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Senator Mazurek asked if anything special needed to be done
by a Montana notary to be legal in North Dakota. Senator
Keating responded "NO" and said there were no registration
or bonding requirements.

Senator Mazurek said he felt the bonding issue needed
further study.

Senator Crippen said the committee had received letters
regarding the bill. (Exhibits 5 and 6)

Closing by ~“ronsor: Senat.: Keating closed by stating that
this v wld not require extra work for the Secretary of
State's office if this biii were enacted. He closed.

HEARING ON SENATE BILL 84

Presentation and gEgnlng Statement by Sponsor: Senator
Vaughn of Libby, representing District 1, opened the
hearing. She stated that SB 84 would require the
registration of sexual offenders by the Department of

Institutions and local law enforcement agencies;
providing that registration cannot be waived in
imposing sentence; and requiring mandatory treatment
for sexual offenders imprisoned in the state prison.
She explained the bill and its amendments. She
presented copies of the amendments to the committee
(See Exhibit 2.) She also read a letter from some
Libby-area residents who wished to voice their opinion.
(See Exhibit 3.)

List of Testifying Proponents and What Group they Represent:

Representative Dorothy Cody of Wolf Point, District 15
Ron Ardis, Attorney for the Child Protection Services
Mike McGrath, Lewis and Clark County Attorney

Mike Sherwood, Montana Trial Lawyers Association

List of Testifying Opponents and What Group They Represent:

None

Testimony:

Representative Cody stated that, in her area, there wvas a
group called Voices for Children, which acted as a strong
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advocate for children who were sexually abused. They
started an investigation on a registration law, and joined
with Senator Vaughn and a Great PFalls group who also
expressed an interest. She felt this bill reflected their
views on the subject and deserved the committee's
consideration. The purpose of the bill was to send a strong
sessage that child abuse would not be tolerated in the state
of Montana.

Ron Ardis agreed that child abuse is a serious problem.
Sexual offenders use conceit, fraud, conspiracy, law and
protection to avoid detection. Once a person is a sexual
offender, it becomes normal for them, usually originating in
a dysfunctional family. He said that sex abuse continues
from Tonaration to generation. This law could aid in
fighting the problem, he felt, as well as stand up to strict
scrutiny by the Montana Supreme Court.

Mike McGrath stated that, last year, 22% of the population
of the state prison were sex offenders and 25% of the new
admissions to the prison were sex offenders. He said that,
eventually, those people were released and would offend
again if they are not treated. He supported registration
and limitation of employment where children were present.
He understood that the governor's budget contained $212,000

for the sex offender treatment program. He urged support of
the bill.

Mike Sherwood appeared as a proponent, but said he had some
concerns with the bill. He presented written testimony to
the secretary. (See Exhibit 4.)

Questions From Committee Members: Senator Beck asked,
rather than a 10-year registration, would Senator Vaughn
consider a probationary period. She replied she wouldn't
object if the committee savw fit to do that.

Senator Mazurek asked Dan Russell, administrator of the
Department of Institutions, if he had any concerns about the
bill. Dan replied that he worked with Senator Vaughn on the
amendments. He said the Department of Justice didn't get
into the business of registering anyone for programs such as
this. BSenator Vaughn said that they do register arsonists
now. MNr. Russell felt that the Department of Institutions
was better suited to handling the registration.

Senator Mazurek asked for Mr. Russell's comments on Mr.
Sherwood's suggestions which would limit the registration to
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pecple who are under state supervision. He said that the
man in Libby (see Exhibit 3) would not have been registered
because he had completed his entire sentence and was no
longer under state supervision vhen he committed his brutal
acts. Dan Russell replied that, once the person is released
from prison, they would be registered for a period of ten
years after release.

Senator Mazurek stated that Mr. Sherwood wanted to change
th:t and Mr. Russell indicated he would prefer the bill as
written.

Senator Beck asked for an opinion on the requirement of the
treatment program at the prison. Mr. Russell stated that
the amendment that Senator Vaughn had submitted came about
as a result of the concern of the Department of Corrections.
People who don't admit they have a problem are not very
amenable to treatment, he said. He felt that those people
should be allowed to get into the educational phase. By
doing so, some individuals might finally admit they had a
problem and accept treatment.

Senator Jenkins asked how he would feel about a 10-year
parole to the end of the probation period. Mr. Russell
indicated it would be fine with him.

Senator Beck asked if there were any sex offender criminals
who were not sent to prison who might benefit from the
program. Mr. Russell stated that there were. That was
covered in Section 3, he said. Some people may get
suspended sentences for certain sexual offenses.

Closing by Sponsor: Senator Vaughn closed by stating that a
first offense is often looked at lightly. But, she
felt that could lead to more and more offenses which
were more and more serious, sometimes leading to death.
She felt that the innocent needed to be protected and
thought the bill would be a way of doing that. She
urged passage of the bill.
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Amendments: Senator Jenkins MOVED to increase the $10,000

on ne 7/, page 2 to $50,000. The MOTION CARRIED
UNANIMOUSLY,

Senator Jenkins MOVED on line 19, after “contact” to delete
line 20 and 21. vValencia said the amendment is essentially
to delete "or” on line 19, and all the way through 21, then
any technical corrections. The MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

Recommendation and Vote: Senator Harp MOVED that Senate
. @ MOTION FAILED on a vote of 3 to 7
with Senators Brown, Harp and Yellowtail voting YES.

Senator Harp MOVED a substitute motion to TABLE THE BILL.
There was no vote taken.

Senator Beck MOVED that Senate Bill 229 DO PASS AS AMENDED.
The MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

DISPOSITION OF SENATE BILL 84

Discussion: The committee discussed the amendments prepare.
Y Senator Vaughn. (See Exhibit 4.) Valencia Lane said the
first amendment changed the title. A new section was added
requiring internal changes. The first major amendment (#4)
requires the district court, rather than the Department of
Institutions, to obtain the place of residence an offender
had following release from prison, she said. The committee
felt there were problems with that. (See Motion A below.)
Valencia said that registration laws have been upheld in
Utah and California, but probably would be struck down if
indecent exposure were included, which was considered to be
less serious. We presently have a registration of
arsonists, she said.

Valencia explained the amendment (#5) requiring the local
law enforcement to forward the new address (if he moves) to
the department and to the local law enforcement at the new
place of residence.

She explained New Section 9 which restricted places of
employment. See Motion below.

Amendment #3 would strike 45-5-504, which would remove
indecent exposure from the bill, Valencia told the committee
(p-1, line 23). (See Senator Jenkins MOTION B below.)
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Amendments and Vote: MOTION A. Senator Mazurek MOVED
that the committes DELETE Amendment #4 from the Vaughn set
Of amsndments. The MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

MOTION B. Senator Jenkins MOVED Amendment #3. The MOTION
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

SBenator Pinsoneault MOVED New Bection 9 and the title be
corrected. The MOTION CARRIED b{ & vote of 9 to 3, with
Senators Mazurek, Crippen and Yellowtail voting NO.

Senator Crippen MOVED Amendments #9 and #10 (educational
requirement). The MOTION CARRIED by a vote of 8 to 2, with
Senators Yellowtail and Pinsoneault voting NO,

Valencia said that Nick Rotering had suggested an amendment
on r 1, 1line 25, that subsection 3 should be inserted
following 45-5-503. Benator Crippen MOVED that amendment.
The MOTION CARRIED URANINOUSLY.

(All amendments except #4, plus the Rotering amendment
Passed.)

Recommendation and Vote:

Benator Halllgan WOVED that Senate Bill 84 DO PASS AS

AMENDED. The MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL 91

Discussion; Senator Mazurek thought the suggested raige in
price for copies of death certificates was too high.

Amendments and Votes: Senator Halligan MOVED to amend
allowing a $5.00 copy fee.

Senator Jenkins MOVED a SUBSTITUTE MOTION allowing a $5.00
fee for the first copy and a $3.00 fee for copies
thereafter.

Recommendation and Vote Senator Jenkins MOVED that Senate
mmn}‘u AMENDED. The MOTION CARRIED
UNANIMOUSL) .
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SENATE STANDIBG COMMITTER REPORT
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1989
MR. PRESIDENT:
at iorn We, your cuommittee on Judiciary, having had under consideration
::l q; SB 84 (first reading copy -- white), respectfully report that SB
y = 84 be amended and as so amended do pass:
1. Title, line 9.
Following: “FRISON;"
Insert: “"RESTRICTING EMFLOYMENT OF PERSONS REQUIRED TO REGISTER,; "
2. Page 1, lines 14 and 17.
Page 2. lines & and 17.
Page 3, lines 2, 7, 16, 17, 20, 22, and 24.
Page 4, lines 2 and 4.
Strike: “8°
Insert: "9°
3. Page 1, line 23.
rollovlnq- "85 5 Se2"
Insert: “(3)°
Strike: “45-5%-%04. °
4. Page 3, llner 11 through 14.
Pollowing: "department”™ on line 11
Strike: remainder of line 11 through “residence” on line 14
Insert: "and the local law enforcement agency having local
jurisdiction over the new place of residence”
5. Page 4, lines 5 and 6.
rollowing: line 4
Strike: line 5 through "felony” on line &
Insert: "may be sentenced to a term of imprisonsent of mot less
than 990 days or a fine mot to exceed $250, or both”
‘;irlon

continued . e B SR

.




SENATE JUDICIARY, SB B84
page 2 of 2
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6. Page 4, line 7. HE
Following: line 6 be
Insert: “NEN SECTION, Sectiom 9. Esployment restrictions. {1} A
person required to register under [sections 1 through 9| may
- pot be employed im or own or operate a child day-care facility
or be employed by a school district for the duration of the
registration. 1
{(2) A person required to register under [sectiones 1 ¥
through 9) who holds a teacher or specialist certificate shall S
have that certificate suspended tor the duration ot the b
registration.”
fenuaber: subsequent sections
7. Page 7, 1lime 11. r
strike: "§° In
i Insert: "9° F.
- 1
‘8. Page 7, line 14.
. Tollowing: “tha”
Iasert: "educational phase of the®
et 9. Page 7, limne 15.
] *.°° strike: “trsatment®
. 10, Page 7, line 20.
7. - Rollowing: line 19
gﬁ-{ Insert:s °“NEM SECYION, Sectiom 12. Severability. If a part ol
.# [this act] is iavalid, all valid parts that are severable
"' from the invalild part resaim in effect. If a part of [this
S8 act] is iavalid ia ome or more of its applicatione, thes part
resains in effect im all valid applications that are severable
2 from the invalid applications.”
AN

lgll-bot. subsequeat section

~
-~

/s

/N
Bruce D. Crippen, airsan




Amendments to Senate Bill No. 84
< rirst Reading Copy (WHITE)

Requested by Senator Vaughn
For the Committee on Judiciary

Prepared by Connie Erickson 1/9/89
(Revised by Valencia Lane 1/30/89)

1. Title, line 9.
Pollowing: “PRISON;*
Insert: "RESTRICTING EMPLOYMENT OF PERSOMS REQUIRED TO REGISTER;"

t 2. m 1, lines 14 and 17. .
s lines 6 and 17.
I'aoo 3. lines 2, 7, 16, 17, 22, and 24.
Page 4, lines 2 and 4.
Strike: *"8*
Insert: *9*

3. Page 1, line 23.
strike: "45-5-504,"

4. Page 2, lines 7 through 9.
Pollowing: “"sentenced.” oa line 7

Strike: remainder of line 7 thto:rh “gentence.” on line 9

Inssrt: “Upoa sentencing, trict court shall obtain the
address where the person expects to reside during the term of
his sentence, upon release or discharge of his sentence, or
during the term of his suspension and shall notify the
department.”®

S. Pag® 3, lines 11 through 14.

. PFollowing: "department® oa line 11

8 . . Strike: remainder of line 11 through “residence” on line 14
5 #,4. ‘ Mtl ®and the local law enforcement agency having 1local
AN jJurisdictioa over the new place of residence”

C.hgo‘.llu.!nd‘.
3 line 4

b §B008402.av]l
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In.ll...ﬁfh:l&*-—-—
Insert: "NEW SECTION. Sectioa 9. Employment restrictioms. (1) A
person required to register under (sections 1 through 9] may
not be employed in or own or rate a child day-care facility
or be employed by a school district for the duration of the
registration.
(2) A person required to register under ([sections 1
through 9] who holds a teacher or specialist certificate shall

have that certificate suspended for the duration of the
registration.”

8. Page 7, line 11.
Strike: "8"
Insert: "9*

STER; "
9. Page 7, line 14.
Following: “"the”
Insert: “"educational nhase of the"
10. Page 7, line 1S.
Strike: “"treatment”
11. P 7. line 20.
Following: line 19
Insert: “MEW SECTION. Sectioa 12. Severability. If a part of
(this act] Is Invalid, all valid parts thai are severable
from the invalid part remain in effect. If a part of [this
act) is invalid in one or more of its applications, the part
remains in effect in all valid applications that are severable
: from the invalid applications.®
in the Renumber: subsequent section
rerm of
ce, OF
fy the
Amendment proposed :! Mick Rotering
. of the Department Institutions
local A. P . line 23.
Pollowing: "45-5-502°"
Insert: “(3)°"
>t less
¢ 2
‘ . avl -
402.avl 2 m
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Senator Eleanor Vaughn
Capltol Statlion #130
Helena. MT 59620
rt of
2:..,1. Dear Senator Vaughn,
f [this
“[,. part We would |lke to express our very strong support of Senate
e Bil) #84. Young Ryan Van Luchen was bru ally murcered Dy a
“man who had been previously convicted of sexually assaulting
2 young boys In the same area Ryan’s body was found In. Ve
feel that |f the provisions In this blll had been law.
perhaps this terrible tragedy would have been avolded.
We also support any other legislation that would assist In
the protection of our chlldren (and punlshment of those who
L » harm them) such as the other blll now proposed that would

allow for the death penalty In cases where death resulted
auring a sexual assault.

; Thank you so much for you hard work ln presenting this
o - A legislation. we greatly appreciate It, and appreclate your

efforts In keeping us Informed of what s happening !n our
State Legislature.

i I s o ‘!EH%: Lhader é? & % 6@4-1.

Cinda 3. Meyet
—5 t . - ‘®
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MERIDIAN OIL

Janvary 26, 1989

Senator Bruce Crippen
Capitol Station

Helena, Montana 59602
RE: Senate Bil) 232
Honorable Senator Cripper
It has come to my attent
Janvary 30, 1989. As a ]
$B-232 should be approve
reciprocity arrangemsent »
1 would request that you

Yours very truly,

T

RGC:m1m/B06
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None.

Testifying Opponents and Who They Represent:

None.

Opponent Testimony:

None.

Questions From Committee Members: Rep. Eudaily questioned Sen.
Harding as to why the effective date had been stricken in
the original bill? Sen. Harding responded that the Senate
Judiciary Committee objected to the effective immediate date
unless it is absolutely necessary.

Closing by Sponsor: Senator Harding closed.

DISPOSITION OF SENATE BILL 120

Motion: A motion was made by Rep. Mercer to BE CONCUREP IN,
motion seconded by Rep. Gould.

Discussion: None.

Amendments, Discussion, and Votes: None.

Recommendation and Vote: A vote was taken on the motion that SB
120 BE CONCURED IN and CARRIED unanimously.

HEARING ON SENATE BILL 84

Presentation and Opening Statement by Sponsor:

Senator Vaughn, Senate District 1 stated that SB 84 is an
act requiring a registration of sexual offenders by the
Dept. of Institutions and local enforcement agencies. It
provides that registration cannot be waived in imposing
sentences requiring mandatory treatment for srxual offenders
imprisoned in the State Prison and restricting employment of
persons required to register.

Testifying Proponents and Who T..2y Represent:

Steve Waldron, Executive Director Montana Mental Health Centers
Susan Sachsenmaier, Mental Health Forensic Consultant
Carolyn Clemens, Lewis and Clark Deputy County Attorney

Proponent Testimony:

Steve Waldron stated that the therapists who provide treatment to
the sex offenders in the mental health center system support
this bill as do the mental health centers. They see this
bill as a step toward assuring protection for society as
well as assuring that these offenders .ill be treated and
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will have constraints put on taem.

Susan Sachsenmaier presented before the Committee a written
testimony voicing her support of SB 84 (EXHIBIT 1).

Carolyn Clemens commented that to her understanding about 20% of
the population in the Montana State Prison is there because
of sex offenses. Additionally, approximately 25% of the new
admissions on a yearly basis are sex offenders in the
Montana State Prison. As has been previously testified, the
research in this area shows that mort people Lhat are
apprehended for sex offenses have been there before. This
is not the first time they have committed a sex offense.
Mrs. Clemens stated that she is particularly supporting the
requirement of treatment within the prison. She feels that
it is important to require these people to go through the
educational phase of treatment as it is not pieasant for sex
offenders to go through and it is not something they wouid
do on their own. Indications have been that unless people
are subjected to treatment and forced to go through this
program they will continue to offend time and time again.
Mrs. Clemens continued that the more we can do to educate
sex offenders the better the chance we have of saving the
victims in the future.

Testifying Opponents and Who They Represent:
None.

Opponent Testimony:

None.

Questions From Committee Members: Rep. Eudaily expressed to
Senator Vaughn that he Is uncomfortable with Section 9 of
the bill on the employment restrictions. What about
dentists, doctors, nurses, counselors, business people,
preschoolers, and university people employed who alsc deal
vith young people? Senator Vaughn stated that the reason
Section 9 is shown the way it is is because of a separate
bill that was drafted in regard to education employment.
That particular bill strictly limited it to education and
did not include other people or expand further. Sen. Vaughn
commented that she would have no quarrel with amending
Section 9 to include other people. Rep. Eudaily then
suggested to Sen. Vaughn to eliminate Section 9 and leave
the remainder of the bill the way it is. Sen. Vaughn stated
that she would have some concerns if Section 9 was
eliminated and would prefer to have it amended in some way
to include those people that work with people and/or
children or anyone who has been convicted of sexual offense
to not be able to work with children during that time.
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. Eudaily continued by asking Sen. Vaughn what her definition
of children is. Sen. Vaughn stated that when they were
introducing the bill it was involving children under the age
of 18 years.

- Boharski also questioned Section 9 stating that it does not
appear to fit in the rest of the bill. He inquired of Ms.
Sachsenmaier if she saw any rationale for a ten yea: limit?
Why not make it life? Ms. Sachsenmaier stated that it
really ought to be life. As long as a person has the
physicai energy to get up and move around that person is
susceptible to committing a sexual offense. In follow up
programs with sexual offenders, the parole stipulations
typically have idenrtified the prncursors to that persons
crime and forbid the person from going anywhere near that
type of situation. This means that a child molester is not
allowed to go near play grounds or schools or anyplace where
children frequent unless that person is supervised. Ms.
Sachsenmajier stated that Section 9, as she understands i:,
is incorporating what knowledgeable parolr officers
consistently incorporate in after care plans.

Hannah questioned Ms. Sachsenmaier's testimony where she
stated that 100% of sexual offenders were abused as children
and asked if she had documentation of that information. Ms.
Sachsenmaier stated that she could research those statistics
and submit the information for the Committee's review.

Closing by Sponsor: Rep. Vaughn closed stating that this is
something that we can't afford not to do and hopefully by
requiring them to go through the educational phase, we might
be able to get more of them helped. Rep. Vaughn submitted
to the Committee a community letter in support of SB 84
(EXHIBIT 2), and made it known to the Committee that Rep.
Dorothy Cody wished to testify on behalf of the bill but was
unable to attend.

DISPOSITION OF SENATE BILL 84

Motion: A motion was made by Rep. Darko to BE CONCURED IN,
motion seconded by Rep. Brooke.

Discussion: Rep. Eudaily expressed his concerns in regard to
section 9. He -tated that if it is so inclusive that it
covers everybody then it is unfair to put it in a very
restricted way as it now stands.

In response to Rep. Eudaily, Rep. Darko commented that when
professional people loose their license they must appear
before their board. She suggested to Rep. Eudaily that they
could insert into Section 9 that a hearing before the Board
of Public Education be entitled before their certificate was
suspended. This way they would go through a hearing process
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before it was automatically revoked.

Mercer stated that the whole concept is beyond the scope of
the title of how this bill was originally introduced. It
doesn't seem that it was intended at all to restrict
employment directly. Rep. Mercer suggested that perhaps a
better way to approach this would be to make this
information available to anyone who is going to be hiring
and let them make their own decision.

Amendments, Discussion, and Votes: Rep. Eudaily moved to amend
section 9 out of the bill, motion seconded by Rep. Hannah.
A vote was taken on the amendment and CARRIED with Rep.
Darko voting No.

Rep. Gould moved to amend page 4, lines 2-6, strike "liability
for non-compliance with®, insert the convicted sexual
offenders duty to register under. Motion seconded by Rep.
Knapp and CARRIED unanimously.

Hannah motioned to amend page 2, line 1, 45-5-507, following
incest statute, insert (unless the act occurred between two

consenting perscns 16 years of age or older). Motion
£2C0 Y Rep. Mercer a IED unanimously.

Recommendation and Vote: MNo further action was taken on SB 84.

HEARING ON SENATE BILL 12

Presentation and Opening Statement by Sponsor:

Senator Mike Halligan, Senate District 29 in Missoula stated
that the purpose of SB 12 is simply to allow the same
medical legal panel to be used in a malpractice claim when a
doctor or health care professional or the facility is sued.

Testifying Proponents and Who They Represent:

Sheila Stearns, University of Montana

Proponent Testimony:

Sheila Stearns, voicing support of SB 12 stated that she was
speaking on behalf of Dr. Robert Curry, Director of the
University of Montana Health Service. The University
clear)y supports this bill and believes it simply extends to
all college and university health operations the same
intervening layer of protection from frivolous malpractice
suits that is already extended to the rest of the medical
commurity.

Testifying Opponents and Who They Represent:

Wans

Opponent Test
None.
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Senate Bill 84 is a good bill. It afpropriately addresses many

of the issues relevant to the beginning control of sexual crimes
against innocent others. The government's financial resources

are much better spent in the prevention of sexual victimization
than in supporting the enormous costs of treatment of the victim

and the victim's family,&trying, convicting and incarcerating the
criminal.

Over and over again, it has been demonstrated that when society
begins to take responsibility for destructive behavior by enacting
laws against it, individuals perceive that they are being given a
clear message and also begin to take responsibility for their
behavior. The laws against domestic abuse are one example. As
legislators duly elected by the people of Montana, I believe you
have the responsibility to give a clear message to sex offenders
that society will no longer silently stand by; rather, we will do
everything in our power to stop sexual crimes.

VOTE FOR SENATE BILL 84.




EXHIBIT
DATE 3~

pr $BBq4

P.0. Box 599
Troy. MT 59935
January 15, 1989

Senator Eleanor Vauaghn
Capitol Station =130
Helena. MT 59620

Dear Senator Vauaghn.

We woula |ike to exXpress our very sStrong support of Senate
311! 284. Young Pvan Van Luchen was brutallv muraer®d ov a
“Man wno naa been orevious|y convictea of sexuaily assaulting
2 YOUNQ DOVE |7 the same area Rvan‘s boay was founa In. We
tee! that if the provisions |n this blll haa been law,
oerhaps thils terrible tragedy would have been avolded.

We aiso support any other legislation that would assist |n
the protection of our chlldren (and punishment of those who
harm them) such as the other bl now proposed that would
allow for the ceath Penalty In cases where death resulted
auring a sexual assauit.

Thank vou so much for Yyou hard work In presenting thils
lealslation. we greatly appreciate |t, and appreclate your

efforts In keeping us Informea of what |s happening in our
State Legislature.

N\ e & Naion ,

. AN
JAGK L. BAIN DORIS M. DAVIS

( 'f &L‘-w‘ haJer Ak Jg : /Scu.i
EARL F. BAIR




BOUSE COMMITTEE ON JUDICIARY
March 7, 1989
Page 9 of 10

Closing by Sponsor: Sen. Harp closed.

DISPOSITION OF SENATE BILL 21 Recommend.

Motion: Rep. Mercer moved that SB 21 BE CONCURRED IN. Rep. Addy
seconded

Discussion: MNone.

Amendments, Discussion, and Votes: None.

Recommendation and Vote: The motion that SB 21 be recommended BE
with Reps. Wyatt and Brooke opposing.

Adjournme

Rep. Mercer will carry the bill on the house floor.
EXECUTIVE ACTION
DISPOSITION OF SENATE BILL 84
Rep. Brown stated that amendments have been suggested. DB/td

Notion: Rep. Darko moved that SB 84 BE CONCURRED IN. Seconded
Yy Rep. Gould.

Discussion: MNone.

Amendments, Discussion, and Votes: Rep. Darko moved the
suggested amendments. Rep. Eudaily seconded.

Rep. Eudaily stated that this amendment does what the sponsor
intended.

5308.MIN

Rep. Mercer felt that the amendment is beyond the scope of the
bill. 1If this is part of the sentence then it is only
restricted to that period of time.

Rep. Strizich stated that as a practical matter the probation and
supervision becomes a self-supervised situation but that
does not mean that a person cannot be found in violation of
his probatioa or parole.

Rep. Darko stated that the most overpowering reason for such
controls is because testimony showed that these people are
oot in control of themselves. They perform better in
controlled situations.

Rep. Bobarskl made a substitute motioa to change "shall® to "may”
: in the amendment. Rep. Rice seconded. The moti.a PAILED
with Reps. Boharski and Rice voting in favor.

+The motica to amend as moved by Rep. Darko CARRIED with Reps.
.. Bsrcer, Enapp, MNcDonough and Bobarski opposing.
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Rep. Darko moved that SB 84 BE
unanimously.

ADJOURNMENT
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STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

“arch 7, 1989

Page 1 cf 1

Mr. Speaker: We, the committee on Judiciary report that SFNATF
BILL 84 (third reading copy -- blue) be concurred in as amended.

Signed: _

T " Pave Brown, Chairman

[REP, _ WILL CARRY THIS BILL ON THE MOUSE FLOOR]

And, that such amendments read:

1. Page 2, line 1.

Following: "45-5-5C7"

Insert: "(unless the act occurred between 2 consenting perscns 16
years of age or older)*®

2. Page 4, line 2,
Strike: "Liability for noncompliance with®
Insert: "A convicted sexual offender's duty to recister under®

3. Page 4, lines 13 through 21.

Strike: ®"EMPLOYMENT® on line 13 through end of line 21

Insert: ¥Sentence upon conviction--restriction on employment.
A judge sentencing a person upon conviction of a sexual
offense shall, as a condition to probation, parole, or
deferment or suspension of sentence, impose upon the
defendant reasonable employment or occupational
prohibitions and restrictions designed to protect the
class or classes of persons containing the likely
victims of further offenses by the defendant.”




