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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO.

2011  LEGISLATIVE  SESSION

HB142 \B

HB 142 would create a rebuttable presumption that the Alaska Gasline Inducement Act (AGIA) project is uneconomic 
and subject to abandonment because of “insufficient firm transportation commitments during the first open 
season.”  If the bill is enacted and the project is found economic, the current AGIA related legal expenditures would 
continue.  If the bill is enacted and the project is found uneconomic, there would be indeterminate legal costs in the 
implementation of the finding under the bill and related AGIA provisions.  The Department’s FY12 budget includes 
costs associated with this project.  If the project is found uneconomic, those funds would cover the Department’s 
anticipated FY12 costs associated with the implementation of the bill. 
 
 


