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FISCAL MOTE

*' SfiwlLolutlim No. HB 836 - Repealing state funding of art in 
Title public places

Representative Cuddy

[fi

c

TJ9"

Requested by. Date 2/19"

II. FISCAL DETAIL 
Agency Affected, DOT/PF
Program Category Affected,
BR™, Program, Or Sotoprogram(s) Affected  _______

“ (Nc.te: If more than one budget component is affected, separate line-item 
amounts and funding .for each component in the analysis section.)

EXPENDITURES (Thousands of Dollars)

* • FY 82 FY 83 FY 84 FY 85 FY 86 FY 87

100 PERSONAL SERVICES
200 TRAVEL
300 CONTRACTUAL
400 COMMODITIES
500 EQUIPMENT
600 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS,CLAIMS,ETC.

(600.01 (600.0L (600.0)

TOTAL

N O T E :  T h i s  A c t  r e p e a l s  t h e  f u n d i n g  o f  a r t  in p u b l i c  p l a c e s  p r o g r a m - a n d  t h e r e f o r e . 

r e s u l t s  in a n  a n n u a l  s a v i n g s  t h a t  d u e  t o  its n a t u r e  w e  are u n a b l e  t o  specify.

T h e  1 %  o f  p r o g r a m  p r o j e c t s  that-.-should h a v e  b e e n  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  a r t  w o r k  w i l l  n o w  

r e m a i n  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  p r o j e c t  construction. T h e r e  is n o  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  c o s t  t o

GENERAL FUND ' — —* - »•— ----- ^ —---— —

FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER (Specify Source)

-

POSITIONS

*

: •

FULL TIME •

PART TIME
TEMPORARY

•

III. ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instruction, Section III)

“  • •

During the period 1979 thru 1982 (est), the value of construction awards 
subject to the 1% Artwork limitations is approximately as follows:

1979 - $22.1 million
1980 - 7.7.7 million
1981 - 77.8 million 

1982.'(est) .49,0 million 
TOTAL $221.6 million

The total value of Artwork for this period of time would be $221.6 million 
X 1% $2,216,000. An "average" amount spent per year would be $2,216,000 =
$554,000/Year. (Say $600,00.0/Year). 4 Years
Administrative costs related to this program are minimal and would not exceed 
10% of the set funds - therefore, the end of %600.0 K is still valid. j

IV. DATE *3//<7^?-.__________PREPARED BY_____________________________ ,Q >
AGENCY DUT/Pl-

Original: 
cc:

Legislative Finance PHONE, 
Budget and Management

4 6 5 - 3 9 0 0 .(Revised)

Prime Sponsor (First Leaislator Named) 
33-001 (Rev. 12/81)



III. .ANALYSIS (CONTINUED)

This amount does not include artwork required for ^ajor public facilities, 
such as the proposed S80 million State Office Com "fex in Anchorage, should 
they be authorized by the legislature in the future.

This bill would save approximately 8600,000/Year based on the last four 
year’s awards for facilities subject to the artwork legislation.
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I V  T H E  KCIJSF . BY T E E  FIRA k C E  COMMITTEE

CG FOR H O U S E  RILL KO. S36 (Finance)

I!? THE LEGISLATURE CF T H E  STATE OF A L A S K A 

T W E L F T H  L E G I S L A T U R E  - S E C O N D  SESSION

A  G I L L

for an Act entitled: "Ar> Act relating tc the'state progrcK that provides for

funding of art. in public placee."

BE IT ENACTED ET T H E  L E G I S L A T U R E  C F  T H E  S T A T E  OF ALA SEA*

* Section 1. A S  35*27.010 Is awarded to read:*

Sec. 35.27.030. PURPOSE. (THE STA T E  R E C OGNIZES ITS RESPONSIBILITY 

T O  FOSTER CULTURE AND THE AF.TS AND THE NE C E S S I T Y  FOE T H E  VIABLE DEVELOP­

M E N T  OF ITS ARTISTS A N D  CRAFTSMEN. ] The legislature declares it to be a 

state policy that fA PORTION CF] appropriations he made [FOP. C A P I T A L  

EXPEKET7UP.ES PE S E T  ASIDE] for the acquisition of w o r k s  of art to be 

used for state buildings a n d  o t h e r  public facilities.

* Sec. 2, A S  35.27.C2C(b) is snendec to read:

(b) The departiaent, before preparing plans anc specifications for 

buildings and facilities, taay [SHALL] consult v i t h  tbc Alaska State 

Council o n  the Arts regarding the desirability of inclusion of vorkn of 

art. Money for d e c -*' ed works of art rgv be recucsted in accordance vith 

tfce Executive Budget Act fAS 37.07). Honey for a building or f a c i l i t y  

and art to be used for tbc b u i lding or facility shall be provided in 

separate appropriations.

* Sec. 3. AS 33.27.020(c) is are ruled to read:

• Ho rore than [AT LEAST] one percent or, in the case- of a rural

school • f a c i l i t y , n o  rore than [AT LEAST] o n — h a l f  of one percent o f  the 

c o n s t r u c t i o n  cost of a building or lac illty approved for constr u c t i o n  b y  

the legislature after Septet,-bcT 1, 1?77, ray [HILL] be spurorriated 

[FESFRVEEJ for the folloving p u r p o s e s : the cosier., construction, m ; n t -

-1- CSi-B S36(Fin)

O r i g i n a l  s p o n s o r s t  C u dd y,  R a n d o l p h
Eeirne, et al •
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ir.g a n d  actninistration o f  w o r k s  of art in a. s c h o o l „ o f f i c e  b u i l d i n g ,  

c o u r t  b u i l d i n g ,  v e s s e l  o f  the- C o r i n e  h i g h w a y  systec, or o t h e r  b u i l d i n g  

o r  f a c i l i t y  w h i c h  is s u b j e c t  t o  s u b s t a n t i a l  p u b l i c  use.

* Sec. 4. A S  4 4 . 2 7 . 0 6 0 ( a )  i s  a c e n d e d  t o  read;

(a) T h e  s r t  in p u b l i c  p l a c e t  fund i z  e s t a b l i s h e d . T h e  a r t  ir. 

p u b l i c  places f u n c  c o n s i s t s  of ap-prepriatioaa f r o g  t h e  g e neral fund 

a n d  t h o s e  a p p r o p r i a t i o n s  a r e  n o t  s u b j e c t  t o  A S  3 7 . 2 5 . 0 1 0 .  T h e  c o u n c i l  

shall l i n a g e  t h e  fund.

* S e c .  5. A S  3 5 . 2 7 . 0 2 0 ( a )  a n d  (d) a n d  A S  4 4 . 2 7 . 0 6 0 ( b )  a n d  (c)(2) a r e  

epeeled.

Cf»:r, 0 3 a n r )



T H E  LE G I S L A T U R E  OF THE STATE OF A L A S K A
T W E L F T H  LEGISLATURE

I. REQUEST
Bill/Resolution Nr. 
Title
Requested bv Representative CudiV

HB 836 - Repeal inn state funding of art in 
public places

FISCAL NOTE

Date 2/19~

II. FISCAL DETAIL
Agency Affected^ DOl/PF
Program Category Affected_
BRU, Program, Or Subprogram(s) Affected__________________________________
(Note; If more than one budget component is affected, separate line-item 

amounts and funding for each component in the analysis section.,)

EXPENDITURES (Thousands of Dollars)

FY 82 FY 83 FY 84 FY 85 FY 86 FY 87

100 PERSONAL SERVICES
200 TRAVEL
300 CONTRACTUAL
400 COMMODITIES
500 EQUIPMENT
600 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS,CLAIMS,ETC.

(600.0) I6PQ.Q)- (600.0)
t i

\

\  ^
\ ,

— X - i *

FUNDING (Thousands of Dollars) A
7

GENERAL FUND
FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER (Specify Source)

POSITIONS

FULL TIME
PART TIME
TEMPORARY

*

III. ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instruction, Section III)

During the period 1979 thru 1982 (est), the value of construction awards 
subject to the 1% Artwork limitations is approximately as follows:

1979 - $22.1 million
1980 - 77.7 million
1981 - 77.8 million 

1982.-(est) 49.0 million 
TOTAL $221.6 million

The total value of Artwork for this period of time would be $221.6 million 
X 1% _  $2,216,000. An "average" amount spent per year would be $2,216,000 = 
$554,000/Year. (Say $600,000/Year). 4 Years
Administrative costs related to this program are minimal and would not exceed 
10% of the set funds - therefore, the end of %600.0 K is still valid. *

IV. DATE v3/y __________PREPARED B Y _______  .Q
AGENCY DUT/Ph

Original; Legislative Finance PHONE 465-3900 (Revised)
cc: Budget and Management

Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named)
33-001 (Rev. 12/81)



>r>;

III. ANALYSIS (CONTINUED)

This amount does not include artwork required for major public facilities, 
su/ii as the proposed S80 million State Office Complex in Anchorage, should 
they be authorized by the legislature in the future.

This bill would save approximately $600,000/Year based on the last four 
yea-'s awards for facilities subject to the artwork legislation.



meantime, if,any;: 

our servicesrcall

respond if you do.want or not

services
‘The artists initial visit During the supposed to t the place and the people," ‘They talked about what t

rubthhll/JS, II/J..U
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Fainting byJadc^ah Hoetan^Kipnuk,

officials say is the

Pise’10 T U N D R A  D R U M S  NovemViet 28,*i98V‘

LKSD Project Called Best in State ■ | ! W  W M M  * ^ J 1 P

M u r a l s ^ i o o d  S c u l p t u r e d  G r a c e  

M o U y l H o o t c  —
to ‘‘ do and learned their , feelings of what they believe ? is important." ...
Ms. Fenn said it was important that the artist get his or her inspiration from the village but ••no one tells the artist they want a tree here and a house there. The artist makes the artistic decisions."
Ms. Fenn said some school districts "just went out to An­chorage and bought a

vs5
. v

f o r v

>»Mlgratonr. birds swoop across of the works of art now dgco- 'y  flect the' communitv histori- map of the western- heml- ^-'rating the walls of this area’s - ? callv • cnihiraiiv ’ «nr»e n ^ nw t ei>« *1. WW-ae *»
on aHplle of ioe'^a -rd<^rteamW virtually leaps outat~you from ^  ». the walls. : i
These are only a few-examples "  "We required that the work re

callv. ' cnlhimllv " ■ »nH
ctUUVi_  cases as possible we asked that . piece be produced in theschools program in the state.village--Itself,^ said Suzanne, .-Fenn, who coordinated the project for the Lower Kusko-

picture and put it on the wall. 3S It didn’t have anything to do in j'. a personal way with where it I was going.” .
But every art project in LKSD schools reflects village life or "has something to do with ■ sensitivity to the landscape around that particular area.”• ■ Ms. Fenn said.-

. She said every piece is different but you can tell th* each : piece "belongs to that parti- cular village, because it speaks directly to that village."
r . Ms. Fenn said one aspect of y  the project she feels is of major importance is that the artist spend time in the village, and. in many cases does the actual T »;work in the village. . ■ ̂  ".'

“People assume that artists have this magic thing and their work just kind of pops out of them without any effort, which is not true, she said. “When people can see an artist at work, they realize that there are a lot of skills that have to be developed. There is a con­stant evolution qf things that go on with the artist and his• materials that finally result in a . piece of work. I ts  not just■ . t ' Vi  something that pops out effort-lessly.It fs work.’ ” .,
said some of the artists had never been to villages before and that "theyrpallv \ovor1 ft •»«! faO

uiry Tt mi guturri is mucii out o r

• rrir. < ’ . . :'••• ••

S C O P E  O F  JO B  D E V E L O P M E N T  
&  C O U N S E L IN G  S E R V IC E

The Association of Villaee Council Presidents (AVCP) has initiated a 
Job development and counseling program as an effort to relieve the 

impact of the Federally imposed budget cut in the C E T A  program. The 

funding of the program is limited to the salaries of three E m p loyment 

Development Counselors (EDC) w h o  will be performing job inter­
views, counseling, placement, and referral services. W e  will only be 

able to provide these services mainly on the local level. The success of. 

the program will depend, on  the.cboperation&f.thejocalbusmesstenl 
titles *- **

The goal of the job development program is to aid local businesses 

in advertising for their vacant positions. If an organization wishes to 
 ̂utilize AVCP's recruitment services, the EDC's will need a job 

tion, qualifications, rate of pay, and other terms of 

I W h e n  the closing date arrives, the E DC's will screen 

; plications for the best qualified and experienced

* those persons to the employing agency for an interview

Th e  EDC's will be contacting you suon but in the

• job openings should occur and you wish to utilize our services,

; the E D C s  w h o  are N e u m a n  Peter, M a r y  Little, and'Eirma Kaganak at
543-3521. ■ | i * = rV;

’iv  If you have any questions or need further information, please call 
us at the above stated number, 

w a n t  our offer of

kwim School District.
- iuivV ’ ttxuiy iiintiOMtlf ’ » --- wbecause I think we’re the only - > it as they gave, and had really district that demands that. The ' learned from it. Some of them reason is so that the kids can leam by watching the process the artist uses in creating a piece of work,”, she. said.

*

%

are really looking forward tc doing commissions in. this ; •• area. V v
V. One of the most spectacular In 1976, the Alaska state legis-wprks and the one Ms. Fennlature passed a law requiring -vsaid is "the most widely that one percent of the costs -:•* acclaimed from the art worldof all buildings built w ith : ~~'—L -r •■*— ---state and federal funding should be devoted to'art. Ms.Fenn said about $168,000 wasspent for works ot̂  art to •decorate 22 Hootch schools built in this district. She said 15 artists from across the state participated, several of them artists from the Yukon Kuskokwim Delta.

Ms. Fenn who served as a pri­vate contractor for the protect '« has worked with Alaskan- artists over the past eight years, including work with the state arts council. She has lived in .- Bethel since 1977, and traveled 
a? extensively in the area^v^-* .£V

point of view” is a painting of . a dog musher and his team of • huskies by Alvin Amason, located at the school in Aklak.
Mr. Amason is an Aleut from : Kodiak who lives in the Cast Coast.
"His work reflects the interest that Akiak has in dog mushing," Ms. Fenn said. "It? a more than life-size piece. It emits the • feeling of dogs * charging through the snow,and seems to be leaping out from the flat space of the painting. The colors are wonderful, bright, marvelous colors that .make his work so special.”,

; “W e  r e q u i r e d  that the w o r k  reflect the

c o m m u n i t y  historically, culturally a n d  

{, ec o n o m i c a l l y .  A n d  in as m a n y  cases as 

I possible w e  a s k e d  that the piece b e  

p r o d u c e d  in the village itself.”

*  y ■->■■■ k m  ■ ;
S u z a n n e  F e n n

She said artists were chosen partly on the- basis of slides they submitted of their work ana in • consideration of how their type of work might fit with tne site of the schools.
each made an to the village, visit thev were a feeling for to get to know she explained, to the people they were going

John Kalukiak did a painting for the Tununak school, the village which is his home base. - Mr. Kalukiak Is a painter and . sculptor well known through- . .out the. state, Ms. Fenn said.
She said the Tununak painting shows the seasons and how they relate to the life of the , village, as well as new ways of life contrasting with the old.

; • ?•';> • Continued oil next page .
.........v . ;,i
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•y: ■■?'&& *r . T.- ®
“You’re not just.- a tourist In describing how the. projects . getting off a plane and looking get going, he discussed his
around the village and leaving, j. experience in Goodnews.
That’s a valuable part of the “I went to Goodnews for a
thing. You come a little closer week with nothing In hand but
than you ordinarily would.” a camera and a sketchbook. I

just loafed around the village That’s how Bethel artist Dan and got to know some people
Fruits described his partici- and talked to them and took a . D ■ „ .   - n,,.. „ ... .pation in LKSD school art, thousand photographs, and - >?a,n^n8 of village scene at Atmauthluak by Gail Niebrugge ■
project. Mr. Fruits is a native tried to find a specific person-
of Indiana who has worked as,*$ality,'of that village. I triedan -artist in programs in -. find out what was.-imnhrtantfoAyntM-.fr -A ~
public schools throughout " to the people there,”, he said/ ' S sAlaska since 1975. He did ^Alaska since 1975. He did the LKSD art projects in Goodnews Bay, Platinum 
and Bethel Regional High 
School.

Mr. Fruits wound up doing a series of ten painted, low
Continued on next page
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T o  A l l  O u r  

V a l u e d  C u s t o m e r s

W e a r e  t a k i n g  a f a m i l y  rest f r o m  

S u n d a y .  N o v .  2 9  t h r u  t h e  e n d  o f  t h e  year.
. . _ i  " r'xt . " ‘ .  v .  ■. . 1 *

W e ’ll h e  b a c k -  s o o n .  W a t c h  for o u r  r e­

o p e n i n g .

H a p p y  H o l i d a y s  t o  a l l  o f  y o u . -

R IV ER FR O N T  
R EST A U R A N T
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Ms. Feen said that the projects take varying periods of time,to complete.
• “It’s up to the artist to di cide how long he wants to tuker- Most of The artists do it in a pretty concentrated period of time," though on the other hand John Kalukiak took many, many months,” she said.

Detail of flight in painting by Jack Van Hoesen
Bethel artist Dan Fruits was among the j>eople participating in the project. Ms. Fenn said that lie did pieces at Good

Ms. Fenn said artists were given complete freedom in choosing their subject matter and how to present it. Jack Van Hoesen who did the Kipnuk project, is also an ornithologist. He - wanted to do something which . g u u  q* nine carved wooden 
&  jUiutra todttieway subsls ten ce A’ panejs which ̂  showy familiar-;-; Is c o n n e ^ d ^  Md d 9 j^ d e n t^ acy ^ tes #n(i:,4yji]age .,-scenes.^, 

on other, areasW. th e^w o rld .^M ^F enn^sa fd '^

pii- Ho- . News Bay and Platinum. The • is also an ornithologist., lie - q 0o(jnews projects features

on other areasi'or,t^7WOMa.WMs."Fenn^said =the' Platinumajj: His painting shows migratory project is similar. Mr. Fruitsbirds and tne patterns of their aiKO jih nieces showing wildlife  patternsmovement across the western hemisphere.
also did pieces showing wildlife from this,,area which hang inthe high : school s in

a m
el.- -j-jy 
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f r o m  p a g e  1 1

relief wood carvings of differ­ent sizes. Each carving is an independent' scene of village 
life, but all ten fit together as?art of a larger, over all work, he largest piece and the centerpiece of the series shows Beluga Point.
“Beluga Point In Goodnews is a •very important landmark, an

• Important navigational land­mark and an important' symbol.It’s a coastal village and• the influence of the sea is 
‘ strong there,’’ Mr. Fruits said.i* • ,

One of the aims of the project was to find something unique about an area so that the art would obviously belong to that village, and that village alone.
“I chose to do that through the 
landmarks and the landscape, 
rather than through portraiture or specific histories,” Mr. Fruits said. “I came back to Bethel and spent a month here 3 mulling over what I ’d seen out 
there, then. figured out what 

•; material It was going to be and ... ordered supplies and started ,‘i working out ideas."*At. the end ' of that month, I had rough 
sketches of the directtonT was going in and went out to the village with the materials and got to work.”

: Susan Ogle Is a resident of Anchorage who also moved to 
Alaska from Indiana. She was interviewed by the Drums following her preliminary visit 

,.to the village of Napaskiak.

*r’— ' \ ' - W i

;Ms. Ogle said Napaskiak is the ’: first Eskimo village she has ever, •y.-visited,.although she has spent' time in Indian and Aleut . ■ villages.
- S ‘ , . . . . . .  . .. ; She has worked as an artist in 

. I residence at Larsen Bay in ->4'Kodlak, and on the art In the 1 • < school project at Allakaket in the Yukon Koyukuk School 
District with fellow artist, Jim 
Froehlich.
In describing her experience with the Allakaket project, Ms. Ogle said, “You sort of go in and just get a feeling for the people in the village, and you just.go up and talk to as many ’ of them as possible.”

■'V'.- ' V  '

..

l & r

- - n a r - . v f  „ -/• \  ^

Low relief wood carving by Dan Fruits at Goodnews Bay
She and Froehlich did a series of portraits of 12 elders of 
Allakaket. “We went up last December and spent a week. We would go into a home of somebody selected to be painted. One of us would talk to the person and the other would sketch and then we would switch off and the other 
one would sketch or take pho­
tographs.
Unlike the LKSD project, the 
work was not produced on site. 
The portraits were done from sketches and photos after the 
two artists returned to their homes.
Ms. Ogle said she is looking for­ward to returning in January to 
work In Napaskiak. But she

Please turn to page 14 Painting by Jon Van Zyle at Quinhagak

   ■ » „ : ___
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A R T I S T S

“T h e  first real painting I ever s a w  w a s

"* the W P A  m u r a l  in oiirpost office

\ jpV^iv• « ■. " ;':t £:•••.-/. '' "•*;»» .

;% jn Crawfordsville. I n d i a n a ,  so I feel

there is a n  affinitv b e t w e e n Winter flight by Jack Van Hoesen at Kipnuk

thait p r o g r a m  a n d  this o n e

D a n  Fruits, artist

“At the time there was a lot of criticism of it as a waste of public money. But a couple of the artists working in that program went on to great things and the monetary value of their work went out of sight.”

Fruits said that, “Oddlyenough, the first real painting 
1 ever saw was the WPA murut' In our post office in Crawfords­ville, Indiana, so I feel there is an . affinity between thatprogram and this o n e ." j- v - ;
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Introduced: 2/16/82
Referred: State Affairs and
Finance

BY CUDDY,RANDOLPH,BEIRNE,
1 IN THE HOUSE FANNING,HURLBERT AND ABOOD

2 HOUSE BILL NO. 836

3 IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

4 TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION

5 A BILL

6 For an Act entitled: "An Act repealing the state program that provides for

7 funding of art in public places."

8 BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

9 * Section 1. AS 35.27j AS 44.27.050(6), and 44.27.060 are repealed.

10
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THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF A L A S K A
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

FISCAL NOTE

lm Bill/Resolution No HB 836 " Repealinp state funding of art in
'-----------------puff! replaces---------------------Title

Requested bv Representative CudtTv" Date 2719

II. FISCAL DETAIL 
Agency Affected_ DOT/PF
Program Category Affected_
BRU, Program, Or Subprogram(s) Affected_
(Note: If more than one budget component is affected, separate line-item 

amounts and funding for each component in the analysis section.)

EXPENDITURES (Thousands of Dollars)

FY 82 FY 83 FY 84 FY 85 FY 86 FY 87

100 PERSONAL SERVICES
200 TRAVEL
300 CONTRACTUAL
400 COMMODITIES
500 EQUIPMENT
600 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS,CLAIMS,ETC.

(600.0) (600.0). (600.0)

TOTAL

FUNDING (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND
FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER (Specify Source)

POSITIONS

FULL TIME
PART TIME
TEMPORARY

III. ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instruction, Section III)

During the period 1979 thru 1932 (est), the value of construction awards 
subject to the 1% Artwork limitations is approximately as follows:

1979 - $22.1 million
1980 - 77.7 million
1981 - 77.8 million 

1982 ;(est) 49.0 million
L $221.6 millionTOTAL

The total value of Artwork for this period of time would be $221.6 million 
X 1% _  $2,216,000. An "average" amount spent per year would be $2,216,000 = 
$554,000/Year. (Say $600,000/Year). 4 Years
Administrative costs related to this program are minimal and would not exceed 
10% of the set funds - therefore, the end of %600.0 K is still valid. a

IV. DATE -3/, PREPARED BY &  (t>Z. .
   AGENCY DOT/PF............... ------

PHONE____Original: Legislative Finance 
cc: Budget and Management

465-3900 .(Revised)

Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named) 
33-001 (Rev. 12/81)



III. ANALYSIS (CONTINUED)

This anount does not include artwork required for ma.jor public facilities, 
such as the proposed $80 million State Office Complex in Anchorage, should 
they be authorized by the legislature in the future.

This bill would save approximately $600,000/Year based on the last four 
year’s awards for facilities subject to the artwork legislation.



THE L E G I S L A T U R E  O F  T HE STATE OF A L A S K A
TW E L F T H  L E G I S L A T U R E

FISCAL NOTE

Im Bill/Resolution Wo. HB 836 " Repealing state funding of art in_________
Title jlUbl i c pi aces
Requested bv Representative Cuddy Date 2/19

II. FISCAL DETAIL
Agency Affected DOT/PF______________________________________________________
Program Category Affected________________________________________________
BRU, Program, Or Subprogram(s) Affected__________________________________

~ (Note* If more than one budget component is affected, separate line-item 
amounts and funding for each component in the analysis section.)

EXPENDITURES (Thousands of Dollars)

FY 82 FY 83 FY 84 FY 85 FY 86 FY 87

100 PERSONAL SERVICES
200 TRAVEL
300 CONTRACTUAL
400 COMMODITIES
500 EQUIPMENT
600 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS,CLAIMS,ETC.

(600.0) (600.0) .(600.0)

TOTAL

FUNDING (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND
FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER (Specify Source)

-

POSITIONS

FULL TIME
PART TIME
TEMPORARY

III.. ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instruction, Section III)

J

During the period 1979 thru 1982 (est), the value of construction awards 
subject to the 1% Artwork limitations is approximately as follows:

1979 - $22.1 million
1980 - 77.7 million
1981 - 77.8 million 

1982.'(est) .49.0 million 
TOTAL $221.6 million

The total value of Artwork for this period of time would be $221.6 million 
X 1% _  $2,216,000. An "average" amount spent per year would be $2,216,000 = 
$554,000/Year. (Say $600,000/Year). 4 Years
Administrative costs related to this program are minimal and would not exceed 
10% of the set funds - therefore, the end of %600.0 K is still valid. q

IV. DATE >3/,r/g2.._________ PREPARED BY __________________
AGENCY POT/PF

Original: Legislative Finance PHONE 465-3900 (Revised)
cc: Budget and Management

Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named)
33-001 (Rev. 12/81)



III. ANALYSIS (CONTINUED)

This amount does not include artwork required for major public facilities, 
such as the proposed $80 million State Office Complex in Anchorage, should 
they be authorized by the legislature in the future.

This bill would save approximately $600,000/Year based on the last four 
year's awards for facilities subject to the artwork legislation.




