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It 1 s hard to criticize a survey without knowing what the 
goal of the survey is', but I do have a few suggestions as 
to possible changes in structure of the survey • . 

I think it will be hard for respondents to jump into the 
first question on the . budget. In addition tQ tHe problems 
mentioned by Connie on the budget category breakdowns, it 
might be best to create a framework for the respondents to 
work with. I would suggest something like the following~ 

1. Here is a list of possible goals and objectives for the 
State of Alaska. (SHOW CARD #1). Please indicate which goals 
you agree with, and which you disagree with. What othe~ goals 
do you think the State of Alaska should work towards? 

-Full employment of Alaskan residents. 
-Low-cost energy distribution for individual and business use. 
-A statewide communications system which serves all residents. 
-Stable regional economic bases. 
-Full profit from public resources . . 
-Efficient transportation systems which serve all regions 

of the state. 
-etc. 
-etc. 
-respondent's additional goals: 

1. 
2. 
3. etc. 

2. How well do . you feel the .state is meeting these goals and 
objectives.(s~milar to questions 40-48) 

3. Here is the way the present state budget is proportioned: 
(set up similar to current questions 1-10, but broken 
down in a different manner, perhaps as Connie has suggested) 

4. The state of Alaska has an opportunity which may be unique 
in the United States. For the next 20 years, the state 
will be taking in large amounts of revenue. 25% of certain 
types of revenue will be placed in the permanent fund. 
Some of the revenues will be used for the operating 
expenses of state government. What do you think the 
state should do with other excess revenues? 
1. put in permanent fund 
2. put into loan programs for state 
3. increase expenditures by state government 
4. give the money to residents of the state 
5. other 

• ~ ·! ·~. •.' , . . . I , , I ,. ' . I,,, I · . · 1 • •1 I\' I ~. t : '# 

Since answering a survey is a learning experience for the 
respondent as well as the surveyor, I think the framework of 
1 What are our goals? 
2 How well are we meeting our goals? 
3 Hhat tools (economic, resources, governmental structure) are 

available to better meet the goals? 
4.Specific questions on tools - especially permanent fund & general fund. 



J 

would work 

Additional comments 

After last Sunday's meeting, I woul d suggest using the goals 
set forth by the group as a jumping off point for question #1. 

The main thing I want to stress is that the permanent fund 
is not separate from other state funds; it does not· exist in 
a vacuum. In order to achieve the objectives of the people of 
Alaska > it cannot be . treated separately, but must be coordinated 
with al 1 of the tools - financial and otherwise - at our disposal. 

I've enclosed notes from last Sunday's meeting. We are .currently 
expanding these, but will not be finished before the survey goes 
Otlt. 

·. 
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These questions should lie pr~ceded by the ques~fons asked 
\\ in 40 - 48. 40 - 48 is' an excellent prime·r to get folks 
~~thinking about how they ~eel abou1; p·re·s·e·nt ,.govt act·iVi t~es 

b~!ore they are hit with the horren4ous task of sugg~sting 
a future budget. 

] h if' ~ However, rethink t e spec ic topics use~ in 40 -48. 
I suggest you eliminate 48 (Rehabilitation\) because I , . 
don't know what that means; substfttute "income assistance" 
for "income maintenance" 1 in 47; and maybe add in communications 
and police protection. 

Then, make sure all 0f those specific topics are i~c~; 11ded 
in one of the budget ca~egories of l - 10. As it now reads, 
several topics are missing. ., :·, 1 . ., ' :' ': ·i ,, , 

Finally, don't use the categories you have used for 1 - 10. 
I realize that these are the categories used in the actual 
budget, but you should redesign things to make things more 
understandable to citizens. You can easily translate ~he 
results back into the standard budget categories. For 
example, you might consider the following: 

EDUCATION * 
Elementary and Highschool 
University of Alaska and other post-h~ghschool programs 
C4'-"'wt ,,.., ,..,, C.-//~,....., 

SOCI'Ali SERVICES (employment opportunities, childcare, alcoholism, 
drug abuse, programs for the elderly, housing assistance, 
income assistance, health programs 

JUSTICE (state police, <:ourts, prisons, delinquency programs, 
victim compensation) 

TRANSPORTATION * 
Airports 
Highways 
State ferry system 

COMMUNICATIONS (tulecorr.munications) 

RESOURCE & LAND MANAGEMENT * 
Fish & Game management 
State parks 
environmental protect ion 
plannin? & management of state lands, forests , mine rals, oil 

(;> 0 TH I:: e ({Vri~.Lrf(t pro!!th .... •mr,.~.,,... ck~ ,.-/{1/)17'f1r.'t/) re (f<.-1 Id e,t,PN f:.1 rt"S' ') d/--:-.;t> .S(.;r) 
~ ~~.,- · 0 ~~d 

* for EDUCATION, TRANSPOR~ATION, and RESOURCE & LAND MANAGE~IBNT 
individuals should be given the opportunity to break down 
their responses into the s ubcategories shown, if they should 
lik_<E~Q.:.. (This i s essential in order to allow people to \'Ote 
for more highschools and less university; to vote f or more 
a irports but not ~ore r oads; to vote for more fish & game but 
not more parkS:-etc.) 



You' 11 note that I've also reduced the ·n·u·mber of budget 
categories because 10 is just too many to divy up. 
The ones I've left out should simply be used in the OTHER 
category. I don•t think it appropriate to ask voters +o 
vote on the GOVERNMENT category which really means ove:·bead. 
They answer that later when they are asked if there should 

· be a% ceiling on how much of the budg~t " goes into personnel. 

And they should not be asked to vote on those things which 
are mandatory, like native claims payments. Leave that 
piece of dynamite out. 

Revenue sharing is important; but it should be asked in a 
wholly separate category. You might ask: 

nshould State funds· and state respo9.sipilities be shifted 
more to local governments through~~ue sharing, or should 
local governmehts ' functions remain as they are." 

13 
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Rewrite as follows: ~~ 
In addition to HOW money is spent, we need to know HOW MUCH should bee..; 
Here are 3 state budgets (show card 2) which are possible for 
the coming year. Tell me s hich budget you prefer and why . 

A SMALLER BUDGET: 
(A) ~600 million budge t . Our present year's budget is $~~~ 

in state funds (we also get about $ · · in federal 
funds) . Due to the rise in cost-of living which affects 
employee paychecks and other government costs, a 600 mill ion 
budget would mean a substantial reduction in present 
government services -- and since we would need less money, 
it could mean a cut in taxes. 

(B) THE SAME BUDGET ($800 million dollars) 800 million dollars 
would provide the same services that our present 
million dollar budget provided this year, due to inflation. 

(C) AN EXPANDED BUDGET ($1 billion dollars) In the past few 
years government has grown un the average of 12% a year. 
If that growth continued into next year it would mean a 
one billion dollar budget. Additional money will have to 
come from somewhwere. Some might come from the money we'll 
receive when oil stwrts to flow thru the pipeline this 
September; however f urther taxation might bd necessary to 
feed an expanded budget. 

17! \n additional question s hould be asked: 
"Do you think Alaska s hould continue to seek as much federal 

money as possible for programs such as highway building, fish 
& game management, etc., or should we become less dependent 
on federal money?" 



Before answering this question, the respondent should be told 
when the employees la.st got a pay raise and how .much the 
cost-of-living has· risen since ·;hat time. For example: 

"State employees ·just received a 5% cost-of-living increase 
in their pay. The last time their pay was adjusted was in 
(date). Since that time it is est .imated that food, housing, 
and other costs have risen %. Do you think that state 
salaries should be adjusted to keep up with inflation; and 
if so, do you think the recent pay raise is a good one? 

19 Tell the respondent what that percent level of the budget 
put into salaries and benefits is· ·t ·od·ay, and how that percent 
has changed in the past few years. 

20 - 30 These questions regarding use of oil & gas money get a little 
heavy. They should be reduced in number and complexity. 
Less specifics should be asked and more overall policy questions 
should be addressed. The following is a rough suggestion: 

Creation of a Permanan~t Fund was approved by the voters last 
November. This means that at least 25% of certain revenues 
from the sale of state oil & gas must be put into .a special 
savings account. While the money in this account cannot be 
spent, it can be loaned out or 'inVe'sted. Any additional 
earngings received on those loans or investments can be used 
in any way the state sees fit. Those earnings could be 
put back into the permanent fund, or spent in the budget, or 
even returned directly to citizens. 

The state therefore needs to a nswer three questions: 

(1) How should the permanent fund money be loaned or invested; 
what goals should such loans or investements seek to achieve? 

(2) How should the earnings on loans and investments be used? 

(3) How much of the oil & gas r evenues should be put into 
the f und (we could set aside anywhere from 25 - 100%) 

Which goal is more important to you in the management of the 
permanent fund? 

(1) The permanent fund s hould be managed to assist Alnska 
direct ly through low-interest loans for s uch things 
as community de velopment, fisheries enhancement, etc. 

(2) The permanent fund s hould be managed to assist Alaska 
indirectly through making high-interest investments 
outside ( like in the stockmarket); and the interest should 
then be used as loans or actual expenditures to meet 
Alas kan needs. 



. "' 
The~nt~~~st earnea by .permanent 
should be used in what way? 

fund loans or 

(1) It should all be put back into the fund. 

(2) It should be directly distributed to citizens of the 
state jbst 11.like dividends are paid to people who own 
stock in corporations? · 

(3) It should be put into the general fund where it can 
then be spent just like other s tate funds. 

(4) Other 

' 'I· • 



How much money should go into q·uestion. 
We could put anywhere from 25 - 100% of . oil & gas revenues 
into it. Whcih do you prefer: 

( 1) We should put as little as poss~ble into i!.t ( 25%) 

(2) We should put all we can into it (100%) 

(3) We should put whatever amount into it that is above and 
beyond what we need to maintain our present state 
spending and services 

(4) We should moderately increase our present state expenditures 
and services and put the excess into the permanent fund • 

.. ·. 
Rewrite as fol:lows: ·· ···· i .. 

31 "More and more people have been coming to Alaska in recent 
years. Do you view this as a trend the state should 

(1) actively encourage 
(2) actively discourage 
(3) not get involved in 

32 . Change to: "If you would like the state to encourage more people 
to come to Alaska and your community, bow should this be done? 

33 Change to: "If you would like the state to dis courage more 
people from coming to Alas ka and your community, how should this 
be done? 

34 Eliminate (56 is a better question and all you need) 

36-39 

40-48 

'19 

Definitely eliminate these -- that has already been asked ' in 
my suggested permanent fund questions. 

I already s uggested that these be the f irst questions. 

Is an important question, but it asks only the methods and 
ignores the policies . The question should be rephrased: 

"Public schools are presently financed in the following manner: 
Areas that have local governments receive some state funds and 
also tax r esident property owners to provide local funds. 
Bush areas which have no l ocal governments do not tax property 
owner s ; nnd s o educat ion is totally paid out o f state funds. 
Do you think t his s ystem s hould be changed? I f s o, how? 

50 I hate thnt ques t i on . 



Rephrase as follows: 

State-owned oil and gas can be sold to br·ing in money to 
the state. Some of that money will go int~ the permanent 
fund and some will go · into the general '· fund where it can 
be spent like all other state money. However, unlike 
fish and timber, oil & gas does not regenerate once tt is 
removed. It is a non-renewable resources; and hence wnen 
we sel l this resource is an important question. 
Which policy for the sale of oil & gas do you prefer? 

(1) The State should try to sell all its oil & gas as quickly 
as posslble. 

(2) The State should sell its oil and gas at a rate needed to 
obtain desired growth objectives and to meet projected 
budget needs. 

(3) The State should not sell any more oil and gas; and should 
simply wait while the federal government sells ·its Alaskan 
oil (such as that on the Outer Continental Shelf) and 
while p~ivate landowners sell theirs (regional native 
corporations) . 

(4) Other 

57 Rephrase the question: 

When Alaska sells its oil & gas it does so in a way which 
provides the state a "royalty" when the gas begins to flow. 
A royalty means that the state can choose to receive a set 
% o! the oil or it can receive cash for that amount of oil(and gas) 
In deciding how to use our royalty oil, which goal(s) do you 
think most important? 

(1) The State should receive its royalty in whatever way will 
provide the mos t money to the st~te treasury. 

(2) The State should choose to r eceive some of its royalty as 
real oil and should then resell that oil on its own to 

(a) promote industrial developme nt that needs oil !or 
energy or mate rials !~~¢~/~~ 

(b) ensure a reasonably priced energy source for use by 
Alaskans in heat ing homes nnd ns motor fuel. 

(3) other 
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100.0% Yes 
o.o No 

02. ~t would you say are the bYo or three major problems facing Alaska tcx:lay? 
03. 
04. First -· 8.3% 

3.5 
16."6 . 
10.8 
7.3 
2.5 
5.7 
7.3 
1.9 
1.6 
1.0 
S.l 
.>.4 
0.6 

2.2 

Secom Third 
9.2% 6.1% 
3.5 5.1 
6. 7 3.2 
4.1 2.2 
3.8 2.5 
2.9 3.8 
7.3 3.8 
3.5 2.9 
1.9 2.5 
1.0 1.0 
0.6 1.3 
9.6 4.1 
5.4 2.9 
2.5 o.o 

4.1 1.9 

Total 
23.6% 
12.l 
26.5 
17.1 
13.6 

9.2 
16.B 
13.7 
6.3 
3.6 
2.9 

18.8 
13. 7 
3.1 

Inflation/cost of living (eoonany) 
Unenplopent:/jobs 
Influx of people '(overcro,.."dedness) 
Fast/uncontrolled g1:'CMth (need ~lanning) 
Pipeline/pipeline inpact 
Conservation/environrrent (pollution) 
Wise use of resources (should protect/orderly develop.) 
State spending/budgeting (too nruch spending/too fast) 
'"'heck the bureaucracy 
Poor leadership 
Other govemrrental canrents 
Crilre/police/the C.'Ourts 
Highways/roads (traffic) 

. outside interference in state (special interests/ 
business exploitation/Federal intervention) 

B.2 Indusb:y/unionsjbusiness (too industrialized/too many 
small businesses/not enough industry/union po....e.r) 

2.2 3.8 1. 6 7.6 1\lo:Jhol/clrugs 
2.!) 2.9 1.3 7.1 Housing/rents 
1.9 2.9 2.2 7 0 F.ducation/schcols 
1.6 1.9 3.5 7.0 Trasportation/ccmnunication 
1.9 . 2.2 1.6 5. 7 Fish and Gane (Limited Entry) 
2.5 1.3 1.9 5.7 Taxes 
0.6 2.9 1.0 4.5 Health/welfare/social services 
1.3 2.2 0. 6 4.1 Alaska Nativas problems/Lar.d Claims J\ct 
4.1 6.4 3.8 14.3 Other 
1.0 7 . 3 39 . 2 47.5 No opinion 

Other CQ~1t'.ents in nunbers ; not percents: Capital rrove (13); need recreation (6); 
Apathy (4); llaul Roc1d s hould be open (2); Le<Julize prostitution (2); I solation (2) ; 
fot>rality (2); Too much gun control; Elderly; L.:lck energy; Change 30 day 
voter registration; Full year pilot insurance ; Aged; Gas l i ne through J\luska; 
Utilities; Doarers; C.asline; Minorities; Poor quulity of life; Postul service. 



05. Of ail the problems you mention, which one do you feel that state qoverment 
should be wrking on first and hardest? 

7.0i 
5.7 

Inflation/cost of living (econcmy) 
Unetp~t/jobs 
Rapid gro..tt:h/population influx 
Pipeline/pipeline impact 
Conservation/envirorm!nt 
Wise use of resources . 

.· 

10.8 
4.8 
5.1 
7.3 
5.7 
1.3 
9.6 
8.6 
1.6 

State governrent (leadership/bureaucracy) . . 
Outside interference in Alaska (Feds/business exploitation/special interests' 
State ....-.orvH ,., /bud tinq .. ~~·g ge -

·2.9 
3.8 
6.1 
2.9 
2.2 
1.9 
1.6 
5.4 
5.7 

Crime/police/the cxrurts 
Alcohol/drugs 
Housi.nq/.rents 
F.ducation/schools 
Highways/roads (includes traffic) 
Fish and Game 
Taxes 
Health/welfare/social services 
Alaska Native problems 
Other 
No opinion 
Other cx:mrents ·iJ'\ ·nurrbers: ·not··~cents: Union situation (2): Public 
utilities; Airplane l.nSurance; Change ot 30 day registration for 
voting; capital rrove (3); Energy-devel09 hydro pa.Yer sources; 
Keeping rroney here (2); Land; Rural cleveloprent; !-bral issues; Lack 
of order in collective bargaining with public; Recreation for kids ; 
Postal services. 

06. How should the stute governrrent solve that problem? 

8.4 Reduce spending (c:uo many errplcyeas; bel:ter butlgeting) 
6.8 Better plruming (wlse choice of consultantz) 

.. 

9.0 Detter leadershi.9 (s tate government ,,,:>rk harder; legislature \tt'ork for 
people; represent people not special interests; \-K>rk 
together on all l e vels) 

5.5 Enviromentlll research (rrore conservation; harvest resources in an 
environrrentu.l way) 

5.2 Enoourage business/industry (ec1pit..:ll 10tms ; cx:llipetltion; ta.'< breaks) 
2.6 Discouruge business/industry (hlght~r tax on outside interests) 
1.6 Even~~th policies 
4.2 f.brc police (crw.ck da..m on dntgs ) 
4.2 Detter courts (tougher sentences ; 11undato.ry !;entenccs) 
3. 2 llighwiiy construct i on (increase; ~ttcr roa<l plnnning) 
J. 9 Schools (rrorc rroney; t eachers; schoo 1.!l for v.lllnges ; a l:xi t t.c.r curr lculum) 
3 . 5 I£JW cost housing (rrore la~ incaoo ltoU!ting; rent controlo) 
5. 2 Discournge non-residents (keep out.!1ltle.rs out; cliscour.'.\ge those w/o jobs ) 

'17 •• , Other 
19. 0 Don't knCM 



07 . 
08. 
09. 

Other coments in numbers; not percents: !tbre naie:v tO hatcheries; 
Develop public service jobs (2); Encourage fcxxl co-ops; Increase 
state inCXJre tax; Develcp public transportation; Develop energy, 
SUsitna hydro-electric facility; More authority for state fran Federal; 
Don't rove capital for at least five years; Keep prices da..m (3); 
~ ncre land to public; Work through insurance carmission on pilot 

· insurance; New voter registration requiraT2llt of 1 year; Disclosure 
. of profits ~ Revise laws and bring up to date; Move C<l!>ital; Railroad 

to lower 48; Send sate Natives back to their own villages; ~er 
property taxes in alignn2llt with :;e.rvices received; Don't give CMay 
so nuch for free; Becx:ming aware <>f Native inport:ance and issues; 
Mlney for Day care; Careful scrutiny of eligibility for welfare; 
Restric.tions on sale ~ alcohol; No Canadian oipeline; State should 
have rrore control, less ~"'ederai. control; Allc:M professionals to 
advertise so \ir"e kncuwhat they really do; tvbre insitutions than just 
API; r-t>re rroney for alcoholism pr1Jgrams; Retain Limited Entry; Old 
age care; Recreation progr~ for young: Irrprove uti~ities; Gcxxl 
hane.11tead laws; Constitution change so governrrent doesn't have control 
of all agencies; Reevaluate Limib:rl Entry; ~re land for haresite use 
only; ~a.lize gambling/~rostitution; CUt truces ; Keep Japanese fishenren 
out (2); Public sale of land; Organize pliln preventing and rehabilitation 
for 'aloohol; Restrict unions rrore; Task force on C)il i.rrpact; Stop 
giving Natives every.-ning; Don't allo"' non-property taxpayer vote on 
issues affecting property taxpayers; Input f".'an pe<)ple throughout state; 
Invest in f ish hatcheri !S (2); Don't rrove capital; Invest in preventative 
programs for child and ~amily crisis; ~.ore for E!lf!>loyees. 

What in your opinion ·.11.ll be the major probl ems of l\l.ask t\vo or three years 
f ran rv:::M? . 
First Secord 'l'hird Tot.al 
14.3\ 7.0% 3.0% 25.1% Urerrploytrent/jobs 

( ecxmaey) 10.2 6.7 4.8 21. 7 Inflation/cost of living 
15.0 6.7 1.6 . 23.3 Population in~lu.x 
5.1 6.7 l.G 13.4 ~/police 
3.8 5.4 1.0 10.2 Wise resouroc developrent 
3.5 3.2 1.9 8.6 EnviroDI'QJ\W protection 
5.1 3.8 1.6 10.5 Governrrent spencling/budgeti.ng 
1.3 1.6 1.0 3.9 Gove.rnrrent (bureaucrac:y/leadership) 
2.9 1.6 0.6 5.1 Roads/highways 
0.6 1.6 0.6 2.8 Tr.uf fic/con~1es ti.en 
0.6 1.6 O.G 2.8 'l'r cln.SpOr tat ion 
1.3 1.9 1.3 4.5 Education/school!> 
4.1 3.5 O.G 8.2 Housing 
3.2 1.9 1.3 6.4 Indus try / uni -:>ns/bus.iness 
6.7 2.9 1.9 11.5 Pip;:?linc/gc:is li.n~ 

0.6 1.6 1.0 3.2 J\loohol/cln1gs 
1.9 1.3 0.3 3.5 Fisheries 
1.0 LO O.G 2.6 Nt\tive problans 
1.6 2.2 l.J 5.1 l-.."lck public Gervicc~ 
0.3 O.G LO 1.9 Taxes 
0.6 1.0 0.0 1.6 Mcxlical/~liml co:;ts 
0.6 0.3 1.0 1.9 JDt.Jer quality o ( l ifc 
7.6 3.S 1.0 12.l It:1pid <Jr™th 
2.2 3.5 1.0 G.1 Other 
5.7 29 . 0 60 .7 103.'1 No opinion 



07 - 09 (Con't) Other c.aments in nunh!rs; not percents: Hydro-electric power: 
Exploitating Native cultures; C..:ipital (8); Urban area control; 
Interference by outsiders; R...oereation (3); Minorities; Incliviaual 
identity crisis; Welfare (2); Hippies; Isolation 

'mt t«JU.l.d you say are the ~ or three' major problems right. here in this 
ll. camamity? . . 

'First · ·second · 'Total 
. 4.1% 5.1% 9.2, Inflation/oost of living (eoonCJt¥) 
. 1.6 1.9 3.5 Unerployrrent/jobs 

7.0 5.1 12.1 Population influx (overcrowdedness) 
8.6 6.1 14.7 Roads/highways (maintenance) 

10.8 3.2 14.0 Traffic/parking 
1.3 2.9 4.2 Expand mass transit 

13.7 9.9 · 23.6 Crime/p0lice/the oourts 
6.1 8.6 14.7 Housing/rents 
2.5 2.5 5.0 Taxes 
2.9 ~.5 6.4 Education/schools 
6.4 3.5 9.9 Grcwth/develOJ;irent (rapid/unpl~) 
4.5 1.9 6.4 Lacie i:·ecreaticm activities 

" 

8.0 4.5 12.5 Poor local goverratEllt (apathy/access/cx:mnunication/bicker' 
1.9 5.4 7.3 Industry/ccmn:?rce 
1.3 0.6 1.9 Post-pipeline inpact 
1.6 1.0 2.6 Fisheries/fishing 
6.1 6.4 12.5 Alsohol/drugs 
2.2 1.6 3.8 Pollution/ice fog 
1.6 1.6 3.2 None 
4.8 6.1 10.9 Other 
3.2 18. 5 21.7 No q:>lnion 

Other coments in numbers; not percents: Stray dogs; sewer and water (2); 
Harbor f.ucilities (~); I...:11..'.X of services (2); Laclc of rcvenut!; Fire preVP..ntion; 
Race conflicts; Bad iredical facilities; Raci5m; Not enough shopping facilities; 
D:> control; 1\pathy; No available land; Capital rrcNe (10); Agricultural 
situation; TrCJJTWay (2); airline s ituation; Parent:s Ghould pay rrore attention to 
youti:i. 

12. Which level of governrrent should be rros t r esponsible for solving the problems · 
of this carmunity? 

15.3% 
17. 6 
49.2 
15.7 
2.2 

The st:.ilte governrrent 
The borough goverrnrent 
'l'hc muni.cipnl gove.rnrrent 
Other 
Don't kna...r 

I' 



1·3. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

. . . . ,... ....... . 
IDOk at this list and ~11 me who spends its rroney rrost efficiently in 
this a:mmuu.ty. Please i;ank then first, second, third and fourth, as you 
see it: 

First Second Third Fourth All None Don't k:rla1 
Peq>le 50.3% 6~7' 7.0% 12.7% 0.0 9.6% 13.7% 

Federal Govt . 8.6 . 14.0 15.0 35.0 o.o 12.1 15.3 

State Govt. 8.0 20.7 31.5 12.1 0.0 12.l 15. 6 

Iocal Govt. 9.6 29.6 15.9 . 17.2 o.o 12.1 . 15.6 

17. Mlat services do you receive for your state tax dollars? 
18. 
19. First 

.13.4% 
40.8 
13.4 
.o.o 
1.0 
2. 2 
2. 2 
1.6 
1.0 
1.9 
1.9 
2.5 
0.6 
o.o 
3.5 
o.o 
1.0 
1.6 

Second Third 
15.0% 12.1% 
19. l 7.7 
8.9 8.0 
1.6 1.9 
2.9 1.3 
3.2 4.2 
4.8 3.8 
1.0 1.3 
5.4 3.5 
2.5 1.0 
0.6 o.o 
1.9 5.8 
2.2 2.2 
1.3 1 . 3 
1 .6 1.6 I 

2.2 1.0 
0 .6 1.6 
1.9 2.2 

Total 
40.5% 
67.6 
30.3 
3.5 
5.2 
9.6 

10.8 
3.9 
9.9 
5.4 
2.5 

10.2 
5.0 
2. 6 
6.7 
3.2 
3.2 
5.7 

F.ducation/schools (U of A; Cannunity colleges, 
Highways/roads 
Police protection (state troopers) 
Courts (judicial se....-vices/c:orrections) 
Fire protection 
Fis h am Garre (maP.agarent/protection) 
Parks and Recreation 
Libraries 
Airport facilities 
Ferries 
Harl:x::>r/p:>rt facilities 
Health services (rrental health facilities) 
Social services (welafre/focx:l stanps) 
Elderly services (Pioneer hares/care) 
Unrnpl~t (job service!:>) 
Utilities (water/sewer/garbage) 
legislative (state congress; representation) 
Specific funding (J\rt council; rent review/ srrall 

business Admin; :Urpact flmds, e tc) 
5.i 4.8 4.8 14.7 None 
1.9 3.2 1.0 6.1 Other 
~.5 15.3 33.9 53.7 Don' t know 

Other ccrrm:mts in numbers; not percents: Sub-contrncts; Postal (2) ; Transportation 
ard busses; Govarnrrent employees; National Guard; Stute housing; Ccmr.unic.:itions ; 
Pollution Control; Stute employee benefits; watcn.,ray benefits; People r.J::)Ver; 
Attorney General should be elected not uppointcd; State trooper!i in J\nchocage 
should be handle by municipal; Use of public btti.lclings; Church tax breaks; 
Fluoridation; Coost Guard; Drainage; F.nvironrre.11t~l protection. 
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20. Which of these services is the best? 

21. 
First Second Total 
19.1% 2.6% n:?i Filucation/schools 
13.4 1.6 15.0 llighways/roads 
4.5 1.6 6.1 Other transp0rtation (airports/ferries) 
2.5 1.0 3.5 Fish/game/wildlife 
5.4 0.3 5.7 Parks/recreation 
6.4 0.6 7 .0 Police/enforoerrent ·(public safety) 
6.4 0.0 6.4 State police 
2.9 0.0 2.9 Fire departrrent 
2.5 0.6 3.1 ·· Health services 
1.9 0.3 2.2 Drployrr2llt/job services 
1.3 · 0.0 1.3 State E!tTf>loyr::e benefits 
1.6 0.6 2.2 . Elderly 
7.3 0.0 7.3 other 

.. . 

24.8 90.7 115.5 Don't kncr.'1/none 
Other cx:mnents in numbers; not percents: Utilities; s~-er; Rent revie.-1 board; 
Sub-contracts; Alaska Legal services ; Lihracy (3); All (3); Housing; Mail 
Governrent (2); Social services (2); cow.ts, Envirorulent (2); Art Coun-::il; 

construction grants. 

22. Which of these services are the worst? 
23. 

2'1. 
25. 

Firs t Second Total 
7.3t 7.3% 14.6 None 

25.8 1.0 26.8 Roads/highways (wa.intenance) 
2.9 1.3 4.2 Other transportation (ferries/air[X)rts) 
7.0 1.0 8.0 Police/courts/troopers 
7.3 0.6 7.9 reucation/schools 
4.8 1.3 6.1 Social services/welfare 
3. 2 tl. 3 3. 5 Fish/garre/wel£~·e 
1.9 0.0 1.9 Dtploynent se:cvices 
1.0 O. 3 1. 3 Health services 
s. 7 1.3 7.0 other 

33.l 85. 7 118.8 Don't know Other ccmrents in nmrbers; not percents: Teo \-rany state rnplayees; Legis lature 
Postfll; Liquor Control Board; Stute f lmcling allocations; State t.:lx inforrration; 
State governrrent; Needs that should be provided ~ the city; Recreation (2); 
Envirorcrent; Duplicative services; Office facilities ; Housing ; Land tranagerrent. 

\wch stute services ought to be eliminated? 

ScC'Ond 

.. 

First 
36.9i 
12.7 

36.G't 
o.o 
0.3 
o.o 
0.3 
1.0 

To tal 
73.5~ 
12.7 
3.5 
5 • ., 

None 
Excess welfare ( focxl stanps ; unerrployrrent sent outside?) 
Specific c:omnissions (public utilities; rent rcvie.o1;) 
Duplication (bm:e.:\llcrc:icy; inefficiency; cirploy~s) 3.2 

5.4 
1.3 
8. 0 

32.5 61.8 

1.6 
9.0 

94.3 

Office of Governor 
Other 
Don't kn""1 



24. (Con't) Others in ~~s; not percents: · Services which interfere with 
25. individual freedc.m; Aqriculture loan program; Possible Native programs (4); 

School (2) ; State involvement in adoption of children by spouse of child's 
natural parent; IIigh wages; Eva.luate s tate etployees over $40,000 per year; 
Highway depart:Jrent to private contractor; Day centers (3); Rehabilitation 
type of grants; Dunpinq salt on highways; Native corporations should take 
over state functions in rural areas; capital ncve; Sewer tax; Let local 
gavernrrent take over building of roads; Fluoridation; Change oont.rol of 
services to local contractors; Fish and Garr2 protection officers maybe; 
Drug enforceratt; Highway construction. 

26. OVerall, would };Ou say the net effect of the trans-Alaska oil pipeline has 
t been positive or negative? · 

55.1% 
35.0 
9.9 

Positive 
Negati \.'e 
Don't know 

27. (IF POSITIVE) Why is that? 

44.3% 
19.4 
11.s 
5.1 
7.3 
1.9 
1.9 
5.1 
0.3 
3.2 

Not applicable 
Increased enployrrent 
Built up Alaska (proved AK resourres; helped state grow/develop) 
Provided state revenue (tax base) 
Camerce/business grc:Mt:h 
Increased population (influx of skilled/kna..,,ledgable people) 
Increased standard of living 
Give U.S. needed resourres 
Other 
No opinion 
Other cacrrents in numbers; not percents : Expedited Alaska Native Lund 
Cl~Lll:l-; Settlerrent. 

28. (IF NEXJATIVE) Why is that? 

64.oi · 
8.6 
9.2 
3.2 
4.1 
3.8 
2.5 
2.2 
1.6 
0.6 

Not: applicable 
F.a:manic (tco high wages; prices; cost of l iving, etc.) 
Popul.:ition influx (transi ent problerns/overcrc:7...0ed) 
Rapid grONth/develoµrent 
ID.·ter quail ty of life 
Enc:roaching on envirOlllTS\t 
Increased criire 
Pcx>r workers (outsiders) 
Other 
Dofl I t }cJ'lO,tl 

Other caments in nurrbars; not eercents :. 1\cv<mue l eaving stutc; No 
benefits; Lost skilled \~urker!i in area to pif,:<!line; No oil has 
started to flow. 



lOYIAN GROUP~'K. 

29. What benefits have you derived personally fran the pipeline? 

55.7\ 
17.B 
10.5 
7.6 

.2.2 
3.5 
2.5 

None 
Jobs (relatives got j obs; rrore jobs in general) 
Higher wages (higher standard of living) 
More business activity (rore comolities; rroney in econany) 
Land values increas•:d 
Othei:· 
Don't; knew 
Ot:hex' ccrrrrents in numbers; not· percents: Sat..isfaction of Jalc:M"lng 
Alaska is oontributing to 011 cri2is; Brought: about thi~ enactrrent of 
Native Land Claims :settlerent; Gas available (2); Made sore friends; 
A fe't\r drinks; I.earned patience and job experience; Amusarent; $90 · 
Native nnney; IDoJer st.ate taxes (2). 

30. What losses have you personally suffered because of the pip~Jine? 

51.0% 
25.B 
3. 2 
8.9 

1.6 
2.2 
2.S 
1.6 
2.2 
1 .. 0 

None 
Eooticrnic (higher cost of living/prices/inflation/rents/taxes/jobs) 
Population influx · 
IDwer quality of life (\A.Urse neighborhoods/[XX>r attitudes; unfriendly/ 

· privacy/imrorality) 
Poor roods/traffic 
Lack safe feeling (cri.Ire/vi.olence) 
Environnent/p::>llution 
Had family problems (while on pipeline - missed family etc) 
Other 
No •:>pinion 
Other canrents in nllit'be.rs: not percents: Lost access to sore hunting 
are~s (2); Burrped off airline; Changing attitude to.~ct.rd gov-crrurent; 
wst my gcx:rl attitude of white people; Discr:imi.nation; Venereal disease. 

31. Do you care which route a gas pipeline takes f ran Prudhoe Bay to the lo.oJer '48? 

76.Bi 
15.6 . 

·1.6 

Yes 
No 
Unsure 

32. (IF YES) mt.ich route do you favor? 

53.5\ 
11.5 
4.5 
5.1 
6.1 

19.4 

North Slope - Valdez - ship 
North Slope - A.lt:iskzi Highway - Northwest 
North Slope - Mi1cke nzie/Canada - t·tidi.._-est 
Other 
Has no i ·oute in m.irKl 
Not applh"'.c:lble 



What ~fitS will you derive fran this gas pipeline? · 

None 
Cheaper fuel 
fot>re gas f6r state 
fot>re state revenues 

33.8\ 
12.1 
5.7 
7.3 
n.s 
8.0 
1.6 
1.3 
5.7 
o.r; 
12.l 

fot>re jobs . 
Bolster the ecxmany (cx:rrrcerc:e/busilless) 
Lessen tax burden 
Better standard of living 
Alaska will benefit 
Other 

. . 

Don't know . 
Other canrents in ntri'bers; not pe.n:ents: Avoid Canadian blackmail; 
canadians ~n' t have rate control. 

34. Should we encourage a petrochemical industry in Alaska? 

65.9% 
24.2 
9.9 

Yes 
No 
Don't know enough about it 

35. Should Alaska sell its st.ate a.med nat:·.iral gas cheaper to get the gas industry 
to care to Alaska? 

20 .7% 
.68.5 
10.8 

Yes 
No 
Don't know 

36. rn developing the resources the state owns, should the state try to make c.. 
profit, take a loss, or break even? 

79.3 ~lake a profit 
0.6 Take a loss 

15.3 Break even 
4.8 Don't knew 

37 Arc there any places in the state that should oor be de veloped for oil and gas? 

67.S\ 
21.3 
11.l 

Yes 
No 
Don't know 

. . : 



38. (IF YES) Where? 

31.5\ 
13.l 
6.4 
1.9 
1.9 

16.9 

3.-8 
3.8 

. 5.4 

. 4.1 
6.1 
5.1 

Not appiicable 
State/National parks (recreation areas) 
I<achsrak Bay 
Qllf of Alaska· 
south F.ast Alaska waters 
Offshore areas (Bristol Bay; Beaufort Sea; Inlets, where fishing 1N0uld 

be damaqtd) 
Wilderness areas 
Game reserves (wildlife refuges) 
Environmental risk areas (where it might infringe on other ro-11E?W?....ble 

resources) 
No ~ areas at all 
Other 
Don't kncM • · 
Other caments in numbers; not percents_: Where people are (4); 
Kenai Peninsula (2); SB-lard (3); Not in central Alaska; Native Lund 
Clal.rns Act areas (3); Brooks Range (2); Pet 4 (2); Illiamna; Arctic; 
~ialized areas. 

39. Should the state use the oil lease bonus, that is , the rroney paid Ule state 
by oil a::npan.ies to l ease state lands, to pay state errpla1ees? 

38.5'6 Yes 
49.4 No 
12. l Don't kJ1a.i 

40. Should alcohol be taxed high enough to pay for alcoholism services? 

76.1% .. es 
20.-; t !::> 
3. 2 Don't kno.tl 

41. Should users of the haul ro.:id fran F.:iirbanks to Prudhcu pay the whole cost 
for its maintenance? 

58.3~ Yes 
31.8 No 
9.9 Don't knCM 

42. Would you pny 2¢ per CJill lon of gas extra to h.:we t he haul ro..1d kept open to 
· public traffic? 

21.3i 
73 .2 
5.4 

Yes 
No 
Don't kno~ 



Tell ma this. Where should the state capitol be? 

' 40.9% 
15.3 
12.8 
6.7 
2.6 
3.2 
3.8 
8.9 
5.8 

·. 

Juneau 
Anchorage (near Anchorage) 
Willa-1 
Wasilla 
Matanuska Valley/Palm!r 
Talkeetna 
Between Anchorage am Fairbanks 
Other 

.. 

Don't kno'1 
other mrments in ntm'hers; not percents: Soldama; l~U.lbelt (2); 
Wherever accessible (3); Fairbanks (2); Miami; Hurrican Gulch; 
Mt .• Yenlo (7); Larson Lake (3); Kenai; Ct:mtral area (2) ; Mt. Susitna 
area; Sitka; Pelican; Nenana; Delta Junction . . ' 

44. Should public errployees be allCMed to unionize? 

61.5% 
29.9 
8.6 

Yes 
No 
Don't know 

45. Should public errployees be allowed to strike? 

52.2% 
40.4. 
7.3 

Yes 
No 
Don' t kno..r 

I • 

46. This year the Legislature approvad a one-year operating budget of over $700 
million for Alaska. In your opinion, is this budget too high, too 1""1, or 
just about right? 

31.5% 
4.1 

24.8 
39.5 

High 
I.oil 
About right 
Don't know 

t •. 

47. Nan-e for rre areas or programs in the bu:1get which you \-x:>uld cut or eliminate? 
'18. 

Firs t 
5 •. 4% 
8.3 
6 . 4 

13.7 
2.2 
0.3 
0.5 
11.8 
1.3 
4.5 

45.5 

Seoond 
4.8~ 
2.2 
1.3 
3.5 
0 . 6 
1.6 
0.6 
3.2 
0.3 
1.9 

79.9 

Total 
l0.2t 
10.5 
7.7 

17.2 
2.8 
1.9 
1.1 

15.0 
1.6 
G.4 

125. 4 

None 
State payroll 
Excess personnel 
Social ~~rviCl!s/welf are 
F.<lucation 
Job services 
Native services 
Duplication/burcaucrticy 
Capital rrove 
Other 
Dont' knCM 

.. 
(eliminate non-essentinls) 
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47. (ex>n't) Other u:xments in nurrbers; not nercents: Environrrental; ferry nervice; 
48. Forest e."qJloration; Limited Entry Carrn.i.ssion; Hydro-electric clam, Highways (4); 

BIA; Ia:al 9overnrrent; Grants to Nat.::..ves; Senior citizens; Evaluation surveys; 
All new programs; Too many facilities; Operating~· · principles a profit making 
organization; Agricultural funding; Licensing boarus; . Park maintenance. 

49. If the state needed nore m::>ney, would you prefer that the rroney bt.~ raised with: •• . 

25.5% 
12.7 
1.0 

18.5 
30.6 
ll.8 

A sales tax 
An incane tax 
A property tax, or 
A business tax 
Opposes all ' taxes or in~ases 
Don' t kno\.if 

... 

50. Would you vote if there were a referendum in Alaska regarding the long range 
spending pl~ of the governnElt? 

73.9% Yes 
12.1 No 
14.0 Don't know 

51. How well \VOuld you say the state has managed the fish and wildlife of Alaska? 
Would you rate it i~ . .. 

7.6% 
32.2 
25.5 
28.0 
6.7 

Excellent 
Pretty good 
Only fair 
Poor 
Don't know 

52. 'l't?ll ire th~ status of fizh ~nd wildli:.:e in this at"ea. l\.17e there ..• 

5.7% 
12.7 
67.8 
13.7 

More than before 
About the sarre as before 
Fewer than before 
Don't know 

53. (IF FEWER) What s houl< be done to irrprove this situation? 

30.6% 
10.2 
9.2 
5.7 
4.8 
4.5 
4.5 
6.1 
2.9 
9.6 

12.l 

Not applicable 
ti.ore hatcheries (restock fish} 
f-brc/he ttcr mr:magefl~nt (research and dcveloprent programs) 
I 1 crease cnforcerrent (stricter laws/pen.:ilties) 
Stop hunting (fi!Jhing) 
Shorten season (reduce hunting) 
Lo.~-er quot:ils (permit only) 
Fewer non-residents (lo,.;er the popul.:ition; keep outsiders out) 
Stop ca.., rroose season 
Other 
Don't kno.., 



(oon't) Other ccmrents in numbers; not percents: Definite and non-discriminating 
hunting and fishing regulations; Increase cost of license to support additional 
resources; ·clean-up i>ollution in Anchorage streams that kill fish; 700 mile 
limit (3); Save land for them instead of all construction; Don't shoot 'oJOlves; 
Get input fran subsistence ht.inters; No airplanes for hunting; Gun control laws; 
Subsistence only; Eliminate l;imited entry; Stop exporting our wildlife; Outl~ 
subsistance fishing in streams; ?-Dre prese.rvc:iµon in wildlife ureas; Control 
water drainage basins fran· roads and developu'E.mt; Preserve park land; Stop 
building; K.P.ep limited entry (3) ; No trophy nlinting: Limit cum:ercial fishing; 
Ban snCM' machine hunting (2); Control trophy l'lunting; Tear dam pipeline; 
Limite fishing to sport only; IDcate male salJron and rrore streams. 

54. Tell ire what a permanent funcl would do for the state. 

3.8\ 
8.0 
3.2 
3.2 
9.6 

15.3 . 

4.1 
3.2 
0.6 
7.0 
1.0 

41.1 

erergency reserve 
Provide financial stability (security/cushion for the future) 
After resource depletion 
Reduce tax burden 
Investmmt/savings . 
State projects/prCXJram.s (eO.ucz.tion/health/child care/ environrrent/ youth/ 

jobs/social services/law enforcerrent/capital irrproverrents, etc.) 
IDan noney 
Keep state solvent 
Help cities 
1\nti-fund caments (nothing/ITOre rroney to waste/bad for stilte, etc.) ' 
Other 
Don' t k.na.., 
Other ccmrents in nurrbers; not percents: Slow down progress; 
Relief fran special interest pressure; keep big sperxlers down. 

55. Ten years fran nCM, would you wan this COT111Uili.ty to have . • • 

22.3% 
44.6 
30.6 
2.5· 

IV.Dre peopl~ than it does no..,, 
About the same number of people it has no,o1, or 
Fewer pe<'ple than it has n0"1 
Don't know • 

56 . Should public enployees be able to be fired easily, or should they have many 
protections against being fired easily? 

40.8% 
29.9 
20.9 
8.9 

Easy firing 
Hard to fire 
Don' t knCM' 

. In between 

S7. Should new inc.lustry in J\laska .• . 

74.Si 
9.2 

16.2 

De introduced only if it cun puy its Ot'/n wc.ty 
Should it LA.~ subsidized by other tiucpayerr; 
Don' t kno.-1/dcpend!i 



ROY/AN (,,ROUP INC. 

58. Are environrental regulations for this area ••• 

33.l\ 
13.7 
39.8 
13.5 

Too lenient 
Too strict 
Just about right 
Don't Jax:M enough about it 

59. Fi:an your point of view, has life in Alaska s inoo you've been here ••• 

31.8% 
15.3 
45.9 
7.0 

Int> roved 
Stayed the sane 
Gotten worse 
Undecided 

60. (IF IMPRJVED) M1at factors caused this in'proverrent? 

66.9% 
7.0 
1.9 
3.5 

.3.2 
3.5 
7.0 
4. 8 
1.3 
1.0 

Not applicable 
Econani.c (wages, jobs, noney, eoonany) 
Irrproved governm2nt 
'.l'ransportation (J:oads, highways , air) 
Pipeline/oil develcprent 
?-Dre business/ccrrrre.rcie 
Gro..,Wprogress (increased population) 

· Better services (education; ccnmunication, etc.) 
Other 
Don't kno.-1 
Other corrrrents in nurrbers; not percents: Cun be rrore independent; 
Waren; Cleaner. 

61. Let rre ask this final question. If you were suddenly governor , what change \~'Oltld 
you make first? 

S.7% 
12.l 

8.0 

2.9 
4.8 
5.1 

3. 5 

· 2. 2 
3.2 
5.1 
_: . 8 
4.5 
1.9 

14.0 
23 . 2 

Reduce state spending (cut budget; streamline bueget) 
Reduce goverm-ent {less ccmn.ittees/agencies/cut bureaucracy/weed out sare 

jobs/too many err.ployees) 
Better officials (fire legislators/administrutors, start over/get rid of 

crooked politicians) 
Respond to public (get people input) 
Solve tax pro~lem (fair taxation to everyone ; reevaluate indust...ry ta'<} 
Law and order problem (rebuilc.1 criminal justice stystem,ltougher courts , 

sentences, l .iws) 
Environrrental protection (stop exploiting rc~ources/utilize resources 

non-destructively) 
F.concmi.c relief (rent control; la.-.~r pdccs/rrorc jobs) 
lli9hway construction (irrprove rcxtds) 
Encourllge business/inc.lust.ry (look for oorc resources/new econanic base) 
Oiscouruge business/inc.lust.ry (qct rid of p ip:_1 in~/Htop oil lcn~e) 
!:)ocil\l !::crvi~s reform (cut welfare/give l ess to Nlltives) 
Fi!::herics help (protect fisheries) 
Other 
Don't knew 
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(con't) Other cx:zrmmts in nl.Utbers: not eercents: Welfare for old top priority; 
Let Alaskans have final ~1.1y on any new p.i~line not Federal Goverrurent; 
Change location of legislature to rotating basis; Fewer elections; Use same 
route for gas line: Less school days (longer sessions 4 days a week); t.nney 
to meet Federal rra.tchi.nq funds for day care; LJ:>cal hire should hnve priority; 
Inp.roverent for peq;:>le's benefit; M::>re recreation areas; Work on ncrality is~ues; 
legalize gambling/prostitution (2); Stop Susitna dam project; t-bve capital (3) ; 
Change state parks strict rules am regulations; More consistent handling of 
international problem; CUrb population qrcwth; .Straighten out revenue sharing; 
M:>re ITCney to hunani.stic programs; Get rid of environrrentalists (3); In;>rove 
education (2) ; Check whre ITCst profit is being made; l•:Ork on pipeline and 

. oil developrent related problens; Recreation for teens; Keep capital in Juneau (2); 
Rail.road connect.in1 with canad.:ian system; More VA rredical o:x>rdination tr~abn-mt 
here instead of going to Seattle; Bring i.n Christianity; Vore rroney for 
education; Lancl. controls; Stop selling to Japan; !Vore feeling of unity in 
State; Run off the niggers and the Natives - dro~ the Aleuts; Order full 
scale investigation of pipeline and the graft involved; Fire Jesse Car; 
Gcx:xl alo:.:Jholism program. 

62. Are you ••• 

63. 

66.6\ 
G.l 
3.s 
16.9 
6.7 

Drployed 
Uneaployed 
A student 
A house/wife/husband/person 
Retired 

HCM many years have you lived in Aluska? 

15. 0% 
36 .6 
25.5 
22.9 

All life 
aver 10 years 
5 - 10 yea=s 
U?ss than f ive years 

64. What is the last level of edu~tion you carpleted? 

9.2% 
20.3 
35.4 
27.1 

InCOllple te high s chool 
High school grucluate 
Incar.plete college 
college gruduat.e o r beyord 

·• ·. 

65. Into \..hlch of the follo....ing categories doos the tot:Ll l fnmily inoare here fall? 

'1.1~ 
13.7 
31.2 
<3.6 
7. 3 

UN:ler $6, 000 
$G ,OOO - $13,000 
$13,000 - $25,000 
$25,000 or rrorc 
Refused 



66. HcM many people live in this household? 

13.1% One 
67.2 '!W, three, four 
19.7 Five or rrore 

67. Are you a registered Alaska voter? 

86.6% Yes 
13.l No 

0.3 Not sure . . . .. 
68. Age 

22.6% 16 - 25 
46.2 26 - 39 
26.l 40 - 59 
5.1 60+ 

6~. Sex 

47 .5% Male 
52.5 Femlie 

70. IDcation 

45.Si Anchorage 
15.0 Fairbanks 
17.8 Juneau, Kectch.ikan, Sitka 
12.'1 Palrrer, \·1asill'1, l\e.nai, Kodiok 

9.2 Dillingham, Bethel, Nore 



In the first Citizens Feedback Report only one quest.ions (f 54) deals with 
possible uses of the Pennanent Ftmd. Because of the date of this poll, the 
responses are only rough preliminary indicators of public sentiment regarding 
the Fund as there is still a lack of tmderstanding and infonnation. Citizens 
Feedback #2 (July, 1977) is a better indicator of the desires of the state, 
but Rowan Group points out th~t the public hasn't made up its mind what the 
f\.Dld is, only that it should exist. 

Citizens Feedback #1 
Q.Jestion 54 

Tell me what a pennanent flD'ld would do for the state. 

3. 8\ Fmergency reserve 
8.0 Provide financial stability (security/cushion for the future) 
3.2 After resource depletion 
3.2 Reduce tax burden 
9. 6 Investment/savings 

15.3 State projects/ programs (educat ion/helath/ child care/ envi rorunent/ 
youth/jobs/social services/law enforcement/capital improvements , etc.) 

4. 1 Loan money 
3.2 Keep state solvent 
0.6 Help cities 
7.0 Anti-f und conments (nothing/mere money to waste/bad for state, e~c.) 
1.0 Other 

41.1 Don't know 

Other comments in numbers ; not percents : Slow down progress ; 
Relief from special interest pressure; keep big spenders down. 



.. 

Interviews were conducted in 17 conm..01ities of the State in a distribution pl.an 
giving proportional representation to all sections of the State. Applicants were 
all residents and adults of 16 years or older. 'Ille State was considered in five 
regions: Anchorage, Fairbanks, Southeastern, Southcentral, and rural Alaska. 

C).testions 41 tJlrough 48 deal with the Pennanent FlD'ld. The vast majority of 
Alaskans are thinking of ways of investing money wisely in Alaska and roost 
ideas are similar to the capital improvement concepts emerging from the 
government. 72\ felt "the permanent fund should ·be managed to assis t Alaska . I. 
directly through low-interest loans for such things as comnunity development, 
fisheries enhancement, and so on." 18% chose high interest investment outside 
with interest used as loans or expenditures to meet Alaska's needs. 'Jile public 
appears to want to put as much as possible in the Fund after the operating 
expenses of govenunent. With regard to annual earnings of the ftmd, 24\ wisn 
to use it to pay off debts, bond obligations, etc., 22% want to put it into 
loan programs. 16\ want to put it back in the pennanent fund, and 10% wish 
to give it to Alaskan residents. The Alaska, Inc. concept was referred to 
and was opposed by Slt with 30% in favor. This survey marked the introduction 
of the Pennanent Fund concept to intensive research thus the results must be 
taken in the context of a discussion over a subject not well known. 'Ille public 
hasn't made up its mind what the fund is, only that it should exist. 

, 



Interviews were conduct~d in 17 coJllTIUJlities of the State i.n a distribution plan 
giving proportional representation to all sections of the State. Applicants were 
all residents and adults of 16 years or older. '!be .State was considered in five 
regions! Anchorage, Fairbanks, Southeastern, Southcentral, and rural Alaska. 

~estions 41 through 48 deal with the Pennanent F\Dld. The vast majority of 
Alaskans are thinking of ways of investing money wisely in Alaska and most 
ideas are similar to the capital improvement concepts emerging from the 
government. 72' felt "the pennanent fWld should be managed to assist Alaska 
directly through 10\t-interest loans for such things as corrmunity development, 
fisheries enhance~nt, and so on." 18% chose high interest investment outside 
with interest used as loans or expenditu:...es to meet Alaska's needs. The public 
appears to want to put as Jm.Jch as possible in the Fund after the operating 
expenses of govenunent. With regard to annual earnings of the fund, 24% wish 
to use it to pay off debts, bond obligations, etc., 22% want to put it into 
loan programs, 16% want to put it back in the pennanent fund, and 10% wish 
to give it to Alaskan residents. The Alaska, Inc. concept was referred to 
and was opposed by 51% with 30% in favor. This survey marked the introduction 
of the Pennanent Fund concept to intensive research thus the results must be 
taken in the context of a discussion over a subject not well known. 1he public 
hasn't made up its mind what the fund is, only that it should exist. 

\. 
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. . 
Soon after Alaska's permanent fund is established, it wi1~ · ~ 
have assets of billions of dol~ars from the oil 
What· should be done with tho5e assets? 

8.1 

Invest wis~ly . 
Promote industry/development (build up economy/state: 

Diversify economy: further Alaska; bring up to date) 
Resource mana ement/ rotection/develo ment (forestry: 

wi i e; isheries: natura resources development; 
renewable resources protection/enhancement) 

Improve transportation (roads; highways; airports) 
Reduce taxes 

6.4 
5.3 
3.9 Health/social services {underpriveleged; welfare; elderly; 

alcoholism programs; health services) 
5.8 

5.0 
7.2 
3.9 
s.o 
3.1 
2.2 
1.9 
1.1 
l,9 
3 . 6 
1.9 
1.9 
9.5 

Government operations/services (general fund; for self­
sufficiency; improve state government; services; use 
as income; for debts) 

Save it (put it in permanent fund; hold interest) 
State capital development (plant development) 
Business/individual/housing loans 
Some to investments - some to services 
Education/schools 
Invest some/save some 
Return to 7eople 
Recreationparks 
Allocate throu h Le islature/ 
To best use benefit 
Corrununity development 
Other 
Don't know 
Other conunents in numbers: not ercents: Help ease 
A aska s high in lation; Don't believe in permanent 
fund; Improve quality of life (2); For better 
living like lower cost of housing; Maintain high 
quality of life; Rebates to the oil company's to 
encourage expansion. 

42. Which goal is more important to you in the management of the 
permanent fund? 

71.6\ The permanent fund should be managed to assist Alaska 
directly throu~h low-interest loans for such things 
as community development, fisheries enhancement, etc. 

17.5 The permanent fund should be managed to assist Alaska 
indirectly through making high-interest investments 
outside (like in the stockmarket); and the interest 
should then be used as loann or actual expenditures to 
meet Alaskan needs. 

8.4 Don't know 

2.5 Combination of the two 

' .. 



.b d . 
1 much money shoul qo into the permanent fund, as 

see it? Should the ec>licy be: 

3.9% 
27.6 
32.6 

23.4 

7.2 
5.3 

To put as little as possible! in it 
To put as much as possible in it 
To put whatever amount is surplus after meeting the 

goals of increasingly larger annual budgets 
To put whatever amount is s~rplus after meeting the goal 

of reducing annual budgets to the lowest possible 
amount · 

Other 
Don't know 
Other comments in numbers; not percents: None (2); 
Put one half in and make one half available for 
business, not for legislature use; 75% should go into 
permanent fund; Specific percent of revenues-not just 
surplus; Surplus after maintenance budget (J); A set 
percentage of money received; A large amount in permanent 
fund to be used which could be taken out in loans and 
put back to make available money in Alaska for projects; 
All of oil and gas revenue should be put in permanent 
fund; 50% (2); ~ct percentage without regard to 
annual budget; 25% of income from all sources (3); 
10\ of amount available; Put in specific amount (25% to 
SO\) annually; Al l surplus goes in, interest to be 
used for meeting state budget; Largest possible 
amount consistent with meeting state's legitimate needs 
for income-not spent just because its there; Pay off 
debts and put surplus in; Some large protion; Assist 
in developiL~ revewable resources; Set percentage go 
into pe~manent fund. 

44. Those assets in the permanent fund should maintain significant 
~nnual earnings, running into the millions each year. What 
should be done with the earnings? 

15.6% 
21 . 7 
4.7 
9.5 

24.0 
22.0 
2.5 

Add to the permanent fund 
Put it into loan programs 
Increase state spending 
Give the money to Alaska residents 
Use it to pay off bond obligations 
Other 
Don't know 
Other comments in numbers; not percents: Development and 
and state budget; Into loans and to pay off bonds (14); 

.. 

Cut taxes (5); Help retired people to stay in Aluska; 
Eliminate state tuxes; Lans and money back to Alaskans (6): 
Against permanent fund; Into permanent fund, loans, state 
spending, und bonds (2); Into permanent fund, state 
spending and bonds; Into loans; money back to Alaskans 
and pay off bonds (4); I ncrease state spending and give 
money back to residents; Increase state spending and 

'\ 



(Con't) pay· of.f bonds; Into permanent f ,und, ).oans and 
bonds (7); Into .permanent fund and loan programs. 
Lower tax~s; Into permanent fund and bonds (4); 
All of them (9); Into loans, state spending and 
bonds; Multiple uses; Money back to residents and 
bonds (3); 75% into loans, 25% into bonds; General 
fund to be spent by legislature; 50% to permanent 
fund; 15% to loans, 10% to money back to residents 
and 10% to bonds; Pay off obligations first then 
increase general fund at rate of population ~rowth; 
Develop conununit y and social overhead; Into loans 
and state spending; Reduce income taxes; Into permanerit 
fund then divide into uses for future and uses for 
now; loan programs for homes; Decided as need arises 
(legislature) not referendum; Use for development; 
Increase state spending to limits of about 12% per 
year; Improve ~ ewer system in the state; Consider 
alternate ener~iY, education, unknown needs, planning 
for the future . 

45. One proposa l is to make every citizen of Alaska a stockholder 
in a public corporation where the earnings from the pel~manent 
fund would be paid ou~ as a dividend annually to each 
stockholder. What do you think of that proposal? 

33.8% 

30.2 

5.6 
3.6 

3.6 
2.8 
3.1 
2.0 
5.0 

10.3 

Against it/not a good idea (don't like it; not practical; 
no; stinks; nuts; bad; no way; stupid; disagree) 

Like it/good idea (agree; OK; for . it; sounds nice; 
excellent ; Leasonable; has possibilities; interesting) 

Must c larify "c itizen" 
Use for service s/programs (provide quality services; for 

betterment of Alaskan communities; loans ; education; 
needs, etc) 

Won't work 
Prefer tax reduc tion 
Too much b llreaucracy/administrational problems 
Money wouldn't ~ mount to much 
Other 
No opinion 
Other comments in numbe rs; not percents: Would j ust 
contribute to alcoholi sm in Al~ska; If they meet their 
other obligations first; It redundant, by being a 
citi zen of Alaska, we are automatically stockholders 
and thereby reap the benefits; Fine if other things 
arc paid up; Should re-invest and make money out of 
it; Rather see in cont~ollcd by legislature than cor­
pornt ion; Possibly an a ttempt to deceive the public­
suspicious; Add it to the permanen t fund; I think it 
would bring lots more people to Alaska; Would only ' 
increase desirability of AlaskD to outsiders; Would 
nec<l additional information; The governor is trying to 
help in thio small way; Need to know more-interesting; 



45. (Con't) Not all the money should be handled this way; Should 
be tried on a temporary basis; Excess inunigration of 
free loaders might result; Might bring 700,000 people 
to Alaska; Political gain; Might make citi1.ens more 
aware of what is happening in general. 

46. 

47~ 

48. 

Do you agree or disagree with the idea that a portion of the 
earnings (only) from the permanent fund should be distributed 
as stock or money directly to the Alaska people? 

34.8, 
47.4 
17.8 

Agree 
Di agree 
Unsure 

How do you feel about the alternative idea that the earnings 
in the permanent fund should be added to the total used 
by the government in its annual budget process. 

35.1, 
46.0 
18.9 

Agree 
Disagree 
Unsure 

Do you have any other ideas about hew the earnings from the 
permanent fund could or should be used? 

6.4, 
5.3 

5.6 

3.6 
5.6 
4.2 

1.7 
3.1 
2.2 
2.2 
3.1 
1.7 
2.0 
1.7 
5.3 

46.2 

Reduce taxes 
Community development/services/improvements (including 

public facilities; recreation) · 
Resource management/development/protection (fishing; 

renewable resources) 
Econ~mic/industrial deve lopment 
Loan programs 
Health/social services (alcoholism programs; pioneer 

home; elderly; poor) 
Energy development (alternatives; e nergy plan) 
Roads/highways 
Education/schools (student loans) 
Public services/programs (no specifics mentioned here) 
General comment - to Alaska's benefit 
Investment 
Pay debts 
Return to people 
Other 
No opinion 
Other comments in numbers; not percents: Should be put 
up for public vote; Save it fa~ 20 years nnd buy our 
independence; Settle with Natives and open up land 
for development; Insurance programs (2); Through various 
media the people s hou ld be taught to recognize both the 
problems facing us today and tomorrow; Proved higher 
standard of living : Duy back Alaska l ane; Increasing 
retirement for Ala s ka Guard personnel; Government 



50. 

51. 

(Con't) sbould be wise enough t9 figure out way it should 
be '~pent; State spending; Provide jobs; Satellite 
communica.tions; Maintain Alaska'•s individuality; 
Re-investment in permanent fund (2): Bring down 
cost of living; Survey state lands for possible 
release for homesites; Equal help for white minority. 

More and more people have been coming to Alaska in recent 
years. Do you view this as a trend the state should • •• 

12.5t 
36.5 
43.7 
7.2 

Actively encourage 
Actively discourage 
Not get involved in 
Don't know 

How do you feel about off shore oil development here comp~red 
to other areas of Alaska? 

24.7% 

50.6 

10.1 

9.3 
3.7 
1.7 

Believes off$hore development should be considered almost 
everywhel'e before it is considered for this area. 

Believes that this area is equal to most others and if 
oil appears to be present, development here would 
be all right. 

Believes that this area should be considered first 
or in an early priority for offshore development 

Don't know 
Against all offshore development 
Not applicable-lives inland 

If a state facility such as an airport, ferry or muse um, can 
earn money in its operation how should it initially be 
paid for? From . .• 

2.2\ 
39. 0 
20.9 
18.7 
11.7 

8.5 

New or additional taxes 
Bonds 
General fund 
User fees 
Other 
Don't know 

. ~ 

Other comments in numbers; not perce nts: Loans from 
permanent fund; Should be a building fund established 
with earnings from permanent fund; Excess from permanent 
fund; Use permanent fund (4); Most e conomical way; 
Surplus money from oil revenue; Federal funds; Bonds• 
and general fund (7); If it can make money somebody 
other than the state should do it; Borrow from 
oil monies (2) If it can puy for itself in 20 years 
it should be bonds--if not use taxes; nonds and user 
fees (3) Part from general fund but not a l l ; Separate 
and special revenue bond; General fund and user fees (3); 



I 

(Con• ·t) Taxes and b,onds; Bonds, general fund and user 
( fees (SJ ; Al~I ways; Government is . to provide 

services, a~Y:' profit should be used to reduce 
taxes:·· Loa~s from general fund; Sales tax; 
Oil and gas xjevenue. 

t I f bl • 1 t • • . • d • bl • In erms o pu 1c par 1c1pat1on an maJor pro ems 1n 
Alask;a, let me raisE~ two possible topics for evaluations 
of ttlis type. Give me your reaction to each one. 

52. A coniplete re-evaluation of the University of Alaska, 
its size, services, budget, what Alaskans want from it 
and what they are getting, new directions, policy, and so 
on. 

37. g,, 
27. Cl 
12. !; 

14. I~ 
0. 15 
l. ·4 
5.8 

High priority 
Moderate priority 
Evaluation should be done but other problems are more 

important for public participation 
Evaluation can be done by the University itself, 
••• or need not be done. 
Other react:Lon 
Don't know . 
Other comments in numbers ,; not percents: Get new 'people 
In there that would solve the problem; State should 
get out of higher education; There should be a group 
that looks at it--part by t~e general citi~enship--if 
there's significant difference in what they're getting 
versus w:1at' s needed; Fairbanks s nould be established 
ac the the major campus; Outside professional evaluation. 

53. A c1:>mplete r e-evaluation of how the state police spend their 
budget and time, how they make decisions about what kinds 
.of problems to investigate, and how all this rel~tes to 
cri·me in Alaska and the public need. 

37.3\ 
24.S 
14.5 

10•.6 
~ •• 5 
1l .1 
!; • 6 

High priori ty 
Mo<lerate priority 
Evaluation should be done but other : roblems are more 

important for public participation . 
Evaluation can be done by police themselves, 
••• or need not be done 
Other reaction 
Don't know 
Other comments in numbers; not percents: High priority-­
evaluation can be done by ~olice t hemse lves; We need 
to be more responsive to their needs--they need more 
morals and more pay; They need more of them--the've been 
doing a good job; Moderntc priority and extensive public 
input; They are doing a splendid job, give them more 
money and back them up; T~ , few police--need more support; 
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55. 

56. 

57. 

58. 

59. 

(Con't) Maybe courts need re-evaluation more than state police 
ti or both I ; .Laws being passed aren't being enforced; ' 

Need constant evaluation; Quit having coffie with 
police; High priority--but no Teamsters. 

Are you ••• 

68.8\ 
9.5 
3.1 

12.8 
5.8 

Employed 
Unemployed 
A student 
House person 
Retired 

How many years have you lived in Alaska? 

13.6\ 
40.4 
22.3 
23.7 

All life 
Over 10 years 
5 - 10 years 
·Less than 5 years 

What: is the last level of education you completed? 

8.6\ 
25.3 
26.7 
39 ~ 3 

Incomplete high school 
High school graduate 
Incomplete college 
Colle ge graduate or beyond 

Intc• which of the following categories does the total f amil:y 
income here fall? 

4.2\ 
12.0 
32.3 
44.8 
6.7 

Under $6,000 
$6,000 - $13,000 
$13,000 - $25,000 
$25,000 or more 
Refused 

How many people live in this household? 

16.4\ 
65.5 
18.l 

One 
Two, thre~ , four 
Five or more 

Are you a registered Alaska voter? 

85.2\ 
12.8 
1.9 

Yes 
No 
Not sure 
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62. 

18.4\ 16 25 
44.6 26 - 39 
30.9 40 59 
6.1 60+ 

Sex 

51.8, Male 
48.2 Female 

Location 

43.2, 
13.1 
17.3 
16.4 
10.0 

Anchorage 
Fairbanks 
Southeast 
Palmer, Wasilla, Kenai, Kodiak, e tc. 
Dillingham, Bethel, Nome, etc. 

. 
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CITIZEN FEEDBACK #2 

A Survey of Alaskan Citizens 
. on 

The Major Policy Questions 
of the.Day 

Rowan Group Report 
· for 

The Off ice of the Governor 
Juneau, Alaska 

July 1977 



This is a report or a statewide survey of 
Alaskans conducted in April and May to gain 
"citizen feedback" on major policy questions 

facin~ the state government. 

The survey questionnaire was compiled from 
input from the Governor, personally; his assigned 
aides; the Cabinet; the Speaker of the House and 
the PresideLt of the Senate (or their aides); and 
other relevant Members of the Legislature. The 
q~estions were framed by the l~aders of government; 
the responses are given freely by the people of 
the ~tate. It is the hope of everyone that such 
a surv·ey contributes to the dialogue necessary 
!or suc~essful policy-development in a healthy 
and vigorous democracy, like Alaska. 

The surYey was commissioned by the Off ice of 
the Governor and is hereby delivered to Ms. Frances 
Ulmer of that office. We stand prepared to help in 
the clarification or use of this material in any 

way we can. 
The report includes an analysis of the data, 

a data-narrative section, and a description of 

the sample design and methodology. The computer. 
pr~ntout has been delivered under separate aovor , 

earlier. 
We hope this has been a useful and valuable 

addition to the dialogue between Alaskan 

people and their governmen • 

~i 
Pres· 
ROWA GROUP Inc 
525 W. 3rd Ave. 
Anchornge, Alaska 99501 
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THE SAMPLE PLAN 
AND INTERVIEWING METHODLOGY 

A sample plan was devised giving proportional 
representation to all sections of the state. The 
interviews were conducted in 17 communities of 
the state under a distribution· plan utilized for 
the last ten years by the company, and amended 
annually by data certified about the Alaska 
population. 

The survey includes data from 359 personal 
interviews conducted by professional interviewers 
especially instructed far this assignment. All 
interviews were conducted in the home of the 
411alified respondents, all of whom were Alaska 
residents. 

As in CFS-1, the proportion of interviews for 
rural Alaska were conducted with village people 
found in regional centers (e.g., Dillingham, 
Barrow, Bethel, Nome, Kotzebue, Fort Yukon, etc.); 
otherwise, the costs of travelling to ' the villages 
would have been prohibitive. This system has worked 
admirably in the past for reflecting the views of 
the people of rural or village Alaska. 

As a rule, the interview took half an hour to 
complete. Interviews were validated and we can 
vouch !or the certainty of the data, and its 
reliability. The interviews were conducted during 
April and May, 1977, statewide. 



OFFICE f,F TllE GOVElllNOR 

S1'1t MIU OrrllD1Mfll1 A/II l'U/1111111 1'6UCN AD-JU/tWJ lflll 
fllDllC US.JSl1 

Governor 
Lt. Governor 
Legislators 
Commissioners 
Governor's Office Staff 

Augus~ 5, 1977 

This is the second of a series of Citizen Feedback Surveys 
sponsored by the Division of Policy Development and Planning 
to obtain input from Alaskans on Alaskan issues. 

I am hopeful that as a policymaker this survey is helpful to 
you in making the difficult decisions which you face. 

I would appreciate hearing from you about the usefulness of 
this survey and any recommendations you might have regarding 
future Citizen Feedback Surveys. 

Sincerely, / . j . 

/ 

~/f<.1<' ltfo~_/ 
F ances A. Ulmer' 
!rector 
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