
  

 
   COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT 
   February 8, 2011 

ARIZONA HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Fiftieth Legislature – First Regular Session 

 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT 

 
Minutes of Meeting 

Tuesday, February 8, 2011 
House Hearing Room 4  --  2:00 p.m. 

 
 
Vice-Chairman Urie called the meeting to order at 2:08 p.m. and attendance was noted by the 
secretary. 
 

Members Present 
 
Mr. Arredondo Ms. Hobbs Mrs. Ugenti 
Mr. Forese Mr. Meyer Mr. Urie, Vice-Chairman 
Mr. Gowan Mr. Montenegro Mrs. Burges, Chairman 
 

Members Absent 
 
None   
 

Committee Action 
 
HB2077 - DPA (5-4-0-0) HB2302 - DPA (9-0-0-0) 
HB2092 - HELD BY SPONSOR REQUEST HB2441 - DP (8-0-0-1) 
HB2137 - DISCUSSION ONLY HB2501 - DPA (6-3-0-0) 
HB2164 - HELD BY SPONSOR REQUEST HB2513 - DP (7-1-0-1) 
HB2275 - HELD BY SPONSOR REQUEST  
 
CONSIDERATION OF BILLS 
 
HB2275 - incorporation; urbanized areas - HELD BY SPONSOR REQUEST 
 
Representative Frank Pratt, sponsor, addressed the Members to request that HB2275 be held. 
 

Vice-Chairman Urie announced that HB2275 will be held by sponsor request.  
 
HB2164 - county treasurer’s management fund - HELD BY SPONSOR REQUEST 
 
Representative John Kavanagh, sponsor, addressed the Members to request that HB2164 be held.  
 

Vice-Chairman Urie announced that HB2164 will be held by sponsor request.  
 
HB2302 - protected address; secretary of state - DO PASS AMENDED 
 

Chairman Burges moved that HB2302 do pass. 
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Chairman Burges moved that the Burges seventeen-page amendment dated 
02/04/2011 (Attachment 1) be adopted.  
 
Chairman Burges moved that the Burges seven-line amendment dated 2/7/11 
(Attachment 2) to the Burges seventeen-page amendment dated 02/04/2011 
(Attachment 1) be adopted.   

 
Michelle Hindman, Majority Research Analyst, stated that HB2302 requires the Secretary of 
State to establish a Safe at Home program to protect the residential addresses of victims of 
domestic violence, sexual offenses and stalking or harassment (Attachment 3). 
 
Ms. Hindman explained that the Burges seventeen-page amendment dated 02/04/2011 
(Attachment 1) prescribes in detail the program application, the role of application assistants, 
certified participant authorization cards, the exchange of information between the Secretary of 
State and other state or local government agencies, and the use of program participant’s 
addresses by state or local government agencies.   
 
She said the amendment also establishes the Address Confidentiality Program (ACP) fund, 
which consists of assessments collected pursuant to statute.  Any person who is convicted of a 
domestic violence offense, a sexual offense or stalking, in addition to any other penalty, fine, fee 
or assessment authorized by law, will additionally pay an assessment of $50.00, 95 percent of 
which will be distributed into the ACP Fund.  The court is allowed to retain the other 5 percent to 
defray administrative costs. 
 
Ms. Hindman explained that the Burges seven-line amendment dated 2/7/11 (Attachment 2) adds 
a provisions that requires the director of the ACP to be available to state or local government 
agencies 24 hours a day for purposes of a request for disclosure, and prohibits persons required 
to register as a sex offender from participating in the program.   
 
Representative JD Mesnard, sponsor, thanked the Members of the Committee and handed out 
two letters from constituents supporting the bill (Attachments 4 and 5) for review.  He stated that 
HB2302 was initially a good concept but has since been modified with the two amendments to 
develop that concept (Attachments 1 and 2).  Representative Mesnard stated that the bill adds a 
degree of protection for victims of domestic violence or sexual abuse who are afraid for their 
safety.  
 
Mrs. Ugenti asked if there is a cost associated with the implementation of the program.  
Representative Mesnard stated that there is a cost paid for by fees associated with domestic 
violence and court documents for committing a crime, but no General Fund money is used.  
Mrs. Ugenti asked the estimated cost.  Representative Mesnard stated that he does not have that 
amount, but that it is a small amount.  
 
Ms. Hobbs thanked Representative Mesnard for bringing the bill forward.  Mr. Mesnard thanked 
Ms. Hobbs for signing onto the bill as a co-sponsor.  
 
Ken Bennett, Secretary of State, testified in support of HB2302, stating that based on the 
Colorado plan that the Arizona plan was modeled after, the expected cost for the plan is 
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approximately $120,000 a year which will be fully covered by the fees incurred by individuals 
who violate the domestic violence statutes in the state.  He stated that the program is anticipated 
to remain small, based on the models in Colorado and Washington.  Secretary of State Bennett 
stated that individuals would receive an identification card which would allow them to receive an 
address to use for all of their documentation.  The address would be the Secretary of State’s 
address which would allow the office to forward all first class and other mail in a confidential 
manner.  
 
Ana Jabkowski, Systems Advocate, Arizona Coalition Against Domestic Violence, testified in 
support of HB2302, stating that, currently, the only way for an individual to protect their address 
is to obtain a Post Office (P.O.) Box, which is not secure.  She stated that the bill creates a new 
level of safety and protection for victims.  
 
Mr. Forese asked how many people would be aided by the program.  Ms. Jabkowski stated that 
participation in the program is voluntary, and Colorado reports that only about 1,000 to 1,500 
individuals are enrolled in the program.   Mr. Forese asked what the private sector is doing to 
help victims and create a path to safety.  Ms. Jabkowski stated that, currently, a safety plan with 
victim advocates educates victims about ways to ensure their safety, but none of the tools are 
foolproof.  
 
Chairman Burges announced the names of those who signed up in support of HB2302 but did not 
speak: 
Jim Drake, Assistant Secretary of State, Secretary of State's Office  
Danielle Rothleutner, Case Manager, representing self 
Mary Marshall, PIO/Legislative Liaison, Arizona Criminal Justice Commission 
Kathleen Mayer, Deputy Pima County Attorney, Pima County Attorney's Office 

 
Question was called on the motion that the Burges seven-line amendment 
dated 2/7/11 (Attachment 2) to the Burges seventeen-page amendment dated 
02/04/2011 (Attachment 1) be adopted.  The motion carried. 
 
Chairman Burges moved that the Burges seventeen-page amendment dated 
02/04/2011 (Attachment 1) as amended be adopted. The motion carried.  
 
Chairman Burges moved that HB2302 as amended do pass.  The motion 
carried by a roll call vote of 9-0-0-0 (Attachment 6). 
 

HB2077 - federal agencies; registration with sheriff - DO PASS AMENDED 
 

Chairman Burges moved that HB2077 do pass. 
 
Chairman Burges moved that the Ugenti five-line amendment dated 1/24/11 
(Attachment 7) be adopted.  

 
Stephanie Johnson, Assistant Majority Research Analyst, stated that HB2077 requires any 
federal agency that comes into a county to conduct authorized businesses to register its presence 
with the county sheriff (Attachment 8).  
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Ms. Johnson explained that the Ugenti five-line amendment dated 1/24/11 (Attachment 7) adds 
the words federal regulatory agency into the bill and requires the county sheriff to first forward 
the monies to the county treasurer who then forwards it to the state treasurer.  
 
Representative Chester Crandell, sponsor, stated that HB2077 requires that the federal regulatory 
agencies coming into Arizona let businesses know that they are on their way and give them the 
opportunity to prepare appropriately.  Representative Crandell provided an example of a federal 
regulatory agency fining an Arizona mining company $77,000 for three footprints in the mud.  
He stated that the bill provides protection to businesses from undue regulation and fines, it places 
that responsibility on the county sheriffs who are elected to protect the rights of citizens within 
each county, and, if fines or fees are assessed, the money stays within the State of Arizona.  
 
Mr. Meyer asked if with the bill and the amendment, the assessed fines stay within Arizona.  
Mr. Crandell answered in the affirmative.  Mr. Meyer inquired the federal agencies’ position on 
the bill.  Mr. Crandell stated that he has not met with any of the federal agencies.  Discussion 
ensued.  
 
Jen Sweeney, Government Affairs Director, Arizona Association of Counties, testified in 
opposition to HB2077, stating that the County Sheriff’s Office should not be the entity at which 
federal agencies should be registering, nor should it serve as the collection point for any funds.  
She stated that the County Sheriff’s Office would be the pass-through agency to the County 
Treasurer’s Office and would not know the following: 

• When was the fine levied? 
• What is the amount of the fine? 
• When is the fine due? 
• When is the fine late? 
• Who would become the collection agency for that fine?  

 
Mr. Meyer asked how many federal agencies come into each county annually.  Ms. Sweeney 
answered stated that she does not know.  Mr. Meyer asked if the bill requires the federal 
regulatory agencies to pay a fee when registering with the counties.  Ms. Sweeney stated that the 
bill allows the sheriff of that county to choose whether or not to impose a fee at registration.  
Mr. Meyer asked if there is a limit for that fee.  Ms. Sweeney replied in the negative.  Mr. Meyer 
asked if this requirement to register with the counties is imposed on other agencies.  
Ms. Sweeney stated that she is not sure.  
 
Chairman Burges announced the names of those who signed up in support of HB2077 but did not 
speak:  
Bas Aja, Director, Government Relations, Arizona Cattlemen’s Association 
Dave Kopp, Manager, Arizona Citizens Defense League, Inc. 
 
Chairman Burges announced the names of those who signed up in opposition to HB2077 but did 
not speak: 
Lydia Guzman, representing self 
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Question was called on the motion that the Ugenti five-line amendment dated 
1/24/11 (Attachment 7) be adopted. The motion carried. 
 
Chairman Burges moved that HB2077 as amended do pass.  The motion 
carried by a roll call vote of 5-4-0-0 (Attachment 9).  
 

HB2501 - rules; laws; ordinances; interpretation - DO PASS AMENDED 
 

Chairman Burges moved that HB2501 do pass. 
 
Chairman Burges moved that the Burges seven-line amendment dated 2/7/11 
(Attachment 10) be adopted. 
 

James Craig, Majority Intern, stated that HB2501 mandates that any ambiguous rule, law or 
ordinance adopted by a state agency, political subdivision or local government that is challenged, 
be interpreted in favor of the challenger (Attachment 11).  
 
Mr. Craig explained that the Burges seven-line amendment dated 2/7/11 (Attachment 10) will 
limit the bill’s reach to only regulations, ordinances, and laws relating to permit license and 
zoning approval and disapproval.  
 
Representative Ted Vogt, sponsor, stated that HB2501 determines that an organization, a 
subdivision of the state, that has the ability to write a regulation, ordinance or law, has the ability 
to write a clear regulation, ordinance or law.  In response to a Member’s question, 
Representative Vogt stated that the definition of ambiguous is that which has more than one 
reasonable interpretation, and he stated that, currently, there are many ambiguous regulations.  
 
John Munger, representing self, testified in support of HB2501, stating that he represents 
businesses and entrepreneurs throughout the state and has seen regulators write unclear and 
vague provisions, and he stated that he believes that in some cases, this is intentional.  He 
provided examples of regulations in place that are unclear and have caused problems for 
businesses, requiring them to go through hoops required by the regulator and the interpretation of 
the regulations they wrote.    
 
Joe Higgins, representing self, testified in support of HB2501, stating that he is an entrepreneur 
in Tucson, Arizona and related his experience dealing with vague regulations and the regulators, 
and the negative impact the process had on his businesses.  He stated that these unclear 
regulations are inhibitors of job creation and job growth and urged the support of the Committee 
for HB2501.  
 
Mr. Forese thanked Mr. Higgins for testifying on the bill.  
 
David Lyon, representing self, testified in support of HB2501, relating his experience where he 
and his wife opened a private Christian school, and after a change in the Director of Planning and 
Zoning, with his new interpretation of the laws, they were informed that they could no longer use 
their land for a private school.   He related the various hardships that this event caused, and the 
events that led to the overturning of the decision so that the school could be reopened.  He stated 
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that all of these events resulted in his having to sell the school. He urged the Committee to 
support HB2501.   
 
Art Harding, Legislative Affairs Director, Office of the Attorney General, testified as neutral to 
HB2501, stating that there may be some possible unintended consequences with the bill.  He 
stated that at the state level, rules that agencies make are based on the laws that the Legislature 
passes.  Mr. Harding asserted that ambiguities in the laws that the Legislature passes account for 
ambiguities within those rules and regulations on the agency level.  He stated that there are some 
issues with the current language of the bill, but that the concept is sound and the Office of the 
Attorney General is willing to work on those concerns with the sponsor.  
 
Representative Vogt returned to the podium to state that he is not opposed to working on the 
language and that the purpose of the bill is to make sure that clear rules and regulations are 
written so that business can easily comply.  
 
Mr. Meyer stated that the language of the bill uses the term challenged and asked where the 
interpretation that was deemed ambiguous would be challenged.  Mr. Harding deferred to the 
sponsor or staff.   
 
Representative Vogt stated that the interpretation would be challenged during the application 
process.  Discussion ensued between Mr. Meyer, Representative Vogt and Mr. Munger and 
Ms. Hobbs regarding the process of challenging the interpretation of an ambiguous rule or 
regulation.    
 
Mr. Meyer stated that the courts will get involved regardless, in the interpretation of rules and 
regulations, if challenged and suggested improving the bill.  Mr. Munger stated that he disagrees 
and that there will be less litigation because rules and regulations will be clearer.  Discussion 
ensued between Representative Vogt, Mr. Munger, Mr. Meyer and Mr. Gowan.  
 
Representative Vogt stated that this bill will prompt entities to make more clearly written 
regulations.   
 
Mr. Urie stated that in his experience, if a regulation does not prohibit an action, it is permitted.  
Mr. Vogt stated that this bill requests that those regulations be more clearly written so that 
businesses can comply.  
 
Chairman Burges announced the names of those who signed up in support of HB2501 but did not 
speak: 
Shawnna Bolick, representing self 
Scot Mussi, Deputy Director of Legislative Affairs, Home Builders Association of Central 

Arizona 
 
Chairman Burges announced the names of those who signed up in opposition to HB2501 but did 
not speak: 
Lyle Mann, Deputy Director, Arizona Peace Officer Standards and Training Board 
Chad Heinrich, Government Relations Coordinator, City of Tempe 
Dale Wiebusch, Legislative Associate, League of Arizona Cities and Towns 
Sandy Bahr, Conservation Director, Sierra Club - Grand Canyon Chapter 
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Question was called on the motion that the Burges seven-line amendment 
dated 2/7/11 (Attachment 10) be adopted. The motion carried.  
 
Chairman Burges moved that HB2501 as amended do pass.  The motion 
carried by a roll call vote of 6-3-0-0 (Attachment 12). 

 
HB2092 - homestead exemption; amount - HELD BY SPONSOR REQUEST 
 
Representative Matt Heinz, sponsor, addressed Members to request that HB2092 be held. 
 

Vice-Chairman Urie announced that HB2092 will be held by sponsor request.  
 

HB2137 - dogs; cats; sterilization - DISCUSSION ONLY 
 

Chairman Burges announced that HB2137 will be for discussion only.  
 

Stephanie Johnson, Assistant Majority Research Analyst, stated that HB2137 allows the 
sterilization of a dog or cat by another procedure other than surgical sterilization 
(Attachment 13).  
 
Representative Tom Chabin, sponsor, stated that HB2137 removes the word surgical from 
statute. He stated that, currently, statute requires that animal shelters must surgically sterilize a 
cat or dog before releasing that animal.  Representative Chabin stated that by removing the word 
surgical from statute, shelters would be able to utilize other forms of sterilization such as by 
injection or sterilization medication.  He stated that a product for sterilization is being developed 
in Flagstaff, Arizona, which would contribute to jobs and provide an opportunity for 
international recognition of Arizona in the field.  
 
Dr. Loretta Mayer, Assistant Research Professor, Department of Biological Sciences, Northern 
Arizona University (NAU), testified in support of HB2137, stating that the purpose of the bill is 
to improve the health and welfare of cats and dogs in the state.  Dr. Mayer provided that a safer 
alternative to surgical sterilization would protect animals from the anesthetic and surgical 
complications that derive from traditional surgical sterilization.  She stated that there is a Food 
and Drug Administration approved technology for the sterilization of males, and a new 
technology for sterilizing female animals is being developed at NAU, which accelerates the 
production of eggs and triggers menopause.   She stated that, currently, testing of this drug is not 
permitted in Arizona because animal shelters are not permitted by statute to sterilize animals by 
any other means than surgical sterilization.  
 
Representative Chabin returned to the podium to state that in meeting with stakeholders, there 
was no opposition to the bill.  He offered that Texas has the same law as is being proposed in 
HB2137.  
  
Joe Abate, Arizona State Veterinarian Medical Examining Board, testified in support of HB2137 
and requested that the Arizona State Veterinarian Medical Examining Board be removed from 
the provision in the bill that states that they must give approval of non-surgical sterilization 
methods.  
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Mrs. Ugenti asked how a shelter would assess if an animal has been sterilized using non-
traditional surgical methods.  Mr. Abate deferred the question to Dr. Mayer.  Dr. Mayer stated 
that for females a simple urine test would reveal the sterilization and for males a small tattoo in 
the ear or a micro chip would be other ways to determine if the animal has been sterilized.  
 
Representative Chabin introduced LaVelle McCoy.  
 
LaVelle McCoy, representing self, testified in support of HB2137, stating that it is an example of 
the development of bioscience in Arizona.  He stated that the bill humanely and efficiently 
controls animal populations and requested the Committee’s support.  
 
Chairman Burges asked if males would continue being surgically neutered.  Mr. McCoy stated 
that injections of a chemical called Neutersol would successfully neuter male animals.  
Chairman Burges asked if injection site reactions have been resolved. Mr. McCoy replied in the 
affirmative. 
 
Dr. Mayer returned to the podium to address Chairman Burges’ questions, stating that injection 
site reactions have been reduced through education regarding technique.  
 
Mrs. Ugenti asked what are the costs associated with non-surgical sterilization techniques.  
Dr. Mayer stated that the products that are available are less expensive than surgical sterilization.  
Mrs. Ugenti asked if surgical procedures are still allowed for shelters that do not have access to 
the non-surgical drugs.  Dr. Mayer answered in the affirmative.  
 
Chairman Burges announced the names of those who signed up in support of HB2137 but did not 
speak:  
Kari Nienstedt, Arizona State Director, The Humane Society of the United States 
Karen Michael, Animal Defense League of Arizona 
 
HB2441 - homeowners’ associations; declaration amendments - DO PASS  
 

Chairman Burges moved that HB2441 do pass.  
 

Michelle Hindman, Majority Research Analyst, stated that HB2441 modifies statute regarding 
amending a declaration, including a plat, for both condominium documents and for planned 
communities (Attachment 14).  
 
Mr. Montenegro, sponsor, stated that HB2441 is the result of many stakeholder meetings and 
deferred to Kevin DeMenna.   
 
Kevin DeMenna, The Community Associations Institute, stated his support of HB2441, 
explaining that if a homeowners’ association (HOA) member were to go to a legislator and 
complain about a particular aspect of his association, that legislator should refer that individual 
to his Covenants, Codes, and Restrictions (CC&Rs), which is a contract that this individual was 
required to sign before purchasing his home or condominium.  He stated that the problem is that 
individuals who are unhappy with their HOA and have failed to get the desired result from an 
appeal to their HOA are approaching legislators to initiate legislation to address the piece of the 
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CC&Rs they don’t like.  He explained that HB2441 provides a lower threshold to alter the 
contract amongst all of the parties to that contract, from 90 percent to two-thirds of a 50 percent 
quorum.  He stated that the legislators are not parties to those contracts and should not legislate 
to supersede those contracts.   
 
Mr. DeMenna addressed questions from the Members regarding the following: 

• current 90 percent voting requirement 
• concerns regarding the effects on personal property rights 

 
In response to a question from Vice-Chairman Urie, Mr. DeMenna explained that if something is 
illegal, an HOA board cannot make it legal just because that HOA passed it. Vice-Chairman Urie 
explained a situation where a city manager told him that anything can be done with a majority 
vote until a judge tells them differently.  He explained that his concern is that a judge will point 
out that CC&Rs cannot be challenged because an individual has agreed not to challenge it 
through court if it went through due process with the HOA.  Mr. DeMenna stated that 
stakeholder meetings included similar debates regarding Vice-Chairman Urie’s concerns and he 
is open to refining the language.  
 
Mr. Montenegro stated that he is very open to a Floor amendment to address the language that 
Vice-Chairman Urie and Mr. DeMenna were discussing (Page 4, lines 4 - 6).  
 
John Sellers, representing self, testified in opposition to HB2441, stating that he lives in Prescott, 
in an illegal subdivision.  Mr. Sellers conveyed his experience with the Community Associations 
Institute and the HOA for his subdivision, and related a lengthy three-year court battle that has 
escalated to the Supreme Court.  He stated that the plat for his subdivision that was approved by 
the city council was then changed, when it was recorded a year later, to allow a major right-of-
way running right through it.  Mr. Sellers explained that he only found out that his subdivision 
was illegal when trying to get a reverse-mortgage on his home (which he paid cash for) and 
found out that there is not a legal title for his property.  He explained that if HB2441 is passed, it 
would deprive him of his property rights because the HOA would be able to get the votes it 
needs.  
 
Mr. Forese asked Mr. Sellers to expound on his current situation and explain what he means by 
an illegal subdivision.  Mr. Sellers explained that his subdivision was approved without a major 
right-of-way and the Mayer city manager, city engineer and the developer circumvented the plat 
approval process and by doing so the plat is illegal, and his title company will not provide him 
with a legal title so that he can obtain a reverse-mortgage on his property.  Mr. Forese asked if 
the mistake that was made regarding the development plan for Mr. Sellers’ subdivision was 
made by Mr. Sellers’ homeowners’ association, and how that would be affected by the bill.  
Mr. Sellers answered in the affirmative and explained that if the homeowners’ association can 
get 75 percent of the homeowners to agree to the re-plat, it is done.  
 
In response to a question from Mr. Montenegro, Mr. Sellers explained that the plat was 
unlawfully recorded because it did not go through due process.  Mr. Montenegro asked if 
removing the word plat from the language of the bill would help Mr. Sellers in his situation.  
Mr. Sellers answered in the affirmative.  Mr. Montenegro stated that he would be willing to 
remove the word plat from the bill, with the approval of the stakeholders.  
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Chairman Burges announced the names of those who signed up in support of HB2441 but did not 
speak:  
Ryan DeMenna, Associate, The Community Associations Institute 
Tom Farley, Lobbyist, Arizona Association of REALTORS ® 

 
Chairman Burges announced the names of those who signed up in opposition to HB2441 but did 
not speak: 
George Staropoli, representing self 
 
Mr. Montenegro stated that he appreciates the aforementioned concerns being brought to his 
attention and he will be working on amendments to address them on the Floor.  
 

Question was called on the motion that HB2441 do pass.  The motion carried 
by a roll call vote of 8-0-0-1 (Attachment 15).  
 

HB2513 - secretary of state; late filings - DO PASS 
 

Chairman Burges moved that HB2513 do pass.  
 

James Craig, Majority Intern, stated that HB2513 prevents the Secretary of State from charging 
late fees for days on which the office is not open, unless they create an option to pay fees and file 
documents electronically outside of official business hours (Attachment 16).  
 
Representative Heinz, sponsor, stated that HB2513 addresses a current policy that allows for the 
accrual of late fees on Saturdays, Sundays and state recognized holidays, during which it is not 
possible to physically appear and pay for those fees, therefore it continues to accrue unfairly.  He 
stated that he has been working with the Secretary of State’s Office, which is neutral on the bill.  
 
Mrs. Ugenti asked which fines the bill addresses.  Representative Heinz stated that any type of 
filing that the Secretary of State requires if filed late, accrues a daily fee until the fee is paid.  He 
explained that the fee continues to accrue, for example $10 a day, even on days that the office is 
not open to accept payment to discharge that debt.  Mrs. Ugenti asked if the fee can be paid 
online and why exempt Saturdays and Sundays from the fee accrual.  Representative Heinz 
stated that there is no online payment capability for the Secretary of State’s Office.  He further 
stated that excluding Saturdays and Sundays from being able to accrue fees is a matter of fairness 
and that if an individual cannot pay a fee on any given day, than they should not be charged a fee 
for that day.  Discussion ensued between Mr. Gowan, Mrs. Ugenti and Representative Heinz 
regarding examples of how quickly the fees can accrue for out-of-town Members, etc. 
 
Mr. Urie asked if the bill will recommend an online payment option for the Secretary of State’s 
Office.  Representative Heinz replied in the negative stating that he does not wish to impose any 
unfunded mandates during the current budget crisis, but stated that the Secretary of State’s 
Office assured him that is a high priority.  
 
Mr. Forese asked what the lost revenue to the state would be.  Mr. Heinz stated that he did not 
request a fiscal note for those figures, but the Secretary of State’s Office conveyed to him that it 
would not be a significant fiscal impact.  
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Question was called on the motion that HB2513 do pass.  The motion carried 
by a roll call vote of 7-1-0-1 (Attachment 17).  

 
Without objection, the meeting adjourned at 4:43 p.m. 
 
 

__________________________________________ 
Charly Laube, Committee Secretary 
March 10, 2011 

 
(Original minutes, attachments and audio on file in the Office of the Chief Clerk; video archives 
available at http://www.azleg.gov) 
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