


Brian Rogers 3/11/77
Comments on DPDP Rowan Survey #2

It'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 to 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 1ike 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 other 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:
/P
3. BEL

2. How well do. you feel the state is meeting these goals and
objectives.(similar 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 oL
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 llhat tools (economic, resources, governmental structure) are
available to better meet the goals?

4.5pecific questions on tools - especially permanent fund & general fund




would work well.

Additional comments 3/18/77

After last Sunday's meeting, I would 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 all 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
out.




These questions should be preceded by the questions asked
\ in 40 - 48. 40 - 48 is an excellent primer to get folks
* thinking about how they feel about present govt activities
before they are hit with the horrendous task of suggesting
a furure budget.

However, rethink the specific topics used in 40 -48,

I suggest you eliminate 48 (Rehabilitation) because I

don't know what that means; substittute "income assistance"

for "income maintenance'"'in 47; and maybe add in communications
and police protection.

Then, make sure all nf those specific topics are inclinded
in one of the budget ca.'egories of 1 - 10. As it now reads,
several topics are missing. kRN 0T 2 1) B

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 the
results back into the standard budget categories. For
example, you might consider the following:

EDUCATION *
Elementary and Highschool
University of Alaska and other post-highschool programs
Commin: Cotlenss

SOCIAL SERVICES (employment opportunities, childcare, alcohdlism,

drug abuse, programs for the elderly, housing assistance,
income assistance, health programs

JUSTICE (state police, courts, prisons, delinquency programs,
victim compensation)

TRANSPORTATION *
Airports
Highways
State ferry systen

COMMUNICATIONS (telecommunications)

RESOURCE & LAND MANAGEMENT *
Fish & Game management
State parks
environmental protection
pianning & management of state lands, forests, minerals, oil
R&Tﬁ_id’ 2 {lirpSeerte proketa oIS ';gﬁf‘wm.’a, mf“ mo’e,( e/ Aws,cf:.o:;,f-
* for EDUCATION, TRANSPORTATION, and RESOURCE & LAND MANAGEMENT
individuals should be given the opportunity to break down
their responses into the subcategories shown, if they should
like _to. (This is essential in order to allow people to vote
for more highschools and less university; to vote for more
airports but not more roads; to vote for more fish & game but
not more parks, etc.)
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17%

You'll note that I've also reduced the number 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 fo
vote on the GOVERNMENT category which really means ove: 'head.
They answer that later when they are asked if there should
"be a % ceiling on how much of the budget' 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.

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

"Should State funds and state responsibilities be shifted
more to local governments throughftre ue sharing, or should
local governmehts functions remain as they are."

b

Rewrite as follows: <f
In addition to HOW money is spent, we need to know HOW MUCH should be”
Here are 3 state budgets (show card 2) which are possible for
the coming year. Tell me shich budget you prefer and why.

A SMALLER BUDGET:
(A) 9600 million budget. 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 million

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 (S1 billion dollars) 1In the past few
years government has grown oun 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 starts to flow thru the pipeline this
September; however further taxation might be necessary to
feed an expanded budget.

\n additional question should be asked:

"Do you think Alaska should 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?"
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20 - 30

Before answering this question, the respondent should be told
when the employees last 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 estimated 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?

Tell the respondent what that percent level of the budget
put into salaries and benefits is today, and how that percent
has changed in the past few years,

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 o0il & gas must be put into a special
savings account, While the money in this account cannot be
spent, it can be loaned out or invested. 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 answer 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 revenues should be put into
the fund (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 should be managed to assist Alaska
directly through low-interest loans for such things
as community development, fisheries enhancement, etc.

(2) 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 1loans or actual expenditures to meet
Alaskan needs.



The interest earned by permanent fund loans or investments
should be used in what way?

(1) It should all be put back into the fund.
(2) It should be directly distributed to citizens of the

state justulike 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 state funds.

Other

ML gy Grbris
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32 -

33

34

36-39

40-48

49

How much money should go into the fund:is another qﬁestiﬁﬁ.

We could put anywhere from 25 - 100% of oil & gas revenues

into it. Whcih do you prefer: R O S F
w/

(1) We should put as little as possible into it (25%)
(2)
(3) We should put whatever amount into it that is above and

beyond what we need to maintain our present btate
spending and services

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

(4) Ve shoulq moderately increase our present state expenditures
and services and put the excess into the permanent fund.

-

Rewrite as follows: R o b

"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

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

Change to: "If you would like the state to discourage more
people from coming to Alaska and your community, how should this

be done?

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

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

I already suggested that these be the first 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 resident property owners to provide local funds.

Bush areas which have no local governments do not tax property
owners; and so education is totally paid out of state funds,

Do you think this system should be changed? If so, how?

I hate that question.

foﬁéu:
hat abmd

‘+M¢ S



State-owned oil and gas can be sold to bring in money to
the state. Some of that money will go intu 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 it is
removed. It is a non-renewable resources; and hence when
we sell 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 possible,

(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 private landowners sell theirs (regional native
corporations).

(4) Other

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

% of 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 most money to the state treasury.

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

(a) promote industrial development that needs oil for
energy or materials [(#hgU/{$

(b) ensure a reasonably priced energy source for use by
Alaskans in heating homes and as motor fuel.

(3) other




PLEASE NOTE: THE FOLLOWING PAGES WERE TREATED
AS A UNIT IN THE ORIGINAL DOCUMENT.
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0l1.

02.
03.
04.

Are you a resident of Alaska

100.0% Yes
0.0 No

What would yousay are the two or three major problems facing Alaska today?

First Second Third Total .
8.33 9.2% 23.63 Inflation/cost of living (econamy)
3. 12.1 Unemployment/jobs
. 26.5 Influx of people (overcrosiedness)
17.1 Fast/uncontrolled growth (need oplanning)
Pipeline/pipeline impact
Conservation/environment (pollution)
Wise use of resources (should protect/orderly develop.)
State spending/budgeting (too nuch spending/too fast)
"heck the bureaucracy
Poor leadership
Other govermmental camments
Crime/police/the courts
Highways/roads (traffic)
Outside interference in state (special interests/
business exploitation/Federal intervention)
8.2 Industry/unions/business (too industrializad/too many
small businesses/not enough uﬂustry/umon power)
Alcohol/drugs
Housing/rents
Education/schools
Trasportation/communication
Fish and Game (Limited Entry)
Taxes
Health/welfare/social services
Alaska Nativas problems/Land Claims Act
. Other
1 0 7 3 47. No opinion
Other cohments in numbers; not percents: Capital move (13); need recreation (6);
Apathy (4); flaul Road should be open (2); Legalize prostitution (2); Isolation (2);
Morality (2); Too much gun control; Elderly; Lack energy; Change 30 day
voter registration; Full year pilot insurance; Aged; Gas line through Alaska;
Utilities; Boomers; Gasline; Minorities; Poor quality of life; Postal service.
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Of all the problems you mention, which one do you feel that state govermment
should be working on first and hardest?

[
o

® 5 & ® ® ® 8 s ® B & 8 B 8 8 @ .
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How should the state goverrment solve that problem?

-l -- ]
- O m

15,4
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Inflation/cost of living (economv)
Unemplovment,/jobs

Rapid growth/population influx
Pipeline/pipeline impact
Conservation/environment

Wise use of resources

State goverrment (leadershm/bureaucracy)
Outside interference in Alaska (Feds/business explo:.tatmn/@eclal interests
State spending/budgeting .
Crime/police/the courts

Alcohol/drugs

Housing/rents

Education/schools

Highways/roads (includes traffic)

Fish and Game ;

Taxes

Health/welfare/social services

Alaska Native problems

Other

No opinion >
Other caments in nmbers, mot-percents; Union situation (2); Public

utilities; Airplane insurance; Change of 30 day registration for
voting; Capital move (3); Energy-develoo hydro power sources;
Keeping money here (2); Land; Rural development; Moral issues; Lack
of order in collective bargaining with public; Recreation for kids;
Postal services.

Reduce spending (woo many employees; balkter budgeting)

Better planning (wise choice of consultants)

Better leadershio (state goverrment work harder; legislature work for
people; represent neople not special interests; work
together on all levels)

Environmental research (more conservation; harvest resources in an

environmental way)

Encourage bwsmess/uﬂustry (capital loans; carpetition; tax breaks)

Discourage business/industry (higher tax on outside interests)

Even-grosth volicies

More police (crack down on drugs)

Better courts (tougher sentences; mandatory sentences)

Highway construction (increase; better road planning)

Schools (more money; tcachers; schools for villages; a botter curriculum)

Low cost housing (rore low incame housing; rent controls)

Discourage non-residents (keep outsiders out; discourage those w/o jobs)

Other

Don't know




(oon t) Other camments in numbers; not pements-

hanestead laws;

for ‘alcohol;

Develcp public service jobs (2); Encourage food co-ops; Increase
state inoome tax; Develcp public transportation; Develop energy,
Susitna hydro-electric facility; More authority for state fram Federal;
Don't move capital for at least five years; Keep prices down (3);
Open more land to public; Work through insurance camnission on pilot
" insurance; New voter registration requirement of 1 year; Disclosure
. of profits: Revise laws and bring up to date; Move capital; Railroad
to lower 48; Send same Natives back to their own villages; Lower
property taxes in aligmment with services received; Don't give away
so much for free; Becoming aware of Native importance and issues;
Money for Day care; Careful scrutiny of eligibility for welfare;
Restrictions on sale uf alcohol; No Canadian pipeline; State should
have more control, less Federal control; Allow professionals to
advertise so we knowwhat they really do;
API; More money for alcoholism programs;
age care; Recreation programs for young; Imorove ukilities; Good
Constitution change so goverrmment doesn't have control
of all agencies; Reevaluate Limited Entry; More land for hamesite use
only; Legalize ganbling/prostitution; Cut taxes; Keep Japanese fishermen
out (2); Public sale of land; Organize plan preventing and rehabilitation
Restrict unions more; Task force on oil impact; Stop
giving Natives everyining; Don't allow non-property taxpayer vote on
issues affecting property taxpayers; Input fram people throughout state;
Invest in fish hatcheri:s (2); Don't move capital; Invest in preventative

programs for child and Zamily crisis; More for emoloyees.

First Second Third
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What in your opinian +will be the major problems of Alask two or three years
fram now?

Unemployment,/jobs
Inflation/cost of living (econamy)
Population influx
Crime/police

Wise resourocc developpent
Environnantal protection
Government spending/budgeting
Govermment (bureaucracy/leadership)
Roads/highways
Traffic/congesticn
Transportation
Education/schools

Housing
Industry/unions/business
Pipeline/gas line
Alcohol/drugs

Fisheries

Native problems

Lack public services

Taxes

Modical/medical costs

Lower quality of life

Rapid growth

other

No opinion

e ooy o thateherTas |

More insitutions than just
Retain Limited Entry; 01d
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ROWAN GROUP INC,

07 - 09 (Con't) Other camments in numbers; not percents: Hydro-electric power;

10.
u.

12.

'First ' 'Second Total

Exploitating Native cultures; Cupital (8); Urban area control;
I.lnte.rferenoe by outsiders; Recreation (3); Minorities; Individual
identity crisis; Welfare (2); Hippies; Isolation

What would you say are the two or three n;ajor problems right here in this
camunity? . ‘

Inflation/cost of living (econamy)

4.1% 5.1% 9.2%
356 1.9 3.5 Unemployment/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/varking
1.3 2.9 4.2 Expand mass transit
13.7 9.9 23.6 Crime/police/the courts
6.1 8.6 14.7 Housing/rents
2.5 20 5.0 Taxes
2.9 1.5 6.4 Education/schools
6.4 3.5 9.9 Growth/develomrent (rapid/unplanned)
4.5 1.9 6.4 Lack recreation activities
8.0 4.5 ¢ 125 Poor local goverrment (apathy/access/cammunication/bickeri
1.9 5.4 y Industry/cammarce
1.3 0.6 1.9 Post-pipeline impact
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.Y Other
3.2 18.5  21.7 No opinion

Other camrents in nurbers; not percents: Stray dogs; sewer and water (2);
Harbor facilities (z); Lack of services (2); Lack of revenue; Fire prevention;
Race conflicts; Bad medical facilities; Racism; Not enough shopping facilities;
Do control; Apathy; No available land; Capital mcve (10); Agricultural
situation; Tramway (2); airline situation; Parents should pay more attention to
youth.

LY

Which level of government should be most responsible for solving the problems
of this camunity?

15.3% The state govermment
17.6 The borough government
49.2 The municipal government
15.7 Other

2.2 Don't know




ROWAN GROUP INC.

loock at this list and tell me who spends its money most efficiently in
this conmunity. Please rank them first, second, third and fourth, as you
see it: ;

- ' First Second Third Fourth All None  Don't know
13. People - 50.3% 6.7¢ 7.0% 12.7% 0.0 9.63 13.7%

\
14. Federal Govt : ‘8.6 14.0 15.0 35.0 0.0 12.1 15.3
15. State Govt. 8.0 20.7 31.5 12.1 0.0 120 15.6

16. Iocal Govt. 9.6 29.6. 15.9° " 17.2 0.0 1221 15.6

17. Wwhat services do you receive for your state tax dollars?

18. ’

19. First Second Third Total -
13.4% 15.0% 12.1% 40.5% Education/schools (U of A; Cammnity colleges, included)

40.8 19.1 7.7 67.6 Highways/roads

I 13.4 8.9 8.0 30.3 Police protection (state troopers)
.0.0 1.6 1.9 3.5 Courts (judicial services/corrections)
1.0 2.9 1.3 5.2 Fire protection
l 2.2 3.2 4.2 9.6 Fish and Game (management/protection)
2.2 4.8 3.8 10.8 Parks and Recreation
X 1.6 1.0 1.3 3.9 Libraries
1.0 5.4 k. . 9.9 Airport facilities
I 1.9 2.5 1.0 5.4 Ferries
1.9 0.6 0.0 2.5 Harbor/port facilities
2.5 1.9 5.8 10.2 Health services (mental health facilities)
l, 0.6 2.2 2.2 5.0 Social services (welafre/food stamps)
0.0 1.3 1.3 2.6 Elderly services (Pioneer hames/care)
3.5 1.6 1.6° 6.7 Unemployment (job services)
l 0.0 2.2 1.0 3.2 Utilities (water/sewer/garbage)
1.0 0.6 1.6 3.2 Ilegislative (state congress; representation)
1.6 1.9 2.2 5.7 Specific funding (Art council; rent review/ small
business Admin; Inpact funds, etc)
- 4.8 4.8 14.7 None
1.9 i R 1.0 6.1 Other
4.5 15.3 33.9 53.7 Don't know

Other caments in numbers; not percents: Sub-contracts; Postal (2); Transportation
and busses; Govarmment ermployees; National Guard; State housing; Communications;
Pollution Control; State employee benefits; watcrway benefits; People Mover;
Attorney Ceneral should be elected not appointed; State troopers in Anchorage
should be handle by municipal; Use of public buildings; Church tax breaks;
Fluoridation; Coast Guard; Drainage; Environmental protection.




which of these services is the best?

First Second Total
0.1 " Z.6%  21.7% Education/schools (U of A; Community Colleges included)
13.4 Highways/roads
Other transportation (airvorts/ferries)
Fish/qgame/wildlife
Parks/recreation '
Police/enforcerent -(public safety)
State police -
Fire department
Health services
BErployment/job services
State emloyre benefits
. Elderly
. Other
24.8 pon't know/none
Other camments in numbers; not percents: Utilities; sewer; Rent review board;
Sub-contracts; Alaska Legal services; Library (3); All (3); Housing; Mail
Goverrment (2); Social services (2); cowts, Environuent (2); Art Council;
Construction grants.
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Which of these services are the worst?

First Second Total

7.3% 7.8 14.6 None

26. Roads/highways (maintenance)

Other transportation (ferries/aixrports)
Police/courts/troopers

Education/schools

Social services/welfare

Fish/game/weliaie

Brploynent secvices

Health services

Other

33 pon't know -

Other camrents in nurbers; not percents: Tco wany state employees; Legislature
Postal; Liquor Control Board; State funding allocations; State tax informration;
State govermment; Needs that should be provided by the city; Recreation (2);
Environment; Duplicative services; Office facilities; Housing; Land management.
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Which state services ought to be eliminated?

First Second Total
36.9% "36.6%  73.5% None
0.0 12.7 Excess velfare (food stamps; unerployment sent outside)
Specific commnissions (public utilities; rent review;)
puplication (burcaucracy; inefficicncy; amployees)
office of Governor
1 Other
94. pon't know
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24. (Con't)

25.

26.

27.

28.

T RUAWAN GEOVR N,

Others in nurbers; not percents:  Services which interfere with

individual freedcm; Agriculture loan program; Possible Native programs (4);
School (2); State involvement in adoption of children by spouse of child's
natural parent; ligh wages; Evaluate state employees over $40,000 per year;
Highway department to private contractor; Day centers {3); Rehabilitation
type of grants; Dumping salt on highways; Native corporations should take
over state functions in rural areas; Capital move; Sewer tax; Let local
goverrment take over building of roads; Fluoridation; Change control of
services to local contractors; Fish and Game protection officers maybe;

Drug enforcement; Highway construction.

Overall, would you say the net effect of the trans-Alaska oil pipeiine has
been positive ar negative?

55.1%
35.0
9.9

Positive
Negatiie
Don't know

(IF POSITIVE) Why is that?

44.3%
19 4

NL-JI—'@LDUJI-'U‘

Not applicable
Increased employment

Built up Alaska (proved RK resources; helped state grow/develop)
Provided state revenue (tax base)

Camrerce/business growth

Increased population (influx of skilled/knowledgable pﬂople)

Increased standard of living
Give U.S. needed resources
Other

No opinion

Other comments in numbers; not percents: Expedited Alaska Native Land

Clzams Settlement.

(IF NEGATIVE) Why is that?

64.0t
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Not: applicable

Econamic (tco high wages; prices; cost of living, etc.)
Population influx (transient problems/overcromwded)

Rapid growth/cevelopment
Lower quality of life
Encroaching on environment
Increased crime

Poor workers (outsiders)
Other

Don't know

Other comrents in nurkers; not perc:ent., Rovenue leaving state; No

benefits; Iost skilled workers
started to flow.

in arca Lo pipeline; No oil has
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29. What benefits have you derived personally from the pipeline?

55.7% None

17.8  Jobs (relatives got jobs; more jobs in general)

10.5 Higher wages (higher standard of living)

7.6 More business activity (more commodities; money in econamy)

2.2 Land values increased

3.5 Other

2.5 Don't know S
Other camments in numbers; not percents: Satisfaction of knowing
Alaska is ocontributing to o1l crisis; Brought about the enactment of
Native Land Claims Settlement; Gas available (2); Made scme friends;
A few drinks; Learned patience and job experience; Amusement; $90
Native money; Lower state taxes (2). '

30. what losses have you personally suffered because of the pip2line?

51.0% None
25.8 Econcmic (higher cost of l:l.vmg/prmes/uﬁthlon/rents/taxes/:;obs)
3.2 Population influx
8.9 Lower quality of life (worse neighborhoods/poor attitudes; unfriendly/
privacy/immorality)

1.6 Poor roads/traffic

2.2 Lack safe feeling (crime/violence)
| 2.5 Enviromment/pollution - :

1.6 Had family problems (while on pipeline — missed family etc)

2.2 Other

1.0 No opinion
| Othaer comments in nurbers; not percents: ILost access to some hunting
L areas (2); Burped off airline; Changing attitude toward government;

Lost my good attitude of white people; Discrimination; Venereal disease.
31. Do you care which route a gas pipeline takes fram Prudhoe Bay to the Lower '48?
76.8% Yes
15.6. No
7.6 Unsure

32. (IF YES) Which route do you favor?

53.5% North Slope - Valdez - ship

11.5 North Slope - Alaska Highway - Northwest
a9 North Slope - Mackenzie/Canada - IMidwest
.1 Other

 § Has no route in mircl

4 Not apolicable
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33. What benefits will you derive from this gas pipeline?

33.8% None

12.1 Cheaper fuel

More gas for state

More state revenues

More jobs : $
Bolster the econany (cammerce/business)
Lessen tax burden

Better standard of living

Alaska will benefit

Other , .

pon't know :
Other comments in nurbers; not percents: Avoid Canadian blackmail;
Canadians won't have rate control.
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34. Should we encourage a petrochemical industry in Alaska?

65.9%8 Yes

24.2 No
9.9 pon't know enough about it

35. Should Alaska sell its state cwned naivural gas cheaper to get the gas industry
to care to Alaska?

20.7% Yes

68.5 No
10.8 pon't know

Tn developing the resources the state owns, should the state try to make &
profit, take a loss, or break even?

79. Make a profit
0. Take a loss
15. Break even

4.8 . Don't know

Are there any places in the state that should NOT be developed for oil and gas?

67.5% Yes
21.3 No
11.1 Don't know
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38. (IF YES) Where?

31.5% Not applicable

State/National parks (recreation areas)

Kachemak Bay

Gulf of Alaska.

South East Alaska waters

Offshore areas (Bristol Bay; Beaufort Sea; Inlets, where fishing would
be damaged) )

Wilderness areas

Game reserves (wildlife refuges)

Environmental risk areas (where it might infringe on other rznewable
resources)

No new areas at all

Other

pDon't know - it

Other camments in numbers; not percents: Where people are (4);

Kenai Peninsula (2); Seward (3); Not in central Alaska; Native Land

Claims Act areas (3); Brooks Range (2); Pet 4 (2); Illiamma; Arctic;

Specialized areas.

';\l-""'ﬂ'\t;
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Should the state use the oil lease bonus, that is, the money paid the state
by oil campanies to lease state lands, to pay state employees?

38.5% Yes
49.4 No
12.1 Don't know

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

76.1% .es
20.7 Mo
3.2 pon't know

Should users of the haul road fram Fairbanks to Prudho~ pay the whole cost
for its maintenance?

58.33% Yes
31.8 No
9.9 Don't know

42. Would you pay 2¢ per gallon of gas extra to have the haul road kept open to
" public traffic?

21.3% Yes
73.2 No
5.4 pon't know
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Tell me this. Where should the state capitol be?

Juneau

Anchorage (near Anchorage)

wWillow s

Wasilla

Matanuska Valley/Palmer

Talkeetna

Between Anchorage and Fairbanks

Other

Don't know

Other camments in numbers; not percents: Soldatna; Railbelt (2);
Wherever accessible (3); Fairbanks (2); Miami; Hurrican Gulch;
Mt., Yenlo (7); Larson Lake (3); Kenai; Central area (2); Mt. Susitna
area; Sitka; Pelican; Nenana; Delta Junction.

Should public erployees be allowed to unionize?

61.5% Yes
29.9 No
8.6 Don't know

Should public employees be allowed to strike?

52.2% Yes
40.4. No
7.3 Don't know

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

31.5% High

4.1 Low
24.8 About right
39.5 Don't know

Name for me areas or programs in the budget which you would cut or eliminate?

Second Total

.8% 10.2% None

State payroll

Excess parsonnel

Social servicus/welfare
Education

Job services

Native services
Duplication/burcaucracy (climinate non-essentials)
Capital move

Other

Dont' know
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47.
48.

49.

50.

51.

53.

ROVIAN GRUR INC,

(con't) Other comments in numbers; not percents: Environmental; ferry service;
Forest exploration; Limited Entry Carmission; Hydro-electric dam, Highways (4);
BIA; Local government; Grants to Natives; Senior citizens; Evaluation surveys;
All new programs; Too many facilities; Operating k- principles a profit making
organization; Agricultural funding; Licensing boarus; Park maintenance.

If the state needed more money, would you prefer that the money be raised with....

25.5% A sales tax

12.7 An incame tax

1.0 A property tax, or

18.5 A business tax

30.6 Opposes all taxes or increases
11.8 Don't know

Would you vote if there were a referendum in Alaska regarding the long range
spending plan of the government? :

73.9% Yes
12.1 No
14.0 Don't know

How well would you say the state has managed the fish and wildlife of Alaska?
Would you rate it is...

7.6% Excellent
32.2 Pretty good

- e Only fair

28.0 Poor
6.7 Don't know

Tell me the status of fish snd wildliZe in this avea. Are there...

5.7t More than before
12.7 About the same as before
67.8 . Fewer than before
13.7 Don't know

(I FEWER) What shoul: be done to improve this situation?

30.6% Not applicable

More hatcheries (restock fish)

More/hetter managament (research and development programs)
I crease enforcement (stricter laws/penalties)

Stop hunting (fishing)

Shorten season (reduce hunting)

Lower quotas (permit only)

Fewer non-residents (lower the population; keep outsiders out)
Stop cow moose season

Other

Don't know

ot
o
.

NONASSSWNY
. L] L ] L] - [ ] L ] . L]
HAMAD UMMM OINN

[




——

53.

ROWAN GROURP INC,

(con't) Other camrents in numbers; not percents: Definite and non-discriminating
hunting and fishing regulat:.on.a, Increase cost of license to support additional
resources; Clean-up pollution in Anchorage streams that kill fish; 700 mile

limit (3); Save land for them instead of all construction; Don't shoot wolves;

Get input from subsistence hunters; No airplanes for hunting; Gun control laws;
Subsistence only; Eliminate limited entry; Stop exporting our wildlife; Outlaw
subsistance fishing in streams; More preservation in wildlife areas; Control
water drainage basins fram roads and develcsient; Preserve park land; Stop
building; Keep limited entry (3); No trophy nunting; Limit cammercial fishing;
Ban snow machine hunting (2); Control trophy hunting; Tear down pipeline;

Limite fishing to sport only; Locate male salmon and more streams.

Tell me what a permanent fund would do for the state.

of

BErergency reserve :
Provide financial stability (security/cushion for the future)

After resource depletion

Reduca tax burden

Investment/savings -,

State projects/programs (education/health/child care/ environment/ youth/
jobs/social services/law enforcement/capital improvements, etc.)

Loan money

Keep state solvent

Help cities : i

Anti-fund comments (nothing/more money to waste/bad for state, etc.)

Other

Don't know

Other camments in numbers; not percents: Slow down progress;

Relief from special interest pressure; keep biy spernders down.

)
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would you wan this commnity to have...

Ten years from now,

22.3% More people than it does now,

44.6 About the same number of people it has now, or
30.6 Fewer people than it has now

2.5 Don't know

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

40.8% Easy firing
29.9 Hard to fire
20.9 Don't know
8.9 . In between

Should new industry in Alaska...

74.5% Be introduced only if it can pay its own way
9.2 Should it be subsidized by other taxpayers
16.2 Don't know/depends
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58. Are envirommental regulations for this area...

33.1% Too lenient

13.7 Too strict

39.8 Just about right

1355 Don't know enough about it

59. From your point of view, has life in Alaska since you've been here...

31.8% Improved

15.3 . Stayed the same

45.9 Gotten worse
7.9 Undecided

(IFf IMPROVED) What factors caused this improvement?

66.9% Not applicable
Econcmic (wages, jobs, money, econamy)
Improved goverrmant '
wransportation (roads, highways, air)
Pipeline/oil develcpment
More business/cammercie
Growth/progress (increased population)
* Batter services (education; canwmnication, etc.)
Other
Don't know
Other comments in nurbers; not percents: Can be more indecendent;
Waren; Cleaner.

L[]

7.0
1.9
3.5
3.2
3.5
7.0
4.8
1.3
1.0

61. let me ask this final questio.n. If you were suddenly governor, what change would
you make first?

5.7% Reduce state spending (cut budget; streamline budget)

12.1 Reduce goverrment (less camittees/agencies/cut burcaucracy/weed out same
jobs/too many erployees)

Better officials (fire legislators/administrators, start over/get rid of
crooked politicians)

Respond to public (get people input)

Solve tax problem (fair taxation to everyone; reevaluate industry tax)

Law and order problem (rebuild criminal justice stystem/tougher courts,
sentences, laws)

Environmental protection (stop exploiting resources/utilize resources
non-destructively)

Economic relicf (rent control; lower prices/more jobs)

Highway construction (improve roads)

Encourage business/industry (1ook for more resources/new econanic base)

Discourage business/industry (et rid of pipcline/stop oil lcase)

Social services reform (cut welfare/give less to Natives)

Fisherics help (protect fisheries) '

Other

pon't kncw
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61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

ROW/AN GROVJP INC,

(con't) Other caments in nunbers; not percents: Welfare for old too priority;
Let Alaskans have final cay on any new plpeline not Federal Government;

Change location of legislature to rotating basis; Fewer elections; Use same
route for gas line; Less school days (longer sessions 4 days a week); Money

to meet Federal matching funds for day care; Local hire should have priority;
Improverent for people's benefit; More recreation areas; Work on morality iscues;
Legalize gambling/prostitution (2); Stop Susitna dam project; Move capital (3);
Change state parks strict rules and regulations; More consistent handling of
international problem; Curb population growth; Straighten out revenue sharing;
More money to huranistic programs; Get rid of envirommentalists (3); Improve
education (2); Check whre most profit is being made; Work on pipeline and

0il development related problems; Recreation for teens; Keep capital in Juneau (2);

Railroad connecting with Canadian system; More VA medical coordination treatment
here instead of going to Seattle; Bring in Christianity; More money for
education; Land controls; Stop selling to Japan; More feeling of unity in

State; Run off the niggers and the Natives - drown the Aleuts; Order full

scale investigation of pipeline and the graft involved; Fire Jesse Car;

Good alccholism program.

Are you...
66.6% PErployed
¢.1  Unemployed
3.8 A student
16.9 A house/wife/husband/parson
6.7  Retired

How many years have you lived in Alaska?

15.0% All life

36.6 Over 10 years

25.5 5 = 10 yeaxrs

22.9 Less than five years

What is the last level of eduzation you campleted?

9.2% Incamplete high school
28.3 High school graduate

35.4 Incarplete college

27.1 College graduate or beyond

Into which of the following categories does the total family income here fall?

1% Under £6,000

7 $6,000 - $13,000
2 $13,000 -~ $25,000
6 $25,000 or more

3 Refused




66.

67.

68.

6Y.

70.

How many people live in this household?

13.13 One
67.2 Two, three, four
19.7 Five or more

Are you a registered Alaska voter?
86.6% Yes

13.1 No
0.3 Not sure

Age

22.6% 16 - 25
46.2 26 - 39
26.1 40 - 59

5.1 . 60+

Sex

47.5% Male

52.5 Female

Location

45.5% Anchorage

15.0 Fairbanks

17.8  Juneau, Kectchikan, Sitka

12.4 Palmer, Wasilla, Kenai, Kodiak
9.2 Dillingham, Bethel, Nare

ROUWAN GROUI RIC,




Citizens Feedback I1

A Survey of Alaskan Citizens on the Major Pb11cy Qpestlons of the Day
November, 1976

by: Rowan Group for the Office of the Governor

In the first Citizens Feedback Report only one questions (#54) deals with
possible uses of the Permanent Fund. 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 understanding and information. Citizens
Feedback #2 (July, 1977) is a pbetter indicator of the desires of the state,
but Rowan Group points out that the public hasn't made up its mind what the
fund is, only that it should exist.

Citizens Feedback #1
Question 54

Tell me what a permanent fund would do for the state.

3.8% Emergency reserve
Provide financial stability (security/cushion for the future)
After resource depletion
Reduce tax burden
Investment/savings 4
State projects/programs (education/helath/child care/ environment/
youth/jobs/social services/law eriforcement/capital improvements, etc.)
Loan money
Keep state solvent
Help cities
Anti-fund comments (nothing/mere money to waste/bad for state, etc )
Other
Don't know
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Other comments in numbers; not percents: Slow down progress;
Relief from special interest pressure; keep big spenders down.




it s_gurvey of Maskan ---Citizens on the Major Poliq -.Quﬂst ons of 5 the Day
“July, 1977
by: "Rowan Group for the Offxce of the Governor

Interviews were conducted in 17 coommnities of the State¢ in a distribution plan
giving proportional representation to all sections of the State. Applicants were
all residents and adults of 16 years or older. The State was considered in five
regions: Anchorage, Fairbanks, Southeastern, Southcentral, and rural Alaska.

Questions 41 through 48 deal with the Permanent Fund. The vast majority of
Alaskans are thinking of ways of investing money wisely.in Alaska and most
ideas are similar to the capital improvemecnt concepts emerging from the
government. 72% felt '"the permanent fund should -be managed to assist Alaska
directly through low-interest loans for such things as community development,
fisheries enhancement, and so on." 18% chose high interest investment outside
with interest used as loans or expenditures to meet Alaska's needs. The public
appears to want to put as much as possible in the Fund after the operating
expenses of government. 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 permanent 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 Permanent Fund concept to intensive research thus the results must be
taken in the context of a discussion over a subject not well known. The public
hasn't made up its mind what the fund is, only that it should exist.
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A m%ofaskm izens on the Major Policy Questions of the Day
uly, T e

7
by: Rowan Group for the Office of the Governor

Interviews were conducted in 17 communities of the State in a distribution plan
giving proportional representation to all sections of the State. Applicants were
all residents and adults of 16 years or older. The State was considered in five
regions: Anchorage, Fairbanks, Southeastern, Southcentral, and rural Alaska.

Questions 41 through 48 deal with the Permanent Fund. 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 permanent fund should be managed to assist Alaska
directly through low-interest loans for such things as community development,
fisheries enhancement, and so on.'" 18% chose high interest investment outside
with interest used as loans or expendituies to meet Alaska's needs. The public
appears to want to put as much as possible in the Fund after the operating
expenses of government. 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 permanent 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 Permanent Fund concept to intensive research thus the results must be
taken in the context of a discussion over a subject not well known. The public
hasn't made up its mind what the fund is, only that it should exist.
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after Alaska's permanent fund is eetablished, it will
have assets of billions of dollars from the oil revenue.
What should be done with those assets?

14.2% Invest wisely
7.8 Promote 1ndustry/development (build up economy/state;
Diversify economy; further Alaska; bring up to date)

" 8.1 Resource management/protection/development (forestry;
wildlife; fisheries; natural resources development;
renewable resources protection/enhancement) ;

Improve transportation (roads; highways; airports) '

Reduce taxes

Health/social services (underpriveleged; welfare; elderly,
alcoholism programs; health services)

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 ilnvestments - some to services

Education/schools

Invest some/save some

Return to people

Recreation/parks

Allocate through Legislature/people

To best use/benefit

Community development

Other X

Don't know

Other comments in numbers; not percents: Help ease

Alaska's high inflation; Don't believe in permanent
fund; Improve quality of life (2); For better '

living like lower cost of housing; Maintain hlgh f

quality of life; Rebates to the oil company's to ;

encourage expansion. '
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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 throuygh low-interest loans for such things
as community development, fisheries enhancement, etc.

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 loans or actual expenditures to

meet Alaskan needs.

Don't know

Combination of the two

B




. 1 much money should go into the permanent fund, as you
see it? Should the policy be:

3.9% To put as little as possible in it

27.6 To put as much as possible in it

32.6 To put whatever amount is surplus after meeting the
goals of increasingly larger annual budgets

23.4 To put whatever amount is surplus after meeting the goal
of reducing annual budgets to the lowest possible
amount . '

7.2 Other
5.3 Dpon'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 (3); 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); set percentage without regard to

annual budget; 25% of income from all sources (3);

10% of amount available; Put: in specific amount (25% to
50%) annually; Aall 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 developir, revewable resources; Set percentage go
into permanent fund.

44. Those assets in the permanent fund should maintain significant

annual earnings, running into the millions each year. What
should be done with the earnings? %

15.6% Add to the permanent fund
21.7 Put it into loan programs
4.7 Increase state spending

9.5 Give the money to Alaska residents

24.0 Use it to pay off bond obligations
22.0 Other

2.5 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 pcople to stay in Alaska;
Eliminate state taxes; Lans and money back to Alaskans (6):
Against permanent fund; Into permanent fund, loans, state
spending, and bonds (2); Into permanent fund, state
spending and bonds; Into loans; money back to Alaskans

and pay off bonds (4); Incrcase state spending and give
money back to residents; Increase state spending and

el TN
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44.

45.

(Con't) pay off bonds; Into permanent fund, loans and
bonds (7); Into permanent fund and loan programs (4);
Lower taxes; 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 growth;
Develop community and social overhead; Into loans
and state spending; Reduce income taxes; Into permanent
fund then divid2 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 cewer system in the state; Consider
alternate enercy, education, unknown needs, planning
for the future.

One proposal is to malie every citizen of Alaska a stockholder
in a public corporation where the earnings from the permanent
fund would be paid ou: as a dividend annually to each
stockholder. What do you think of that proposal?

33.8% Against it/not a good idea (don't like it; not practical;
no; stinks; nuts; bad; no way; stupid; disagree)
30.2 Like it/good idea (agree; OK; for.it; sounds nice;
excellent; reasonable; has possibilities; interesting)
6 Must clarify "citizen"
.6 Use for services/programs (provide quality services; for
betterment of Alaskan communities; loans; education;
needs, etc) :

3.6 Won't work

2.8 Prefer tax reduction

3.1 Too much bureaucracy/administrational problems
2.0 Money wouldn't &mount to much

5.0 Other

10.3 No opinion

Other comments in numbers; not percents: Would just
contribute to alcoholism in Alaska; 1f they meet their
other obligations first; It redundant, by being a
citizen 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 contiolled by legislature than cor-
poration; Possibly an attempt to deceive the public-
suspicious; Add it to the permanent fund; I think it
would bring lots more people to Alaska; Would only
increcase desirability of Alaska to outsiders; Would
neced additional information; The governor is trying to
help in this small way; Need to know more-interesting;




45.

46.

47,

48.

ROWAN GROUP INC.

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

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% Agree
47.4 Dpiagree
17.8 Unsure

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

35.1% Agree
46.0 pisagree
18.9  unsure

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

6.4% Reduce taxes

5.3  Community development/services/improvements (including
public facilities; recreation) y

3.6 Resource management/development/protection (fishing;
renewable resources)
3.6 Econumic/industrial development
5.6 Loan programs
4.2 Health/social services (alcoholism programs; pioneer
home; elderly; poor)
1.7 Energy development (alternatives: energy plan)
3.1  Roads/highways
2.2 Education/schools (student loans)
2.2 public services/programs (no specifics mentioned here)
3.1 General comment - to Alaska's benefit
1.7 Investment
2.0 Pay debts
1.7  Return to people
5.3  other
46.2 No opinion

Cther comments in numbers; not percents: Should be put
up for public votc; Save it for. 20 years and buy our
independence; Settle with Natives and open up land

for development; Insurance programs (2); Through various
media the people should be taught to recognize both the
problems facing us today and tomorrow; Proved higher
standard of living; Buy back Alaska land; Increasing
retirement for Alaska Guard personnel; Government
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48.

50.

51.

(Con't)

More and more people have been coming to Alaska in recent

years.

12.5%

36.5

43.7
7.2

How do

should be wise enough to figure out way it should
be spent; State spending; Provide jobs; Satellite
communications; 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.

Do you view this as a trend the state should...

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

you feel about offshore oil development here compared

to other areas of Alaska?

24.7%

50.6

10.

9.
3.
1

-~ ~J W

If a state facility such as an airport,
earn money in its operation
paid for? From...

2.2%
39.0
20.9
18.7
11.7
8.5

Believes offshore development should be considered almost
everywhere 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

"

ferry or museum, can
-- how should it initially be

New or additional taxes
Bonds

General fund

User fees

Other

Don't know
Other comments in numbers; not percents: Loans from

permanent fund; Should be a building fund established
with earnings from permanent fund; Excess from permanent
fund; Use permanent fund (4); Most economical 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 pay for itself in 20 years

it should be bonds--if not use taxes; Bonds and user

fees (3) Part from general fund but not all; Separate
and special revenue bond; General fund and user fees (3);
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(Con't) Taxes and bonds; Bonds, general fund and user
fees (5); All ways; Government is to provide

services, any profit should be used to reduce
taxes; Loans from general fund; Sales tax; {

0il and gas revenue.

In terms of public participétion and major problems in
Alaska, let me raise two possible topics for evaluations

of this type. Give me your reaction to each one.

52. A complete 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.

37.9% High priority

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

12.5
important. for public participation
14.8 Evaluation can be done by the University itself,
0.5 ... or need not be done.

1.4 Other reaction

5.8 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 the general citizenship--if

3

)
o

there's significant difference in what they're getting =a 3
versus wilat's needed; Fairbanks snould be established ;f'%.
as the the major campus; Outside professional evaluation. gﬁﬁ;
A 1 .;_ s {
N
53. A complete re-evaluation of how the state police spend their ﬁﬁgf
hudget and time, how they make decisions about what kinds -§5§
R
W

of problems to investigate, and how all this relates to
crime in Alaska and the public need.

3 1T
e

y
.
1

r

(5
I
Wl

-

xr ‘a':-"_::{

37.3% High priority
3

Moderate priority
Evaluation should be done but other 'roblems are more

14.5
important for public participation.
10.6 Evaluation can be done by police themselves,
be done o
'_‘.._);-

4.5 ,..or need not
3.1 Other reaction

5.6 pon't know
Other comments in numbers; not percents: High priority--

evaluation can be done by police themselves; We neced

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; Moderate priority and extensive public
input; They are doing a splendid job, give them more
money and back them up; Tc~ few police--need more support;
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ROWAN GROUP INC.

(Con't) Maybe courts need re-evaluation more than state police
or both!; Laws being passed aren't being enforced;
Need constant evaluation; Quit having coffie with
police; High priority--but no Teamsters.

Are you...

68.8% Employed

9.5 Unemployed
3.1 A student
12.8 House person
5.8 Retired

How many years have you lived in Alaska?

13.6% All life

40.4 over 10 years
22.3 5 - 10 years

23.7 Less than 5 years

What is the last level of education you completed?

8.6% Incomplete high school
25.3 High school graduate

26.7 1Incomplete college

39.3 College graduate or beyond

Into which of the following categories does the total family
income here fall? '

4.2% ynder $6,000

12.0 $6,000 - $13,000
32.3 $13,000 - $25,000
44.8 $25,000 or more
6.7 Refused
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How many people live in this household?
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16.4% One
65.5 Two, three, four
18.1 Five or more

T
b oa T,

59, Are you a registered Alaska voter?

85.2% Yes
12.8 No
1.9 Not sure
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18.4%

44.6

30.9
6.1

61l. Sex

51.8% Male
48.2 Female

62. Location

43.2% Anchorage

13.1 Fairbanks

17.3  southeast

16.4 Ppalmer, Wasilla, Kenai, Kodiak, etc.
10.0 pillingham, 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 Office of the Governor
Juneau, Alaska

July 1977




gntroduction

This is a report or a statewide survey of
Alaskans conducted in April and May to gain
ncitizen feedback" on major policy questions
facing 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 Presider.t of the Senate (or their aides); and
other relevant Members of the Legislature. The
questions were framed by the leaders of government;
the responses are given freely by the people of
the state. It is the hope of everyone that such
a survey contributes to the dialogue necessary
for successful policy-development in a healthy
and vigorous democracy, like Alaska.

The survey was commissioned by the Office of
the Governor and is hereby delivered to Ms. Frances
Ulmer of that office. We stand prepared to help in
ithe clarification or use of this meterial 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 compute:
printout has been delivered under separate aover,
earlier. .

We hope this has been a useful and valuable
addition to the dialogue between Alaskan

people and their governmeny.
(o/
Presfi

ROWAN GROUP Inc
525 W. 3rd Ave.
Anchorage, Alaska 99501




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
qualified 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 for the certainty of the data, and its
reliability. The interviews were conducted during
April and May, 1977, statewide.




OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR

STATE POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING PGUCK AD — JUNCAU 9811
PHONE 453512

Avgust 5, 1977

Governor

Lt. Governor
Legislators
Commissioners
Governor's Office Staff

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,

Mt

FXances A. Ulmer
irector




































































































































