inch ballot. If this
measure requires printing an 8-1/2 by 18 inch ballot, the cost will increase hy $22.0.

Prepared by Fenumiaicy™/;,
Division Division of Elections

Approved byj Lt. Governor Fran Ulme
Agency Office of the Lieutenant Governor

Phone 465-3935
Date/Time 2/9/99 9:43 AM

Date 219199

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

Page 10f 1



(no subject)

Subject: (no subject)
Date: Thu, 04 Feb 1999 11:27:20 -0900
From: Barbara Cotting <Barbara_Cotting@ legis.slate.ak.us>

Organization: Alaska State Legislature
To: Shari Kochman <shari_kochman@ gov.state.ak.us>

Hi,
I"ve added two more bills to next week"s State Affairs schedule and need
fiscal notes:

HB 45 Initiative/Referendum Petitions
HJR7 Const. Am " "

They will affect Elections, and 1"m not sure if there are any others.

Barbara

10f | 2/4/99 11:27 AM


mailto:Barbara_Cotting@Iegis.slate.ak.us
mailto:shari_kochman@gov.state.ak.us




Alaska State Legislature

77&0Se 57tC/<z <*?

A
Please enter into the record my testimony to the
p /} committee name /
u > * < - X tr & . . *
committee on // & - dated « ff
bill/subject -
j* -u. O /j-9d ic //s\e [/ at.
A, r- AAAT .AAA \af £ c*j2n
Ji- g i - r . - il/j (¢ fl-a-  '-tvten
- g / *» ¢y mgs mm > Im * TIT .
a2~ /]~ ANs A /Ctf Cl_, (
1 /
N
. . Ve //
N<?-C'LtC~ N~ UrAAui Ccn
Cs-*AA . JUuU'u™*L*U — s./
N
/ts-'S* N ru'/-’ A-A- <73. "
A _UUA< -
[, GO J ty A A A A -AAv— g-*-f
*
uM LH rS3
/
Signed: _ -¥- &y =
Testifier n
Representing (Optional)
<V I/'<s /Ar g_£gj_e J?s4n (E< ,/J&yf! A
Address 51
Phone No.

9,06 Legidlative Informetion Clfice



Alaska State Legislature

77057~ SA/<L A S f/rs
-/
Please enter into the record my testimony to the ua — A
committee name
(€= S
. . ] |
committee on |t 6 J y . dated v /1 / < /f

bill/subject

Signed:

Representing (Optional)

PO S0 xovonogz

Address

9 £ » — -3 7 2 -
Phone No.

386 Legdative Informration Cffice



Comments made at Legislative Information Office (L10), Fairbanks,
during teleconference of Thursday, March 25, 1999, convening at

8:00 a.m. State Representative Jeannette James and her committee
heard citizens” remarks on HB 55, "An Act relating to eligiblity for
the longevity bonus...".

My name is Ruth Bohms. |1 reside at 535 Halvorson Road, Fairbanks, Alaska.

I arrived in Alaska In 1951 and I have lived in Alaska for 48 years.

I am here today to speak against HB 55 which proposes to 'means test"
the Longevity Bonus program by requiring maximum gross income for an
unmarried person to be less than $60,000 and for a married couple to be
less than $80,000 for eligibility to receive a Longevity Bonus check.
The Longevity Bonus program began in 1973 with $100 payments to persons
65 years of age and older, and the monthly amount increased to $250 over
the next eight (B) years.

For example:

From 1973 to 1976, Longevity Bonus payment was $100.00.

In 1977, it went up to $125.00.

In 1978, It increased to $150.00.

In 1980, it increased to $200.00.

In 1981, it reached $250.00, the present monthly amount.

In 1994, with HB 81, the Longevity Bonus Program began to be phased out.

During 1994, persons turning 65 years of age during that year could apply
for $200.00.

During 1995, persons turning 65 years of age during that year could apply
for $150.00.

During 1996, persons turning 65 years of age during that year could apply
for $100.00.

The program closed out and the last day to apply was December 31, 1996.

Now, going back twenty-six (26) years to 1973 when the Longevity Bonus
Program began, Alaskans 65 years of age received a $100 payment.

(Page 1 of 2 pages)



Page 2, Teleconference on Longevity Bonus eligiblity March 25, 1999
Comments of Ruth Bohms, Fairbanks

Theoretically, some of those early recipients are alive today at approximately
ninety one (91) years of age.

Some of the first recipients were upper income individuals and others were

in lower income brackets.

But after 26 years of being in the program, one would have to say that those
initial recipients, some rich and some poor, (even today), are grandfathered

in the program.

Likewise, even the last of the recipients who applied just before the program
closed in 1996 and who have been receiving benefits for the past 2\ years,

can be considered grandfathered into the current, closed program.

After all these years, to remove participants from the program based on their

income could be inviting a lawsuit.

At the present time, State funding for Longevity payments decreases each

month as recipients pass away.

Participants grow fewer in number and the cost to the State goes down each
each and every month and will continue to do so.

Means testing would not increase State revenues significantly and means
testing as a principle iIs not acceptable to seniors who have helped to
build this great State of Alaska.

If HB 55 becomes law, then next year, a new bill with lower maximum income
levels could remove another group of seniors by means testing.

For example, next year a bill might be introduced requiring that maximum

gross income for single persons must be less than $50,000.00 and for

married couples gross income must be less than $70,000.00.

So, iIn increments iIn the next few years, anyone above the poverty level may well
be removed from the Longevity 3onus program.

The many seniors | have talked to stand firmly behind the present Longevity
Bonus Program without any changes or modifications.

I urge you to vote against HB 55.

Thank you!
Ruth Bohms

P.O. Box 80155
Fairbanks, Alaska 99708-0155

( Page 2 of 2 pages)
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*MAR-25-99 THU 04:24 PM  FAIRBANKS LIO

Commente made at Legislative Information Office (LI0), Fairbanks,
during teleconference of Thursday, March 25, 1999, convening at
8:00 a.m.  State Representative Jeannette James and her committee
heard citizens®™ remarks on HB 55, "An Act relating to eligiblicy for
the longevity bonus...".

My name is Ruth Bohms. |1 reside at 535 Hnlvorson Road, Fairbanks, Alaska.

I arrived in Alaska in 1951 and I have lived in Alaska for 48 years.

I am here today to speak against HB 55 which proposes to "means teat'
the Longevity Bonus program by requiring maximum gross Income for an
unmarrlod person to be less than $60,000 and for a married couple to he
less than $80,000 for eligibility to receive a Longevity Bonus check.

The Longevity Bonus program began in 1973 with $100 payments to persons
65 years of age and older, and the monthly amount increased to $250 over
the next eight (8) years.

For example:

From 1973 to 1976, Longevity Bonus payment was $100.00.

In 1977., it went up to $125.00.

In 1978, it increased to $150.00.

In 1980, it increased to $200.00.

In 1981, it reached $250.00, the present monthly amount.

In 1994, with HB 81, the Longevity Bonus Program began to be phased out.

During 1994, persons turning 65 years of age during that year could apply
for $200.00.
During 1995, persons turning 65 years of age during that year could apply
for $150.00,

During 1996, persons turning 65 years of age during that year could apply
for $100.00.

The program., closed out and the last day to apply was December 31, 1996.

Mow, going hack twenty-aix (26) years to 1973 when the Longevity Bonuo
Program began, Alaskans 65 years of age received a $100 payment.

(Page 1 of 2 pages)
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Page 2, Teleconference on Longevity Bonus ellglblity March 25, 1999
Comments of Ruth Bohms, Fairbanks

Thooretically, some of those early recipients are alive today at approximately
ninety one (91) years of age.

Some of "the first recipients were upper income individuals and others were

in lower iIncome brackets.

But after 26 years of being in the program, one would have to say that those

initial recipients, some rich and some poor, (even today), are grandfathered
in the program.

Likewise, even the last of the recipients who applied just before the program
closed in 1996 and who have been receiving benefits for the past 2] years,
can he considered grandfathered into the current, closed program.

After all these years, to remove participants from the program based on their
income could be iInviting a lawsuit.

At the present time, State funding for Longevity payments decreases each

month as recipients pass away.

Participants grow fewer in number and the cost to the State goes down each

each and every month and will continue, to,do so. .

Means testing would not increase State revenues significantly and means
tostIng as a principle is not acceptable to seniors who have helped to
build this great State of Alaska.

IT HB 55 becomes law, then next year, a new bill with lower maximum income
levels could remove another.group of seniors by means testing.

For example, nt c year a bill might be introduced requiring that maxirana

gross income for single persons must be less than $50,000.00 A for

married couples gross Income mist he less than $70,000.00.

So, in increments in the next few years, anyone above the poverty level may well
be removed from the Longevity Bonus program.

Hie many seniors 1 have talked to stand firmly behind the present Longevity

Bonus Program without any changes or modifications.

I urge you Co vote against HB 55.

Thank you!
Ruth Bohan

P.0. Box 80155
Fairbanks, Alaska 99708-0155
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Bill History/A ction Display Il

BILL: HB 55 SHORT TITLE: LONGEVITY BONUS ELIGIBILITY

BILL VERSION:
SPONSOR(S): RULES BY REQUEST OF THE GOVERNOR

CURRENT STATUS: (H) STA STATUS DATE: 1/22/99
THEN HES, FIN

TITLE: "An Act relating to eligibility for the longevity bonus; and providing for an effective date."”

| Full Text Il Fisca Note Info
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Committee Action With Bin' History

Jrn-Date Jrn-Page Action

1/22/99 61 (H) READ THE FIRST TIME - REFERRAL(S)
1/22/99 61 (H) STATE AFFAIRS, HES, FINANCE
1/22/99 61 (H) 2 FNS (ADM, DHSS)

1/22/99 61 (H) ZERO FISCAL NOTE (DHSS)
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STATE AID
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Ton Knowles P.0. Bo
doVERNOR Junosl s

Fax (9&7) 46

State of Alaska
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR

Juneau

January 20, 1999

The Honorable Brian Porter
Speaker of the House
Alaska State Legislature
State Capitol

182

As part of my Administration's effort to reduce state spending and address our budget
gap, | am reintroducing a bill that wou'd set income limits on eligibility for the longevity
bonus. These limits would be set so that only those senior citizens in upper income
brackets who least rely on the bonus would no longer be eligible for the program. 1 asked
the Twentieth Alaska Legislature to consider this proposal, and still believe it is a
responsible approach to our need to cut state spending.

This bill would limit the longevity bonus to those senior citizens with gross incomes of
less than $60,000 a year or, for married seniors, a combined annual gross income of
$80,000.

Although the 1993 amendments to the bonus statutes closed the program to any new
applicants as of January 1. 1997, the savings over the next few years produced bv this
change are relatively small. By contrast, the plan presented in this bill would reduce
program costs by about eight percent annually, equating to some $4.6 million in FYQOO.
Another $1.6 million would be saved annually in accompanying "hold harmless"
provisions ofthe Adult Public Assistance budget because the federal government will not
count the longevity bonus against public assistance payments if the bonus carries an
income restriction —such as that contained in this bill.

This proposal does not "needs base" the bonus program, which some seniors oppose
believing that equates to welfare. Approximately ninety-two percent of seniors currently
on the program, or more than 20,000 people, would sec no change in their bonuses. The
relatively high income level 0f$60,000 means the bonus would not be limited to just
those seniors with lower incomes, but would continue to recognize the contributions of

our Alaska seniors.



M- 0

The Honorable Brian Porter
January 20, 1999
Page 2

This bill considers only income, not assets, so recipients with moderate incomes would
continue to receive the bonus even if they own valuable but non-liquid assets, such as
homestead property or a residence that has greatly increased in value over the years.
Also, a senior made ineligible for the bonus by this law would be reinstated to the
program if his or her income later dropped below the cutoff levels.

This proposal is a logical approach to trimming our budget gap without terminating
essential programs and sendees to our residents. | urge your consideration of this

measure.

Sincerely,

to



STATE OF ALASKA
1999' LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date/Time (Note if correction):
Title: Eligibility for Longevity Bonus

Sponsor: Rules
Requestor: Governor

Expenditures/Revenues:

OPERATING FY2000
PERSONAL SERVICES

TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL

SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES

GRANTS, CLAIMS (1,589.3)
MISCELLANEQUS

TOTAL OPERATING (1,589.3)

ICAPITAL EXPENDITURES
CHANGES IN REVENUES  { )

FUND SOURCE

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF (1,589.3)
1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (please specify)
TOTAL (1,589.3)

Estimate of any currant yoar(FY1999) cost:

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

FY2001

(1,850.0)

(1,850.0)

(1,850.0)

(1,850.0)
$0.0

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary)

Dept. Affected:
BRU:
Component:

Bill Ve on; hb 5

No:

(14) Publish Date: 1/22/99

Health nnd Social Services
Public Assis.ancc
OAA-ALB Hold Harmless

COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 223
See also (SN It):

(Thousands of Dollars)

FY2002

(1,794.5)

(1,794.5)

FY2003 FY2004

(1,740.7)  (1,688.5)

(1,740.7)  (1,688.5)

(Thousands of Dollars)

(1,794.5)

(1,794.5)

(1,740.7)  (1,688.5)

(1,740.7)  (1,688.5)

FY2005

(1,637.8)

(1,637.8)

(1,637.8)

(1,637.8)

Federal law governing the administration of the Supplemental Security Income (SSI) program allows SSI to exclude
state-funded, need-based payments from consideration when determining eligibility for federal SSI benefits. This
legislation changes the treatment ofLongevity Bonus payments by SSI. Currently, ALB payments made to an individual
who first qualified for the uonus after September, 1985 are treated as countable income in SSI eligibility calculations.
Under AS 47.45.122, the ALB hold harmless program replaces public assistance, SSI, and Medicaid benefits that are
denied because federal law requires that bonus payments be counted as income.

This legislation will establish the Alaska Longevity Bonus (ALB) as a need-based program. SSI will be allowed to
disregard ALB payments from income when determining eligibility and benefits and eliminates the need for Alaska
Longevity Bonus Hold Harmless (ALB/HH) funds to replace lost SSI benefits.

Prepared by: Jin:
Division: v A

Approved by Commissioner: KrfrerTnTfilrreTTmmnissitoner

Agency: Department of Health & Social Services

El.REPEARéRd ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
COM M |T distribution information, call the Governor's Legislative Office

(Rbv iorao)risnoiB.xiuoAS_DHSs

Phone: 465-2(580

1/6/99 11:05 AM

Date: [1S-199
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Revision Date: BILL NO. [ | 0 -

ANALYSIS (cont.l:
Because o f the SSI program's retrospective budgeting process, this legislation will not aflcct ongoing SSI recipients until the

benefit month of September 1999. Therefore the decrease in ALB/HH expenditures for FY98 only reflects 10 months for

FYOO.

Under existing state law, no new individuals will be eligible for ALB payments afler December 31, 1996. Accordingly, the
need for ALB/HH funds will decrease each year while Old Age expenditures would increase by the same amount. ALB/HH

expenditures are anticipated to decrease each year after FY00 by about 3 percent a year.

The need for Medicaid ALB hold harmless payments remains, because the federal Medicaid program rules continue io require

that the bonus payments be treated as income for some individuals.

Pago 2 of JL



FISCAL NOTE No:
Bill Version: hb 55
STATE OF ALASKA (H) Publish Date: /22799

1999 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: Department Affected: Administration

Title: “An Actrelating to the eligibility for longevityb o n u s . BRU: Longevity Bonus
Component: Longevity Bonus Grants

Sponsor:  Fvule.s

Reguestor: Governor COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 26
EXPENDITURES/h¢cVENUES: (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2000 FY 2001 FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004 FY 2005
PERSONAL SERVICES 150.0 150.0 150.0 150,0 150.0 150.0
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL 350.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT
LAND & S". RUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS (4,600.0) (4,338.0) (4,059.4) (3.782.9) (3,503.2) (3,224.1)
MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING (4,100.0) (4,088.0) (3,809.4) (3,532.9) (3,253.2) (2,974.1)
CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
| CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) 0.0 1 0.0 I 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 1 0.0
FUND SOURCE: (Thousands of Daollars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts (4,100.0) (4,088.0) (3,809.4) (3,532.9) (3,253.2) (2,974
1037 GF/Mental Health

OTHER

TOTAL (4.100.0) (4.088.0) (3.809.4) (3.532.9) (3,253.2) (2.974
Estimate of any currentyear (FY 98) cost; $0.0

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME 3 3 3

PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page ifnecessary.)
This bill would limit eligibility for the Longevity Bonus Program to those seniors whose income docs not exceed S60.0 for a single person or $80

for a couple. Anyone with income exceeding those amounts would be suspended from the program, but could requalify if theirincome status
changed. Although the amount o fsavings anticipated from this bill is an estimate, because income data is not collected on bonus recipients at this

1)

1)

0

time, it is expected that the income maximum will reduce program grant costs by approximately 8% each year. However, if this cs'imalc is loo high,

the program would then need a supplemental appropriation to cover the difference.

The impact ofadministering the program with these changes would depend on the details worked out regarding the verification of income. The
program would probably need additional slaffor contract resources to process income verifications, resolve disputes, process appeals, investigate
suspected fraud, write detailed regulations and modify the Longevity Bonus computer program.

Prepared by: James L. Kohn, Director Phone: (907) 465-2159
Division: Alaska Longevity Programs Date: 174199
Approved by Commissioner:  Mark BovetOv
Agency: DepartmentofAdministration Date: 1/6,
CO P\SERIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
|TTEE n‘ormat'on’ca” Governor's Legislative Office
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STATE OF ALASKA

i*lOb/VL HU It/

1999 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Dale/Time (Note if correction):
Title:

Rules
Governor

Sponsor:
Requestor:

Expenditures/Revenues:
OPERATING
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT
LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS
MISCELLANEQUS

TOTAL OPERATING

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES
CHANGES IN REVENUES  {

FUND SOURCE
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health
Other (please specify)
TOTAL

Estimate of any curront year (FY1999)

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS: (Attach a

Eligibility for Longevity Bonus

Dept. Affected:
BRU:
Component:

COMPONENT SERIAL NO.

No:
Bill Ve. .ni hb 55
(H) Publish Date: 1/22/99

Health and Social Services
Medical Assistance

Medicaid ALB Hold | armless
231

See also (SN#):

(Thousands of Dollars)

FY2000 FY2001 FY2002

0.0 0.0 0.0

FY2003 FY2004 FY2005

0.0 0.0 0.0

(Thousands of Dollars)

0.0 0.0

$0.0

0.0

ost:

separate page if necessary)

0.0 0.0 0.0

Federal law currently permits the Alaska Medicaid program to disregard the Alaska Longevity Bonus, under most
circumstances, when determining client income. Under federal law, Medicaid cannot disregard the Bonus when
determining eligibility for Medicaid categories that use the income standard for residents of institutions. This
legislation will not change the requirement that the Alaska Medicaid program count this income when determining
eligibility for these Medicaid categories. Therefore, Medical Assistance will continue to spend small amounts of funds

on the ALB Hold Harmless program.

Prepared by:
Division:

Approved by Commissioner:
Agency:

Jon Sherwood
Medjcnl”sisflincyV

Karen Perumf; Coftunissi
Department of Health & Social Services

Phone: 465-3355
Date/Time: 1/7/99 11:06 AM
nate: /A m
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