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The regular m e e t i n g  of t h e  J u d i c i a r y  
Committee was c a l l e d  t o  o r d e r  by i 

Chairman Scc l i y  a t  8:00 a.m. i n  room 436 of  t h e  C a p i t o l  ~ u i l d i n g  on 
Tuesdzy.  A l l  members were p r e s e n t  e x c e p t  R e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  Conroy, 
S e i f e r t  a n d  Yhde. 

Schedu led  f o r  h e a r i n g  w e r e  t h e  
f o l l o w i n g  b i l l s :  House B i l l s  618 

and 6 2 0  and S e n a t e  B i l l s  1 0 4 ,  152 ,  and 164.  

HOUSE E I L L  NO. 618: R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  Keedy a s  c h i e f  s p o n s o r  
o f  t h e  b i l l  e x p l a i n e d  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  I 

between ~ e g l i g e n t  homic ide  a n d  d e l i b e r a t e  homicide .  T h i s  b i l l  would 
raise t h e  mandatory  ninimum s e n t e n c e  f o r  d e l i b e r a t e  homicide  from . 

2 y e a r s  to  10 y e a r s  and t h e  mandatory  minimum s e n t e n c e  o f  2 y e a r s  
for n e g l i g e n t  homicide  and fo r  a i d i n g  o r  s o l i c i t i n g  s u i c i d e .  H e  
went  t h r o u g h  t h e  b i l l  b r i e f l y  and e x p l a i n e d  o t h e r  p r o v i s i o n s .  Rep- 
r e s e n t a t i v e  R o s e n t h a l  a s k e d  what  i s  t h e  minimum s e n t e n c e  now f o r  
d e l i b e r z t e  homic ide .    his w a s  d i s c u s s e d  a t  l e n g t h  and  R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  

1. 
Holmes q u e s t i o n e d  t h e  wisdom o f  hav ing  s u i c i d e  and e u t h a n a s i a  i n c l u d e <  

R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  Keedy a g r e e d  t h a t  h e  
d i d  n o t  t h i n k  t h e s e  s h o u l d  be t r e a t e d  

1 
a s  a  crime. There w a s  no f u r t h e r  d i s c u s s i o n  and t h e  h e a r i n g  c l o s e d  
on House E l i l l  618, a f t e r  a  series of q u e s t i o n s  and answers .  

SENATE 3ILL NO I 1 0 4  : S e n a t o r  S t e v e  Brown commented t h a t  
a n  agency must  have  e x p r e s s  ru lemakin  

a u t h o r i t y  u n d e r  T i t l e  53.  The b i l l  was e n t i r e l y  r e y r i t t e n  i n  t h e  
S e n a t e .  W e  s h o u l d  d e f i n e  s e c t i o n  by s e c t i o n  t h e i r  e x p l i c i t  ru lemaking  
a u t h o r ~ t y .  I n  S e c t i o n  3 i n  t h e  S t a t e m e n t  of I n t e n t  i t  l i s t s  t h e  
rulemaking a u t h o r i t y .  On page  3 ,  l i n e s  4 and 5 have  a s u b s t a n t i v e  
change.  S e c t i o n  2 deals w i t h  t h e  g e n e r a l  r e l i e f  o f  t h e  d e p a r t m e n t .  

I 
S e n a t o r  T u r n a g e  r a i s e d  t h e  q u e s t i o n  whe the r  S R S  c o u l d  modify  t h e  
i aws ,  a n d  t h e  answer  is no.  H e  e x p l a i n e d  t h e  b i l l  f u r t h e r .  1 

R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  Roth  asked i f  t h e  
r u l e s  would b e  permanent  and h a r d  and  

f a s t .  The  S e n a t o r  s a i d ,  t h e y  may change depend ing  upon t h e  amount o f  
money from the l e g i s l a t u r e  o r  from t h e  f e d e r a l  government  and t h e  

I 
program requ i remen- t s  at t h e  f e d e r a l  l e v e l .  H e  e l a b o r a t e d  on t h i s  a 
l i t t l e  S u r t h s r .  

R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  E u d a i l y  a s k e d  a b o u t  
page 3 ,  p a r t  2 2 ,  d o e s  t h i s  h e l p  

s u p p o r t  t h e  problem of t h e  n u r s i n g  homes. T h e r e  was d i s c u s s i o n  a b o u t  
t h i s  and i t  was a g r e e d  t h e y  would be c o v e r e d  e lsewhere.  

With no f u r t h e r  d i s c u s i o n  o r  
t h e  h e a r i n g  c l o s e d  on  S e n a t e  
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SENATE B I L L  NO.  i 6 4 :  S e n a t o r  P e t e r s o n  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  
b i l l  was b e i n g  i n t r o d u c e d  a t  t h e  

r e q u e s t  of  t h e  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  Code Committee,  and would p r o v i d e  
f o r  p r o c e d u r e s  f o r  r e c o d i f i c a t i o n .  H e  s a i d  t h a t  someone f rom t h e  
deparLtment would e x p l a i n  t h e  b i l l  i n  more d e t a i l .  

BOB PYFER:  T h i s  b i l l  b a s i c a l l y  r e q u i r e s  t h e  
a g e n c i e s  t o  r e c o d i f y  t h e i r  r u l e s .  

The A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  Code Committee f e l t  t h a t  s i n c e  t h e y  were g o i n g  
t o  have  t o  b e  c o d i f i e d  anyway t h e y  t h o u g h t  it was a  good t h i n g  
t o  d o  t h i s .  T h e r e  i s  a  new 3 p a r t  numbering sys tem.  T h i s  w i l l  
r e a l l y  s i m p l i f y  t h i n g s  a  l o t .  He went on t o  e x p l a i n  f u r t h e r .  

R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  Uhde came i n .  

M r .  P y f e r  s a i d  t h i s  changes  t h e  
b i e n n i a l  r ev iew and c l a r i f i e s  t h e  

e x i s t i n g  ru le-making.  

R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  Keyser  a s k e d  how l o n g  
t h e y  c o u l d  a n t i c i p a t e  t h a t  it would 

t a k e .  M r .  P y f e r  s a i d  J u l y  1, 1980 i s  t h e  d e a d l i n e  and t h a t  it s t a t e s  
s o  on page  3 ,  l i n e  1 6 .  T h e r e  was some d i s c u s s i o n  a b o u t  t h i s .  M r .  
P y f e r  s a i d  i f  t h e y  d o  n o t  r e c o d i f y  t h e i r  r u l e s  t h e y  w i l l  become 
i n v a l i d  and t h e y  would have  t o  g o  t h r o u g h  t h e  e n t i r e  p r o c e s s  of  t h e  
A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  Review A c t .  

There  was no  f u r t h e r  d i s c u s s i o n  and 
t h e  h e a r i n g  c l o s e d  on S e n a t e  B i l l  1 6 4 .  

HOUSE BILL NO. 620: R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  Lory ,  this b i l l  i s  
d e s i g n e d  t o  c u t  some o f  t h e  p a p e r  

work. I t  would r e v i s e  t h e  p r o c e d u r e  f o r  p r e a u d i t  of  l i q u i d a t e d  
c l a i m s  by t h e  Department  o f  A d m i n i s t r a t i o n .  

DAVE LEWIS: Department  of  A d m i n i s t r a t i o n .  This 
i s  t o  c l a r i f y  a  a  problem t h a t  h a s  

cone  a b o u t  i n  t h e  l a s t  c o u p l e  of  y e a r s .  If no a p p r o p r i a t i o n  i s  
a v a i l a b l e  f o r  t h e  payment o f  a  l i q u i d a t e d  c l a i m ,  t h e  d e p a r t m e n t  
s h a l l  a u d i t  it and ,  i f  it i s  a  v a l i d  c l a i m ,  t r a n s m i t  it t o  t h e  
g o v e r n o r  f o r  p r e s e n t a t i o n  t o  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e .  

There  was v e r y  l i t t l e  d i s c u s s i o n  
and no q u e s t i o n s .  R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  

S c u l l y  a s k e d  i f  t h e r e  were o t h e r  p r o p o n e n t s .  

J A C K  YOBLE: I s u p p o r t  House B i l l  620, I would 
l i k e  t o  e x p l a i n  how t h i s  would r e d u c e  

p a p e r  work. A d e p a r t m e n t  c o u l d  n o t  make any c h a r g e  a g a i n s t  any 
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a p p r o p r i a t i o n  u n l e s s  t h e  b a l a n c e  ~f t h e  a p p r o p r i a t i o n  Is a v a i l a b l e  
and a d e q u a t e .  I f  no  a p p r o p r i a t i a n  i s  a v a i l a b l e  fo r  t t . 2  payment of 
a c l a i m ,  t h e  d e p a r t m e n t  s h a l l  a u d i t  i t  and if it i s  a v a l i d  claim, 

f 
would g o  t o  t h e  Governor.  H e  went on and  g a v e  s t a t i s t i c s  o f  amounts 
of p a p e r  work a t  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y .  W e  b e l i e v e  t h a t  p a s s ~ n g  t h i s  b i l l  
s h o u l d  be  a  s a v i n g  of $50,000 a  y e a r  and s t i l l  have  e f f e c t i v e  c o n t r o l  

There  was some d i s c u s s i o n  a b o u t  t h e  
way t h e  b i l l  would work and whe the r  

i t  would a c t u a l l y  s a v e  t h e  s t a t e  paperwork,  I 
No f u r t h e r  d i s c u s s i o n  and no questions 
t h e  h e a r i n g  c l o s e d  o n  House B i l l  620 .  1 

-7 

SENATE BILL NO. 152:  - S e n a t o r  Thomas. This b i l l  i s  t o  
r e v i s e  t h e  p r o c e d u r e  f o r  h e a r i n g  a n d  

a p p e a l  when a  y o u t h  i s  a l l e g e d  t o  have v i o l a t e d  h i s  a f t e r c a r e  
ag reement .  The c o u n t y  a t t o r n e y s  a r e  i n  s u p p o r t  of t h i s  b i l l .  T h i s  
is  t o  r e f i n e  t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  s o  t h a t  a  y o u t h s  rights a r e  p r o t e c t e d .  

r 
N I C K  ROTERING: Department  o f  I n s t i t u t i o n s .  We are 

f u l l y  i n  s u p p o r t  o f  t h i s  b i l l .  H e  
went  t h r o u g h  t h e  b i l l  b r i e f l y  and e x p l a i n e d  t h e i r  s u p p o r t .  

KAREN MIKOTA : League o f  Women Voters. W e  are i n  
s u p p o r t  o f  t h e  b i l l ,  however,  w e  

do  have  some q u e s t i o n s  a b o u t  it. On page  2 ,  l i n e  2 4 ,  w e  want  t o  
know why t h e  word j u s t i f i e d  w a s  t a k e n  o u t .  And on  page  4 ,  l i n e s  7 
t h r o u g h  3.1. T h i s  s e e m s  t o  be i n c o n s i s t e n t .  I have  a q u e s t i o n  
a b o u t  t h e  t i m i n g  a b o u t  when he  h a s  t o  make h i s  appeal. 1 

There w a s  d i s c u s s i o n  a b o u t  t h i s ,  a n d  
M r .  R o t e r i n g  s a i d ,  w e  f e e l  t h a t  

t h e  word j u s t i f i e d  was r e d u n d a n t ,  t h e r e  may be some o t h e r s  t h a t  
m i t i g a t e .  A f t e r  some g e n e r a l  d i s c u s s i o n  t h e  h e a r i n g  c l o s e d  on S e n a t e  

8 
B i l l  No. 152.  I 

There  was no  f u r t h e r  b u s i n e s s  t o  
come b e f o r e  t h e  commit tee  and t h e  

m e e t i n g  a d j o u r n e d  a t  8 : 3 0  t o  g o  i n t o  e x e c u t i v e  s e s s i o n  t o  t a k e  
a c t i o n  on b i l l s  s t i l l  pend ing .  

8 




