


SUMMARY
1. a) Related U lll i (S im ilar or C on flic t ing I. b) O lhar Agencies A ffected  by D ill

2. a) Organizational Support (or D ill

We concur

2. b) Organizational Oppoaltlon to D ill

None

_
3. Program Effoct* o f B ill

This bill will not substantially affect the basic programs of the Alaska Department of 

Fish and Game. In some respects it may be beneficial by providing a greater land base 

to be managed to maintain and/or enhance fish and wildlife populations and their associ­

ated uses. On the other hand, it provides potential for greater conflicts by providing 

more lands for disposal, mineral development, forestry, etc. Basically the status quo 

will be maintained although management burdens can be expected to increase proportionate 

to the amount of lands transferred.

_  _  ... _ Increased managemen* burden/cooperative
4. Flecal Impact: □ N o n a  Flacal Note Attached -

........ AA el a n n u m
Am andm antt Propoaed:

None

C. Commtnta:

Same as #3
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F I S C A L  N O T E

T . RFQIIF.ST
B i l l / R e s o l u t i o n  N o. HB 6 6 7 ______________________________________________ __ ______________

T i t l e  Relating to State Control of Certain Land_____________________________
R e q u e s t e d  b y ____________________  D a t e ____________________

II. F I S C A L  D E T A I L

A g e n c y  A f f e c t e d  Fish a n d  G a m e ______________________________________
P r o g r a m  C a t e g o r y  A f f e c t e d  NRMEC________________________________________________
B R U ,  P r o g r a m ,  O r  S u b p r o g r a m ( s )  A f f e c t e d  H a b i t a t ____________ __________________

( N o t e :  I f  m o r e  t h a n  o n e  b u d g e t  c o m p o n e n t  is a f f e c t e d ,  s e p a r a t e  l i n e - i t e m  

a m o u n t s  a n d  f u n d i n g  f o r  e a c h  c o m p o n e n t  in  t he a n a l y s i s  s e c t i o n . )

E X P E N D I T U R E S  ( T h o u s a n d s  o f  D o l l a r s )

T H E  L E G I S L A T U R E  OF T H E  S TA TE  O F  A L A S K A

T W E L F T H  L E G I S L A T U R E

F Y  82 F Y  83 F Y  84 F Y  85 F Y  86 FY  87

1 0 0  P E R S O N A L  S E R V I C E S

2 0 0  x k A v h l

3 0 0  C O N T R A C T U A L

4 0 0  C O M M O D I T I E S

5 0 0  E Q U I P M E N T

6 0 0  L A N D  &  S T R U C T U R E S

7 0 0  G R A N T S , C L A I M S , E T C .

1 0 0 . 0

O . 1J
2 4 . 0

4 . 0
4 . 0

T O T A L  i/io.o

F U N D I N G  ( T h o u s a n d s  o f  D o l l a r s )

G E N E R A L  F U N D

F E D E R A L  F U N D S

O T H E R  ( S p e c i f y  S o u r c e )

P O S I T I O N S

F U L L  T I M E  

P A R T  T I M E  

T E M P O R A R Y

III. A N A L Y S I S  ( See F i s c a l  N o t e  P r e p a r a t i o n  I n s t r u c t i o n ,  S e c t i o n  III)

We have assumed that 20 million acres ot federal land will be transferred 

to State ownership, primarily confined to Regions 11 and 111. To estimate 
the effort • ■

projection
required to plan for these lands, we have based our cursory 

on our contribution to the Willow Subbasin Plan.

T h p  Mi 1 1 ru.i C * i k k ■» •* 1 : ;.;c; ̂  ̂ . ; ! i Q ;r<n i  i r r r r >r r r.  ̂r r\ ,___  „•  ̂ri
one person to spend abuuL 6 munuis r u n  time on it. :his v/as a very 

intensive planning effort, however. We expect planning for the IIL1 667 
lands will not be as intensive and require less effort.

IV. d a t e  February 1, 1982 p r e p a r e d  by Bruce B a k e r _____
A G E N C Y  . ' M r ' ' ’

O r i g i n a l :  L e g i s l a t i v e  F i n a n c e  P H O N E _  

cc: B u d g e t  a n d  M a n a g e m e n t

P r i m e  S p o n s o r  ( F i r s t  L e g i s l a t o r  N a m e d )
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