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SUMMARY
(1) RELATED BILLS (SIMILAR OR CONFLICTING)
(2) OTHER AGENCIES AFFECTED BY BILL
(2) a ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT FOR BILL (2). b. ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION TO BILL
State Board of Architects, Engineer”,
Unknown and Land Surveyors

(3) PROGRAM EFFECTS OF BILL

Would add another regulated group to an existing regulated profession.

(4) FISCAL IMPACT: O NONE H FISCAL ANALYSIS ATTACHED

(5) AMENDMENTS PROPOSED:

(6) COMMENTS: |
It has not been demonstrated that nonrequlation of landscape architecture

adversely impacts the public health, safety or welfare. This profession is
concerned with esthetics and does not involve activities related directly
to human 1life or well being. Actual need, not imagined need, should be

establi shed.
Consumers of these services are most likely to have substantial resources

and recourses. Practitioners may be presently certified by the National
Association of Landscape Architects 1if they wish such status. Nothing in
AS 08.48 prohibits or restricts the profession. It does not appear that

either the public or the profession requires governmental regulation of
another group of practitioners.
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FISCAL DETAIL
Aeency Alicetod Commerce and Economic Development
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EXPENDITURES (Thousands of Dollars)

1 FY 79 FY HO FY FY 1P TA FY Ml
PERSONA1 SERVICES 0 X. 0 0 0 0
TRAVEL 0 2.0 2.1 r.r 2.2 2.2
CONTRACTUAL 0 11.0 1.1 | 1.2 1.2
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EQUIPMENT 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Boards, Commissions & Legislators
3 Trips In-state transportation 495
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1 Trip Qut-of-state transportation 550
6 per diemdays Qut-of-state per diem 300
CONTRACTUAL
Communications, including printing and advertising 500

Professional fees and services

Council dues and examination Tfees 500

In-state travel for one board member assumes 4 meetings per year v/ith 1/4 be—

ing held in the mdmber®s home town. Inflation is computed at 6% per annum.
Assumes an effective date of July 1, 1979. - \ . 1
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AGENCY Division of Occupational Licensing
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cc: BuJuct and Management

Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named)

/¥



Brad-—--—

Robert Cacy of the ATC 1is the first Exec.

Director.

At 1:30 today the Senate Judiciary Committee 1is
hearing the Eill on Guides. They called to make

certian that you are awair of this.

Please callrRoss.Hart about legislation regarding

the registration of Landscape Architects.

Attached 1is the Senate Bill from last year regardingr

this topic. [N
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TO: THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

TENTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION

RE: SENATE BILL NO. 416
HOUSE BILL NO. 655

PREPARED BY: ALASKA CHAPTER, AMERICAN SOCIETY OF LANDSCAPE
ARCHITECTS - CONTACT: MR. ROSS HART - 586-6400
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SOME PRACTICAL QUESTIONS

1. WHY IS"LICENSURE NEEDED?

Grounded in the responsibility of the State of Alaska to maintain
means for protecting health, safety, and welfare of their citizens,
licensure provides a basis for making a determination of minimum compe—
tency. When that determination has been made, the state may then confer
the priviledge of doing some thing(s) or ergaging in certain practices
as indicated on a license issued to the person proven competent. The most
widely known is the driver®s license 1issued upon an individual®s passing
a driving test.

In essence, a license holder has been granted permission to do some—
thing that, 1if done improperly, could harm others. Such permission must
be granted by a duly established authority in order to protect the public,
assure competence, weed out incompetence, and to provide discipline,
redress, or revocation where bad practice has been proven. Moreover,
since an average client cannot be reasonably expected to have the level
of sophistication necessary to adequately evaluate either the sepcialized
services offered by Landscape Architects or the level of competence of a
given practitioner, that client needs the specialized protections provided
by licensure. In addition, since certain elements of specialized practice
may already have been legally sanctioned as being under the pervue of
other more established professions whose requirements to sit for examination
may prohibit members of younger professions from qualifying, due process
must be available to applicants whose newer area of expertise is not provid—
ed for by the older boards or the examinations they adminster.

2. HOW IS LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE INVOLVED WITH HEALTH, SAFETY, AND WELFARE?

"Clear and direct” relationships between protection of the public and
the practice of Landscape Architecture may be seen in the following examples:

a. Improperly specified relationships between water supplies, such
as to artificial ponds, fountains, etc., and water drainage
facilities could result in contamination of a water supply system
of an entire community.

b. Improper design of outdoor lighting systems and their supply lines
could present undue fire and/or shock hazards.

c. Inadequate design of outdoor structures such as those used in parks
and other recreational facilities could result in injury should
those structures fail. Such structures can include small shelters,

footbridges, gazebos, kiosks, decks, rest facilities, among others.

d. Specification of unsafe playground equipment could result in in—
jury and consequent liabilities.



f. Inadequate provision for drainage can result in flooding of founda—
tions, basements, wal ways, highway rights of way, recreation areas,
and other kinds of fa lities used by the public. This could present
particularly serious hazards under the freezing conditions of Alaska.

g. Lack of adequate knowledge of plant materials and their functional
charcteristics and interrelationships with various kinds of soils
and otner environmental elements can present at least these Kkinds
of hazards:

i. trees placed in soils whose structural characteristics
do not provide its root system adequate physical support
under stress of certain wino conditions.

ii. root systems placed too near foundations of structures
will ultimately weaken the structure.

iii. certain toxic or otherwise harmful species could harm
childem 1in a variety of ways.

iv. specification of hardwood trees on highway medians or
e"therwise too close to rights-of-way present a serious
hazard to motorists and their passengers.

V. specification of plant materials on incompatible soils
can result in deadwood that provides fi~e hazards.

h. Improper specifications for grading and filling can result in
soil slippage and washing or even massive erosion.

3. HOW HAVE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS BEEN PREVENTED FROM PRACTICING UNDER
PRESENT LAW?

Restraint from practice has occured:

a. under those conditions when Landscape Architects may not even submit
a bid for contract because some portion of work they are trained
to do has been allocated jurisdictionally to the purview of regu—
latory boards of related environmental design professions.

b. under those conditions where a call for bids specifies or falls
under more general policy provisions of given private and public
agencies requiring that the bidder hold a valid license as proof
of minimum competency.

Existence of either or both of the two conditions given above not oniy
by themselves may constitute a restraint of trade impediment within given
jurisdictions but also becomes a particularly severe restraint on Landscape
Architects seeking out of state work while their home state provides no
licensure through which they may present a legally sanctioned proof of
competence.



4. DON®"T LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS JUST WANT LICENSURE AS A STATUS SYMBOL?

Landscape Architects want licensure in order that the profession will
not be marred by the adverse effect of net insuring competence of all
practitioners whose work directly affects public safety. They recognize
that their service-oriented activities are not readily evaluated by the lay
public; average citizens may not be expected to have adequate knowledge to
protect them from manifestations of bad practice.

Landscape Architects want licensure in order that they may compete,
without restraint, for work both within as well as outside of their home
jurisdictions.

5. WHY CANNOT LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS BECOME LICENSED UNDER PRESENT LAW AS
ARCHITECTS, ENGINEERS, OR LAND SURVEYORS?

The critical elements here are the separate and distinctly different
definitions of the respective professions which reveal activities of often
overlapping but quite distinct scope or range. There would be legally
indefensible inconsistencies in not recognizing the horticultural background
underlying the distinctly unique body of knowledge, and concomitant skills,
through which their knowledge is manifested in the contemporary practice of
Landscape Architecture. The specialized services offered by architects,
engineers, and land surveyors do not derive from knowledge developed out
of horticultural context. However, among the things Landscape Architects
often do have in common with architects and with some kinds of engineers
are design-oriented activities. Among the things Landscape Architects
have in common with surveyors are knowledge and skills in topography and
grading.

Another critical element lies with the educational background and
other qualifications necessary for a candidate to fulfill in order to even
sit for licensure examination of other professions. No person should be
obliged to face unreasonable requirements that would prevent his sitting
for examination. We should recall that provisions of due process must apply
not only to license holders but also to applicants.

6. WHAT IS THE FORMAL TRAINING OF LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS?

hfter completing high school, there are several levels of education
available in Landscape Architecture. These include vocational programs
(certificates or Associate degrees), pre-professional programs (Baccalaureate
degrees), undergraduate professionals degree programs (Bachelor of Science in
Landscape Architecture), and graduate professional degree programs (Master
of Science in Landscape Architecure or Master of Landscape Architecture).
Vocational programs entail about two academic years of study and a summer of
field experience. These programs normally focus on residential and commerical
scale projects and emphasize practical knowledge, such as construction de—
tailing, grading, horticultural practices, grounds maintenance, and business
practices. The pu>pose of these programs 1is to train leaders for the landscape
industry, thus studio courses stress detail scale design such as surfacings,



planting composition and minor structural elements. Upon completion,
graduates of vocational programs enter supervisory roles 1in nursery or
contracting firms and relatively few continue their formal education.

In recent years, undergraduate pre-professional degree programs have
been developed at several universities to provide an academic foundation
for advanced work in any one of several design disciplines. Seven schools,
all with graduate level landscape porgrams, have instituted "generalist"
programs that award either a Bachelor in Environmental Design or a Bachelor
in Environmental Studies degree. These programs stress broad-scoped social
science and natural science course work and offer only limited amounts of
design studies and technical material, for graduates are expected to continue
their professional developemnt in the Master®"s program.

By contrast, other undergraduate programs award professional degrees
in Landscape Architecture and have a full compliment of design and technical
education in their curricula. These programs are either four or five years
in length with the latter generally providing for more elective opportunities
and some individual specialization. It is estimated that about 80% of the
graduates from these programs enter practices iri professional offices or
planning agencies. Of the remaining 20%, about half pursue graduate studies
and the rest find employment in the landscape industry.

graduate degrees, either M.S. or M.L.A., are available at approximately
twenty schools in this country, frequently at the same institution as profes—
sional degree undergraduate programs. These advance programs require from
one tu three-and-one-half years of study depending on the applicant®s back—
ground. For those with an undergraduate professional degree in Landscape
Architecture, the advanced program usually amounts to a year-and-one-half or
two years. For students coming with pre-professional degrees as well as those
with non-design backgrounds, Master®"s programs normally require a residency
of three to three-and-one-half years.

7. WON"T LICENSURE OF LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS ADVERSELY AFFECT NURSERYMEN?

Nurserymen who are engaged 1in raising and selling plant materials to
their customers will not be adversely affected by passage of a licensure
law for Landscape Architecture. Activities of the two occupations, while
related, are entirely different: a nurseryman®s products are botanical,
and a Landscape Architect®"s products are designs for envisioned works which
usually include, but are not limited to, botanical elements. Moreover,
the one deals in products while the other often provides only services;
goods can be inspected by a prospective buyer, generally services cannot.

If some nurserymen are adversely affected by a licensure law, then it
may be because they are enganged 1in design activity for which they may not
have appropriate training or experience through which they obtain competence.



8. HAVE ANY LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS BEEN DENIED HAVING PLANS ACCEPTED BY
PRIVATE OR GOVERNMENT AGENCIES FOR LACK OF LICENSURE?

Yes. However, the more frequent consequence of lack of licensure is
that firms which cannot afford to prepare plans for private or government

agencies requiring licensure of its bidders simply do not enter the bidding
process when they know they will be excluded under existing regulations.

9. DOES THE LICENSING BOARD OF ARCHITECTS, ENGINEERS, AND LAND SURVEYORS
FEEL LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS SHOULD BE LICNESED?

The answer is yes. At a meeting at the board on September 22, 1977 a
resolution was unaminously passed "that the board support the concept of
registration of Landscape Architects".

10. PRESENT LAW RESTRICTS LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS FROM JOINING OTHER
PROFESSIONALS IN A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION. IF THIS RESTRICTION
WERE ELIMINATED, WHY SHOULD LICENSURE BE NEEDED FOR LANDSCAPE
ARCHITECTS?

In some states that kind of restriction exists. However, its elimination
would still not remove the fundamental need for licensure of Landscape
Architects for these reasons:

a. The basic purpose of licensure protecting public health, safety,
and welfare would remain unachieved.

b. Without licensure Landscape Architects cculd not be prinicipals
of such a firm. In consequence, engineers and architects would
continue doing Landscape Architectural work in an activity where
they have not been proven competent.

c. Removal of this restriction would not provide for licensure needs
of individual private practitioners who are not members of such
firms. Absence of benefit of licensure would discourage or pre—
vent many one-man offices from being located on a given jurisdiction.

11. IS IT TRUE THAT ONCE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS ARE LICENSED, THEY THEN
AMEND THE LAW TO RESTRICT THE OPERATION OF NURSERYMEN?

Under provisions of the law, no persons should be restrained from
practicing Landscape Architecture so long as those individuals are able to
prove their competence. Moreover, no persons should be required to face
unreasonable requirements that would prevent their sitting for examination.
However, v.here there are unqualified people engaged in the practice of Land-—
scape Architecture, and thereby impinging on public safety, those people
should be proven competent.



12. HOW MANY STATES CURRENTLY LICENSE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS? HOW MANY HAVE
HAD LICENSURE REPEALED?

Thirty-eight states currently provide licensure for Landscape Architects.
One state has, under provision of a hastily enacted sunset law, repealed an
inadequate title act and is currently drafting a practice law that would re—
place it.

13. DO LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS DESIGN BUILDINGS?

Landscape Architects do design some buildings such as park structures.
However, Landscape Architects do not design habitable buildings.

14. WON'T LICENSURE OF LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS INCREASE THE COST OF LANDSCAPE
ARCHITECTURAL SERVICE TO THE PUBLIC?

It is possible that the cost of licensure may initially cause a small
increment on some fees. However, experience indicates that these will soon
become insignificant by comparison with the much larger effects of cyclical
swings of economic cycles.

Here, again, a licensure operation should be of such effectiveness on
fulfilling its stated societal purpose that it would be judged cost-effective.



L4 KE A B OSWETLL CONSULTING ELECTRICAL ENGINEERS

JAMES M. LAKE. P.E. 543 THIRD AVENUE. ROOM 206
ROBERT B. BOSWELL. P.E. FAIRBANKS. ALASKA 997D1
PHONE 907-452-1441

anuary 50, 1979

Mr. Don Hostak, Director

Division of Occupational Licensing

Department of Commerce and Economic Development
Pouch D

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Don:

I have again reviewed the committee substitute for Senate Bill No. 416,
introduced in the last session of the Legislature, pertaining to the Licensing
of Landscape Architects.

I am opposed to the Licensing of Landscape Architects for three reasons:

1 In my judgement the practice of Landscape Architecture does not
impact the public health, safety or welfare as, in its simplest
terms, Landscape Architecture is concerned basically with esthetics.
There is a very definite trend, both in the state of Alaska and
Nationally, to abolish unnecessary licensing requirements and to
create another licensed profession which has no demonstrated need
for protection of the public 1is, in my opinion, imprudent.

2. Paragraph 15 of 08.48.341 as written is in conflict with the pre—
sently defined areas of expertise of Architects, Civil Engineers
and Land Surveyors. Each of these three established diciplines
are involved with various phases of "preservation, enhancement, or
improvement of natural land features™ and it would appear that the
act would create numerous areas of overlapping jurisdiction with
resultant problems.

3. Since the public Safety, Health and Welfare is not affected by the
dicipline of Landscape Architecture, | see no need to require the
public to pay for such services. The addition of a Landscape
Architect to the design team for a commercial building, for instance,
would increase the design costs for no tangible reason.

Very truly yours,

ll. u.- .S.M

>a

James M. Lake, P.E.

JML/vg



STUTAVANN ENGINEERING ARG, INC
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FAIRS/.NKS, ALASKA 99707
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LICENSING

State of Alaska

Dept, of Commerce and Economic Development
Division of Occupational Licensing

Pouch D

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Attn: Erma Norlund
Dear Erma:

I have received the copy of CS for Senate Bill 416
which you sent me. As to my comments thereon, I am
still opposed to licensing of landscape architects
for the same reasons as | stated last year when this
came up. At a time when we are in the process of
paring down boards under the Sunset Law, why add
another branch of individuals of this sort?

Also, | cannot see how their activities effect

"health and safety" of the public. Their work is
mainly cosmetic, like that of a hairdresser. I do

not believe they belong on a common board with archi—
tects, engineers and land surveyors 1in any event.

I firmly oppose their registration as proposed under
this bill.

Please convey my comments to Mr. Hostak by copy of
this letter.

Very truly yours,

(ft 8__ "
Paul E. Stutzmann, P.E. and R.L.S.
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Communications, including Printing and Advertising 500
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RECEIVED
DEPARTMENT
72 3 W. 6th. Avenue, Anchorage, Ak. S95()t. 272—5
OCCUPATIOHAI-
LICEHSIMG
MEMORANDUM
TO: Mr. Don Hostak
RE: Landscape Architects Bill
DATE: January 31, 1979
FROM: Loren H. Lounsbury

I am opposed to the regulation of landscape architects as proposed by

the bill to be introduced to the Alaska Legislature. In my opinion

there is no need to register landscape architects as the work they
perform does not endanger the health, safety or welfare of the public.
Therefore, it is inappropriate to include them with architects, engineers
and land surveyors.

Since the legislature passed Sunset Legislation it appears they are
concerned with limiting regulation to those professions that have a
direct affect on the health, safety and welfare of the public.

It would seem to me that the landscape architects should make a showing
that they do affect the health, welfare and safety of the public before
this legislation is considered.

If this bill 1is passed every nursery operator, gardener, or anyone who
has ever done any landscaping would have to be registered to practice

under Grandfather Rights. I am not aware of any move by the public or
the people who have provided landscape services in the past to be
concerned about the registration and regulation. Therefore, it would

appear to me that unless there is a huge outcry by the public that they
need protection by the practicers of landscaping, we v/ould be just
adding another costly regulation to the State Statutes.



HEWITT V. LOUNSBURY & ASSOCIATES ce

ENGINEERS PLANNERS SURVEYORS 723 W. 6th. Avenue, Anchorage, Ak. 99501 Tel.(907) 272 S4S1
MEMORANDUM
T0 Mr. Don Hostak
RE Landscape Architects Bill
DATE January 31, 1979
FROM: Loren H. Lounsbury

I am opposed to the regulation of landscape architects as proposed by

the bill to be introduced to the Alaska Legislature. In my opinion

there is no need to register landscape architects as the work they
perform does not endanger the health, safety or welfare of the public.
Therefore, it is inappropriate to include them with architects, engineers
and land surveyors.

Since the legislature passed Sunset Legislation it appears they are
concerned with limiting regulation to those professions that have a
direct affect on the Health, safety and welfare of the public.

It would seem to me that the landscape architects should make a showing
that they do affect the health, welfare and safety of the public before
this legislation is considered.

If this bill is passed every nursery operator, gardener, or anyone who
has ever done any landscaping would have to be registered to practice

under Grandfather Rights. I am not aware of any move by the public or
the people who have provided landscape services in the past to be
concerned about the registration and regulation. Therefore, it would

appear to me that unless there is a huge outcry by the public that they
need protection by the practicers of landscaping, we would be just
adding another costly regulation to the State Statutes.
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January 31, 1979

Mr. Don Hostak

Director of Licensing

Department of Commerce and Economic Development
State Board of Registration for Architects,
Engineers and Land Surveyors

Pouch D

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Don,

I received a memorandum from Erma Norland indicating that
you would like comments and reasons for favoring or opposing
the proposed legislation.

I have reviewed last year®"s Senate Bill #416 to add landscape
architects to the present Board of Registration for Architects,
Engineers and Land Surveyors. I am not opposed to the concept
of requiring professional registration for landscape architects.
There are, however, many questions to be answered before |

could support adding landscape architects to our present regis—
tration statutes.

As we are registered for the health, welfare and protection of
the public, 1 believe it is imperative that it be clarified
how the public is threatened by the lack of professional
registration for landscape designers.

An acceptable definition of landscape archi

prepared for review. The definition submitted

ally carved out professional requirements from exist

provided by civil engineers and architects. The proponents of
the Landscape Architecture Bill have stated that there 1is an
existing deficiency and that they are filling an existing void.
This should be established prior to ligislation being proposed
for legislative action.

There are many architects, engineers, landscape planners and
landscape companies presently offering services that may be
restricted with a Landscape Architects Bill. I believe the



Mr. Don Hostak
Director of Licensing
January 31, 1979

Page 2

bill should speak more directly to the effects of such a
bill on existing companies. There are approximately forty
of these companies listed under landscape architects and
contractors in the Anchorage Telephone Directory. I do

not believe that all of these can qualify for professional
registration, as civil engineering and surveying knowledge
is required for topographic design. I also do not believe
that these companies providing lesser services should be
forced into hiring a registered professional on their staff
or close their businesses.

Internally, the bill proposed would create havoc, in my opinion,
for the Board of Registration. The new regulations will be

in immediate conflict, and the proponents of the Landscape
Architects Bill have not, so far as | know, attempted to
establish regulations compatible with the presently registered
professionals. I believe that a task force working with

the Alaska Professional Design Council, an organization which
represents all registered professionals, could probably sat—
isfy the conflicts by introducing proposed regulations to be
implemented as quickly as possible upon passage of any bill
creating registration for landscape architects.

All Alaskan professionals are registered through examination

or comity based upon examination. |1 believe more information
should be presented concerning the .testing and a review by

the Board of Registration of the national tests given landscape
architect trainees. The contents of that examination would
help verify qualifications and conflicts with existing profes—
sional registrations.

Finally, as we are presently in a struggle to justify our
very existence, | find it very untimely that consideration
is given to expanding the Registration Board with another
discipline within a year of the time required to ju
the existence of the existing Board of Registration

I shall be in Juneau February, 22nd, 23rd, 24th for the

scheduled meeting of th Board of Registration. I hope to
have the opportunity of visiting with you on the morning of
the 22nd. I would appreciate the opportunity to discuss the

landscape architect and other Board related subjects with
you at that time, if your schedule permits.

yery

\V

Bridge
I Architect AIA

\>(tflla



W. J. WELLENSTEIN < ARCHITECT < A.lLA., INC.
325 BARROW STREET . ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99501 1< 2 5WPHA

PHONE (907) 27S-3941 « 277-6254

JANUARY 25, 1979

Mr. Don Hostak, Director
Department of Commerce
and Economic Development
Division of Occupational
Licensing
Pouch D
Juneau, Alaska 998ii

To Mr. HOSTAK:

Erma Norlund sent me a copy of the Landscape Architects Bill

FOR MY COMMENT.

I AM NOT IN FAVOR OF LICENSING LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS. ATTACHED
IS A COPY OF A LETTER I WROTE LAST YEAR AND MY OPINION HASN™T
CHANGED.

Sincerely

W. J. Vellenstein
Member, Board of Reg.
A. E. AND L .S.

WJIW/DG
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It has not been demonstrated that nonrequlation of landscape architecture

adversely impacts the public health, safety or welfare. This profession 1is
concerned with esthetics and does not involve activities related directly
to human 1life or well being. Actual need, not 1imagined need, should be

established.
Consumers of these services are most likely to have substantial resources

and recourses. Practitioners may be presently certified by the National
Association of Landscape Architects if they wish such status. Nothing in
AS 08.48 prohibits or restricts the profession. It does not appear that

either the public or the profession requires governmental vregulation of
another group of practitioners.
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FISCAL NOTE

REQUEST

Rill/Resolution No. SB 257

TitlcRelating to the State Bd. of Registration for Arch., Eng., and Land
Reijtiesicil by Commerce Committee D.ilc Surveyors___

March 22, 1979

FISCAL DETAIL

Acency Affected Commerce and Economic Development
IMuM.im C.Ueyory All*c.-iul Public Protection "

Budget KethSbt Unit(s) Affected Regulation and Licensing"o'f Professions

FXniXDLTL"RFS (Thousands o"-Dollais)

>'Y to | vl no I-Y PI | v JPJ n M:i FY »4
PERSONA! sfrvics-s 0 J o 0 _ 0 0 0
TRAVEL 0 12 .0 e L 2.1 2.1 2 .2 2.2
CONTILACTUAL .. 0 i 1.0 1.1 1.1 11.2 1.2
COMMODITIES 0 o .0 0 0 0
IFOIMPMEXT 0 1o o _ 0 0 0
LAND A STRUCTURES 0 10 oo 0 0 0 ro
GRANTS. CLAIMS. PTC 0 i 0 eemaan. 0 0 0 0
1 o
TOTAL 0 3.0 3.2 s 2 3.4 3.4

FUNDING (Thousands of Dcllais)

OFNHRAL FUND 0 3.0 3.2 3.2 3.4 3.4
IT.DI-RAL FUNDS 0 0 ro 0 0 )
OTHER (Snccifv) 0 0 0 0 0 0
POSITIONS
FIII.1 TIME 0 0 o 0 0 0 1o
PART TIMF 0 0 0 . 0 0 10
"IMPOKARY 0 0 0..... -0 0 10
”l ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note 1feparation Instructions, Section ”l)
TRAVEL
Boards, Commissions & Legislators
3 Trips T.n-state transportation 495
12 per diem days In-state per diem 660
1 Trip Qut-of-state transportation 550
6 per diemdays Qut-of-state per diem 300
CONTRACTUAL
Communications, 1including printing and advertising 500
Professional fees and services
Council dues and examination fees 500

In-state travel for one board member assumes 4 meetings per year with 1/4 be—

ing held in the member®s home town. Inflation 1is computed at 6% per annum.
Assumes an effective date of July 1, 1979. . \.s J
£ eilt.drC.r
IV. hATP March 23, 1979 PREPARED BY Don Hostak, Director
Division of Occupational Licensing____
Cr:c::z.:l: Legislative FAn;:::.:: PHONE 465-2534
cc: Budaet and M.tn.ievm *nt

Piime Sponsor iHir-! Lcciijt™: N.w.ed)



	SCOM11 SB 257



