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1 idnesday, May 14, 2003

i pen Letter to fcia Alaska Legislature:

am writing to ask for your support of Senate Committee Substitua for
13257 relating to the Real Estate industry. The residential real estate
ldet".ry is threatened with loss of iInsurance because the current law
iay allow a class action lawsuit for technical violations of dual
- gency disclosure statute, even when neither the buyer nor the seller

Jffered any actual damage.

bis bill, as amended, would not remove the requirement of disclosure
£ dual agency, nor eliminate the ability for persons to sue for actual

images.

am an Alaskan builder and have been building homes for 20 years in

he Eagle River/Chugiak araa. 1 work closely with Realtors on a daily
asis and 1t Is my experience that real estate agents make every affort
o follow the intent of current state 3tat;ute. However, it is obvious
hat the law is in need of clarification of Che dual agency disclosure
roceas. The Senate Committee Substitute for HB257 addresses this flaw
n a manner that protects both buyers and sellers.

hank you for your support.

incerely,

, 'ohn Thomson
S 1&T Construction Inc.
7343 Santa Maria Drive
lagle River, AK. 99577



PRUDENTIAL VISTA REAL E
@003

05/14/03 WED 17:50 FAX 907 562 5485
May-14-03 6:53PM; Page 2/2

Sent By: Resid< rtial Mortgage; 9072220895;

AReslidential

V M RTG A G E LLC
1400V tf Benson Houlevnrtl. Snl:t- MO

ot Chltpime™

07). 2501
vy skimUBiny.oom
| .ay 14,2003

. n Open Letter lo tho Alaska Stale Legislature:

allies and Gentlemen:

am a Mortgage Lender for Residential Mortgage, and have been in the inilustty for 19
ears, primarily serving the Anchorage area. | strongly urge vour support for the nassaue
f the Senate Committee Substitute lor 1-fB2S7. fri the course of my career, | have
worked with hundreds of Realtors, and have found dial they are, almost without
xception, dedicated to the interests of their clients. Tbelieve that the try to follow the

talues and regulations regarding agency to the best of then-ability.

riiis bill, as now amended, will clarify the intent of the current statutes and will close the
loor on opportunistic attorneys seeking to collect potentially massive fees when there
rave been no actual damages Incurred by buyers and sellers of real estate Tnthe rate
:ases where there ate instances of fraud or misrepresentation resulting iu damages, the
lublic will still have every right they have now to seek compensation, as they should.
Many other mechanisms, such as fines, suspension, or loss of license, as imposed by the

Real ristatc Commission, also would remain in full effect.

Thank you very much for your support of this legislation.



05/14/03 WED_17:48 FAl 907 562 6485 PRUDENTIAL VISTA REAL E ®002

05/14/03 * D 13:38 FAl 689",99 VISTA REAL ESTATE ER hhj VISTA ANCH ®002
HAY- 1401 3ViID0226 AV . IRINIERAR . . , ,1 &r7zZ063 » N PANL t
L4 o * [ ‘e 1 * i * i * i * N o o " i e b' i » e O
L eareCeamide. T vl /WP g TR ol Vg o il e w8
S s
Attra ibriij dack"'l’\mBr ri
SV SVATE -T;J/ o Q{? 1%5)4
vntljl g,Iblask ANaiirjii
i 1A
. . oo fo0I%;
sure itatutc, even. \hm,
damage. . v o<, o], . Y
»«*5V
in thJe Ical'ealafe m’\ustxy—f{n'
"MV-ivr7teox o . o o .
vi:\mr iahiffi HwYp?, 5if. a8 vini®&ai:tiMaw isiot needdf .. 100} ., LA WY
- >o* clail teadfai ofihi”djM &gmbydis™ __[Can*jaapi
*ANEF125 7~ (1res™HRisflawMaMHNkA3hii. et :h t =
Vt:Xm :iibuy,
W ey % Lo T V>- V--" -V e wemm VEVTEUTA Y T X ey R
S\":KV!I:\v."Tha | =<l an [1-fye?
S X im/ x Ja-x VYAV VSO VIRV AVAES
s DXy L3 K VR 1 H* . eV > A VA Y
; fro iWAppANISATINING; Ve viwlv>\-V - \Y/ - e SREN:
-Vl .vvfe; *.&b'b =22 <m\Vay VS, \Si- 7-; [TV
/ L S | . - | —ee et Fo' <'im e | . *ELOVUX e 1‘;- < 7i *‘~-° oo o e'»e o
", "> e, l-'l’ - Sk R Vl"\/.. i
artttiem tAahis. Uuilr>2Q9 &/ Alaalm 99503'e Office NOD7V276t4563" «jPAX f907i '870M'332' |
200 "*""Ea"V/'Riyery AtiiOca"ofIS7" $& £ 66.85'

Recalv. , 14062008 1434 Frw-1 B 278 E3E ToerPrudontlal Viito RE Pin (0L



05/14/03 WED 17;48 FAl 907 562 $485. _ PRUDENTIAL VISTA REAL E
MAY. 14.: 1B 4:27/PM NCRTHSTAR MORTGAGE NO (28 R 22

NORTHSTAR MORTGAGE. CO.

i/14/03

the Alaska State | egislature
rbe Capitol BaOdltg
fcnean, AK 99801-1182

Open Letter to the Alaska Legislature;

Re; Support for Senate Committee Substitute for HB 257

Oor company isa major residential lender in the Anchorage housing market We
work daily with licensed real estate agents and brokers. We find their
professionalism and ethics to be of great importance to their personal reputation

and their customcrs-

I am writing to nfge your support ofthe Senatib Committee Substitute for BiB 257.
This bffl provides ao change) for all the current safeguards and remedies for the
pablic when damaged by deceit, fraud, and misrepresentation. But, it does protect
Alaska’s 28 largest sector of commerce by denying frivolous lawsuits over
“clerical” esrore where no damages occurred.

Y our constituents will be better served by approving tk:s bin, an industry will be

able to obtain aJTordabJe errotrs and omissions insurance, and attorney* will be able
to concentrate ttcir effortsan buyers and sdlcn who have truly sustained damages

for legitimate rerisonr;.

Sincerely,

Northstar Mortgage
Aaron Scott, President

33 i Denali Street, Suite 10+ Anchorage, Alaska 99503 » (907) 258-7508  Fax (907) 258-7820
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The Alaskan State Legislature
Alaska State Capitol
Juneau, AK99801-H82

An Open Letter to the Legislature:

I have been associate with and part of the real estate industry for over 30 years here in
Anchorage as a developer and builder.

Over the years | have been a party to hundreds, if not thousands, of real estate
transactions. 1have watched the legalities of the industry evolve providing greater and
greater protection to the consumers. This | applaud. However, now the industry faces a
class action lawsuit over “clerical” issues that threatens to destroy the very commerce
that it brings to our state even though NO DAMAGES OCCURRED to the public.

Senate Committee Substitute for HB 257 corrects the intent o f agency laws in our state. |
strongly urge you to support this bill with your assistance in moving this important piece
of legislation successfully through the legislative process.

Consumers will still have all rights of compensation for any damages to them from any
acts of fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation by any licensed real estate person in Alaska.

Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Alas-Con, Inc.
Jack Olive - Principal
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ALASKA ASSOCIATION OF REALTORS, INC.

REALTOR ®

May 14,2003

To Whom It May Concern:

The Alaska Association of REALTORS endorses Senate Labor and Commerce
Committee substitute compromise for HB 257.

Thank you for your consideration.

Carole Winton
President

The Voice for Real Estate ™ in Alaska gia@&@“ﬁ&ﬁ W&d@
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Dear Senator,
Please support HB 2571 NL frf/h A

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing 0 on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. |do not interpret the law to mean written permission Is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing, Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their, homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute Is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helpsr them reach their goals.

Name License #
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5/13/03

Dear Senator,
Please support HB 257!

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What If you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not interpret the law to mean written permission Is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility’ of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency Is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion Inwriting. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their, homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the Intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each In house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute Is not left open

for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

Licensett
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Date; Tue, 13 May 2003 11:56:22 -0800
To:

From: Su Rowland <surowland@gcl.net>
Subject: HB 257

Cc.

Bcc:

X-Attachments:

Dear
| want to be sure that you are aware that | fully support House Bill 257.

| cannot imagine that the Legislature, when formulating the present agency disclosure law,
really intended to require that | obtain written permission from my client each time one of
my listings 5 shown by another agent at my company. No such disclosure form is required
for an agent from another office, representing the buyer. | believe this was a technical
oversight in the language of the original law.

HB 257 is a well conceived and much needed clarification of Agency Law, and | appreciate
your efforts to see that it receives legislative approval.

Regards,

Su Rowland

Dynamic Properties
3111 C Street #100
Anchorage, AK 99503
Mobilett 907-727-7878

mailto:suromland@gci.net
Alaska Redl Estate License 11730
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5/13/03
Dear Senator,

Please support HB 2571 f" S & rtfh

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to h8ip them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each Lme a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and wwritten permission Is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts, |1do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion Inwiting. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buver clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their, homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each In house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

License#
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5/13/03

Dear Senator,

Please support HB 2571

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to hBlp them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have Interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What If you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and wwitten permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. |1 do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. Iinterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes, Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so thatwe can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

License #
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Date: Tue, 13 May 2003 11:36:27 -0800
To:

From: Pete Farris <pfarris@alaska.com>
Subject: HB 257

Cc.

Bcc:

X-Attachments:

Dear
I want io be sure that you are aware that | fully support House Bill

| cannot imagine that the Legislature, when formulating the present agency disclosure law,
really intended to require that | obtain written permission from my client each time one of
my listings is shown by another agent at my company. No such disclosure form is required
for an agent from another office, representing the buyer. | believe this was a technical
oversight in the language of the original law.

HB 257 is a well conceived and much needed clarification of Agency Law, and | appreciate
legislative approval.

Pete Farris, Associate Broker
Dynamic Properties

3111 C Street #100

Anchorage, AK 99503

Mobile# 907-229-1637
mailto:pfarris@alaska.com
Alaska Real Estate License 9321
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¥13/03

Dear Senator,

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. Iinterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious Inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

License #
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Dear Senator,

Please support HB 257!

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lavwyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have Interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission Is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not Interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibFty of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. It Is impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

Licensett
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Dear Senator,
Please support HB 2571

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have Interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and wwitten permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. |do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. Iinterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion Inwriting. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that Is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,
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Dear Senator,

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lavwyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed *o buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each In house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that Is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

License #

P.
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5/13/03

Dear Senator,

Please support HB 257!, Cxnwifat suUifvk"'

<r
As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.
Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have Interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain witten permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and witten permission is not practicalLSellers hire us to sell thoir homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1 do not interpret the law to mean wwitten permission is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it Inwriting. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want lo sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each In house showing.
That would be a serious Inconvenience and disservice tu both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the Interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,
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5/13/03
Dear Senator,
Please support HB 2571

As areal estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing, Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their, homes, Itis Impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute Is not left open
for lavwyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so thatwe can serve the general public Inaway that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

License #
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Dear Senator,
Please support HB 2571 j'ZnAaU-

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lavwyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not interpret the law to mean written permission Is
necessary for each showing, I interpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis Impossible for me to believe
that the Intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each In house showing.
That would be a serious Inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute Is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there v-ere no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public In away that Is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

License #
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5/13/03

Dear Senator,

Please support HB2 57 I~ ~ A~ Sakfthtfe'

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What If you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing, I interpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing, Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. It Is impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages, Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the genera! public Ina way that Is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

Licensett
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Dear Senator,
Please support HB 2571 comitifk

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your horme, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What Ifyou were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission Is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. |1 do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. | Interpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency Is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion Inwriting. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lavyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

License #
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5/13/03

Dear Senator,

Please support HB 2571 um 'm - SM 'h M

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. Ifyou were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What If you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it Inwiting. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each In house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

1X01 b

Name License#
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5/13/03
Dear Senator,

Please support HB 257! Su |d |k k

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lavyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission Is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not Interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law " say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and selleis up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their, homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the Interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let ihe spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public Ina way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

License#
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5/13/03

Dear Senator,

Please support HB 257 N<£W/</N c.Mm W/ |fetl SCth/ | 'fVIfel

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home,

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. Ifyou were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. |1do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. | interpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed lo buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion Inwiting. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both’buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so thatwe can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals,

Sincerely,

License #
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5/13/03

Dear Senator,
N
Please support HB 257!

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What If you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their hormes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers *hat come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. Iinterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it Inwriting. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each In house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public In a way that Is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

1117-6 7
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Dear Senator,

Please support HB 257! |tk' A kf|k rtt/\

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. Ifyou were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. I Interpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in witing, Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their, homes. It Is impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers arid sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no dameges-. Let the spirit of the law

match the letter of the law so thatwe can serve the general public In away that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

License #

P
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Dear Senator,
Please support HB 257! %

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. Ifyou were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. |1do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. | interpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their, homes. It Is impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

License #



MAY-14-2003 WD 11:55 AVIDYNAMIC PRCPERTIES

FAX'NQ 2835019077775681

5/13/03

Dear Senator,

Please support HB 257 S d S f& tk -

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their hormes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. |do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary’ for each showing. | interpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious Inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

License#

P.
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Dear Senator,

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. | do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. | interpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges if in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and sailer clients want to sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the Intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers,

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lavwyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public In a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals,

Sincerely,

License #
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Dear Senator,

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lavwyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts, | do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary, Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion Inwriting. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their, homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each In house showing,
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute Is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public Inaway that is
practical and helps them reach their goals,

Sincerely,

License #
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Dear Senator,
Please support HB 257! zvkhjwh'

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not Interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their, homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open

for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that Is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

ANkl LT I
Name License #
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Dear Senator,

Please support HB 257! S U k/rfa//\

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lavwyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean thatwe must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. |1do not interpret the law to mean written permission Is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges Itin writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open

for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

111 Q &

License#
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Dear Senator,

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home,

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. | Interpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

License #

P
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Dear Senator,

Please support HB 2 5 LOfnyftfe

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have Interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. Ifyou were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What If you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. |do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing, linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges Itin writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers,

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in away that Is
practical and helps them reach their goals,

Sincerely,

Name License #
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Dear Senator,

Please support HB 257! S U /S/t|S

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lavwyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. Ifyou were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts, | do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing, Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the Intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute Is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

License#

P.
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Dear Senator,

Please support HB 2571

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission Is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their, homes. Itis Impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

Name License #

P
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Dear Senator,

Please support HB 2571 C *W W e'

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home,

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company, Ifyou were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their hormes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts, 1do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. | interpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion Inwriting. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges Itin writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each.in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open

for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

/A I A S
Name / License#
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As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home,

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not Interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. Iinterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion Inwriting, Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their, homes. Itis Impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,
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Dear Senator,
Please support HB 257!

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have Interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. Ifyou were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. | Interpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges Itin writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that Is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely

License #

P
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Dear Senator,

N
Please support HB 257!

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What If you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing,
That would be a serious Inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public Inaway that is
practical and helps them reach their goals,

Sincerely,

License#
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Dear Senator,

Please support HB 2571 C&nnri/ S U

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company, If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical, Sellers hire us to sell their hormes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not interpret the law to mean written permission Is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency Is necessary, Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion Inwiting. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing, Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers,

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute Is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages, Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so thatwe can serve the general public Inaway that Is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

License #
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Dear Senator,
Please support HB 2571

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer clientwould like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their hormes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not Interpret the law to mean witten permission is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of ail types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion Inwriting, Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their, homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and seilers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

License#

P

b
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Dear Senator,
Please support HB 257!

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission Is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. | do not interpret the law to mean written permission Is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing, Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes, Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers,

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute Is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that Is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

License #
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Dear Senator,
N dsfr/u fe .

Please support HB 2571

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have Interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. Ifyou were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not Interpret the law to mean wwitten permission is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary, Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion Inwriting. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their, homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each In house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open

for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages, Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that Is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,
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Dear Senator,

Please support HB 257! f-

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell iheir home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission Is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open

for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals,

Sincerely,

IV3 0/
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Dear Senator,
Please support HB 257! A O rh/|W /fZ,

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not Interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. | interpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges Itin writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers’ and sellers,

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public Ina way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

License#

P.

40
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Dear Senator, /17 /
Please support HB 2571 f S& N d k&

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company, If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission Is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. 1do not Interpret the law to mean witten permission is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their, homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support. HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public Ina way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

/¥ 1N
Name License #
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Dear Senator,

f '
Please support HB 2571  f* Swafe

As areal estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home,

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have Interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. Ifyou were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission Is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their hormes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts, |do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency Is necessary, Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion inwriting. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges it in writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their, homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious Inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open

for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

Name License #
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Dear Senator,

Please support HB 2571 r€0 |#Sr(((Je

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home.

Some lawyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company. If you were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. |do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. |interpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary. Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion in writing, Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges Itin writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their homes. Itis Impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute is not left open
for lavwyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

ZsZ1z7)

License #
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Dear Senator,

Please support HB 2571

As a real estate professional sellers hire me to help them sell their home,

Some lavyers and even some people who consider themselves real estate experts
have interpreted the law to mean that we must obtain written permission each time a
buyer client would like to see a home listed with our company, Ifyou were selling
your home, would you want to give written permission for me to show your home to
each buyer? What if you were fishing or on vacation? Many sellers are out of state
and written permission is not practical. Sellers hire us to sell their homes and we
have a duty to show their homes to buyers that come to us as a result of our
advertising and contacts. |do not interpret the law to mean written permission is
necessary for each showing. linterpret the law to say that the possibility of dual
agency must be disclosed to buyers and sellers up front and a discussion of all types
of agency is necessary, Both buyers and sellers per state law should also
acknowledge this discussion inwriting. Dual agency does not actually exist until
each party acknowledges Itin writing. Buyer clients, however, want to see our
listings, and seller clients want to sell their, homes. Itis impossible for me to believe
that the intent of the law was to obtain written permission for each in house showing.
That would be a serious Inconvenience and disservice to both buyers and sellers.

Please support HB 257 so that the interpretation of the statute Is not left open
for lawyers to collect fees when there were no damages. Let the spirit of the law
match the letter of the law so that we can serve the general public in a way that is
practical and helps them reach their goals.

Sincerely,

License #

P.

M
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Sponsor Statement
HB 269
“An Act establishing the Safety Code Task Force and providing for an effective date”

There are five primary safely codes dealing with construction in Alaska, all of which are under the
jurisdiction of two different Departments. The Fire, Building, and Mechanical Codes are under the
jurisdiction of the Fire Marshall at the Department of Public Safety. The Plumbing and Electrical Codes
are governed by the Department of Labor. Each department is responsible for adopting a family of codes
that bring uniformity and consistency lo the construction industry. However, the current delegation of
authority to the respective departments has caused a set of conflicts and discrepancies.

The mission of the Safety Code Task Force is lo suggest options for consolidation of our code
administration function. The Task Force will be charged with presenting recommendations to the
legislature by the first day of the Second Regular Session of the Twenty-Third Alaska State

Legislature.

The Safety Code Task force will consist of 9 members representing parties affected by the adoption of
Safely Codes in the stale. The make up of the task force is as follows:

A Senator (Co-Chair) appointed by the Senate President,
A Representative (Co-Chair) appointment by the Speaker of the House,
A member of the administration appointment by the Governor

The following members are to be appointed jointly by the Senate President and the Speaker of the House:

Representative of the construction design community
Representative of the construction engineering community
Representative for general contractors

Representative for mechanical contractors

Representative for electrical contractors

Representative for plumbing contractors

Additionally, the Governor will appoint an advisory panel. The make up of the panel will include
individuals from industry, organizations, and Government. The purpose of this group is to advise the Task
Force on the effect of any changes in code to their respective community.
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MECHANICAL CONTRACTORS

of Aftsk, Inc.

« May 15,2003
SENATE LABOR AND COMMERCE COMMITTEE

RE: CS FOR. HB 269 (FIN)
Chairman Con Bunde and Senate Labor and Commerce Committee Members:

The Mechanical Contractors of Alaska is an association of nearly 50 construction
contracting firms that perform construction projects of many types and size across the
state of Alaska. We believe the current process in this state, code adoption by regulation,
is flawed and needs reformation.

Our Association supports the adoption of CS for HB 269 (FIN).

We urge you to pass this bill thru your committee with no amendments. This
taskforce, with the makeup as called for in this bill, will find solutions for existing safety
code issues that will have the broad support of the construction community. These
people, who use these codes daily are familiar with what does and does not work in
Alaska. Their recommendations about which codes to adopt and how. to adopt them will
allow the affected stakeholders to have an equal and effective voice. Building and Fire
Code enforcement officials should remain in an advisory position since theirjob is to
implement public policy, not create public policy.

Thank You

Eugene R. Rutland
Executive Director

P.O. Box 74796 < Fairbanks AK$fl707A17M
(807) 468-8347 « Fox: (907MB1-6132.
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Public Opinion Message

Bill Root HB 269
Short Title: SAFETY CODE TASK FORCE
MsgTexl

I strongly urge the members of the Senate Labor & Comerce Committee to pass HB269 unamended.
Implemtadon of this bill before the end of this session will provide a quick solution stream lining
Alaskas Safety codes. HB269 will facilitate a quick method to address the complexity of the current
system avoiding future conflicts.

Support type Support

Members to Send to :

Rep. Anderson, Sen. Bunde, Rep. Crawford, Sen. Davis, Rep. Dahlstrom,
Sen. French, Rep. Gatto, Rep. Guttenberg, Rep. Lynn, Rep. Rokeberg,
Sen Seekins, Sen. Stevens G

If this is NOT correct.-Please change below

Robert W Sandstrom
Your POM is 06061
Please click Final Submit to finish processing Or make changes below.

Members to Send POM

Rep. Anderson, Sen. Bunde, Rep. Ciawford, Sen. Davis, Rep. Dahlstrom,
Sen. French, Rep. Gatto, Rep. Guttenberg, Rep. Lynn, Rep. Rokeberg,
Sen. Seekins, Sen. Stevens G

Billroots have the form chamber abrev. then number for example:
HB 1or SIR 233 Go here for more information on bills

Select Subject OR Bill:
Bill BillRoot:[HB269................... ~J
Subject Select A Subject

http://www.legis.state.ak.us/poms/poms_text.asp 5/15/03
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Introduced by: Mayor Thompson
Date: May 5,2003

RESOLUTION NO. 4069

A RESOLUTION OF OBJECTION TO THE CURRENT LANGUAGE OF
SENATE BILL 180 AND HOUSE BILL 269 REGARDING THE COMPOSITION

OF THE SAFETY CODE TASK FORCE

WHEREAS, the purpose of Senate Bill 180 and House Bill 209 is to establish a task
force for the purpose of evaluating model construction codes for adoption by the State of

Alaska, and

WHEREAS, such recommendation will affect all home rule jurisdictions, and

M? - % o X 1 ‘*
WHEREAS, Senate Bill 180 and House Bill 269 excludes municipal participation of

V- . building and fire officials on the task force, and

WHEREAS, the exclusion of these municipal officials creates an unbalanced task force;

i \m

CHy believes it is in the best interest of the State and its municipalities to
expferti# of municipal code officials sothat all aspects of code enforcement can be

ad;and/ '

NENS- fe feHy of Fairbanks recognizes that constructions codes must be
protect all citizens and consumers and not special interest.groups;

i
||$Pp:f?EAS, the City, of Fairbanks urges reconsideration of the present Senate and
\"NiINTforinClucie voting participation on the task force by municipal building and fire

NINNANINEFOFIEBp.n' RESOLVED that the City of Fairbanks objects to the current
# 860910 Bill;.180 and House Bill 269 and requests wording be included which
~wvoting representation of municipal building and fire officials on the safety task force.

fpassed and Approved thisO  day ol#U*y2003.
n&ra&i--. :
STEVE M. THOMPSON, MAYOR
m ti'iA s
irwfcfU-

APPROVED AS TO FOI"M
/E/Km 4

Clerk Herbert P. Kuss, City Attorney

STtFIMW K --

r\. Qm
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CITY OF FAIRBANKS
Steve M. Thompson, Mayor

800 CUSHMAN STREET
FAIRBANKS, ALASKA 99701-4615
OFFICE: 907-459-6793
FAX: 907-459-6787

smthompson@ ci.fairbanks.ak,us

VIA FACSIMILE: (907-465-3871)

Senator Con Bunde

Chairman Senate Labor and Commerce Committee
Senate Capital Room 506

Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

Re:  SB 180/ HB 269 Safety Task Force
Dear Senator Bunde:

It is our understanding that the referenced bill has been referred to your committee. With this in
mind we are respectfully requesting reconsideration of the bill. It has been our stated position
that the composition ofthe voting task force is not balanced. We have had recent conversations
with Senator Therriault’s office and Senator Wilken’s office and while no guarantee was
requested or offered we were left with the impression that compromise language would be
introduced. However my office was notified Monday May 12th that the compromise language
has been entirely removed from the bill. Exclusion of professional municipal building and fire
officials as a voting member ofthe task force is questionable. Since we have not asked for a
predetermined outcome and have only asked for a balanced task force we remain frustrated that
the City of Fairbanks’ concerns have been ignored in the legislative process.

We look forward to hearing from you and the committee.
Sincerely,

CITY OF FAIRBANKS

Steve M. Thompson, Mayor

Post-If Fax Note 7671

CC.  City Council
Interior Delegation Fro(na \tH cf
Code Review Commission Co-/Dept. Co.
Steve Shuttleworth Phono # Phono #

Fax#
Fox,(3cns)4L6>-2.fc-n
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Mart . ... .. Architects. ...

Architecture unj IVojc* c Munugemtrnr

May 13, 2003

Senator Gene Therriault
Alaska Stole Senate
State Capitol Bidding
Juneau, Alaska 99601

Re: SB 180, An Actestablishing the Safety Cede Task Force;,,,

Dear Senator Tnerriauit,

lam tea Chair of the Northern Sect'on of the Alaska Chapter of the American Inotilute of Architects
and a local practitioner in Fairbanks. Having recently read the text of tha proposed SB 180 regarding
the establishment of 9 "Safety Code Task Force’, i have to question whether you really cara about lie
health, safely and welfare of (he Alaska public.

Ostensibly, th* task force is supposed to review the available published safety codes end recommend
a family of codes to be adopted by the Slate. |um PgHedt that Ib® nine-member commission does not
have . named place Tora public building official or a State FJm Marshal, yet nee 4 mambara from the
building and Contracting industry. | have to assume by "construction design community' end
-construction engihoorihg community” you blend for these member® to be selected from tbs registered
(hence. (krenecd) architects and engineers In our alata. but that too Is undenr, Itis disingenuous to
argue that one of :h©three general members appointed by the administration couldbe a building
official, for instance, as these people could justas liteJy be members of the construction Industry,
further tipping tho Task Force composition more heavily toward builders.

I question your sincerity about public safety, as iho role of the construction Industry fc not u=ensure
that buildings or structures meet building codes as their paramount task. Typically, contractors build
what is drawn by licensed design professional™ for whom the ethical standard, by 12 ACC 38.200. Is
"to safeguard the life, health, property and welfare of the public"

Our state statutes requlie that the design for stuetures over a Hour-pfe* to be stamped by licensed
design profeaaionals end then reviewed by the Statu Fire Marshal or a Municipal BuHdmg Official.
Thft dmxJgn and ravfevr process la where tfspublic safety Is ensured and these professionals,
architects, enpinfeers. fire professionals and building officials, should be a majority composition on any
kind of Safety Task Force, as it is ourjob to knowand enforce thocodo before a shovelful of dirt has
itoon moved on a project.

laiic other design profeBSiortalu work with the building Codes daily and this bill will effcci'lvcly remove
our input from what family of codes are adopted In our state and give that selection to professionals
who do not have the safety of tha public afi their first task of Bqonaiire and art rtcl responsible) h
ensure thai projects are designed to meet code.

I urge you to reconsider this poorly conceived bWand Ihe great harm and turmoail you will bring to our
state in this matter. |would appreciate an update on the pmgross of this bill from your office.

trery truly yours,
MARTHA HAHLANARem£GTS, INC.

President

Cc: Senator Gary Wllkeh
RopresentativQ Oahbtrort (HB 269)



5/14/03
Dear Chairman Bunde,

As a practicing structural engineer (licensed Civil) and as a member ofthe
Anchorage Building Board and member organizations ofthe Alaska
Professional Design Council, 1would like toput in my two cents regarding
HB269 which is about to be heard inyour committee.

There seems to be a disconnect between the proposed members ofthe task
force and the people who implement and enforce building codes. Once a
building design is started, the onus ofensuring that a project meets the code
requirementsfalls on the shoulders ofthe architects and engineers. They
meld the requirements ofthe owner and the requirements o fthe code to
design and coordinate the various building systems and then to prepare
documents thatpresent that design in a way that shows the contractor and
subcontractors what to build. These documents are submitted to the state
fire marshal or to municipal building andfire officialsfor reviewfor
compliance with the codes. Once they approve the documents, construction
starts. During construction, the contractor does not reviewfor compliance
with the codes, just constructs in accordance with the approvedplans. Code
compliance during construction isprovided through the work ofthe
designers (architects and engineers), special inspectors, and/or municipal or

state inspectors.

Thus, havingfour contractors and two designers on the panel is skewed. |
don't have aproblem with contractor representation but the membership
should have more architects, engineers, building officials and/orfire
officials. This bill does notprovide that. Assuming that the representative
ofthe "design community" is an architect, then one engineer is supposed to
represent structural, mechanical, plumbing and electrical designers while
the contractors get one seat each? There is no engineer | know o fthat can

do that.

It has also been mentioned that the President ofthe Senate and the Speaker
ofthe House may appoint members o fthe affected groups to the advisoiy
panel. | note that no design oriented organizations are listed as possible
members o fthe advisory panel while the construction community not only
getsfour seats on the taskforce but may also get membership on the
advisory panel. | have seenfrom my experience with the Anchorage
Assembly and the Anchorage Building Board (their advisory panel) that



being an advisor is not the same as being involved in the debate. Even
testifying at the various Committee Hearings on this bill, once testimony was
over the only people who spoke were on the committee or represented the
sponsor. Being able to speak during the debate to correct misconceptions or
offer compromises was notpossible. Nor do | see that likelyfor members of
the panel. | do not see this panel has having any more abilities to enter or
influence the debate than the public who comes to testify. And there is no
guarantee that the design community or the code officials will even have
representation on that panel.

It has also been alleged that it would be bad to have a building orfire
official on the taskforce because they oversee construction (possibly by the
contractors on the taskforce) and thus may have undue influence over them
(or, by implication, enact retribution). Itwas my understanding that the
change in the language regarding mechanical, electrical, and plumbing
"'conti-actor" to representatives ofthose "construction industries” was to
allow the appointment ofan administrator (i.e., inspector). Do these people

have less ability in this regard?

| urgeyou to add either another engineeringposition or a building official
or afire official to the taskforce. They are the ones who enforce codes and
have an obligation to protectpublic safety. This could be done without
enlarging the iaskforce by combining the plumbing and mechanical
construction industry seats into one seat. It has been mentioned in testimony
by many mechanical contractors that they have both administrator
certifications, so having two seats would be redundant.

Please let me know ifyou have any questions. | will ao my best to getyou
answers.

Colin Maynard, PE
BBFMEngineers Inc.
510 L Street, Suite 200
Anchorage, AK 99501
907-274-2236
907-274-2520 (fax)



HB 269

Subject: HB 269
Date: Thu, 15 May 2003 13:02:47 -0800
From: "Mathers, Doug" <dmathers@city.kodiak.ak.us>
To: <Senator_Gary_Stevens@legis.state.ak.us>

Senator Gary Stevens,
I would like a few moments of you time to explain my opinions about CSHB

269(FIN). 1 think a task force to recommend public safety codes and to group them
into one state agency is past due. I would like to suggest that the make up of this
task force is flawed. 1t is the responsibility of local Building Departments and the
State Fire Marshals Office to enforce these codes but we are not represented on the
task force! We all work hard to see safe and economical buildings built and are an
instrumental part of developing the current codes. The decision of which codes are
adopted in The State of Alaska needs to be a cooperative agreement between all
parties involved therefore all parties need to be represented on the task force.
strongly feel that we (Building Departments and Fire Marshal®s Office) should be

represented as part of the voting members.

Thanks for Your Time
Doug Mathers

City of Kodiak
Building Official

| of | 5/15/2003 2:11 PM
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number:

2003 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Oill ersian: CSHB 269(L&C)
@ Rblish Date: 6/2/03

Revision Date/Time (Note if correction): Dept. Affected: DCED

Title Safety Code Task Force BRU Occupational Licensing (117)
Component Occupational Licensing

Sponsor Representative Dahlstrom

Requester House Labor & Commerce Component No. 2360

Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2004 FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009
Personal Services

Travel

Contractual

Supplies

Equipment

Land & Structures

Grants & Claims

Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

CHANGE IN REVENUES n z 0.0

1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health
Other 1156 - Receipt Supported Services
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY2003) cost: 0.0
Mark this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor's FY 2004 budget proposal:

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

anaLysis:  (Attach a separata papa if necessary)

HB 269 establishes a Safety Code Task Force with a representative from the Division of Occupational
Licensing to serve on the advisory panel to the Task Force. Although the Task Force is allowed to meet as
frequently as necessary, and allows for meetings and votes by teleconference, the division representative
is anticipated to participate by teleconference. Therefore, no travel funds are necessary.

Phone (907) 465-2144

Prepared by: Jennifer Strickler, Administrative Manager
Date/Time 4/28/03 1:31 PM

Division Occupational Licensing

Approved by: Edgar Blatchford, Commissioner Date 4/28/2003

Agency Department of Community & Economic Development

Page 1of 1
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Nurber -
2003 LEGISLATIVE SESSION &l \ersion: CSHB 269(FIN)
() Publish Date: 5/12/2003
Revision Date/Time (Note ifcorrection): Dept. Affected: Public Safety
Title Safety Code Task Force 'BRU Fire Prevention
Component Fire Prevention Operations
Sponsor Rep.Dahlstrom
Requester Component No. 494

Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2004 FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009
Personal Services

Travel

Contractual

Supplies

Equipment

Land & Structures

Grants & Claims

Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) i

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate)

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Estimate of any current year (FY2003) cost: 0.0
Mark this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor’s FY 2004 budget proposal:
POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYsIs:  (Attach a separate page if necessary)

Prepared by: Representative Williams Phone
Co-Chair Williams, House Finance Committee Date/Time 5/10/03 3:59 PM
Date /1072008

Representative Harris
Co-Chair Harris, House Finance Committee

(Ryvisl 9PN Page 1of 1



FISCAL

STATE OF ALASKA
2003 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date/Time (Note if correction):
Title Safety Code Task Force

Sponsor Rep.Dahlstrom

Requester

Expenditures/Revenues

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2004 FY 2005

Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment

Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0

0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

CHANGE IN REVENUES ( )

FUND SOURCE

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Type--Do not abbreviate)

TOTAL 0.0

0.0

Estimate of any currentyear (FY2003) cost: 0.0

NOTE

Hsal Note Number:

Bl \ersion: CSHB 269(FIN)
@ Rblish Date: 5/12/2003
Dept. Affected: Legislature

Legislative Council

Council and Subcommittees
Legislative Operating Budget
Component No. 783

"BRU
Component

(Thousands of Dollars)

FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

(Thousands of Dollars)

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Mark this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor's FY 2004 budget proposal: [

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYsIs:  (Aftach a separate page if necessary)

Representative Williams

Prepared by:
Co-Chair Williams, House Finance Committee

Representative Harris
Co-Chair Harris, House Finance Committee

(RN

Phone
Date/Time 5/10/03 4:11 PM

Date &/10/2003

Page 1of 1



SENATE COMMITTEE REPORT v

5/14/03 FURTHER:

DATE TURNED
IN TO OFFICE:

md Commerce Committee considered CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 269(FIN)
HB 269 SAFETY CODE TASK FORCE

establishing the Safety Code Task Force; and providing for an effective date.”

ommends: Senate Bill:
[ ]same title
replaced with CS ) [ 1newtitle
House Bill:
opt previous _ CS D) [ ]same title
[ ]technical title
ached amendment(s) [ 1] new: SCR #_
)pt Letter of Intent by Committee
her referral to Committee
TISCAL NOTE(S): PREVIOUS FISCAL NOTE(S):
ment Date Fiscal Zero FN# Department Date Fiscal Zero FN#

'ROPRIATION - no fiscal note



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number:

2003 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Bill Version:
() PublishD a te

CSHB 269(FIN)

Revision Date/Time (Note if correction): Department: Labor and Workforce Development

Title: Safety Code Task Force BRU: Labor Standards and Safety
Component: Mechanical Inspection

Sponsor: Representative Dahlstrom

Requester: Senate L&C Component Number: 346

Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted uelqw.

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2004 FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009

Personal Services

Travel

Contractual

Supplies

Equipment

Land & Structures
Grants & Claims

Miscellaneous
TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) |
FUNDS O U R C E (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Type)
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY2003) cost: None

0.0 0.0

0.0 0.0

Check this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor's FY 2004 budget proposal:

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYsIs:  (Attacha separate page if necessary)

The bill would have a person from the department appointed to an advisory panel to the Safety Code Task Force.
The department assumes all meetings will be through teleconference at no cost to the department.

Prepared by:  Grey Mitchell, Director Phone:

465-4855

Division: Labor Standards and Safety Date/Time: 5/15/03 11:32 AM

Approved by: Greg O'Claray, Commissioner
Agency: Department of Labor and Workforce Development

For distribution information, call the Governor’s Legislative Office

(Rev 1BZADomb)

Date: 05/15/03

Page_ 1 of__ 1



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

Alaska State Capitol

'ice Chair: J AK 99801-1182
litint Armed Services Committee Ul',"ﬁa“-, -

UNE: (907) 465-378.3

Pax: (907) 465-2293

e Toll Pree (877) .160 » 83
Military ami Veterans .\tY.itr> Committee ’ ’

lalitor amI Commerce Committee ime

Statf Allan’ (aimntillee . N Interim:

I'.conomic Development, Trade, & ~in West 'I'L Avenue

Tiitimili t ranmilu a Anclmrjue. AK 99.501-2133

Phone: (1107) 269-0174

Pas: (107) 269-0177

REPRESENTATIVE NANCY DAHLSTROM
ULMENDORP API3+ POUT RICHARDSON ¢ IIIRCI (WOOD « I'lRK LAKE + GOVERNMENT HIKE* MUEDOON

Represenl;Uive__N:mcv_D.ihlsirot'n(«Ici(ix.sian.\,ih".iis

e/me. mill *=*

Rc: House Bill 269

Please schedule HB 269, an Act establishing a Safety Code Task Force for the llouse Floor at your

earliest convenience

Included with the request is:
1) MB 269

2) Fiscal Note

3) Sponsor Statement

Thank you for your consideration.
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SENATE COMMITTEE repo

5/17703

ibor and Commerce Committee considered HOUSE BILL NO. 270

HB 270 PHARMACIST LICENSING

\n Act relating to the licensure of pharmacists; and providing for an effective date."

,nd recommends: Senate Bill:
[ ]same title
] be replaced with ) [ 1newstitle
House Bill:
] adopt previous _ D) [ 1same title
[ ]technical title
f ] attached amendment(s) [ 1] new: SCR #_
[ 1] adopt Letter of Intent by Committee
[ 1 further referralto Committee
NEW FISCAL NOTE(S) PREVIOUS FISCAL NOTE(S):
Department Department

[ 1 APPROPRIATION - no fiscal note

Do Not
Pass

No Rec Amend

Chair



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number: J
2003 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Bill Version: HB 270
(H) Publish Date: 4/25/03
Revision Date/Time (Note if correction): Dept. Affected)] DCED
Title Pharmacist Licensing BRU Occupational Licensing (117)
Component Occupational Licensing
Sponsor Representative Dahlstrom
Requester House Health Education & Social Services Component No. 2360
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2004 FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment

Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
CAPITAL EXPENDITURES |
CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) | 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate)

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Estimate of any current year (FY2003) cost: 0.0
Mark this box (X) Iffunding for this bill is included in the Governor's FY 2004 budget proposal: | ~1
POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYsIs:  (Attacha separata page if necessary)

Ti is legislation authorizes the Board of Pharmacy to deny a license to an applicant who fails to meet
certain criteria. New funds are not required to implement this bill.

Prepared by: Jennifer Strickler, Administrative Manager Phone 907-465-2144
Division Occupational Licensing Date/Time 4/22/03 7:43 AM
Approved by: Edgar Blatchford, Commissioner Date 4/22/2003
Agency Department of Community & EconomicDevelopment

(Ruisd92AM) Page lof 1



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

Session:
Alaska Stare Capitol
Juneau. AK 09801-1182

Vice Chair;
loint Arnietl Services Committee
Phone: ;9n~ 465-3“83
Member: Fax: 90+ 465-22'8
Military and Veterans Affairs Committee Toll Free (8 ' 4f»0-3"83
Labor and Commerce Committee
State Affairs Committee Interim :
Economic Development, Trade. & “ 16 West 4" Avenue
Tourism Committee Anchorage, AK 9951*1-2133
Pltonc: 269-01" |
Fas: (90") 269-01"*

REPRESENTATIVE NANCY DAHLSTROM

ELMENDORF AFB « FORT RICHARDSON ¢« BIRCHWOOD ¢« FIRE LAKE+* GOVERNMENT HILL -
Representntive_X.incy_Dnhlsrromfrticiiis.stnte.ak. us

MLLDOON

Sponsor Statement

HB 270
“An Act relating to the licensure of pharmacists;
and providing for an effective date”

HB 270 was introduced to help the Board ofPharmacy address a problem that was unintentionally

left out of the original version of the statues.

The board ofPharmacy currendy cannot deny a licensee based on actions diat follow AS
08.80.261(a), however they can discipline a current licensee. This legisladon gives die Board the
authority to deny a license to a new applicant if drey find diat die applicant has committed fraud,

deceit, falsely adverdsed, convicted of a felony, etc. as listed in AS 08.80.261(a).

The passage of diis bill will provide the Board ofPharmacy die ability to ensure a greater degree of

safety for Alaskan citizens.

I urge your support for HB 270.



PO Box 61328
Fairbanks, AK 99706-1328
April 17,2003

Honorable Representative Nancy Dahlstrom
Alaska State House of Representatives

State Capitol, Room 108

Juneau, AK 99801

RE: HB 270
Dear Representative Dahlstrom,

I would like to thank you for sponsoring HB 270 *"an Act relating to the licensure of
pharmacists.” 1have been a registered pharmacist in the State of Alaska for over 30
years and currently serve on the Alaska Board of Pharmacy. As the pharmacy statutes
now stand, the Board doee not have the authority to deny a license. Therefore, the board
might be compelled to issue licensed to individuals with criminal and objectionable
backgrounds (including felony drug convictions, felony weapons convictions, drug abuse,
etc.). Your bill would allow the Board to refhsc to license an applicant for the same
reason that it may impose disciplinary sanctions. Giving the Board ofPharmacy this
authority is necessary for the Board to protect the health and safety of the public.

Thank you again for your support,

Margaret D. Soden, RPh

bbP7 cob me *w wu.i A TEA* EMF s« *o-
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ALASKA PHARMACEUTICAL ASSOCIATION

Box 101185 Anchorage, Alaska 99510
(907) 563-5850

April 16,2003

Honorable Representative Nancy Dahlstrom
Alaska State House of Representatives

State Capitol

Juneau, AK 99801

RE: HB 270

Dear Representative Dahlstrom,

The Alaska Pharmacists Association, formerly the Alaska Pharmaceutical Association,
represents over 200 licensed pharmacists and technicians in the State of Alaska. On
behalfof our membership 1 would like to thank you fL.: sponsoring HB 270 “an Act
relating to the licensure of pharmacists.2Our membership includes pharmacy staff
members in retail, hospital, clinic, and institutional practice sites. All of these practice
sites rely on the Board ofPharmacy to license professionals that are fit and competent to
practice pharmacy.

As you are aware the statutory changes made by HB270 are needed in order for the Board
ofPharmacy (BOP) to deny pharmacy licenses to individuals with questionable
backgrounds. Currentlythe BOP has no specific statutory authority to deny indhidnab
licenses to individuals who may have felony drug convictions or drug abuse problems,
unless they had been previously licensed by the BOP. The current situation potentially

puts both the safety of the public and the profession of pharmacy at risk.

Our association has put a high priority on getting the statutory changes included in
HD270 into law. We thank you once again for sponsoring and introducing this bilL.
Please do not hesitate to contact our association or me directly at 907-225-6186 should
you have any guestions.

Sincerely,

Barry Christensen, Pharmacist
Chair, Legislative Committee
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SENATE COMMITTEE REPOR

?! C I ’
mp p<y ? #’.E :Vl FURTHER
DATE TURNED
IN TO OFFICE:

and Commerce Committee considered CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 272(STA) am
HB 272 MOTOR VEHICLE DEALERS

relating to the advertising of motor vehicles, including trailers, for sale by motor vehicle dealers; relating to the

ig of motor vehicle purchases; relating to motor vehicle sales contracts; relating to the disclosures required to be
>ymotcr vehicle dealers when selling motor vehicles, including trailers, or when their service employees work <
ssion; relating to a motor vehicle dealer's selling as a new or current model vehicle, a motor vehicle required to be
med under AS 28.10; relating to a motor vehicle dealer's advertising an offer for the sale, lease, or purchase of a
/ehicle, including a trailer; relating to a motor vehicle dealer's conditioning the sale and delivery of a motor

, including a trailer, on the buyer's purchase of other items; and relating to the return of a buyer's trade-in by a

/ehicle dealer."

Senate Bill:
[Z&fsame Title

S . CS 'Z72' [ 1 New Title

jcommends:

® replaced with,

idopt previous _ CS ) House Bill:
[virSame Title
Utached amendment(s) [ j Technical Title
Change
idopt Letter of Intent by Committee [ 1 New Title w/
SCR#_____
Committee

urthr,r referral to

N FISCAL NOTE(S): PREVIOUS FISCAL NOTE'S):

APPROPRIATION - no fiscal note

< KO Do Not
SIGNATURES AN .COMMENDATIONS Pass No Rec Amend
WV ; V" e
MmMWM® :
T | eVvv-

Chair: v U



FISCAL NOTE

Fiscal Note Number:  No.

STATE OF ALASKA ( )

2004 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Bill Version: Bill Version: ,~-S CsKftwW Ogft
0 Publish Dale: (S) Publish Date. S/™lo™—

Revision Date/Time (Note ifcorrection): Dept. Affected LAW

Title "An Act relation lo the advertising of motor 'RDU Civil

vehicles..." Component Commercial & Fair Business

Sponsor VVeyrauch

Requester Senate Transportation Component No.

Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010

Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment

Land & Structures
Grants & Claims

Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 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
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health
Other (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate)
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY2004) cost: 0.0
Mark this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor’s FY 2005 budget proposal:

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYsIs:  (Attach a separate page if necessary)

This bill contains eight sections, but addresses two primary areas. Section 1 of the bill amends AS 08.66.015 to allow motor vehicle
dealers lo sell current model used vehicles that are obtained through normal trades in the ordinary course of business. Currently, the
lav/ prohibits the sale of any current model, used vehicles. Sections 2 through 8 arc “clean-up" provisions that amend AS 45.25
dealing with sales and advertising practices of new and used motor vehicle dealers. Those provisions are largely editorial, correct
errors in the statute, and re-v/ord certain sections to make the language clear and understandable. Section 4 contains revisions that
remove provisions of the statute that no longer apply lo Alaska dealers. Section 5 adds a 51,000 limitation on v/ork that can be
performed on a new vehicle before disclosure to a customer is required. Section 7 increases the number of miles a trade-in vehicle

can be driven before a transaction is final.
Passage of this legislation will have no foreseeable fiscal impact on the Department of Law.

Phone 465-3673

Prepared by:  Kathryn A. Daughhetee, Director
Date/Time 1/21/04 11:39 AM

Division Administrative Services
Approved by: Kathryn Daughhetee for Gregg D. Renkes. Attorney General Date 1/21/2004
Agoncy Department of Law

(Ryied ZABOMD Page 10f1



A laska State Legislature

Representative Bruce W eyhrauch

House D istrict4
Alaska

State Capitol
Jineau ,Alaska
O0I-1182

(907) 455-3744
FAX (907) 465-2273

Sponsor Statement
HB 272

Revisions to the Comprehensive M otor Vehicle Sales & Dealers Act

In 2002, the 22nd Legislature passed HB 182, which addressed the relationship
between dealers and manufacturers of motor vehicles. Together with the Attorney
General’s office and others, the sponsor of HB 182 crafted a bill that leveled the
playing field between dealers & manufacturers in terms of how franchises in the state
are conducted. It established guidelines for dispute resolution, uniform processes for
transferring and terminating franchise agreements and provided protections to dealers
for placement of new dealerships within proximity of established ones.

A final benefit, HB 182 concerned itself with protections for consumers from deceptive
advertising.

Since HB 182 became law in July 2002, it has become apparent that some technical
amendments and the repeal of several unenforceable provisions related to advertising
are necessary. As such, the Alaska Automobile Dealers Association (AADA) and the
Attorney General’s Office of Fair Business Practices collaborated once more to affect

these changes to the Motor Vehicle Sales & Dealers Act.

The Senate Transportation committee substitute deletes Section 1 and replaces it with
Section 10, instructions to the Dept, of Law to continue monitoring and investigating
consumer and enforcement problems associated with AS 08.66.015 that relate to the
sale of motor vehicle dealers of motor vehicles as new or current model motor vehicles

and to report back to the Legislature on January 24, 2005.

Contact: Linda Sylvester Updated: May 3. 2004

465-3744



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA sl Note Number:
2003 LEGISLATIVE SESSION all\ersion: CSHB 272(L&C)
@ Rblish Date: 5/12/03
Revision Date/Time (Note if correction): Dept. Affected: Law
Title "An Act relating to motor vehicle dealers." 'BRU Civil Division
Component Fair Business Practices
Sponsor Representative Weyhrauch
Requester House Labor and Commerce Committee Component No. 2206
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2004 FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment

Land & Structures
Grants & Claims

Miscellaneous
TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) T

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate)

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Estimate of any current year (FY2003) cost: 0.0
Check this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor's FY 2004 budget proposal:
POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYsIs:  (Attacha separate page ifnecessary)

HB 272 contains eight sections, but address two primary areas. Section 1 of the hill amends AS 08.66.015 to allow'
motor vehicle dealers to sell current model used vehicles that are obtained through normal trades in the ordinary
course of business. Currently, the law prohibits the sale of any current model, used vehicles. Sections 2 though 8 are
"clean-up" provisions that amend AS 45.25 dealing with sales and advertising practices of new and used motor vehicle
dealers. These provisions are largely editorial, correct errors in the statute, and re-word certain sections to make the
language clear and understandable. Section 4 contains revisions that remove provisions of the statute that no longer
apply to Alaska dealers. Section 5 adds a $1,000 limitation on work that can be preformed on a new vehicle before
disclosure to a customer. Section 7 increases the number of miles a trade-in vehicle can be driven before a

transaction is final.

Passage of this legislation will have no fiscal impact on the Department of Law.
Phone (907)465-5370

Prepared by: Joan M. Kasson

Division Attorney General's Office Date/Time 5/7/03 12:55 PM
Approved by: Kathryn Daughhetee for Gregg D. Renkes, Attorney General Date 5/7/2003
Agency Department of Law
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Bannister
4/30/04
SENATE CS FOR CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 272( )
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWENTY-THIRD LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION
BY
Offered:
Referred:;

Sponsors): REPRESENTATIVE WEYHRAUCH

ABILL
FOR AN ACT ENTITLED
I "An Act relating to the advertising of motor vehicles, including trailers, for sale by
| motor vehicle dealers; relating to the financing of motor vehicle purchases; relating to
| motor vehicle sales contracts; relating to the disclosures required to be made by motor
| vehicle dealers when selling motor vehicles, including trailers, or when their service
| employees work on commission; relating to a motor vehicle dealer’s selling as a new or
I current model vehicle, a motor vehicle required to be registered under AS 28.10;
| relating to a motor vehicle dealer's advertising an offer for the sale, lease, or purchase of
| @ motor vehicle, including a trailer; relating to a motor vehicle dealer's conditioning the
| sale and delivery of a motor vehicle, including a trailer, on the buyer's purchase of other

| items; and relating to the return of a buyer’s trade-in by a motor vehicle dealer."

11BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

12

* Section 1. AS 45.25.400(b) is amended to read:
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(b) A motor vehicle dealer may use the term "manufacturer's suggested retail
price,” "MSRP," or "list price" in an advertisement for the sale of a motor vehicle,
subject to the restriction on price comparisons in AS 45.25.450 and the following:

(1) the advertised price must reference the final price listed by the
manufacturer on the monroney sticker, including accessories and options physically
attached to the vehicle at the time of delivery to the dealer, plus any transportation
charges, and minus all manufacturer discounts and savings;

(2) the manufacturer's suggested retail price or the list price does not
include charges added by the dealer or options added to the vehicle by the dealer; and

(3) whenever using tire term "manufacturer's suggested retail price,"
"MSRP," or "list price," the dealer [SHALL PROVIDE IN THE ADVERTISEMENT
A CLEAR AND CONSPICUQUS DISCLOSURE THAT STATES THAT A SALE]
may not represent that a buyer would save money by paying a [HAVE
OCCURRED AT THAT] price that is lower than the "manufacturer's suggested
retail price/' "MSRP/* or "list pricel.

*Sec. 2. AS 45.25.410 is amended to read:
Sec. 45.25.410. Awvailability of advertised items. A motor vehicle dealer

may not advertise a new motor vehicle [VEHICLES AND RELATED GOODS OR
SERVICES] at a specified dealer price with the intent not to supply reasonably
expected demand, unless the advertisement discloses the number of vehicles in stock
at the advertised price.

*Sec. 3. AS 45.25.460(a) is amended to read:
@ In addition to the provisions of AS 45.50.471 and regulations adopted

under AS 45.50.471, a motor vehicle dealer [MAY NOT]
Q) shall include in [EXCLUDE FROM] an advertisement of a motor

vehicle for sale all [THAT TAXES, IF APPLICABLE, VEHICLE REGISTRATION
FEES, FINANCE CHARGES, CHARGES FOR THE ISSUANCE OF ANY
CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE OR NONCOMPLIANCE REQUIRED BY
STATUTE, OR OTHER] fees or charges, except fees or charges to be paid to a third
party [THAT ARE NOT OTHERWISE INCLUDED IN THE ADVERTISED PRICE
WILL BE ADDED TO THE ADVERTISED PRICE AT THE TIME OF THE SALE];

SCS CSHB 272( ) -2-
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(2) may not represent the dealerdocument preparation fee as a

government fee;
(3) may not advertise a specific motor vehicle for sale without

identifying the vehicle by either its vehicle identification number, vehicle stocking
number, or license number;

(4) may not advertise that free merchandise, gifts, or services will be
provided by the dealer if a vehicle is purchased; in this paragraph, "free" includes

merchandise or services offered for sale at a price less than the dealer's cost for the

merchandise or services;
(5) may not use the term "rebate,” "cash back," or a similar term in

advertising the sale of a motor vehicle unless the rebate is expressed in a specific

dollar amount and is in fact a rebate offered by the vehicle manufacturer or distributor

directly to the retail buyer of the vehicle;
(6) may not require a person, in order to receive the advertised credit

terms, to pay a higher price for a motor vehicle and any related goods or services than

the cash price the same person would have to pay to purchase the same vehicle and

related goods or services;
(7) may not advertise a guaranteed trade-in allowance or range of

allowances unless the guarantee is provided by the manufacturer or distributor;
(8) may not affix to a new motor vehicle a supplemental price sticker
containing a price that represents the dealer's asking price if the supplemental price

sticker exceeds the manufacturer's suggested retail price, unless the supplemental

sticker
(A) clearly and conspicuously, in the largest print appearing on

the sticker other than the print size used for the dealer's name, discloses that
the supplemental sticker price is the dealer's asking price, or words of similar
meaning, and is not the manufacturer's suggested retail price;

(B) clearly and conspicuously discloses the manufacturer's
suggested retail price; and

(C) states, if the supplemental sticker price is greater than the

sum of the manufacturer's suggested retail price and the price of the items
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