COMMITTEE REPORT
SENATE

4123131 FURTHER: ~ None

Date: 1?7 1

Mr. President:

The Committee on FINANCE has had CSHB 294 (Fin>

risking a supplemental appropriation to the Dept, of Law

under consideration and (-a majority of the committee) (the committee)
reports it back with the following recommendations:

[ ] do pass [ ] donot pass
[ 1 do pass with attached amendments(s)
I, o\ [ ] same title
] replace with.CS for -m, v -1 oo [< ] new title
and recommends t\s tor
[ 1] AND attaches a "Letter of Intent" [ ] New Fiscal Note
[ 1] reports it back without recommendation
[ ] referred to the Committee
MEMBERS SIGNING MEMBERS HAVING

DO PASS OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS:
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Original sponsor: Rules/Governor

BY THE FINANCE COMMITTEE

IN THE HOUSE
SENATE CS FOR CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 294 (Finance)
i'IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to the transfer of appropriations;

and providing for an effective date."
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. AS 27.07.080(e) is amended to read:

(e) Transfers or changes between objects of expenditures or

between allocations may be made by the head of a state agency upon

approval of the division. No transfers may be made between appropria—

tions except (1) as provided in an act making the transfers between

appropriations; or (2) upon approval of the division, when determined

necessary by the head of a principal department to support the opera-

tions of his office.

* Sec. 2. This Act takes effect July 1, 1981.
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Original sponsor: Rules/Governor ngfeerr?gd Gﬁzu%égl

IN THE HOUSE BY THE FINANCE COMMITTEE
SENATE CS FOR CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 294 (Finance)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to the transfer of' appropriations?
and providing for an effective date."
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
* Section 1. AS 37.07.080(e) is amended to read:

(e) Transfers or changes hetween objects of expenditures or
between allocations may be made by the head of a state agency upon
approval of the division. No transfers may be made hetween appropria-
tions except (1) as provided in an act making the transfers between
appropriations; or (2) upon approval of the division, when determined
necessary by the head of a principal department to support the opera-
tions of his office.

~ Sec. 2. This Act takes effect July 1, 1981,



Amendment to Senate CS for HB 294 (+Finance)

Page 1, line 6 and 7: following "For and Act entitled: delete:
["An Act relating, to the transfer of appropriations; and
providing for an effective date.] and add: "An Act relating

to the Executive Budget Act; and providing for an effective

date."

Page 1, line 8: delete Section 1 and Section 2 and add the

following new sections:

~ASection 1. AS 37.07.010(1) 1is amended to read:

(&) the orderly establishment, continuing reveiw” al
periodic revision of the program goals and policies of state
agencies and financial goals and policies of the state;

*Sec. 2. AS 37.07.010(3) 1isrepealed and reenacted to read:

(3) the preparation, coordination, analysis, and
enactment of a budget which is organized to focus on the services
provided by state agencies and on the cost of those services and
which provides for implementation of policies and plans in the
succeeding budget period;

*Sec. 3. AS 37.07.020(a) is amended to read:

(a) The governor shall prepare and submit to the legislature
before the fourth legislative day a budget for the succeeding
fiscal year, which shall cover all estimated receipts, including
all grants, loans, and money received from the federal government,

and all proposed expenditures of the state government. The budget



submitted by the governor shall be organized so that the proposed
expenditures for each agency are presented separately. The budget
shall be accompanied by a general appropriation b ill to authorize
the propose! expenditures, and a b ill or bills covering recomm-
endations in the budget for new or additional revenues.

*Sec. 4. AS 37.07.040 is ‘amendedto read:

' Sec. 37.07.040,. DIVISION OF BUDGET AND MANAGEMENT. The
budget and management division shall

(1) assist the governor in the preparation and
explanation of the proposed comprehensive program and financial
plan, including the coordination and analysis of state agency
[PROGRAM] goals and objectives, [PROGRAM] plans® and [PROGRAM]
budget requests;

(2) prepare for submission to the governor an annually
updated six-year capital improvements program and the proposed
capital improvements budget for the coming fiscal year, the
latter to include individual project justification with docu-
mentation of estimated project cost;

(3) develop proceduresto produce theinformation
needed for effective policy decision making, including procedures
to provide for the dissemination of information about plans,
programs® and [PROGRAM] budget requests to be included in the
annual budget and opportunity for public review and comment
during the period of budget proparation;

(4) assist state agencies in their statement of goals
and objectives, preparation of [PROGRAM] budget requests® and

reporting of program performance, all documents forwarded by

the division to a state agency containing instructions for the



prepartion of program plans and [FRO3RAM budget requests and
the reporting of program performance are public information after
the date they are forwarded,;

(5) administer 1ts responsibilities under the program
execution provisions of this chapter so that the policy decisions
and budget determinations of the governor arnd the legislature
and inplemented;

(6) provide the legislative finance division with the
budget information i1t nay request; «

(7) provide the legislative finance division with an
advance copy of the governor®s budget workbooks by the first
Monday in January of each year, except that following a gubernatorial
election year the advance® copy shall be provided by the second
Morcay 1N January.

*Sec. 5 AS 37.07.060(b)(2) i1s anenckd to read:

() his operating program and budget recommendation
for the succeeding fiscal year organized by agency as required
by AS 37.07.02.0(a);

*Sec. 6. AS 37.07.080(e) is amrenced to read:
(e) Transfers or changes between objects of expenditures
or between allocations nmay be neck by the head of a state agency
upon approval of the division. N transfers nmay be made between
appropriations except (1) as provided in an act making the
transfers between appropriations; or (2) upon approval of the
division, whendetermined necessary by the headof aprincipal
to support the operations of his office as originally budgetedin an appropria-
*Sec. 7. This Act takes effect July 1, 1981 tion act,
*Sec. 8 This Act terminates July 1, 1982



Original Sponsor: Rules/Governor

IN THE HOUSE BY THE FINANCE COMMITTEE
SCS FOR CS HOUSE BILL NO. 294 (Finance)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to the transfer of appropriations;
and providing for an effective date
* Section 1. AS 37.07.080(e) is amended to read:

(e) Transfers or changes between objects of expenditures or
between allocations may be made by the head of a state agency upon
approval of the division. No transfers may be made between appropria
tions except (1) as provided in an act making the transfers between
appropriations; or (2) upon approval of the division, when determined
necessary by the head of a principal department to support the opera-—
tions of his office.

* Sec. 2. This Act takes effect July 1, 1981.
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Ed:
This is rather interesting.

Attached is HB-294 (currently in Sep.
Finance Committee.) Ron Lorensen, the
DeFuty AG says he must have this attached
bill, “as worded, in order to function
with the FY82 Operating Budget.

And, it just so happens that this
bill would bea perfect place to
add SB-17 Ianqu ge, which is your
bil S0
Bud
I

i1l and is also”known as "Agency
udgeting
f you are interested Fin. Com. could
move a CS with agenc¥ bu dgennq included
and_send it over to the HOuse
action this evening.
| asked that a CS be drawn up in case
you want to do it
Max
/fttAcde-0 9f~

. 55,
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Original Sponsor: Rules/Governor

IN THE HOUSE BY THE®" FINANCE COMMITTEE
SCS FOR CS HOUSE BILL NO. 294 (Finance)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE q/ ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - FIRSY&ESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to the transfer of appropriations;
and providing for an effective date.
* Section 1. AS 37.07.080(e) 1is amended to read:
(e) Transfers or changes/between objects of expenditures or
between allocations may be ma“"de by the head of a state agency upon
approval of the division. //No transfers may be made between appropria-

/
tions except (1) as provided in an act making the transfers between

/
appropriations; or (23 upon approval of the division, when determined

necessary by the he/ad of the state agency to support the operations of

7

his office.

* Sec. 2. This/Act takes effect July 1, 1981.
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d JAY S. HAVMOND, SOYIRHOR

b EPARTM ENT O0OF LAW

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY CENERAL ? SI&IJE:EUK ,2 [,é él' }I(EAC%gngcl)L

May 13, 1981

The Honorable Don Bennett, Co-Chairman
The Honorable M.E. Dankworth, Co-Chairman
Senate Finance Committee

Alaska State Legislature

Pouch V

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Senators Bennett and Dankworth:

The Department of Law requests that CSHB 294 .be
amended by including an additional amount of $110,000 to
satisfy a settlementclaim against the state which was
entered in the Superior Court this week. This claim arose
when one of the lease holders of a Kachemak Bay oil lease,
Philip Rahoi, refused the state"s offer to buy back his
leasehold. The buy back of the Kachemak Bay oil Ilands,
originally leased in 1973, was authorized by the legislature
in 1976.

Litigation to compel the buy back, known as
State ex. rel, LeResche v. Track C28-37, began in 1977.
Throughout the litigation Mr. Rahoi has claimed up to
$500,000 as a buy back settlement figure. It has been the
state"s position that his claim was worth less than $100,000.
The settlement offer made by Rahoi, although larger than
what we believed the claim was worth, will avoid the expense
of very costly litigation, and we therefore accepted the
offer as the most cost efficient way of settling this long,
outstanding dispute. The Superior Court also recommended
our acceptance of the offer and concurred in our assessment
that the state®s interests would be best served by our
consenting to the $110,000 offer.

The addition of this claim will increase the
Department of Law"s judgment supplemental appropriation
request from $964,400 to $1,074,400. If CSHB cannot be
amended at this time, it will be necessary to seek a supple—
mental appropriation to pay the claim from the legislature
in 1982. This timing Will result in interest costs of
approximately $11,550, and it will delay payment to Mr.

Rahoi by approximately one year. Therefore, 1 earnestly



The Honorable Don Bennett, Co-Chairman
The Honorable M.E,. Dankworth, Co-Chairman
May 13, 1981

PAGE TOO (2)

recommend your favorable consideration of this request 1in
order that the settlement may be concluded as expeditiously
as possible.

WLC:cjs
cc: Ron Lehr, Director
Division of Budget and
Management

Office of the Governor



March 9, 1981

The Honorable Jim Duncan
Speaker of the House"-
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Mr. Speaker:

Under the authority of art. 111, sec. 18, of the Alaska
Constitution, | am transmitting a bill which would make a
supplemental appropriation to the Department of Law,
civil division, to pay miscellaneous judgments against
the state.

Miscellaneous judgments against the state have exceeded
the $15,000 appropriated for that purpose for FY 81. The
FY 81 appropriation was™ fully spent by September 1980,
and since that time nine additional judgments have been
made against the state. This appropriation would cover
the costs of legal action and court awards in those nine
cases.

The amount needed for one of the cases is $881,400 (92
percent of the total appropriation request), and arose
from the Hidden Falls hatchery project. Erroneous site
condition information caused delays in the construction
of the hatchery. This resulted in increased construction
costs above the original amount of the contract, and the
court approved a settlement between the parties awarding
money to the contractor.

The interest being paid for these judgments varies from 8
percent to 10 1/2 percent. I urge immediate enactment of
this bill.

Sincerely,

Jay S. Hammond
Governor



D Ron Lehr,

FROM.

EMORAI/uUM

Director

Division of Budget end
Management
O ffice of the Governor

WILSON L."

CONDON

ATTORNEY GENERAL U

By =

Administrative 0

mental judgment

psar*

ficer

The Department of Law anticipates
request of approximately $940,595 to

State of Alaska

1981

date January 7,

file no.

465-3695

telephone no

Supplemental Appropriation-
FY 81 Judgments

subject:

submitting a supple-
settle

judgments against the state for FY 81. Unpaid settlements,
to date, are as follows:
Case Amour.
Thomas v. Croft $22,200:72 .D3,00?72 5
Kimura v. ABC Board 11,2115 A" lals" t
Gardiner v. CFEC 1L 0OM-" . N
Tyonek v. State 10,6675 ¥ [0 A [/|)
Hutcherson v. Labor 265
Copeland v. CFEC 1L B34®" :
Gjosund v. F&G D530 M. | ‘.
Zobel v. Williams 120,000 J J"
Christiansen & Assn. v. State 881,370 fUl". T
e>/n irs. '3.-353.
Additional judgment claims-may occur before the legis- "53*7 %59*
lature limits their consideration of supplemental requests.
Please-let us know when the request cutoff will take'place,.
once this information becomes available to you.
RIP:cjs

DECEIVED

JAN 8 1381

H1 2% "iimrurvT



from: ux1sON 1.* CONDON r\ subject: Py 81 Supplemental
Appropriation-Jjudgments
Alt

| R ) I .
By: Richard 1. Peguefi Director
Administrative ServiNres Division

As you know, the Department of Law each year receives
an appropriation of $15,000 to pay miscellaneous judgments
which covers costs and fees awarded in court settlements
against the state. This initial appropriation was fully
expended in September, 1980. Since that time, nine additional
judgments have been made against the state totalling $955,930.84,
including interest. Of this amount, a single judgment of
$881,367 was awarded as a result of a contract claim against
the Department of Transportation of Public Facilities arising
from the construction of a state owned salmon hatchery at
Hidden Falls, on Baranof Island. The major portion of this
claim represents contractor construction costs rather than
court costs and attorney fees. The state's counsel, in this
matter, has concluded that the contractor's claim of $2.5
m illion would have resulted in a liability to the state
somewhat in excess of $1.0 million, if the case had gone to
full trial. Counsel therefore negotiated this settlement
which all parties agreed was equitable.

;- The remaining eight judgments,: in total amount, are

similar to past years' experience where, in FY 80, we paid
$62,800 for judgments and, in FY-79.. when we paid $75,300
for judgments.

Interest paid varies by actual judgment. Some claims
receive 8.0 percent, others receive 10.5 percent and some do
not receive interest depending upon the specific conditions
0:. the judgment award. The maximum interest allowed is now
10.5 percent and this limit was increased from 8.0 percent
in mid-year. Interest, where it applies, has been computed
from date of award through May 31, 1981.

Attached for your review and transmittal to the legislature
are: a summary of the judgments, showing the amount of the
award and interest; copie.s of the judgments, together with
relevant correspondence, and; the supplemental budget request
forms. . ‘

RIP:cjs

Attachments



KNOWN OUTSTANDING JUDGMENTS AS Or

CASE AMOUNT

Thomas v. Croft 19,797.15
Kimura v. ABC Board 1,140.00
Gardner v. State 997.60
Tyonek v. State 10,000.00
Copeland v. CFEC 1,250.00
Gjosund v. F & G 9,022.51
Christenson, Raber,

Kief & Assc. v. State 835,000.00

Bailey v. Thomas

Beirne 12,817.50
Zobel v. Williams 13,707.35
TOTAL $903,732.11

2117181
INTEREST TOTAL DUE
3,401.20 23,198.35
74.75 1,214.75
997.6.0
673.92 10,673..92
86.40 1,336.40
504.41 9,526.92
46,367.00 881,367.00
535.05 13,352.55
556.D0 14,263.35
$52,198.73 $955,930.84



SUPPLEMENTAL REQUEST ANALYSIS

1.
FY 79
ACTUAL
ERVICES 36091
n 187.8
Il SFRVTCFS 830.2
S AT .6
33.8
)G. 9.5
AIMS. ... 75.3-
ous
5.086.3
CEIPTS 62 3
tF MATCHING
1
RAL FUND 2.972.0-
CY RECEIPTS 1,952.6

DFPAR'IWFHT OF [AW-

Fy 80 Fy 80
FINAL ACTUAL
AUTII.
A, 359.5 4,281,6
©2.01.7 191.5
1.120.8 1.041.9
A6.nl 58.2
3.0 3.7
9.6 9.6
63.8 62.8
5.804./ 5,649.3
3.577.A 3.A89.1
2,227.6 2,160.2

DRU:

| FOAL SFRVTOFS

Fy 01
GOV
BUDGET-

4,070.7

178.7

57.5

5,198.1

3,472.7

1,725.4

u /..

FY or = FY 01 PY 111

Fy 01 FY 01 EXPENDITURES OTHER PROJECT EIl)
INITIAL CURRENT + OBLIGATION! EXPENDI-
AUTII. AUTII. iNCUMORANCES TURES i

. . 7111 to 1/J ENCUMBRANCE!
Irtft 1/31 o/j to 6/30

4,131.9 5,596.0 2,706 .3 2.889.7
188.7 f 257.6 132.8 124. 8
921.3 1,475.6 726.8 TAT . A
59. 5 e 67.3 35.2 32 1
12.3 132.8 29.0 78 .0 7.5.8

9.6 9.6 9.6 0
*15.0 15.0 16.4 955.9 -n-

# i

5,338.3 ¢+ 7,553.9 3.656.1 1.033.9 3.819.8
70.0 2.8.3 41.7

22.0 2.1 19.9

3.612.9 4028.1  2,154.2  1,030.0  1,798.9
1,725 .4 3.433.8 1,471.1... . 1,0, 1.959.3

! IFGAt. SRRVICFG DFFPATT.OPS

COMPONENT - *: REVISED:

EY 81
(orncii)
OR EXCESS

6957.31

(955.0)

(055.9)

2117181



STATI: OF ALASKA

Offjce of the Governor
budget « Management Div.

01 PERSONAL SERVICES

02 TRAVEL

01 CONTRACTUAL
04 COMMODITIES
oS EQUIPMENT

06 LANDS, BUILDINGS

07 GRANTS, CLAIMS
0B MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL

1002 FEDERAL RECEIPTS

1001  G/F MATCH
1001  GENERAL FUND
100S  I/A RECEIPTS

1028 PROGRAM RECHPT?

is- FULL TIME

16 PART TIME

17 TEMPORARY
[l MAN-MONTI IS

01-1011 (Ucvlicd M jicli, 1979)

REVISED PROGRAM SUMMARY

by
QUDGETCOMPONENT
Page 1 of 4
INITIAL
RP RP
AUTHORIZATION 31-5X-24 8-1-5X_51
4131.9 55.4
188.7 15.0°¢
921.3 85.0 ~ i
59.5
12.3 2.0
9.6
15.0
5338.3 100.0 57.4
361.2.9
1725.4 1U070 5/.4.
5338.3 10070 s792i _
102.0 1.0
2.0
4
1243.5 12.0

CATEGORY
COVER PROGRAM
AGENCY

DIVISION
OUOGET REQUEST UNIT

B3UOGETCOMPONENT

APPROPRIATION

ALLOCATION

6
RP RP*
31-5X-1K)

4.9
7.5
12.0  10.0
w3
3.5

12.0° 19zJi
""12.0 1574
12.0 107.4"
270

21.0

General
Le/ml
Department
Civil
Leiuil

Government;
Services

of: l.aw

- Reimbursable

Services Dneraf-ions
Leeal Services

RP RP RP
J1-5X-61 J1-90-X  81-5X-61
6.9 158.5.
t
6.0 15.0
6.4"
6.9 170.9 15.0
6.9 170.9 1*570
b.9 17079 15.0
470"
| 40.0

AMENDED
AUTHORIZATION

4.437.6

[op}
[N
DN O W

15 0

5,807.9

3,612.9
2,195.0

T--578097Y”



STATU OF ALASKA
|ce of the Governor
Uiuljjel & Management Div.

01

02

03
01
05
06
07

oa

1002
1003
100-1
1005
1028

16
17

Page 2 of A

PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL
COMMODITIES

EQUIPMENT
LANDS, UUILDINGS
GRANTS. CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOQOUS

TOTAL

FEDERAL RECEIPTS
C/1: MATCH
GENERAL FUND

I/A RECEIPTS -
PROGRAM RECEIPTS

TOTAL

FULL TIME
PART TIME
TEMPORARY
MAN-MONTIIS

0110-11 (Rcvlied March, 1D 79)

REVISED PROGRAM SUMMARY

by
UUDGETCOMPONENT
Gov
Human
INITIAL
RP
AUTHORIZATION
115x136
4.437.6 11.0
211.2
1.049.3 .
oL jb !
24 .2
9.6
15.0 u
5.007.9 -11.0
3,612.9
2,195.0 11.0
5,007.9 11.0
109.0
2.0
.4
1.316.5

NOAA

Pending
RP
Pennest
54.1
8.3
(4 5.0

17.4

17.4
22.0
(22.0)

17 .4

10.0 .

CATEGORY

COVER PROGRAM
AGENCY

DIVISION

UUDGET REQUEST UNIT
UUDGETCOMPONENT
APPROPRIATION
ALLOCATION

Gov
Rev Coastal
AYTSJULI C.U11U
Pending
RP RP
115x132— Request
7 6 - 109
n
15.8
1 #r
1.1
! » o *
i
1 |
. i
! _
1
.24-.5 . 19
24.5 1.9
24.5 19

Gfineiral
Legal

Sorvirrm
Depar.Luienl:. of. Law
C.1l.vil:lUiiuilJUca;iblLLSen/iees
ftigfil Son/lees

Governiiionl:

T-gofil Services Operaf-inns e

Uuim. . j.LIJItiLCe__
Pending ‘ending
RP RP
Request Request
75.1 6
-3-..0 (<? n)

(2.2)
- H
c M
1 1 s
1
J—Mu.2 (1.4)
i
04.2 (1.4)
04.2 (1.4)
1.0
,4
1.4

Rev
-JUT) Vi --mmmmmm
Pending
RP

Request

43.3

[y

50.

50.

o AW

amended

AUTHORIZATION

4,634.2

23.6,3
1,010.9

62.0 .

..27,-5
9 6

N
N
O@OJ:-.(.A)

5,996.3



STATE OF ALASKA
ice of the Governor

lludi‘ct & Management Div.

0L PERSONAL SERVICES

02 TRAVEL

3 CONTRACTUAL

01 COMMODITIES

% EQUIPMENT

06 LANDS, TIUILDINGS

07 GRANTS. CLAIMS

08 MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL

1002 FEDERAL RECEIPTS

1003 G/FMATCH

1001 GENERAL FUND

100S I/ARECEIPTS -

102S PROGRAM RECEIPTSI
Total

IS FULL TIME

16 PART TIME

7 TEMPORARY

IH_ MAN-MOUTHS

OI-1011 (Revissdw jic1i, 1979)

REVISED PROGRAM SUMMARY

CATEGORY

COVER PROGRAM

AGENCY

DIVISION
UUDGET REQUEST UNIT

General
Legal Services
Department of taw
Civil

Lcrgl Services

Government

Lej'ril Services Onerations

52.6 “*

by I 1UDCET COMPONENT
BUDGETCOMPONENT APPROPRIAT ION
ALLOCATION
Pipeline Male Salary Anti
page 3 of A Labor  Surv. Mgt. DNR m /w Increase!  Trust
AUTHOR I o RP RP it P RP D RP
31-5X366 01-5X355 01-3X-0 81-156X 11-5X4 20 81-53
4.634.2 17.6 81.9 18.4 g 0X _ 339.3 e_693.9. 47.9
236”3 2.0 8.0) ...288.. . i
1.010.9 11.5 5.2 6.36.5 A.7
62.8 1.5 . 5.0
27.5 /.1 13.0
9.6
*
15.0
5,996.3 17.6 101.0 23.6 (16.8)  821.4 693.9 526
17.4
22.0
3,590.9 - 550.1,
2.366.0 17.6 101.0 23.6  (16.0)  .021.6
5,996.3 ... DL6. _nun : 23.6 821 A 6939 _ 52-6
112.0 2.0 3.0 1.0
.2.0
8 ——  _
1,328.9 2 2905 * 9.0

AMCNDEI)
AUTHORIZAT 10N

5824 .4

259,1
1A66.6

69.3
65.6
9.6

15.0

118.0



STATE OFALASKA CATEGORY . General Government:

Office of Ihe Governor _. COVER PROGRAM Legal Services
liutlgei & Management Div. AGENCY Pqpr, of Law
DIVISION Civil 2
REVISED PROGRAM SUMMARY BUDGET REQUEST UNIT Legal Services
by DUDGETCOMPONENT Legal Services Operations
BUDGETCOMPONENT APPROPRIATION
ALLOCATION
C.F. >el Svc.
INITIAL Pendinj Pending This This AMENDED
RP RP rp RP RP RP RP AUTHORIZATION

AUTHORIZATION

lteques-t ReDues -Rennest

o PERSONAL SERVICES 5824 .4 C?8BUS8? Lmihiy S 5596 A
(074 TRAVEL 250.1 t \ (1.5) ' Lo t 257.6
03 CONTRACTUAL .1566.8. 12.6 10.0 (13.8 1 .1475.6
01 COMMODITIES 69 .3 \ i i (2.0) a 67.3
0S EQUIPMENT 45 .4 87 .4 ! 1 132.8
06 LANDS, BUILDINGS 9.6 . I : 9.6
07 GRANTS, CLAIMS 15rn m 955,0 970.9
08 MISCELLANEOUS o [ ;
! 1
1 . ' . 1
TO 1AL 7689.6 -0- T1o.0 . jaqLy) 955.9 8500Q .8
1002 FEDERAL RECEIPTS 7(1.0 ‘ i « 70.0
. 1003 G/F MATCH 22.0 1 t i 22
1001 GENERAL FUND 4141.0 : (‘110.9) ;955 .9 aa o3 <L
1005 /A RECEIPTS - 3456 6 .. 10.0 32.81 . 3/(43.8
1028  PROGRAM RECEIPTS
l .

Total "7689.6 -0 - 100... UFSj/r -850..9,8
15 FULLTIME iia.a n m 1 111 o
16 PART TIME ~2. 0 2.0
17 TEMPORARY .8 [ [ .8
18 MAN-MON1IIS 1387..4 o f3ft.il | 1 134&.9

01-10 11 Revised March, 1979)



g{ PF ALASKA CATEGORY General Government
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MEMORANDUM State of Alaska

TO:Dick Pegues DATE: September 3, 1980
Administrative Officer

AGO - Juneau

FILE NO:
TELEPHONE NO:

subject: Thomas v. Croft

from:Carol Jones
No. A22-699-79

Assisida .ttorney General
AGO - Anchorage

I am enclosing the Supreme Court mandate in the
above-entitled case. The State owes Chancy Croft as follows

Attorney"s fees for the election

$15,000
contest case
4,208.85 As costs for the election contest
case
588.30 On the issue of attomev"s fees

CEJrtb
Enclosures

U]

St

(+v.10/79)
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OFFICE OF THE CLEAR il ¢
+303 “K* STREET o\
ANCHORAGE. ALASKA
9950) oo e0 e “—
(3571 281-0C29 oTH o we xmmy

July 31, 1980

Mrs. Kim Smith
ApDeals Clerk
303 K Street
Anchorage, A.laska

Re: Thomas v Croft

Superior Court No. 3AN-78-£2*3
3AN-78-62 64
Supreme Court No. 4719

Dear Mrs. Smith:

Enclosed is the mandate of the Supreme Court issued

July 28, 1980. Copies have been sent to counsel.
cc: Supreme
Juneau

Fairbanks
Counsel -
f:tle



LOWELL THOMAS, JR., . /5 )

Lieutenant Governor -of v/). ..
Alaska,, et al. - *
- Appellants®,*"),1;".";.". File No." 4719
" v e ...
CHANCY CROF_T, ~Z-ALT-X- eo" Jem VI'V)V' r< e _  <=MA27DATS ~ i
- 'V:».l; . |\,/*s .. - --,,-:AF;F-):é | I-e-e-—.;._j,)*--... !...;..,_, '_"-;g_s*v__._._m. L en
I'"e" o o I ) . - r

- efess TQ:e” Superior Court of"the State of Alaska,
M ~."r. li.{r; Third Judicial District at Anchorage."

eLowell Thomas," Jr. Lieutenant Governor, of
_AlasRa, et.al.”, filed an appeal from an Order of the < <J
A RS S | ot L SO " AR S A A B
Superior™ Court, Third Judicial District at Anchorage -V
in Civil action No." 3.AN-78-6243 and 3AN-7S-6264 entitled
" WALTER J. HICKEL, Plaintiff vs. LOWELL THOMAS, JR.,

et al., Defendants and EDWARD A. MERDES, Plaintiff vs.

LOWELL THOMAS, JR., et al. , Defendants". The case was

heard by"-this court on Januarv 24, 1980. On July 18,

*«"1980, the court filed its-written opinion.

IT..TSORDERED: RV oI omx ek
r -. The Order of the Superior Court, entered April
m80," 1979, is affirmed. i * "

=Vr'-" Appellee shall recover form.appellant costs and "
attorney fees as. shown below:

Costs and Attorney"s Fees

, 1 e Duplicating Apppelie“sBrief-———-——-——cmev ? 88.30
Attorney"s Fee's-—------————mmmmmmm - S 500 "qgq
Total * --.$ 588.30

WITNESS the Honorable Jay A. Rabinowit?., Chief Justice

of the Supreme Court, State of Alaska, this 28th day o"
D YA -
JU')]‘ ©1980. e “\ *

\ g ' CLERIU-S? THE

\Y; | Robert D. Bacon
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Plaintiff,
VsS. Case He. 3AW78-6243 Civil
LO*.v—LL THOMAS, JR., et al.,

Defendants.

o/ o o /NS

EDWARD A. MZRDES,
1

Plaintiff,

VS. Case No. 3Af:7S-62S4 Civil

N o o/

LOWELL THOMAS, JR., et al.,

Defendants.

ORDER AWARDING ATTORNEY®"S FEES

The factual situation to which the question of attorney ™
fees arises in these cases was fully set out in this court™
opinion dated October 13, 1978, and the Alaska Supreme Court
opinion in the appeal of these cases on October 20, 1:978, and,
therefore, will not be repeated.

Defendant Chancy Croft is the only party to this action
who has made a timely motion for attorney®"s fees. See Civil Rule
79, Civil Rule 32, Civil Rule 54(d) and this court®s order of
February 16, 1979 (setting briefing and argument schedule). *
This court heard oral argument by representatives for: Croft,
the State of Alaska, and Edward Merces (Walter Kicked joined
in Heroesbriefs and argument).

It is concluded that Chancy Croft is a prevailing
party in this litigation and, as such, 1is presumptively entitled
to an award ox attoEney's fees. Buza v. Columbia Lumber Company,
395 P.2d 511 (Alaska 1964). Since these cases did not generate
a money award, this court may fix attorney®"s fees in a reasonable

amount. Civil Rule 32(a)(1l).



The nest hctly contested 1issue before Zhe court cn
this metier. for attorney"s fees 1is who will pay the award cf
fees to Croft. The State relies on 1its status as a co-prevailing
party to-insulate it from liability. Merces and Hiokel contend
that these cases constitute public interest litigation and that
it would be an abuse of discretion to award attorney"s fees
acainst them-. Gilbert v. Sta”, 526 P .2d 1131 (Alaska 1974).

IT the court were to.accept the position of both the State and
Mercies and Hickel, Croft would be without a source for the
recover® of fees to which he 1is admittedly entitled. In the
interest of preventing such-a-gross inequity, this court has
carefully examined the briefs and authorities cited therein.

This court concludes that these cases are genuine public interest
litigation and that attorneyls fees should not be awarded against
Hickel and Merdes.” Concomitantly, the court rejects the theory
of the State that it is insulated from®an award of attorney®s
fees against it because it was a co-pravailing party.

The test for whether a party has brought public
interest litigation is set out in Anchorage v. McCabe, 568 P.2d
986, 991 (Alaska 1977). The test, derived from La Haza Unida v.
Voice, 57 F.R.D. 94 (K.D.Cal. 1972), has three factors:

(1) the effectuation of strong public policies;

(2) the fact that numerous people received benefits
from the plaintiffs® [litigation success; -

(3) the fact that only a private party could have
been expected to bring this action.

Plaintiffs Hickel and Merdes actions meet these three
factors. These cases were election contests brought pursuant
to AS 15.20.540, a-section of the election code. It is clear,
without citing cases, that there 1is a strong public policy
favoring fair and correctly conducted elections. The importance
of this policy is underscored by the legislature creating a

statutory cause of action in AS 15.20.540. These cases, which



The most hctly cc-tesrec issue before rhe court cr.
this motion for attorney®"s fees 1is v.ito wi l2 pay the av:ard of
fees to Croft. The State relies or. its status as a cc-prevailinc
party to-insulate it from liability. Merces and Hickel contend
that these cases constitute public interest litigation anc that
it would be an abuse of discretion tc award attorney ™ fees
against them. Gilbert v. State, 526 2d 1131 (Alaska 1974).

If the court were to.accept the position of both the State and
Merges and Hirﬂulk Croft would be without a source for the
recovery® of fees to which he 1i1s admittedly entitled. In the
interest of preventing such-aegross 1inequity/ this court has
carefully examined the briefs and authorities cited therein.

This court concludes that these cases are genuine public interest
litigation and that attorney s fees should not be awarded against
Hickel and Merdes. Concomitantly, the court rejects the theory
of the State that it is insulated from an award of attorney-®s
fees against it because 1t was a co-pravailing party.

The test for whether a party has brought public
interest litigation is set out in Anchorage v. McCabe, 568 P.2d
986, 991 (Alaska 1977). The test, derived from La Paza Unida v.
Volpe, 57 F.R.D. 94 (N.D.Cal. 1972), has three factors:

(1) the effectuation of strong public policies;

(2) the fact that numerous people received benefits
from the plaintiffs®™ litigation success; -

(3) the fact thut only a private party could have
been expected to bring this action.

Plaintiffs Hickel and Merdes actions meet these three
factors. These cases were election contests brought pursuant
to AS 15. 20. 540, a“"section of the election code. It is clear,
without citing cases, that there is a strong public policy
favoring fair and correctly conducted elections. The importance
of this policy 1is underscored by the legislature creating a

statutory cause of action in AS 15.20.540. These cases, whicJ
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Mr. Gref- nf£*1~g generated at”~cmey*™” fee? 1ir. rhr? ease, and
uhe State should pay. This court holds that attorney®"s fees
may be awarded against a co-preveiling party where the lev."suit
arises from improper conduct of a CO-prevailing party, which
has necessitatedthe expenses of defense by the -innocent co-

prevailing party. Accordingly, the State must pay this court"s

award of attorney"s fees to Mr. Croft.

One point remains. Mr. Croft seeks an award of his
entire attorney®s -fees in this action. A.nchorace v. McCabe,
« * x

sdpra, {ndicates that in a proper case full fees may be awarded
a successful-public interest litigant. This court is not con—
vinced that this is a proper case to extend that portion of

the McCabe rationale. Accordingly, this court will apply the
general rationale of Malvo v. J.C. Penney Co., Inc., 512 P.2d
575, 587 ._(Alaska 1973) that the purpose of Civil Rule £2- is to
partially compensate a prevailing party. The court also notes
that while Mr. Croft was certainly justified in employing his
cwn counsel and committing his own resources in defense of
these actions, the brunt of the research and technical prepara—
tion for. the defense of this case was borne by the State.
Clearly, Mr. Croft was a beneficiary of the vast resources

the State brought to bear 1in its defense of the action.

Therefore®,

IT IS ORDERED that Chancy Crcft recover attorney®"s
fees in the amount of $15,000 (}:FTEEN THOUSAND DOLLARS) from
the State of Alaska.

DONE at Anchorage, Alaska, this 20th. day of April,

1879. " z

Copies of the above Order were forwarded
to all parties of record on M-£q-Yy

L NAF- A .
\rO0v kJrt
Secretary to Judge Moody




MVEMORANDUM State of Alaska

to: Cynthia Stoleaberg
Ahrini-Strative Assistant

Attorney General®s Office ALE NO
Anchorage

date SeDteh-er 23, 1930

TELEPHONE NO.

from: Richard I._Pegues "

Administrative OffLcer “
Attorney .General & Office:

subject: RInura v_ABC Board

e'== The department 3 PY 82 appropriaticn to pay judgements has already =.
been expended...- Payment of costs *fees in Khrcira . ABC Board nst therefore
await supplemental appropriation by the Legislature™ Such appropriation

is not expected until about June 1, 1981, as the legislature* {~ually does

not act cq supplemental requests until shortly before adjournment. Please
ask Dave Leblcnd to advise Plaintiff 3 counsel of thes delay.

BIP:nb

<A f fjyo.oo - .

- . 4_ *A* iYiSo -rhtu

02-00] A(Rev.1Q/79) +



Voot

f: r: ICv.-.-.mCATIO»»S

Mis* i: 157 T;T7EN
MEMORANDUM %fafswlojliAf/IXcisicgi
DEFT r.rc-s
DIV
SEC_ crp no TQPn
juck Tnomsom AN PH
Juneau AGO FiSiSmv/.uiC,! ,2,3,4,5]6
A
PATE * 9/18/80
FROM: Cynthia Stoltenbe/ SUBIECT: Costs and attorney = fees

Anchorage AGO Kimura v. A3C Board

3AN-79-8061-CIlV.

Please have a warrant issued for $1, 140. 00 in payment of the
Summary Judgment in the above matter, payable to Wohlforth &
Flint, ana send it to David Le31lond for transmittal.

Thanks, Judy.

Attachments

0131010201040102010001020100010201000102010001020100010201000102010001020100010201000102010001020100010201
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IK THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT ANCHORAGE

GEORGE Y. KIMURA,

Plaintiff,
Vs State0? Al §A7%R§Bﬁ9|§lﬂ
ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL
BOARD, AUG 61980
Defendant. cier« of th T fCcC

o- (M ___Dopty

e SUMMARY JUDGMENT

No. 3AN-7S-8061-ClV.

Upon the plaintiff®*s Motion for Summary Judgment,
and the Court finding that the pleadings, exhibits and
affidavit showed an absence of any genuine issue of any
material fact,

IT IS, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED:

1. that the action of the Alcoholic Beverage
Control Board dated September 27, 1979 requiring the con—
striction of hotel or motel units pursuant to AS 04.10.260
as a requirement for operation or transfer of the license of
George Y. Kimura 1is null and void; and

2. that George Y. Kimura 1s the 1licensee of a
beverage dispensary.license subject only to the same laws,
regulations, privileges and restrictions applicable to all
beverage dispensary licensees generally; and

3. that the Alcoholic Beverage Control Board is

utietier s Wy
hereby ordered to” transfer the license of George Y. Kimura
upon proper application and compliance with laws and regula-—
tions applicable to all beverage dispensary licensees gen—
erally without regard to any restrictions relating to hotels
motels or tourist facilities; and

4. that plaintiff recover from defendant costs

in the amount of $ . > and attorney®"s fees of

r.«— >+ -1 a ccpy o! ibo



judgment shall bear interest, at the rate cf eight percent

(S%) per annum until paid.

DATED at Anchorage, Alaska, this day o:
J ij-."."PT , 1980.
< « O
SJPERIOR COURT JUDGE
| certify thaton ~  s1~3 "
a of ~Wwas sen to:
of ilicoid, or
0. Of or.
at iiddrcji o: scpruu.
D.0.vA - NaA-C"
Dtpwry (@'rk

| Certify that on ? - A2 - 1 O

Dfisib /. LeBlok/d

'Secretary
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l\é* f'_f—*r ¢ W'" ! -E’»r T C\Q IWII«NO [T eraw \9 'T>-'i"'r<< @vt Job tw¥ L,
FIRST JUDICIAL DISME®"CT AT KFTCHIr -3v
sATEYTOK W. GARDNER

Appellant,
No. IKE-79-350 Civil

Vs,
) JUDGMENT- FOR COSTS
COMMERCIAL FISHERIES
ENTRY COMMISSION,
Aooellee. )
)

The Court having considered Appellant ™ motion for
award of costs, together with the entire record herein, the

motion 1is granted.

It is hereby ordered that PATRICK T2. GARDNER, Appellant,
recover from the Appellee, an agency of the State of Alaska,
costs in the amount of $ ¥y 977.

It is further ordered that a deposit as security for
costs»made by PATRICK V2. GARDNER (at the insistence cf the State)
be immediately returned to him if it has not already been returned.

DONE and ordered entered.at Ketchikan. Alaska this

day of 1980

d | t
Thoma” i. Schulz £

Superior Court Judge 5



MEMORANDUM State of Alaska

TC

Dio); Pecues date. October 15, 1980
Administrative Officer
Department of La*". file no:

TELEPHONE NO

John G. Gissberg subject: EXI\cl)n%ié—gb?gtgit\?i,l
Assistant Attorney General '
Anchorage - AGO

The enclosed order directs us to pay plaintiffs”
attorneys costs and fees of $10, 000. We resisted plaintiff
motion Tfor "fees because there was no breakdown of the cos
However, the court only disregarded $2,600 of their claim.

Plaintiffs were represented by Norman Cohen (an
attorney working at Rural Cap) and Don Mitchell (a lawyer
with the Alaska Federation of Natives). Please have the

check made out to JRural Alaska Community Action Inc.
attention: Norman Cohen.11 - -

Thank you for your cooperation.

Enel: Judgment

P.S. Now I know what the other side is likel!l

JGG/jmo



1577 C Street, Suite 304

“Anchorage, A)aska 99501 y>TL 3t
HEL " »»

v A 2T TH
VF.

; IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF éﬁ?;KA—ll

ft
il Attorneys for Plaintiffs

I: * THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT- HﬁR

Jt NATIVE VILLAGEOFTYONEK, et al.,

o Plaintiffs

)
>
VS
I ¢
J- ALASKA  BOARDOFFISHERIES, et al.,
Ji ; Defendants.

il CIVIL ACTION NO-. SAN-80-3073

no. MOTION FOR COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES

e COME NOW the plaintiffs, the prevailing parties in" the

Liabove-entitled action, and move this Court for an award of costs
H and attorneys fees pursuant to A.R.C.P. 82(a)(1l). The plaintiffs
? are entitled to $60. 00 1in costs and $12, 600.00".in. attorney"s fees.
; This motion is based upon the attached Affi&avit of Counsel and
ﬁ:Memorandum of Law.

DATED this ~th day of September, 1930, at Anchorage,



- <
. :nI rnt cpUT

- O%jAﬁLw weitw :"GtGnccH; £ 9a”® _o plaintiffs
A
- S£1.0C 1ir. costs and Sl=zyG”Q. 00 in attorneys fees.
-1 *
» . . . Sl - & IDIV*
j DATED th's i dav of eebi-enber, 1050, at Anchorage
] L "
j Alaska.
o
]
i J
i Judge of the Superior Court
Ii
)
4 I certify that on-JCLmJ. £L_::.27
a copy of :Jvr cfocnmtpt \W2$"ser,l if:
B tiorr.:y.>» 0; "ovorU. or
O Olh*T-
°l D.oiih.-.\"3nz\sQr
I
Jiocd
.
i

-

A copy of this document has been
served upon couscl for defendants
September 5, 1980. f rLyZ



IK THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE .OF ALASKA
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT

AT KODIAK FILED IN

e ko
STEVEN COPELAND, ™
CCT 27

Oerk of the Triol .Courts

vs. By - L0)-r-Jy
DEPUTY

Appellant,

ALASKA COMMERCIAL FISHERIES
ENTRY COMMISSION,

Appellee. No. 3AN-79-2207 Civil

JUDGMENT
This matter having come on for consideration

before this court, and the parties having briefed and been

heard on the 1issues;

: IT IS HEREBY ADJUDGED that this case is remanded
to the Commercial Fisheries Entry Commisssion for a hearing
at which appellant may make a showing of additional points,
including special circumstances and income dependence
points, consistent with my Memorandum Decision and Opinion
dated August 13, 1980. The Memorandum Decision and Opinion

shall constitute the findings of fact and conclusions of law **

5538 8°

|in this case.

|
| In particular, the Commission 1is directed to take

{cognizance of the fact that the year 1970 substituted for
J1972 was completely unrepresentative of appellants* partici—
pation in the fi;hery and his dependence.thereon, qnd thus

Fin connection with other compelling facts constituted a

| -
“"special circumstance.”™ Appellant®s income dependence

1

;points were not realistically reflected by his income dependence
' for 1970 and 1971, and he 1is entitled to a hearing to demonstrate

. ezv>cN-53
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"beer, special, circumstances and income dependence poincs.

Lh 17 1£ OPEERED that acnellant recover from the

;iAlaska Cc- arcial Fisneries Entry Commission $ /5 S 0 >

rn costs, including attorneys fees
il .
e «»DA7ZD at Anchorage Alaska.this (It Tzay oz

1 0-..
ilSeptember’, 19 30.
n > e

if-. - 'S
ji|'°.;<°_.i'\. Koy H.Ufiadsoh,
’ Superior Court Judge
]
i
i
]

i
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MEMORANDUM State of Alaska

segues Mii.December 4, 1980
.Assistant Attorney Central
Juneau ALE NO

TELEPHONE NO

FRot/:Larri lrene SpeHgler ) subject-Attorney *s Fee Judgmen
Assistant -Attorney General & Costs
Anchorage - AGO

Attached is a copy of an order awarding attorney 7
fees and a clerk™ ruling on a cost bill in Lewis Gjosund,
et al./ Plaintiffs, v. Alaska Dept, of Fish & Game, et al..
Defendants - S.-J0 80-92 CIV. ee
award totals $8,680, antvthe costs

These rulings came at the end ozone ox Che
subsistence cases our office lost this summer. By cop;*
of this memo I am informing Marty Friedman that cnce the
legislature makes the appropriation for the attorney s fees
(at a time we cannot foresee at this point) you will be
forwarding, him his check.

I am closing my file, but if | can answer any
guestions on the matter, please feel free to contact me.

LIS:dr /
Attachment "
il g
cc: Marty Friedman /
Box 337 )"
Homer, Alaska A?
AR CEC

/33 1/i-r"/

/Hf 4 Bo.oo
7.



aiasgACT K BAY SUBSISTENCE
n "

Plaintiffs,

V.

ALASKA DEPARTMENT OF FISH FILCD IN Ti-iE ir.SAL C»»'«*»S
. 51ATE Or ALAX-<A TH'Jj

AND GAME; RONALD 0. SKOOG, ALAX=C

individually and in his JUDIOM ri L8

capacity as Commissioner of

the Alaska Departmentef Fish MOV 18 }S30

and Game; ALASKA BOARD OF

FISHERIES; ALASKA DEPARTMENT Clork Oi 175 Tr:il uou-ts

OF FISH AND GAME, By _ JEv*uiy

Defendants.
Case No. 3HO-S0-S2-Civil

ORDER AWARDING FULL AMOUNT OF
ATTORNEY*"S FEES CLAIMED
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Plaintiffs, the prevailing
parties, are awarded full amount of attorney"s fees claimed
in the sum of $8,680.00, pursuant to Civil Rule 82(a).
This award is supported by Findings In Support OFf
Order Awarding Full Amount Of Attorney"s Fees Claimed filed

herf ,th.

SIGNED & DATED this I 'l~-6ay of November, 19ED.

PAUL B. JONES
Superior Court Jucce



ALASKA DEPARTMENT 0? FISH

AND GAME; RONALD 0. SKOOG,
individually anc 1in his
capacity as Commissioner of
the Alaska Department of Fish
and Game; ALASKA 30ARD OF
FISHERIES; ALASKA DEPARTMENT
OF FISH AND GAME,

; HO, 181980
CiGk L ihs Trisl Courts

Deputy

o/ o o/ NN\

Defendants.

Case No. 3HO0-80-92-Civil
FINDINGS IN SUPPORT OF ORDER AWARDING

FULL AMOUNT OF ATTORNEY®S FEES CLAIMED

Declaratory Judgment and Permanent Injunctive
Relief was granted to the Plaintiffs on July 11, 1980, which
further ordered that the Plaintiffs were the prevailing
parties and were awarded costs taxed pursuant to Civil Rule
79 and attorney"s” fees fixed pursuant to Civil Rule 82(e).
The Court having reviewed: the Plaintiffs *Motion for Attorney 3
Fees and the Defendants®™ Response to Motion for Attorney”"s
Fees and to Bill of. Costs-and Notice of Application fox
Costs and the Plaintiffs * Reply to Defendants®™ Response to
Motion for Attorneyrs Fees and to Bill of Costs and Notice
of Application for Costs, submitted by the parties without
request for oral argument, and the Court being otherwise
fully advised in the premises, awards full amount of. attorney®"s
fees claimed by Plaintiffs in the amount of Eight .Thousand
lix Hundred-Eighty Dollars ($3,680.00), supporting the award
with the folfowing }indings;

1. Plaintiffs were the prevailing parties as

indicated in the Declaratory Judgment and Permanent Injunctive



2. This setter waspublic interest organic.-,

because cf che presence -cc one 1idollowing chree facccrs:

a. The effeccuacicn of strong public policies,
co-wit: the priority given to subsistence
fishinc anc whether this should cor..cinue In
the traditional, customary, and historical

manner existing prior to 1578 in the Southern

District of Cook Inlet as to the permissible
length of set-gill nets and in the re-opening
of the waters of the north shore of Kachemak
Bay from Anchor Point to a Department of Fish
and Game marker located approximately 1.8
miles east of the Komer Spit, and including
the Homer Spit, to subsistence fishing.

b. Plaintiffs, Lewis Gjosund, Dora Mulch and the
Kachemak Bay Subsistence Group, Inc. represent
numerous people similarly situated who will
receive benefits from Plaintiffs ™ litigation
success.

c.” Only private parties could have been expected
to bring this action as they are subsistence
fishermen in the Southern District of Cook
Inlet who depend upon subsistence fishinc as
a means of providing a substantial part of
their annual food supply. ... .

- 3. "Counsel for Plaintiffs has filed a verified
statement of the hours of work performed in representing the
Plaintiffs in this action, totalling 124 hours at S70.00 oer
hour for a total amount claimed to"be incurred of SS,680.00.

4. The hours listed in Finding No. 3 preceding,

as verified by Plaintiffs® counsel, reflects approximately
90 percent of the actual hours and work involved in presentation

and Qreparation of the case.

FINDINGS 1K SUPPORT - 2



as claimed. .,

6. The fee of $70.00 per hour 1is neither the highest
nor the lowest and is"consistent with many private practitioners
in the Third Judicial District of the Stare of Alaska who may
practice in the Homer area.

7. The result achieved by the Plaintiffs®™ attorney
is Iimportant to all the subsistence fishermen in the area of
concern in the Southern District of Cook Inlet, preserving
the highest priority given to subsistence users of fish resources

'
for providing a food supply to those similarly situated as the
Plaintiffs.

8. The attorney representing the Plaintiffs has,
from the Court®"s experience,\represented clients in public
interest issues in the past and is skilled in the means of
preparation of.such cases for presentation to "the Court-

9. The action brought by the Plaintiffs is a
substantial public interest issue and not frivolous in its
benefit to the Plaintiffs and others similarly situated and effects
the policy of the State to give its highest priority to sub-

sistence-resource users of fish and game.

DATED at Homer,- Alaska this m " day of November, 1980.

PAUL E. JONES - /.
Superior Court Judoe ™ *

FINDINGS IN SUPPORT -3 °



%M'~WOQ:SKOOG, msep |y 100

et al Defendant(s) .
Clerk of the Trisi Courts

Civil Action No. 31:0 R°-n2 CrV spuiy

CLERK®"™S RULING ON COST BILL

RIainti- Memorandum of Costs and
Disbursements came on for hearing before the Clerk on the
= clay of C 19 Plaintiff(r) appearing
by , and Defendant(s) also
appearing by

No objections to the cost bill having been filed,
costs are hereby taxed in f3vor of Plainti-"'s
sand against pp”~ondnnts ; as follows

Filing Fees S 5h .%o

Service Fees S 7.s5

Witness Fees S

Per Diem s

Depositions S

Travel $

Copy Costs _ $

Other $ 3P.4.PP

$
TOTAL $ 347..51
DATED at Homer Alaska, this 17th day of
September “ . 15 Rh e
I hereby certify- chat
a copy of the foregoing
.cosv bill was sailed on

/1, /

co cire attorneys of. T.S. NDN|N8K|

record:

C} erk of Cour



MEMORANDUM State of Alaska

to Richard 1. Pegues date: February 3, 198!
Administrative Officer
Department of Law ALE NO J-22-367-79

TELEPHONE NO 465-3603

from: William F. Cumming subject: Supplemental Appropriation
Assistant Attorney to Fund the Settlement of
Transportation Section Christiansen, Raber,
Department of Law - Juneau . and Associates v. State

1JU-79-164; Hidden Falls
Construction .Contract Clainm

As you are aware, the Department of Law is seeking
a supplemental appropriation in- the amount of $881,367 to
fund the settlement of Christiansen, Raber, Kief and Assoc,
v. State. In this memorandum you will find an analysis of
the rationale behind the settlement.

William-T. Council was retained to represent the
state in the litigation. In the course of preparing the
case for trial he came to the conclusion that the state
could not escape liability for'the contractor’s claims and
that reasonable attempts should be made to settle the case.
Mr. Council ultimately settled the case, for $835,000, which
is a lump sum figure inclusive of compensation, pre-judgment
interest, costs and attorney's fees. By the terms of the
settlement, C.R.K. would receive interest at the rate of 8%
per annum until paid.

The settlement with C.R.K. was made with my con-
currence and that of the Attorney General in accordance with
AS 44.23.020. It;is a settlement which is in the best
interests of the state. Further, it represents reasonable-
ness on the part of the state and the contractor. These

aspects will be clear when the background- of the claim is
explored below.

The Hidden Falls Fish Hatchery is located on
Baranof Island. The project involved.piping water from a
lake down a more or less vertical rock face to a hatchery
building where the salmon eggs would be incubated, reared,
and eventually released as fry. There were no facilities at
the job site of any sort, e.g., docks, crew quarters, or
storage areas. The only access available was via float

plane or barge. Al construction materials and equipment
were shipped from Seattle.

02-00}A(R»v.J0/79)



?.ichard 1. Pegues
February 3, 19SI
Page 2

The contract was awarded to Chrisclansen, Raber,
Kief and Associates 1in November, 1977, for approximately

$3.2 million. Work commenced 1in January, 1978. The con—
tractor mobilized its forces under the assumption that a
land-based camp was feasible. This assumption was reason—

ably based upon the representations contained in the plans.

The contractor attempted for approximately six
weeks to construct a land-based camp at the site and to
accomplish other earthwork. However, the contractor ex—
perienced soil conditions at the site which were much
different than indicated in the plans, i.e., there was more
overburden to be wasted than the plans incicated and much of
the material taken from the structure excavation could not
be used for construction purposes, nor was it suitable for
the construction of a camp. Finally, the contractor de—
mobilized its forces to Sitka and returned with a floating
camp.

After the contractor®s return, the. work on the
site proceeded in a more or less orderly fashion. However,
it was behind schedule due to the initial problems experi —
enced getting the job under way and the changed conditions

experienced in the earthwork. The delays experienced vere
to impact the remainder of the job.

In the contractor®"s amended complaint, $2;5 mil —
lion in additional compensation was- sought. This represents
compensation for the changed conditions claims, 1i.e., the
extra costs of camp construction and earthwork, claims for
extra items of work, and delay and impact claims for itself
and 1ts mechanical subcontractor. The contractor would be

also entitled to pre-judgment 1interest, costs and attorney"s
fees should it prevail on its claims.

In preparing the case for trial, it became clear
that the state could not escape liability for tij;e contrac—
tor"s claims due to the representations found in the plans.
The central question in the case became determining how much

the contractor was entitled to receive. An offer of judg-—
ment was made in the amount of $600,000 plus interest, costs
and attorney®s fees. The interest would have amounted to

approximately $96,000 and the costs and attorney"s fees
pursuant to Civil Rule 82 would have been $60,000, which
brought the total settlement package to $756,000. This
computation did not provide compensation for the contrac—
tor*® s delay claims. The contractor responded with an in—
formal offer to "settle the case for $835,000 plus post—
judgment interest with the understanding that an initial



payment be made from available funds with the balance funded
through a supplemental appropriation. That offer was
accepted and judgment was entered against the state. It is
likely that had the state gone to.trial, che contractor
would have obtained a judgment well in excess of $1,000,000
plus interest, costs and attorney ™ fees.

The funds for the construction of this hatchery
were appropriated in 1976. As referenced above, the con-—
tract was awarded in the fall of 1977. During that period
the state, assisted by its design consultants, selected the
site for the facility and accomplished the design work
necessary for the construction of the facility. Given the
information available at the time, it was reasonably decided
that the facility could be designed and constructed without
elaborate, expensive and time consuming soils studies. In
hindsight, that decision was a mistake.

In analyzing the events which led to the con—
tractor® s claims and the subsequent settlement of the case,

lawyers have 20/20 hindsight. There were decisions made by
the state and its design consultants which led to the con-—
tractor™s problems. However, when the overall design

process is considered and the. constraints of time and money *
during that process are considered, those decisions were not
unreasonable. It would have been possible to do a more
exhaustive soils analysis on the site which would have

raised the cost of designing the project but, more signifi—
cantly, would have consumed valuable time. Had those soils
studies been made, the project probably would have been de—

layed until the 1979 construction season, thereby increasing
the cost of the project. ;e

WFC/mt



MEMORANDUM " State of Alaska

TO E.or. Lorensen DATE  November 24, 1980
Deputy Attorney General
Department of Law HEE NO  J-22-367-79
- sTELEPHONE NO 465-3603
FROM william F. Cunnings SUBJECT:  sypplemental Appropriation
Assistant Attorney General to fund the settlement of
Transportation Section Christiansen & Assoc, V.
Department of Law- - Juneau State; 1JU-79-164 (Hidden
etails Fish Hatchery Contract
Claim -

Attached you will find the stipulation which
settles this case and the judgment entered by the court. By
the terms of the settlement, the state is obligated to pay
the plaintiff $835,000 plus 87 interest until paid. The
$835,000 represents a lump sum payment of compensation,
prejudgment interest, costs and attorney"s fees. Under the
terms of the settlement, the state was required to pay the
contractor all that it could out of presently available
funds with the balance funded from a supplemental approcmia-
tion. On November 21, 1980, $115,000 was delivered to
plaintiffs® counsel. 0Of the principal amount, $720,000
remains to be" paid.

The Department of Fish ana. Game provided the

$115,000 to fund the initial payment. It was agreed that
the $115,000 would be replaced via a supplemental appropria—
tion.

A supplemental appropriation in the amount of
$881,367 is required to fund the settlement. It is based
upon the following calculations:

Principal Amount $835,000
Interest

Interest on $835,000 at 8% per

annum for the period November 1

through November 21, 1980 $ 4,175

Interest on $720,000 at 8< per
annum for the period November 22,

1980 through August 15, 1981 $ 42,192
Total Interest $ 46,367
Total Amount of Supplemental Appropriation $881,367

*0O0JA(Bev.:C/7S)



Ron Lcrer.sen

November 24, 1980
Page 2

In these calculations it is assumed that the funds
would not be available until the new fiscal year and that a
certain amount of time would be necessary to get the money
"on the books™ so that it could be paid to the contractor.

The disbursement of the funds will result in a
Sransfer to the Department of Fish and Game in the amount of

A115,000 as outlined above. The remainder would consist of
“& payment to the contractor of $720,000 plus accrued interest
“=0 the date of payment. Any funds not paid as interest

could be returned to the general fund.

TvFC/mt
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"THE SUEZRICE COURT FOR THE SIR
Oi.r*u

FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT JUIvZAU

CHRISTENSEN, RABER, KIEF &
ASSOCIATES, |INC., £ Washington
corporation,
Plaintiff,
V.
STATE OF ALASKA,
Defendant,
No. 1JU-79-164 Civil
STIPULATION FOR SETTLEMENT

It is hereby stipulated by and between the parties
through their respective attorneys of record that ell claims
of the plaintiff set forth in its Amended Complaint dated
October 27, 1980, are hereby compromised and settled) in full
as follows:

1. Defendant State of Alaska agrees that judgment may
be immediately entered in favor of plaintiff Christensen,
Raber, Kief « Associates, 1Inc. 1in the sum of $835,000.00 1in
full settlement of all of said plaintiff®s claims arising out
of the construction of the Hidden Falls Hatchery project,
including all claims set forth in said Amended Complaint and
all claims for prejudgment interest, costs and attorney”"s
fees.

2. Defendant State of Alaska agrees that it will pay
plaintiff on or before November 20, 1980, as much of the
judgment as can be paid with all state funds presently
legally available for this purpose, a.nc will, at tr.e first

opportunity, submit an appropriation to the Alaska

Stipulation - 1
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Leeislature |

3. Che judgment cc be entered pursuant to this stipule-
tier, shall beer 1interest et the rate c: eight per cent (SI)
t>sr annum from November 1, 19SO, until satisned.

4. The parties hereby mutually release any clainm,
demand, cause of action, responsibility or liability of each
of the respective parties to the other for any matter arising
out of or in any way associated with the construction of the
Hidden Falls Hatchery project, except for defects presently

not known and express warranties.

DATED October , 1980.
CARPENETI & COUNCIL,
Attorneys for defendant,
STATS OF ALASKA
3y / /7w :
William T. Council
DATED October ™ 1 , 198 0.

FAULKNER, " 3AN? IELD, DOOGAN & HOLMES;

Moow/. oy( t\\ .
Micnaei M. Holmes, of Attorneys
for plaintiff, Christensen, Raber,
Kief & Associates, Inc.

Stipulation - 2
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Plaintiff,

V.

STATE C? ALASKA,

Defendant,
No. 1JU-72-154 Civil

JUDGMENT

The parties to this action have entered into a
Stipulation for Settlement dated October 31, 1S80, agreeing

that judgment may be entered against the defendant State of

Alaska in the sum of $835,000.

IT IS ORDERED that plaintiff Christenss.n, Raber,
Kief £ Associates, 1Inc. recover from, defendant State of
Alaska $835,000.00 which sum includes prejudgment interest,
costs and attorney"s fees. This judgment shall bear interest

at the rate of eight per cent (ST.) per annum, from November i

1980, until satisfied. .
| o
DATED this th day of /L -VI /» /xr -C , 1980.
N~N[s . m | - N=zrr

N Lfi i e Ly )L S
Suger icr Court Gudge *
Submitted by

FAULKME?., BAS? 1IELD, DOCGAlv
£ HOLMES

it ﬁ 3 for Praintife

P.ab Kie: i Lit-» V Tl e
£"Associates, T e L
y e jurdiotot Ct-.* .......... ' -.
ArPdp rc\é?ﬂen% E)())/ fom. KSNt-* w »—a @ 'r: j
o tin e#s t
T<?Ei1:2?1 E* COUJvCIL . 9 ,J Btrdc
ik / o
1 ® .,
M

‘riiiam T. Cour.cii,
of Attorneys for
Defendant State of
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MEMORANDUM

OM:

State of Alaska

Ronald 0. Skoog DAE  November 14, 1980
Cosnissioner
. ALE NO
Department of Fish
and Game . TELEPHONE NO.  465. 3600
- V-V-Aw
Wilson- L. subject. Christens_on & Assoc,
Attorney State (Hidden Falls

V.
N

. Hatchery Contract Claim).

J = ~

Scene time back the state was sued by the contractor for
the Hidden Palls Hatchery on claims which aggregated to
approximately $2.3 million. Following close review of the
claims by both attorneys],within the Department of Law and by
private counsel retained to represent the state in the law-
suit, we concluded that the statefs probable liability on
the claims exceeded $1 million.

Settlement negotiations were undertaken, and a tentative
settlement figure of $835,000 was arrived at, pending the
state’s being able to pay_at least a portion of that figure
almost immediately. We determined that the only funds
currently available for that purpose would he any balance
remaining in the bond issue which initially funded the
Hidden Falls Hatchery— ch.214, SLA 1976. After bein
advised by your staff that somewhere between $100,008 and
$200,000 remained available in ch.214, we approached the
attorneys for the contractor and offered a total settlement
wf:$835,000,- with the outstanding balance in ch.214 (described
as somewhere between $100. and $260 thousand) payable on or
before November 20, 1980 _and the remainder to be funded by
a supplemental appropriation.in .the upcoming legislative
session. This offer was.._accepted 2nd a binding "Stipulation
for Settlement” was entered by the parties on O'ctober 31,
1980 and filed with the court.

Since entry'of the 'settlement we have experienced
difficulties with members, of your staff who indicate they do
not wish to utilize the remaining ch.214 funds in accordance
with the settlement because they apparently have other
“"plans’l'"for the outstanding balance.

On November 21, 1980_, the state w ill be in breach of
its settlement agreement_if the remaining fundsjin ch.214,
SLA 1976 have not been paid over to the plaintiff. X would
appreciate your taking whatever steps are necessary to see
to it that those funds are paid over to the plaintiffs in



Ronald W. Skoog -2 - November 14, 1980

accordance with the state's agreement. The warrant should
be made payable jointly to Christensen, Raber, Kief and
Associates, Inc., and the. law firm of Faulkner, Banfield,

Doogan and H o Im e s [ .

cc:. -i.WilLiaa T .""Council,

t-r1 ..Carpeneti" Elcounciln ... LLLTtQ-I't- -
William F. C u m n r i n g s ] ‘ ~
Assistant Attorney General - . Te ! *\
Ron Lind ' e e * o

Deputy Commissioner, Administration
Department of Transportation and
Public Facilities../

Jerry'Reinwand
Executive Assistant . e ..
to the Governor .



MEMORANDUM State of Alaska

to. Ronald W. Lorensen - date: November 10, 1980
Deputy Attorney General
Department of Law pile no- J-22-36'7-79
TELEPHONE NO -
. y W/ 465-3603
from: William F.. Cummings** | subject: Christenson & Assoc,
Assistant Attorney General v. State (Hidden Falls
Transportation Section Hatchery Contract Claim)

Department of Law -.Juneau A ~

> - -~y- Attached is the stipulation of settlement in the
action captioned above. By its terms the state is to pay as-e
much as it can now out of available funds toward the settle -
ment and the balance plus interest would be funded by a
supplemental appropriation by the legislature.

e As you will recall, we were led to believe that
between $100,000 and $200,000 was available from the SLA 214
(1976) funding to pay a portion of the settlement- This
information was conveyed to Mike Holmes, representing C.R.K.
during settlement negotiations. In short then, the contractor

expects to get at least $100,000 almost immediately under e«
the settlement.

| have consulted with the Department of Fish and
Game to determine the exact amount which is presently avail-
able for the settlement. My first contact was Ernest Greek'
He indicated, after checking various ledgers, that there was
no money available for the settlement. | was, to say the
least, surprised; Upon further inquiry, | found that there
are funds remaining under SLA 214 (1976), but that Fish and
Game has "plans” for them, though few, if any, formal obliga-
tions of the funds. .

My next contact was Robert Roys, the Director of
Fish and Game’'s Division of Fisheries Rehabilitation Enhance-
ment and Development. | got the same story. There is money,
left from the 1*976 funding, but Fish and Game has plans to
spend all of the money. Roys, indicated that if part of the
remaining'funds' are used on the settlement, then Fish and
Game would need to get a supplemental appropriation to e
implement the projects started.under the 19*76 funding. It
is his belief that it is better to fund the entire settlement
of the Hidden Falls Hatchery contract claim with a supple-
mental appropriation. . - .

02-00LA(Rev.: 0/79),



November 10, 1980
P.on Lorensen
Page 2

It appears that we have a "glich" in the settle-
ment of the case. we ware led to believe that funds were
immediately available to fund a portion of the settlement.
This fact was conveyed to opposing counsel during settlement
negotiations. The case has been settled with this under-
standing. Now, we.cannot deliver unless the necessary funds
are released, which is apparently possible if the Fish and

G amw e"'ccoOoOOW pP®©erates-r "' Y '

AR a supplemental appropriation will be necessary '
even if'we get partial funding through Fish and Game from
presently available funds. Your guidance would be appreciated
as to the next step to take.

Attachment
WFC/mt



MEMORANDUM State of Alaska

Ronald Skoog DATE November 20, 1980
Commissioner _
Denartment of Fish and Game HLE NO: 1-22-367-79

-TELEPHONE NO. 465-3503

FROM W illiam F. Cummings SUBECT:  Settlement of C.R.K.
Assistant Attorney General v. State; Hidden Falls
Transportation Section Hatchery Construction
Department of Law - Juneau Contract Claims

This memorandum is to confirm our telephone
conversations of November 19 and 20, 1980 regarding partial
payment of the settlement with the contractor in the action

e captioned above.

As you w ill recall, the state and the contractor
have agreed'to settle this case for $835,000 inclusive of
interest, costs, and attorney's fees.with the provision that
as much as possible would be.paid out of available funds,
and the remainder to be paid out of a supplemental appropria-
tion. During negotiations with the contractor it was
represented that between $100,000 and $200,000 could be
paid. Under the terms of the settlement the $835,000 would
bear interest at 87. from November 1, 1980 until paid.

You have indicated that $115,000 could be made
available to make the initial payment under the settlement.
Please direct that a state warrant in that amount be issued
payable to.the contractor and his local counsel, as requested
in Hr. Condon's memorandum of November 14, 1980.

The. Department of Law w ill obtain a supplemental
appropriation to fund the $835000 plus interest, which must
be*paid to the contractor under the terms of the settlement.
Of that amount $115,000 w ill be allocated to the Department
of Fish and Game to replace the advance for the settlement's
initial payment. The remainder will be paid to the contractor.

Your assistance and many courtesies in this matter,
are appreciated.

WEC/mt
cc: Ron Lorensen
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Plaintiffs,

V.

*

LOWELL THOMAS, JR. , Lieutenant
Governor of. the State of Alaska,

Defendant,
ana \"*
MICHAEL BEIRNE, et al. ,,
Defendant-

Intervenors.

JUDGMENT

1T

Trustees for Alaska recover

IS HEREBY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED

\Wi 2 6 1981

All

No. 3AN-7B-1592 Civil

ft/erf
srATF iIn fi
"2 Sk FrId)
Hir- COi.——o/\
ler
N *K ¢ - 19B<
By -
t*hl COLITS
wﬂ}wy

that plaintiff

from -the State of Alaska the sum

of $12,817.50 in attorneys fees plus interest at eight percent

per annum from August 18, 1978 until

DATED at Anchorage,

1981.

Alaska this

the date of DEvment;*®

24 @, o

Auperior Court

i rrridv

on__

c vre B W rI"-cuncnt vrrs sent to:
HJArrTV .ol 2.*crd, or

U
D.O.E/T

Kcca@ Jnl



.Derenaant, ) cC ..
B By 1yxx M
» d . — ///- 1
: ”WI@‘
MICHAEL BEIRNE, "et al., ) EV@
Defendant- ) Department of Law
Intervenors. *
-u JAN 7 1981
No. 3AN 78-1592 Civil - 0Ses of the Attorney General
. - Anchorage Branch.
e = ORDER Anchorage, Alaska

Having reviewed the plaintiff*s Motion for Attorney
Fees, the defendant®s Opposition filed thereto, and the Supreme
Court®s Opinion in Thomas v. Bailey, Op. No. 2094, May 15, 198C,

t
the Court.concludes that an award of actual attorney"s fees 1is

appropriate in the instant case. Having reached this conclusion

it is hereby "

ORDERED that plaintiffs shall recover from the State of-

Alaska the sum of $12,817.50 in attorney"s fees. . ",
/

DATED at Anchorage, Alaska this® (sy day of January,?”’

1981.

/7

f}f /

/v o LkS*®N < *o<
MARK C. ROWLAND-

Suoericr Court Judce X\//O*
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~AiM.Cj.A L. ZOBrL,
husband and wife,

Plaintiffs, Vo=t

THOMAS WILLIAMS, -
COMMISSIONER OF REVENUE

and STATE OF ALASKA, pca 02 ”a
= C

Defendants. of E.li***"5*

Case No. 3AN-80-2856 Civil

STIPULATION AND ORDER RE ATTORNEY FEES
In order to settle all disputes relating to attorney
fees and costs incurred in the litigation of this case before the

superior court and the Alaska Supreme Court, the parties agree as

follow s:

1. The State of Alaska agrees to pay attorney fees ¥
and costs incurred by plaintiffs as of October 24, -1980, and
a.ttribmutable to tr.1e porti.on 01: this litigation deat_ling Wit\r/14.ftlie
income tax exemption statute (AS 43.20.017).

2. Plaintiffs agree that the attorney fees and costs
referred to in paragraph 1 are as follows:

Superior Court:

Attorney fees $ 8,730.00
Costs 172 .35

Alaska Supreme Court:

Attorney fees $ 4,805.00
Costs -0-
TOTAL C jl3-707.35
3. If plaintiffs prevail in their appeal to th

States Supreme Court relating to the permanent rund dividend
program (AS 43.23), the state agrees to pay attorney fees and
costs incurred by plaintiffs as of October 24, 19S0, and attribu-

table to the portion of the litigation dealing with the permanent

Kk

fund divided program. 1 / ' / —
\6 t/"sly/ - s/s] orp.K c&y"ro

0
Oi_
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34

:c paratratr.
Superior Court:

AuPomey fees

Mmare as

rc.ij.cvs:

S 8,720.00

Costs 172.35
Alaska Suorers Court:
Attorney fees $ LL805.00
Costs -G-
TOTAL $13,707.35
t-
DA-.TED at Juneau, Alaska, this Jb” day of January,
1981.
WILSON L. CONDON
ATTORNEY GENERAL
Susan A. Burke
Assistant Attorney General
DATED at Anchorage, Alaska, this /5 day of January,
1981.
Mark /A. Sandberg
Attfrney for-Plai:
r—-i"t® W iriri YnlAL COUF.V']
Sst? of .-i'c-'cs  Third Cid.-ict
Clerk cf the Trial Courts
ORDER Ey Deputy
IT IS SO ORDERED.*"
DATED at Anchorage, Alaska, this day of
1981
t aa \-<SH -8}
£. CVP7 "AUcs VIitixW VhTA
£} Olacn
t1 address of rc
D.Q.Z.
{ Gia/fl /

oAl 20 UQ)





