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IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

NINETEENTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION

IJY T H E  S E N A T E  C O M M U N IT Y  AND  R E G IO N A L  AFFA IRS  C O M M IT T E E

Offered:
Referred:

Spnnsorfs): SENATO RS  TO RGERSO N , I’earcc, Kelly

A BILL 

FOR AN ACT ENTITLED 

"An Act relating to certain programs of state aid to municipalities and recipients 

in the unorganized borough; and providing for an effective date."

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

• Section 1. AS 29.10.200(50) is amended to read:

(50) AS 29.60.120(a) and (c) (priority revenue sharing [STATE AID) 

for health facilities and hospitals);

• Sec. 2. AS 29.20.640(b) is amended to read:

(b) Compliance with the provisions of this section is a prerequisite to receipt of 

municipal tax resource equalization assistance under AS 29.60.010 * 29.60.080 and 

priority revenue sharing [STATE AID] for [MISCELLANEOUS] municipal services 

under AS 29.60.100 - 29.60.180. If a municipality docs not comply with this section, 

the department shall withhold the allocations until the required reports arc filed.

• Sec. 3. AS 29.45.020 is amended to read:

Sec. 29.45.020. TAXPAYER NOTICE (a) If a municipality levies and collects 

property taxes, the governing body shall provide the following notice:
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"NOTICE TO TAXPAYER 

Fur lhe current fiscal year the (city)(borough) has been allocated the following amount 

of state aid for school and municipal purposes under the applicable financial assistance 

Acts:

PUBLIC SCHOOL FOUNDATION PROGRAM 

ASSISTANCE (AS 14.17) $

STATE AID FOR RETIREMENT OF SCHOOL 

CONSTRUCTION DEBT (AS 14.11.100) $

MUNICIPAL TAX RESOURCE EQUALIZATION 

[ASSISTANCE] (AS 29.60.010 - 29.60.080) $

PRIORITY REVENUE SHARING [STATE 

AID] FOR [MISCELLANEOUS] MUNICIPAL 

SERVICES (AS 29.60.100 - 29.60.180)

REVENUE SHARING FOR SAFE COMMUNITIES 

(AS 29.60.350 • 29.60.375)

TOTAL AID S

The millage equivalent of this state aid, based on the dollar value of a mill in the 

municipality during the current assessment year and for the preceding assessment year, 

is:

MILLAGE EQUIVALENT 

PREVIOUS YEAR THIS YEAR

£

PUBLIC SCHOOL FOUNDATION

PROGRAM ASSISTANCE  MILLS

STATE AID FOR RETIREMENT 

OF SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION 

DEBT . . .  .MILLS

MUNICIPAL TAX RESOURCE

EQUALIZATION [ASSISTANCE]  MILLS

PRIO RD T RF,VENUE SHARING 

[STATE AID] FOR [MISCELLANEOUS]

MUNICIPAL SERVICES  MILLS

REVENUE SHARING FOR SAFE

MILLS

.MILLS

.MILLS

.MILLS
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.Vew 7>YC VnrterU ft*4 (DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]



TOTAL MILLAGE

EQUIVALENT ____MILLS . . .  .MILLS'*

Notice shall be provided

(1) by furnishing a copy of the notice with tax state.nents mailed for the 

fiscal year for which aid is received; or

(2) by publishing in a newspaper of general circulation in the 

municipality a copy of the notice once each week for a period of three successive weeks, 

with publication to occur not later than 45 days after the final adoption of the 

municipality’s budget.

(b) Compliance with the provisions of this section is a prerequisite to receipt of 

municipal tax resource equalization [ASSISTANCE] under AS 29.60.010 - 29.60.080 

and priority revenue sharing [STATE AID] for [MISCELLANEOUS] municipal 

services under AS 29.60.100 - 29.60.180. The department shall withhold annual 

allocations under those sections until municipal officials demonstrate that the 

requirements of this section have been met.

Sec. 4. AS 29.45.660(b) is amended to read:

(b) Compliance with the provisions of this section is a prerequisite to receipt of 

municipal tax resource equalization [ASSISTANCE] under AS 29.60.010 - 29.60.080 and
t

priority revenue sharing [STATE AID] for [MISCELLANEOUS] municipal services 

under AS 29.60.100 - 29.60.180. The department shall withhold annual allocations under 

those sections until municipal officials demonstrate that the requirements of this section 

have been met.

Sec. 5. AS 29.60.100 is amended to read:

Sec. 29.60.100. PRIORITY REVENUE SHAKING FOR MUNICIPAL 

SERVICES (REVENUE SHARING PAYABLE]. In addition to the equalization 

entitlements paid under AS 29.60.01C - 29.60.080, during each fiscal year the department 

shall pay priority revenue sharing for municipal services to [AID]

(1) [TO] a municipality or other eligible recipient that has the power to 

provide the services described in AS 29.60.110 * 29.60.130 and exercises the power in 

the manner required by AS 29,60.100 - 29.60.180;

COMMUNITIES ------MILLS  MILLS
I
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1 (2) [TO] an unincorporated community under AS 29.60.140.

2 * Sec. 6. AS 29.60.170 is amended to read:

3 Sec. 29.60.170. MUNICIPAL [MISCELLANEOUS] SERVICES ACCOUNT.
"4 The municipal [MISCELLANEOUS] services account is established. Money to carry

5 out the provisions of AS 29.60.100 - 29.60.180 shall be allocated by the department to 1

6 the account in accordance with AS 29.60.280. If amounts in the account are insufficient
:| . . .  I

7 to pay each municipality’s or other recipient's share authorized under AS 29.60.100 - ,

8 29.60.180, the amounts that are available shall be distributed pro rata among eligible
I9 municipalities and other recipients.

10 * See. 7. AS 29.60.280(b) is amended to read:

11 (b) Money in the municipal [MISCELLANEOUS] services account established

12 in AS 29.60.170 that exceeds the amount squired to fully fund distributions authorized

13 by AS 29.60.100 - 29.60.180 shall be reallocated to the tax equalization account

14 established in AS 29.60.060 and distributed according to the provisions of AS 29.60.010

15 - 29.60.080.

16 * Sec. 8. AS 29.60.350 is amended to read:

17 I Sec. 29.60.350. SAFE COMMUNITIES [MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCE] FUND. I

18 (a) To implement the revenue sharing for safe communities program, there

19 [THERE] is established in the ri;partmcnt the safe communities [MUNICIPAL

20 ASSISTANCE] fund consisting of the base amount account and the per capita

21 account. The legislature may appropriate to the safe communities [MUNICIPAL

22 ASSISTANCE] fund during each fiscal year a total [AN] amount equal to or greater

23 than 30 percent of the income tax revenue received by the state under AS 43.20.011(e)

24 for the previous fiscal year. Unless otherwise provided in the appropriation, the

25 department shall allocate one-third of the money appropriated to the base amount

26 account and two-thirds to the per capita account.

27 (b) The department shall distribute money from the safe communities
i

[MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCE] fund to each municipality on an annual basis as provided, 

in AS 29.60.360 and 29.60.370 and as adjusted under AS 29.60.373. A municipality 

may not receive payment until it submits to the department a resolution approved by the  ̂

governing body of the municipality that requests the money. Distribution of money from 

the safe communities [MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCE] fund to all municipalities must be

CSSSSB 20(CRA) -4-
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made on July 31 [FEBRUARY 1] of the state fiscal year for which the appropriation to 

the fund is made. A municipality that incorporates after Julv 1 [DECEMBER 31] of a 

state fiscal year is not eligible for a distribution under this section until the following 

state Fiscal year.

Sec. 9. AS 29.60.350 is amended by adding a new subsection to read:

(c) Money from the revenue sharing for safe communities program distributed 

to a municipality shall be used by that municipality only for the following services in the 

following order of priority:

(1) police protection and related public safety services;

(2) fire protection and emergency medical services;

(3) water and sewer services not offset by user fees;

(4) solid waste management;

(5) other services determined by the governing body to have the highest

priority.

Sec. 10. AS 29.60.360 is amended to read:

Sec. 29.60.360. BASE AMOUNT ACCOUNT DISTRIBUTIONS [OF 

ASSISTANCE], (a) The base amount to be distributed from the base amount account 

[MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCE FUND] to each municipality for the fiscal year shall be 

the amount received by the municipality during fiscal year 1978 under AS 43.70.080 as 

that section provided before the 1978 amendment. A city incorporated within a borough 

after June 30, 1977. shall receive as a base amount a share of the amount distributed to
Ithe borough in which it is located based on the ratio of population in the city to die total 

population in the borough. A city incorporated outside a borough after June 30, 1977, 

shall receive as a base amount the amount received by the city in the state most closely 

approximating it in population at the time of its incorporation. A borough incorporated 

after June 30. 1977, shall receive as a base amount the amount received by the borough 

in the state most clearly approximating it in population at the lime of its incorporation, 

excluding each borough with a per capita full and true property value exceeding 

$500,000. The base amount to be distributed to each municipality organized under. 

federal law shall be the amount received as a base amount by the city most closely 

approximating it in population on June 30, 1977.

(b) If the amount in the base amount account from allocation of
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appropriations [APPROPRIATED] to the safe communities [MUNICIPAL 

ASSISTANCE] fund [BY THE LEGISLATURE] during a fiscal year is insufficient for 

distribution of the full base amount to each municipality, the department shall prorate the 

amount available for distribution [ON THE BASIS OF AMOUNTS RECEIVED |
DURING THE FISCAL YEAR 1978 UNDER AS 43.70.080].

* Sec. 11. AS 29.60.370(a) is amended to read:

Sec. 29.60.370. PER CAPITA ACCOUNT DISTRIBUTION [INCREASED 

ASSISTANCE], (a) The [IF THE] amount allocated to the per capita account in the 1 

safe communities [MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCE] fund [AT THE TIME OF ' 

DISTRIBUTION EXCEEDS THE BASE AMOUNT TO BE DISTRIBUTED UNDER i 

AS 29.60.360, THE EXCESS AMOUNT] shall be distributed to each municipality on ' 

the basis of population. Population for the purpose of this section shall be as certified 

by the commissioner of community and regional affairs. In determining the population 

of a borough, the population of all cities in the borough shall be deducted from the total 

population of the borough. j
* Sec. 12. AS 29.60 is amended by adding new sections to read:

Sec. 29.60.372. MINIMUM PAYMENT. If a municipality qualifies for a 

payment during a fiscal year under AS 29.60.010 - 29.60.080, 29.60.100 - 29.60.180,

29.60.290, or 29.60.350 and if the total amount payable to the municipality under those 

sections is less than $40,000, the department shall pay to the municipality a minimum 

payment in an amount equal to the difference between the total amount payable under 

those sections and $40,000 as adjusted under AS 29.60.373.

Sec. 29.60.373. ADJUSTMENT OF PAYMENTS. Adjustment of payments 

shall be determined by prorating amounts payable under AS 29.60.360, 29.60.370, and

29.60.372 by a factor that, when applied, reduces all payments in equal proportion so 

that total payments equal Lhe amount appropriated to the safe communities fund.

* Sec. 13. AS 29.60.370(b) is repealed.

+ Sec. 14. This Act takes effect July 1, 1996.

20(CRA) •6*
f . v w  T * x e  U n i * r l i n r i i  [ DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]



S T A T E  O F  A LA SKA
1 9 9 6  L E G IS L A T IV E  S E S S IO N FISCAL NOTE B IL L  N O : C S S S S B  2 0

Revision Dale: February 20.1996_________________ Dept. Affected: Community & Regional Affairs
Title: An Act relating lo certain programs of slate BRU: none_______________________

aid to municipalities and recipients in the ... Com ponent none____________________________

Sponsor: Sen. Torgerson____________________  ___________________________
Requestor: Senate C&RA COMPONENT SERIAL NO. ~

Expenditures/Revenues:________________________ (Thousands of Dollars)
OPERATING FY 97 FY 98 FY 99 FY 00 FY 01 FY 02
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT
LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

REVENUE FUND SOURCE:

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)— —--- —   1 -----------1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1006 GF/MHTIA 
Other

■

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

0 0 0 0 0 0

Estimate of current (FY94) impact $ none

A N A LY S IS : (A tta c h  a s e p a ra te  pa je i l  n e ce ssa ry )

This bill would make changes in formula allocations and payment dates for the Municipal Assistance 
Program (AS 29.60.350-375), however, these changes would not significantly affect program 
administration. Consequently, no fiscal impacts are anticipated for the department.

Prepared by: Remond Henderson, Director ( 'A j s 'M W g /  hone: 465-4708
Division: Division of Administrative Services _ . Date: 2/20/96
Approved by Commissioner: Date: 2/20/96
Agency: Community & Regional Affairs

P R E P A R E R  TO  P R O V ID E  ALL D IST R IB U T IO N  C O P IE S  TO  G O V E R N O R 'S  L E G IS L A T IV E  O F F IC E
For further distribution information call the Governor's Legislative Office
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STATE O F  A L A S K A

1996 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
F ISCAL NOTE BILL N O: SS SB20

Revision D a le: _______________________________________

Title: Alaska M un ic ipa l Basic Services Program

D epl. A ffec ted : Revenue 

BRU: Revenue O perations

Sponsor:

Requestor:

T orqe rion

(S) CRA

Expenditures/Revenues:

C om ponen t: Treasury

COMPONENT SERIAL NO.

(Thousands o f Dollars)

121

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 97 FY 98 FY 99 FY0O F/01 FY 02

PERSONAL SERVICES 

TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL

SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES

GRANTS. CLAIMS

MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) (874.0) (874.0) (8740) (874.0) (874.0) (874.0)

FUND SOURCE_____________________________________________________ (Thousands o f Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF M atch

1004 GF

1005 GF/Proqrcm  Receipts 

1037 G F/M enta l Health 

O ther

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate o l any current yea r (FY96) cost $ 

POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME

PART-TIME

TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS: (A ttach a  separate pa ge  if necessary)

This bill will advance the payment of municipal assistance from February 1 of the fiscal year to July 31 of the 
same year. This will result In the loss of 6 months of earnings on these funds In the general fund. Based upon this 
yecr’s payout of approximately S27.1 million and the current general fund rate of return of 5.4%, this amounts to 
$874.0 In interest earnings that the general fund will forgo.

Cosh M on

7  -n r  "7
Prepared by: Vem  Voss. Cosh M on i g e r & * > ^  W l/ lA f c f )  465-3700

Division: Treasury_____________________  0  ^ a lo :  February 19. 1996

A pp roved  by  Commissioner: Ross Kinney. D epu ty  C o m m is s io n e r . / c ^ ^ ^  M  P ate : February 19. 1996

A gency: ______ D epartm ent o f Revenue________________________

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE 

For further distribution in fo rm ation  ca ll the Governor's leg is la tive  O ffice
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LEG DOCNAWE.XLS



9-LS0319\0.1 
Cook 

2/21/96

OFFERED IN THE SENATE BY SENATOR TORGERSON

TO: CSSSSB 20(CRA) Draft dated 2/10/96

1 Page 5, line 27, after "incorporation":

2 Insert ", e x c lu d in g  each bo rough  w ith  a per cap ita  f u l l  an d  t ru e  p rop e r ty  v a lu e
3 exceed ing  $500,000"
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CS FOR SPONSOR SUBSTITUTE FOR SENATE BILL NO. 20(CRA)

IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

NINETEENTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION 

BY T H E  S E N A T E  C O M M U N IT Y  AND  R E G IO N A L  AFFA IRS  C O M M IT T E E

Offered:
R e fe r r e d :

sponsor(s): S EN A TO R S  TORGERSON, Pearce, Kelly

A BILL 

FOR AN ACT ENTITLED 

'An Act relating to certain programs of state aid to municipalities and recipients 

n the unorganized borough; and providing for an effective date."

IE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. AS 29.10.200(50) is amended to read:

(50) AS 29.60.120(a) and (c) (priority revenue sharing [STATE AID] 

for health facilities and hospitals);

* Sec. 2. AS 29.20.640(b) is amended to read:

(b) Compliance with the provisions of this section is a prerequisite to receipt of 

municipal tax resource equalization assistance under AS 29.60.010 - 29.60.080 and 

priority revenue sharing [STATE AID] for [MISCELLANEOUS] municipal services 

under AS 29.60.100 - 29.60.180. If a municipality does not comply with this section, 

the department shall withhold the allocations until the required repons are filed

* Sec. 3. AS 29.45.020 is amended to read:

Sec. 29.45.020. TAXPAYER NOTICE, (a) If a municipality levies and collect^ 

property taxes, the governing body shall provide the following notice:

-1- CSSSSB 20(CRA)
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"NOTICE TO TAXPAYER 

For the current fiscal year the (city)(borough) has been allocated the following amount 

of state aid for school and municipal purposes under the applicable financial assistance 

Acts:

PUBLIC SCHOOL FOUNDATION PROGRAM 

ASSISTANCE (AS 14.17) S

STATE AID FOR RETIREMENT OF SCHOOL 

CONSTRUCTION DEBT (AS 14.11.100) $

MUNICIPAL TAX RESOURCE EQUALIZATION 

[ASSISTANCE] (AS 29.60.010 - 29.60.080) $

PRIORITY REVENUE SHARING [STATE 

AID] FOR [MISCELLANEOUS] MUNICIPAL 

SERVICES (AS 29.60.100 - 29.60.180) 5

REVENUE SHARING FOR SAFE COMMUNITIES 

(AS 29.60.350 - 29.60.375) $

TOTAL AID $

The millage equivalent of this state aid, based on the dollar value of a mill in the 

municipality during the current assessment year and for the preceding assessment year, 

is:

MILLAGE EQUIVALENT 

PREVIOUS YEAR THIS YEAR

WORK DPAFT

PUBLIC SCHOOL FOUNDATION

PROGRAM ASSISTANCE  MILLS

STATE AID FOR RETIREMENT 

OF SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION

DEBT  MILLS

MUNICIPAL TAX RESOURCE

EQUALIZATION [ASSISTANCE]  MILLS

PRIORITY REVENUE SHARING 

[STATE AID] FOR [MISCELLANEOUS]

MUNICIPAL SERVICES . . .  .MILLS

REVENUE SHARING FOR SAFE

MILLS

.MILLS

.MILLS

.MILLS
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COMMUNITIES  MILLS  MILLS

TOTAL MILLAGE

EQUIVALENT . . . .MILLS . . . .MILLS"

Notice shall be provided

(1) by furnishing a copy of the notice with tax statements mailed for the 

fiscal year for which aid is received; or

(2) by publishing in a newspaper of general circulation in the

municipality a copy of the notice once each week for a period of three successive weeks, 

with publication to occur not later than 45 days after the final adoption of the 

municipality’s budget.

(b) Compliance with the provisions of this section is a prerequisite to receipt of 

municipal tax resource equalization [ASSISTANCE] under AS 29.60.010 - 29.60.080 

and priority revenue sharing [STATE ALD] for [MISCELLANEOUS] municipal 

services under AS 29.60.100 - 29.60.180. The department shall withhol:. r-- 

allocations under those sections until municipal officials demonstrate that the 

requirements of this section have been met.

* Sec. 4. AS 29.45.660(b) is amended to read:

(b) Compliance with the provisions of this section is a prerequisite to receipt of 

municipal tax resource equalization [ASSISTANCE] under AS 29.60.010 - 29.60.080 and 

priority revenue sharing [STATE AID] for [MISCELLANEOUS] municipal services 

under AS 29.60.100 - 29.60,180. The department shall withhold annual allocations under 

those sections until municipal officials demonstrate that the requirements of this section 

have been met.

* Sec. 5. AS 29.60.100 is amended to read;

Sec. 29.60.100. PRIORITY REVENUE SHARING FOR MUNICIPAL 

SERVICES [REVENUE SHARING PAYABLE]. In addition to the equalization 

entitlements paid under AS 29.60.010 - 29.60.080, during each fiscal year the department 

shall pay priority revenue sharing for municipal services to [AID]

provide the services described in AS 29.60.110 - 29.60.130 and exercises the power in 

the manner required by AS 29.60.100 - 29.60.180;

(1) [TO] a municipality or other eligible recipient that has the pov.:r to

-3-
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(2) [TO] an unincorporated community under AS 29.60.140.

* Sec. 6. AS 29.60.170 is amended to read:

Sec. 29.60.170. MUNICIPAL [MISCELLANEOUS] SERVICES ACCOUNT. 

The municipal [MISCELLANEOUS] services account is established. Money to carry 

out the provisions of AS 29.60.100 - 29.60.180 shall be allocated by the department to 

the account in accordance with AS 29.60.280. If amounts in the account are insufficient 

to pay each municipality’s or other recipient’s share authorized under AS 29.60.100 - 

29.60.180, the amounts that are available shall be distributed pro rata among eligible 

municipalities and other recipients.

* See. 7. AS 29.60.280(b) is amended to read:

(b) Money in the municipal [MISCELLANEOUS] services account established 

in AS 29.60.170 that exceeds the amount required to fully funa distributions authorized 

by AS 29.60.100 - 29.60.180 shall be reallocated to the tax equalization account 

established in AS 29.60.060 and distributed according to the provisions of AS 29.60.010 

- 29.60.080.

* Sec. 8. AS 29.60.350 is amended to read:

Sec. 29.60.350. SAFE COMMUNITIES [MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCE] FUND,

(a) To implement the revenue sharing for safe communities program, there 

[THERE] is established in the department the safe communities [MUNICIPAL 

ASSISTANCE] fund consisting of the base amount account and the per capita 

account. The legislature may appropriate to the safe communities [MUNICIPAL 

ASSISTANCE] fund during each fiscal year a total [AN] amount equal to or greater 

than 30 percent of the income tax revenue received by the state under AS 43.20.011(e) 

for the previous fiscal year. Unless otherwise provided in the appropriation, the 

department shall allocate one-third of the money appropriated to the base amount 

account and two-thirds to the per capita account.

(b) The department shall distribute money from the safe communities 

[MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCE] fund to each municipality on an annual basis as provided 

in AS 29.60.360 and 29.60.370 and as adjusted under AS 29.60.373. A municipality 

may not receive payment until it submits to the department a resolution approved by the 

governing body of the municipality that requests the money. Distribution of money from 

the safe communities [MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCE] fund to all municipalities must be

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT
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made on July 31 [FEBRUARY 1] of the state fiscal year for which the appropriation to 

the fund is made. A municipality that incorporates after July 1 [DECEMBER 31] of a 

state fiscal year is not eligible for a distribution under this section until the following 

state fiscal year.

* Sec. 9. AS 29.60.350 is amended by adding a new subsection to read:

(c) Money from the revenue sharing for safe communities program distributed 

to a municipality shall be used by that municipality only for the following services in the 

following order of priority:

(1) police protection and related public safety services;

(2) fire protection and emergency medical services;

(3) water and sewer services not offset by user fees;

(4) solid waste management;

(5) other services determined by the governing body to have the highest

priority.

* Sec. 10. AS 29.60.360 is amended to read:

Sec. 29.60.360. BASE AMOUNT ACCOUNT DISTRIBUTIONS [OF 

ASSISTANCE], (a) The base amount to be distributed from the base amount account 

[MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCE FUND] to each municipality for the fiscal year shall be 

the amount received by the municipality during fiscal year 1978 under AS 43.70.08 

that section provided b-..ore the 1978 amendment. A city incorporated within a borough 

after June 30, 1977, shall receive as a base amount a share of the amount distributed to 

the borough in which it is located based on the ratio of population in the city to the total 

population in the borough. A city incorporated outside a borough after June 30, 1977, 

shall receive as a base amount the amount received by the city in the state most closely 

approximating it in population at the time of its incorporation. A borough incorporated 

after June 30, 1977, shall receive as a base amount the amount received by the borough 

in the state most clearly approximating it in population at the time of its incorporation. 

The base amount to be distributed to each municipality organized under federal law shall 

be the amount received as a base amount by the city most closely approximating it in 

population on June 30, 1977.

(b) If the amount in the base amount account from allocation of 

appropriations [APPROPRIATED] to the safe communities [MUNICIPAL

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT
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ASSISTANCE] fund [BY THE LEGISLATURE] during a fiscal year is insufficient for 

distribution of the full base amount to each municipality, the department shall prorate the 

amount available for distribution [ON THE BASIS OF AMOUNTS RECEIVED 

DURING THE FISCAL YEAR 1978 UNDER AS 43.70.080].

* Sec. 11. AS 29.60.370(a) is amended to read:

Sec. 29.60.370. PER CAPITA ACCOUNT DISTRIBUTION [INCREASED 

ASSISTANCE], (a) The [IF THE] amount allocated to the per capita account in the 

safe communities [MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCE] fund [AT THE TIME OF 

DISTRIBUTION EXCEEDS THE BASE AMOUNT TO BE DISTRIBUTED UNDER 

AS 29.60.360, THE EXCESS AMOUNT] shall be distributed to each municipality on 

the basis of population. Population for the purpose of this section shall be as certified 

by the commissioner of community and regional affairs. In determining the population 

of a borough, the population of all cities in the borough shall be deducted from the total 

population of the borough.

* Sec. 12. AS 29.60 is amended by adding new sections to read:

Sec. 29.60.372. MINIMUM PAYMENT. If a municipality qualifies for a 

payment during a fiscal year under AS 29.60.010 - 29.60.080, 29.60.100 - 29.60 )°n

29.60.290, or 29.60.350 and if the total amount payable to the municipality under those 

sections is less than S40.000, the department shall pay to the municipality a minimum 

payment in an amount equal to the difference between the total amount payable under 

those sections and S40.000 as adjusted under AS 29.60.373.

Sec. 29.60.373. ADIUSTMENT OF PAYMENTS. Adjustment of payments 

shall be determined by prorating amounts payable under AS 29.60.360, 29.60.370, and

29.60.372 by a factor that, when applied, reduces all payments in equal proportion so 

that total payments equal the amount appropriated to the safe communities fund.

* Sec. 13. AS 29.60.370(b) is repealed.

* Sec. 14. This Act takes effect July 1. 1996.

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT
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Committee Substitute for Sponsor Substitute for Senate Bill 20
Summary

C o m m i t t e e  S u b s t i t u t e  f o r  S p o n s o r  S u b s t i t u t e  f o r  S e n a t e  B i l l  2 0  c h a n g e s  
t h e  n a m e  o f  t h e  R e v e n u e  S h a r i n g  p r o g r a m  t o  " P r i o r i t y  R e v e n u e  S h a r i n g  
f o r  M u n i c i p a l  S e r v i c e s , "  a n d  c h a n g e s  t h e  n a m e  o f  t h e  M u n i c i p a l  
A s s i s t a n c e  F u n d  t o  t h e  S a f e  C o m m u n i t i e s  F u n d .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  c o m m u n i t i e s  
r e c e i v i n g  p a y m e n t s  u n d e r  t h e  S a f e  C o m m u n i t i e s  F u n d  a r e  r e q u i r e d  t o  
s p e n d  t h o s e  p a y m e n t s  o n  s p e c i f i c  p u r p o s e s  i n  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  o r d e r  o f  
p r i o r i t y :

P o l i c e  p r o t e c t i o n  a n d  r e l a t e d  p u b l i c  s a f e t y  s e r v i c e s ;
F ir e  p r o t e c t i o n  a n d  e m e r g e n c y  m e d i c a l  s e r v i c e s ;
W a t e r  a n d  s e w e r  s e r v i c e s  n o t  o f f s e t  b y  u s e r  f e e s ;
S o l i d  w a s t e  m a n a g e m e n t ;
O t h e r  s e r v i c e s  d e t e r m i n e d  b y  t h e  g o v e r n i n g  b o d y  t o  h a v e  t h e  
h i g h e s t  p r i o r i t y

T h e  i n t e n t  o f  t h e  n a m e  c h a n g e  i s  t o  m o r e  a c c u r a t e l y  r e f l e c t  t h e  p u r p o s e s  
f o r  w h i c h  t h e  m o n e y  r e c e i v e d  f r o m  r e v e n u e  s h a r i n g  p r o g r a m s  a r e  u s e d .  
T h e  p r o g r a m  a p p e a r s  t o  h a v e  f o s t e r e d  t h e  p e r c e p t i o n  t h a t  i t  w a s  a  t y p e  o f  
" s l u s h  f u n d "  f o r  c o m m u n i t i e s ,  a n d  t h e  c h a n g e  i n  n a m e  a n d  r e q u i r e m e n t s  
f o r  u s e  h o p e f u l l y  w i l l  d i s p e l  t h a t  n o t i o n .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  c o m m u n i t i e s  thaL  
l e v y  a n d  c o l l e c t  p r o p e r t y  t a x e s  a r e  r e q u i r e d  t o  l i s t  t h e  f u n d s  r e c e i v e d  a n d  
t h e  p u r p o s e  f o r  w h i c h  t h e y  w e r e  u s e d  o n  t h e  " N o t i c e  t o  T a x p a y e r s . "

S e v e r a l  c h a n g e s  a r e  m a d e  i n  w h a t  i s  n o w  R e v e n u e  S h a r i n g  f o r  S a f e  
C o m m u n i t i e s .  I n  t h e  e v e n t  a p p r o p r i a t i o n s  c o n t i n u e  t o  b e  r e d u c e d ,  
p a y m e n t s  f r o m  t h e  b a s e  a m o u n t  a c c o u n t  c a n  n o w  b e  p r o p o r t i o n a t e l y  
r e d u c e d .  I n  t h e  p a s t ,  t h i s  a c c o u n t  w a s  " h e l d  h a r m l e s s "  a n d  a p p r o p r i a t i o n  
r e d u c t i o n s  w e r e  t a k e n  f r o m  t h e  p e r  c a p i t a  a c c o u n t .  T h i s  r e s u l t e d  i n  a n  
i n e q u i t a b l e  r e d u c t i o n  o f  p a y m e n t s  t o  c o m m u n i t i e s .  T h e  c o m m i t t e e  
s u b s t i t u t e  a d d r e s s e s  t h i s  i n e q u i t y .

T h e  m i n i m u m  e n t i t l e m e n t  t o  c o m m u n i t i e s  h a s  b e e n  i n c r e a s e d  t o  $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 .  
I f ,  h o w e v e r ,  a p p r o p r i a t i o n s  c o n t i n u e  t o  b e  r e d u c e d ,  t h i s  m i n i m u m  
e n t i t l e m e n t  m a y  b e  p r o p o r t i o n a t e l y  r e d u c e d  a l o n g  w i t h  p a y m e n t s  f r o m  t h e  
b a s e  a m o u n t  a c c o u n t  a n d  t h e  p e r  c a p i t a  a c c o u n t .

F i n a l l y ,  t h e  d a t e  o f  p a y m e n t  h a s  b e e n  c h a n g e d  s o  t h a t  c o m m u n i t i e s  r e c e i v e  
e n t i t l e m e n t s  f r o m  t h e  P r i o r i t y  R e v e n u e  S h a r i n g  a n d  t h e  S a f e  C o m m u n i t i e s  
F u n d  o n  J u l y  3 1 .  P r e v i o u s l y ,  p a y m e n t s  f r o m  r e v e n u e  s h a r i n g  w e r e  m a d e  
o n  J u l y  3 1  a n d  m u n i c i p a l  a s s i s t a n c e  p a y m e n t s  w e r e  m a d e  o n  F e b r u a r y  1 .



C o m m i t t e e  S u b s t i t u t e  f o r  S p o n s o r  S u b s t i t u t e  f o r  S e n a t e  B i l l  2 0
O v e r v i e w  b y  S e c t i o n

S e c t i o n  1: 
S e c t i o n  2:  
S e c t i o n  3:

S e c t i o n  4 :  
S e c t i o n  5:  
S e c t i o n  6:  
S e c t i o n  7:  
S e c t i o n  8:

S e c t i o n  9:

S e c t i o n  10:

S e c t i o n  1 1 :  
S e c t i o n  12:

H o u s e k e e p i n g  -  n a m e  c h a n g e
H o u s e k e e p i n g  -  n a m e  c h a n g e
H o u s e k e e p i n g  -  n a m e  c h a n g e ;  a d d i t i o n  o f  r e v e n u e
s h a r i n g  f o r  s a f e k e e p i n g  o n  t h e  n o t i c e  t o  t a x p a y e r
H o u s e k e e p i n g  -  n a m e  c h a n g e
H o u s e k e e p i n g  -  n a m e  c h a n g e
H o u s e k e e p i n g  -  n a m e  c h a n g e
H o u s e k e e p i n g  -  n a m e  c h a n g e
H o u s e k e e p i n g  -  n a m e  c h a n g e .  E s t a b l i s h e s  t w o  a c c o u n t s  
w i t h i n  t h e  S a f e  C o m m u n i t i e s  F u n d  a n d  a l l o c a t e s  1 / 3  o f  t h e  
a p p r o p r i a t i o n  t o  t h e  f u n d  t o  t h e  " b a s e  a m o u n t  a c c o u n t "  a n d  
2 / 3  o f  t h e  a p p r o p r i a t i o n  t o  t h e  " p e r  c a p i t a  a c c o u n t . "  
C h a n g e s  t h e  d a t e  t h e  f u n d s  a r e  d i s t r i b u t e d  f r o m  F e b r u a r y  1 t o  
J u l y  31
R e q u i r e s  p a y m e n t s  f r o m  b o t h  a c c o u n t s  i n  t h e  S a f e  
C o m m u n i t i e s  F u n d  t o  b e  s p e n t  o n  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  s e r v i c e s  i n  
t h e  f o l l o w i n g  o r d e r  o f  p r i o r i t y :

P o l i c e  p r o t e c t i o n  a n d  r e l a t e d  p u b l i c  s a f e t y  s e r v i c e s ;
F ir e  p r o t e c t i o n  a n d  e m e r g e n c y  m e d i c a l  s e r v i c e s ;
W a t e r  a n d  s e w e r  s e r v i c e s  n o t  o f f s e t  b y  u s e r  f e e s ;
S o l i d  w a s t e  m a n a g e m e n t ;
O t h e r  s e r v i c e s  d e t e r m i n e d  b y  t h e  g o v e r n i n g  b o d y  t o  
h a v e  t h e  h i g h e s t  p r i o r i t y  

H o u s e k e e p i n g  - n a m e  c h a n g e .  A l l o w s  t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n s  f r o m  
t h e  b a s e  a m o u n t  a c c o u n t  i t  t o  b e  p r o r a t e d  i f  t h e  a m o u n t  
a l l o c a t e d  t o  t h e  a c c o u n t  i s  i n s u f f i c i e n t  t o  p a y  t h e  f u l l  b a s e  
a m o u n t  t o  e a c h  e l i g i b l e  m u n i c i p a l i t y .
H o u s e k e e p i n g  -  n a m e  c h a n g e .
A d d s  a  n e w  s e c t i o n  s t a t i n g  t h a t  t h e  m i n i m u m  e n t i t l e m e n t  t o  
t h o s e  c o m m u n i t i e s  e l i g i b l e  f o r  p a y m e n t s  u n d e r  e q u a l i z a t i o n  
o f  t a x  r e s o u r c e s  f o r  m u n i c i p a l  s e r v i c e s ,  p r i o r i t y  r e v e n u e  
s h a r i n g  f o r  m u n i c i p a l  s e r v i c e s  a n d  r e v e n u e  s h a r i n g  f o r  s a f e  
c o m m u n i t i e s ,  i s  $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 .  A d d s  a n  a d d i t i o n a l  s e c t i o n  a l l o w i n g  
t h e  m i n i m u m  e n t i t l e m e n t  t o  b e  r e d u c e d  p r o p o r t i o n a t e l y  i n  t h e  
e v e n t  a p p r o p r i a t i o n s  t o  t h e  s a f e  c o m m u n i t i e s  f u n d  a r c  
r e d u c e d .

S e c t io n a l  O v e r v i e w



S u g g e s t e d  c h a n g e s  t o  b e  i n c o r p o r a t e d  i n  C S  f o r  S S S B  2 0  ( C R A )

S e c .  3  : A d d  a  l i n e  f o r  " R e v e n u e  S h a r i n g  f o r  S a f e  C o m m u n i t i e s
( A S  2 9 . 6 0 . 3 5 0 - 2 9 . 6 0 . 3 7 2 ) "  f o l l o w i n g  " P r i o r i t y  R e v e n u e  S h a r i n g "  i n  
t h e  N o t i c e  t o  T a x p a y e r

S e c .  9: A d d  a  n e w  s e c t i o n  ( d )  w h i c h  s t a t e s  " T h e  i n t e n t  o f  t h i s
s e c t i o n  i s  t o  t h a t  t h e  g o v e r n i n g  b o d y  o f  e a c h  m u n i c i p a l i t y  i n c l u d e ,  
o n  i t s  n o t i c e  t o  t a x p a y e r  u n d e r  A S  2 9 . 4 5 . 0 2 0 ,  t h e  a m o u n t  o f  f u n d s  
r e c e i v e d  f r o m  t h i s  p r o g r a m . "

S e c .  1 0 :  C h a n g e  2 9 . 6 0 . 3 6 0 ( b )  o n l y  b y  c h a n g i n g  t h e  w o r d  
" a p p r o p r i a t e d "  t o  " a l l o c a t e d " ;  c h a n g i n g  t h e  ' m u n i c i p a l  
a s s i s t a n c e "  f u n d  t o  t h e  " s a f e  c o m m u n i t i e s "  a n d  d e l e t i n g  t h e  l a s t  
p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  f i n a l  s e n t e n c e  " . . .  o n  t h e  b a s i s  o f  a m o u n t s  r e c e i v e d  
d u r i n g  t h e  f i s c a l  y e a r  1 9 7 8  u n d e r  A S  4 3 . 7 0 . 0 8 0 .

S e c .  11: O m i t  t h e  o p e n i n g  p h r a s e  " A f t e r  t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  u n d e r  A S
2 9 . 6 0 . 3 7 2 ( b ) "

S e c .  12: P e r h a p s  c h a n g e  t h e  w o r d  " o r "  t o  " a n d "  w h e n  l i s t i n g  t h e
s t a t u t e s  u n d e r  w h i c h  a  m u n i c i p a l i t y  q u a l i f i e s  in  2 9 . 6 0 . 3 7 2 ( a )

R e w o r d  ( b )  t o  s a y  " A d j u s t m e n t s  o f  p a y m e n t s  u n d e r  t h i s  s e c t i o n  
s h a l l  b e  d e t e r m i n e d  b y  p r o r a t i n g  a m o u n t s  p a y a b l e  u n d e r  A S  
2 9 . 6 0 . 3 6 0 ,  a n d  A S  2 9 . 6 0 . 3 7 0 ,  a n d  2 9 . 6 0 . 3 7 2 ( a )  b y  a  f a c t o r  t h a t ,  
w h e n  a p p l i e d ,  r e d u c e s  a l l  p a y m e n t s  i n  e q u a l  p r o p o r t i o n  s o  t h a t  
p a y m e n t  u n d e r  A S  2 9 . 6 0 . 3 6 0 ,  A S  2 9 . 6 0 . 3 7 0 ,  a n d  A S  2 9 . 6 0 . 3 7 2 ( a )  
e q u a l  t h e  a m o u n t  a l l o c a t e d  t o  t h e  S a f e  C o m m u n i t i e s  F u n d  u n d e r  
A S  2 9 . 6 0 . 3 5 0
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CS FOR SPONSOR SUBSTITUTE FOR SENATE B IL L NO. 20(CRA)

IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

NINETEENTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION

BY THE SENATE COMMUNITY AND REGIONAL AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

OfTcrcd:
Referred:

Sponsors): SENATORS TORGERSON, Pearce, Kelly

A B IL L

FOR AN ACT ENT ITLED 

"A n  Act relating to certain programs o f state aid to municipalities and recipients 

in the unorganized borough; and provid ing fo r an effective date."

E IT  ENACTED BY THE LEG ISLATURE OF THE STATE OF A LA SKA :

* Section 1. AS 29.10.200(501 is amended to read:

(50) AS 29.60.120(a) and (c) (p rio rity revenue sharing [STATE AID) 

for health facilities and hospitals);

* See. 2. AS 29.20.640(b) is amended to read:

(b) Compliance with the provisions o f this section is a prerequisite to receipt of 

municipal tax resource equalization assistance under AS 29.60.010 - 29.60.080 and 

p rio r ity revenue sharing [STATE A ID ) for [M ISCELLANEOUS! municipal services 

under AS 29.60.100 • 29.60.ISO. I f a municipality does not comply with this section, 

the department shall withhold the allocations until the required reports arc filed.

* Sec. 3. AS 29.45.020 is amended to read:

See. 29.45.020. TAXPAYER NOTICE (s) I f a municipality levies and collects 

property taxes, the governing body shall provide die tultowing notice:

-1- TSSSSB 2fl(CRA)
fCSLSTSS TEXT BRACKETED/
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"NOTICE TO TAXPAYER 

For the current Fiscal year the (city)(borough) has been allocated the follow ing amount 

o f state aid for school and municipal purposes under the applicable financial assistance 

Acts:

PUBLIC SCHOOL FOUNDATION PROGRAM 

ASSISTANCE (AS 14.17) $

STATE A ID FOR RETIREMENT OF SCHOOL 

CONSTRUCTION DEBT (AS 14.11.100) $

MUN IC IPAL TAX RESOURCE EQUALIZATION 

[ASSISTANCE] (AS 29.60.010 - 29.60.080) $

PR IO R ITY REVENUE SHAR ING [STATE 

A ID ] FOR [M ISCELLANEOUS] MUNIC IPAL 

SERVICES (AS 29.60.100 - 29.60.180) $

TOTAL A ID  S

The millage equivalent o f this state aid, based on the dollar value o f a m ill in the 

municipality during the current assessment year and for the preceding assessment year, 

is:

M ILLAGE EQU IVALENT 

PREVIOUS YEAR THIS YEAR

WORK DRAFT

PUBLIC SCHOOL FOUNDATION

PROGRAM ASSISTANCE  M ILLS

STATE A ID FOR RETIREMENT 

OF SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION

DEBT  M ILLS

MUN IC IPAL TA X RESOURCE

EQUALIZAT ION [ASSISTANCE]  M ILLS

PR IO R ITY REVENUE SHAR ING 

[STATE A ID ] FOR [M ISCELLANEOUS]

MUN IC IPAL SERVICES  M ILLS

TOTAL M ILLAGE

EQU IVALENT  M ILLS

Notice shall be provided

M ILLS

.M ILLS

.M ILLS

. M ILLS

.M ILLS"

CSSSSB 20(CRA) .2 .
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(1) by furnishing a copy o f the notice with tax statements mailed for the 

fiscal year for which aid is received; or

(2) by publishing in a newspaper o f general circulation in the 

municipality a copy o f the notice once each week for a period o f three successive weeks, 

w ith publication to occur not later than 45 days after the final adoption o f the 

municipality’s budget.

(b) Compliance with the provisions o f this section is a prerequisite to receipt o f 

municipal tax resource equalization [ASSISTANCE] under AS 29.60.010 - 29 60.080 

and p rio r ity revenue sharing [STATE A ID ] for [M ISCELLANEOUS] municipal 

services under AS 29.60.100 - 29.60.180. The department shall withhold annual 

allocations under those sections until municipal officials demonstrate that the 

requirements o f this section have been met.

* Sec. 4. AS 29.45.660(b) is amended :o read:

(b) Compliance with the provisions o f this section is a prerequisite to receipt o f 

municipal lax resource equalization [ASSISTANCE] under AS 29.60.010 - 29.60.080 and 

p rio r ity revenue sharing [STATE A ID ] for [M ISCELLANEOUS] municipal services 

under AS 29.60.100 - 29.60.180. The department shall withhold annual allocations under 

those sections until municipal officials demonstrate that the requirements o f this section 

have been met.

* Sec. 5. AS 29.60.100 is amended to read:

Sec. 29.60.100. PR IOR ITY REVENUE SHAR ING FOR M UN IC IP A L 

SERVICES [REVENUE SHARING PAYABLE]. In addition to the equalization 

entitlements paid under AS 29.60.010 - 29.60.080, during each fiscal year the department 

shall pay p rio r ity revenue sharing fo r municipal services to [A ID ]

(1) [TO] a municipality or other eligible recipient that has :hc power to 

provide the services described in AS 29.60.110 * 29.60.130 and exercises the power in 

the manner required by AS 29.60.100 - 29.60.180;

(2) [TO] an unincorporated community under AS 29.60.140.

* Sec. 6. AS 29.60.170 is amended to read:

Sec. 29.60.170. M UN IC IP A L [MISCELLANEOUS] SERVICES ACCOUNT. 

The municipal [MISCELLANEOUS] services account is established. Money to carry 

out the provisions o f AS 29.60.100 - 29.60.180 shall be allocated by the department to

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT
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the* account in accordance with AS 29.60.280. I f amounts in the account are insufficient 

to pay each municipality 's or other recipient's share authorized under AS 29.60.100 - 

29.60.180, the amounts that are available shall be distributed pro rata among eligible 

municipalities and other recipients.

* Sec. 7. AS 29.60.280(b) is amended to read:

(b) Money in the municipal [MISCELLANEOUS] services account established 

in AS 29.60.170 that exceeds the amount required to fu lly fund distributions authorized 

by AS 29.60.100 - 29.60.180 shall be reallocated to the tax equalization account 

established in AS 29.60.060 and distributed according to the provisions of AS 29.60.010 

- 29.60.080.

* Sec. 8. AS 29.60.350 is amended to read:

Sec. 29.60.350. SAFE COMMUN IT IES [MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCE] FUND,

(a) To implement the revenue sharing fo r safe communities program , there 

[THERE] is established in the department the safe communities [MUN IC IPAL 

ASSISTANCE] fund consisting o f 1 le base amount account and the per capita 

account. The legislature may appropriate to the safe communities [MUN IC IPAL 

ASSISTANCE] fund during each fiscal year a total [AN ] amount equal to or greater 

than 30 percent o f the income tax revenue received by the state under AS 43.20.011(e) 

for the previous fiscal year. Unless otherwise provided in the appropria tion, the 

department shall allocate one-th ird o f the monev appropriated to the base amount 

a c e o u and two-th irds to the pet capita account.

vb) The department shall distribute money from the safe communities 

[MUN IC IPAL ASSISTANCE] fund to each municipality on an annual basis ;is provided 

in AS 29.60.360 and 29.60.370. A municipality may not receive payment until it 

submits to the department a resolution approved by the governing body o f the 

municipality that requests tne money. Distribution of money from the safe communities

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT

[M UN IC IPAL ASSISTANCE] fund to all municipalities must be made on Ju ly 31 

(FEBRUARY 1] of the state fiscal year for which the appropriation to the fund is made. 

A municipality that incorporates after July 1 [DECEMBER 31] o f a state fiscal year is 

not eligible for a distribution under this section until the follow ing state fiscal year.

* Sec. 9. AS 29.60.350 is amended by adding a new subsection to read:

(c) Money from the revenue sharing for safe communities program distributed

CSSSSB 20(CRA) -4-
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to a municipality shall be used by that municipality only for the following services in lhe 

follow ing order o f priority:

(1) police protection and related public safety services;

(2) fire protection and emergency medical services;

(3) water and sewer services not offset by user fees;

(4) solid waste management;

(5) other services determined by the governing body to have the highest

priority.

* Sec. 10. AS 29.60.360 is amended to read:

Sec. 29.60.360. BASE AMOUNT ACCOUNT D ISTR IBUT IONS [OF 

ASSISTANCE], (a) The base amount to be distributed from the base amount account 

[MUN IC IPAL ASSISTANCE FUND] to each municipality for the fiscal year shall be 

the amount received by the municipality during fiscal year 1978 under AS 43.70.080 as 

tnat section provided before tire 1978 amendment. A city incorporated within a borough 

after June 30, 1977, shah receive as a base amount a share o f the amount distributed to 

the borough in which it is located based on the ratio o f population in the city to the total 

population in the borough. A city incorporated outside a borough after June 30, 1977, 

shall receive as a base amount the amount received by the city in the state most closely 

approximating it in population at the time o f its incorporation. A borough incorporated 

after June 30, 1977, shall receive as a base amount the amount received by the borough 

in the state most clearly approximating it in population at the time o f its incorporation. 

The base amount to be distributed to each municipality organized under federal law shall 

be the amount received as a base amount by the city most closely approximating it in 

population on June 30, 1977.

(b) I f. after the distribution under AS 29.60372(h). the amount remaining in 

the base amount account from allocation o f appropria tions [APPROPRIATED] to 

the safe communities [MUN IC IPAL ASSISTANCE] fund [BY THE LEGISLATURE] 

during a fiscal year is insufficient for distribution o f the fu ll base amount to each 

municipality, the department shall prorate the amount available for distribution on the 

basis o f amounts received during the fiscal year 1978 under AS 43.70.080.

* Sec. 11. AS 29.60.370(a) is amended to read:

Sec. 29.60.370. PER CAP ITA ACCOUNT D ISTR IBU T IO N [INCREASED

♦5-
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1 ASSISTANCE], (a) A fte r the d is tr ib u t ion under AS 29.60.372(h), [IF ] lhe amount

2 a llocated to the ner ennita account in the safe communities [MUN IC IPAL

3 ASSISTANCE] fund [AT THE TIME OF DISTRIBUTION EXCEEDS THE BASE

4 AMOUNT TO BE DISTRIBUTED UNDER AS 29.60.360, THE EXCESS AMOUNT]

5 shall be distributed to each municipality on the basis o f population. Population for the

6 purpose of this section shall be as certified by the commissioner o f community and

7 regional affairs. In determining the population o f a borough, the population o f all cities

8 in the borough shall be deducted from the total population o f the borough.

9 * Sec. 12. AS 29.60 is amended by adding a new section to read:

10 Sec. 29.60.372. M IN IM UM PAYMENT, (a) I f a municipality qualifies for a

11 payment during a fiscal year under AS 29.60.010 - 29.60.080, 29.60.100 - 29.60.180,

12 29.60.290, or 29.60.350 and i f the total amount payable to the municipality under those

13 sections is less than 540,000, the department shall pay to the municipality a minimum

14 payment in an amount equal to the difference between the total amount payable under

15 those sections and 540,000.

16 (b) One-third o f the amount needed for payments under (a) o f this section shall

17 be distributed by the department from the base amount account and two-thirds o f the

18 amount needed shall be distributed from the per capita account.

19 * Sec. 13. AS 29.60.370(b) is repealed.

20 * Sec. 14. This Act takes effect July 1, 1996.

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT
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Municipal Assistance Program Base Amc unt Assessment - Boroughs - FY96

MA MA Per Capita
Municipality Population Base Amount Full Value notes:

Aleutians East 109 $7,080 $32,669 incorporated 1987, assumed same 
base amount as Haines Borough; 
False Pass base amount subtracted in 
1990

Bristol Bay* 1,1576 $13,986 $130,646
Denali 1,427 $13,986 $38,273 incorporated 1990, assumed same 

base amount as Bristol Bay Borough
Fairbanks North Star* 47,493 $566,727 $43,175
Haines* 968 $7,275 $58,230
Kenai Peninsula* 26,012 $347,211 $77,254
Ketchikan Gateway* 5,683 $32,610 $68,475
Kodiak Island* 7.112 $20,815 $57,091
Lake & Peninsula 693 $12,645 $37,171 incorporated 1989, assumed same 

base amount as Bristol Bay Borough; 
Pilot Point base amount subtracted 
(1992), Egegik base amount 
subtracted (1995)

Mat-Su* 41,067 $90,818 $43,888
North Slope* 2,472 $1,203,621 $1,333,321
Northwest Arctic 509 $7,275 $41,355 incorporated 1986, assumed same 

base amount as Haines Borough
Yakutat 691 $13,986 $37,233 incorporated 1992, assumed same 

base amount as Lake & Peninsula 
Borough

Census Area Regions in the Unorganized Borough
Populaticn
(excluding Prospective

cities in region) Bas j Amount Based on Borough:
Aleutians West 1,906 $13,986 as per Bristol Bay Borough (+330)
Bethel 5,556 $32,610 as per Ketchikan Gateway (-127)
Dillingham 253 $7,080 as per Aleutians East (+154)
Nome 0 $7,060 as per Aleutians East (-109)
Prince of Wales 1,275 $13,986 as per Denali (-152)
Skagway-Hoonah 1,131 $7,275 as perhaines (+213)
Southeast Fairbanks 5,548 $32,610 as per Ketchikan Gateway (-135)
Valdcz-Cordova 3,336 $1,203,621 as per North Slope (+864)
Wade Hampton (Yuk) 128 $7,080 as per Aleutians East (+19)
Wrangell-Petorsberg 365 $7,275 as per Northwest Arctic (-144)
Yukon-Koyukuk 2,155 $1,203,621 as per North Slope (-317)
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Com parison o f an 8% Cut to Municipal A ss is ta n c e  Paym ents Under E x is tin g  Form ula v s . "B a so  A m oun ts" Not Held H arm less

Municipality
Estimated FY 97 

MA Payments
MA Payments 
With 8% Cut S$ Difference % Difference

MA Baso Amounts 
Not Held Harmless 

With 8% Cut
$$ Difference % Difference

Relative 
$$ Difference

Rclatlvo 
% Difference

City ol Akhiok S3.274 $2,934 ($340) -10.38% $3,012 ($262) •8.00% $78 2.38%
Cily of Akiak S 1.486 $10,124 ($1,362) ■11.86% $10,567 ($919) -8.00% $443 3.86%
City of Akulan $15,701 $13,846 ($1,855) -11.81% $14,445 ($1,256) -8.00% $599 3.81%
Cily of Alakanuk $26,699 $24,128 ($2,571) -9.63% $24,563 ($2,136) •8.00% $435 1.63%
Cily of Aloknagik $6,915 $6,140 ($775) -11.21% $6,362 ($553) -8.00% $222 3.21%
Aleutians East Borough $10,875 S10,420 ($455) -4.18% $10,005 ($870) -8.00% ($415) -3.82%
Cily of AUakake! 55,705 $5,037 (S668) -11.71% $5,249 ($456) ■8.00% $212 3.71%
Cily ol Ambler $11,594 S10,279 ($1,315) -11.34% $10,665 ($928) -8.00% $387 3,34%
City of Anaktuvuk Pass $10,461 $9,218 ($1,243) -11.88% $9,624 ($837) -8.00% $406 3.88%
Municipality of Anchorage S14.061.530 $12,964,382 ($1,097,148) -7.80% $12,936,608 ($1,124,922) -8.00% ($27,774) •0.20%
City of Anderson $23,558 $20,894 ($2,664) -11.31% $21,673 ($1,885) -8.00% $779 3.31%
City of Angoon S24.275 $21,718 (S2.557) -10.53% $22,333 ($1,942) -8.00% $615 2.53%
Cily ol Aniak $23,853 $21,380 ($2,473) -10.37% $21,945 ($1,908) -8.00% $565 2.37%
City ol Anvlk $3,509 $3,100 ($409) -11.66% $3,228 ($281) -8.00% $128 3.66%
City of Atka $3,544 $3,131 (S413) -11.65% $3,260 ($284) -8.00% $129 3.65%
City of Atqasuk $25,563 $24,571 ($992) -3.88% $23,518 ($2,045) -8.00% ($1,053) -4.12%
City of Barrow $174,205 $156,185 ($18,020) -10.34% $160,269 ($13,936) -8.00% $4,084 2.34%
City of Bethel $250,262 $228,151 ($22,111) -8.84% $230,241 (S20.021) -8.00% $2,090 0.84%
City of Betties $1.722 $1,577 ($145) -8.42% $1,584 ($138) -8.00% $7 0.42%
City of Brevig Mission $9,573 $8,445 ($1,128) -11.78% $8,807 (S766) -8.00% S362 3.78%
Bristol Bay Borough $60,270 $54,716 ($5,554) -9.22% $55,448 ($4,822) -8.00% $732 1.22%
City of Buckland S15.123 $13,356 ($1,767) -11.68% $13,913 ($1,210) -8.00% $557 3.68%
City of Chefornak $13,715 $12,136 ($1,579) -11.51% $12,618 (SI.097) -8.00% $482 3.51%
City of Chevak $24,430 S21.528 ($2,902) -11.88% $22,476 ($1,954) -8.00% $948 3.88%
City of Chignik S5.330 $4,730 ($600) -11.26% S4.904 ($426) -8.00% S 174 3.26%
City of Chuathbaluk $4,762 $4,230 ($532) -11.17% $4,381 ($381) -8.00% $151 3.17%
City of Coffman Cove $9,117 $8,035 ($1,082) -11.87% $8,388 ($729) -8.00% $353 3.87%
City of Cold Bay $11,910 $10,973 ($937) -7.87% $10,957 ($953) -8.00% ($16) -0.13%
City of Cordova SI 36,334 $125,405 ($10,929) -8.02% $125,427 ($10,907) -8.00% $22 0.02%
City of Craig $74,023 $65,741 ($8,282) -11.19% S68.101 ($5,922^ -8.00% $2,360 3.19%
City of Doerlng $5,893 $5,242 ($651) -11.05% $5,422 ($471) -8.00% $180 3.05%
City of Delta Junction $58,653 $55,129 ($3,524) -6.01% $53,961 ($4,692) -8.00% (S1,168) -1.99%
Denali Borough $61,724 $55,995 (S5.729) -9.28% $56,786 ($4,938) -8.00% $791 1.28%
City of Dillingham $106,735 $97,188 ($9,547) -8.94% $98,196 ($8,539) -8.00% $1,008 0.94%
City of Diomede $5,552 $4,896 (S656) -11.82% $5,108 ($444) -8.00% $212 3.82%
City of Eagte $6,012 $5,391 (S621) -10.33% S5.531 ($481) -8.00% $140 2.33%
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Comparison of an 8% Cut to Municipal Asslstanco Payments Under Existing Formula vs. "Baso Amounts" Not Held Harmless

Municipality
Estimated FY 97 

MA Payments
MA Payments 
With 8% Cut $$ Difference % Difference

MA Base Amounts 
Not Held Harmless 

With 8% Cut
$$ Difference % Difference

Relative 
$$ Difference

Relative 
% Difference

City of Eek S10.321 $9,117 ($1,204) -11.67% $9,495 ($826) -8.00% $378 3.67%
City of Ekwok S3.696 $3,261 ($435) -11.77% $3,400 ($296) -8.00% $139 3.77%
City of Ellm $10,327 $9,131 ($1,196) -11.58% $9,501 ($826) •8.00% $370 3.58%
City of Emmonak $30,118 $26,874 ($3,244) -10.77% $27,709 ($2,409) •8.00% $835 2.77%
City of Fairbanks $2,205,959 $2,066,975 ($138,984) -6.30% $2,029,482 ($176,477) -8.00% ($37,493) *1.70%
Fairbanks NSB $2,342,757 S2,129,627 ($213,130) -9.10% $2,155,336 ($187,421) -8.00% $25,709 1.10%
City ol False Pass S3,281 $2,910 ($371) -11.31% $3,019 ($262) -8.00% $109 3.31%
City of Fori Yukon $30,228 $27,407 ($2,821) •9.33% $27,810 ($2,418) -8.00% $403 1.33%
City of Galena $25,637 $23,394 ($2,243) •8.75% $23,586 ($2,051) -8.00% $192 0.75%
City of Gambell $23,705 $21,032 ($2,673) -11,28% $21,809 ($1,896) -8.00% $777 3.28%
City of Golovin $6,177 $5,513 ($664) -10,75% $5,683 ($494) -8.00% $170 2.75%
City of Goodnews Bay $9,074 S7.992 ($1,082) -11.92% $8,348 ($726) -8.00% $356 3.92%
City of Grayling $7,923 $7,021 ($902) -11.38% $7,289 ($634) -8.00% $268 3.38%
Cily of Halnos $69,505 $63,572 ($5,933) -8.54% S63.945 ($5,560) -8.00% $373 0.54%
Haines Borough $40,862 $36,831 ($4,031) -9.86% $37,593 ($3,269) -8.00% $762 1.86%
City of Holy Cross $11,134 $9,904 ($1,230) -11.05% $10,243 ($891) -8.00% $339 3.05%
City of Homer $208,628 $191,037 ($17,591) -8.43% $191,938 ($16,690) -8.00% $901 0.43%
City of Hoonah $39,032 $35,189 (S3,e43) -9.85% $35,909 ($3,123) -8.00% $720 1.85%
City of Hooper Bay S37.788 $33,549 ($4,239) -11.22% $34,765 ($3,023) -8.00% $1,216 3.22%
City of Houston $35,559 $31,490 ($4,069) -11.44% $32,714 ($2,845) -8.00% $1,224 3.44%
City of Hughes $2,847 $2,51 c ($332) -11.66% $2,619 ($228) -8.00% $104 3.66%
City of Huslla $9,696 $8,611 ($1,085) -11.19% $8,920 ($776) -8.00% $309 3.19%
City o* Hydaburg $16,303 $14,575 ($1,728) -10.60% S14.999 ($1,304) -8.00% $424 2.60%
City & Borough of Juneau $1,427,669 $1,301,027 ($126,642) -8.87% S I ,313,455 ($114,214) -8.00% $12,428 0.87%
City of Kachemak $14,820 $13,100 (S1.720) -11.61% $13,634 ($1,186) -8.00% $534 3.61%
City of Kake $27,142 $24,180 (S2.962) -10.91% S24.971 ($2,171) -8.00% $791 2.91 i
City of Kaktovik $8,533 $7,639 ($894) -10.48% $7,850 ($683) -8.00% $211 2.48%
City ol Kaltag S9 .115 $8,021 (S1.091) -12.00% $8,386 ($729) •8.00% $365 4.00%
City of Kasaan $1,484 $1,310 ($174) -11.73% $1,365 ($119) -8.00% $55 3.73%
City of Kenal $394,445 $364,626 ($29,819) -7.56% $362,889 ($31,556) -8.00% ($1,737) •0.44%
Kenai Peninsula Borough $1,347,372 $1,227,349 ($120,023) -8.91% $1,239,582 ($107,790) -8.00% $12,233 0.91%
City of Ketchikan $512,408 $475,986 ($36,420) -7.11% $471,415 ($40,993) -8.00% ($4,573) -0.89%
Ke'ohikan Gateway Borough $249,773 $223,712 ($26,061) -10.43% $229,791 ($1 9,982) •0.00% $6,079 2.43%
City of Klana $16,145 $14,370 ($1,775) -10.99% $14,853 ($1,292) -8.00% $403 2.99%
City of King Cove $33,019 $29,278 ($3,741) -11.33% $30,377 ($2,642) -8.00% $1,099 3.33%
City of Klvalina $12,538 S11.052 ($1,486) -11.85% $11,535 ($1,003) -8.00% $483 3.85%
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Com parison  o f an 8% Cut to Municipal A ss is ta n c e  Paym en ts Linder E x is tin g  Form ula vs. "B a se  Am oun ts" Not Held H arm le ss

Municipality
Estimated FY 97 

MA Payments
MA Paymonts 
With 8% Cut $S Olfferenco % Difference

MA Baso Amounts 
Not Hold Harmless 

With 8% Cut
SS Difference % Difference

Relative 
$S Difference

Relative 
% Difference

City of Klawock $28,459 $25,229 ($3,230) -11.35% $26,182 ($2,277) -8.00% $953 3.35%
City of Kobuk $2,873 $2,533 ($340) -11.83% $2,643 ($230) -8.00% $110 3.83%
Cily of Kodiak $432,770 $400,338 ($32,432) -7.49% $398,148 ($34,622) -0.00% ($2,190) -0.51%
Kodiak Island Borough $259,790 $231,112 ($28,678) -11.04% $239,007 ($20,783) -8.00% $7,895 3.04%
City of Kotlik 520,532 $16,199 ($2,333) •11.36% $18,889 ($1,643) -8.00% $690 3.36%
City of Kotzebue $130,465 $125,923 ($12,542) -9.06% $127,388 ($11,077) -8.00% $1,465 1,06%
City of Koyuk $10,150 $9,963 ($1,187) -11.69% $9,338 ($812) •8.00% $375 3.69%
City of Koyukuk $4,878 $4,346 (S532) -10.91% $4,488 (S390) -8.00% $142 2.91%
City of Kupreanof $851 $749 ($102) -11.99% $783 ($68) -8.00% $34 3.99%
City of Kwethluk $25,817 $22,889 ($2,928) -11.34% $23,752 ($2,065) -8.00% S863 3.34%
Lake and Peninsula Borough $45,558 $41,608 ($3,950) -8.67% $41,913 ($.3,645) -8.00% S3U5 0.67%
City of Larsen Bay $4,611 $4,057 (5554) -12.01% $4,242 (S369) -8.00% $185 4.01%
City of Lower Kalskag $11,132 $9,821 ($1.311) -11.78% S 10,241 (S091) -8.00% $420 3.78%
City of Manokotak $14,577 $12,866 ($1,711) -11.74% $13,411 ($1,166) -8.00% $545 3.74%
City of Marshall $11,092 $9,824 ($1,268) -11.43% $10,205 (S887) -8.00% $381 3.43%
Mat-Su Borough $1,540,307 S I .366,362 ($173,945) -11.29% 51,417,082 (S123.225) -8.00% $50,720 3.29%
City of McGrath $20,339 $18,300 ($2,039) -10.03% $18,712 ($1,627) -8.00% $412 2.03%
Cily of Mekoryuk $7,754 S6.852 ($902) -11.63% $7,134 ($620) -8.00% $282 3.63%
City of Mountain Village $29,197 S25.971 ($3,226) -11.05% $26,861 ($2,336) -8.00% $890 3.05%
City of Napakiak $13,109 511,722 ($1,387) -10.58% $12,060 ($1,049) -8.00% $338 2.58%
City of Napaskiak $14,344 $12,624 ($1,720) -11.99% $13,196 ($1,148) -8.00% $572 3.99%
City of Nenana $29,914 527,828 ($2,086) -6.97% $27,521 ($2,393) -8.00% ($307) -1.03%
City of New Stuyahok $15,310 $13,519 (S I ,791) -11.70% $14,085 ($1,225) -8.00% $566 3.70%
City of Newhalen $6,240 $5,517 ($723) -11.59% $5,741 ($499) -8.00% S224 3.59%
Cily of Nightmute $8,723 $5,919 (S904) -11.96% $6,185 ($538) -8.00% $266 3.96%
City of Nikolai $4,448 53,916 ($532) -11.96% $4,092 ($356) -8.00% $176 3.96%
City of Nome $194,363 $177,407 ($16,956) -8.72% $178,814 ($15,549) -8.00% $1,407 0.72%
City of Nondalton $8,833 $7,824 ($1,009) -11.42% $8,126 ($707) -8.00% $302 3.42%
City of Noorvik $22,187 $19,693 ($2,494) -11.24% $20,412 ($1,775) -8.00% $719 3.24%
City of Norlh Pole $89,827 $82,808 ($7,019) -7.81% $82,641 ($7,186) -8.00% ($167) -0.19%
North Slope Borough $1,294,770 $1,283,832 (S10,038) -0.84% $1,191,188 ($103,582) -8.00% ($92,644) -7.16%
Northwest Arctic Borough $26,711 $24,378 ($2,333) -8.73% $24,574 ($2,137) -8.00% $196 0.73%
City of Nuiqsut $14,571 $12,826 (SI.745) -11.98% $13,405 ($1,166) -8.00% $579 3.98%
City of Nulato $13,382 S11,854 (SI.528) -11.42% $12,311 ($1,071) -8.00% $457 3.42%
City of Nunapitchuk $16,486 $14,545 ($1,941) •11.77% $15,167 ($1,319) -8.00% $622 3.77%
City of Old Harbor $11,348 $10,028 ($1,320) -11.63% $10,440 ($908) -8.00% $412 3.63%
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Com parison o f on 8% Cut to Municipal A sslstanco  Paym en ts Under E x is tin g  Formula v s . "B a se  A m oun ts" Not Hold Harm loss

Municipality
Estimated FY 97 

MA Payments
MA Payments 
With 8% Cut $S Difference % Difference

MA Base Amounts 
Not Held Harmless 

With 8% Cut
$$ Difference % Difference

Relativo 
S$ Difference

Relative 
% Difference

City of Ouzinkie $9,517 $8,415 ($1,102) •11.58% $8,756 ($761) -8.00% $341 3.58%
City ol Palmer $200,907 $103,202 ($17,625) -8.77% $184,834 ($16,073) •8.00% $1,552 0.77%
City of Pelican $10,318 $9,428 ($890) -8.63% $9,493 ($825) •8.00% $65 0.63%
City of Petersburg $162,462 S148.204 ($14,258) -8.78% $149,465 ($12,997) •8.00% $1,261 0.78%
Cily of Pilot Point $3,778 $3,378 ($400) •10.59% $3,478 ($302) -8.00% $98 2.59%
Cily of Pilot Station $18,025 $16,599 ($2,226) ■11.82% $17,319 (31.506) -8.00% $720 3.82%
City of Platinum $2,077 $1,889 ($108) -9.05% 51,911 ($166) -8.00% $22 1.05%
City of Point Hope $29,098 $26,021 ($3,077) •10.57% $26,770 ($2,328) -8.00% $749 2.57%
City of Port Alexander $4,194 $3,726 ($468) -11.16% S3,858 ($336) •8.00% $132 3.16%
Cily of Port Holden $4,707 $4,171 ($536) -11.39% $4,330 ($377) •8.00% $159 3.39%
City of Port Lions $9,661 $8,541 ($1,120) -11.59% $8,888 ($773) -8.00% $347 3.59%
City ol Quinhagak S20.164 $17,828 ($2,336) -11.59% $18,551 ($1,613) -8.00% $723 3.59%
City of Ruby $8,21 5 $7,321 ($894) -10.88% $7,558 ($657) •8.00% $237 2.88%
City of Russian Mission $10,508 $9,252 ($1,256) -11.95% $9,667 ($841) -8.00% $415 3.95%
City of Sand Point $39,522 $35,312 ($4,210) -10.65% $36,360 ($3,162) -8.00% $1,048 2.65%
City of Savoonga $23,763 $21,192 ($2,571) -10.82% $21,862 ($1,901) -8.00% $670 2.82%
City of Saxman $15,385 $13,674 ($1,711) -11.12% $14,154 ($1,231) -8.00% S480 3.12%
City of Scammon Bay $15,945 $14,097 ($1,848) -11.59% $14,669 ($1,276) -8.00% S572 3.59%
City of Selawik S24.034 $21,276 ($2,758) -11.48% $22,111 ($1,923) •8.00% $835 3.48%
City of Seldovla $17,303 $15,881 ($1,422) -8.22% $15,919 ($1,384) -8.00% S38 0.22%
City of Seward $153,240 $140,327 (S12,913) -8.43% $140,981 ($12,259) -8.00% $654 0.43%
City of Shageluk $5,276 $4,663 (S613) -11.62% $4,854 (S422) -8.00% S191 3.62%
City of Shaktoolik $7,166 $6,319 ($047) -11.82% $6,593 ($573) -8.00% $274 3.82%
City of Sheldon Point $5,895 $5,201 ($694) -11.77% $5,423 ($472) -8.00% $222 3.77%
City of Shishmaref $19,980 $17,699 ($2,281) -11.42% $18,382 ($1,598) -8.00% $683 3.42%
City of Shungnak $9,819 S8.709 ($1,030) -10.49% S9.033 ($786) -8.00% $244 2.49%
City and Borough of Silka $457,721 $418,590 ($39,131) -8.55% $421,103 ($36,618) -8.00% $2,513 0.55%
City of Skagway $50,343 S46.892 ($3,451) -6.85% $46,316 ($4,027) •8.00% ($576)
City of Soldotna $244,536 $227,554 (S16.982) -6.94% S224.973 ($19,563) -8.00% ($2,581) -1.0- J
City of St. George $7,053 $6,223 ($830) -11.77% $6,489 ($564) •8.00% $266 3.77%
City of St. Mary's $17,606 $15,567 ($2,039) -11.58% $16,198 ($1,408) -8.00% $631 3.58%
City of St. Michael $16,201 $14,750 ($1,451) -8.96% $14,905 ($1,296) -8.00% $155 0.96%
City of St. Paul S27.707 $24,442 ($3,265) -11.78% $25,490 ($2,217) -8.00% $1,048 3.78%
City of Stebblns $17,164 $15,142 ($2,022) -11.78% $15,791 ($1,373) •8.00% $649 3.78%
City of Tanana $14,698 $13,204 ($1,494) •10.16% $13,522 ($1,176) •8.00% $318 2.16%|
City of Teller $9,890 $8,724 (S1.166) •11.79%| $9,099 ($791) -8.00% S375 3.79%
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Comparison of an 8% Cut to Municipal Assistanco Payments Under Existing Formula vs. "Base Amounts" Not Held Harmless

Municipality
Estimated FY 97 

MA Payments
MA Payments 
With 8% Cut $$ Difference % Difference

MA Base Amounts 
Not Held Harmless 

With 8% Cut
SS Difference % Difference

Relatlvo 
S$ Difference

Relative 
% Difference

Cily ol Tenakee Springs $5,331 
Cily o( Thorne Bay $24,180 
Cily of Togiak $29,521

S4.058 ($473) -8.87% 
$21,414 ($2,766) -11.44% 
$26,350 (S3.171) -10.74%

$4,905 ($426) -8.00% 
$22,246 ($1,934) -8.00% 
$27,159 (S2.362) -8.00%

$47 0.87% 
$832 3.44% 
$809 2.74%

Cily ol Toksook Bay $19,346 
Cily of Unalakleet $31,196 
Cily of Unalaska $152,307 
Cily ol Upper Kalskag $7,804 
Cily of Valdez $526,718

$17,132 ($2,214) -11.44% 
$27,944 ($3,252) -10.42% 

$134,929 ($17,378) -11.41% 
$7,021 ($783) -10.03% 

$507,697 ($19,021) -3.61%

$17,798 ($1,548) -8.00% 
$29,700 ($2,496) -8.00% 

SI 40.122 ($12,185) -8.00% 
$7,180 ($624) -8.00% 

$484,581 ($42,137) -8.00%

$666 3.44% 
$756 2.42% 

S5,193 3.41% 
$159 2.03% 

($23,116) -4.39%
Cily of Wainwright $19,655 
Cily of Wales $6,137 
Cily of Wasilla $218,923 
City of White Mountain $7,443 
Cijy of Whittier $11,707

$17,344 ($2,311) -11.76% 
$5,400 ($737) -12.01% 

$199,196 ($19,727) -9.01% 
$6,553 ($890) -11.96% 

$10,498 (S1,209) -10.33%

$18,083 ($1,572) -8.00% 
$5,646 ($491) -8.00% 

$201,409 ($17,514) -8.00% 
$6,848 ($595) -8.00% 

$10,770 ($937) -8.00%

$739 3.76% 
$246 4.01% 

$2,213 1.01% 
$295 3.96% 
$272 2 33%

City of Wrangoll $136,653 
City and Borough of Yakuta' $42,395

$124,915 ($11,738) -8.59% 
$38,986 ($3,409) -8.04%

$125,721 ($10,932) -8.00% 
$39,003 ($3,392) -8.00%

$806 0.59% 
$17 0.04%
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EFFECTS OF CSS020 ON FY 96 SRS/MA EffJTTLEMENTS (NO CASE AMOUNT HOLD HARMLESS • S40.000 OVERALL MINIMUM EMTTTVEMEMT)

M unicipality
Actual FY 96 

SRS SS
Actual r v  96 

MA SS
Actual FY96 

MA/SRS 
Total 5$

CSS020 
FY 96 

SRS 5$

CSSB20 
FY 96 SAFE S$ 

(No Mold Harmless

CSSB20 
SRS/SAFE $$ 
Pro Mln Enl.

% Change 
From Current 

Program*

C5S020 
Minimum Enl. 

Add«On

CSSQ20 
Minimum Enl. 

Prorated

CSSB20 
FV 96 SAFE SS 

Prorated

CSS020 
SAFE $$ 

Final Payment

CSSB20 
SR5/5AFE SS 

Total Payment

% Change 
From Current 

Program*

City oi aihiok S24.7J4 S3.569 $28.323 $24,754 S3.647 $28,401 0.20% 511.599 $11,531 $3,626 $15,157 $39,911 40.91%

C.ry ol S31 310 $11.025 $42,035 $31,010 $11,396 $42,406 0.08% $0 SO $11.330 $11,330 $42,340 0.73%

Cily o* /.»j?an S29.752 517,789 S47.541 $29,752 Sta.087 $48,139 t .20% $0 SO $18 260 $18,280 $48,032 1.03%

C.ry »sl * i»anuk $35,685 $27,963 $03,640 $35,685 S2B.38B $04,073 0.67% SO 50 $28,223 $28,223 $63,908 0.41%

$29 463 57,415 $36,803 529,468 57,626 $37,094 0 57% $2,906 S?,d89 57.581 $10,471 $39*939 6 28%

Aleutian •. last Boiougn S86.669 $11,049 $99,718 580.669 510.692 $99,361 •0.30% $0 SO S10.630 510.630 $99,299 •l) 42%

C.fy oi iiMnaket $32,309 $7,056 $39,945 $32,009 $7,288 $40,177 0.50% $0 so S7.246 $7,240 $40,135 0.48%

City ol z- c<er S4C.20S $11.450 $51,650 $40,200 i l l . 784 $51,990 0 85% $0 SO St 1.715 SI 1.715 S51.921 0.51%

C.ry o» -‘ rifctuvok Pass S3! 720 S11.320 $43 040 $31,720 $11,706 $43,426 0.90% $0 SO S11.638 $11,630 $43,350 0 74%

S7.1BB.TlB $13,900,220 $21,158,344 57,198,118 $13,932,354 $21,130,472 •013% $0 so S1 J. 451.320 513,351,328 521,049,446 •051%

C»ty o* totianon s .:: 297 $25,025 $58,322 $33,297 $25,758 $59,055 1.26% $0 so $25,600 $25,608 $58,905 1 00%

C.ty nl S23.262 $29,360 $52,042 $23,282 $30,077 $53,359 1.36% $0 so $29,902 S29.902 S53.184 1.03%

C-!y ol ~r.ak 556.080 $24,112 $00.19? 556.080 $24,615 $80,695 0.63% $0 so $24,472 524.472 $60,552 0.45%

C.fy of *i.rk $32,320 $3,199 S36.019 532.820 53,300 $30,120 0 28% $3,980 S3,858 S3.261 $7,130 539,9.58 10 94%

C.fy Ol - to $30 869 53,600 $34J469 530,869 $3,715 $34,584 0 33% $5,416 $5,385 $3,093 $9,078 ____$39,947 15.89%

C.ry 0» A |;isuk S3’ 720 $26,038 $57,750 331.720 S25.133 550.853 -1.57% $0 SO S24.987 524.987 $56,707 •1 32%

C.ry of 3 arrow S1 13 229 $169,183 5279,412 5110.229 S 172.580 5282.609 1 22% 50 SO $171,577 $171,577 $281,806 0 86%

jc.fy o» 3 e fo t $30 ..407 $248,407 $553,814 $305,407 S250.170 $555,577 0.32% SO $0 $248.71$ 5248.715 $554.122 0 06%

C.fy of Eertfes 533.335 $2,982 $35,917 $33,835 $2,101 $35,936 0 05% $4,064 $4,040 $2,069 $6,129 $39,964 11.27%

532.*44 $9,022 $4 1,566 532,544 $9,320 $41,304 0 72% SO $0 $9,266 59.280 $41,510 0.59%

Bristol 0 iy  Borauon 153.699 371.374 $128,073 $50,699 572.403 $129,102 0 00% SO SO $71. $71,902 5(20.681 0 47*.

C.r/ of 3uc*tar»cJ 546.690 $14,241 $60,931 $46,690 $14,697 $61,387 0 75% SO $0 S U .611 $14.61 1 $61,301 0 01%

C ry ol Cr'tfom.iK $30,835 512,792 $43,077 530,085 $13,181 $44,066 0 89% SO so S13.?04 $13,104 $43,909 0 72%

C.fy o/ Cf’cvakr S30.296 523.729 $54,025 $30,296 $24,534 $54,030 1 49% $0 so $24,391 524,391 $54,587 1 23%

$29,922 $7,284 S37.206 $29,922 $7,504 $37,426 0.59% $2,574 52,559 IZaBj|p 510,0V) $39,941 7.35%

C.fy o' 532.444 54.699 $37,143 $32,444 $4,629 S37.273 0.35% $2,727 $2,71 1 $4,601 $ 7,512 539.9*6 7.57%

C»fy ol CarfmJn Cove $56,863 $8,738 $05,601 $56,863 $9,032 565.9 JS 0 45% $0 SO $8,960 $8,380 $65,843 0 37%

City ol C . i  Bay $29 916 $8,477 $38,393 529.916 S8.343 $30,259 •0 J5% $1,741 $1,731 $8,294 $10,025 539.941 4.03%

C.ty o» 3o»oova $205,706 5129,622 $ 34 5,530 5205.708 $139,963 $345,671 0.04% $0 SO $139,149 5139.149 $344,857 0 19%

City oi C*ug 563,729 $60,062 $123,782 $63,720 $61,639 $125,359 1 27% $0 SO 161,310 $01,280 $ 125*000 0 98%

C.fy of 3eer.ng $52.989 S6.257 S59.245 $52,988 $6,426 $59,414 0.29% SO so $6,389 $6,389 $59,377 0 22%

C.fy of Seifa Junction $28,797 $57,180 $85,977 $28,797 $56,106 SB4.903 •1.25% $0 so 555,700 555,760 $84,577 • 1 63%

Denai. trrough $31,720 $65,948 597.668 $31,720 $66,788 $98,508 0 86% $0 so $66,400 $66,400 $ 9 9 .12C 0.46%

C-ry oi g ingham $112.2*9 St07.292 S2 19.548 $112 256 $108,193 $220,449 0.41% $0 so $107,564 5107.504 $219,820 0 12%

C.ty ol > vn*ce $31 ?20 $6,207 537,927 $31,720 $6,416 $38,136 0 55% $1,864 Si ,053 SO. 3 7 6 $0,232 $39,952 _  5 34%

C.ty of Sag* $26 815 56.879 533.694 $26,815 $7,032 $33,847 0 45% $6,153 S 6 .H 8 S6.991 S13. f 09 $39,924 tfl 49%

C.ty oi Em $31,962 59.788 $40,650 $31,062 $10,101 $41,163 0.77% SO SO $10,042 510.042 541.104 0 67%

C*fy Ol E«w«;k $29,463 $3,464 $32,932 $29,468 $3,578 $33,046 0 34% $6,954 SO.914 S3.55 7 510.471 $39,939 21 28%

City of Em $33,227 S10.921 $44,148 $33,227 $11,265 $•4 ,492 0 78% $0 SO SI 1.199 511.199 S44.42G 0.63%

C.ty ol E-vnonak 556,456 S32*S50 $69,006 $56,456 $33,366 S09J22 0 92% $0 $0 533,172 533,172 _______$89,629 0 70%

C.fy of Fa"D«rk! $577 362 $2,259,666 52,837.030 $577,362 $2,220,739 52.806.101 • 1 09% $0 so I2 .2 tS .7 7 fl $2,215,770 $7,793,140 •1 55%

Fa*ftarks *<SB $1,913,414 $2,296,109 54,209.523 $1,913,414 $2,316,967 $4,230,381 0 50% SO so $2.303.492 S2.303.492 $4,216,906 0.18%

C.ty of Fj-u* Pass $29,468 $3,472 $32,940 $29,460 $3,573 533.041 0 31% $6,959 S0.910 $3,553 $10,471 $39,939 21 25%

$92,415 533,259 $125,674 $92^415 $33,718 $126,133 3 37% SO $0 $33,822 $33,522 51?5*937 0 21%

City of O i *~a 549.920 $32,783 $82,663 $49,920 $33 181 $83,101 0.51% SO SO 532.968 532.988 S82.9C3 0 2 7%

C.ty of GarteH $32,895 $22,042 $54,937 $32,095 $22,663 555.558 1.13% SC so 522.531 522.531 $55,420 0 69%

C-ty Of Ocwjv.n $33,255 $6,179 $39,434 533.255 56.328 $39,583 0 38% $417 5415 $8,291 $6,706 $39,901 1 34%

C-7 of O xorew s Bay $30,575 $9,751 $40,326 $30,575 S10.0Q5 $40,060 0 83% SC to $10,027 510.027 $40,602 0.68%

C.ty Of 'jr*w,nq $32,745 $7,359 $40,104 $32,745 $7,574 $40,319 0 54% SO $0 $7*530 $74530 $40,275 0.43%

C.ty o< -a.nes 554.335 $75,449 $129,704 554.335 $75,983 $130,318 0 41% so so $75.$41 575.541 $129,876 0 07%

Hamcs S cn?ugn $23,581 $42,523 $71,104 $28,581 $43,248 $71,829 1.02% so so $42,996 $42,996 $71,577 0.67%

C.fy ol u& i Cross $32,030 $10,825 $42,063 $32,030 $11,111 $43,149 0.67% SO so $11,047 $11.047 $43,085 0 52%

C.ty of Homer $179,642 $220,406 $400,048 $179,642 S221.6C6 $401,240 0.30% SO so 5220,317 S220.317 5399 .9*9 •0 02%

C.ty of Hoonan $93 282 $40,434 $133,716 $93,282 $41,113 $134,395 0 f.1% SO so $40.87$ $40,87.1 S134,155 0.33%

C.ty of H;<oer Bay $31,547 $35,235 $66,782 $31,547 $36,210 $07,757 1 48% SO so 535.999 535.999 $67,346 1.14%

City cf Hxatcn $35,894 $33,624 $60,518 $35,894 $34,627 $70,521 1.44% SO so 534.420 $34,426 $70,320 1 15%

City of H-jgnes $32,019 $2,375 $34,994 $32,619 $2,449 $35,060 0 21% $4,932 $4,903 $2,435 $7,338 $39,957 14 16%

C.ty of m u ii a $33,066 $9,464 $43,332 $33,868 $9 726 $43,594 0 01% SO $0 $9,670 $9,670 $43,538 0 47%

C.ty._of_H/caDurg_____ $22,369 $ !7 r270 $39,059 $22,389 S IT  675 $40,064 1 :2% SO SO ____ $17.572 $17,572 SDV.Ofll ______ 0 .7 0 V

P o ian tlil Im ere ti Earnings From Early SAFE Payment

FY 96 SAFE SS CS3D20 % Change
at S% Interest SRS/SAFE $$ From Current
lor 6 Months Plus Internal Program*

$3 70 $40,289 42.25%
$282 $42,023 1.40%
$456 $48,488 1.99%
$704 $64,611 1.51%

___________$261__ 5 4 0,200 ____________ BJJ9V
$265 $99,564 •0.15%
$181 $40,316 0.93%!
$292 552.213 1 08%
$290 $43,648 1.41%

$049,334 52-.394.701 1.12%
SC30 559.544 2.09%
$745 $53,929 2.45%
$610 $01,162 1 21%
$1 78 $40,136 11.43%

___________S27G $40,173__ I f i 55%
$023 S5 7.330 •C 74%

54.278 $786,083 2.39%
56.201 $560,323 1 10%

$153 $40,117 11.69%
$231 $47,041 1.14%

$1,795 SI 30,4:0 l  88%
5364 $61,666 1 21%
$727 S44.310 I 46%
S60B S55.295 2.35%
$250__ $40,191 8 07%
$10 7 $40,143 a 06%
$224 $66,067 0.71%
$250 $40,191 4 68%

$3,469 $346,326 0 81%
$1,526 _____ $176,528 2 22%

$159 $59.5 36 (J 49%
51.391 $05,967 0.01%
51.655 S9P.775 2 16%
S2.682 $227,502 1 35%

$205 $40,157 S 8«%
5377 $40,251 19 46%
S250 $41,355 1 24%
5261 $40,200 22.07%
S279 S44.70S 1 28%

________ $827 _ __$90,4 $5 1 6  3%
$55,243 $2.8 9.383 0.40%
$57,430 54.274,330 1,54%

S261 $40,230 22 04%
S?3G 5120,773 0 87%
5822 $63 ,730 1.27%
5562 S55.988 1.91%
$167 $40,128 1.76%
$250 $40.85? 1.30%
$186 $40.462 ___________ 0 J 9 y

51.303 S131,759 1 32%
51.072 $72 ,049 2 17%

$275 $43,300 1.16%
$5,493 $405,452 1.35%
$JjO 19 5135,175 I 09%

$898 $68,444 2*49%
$858 $71,178 2.39%
$183 $40,140 14.70%
$241 $43,779 1.03%
$436 _$4QI3Q9 1 07%

7/14/00 12 77 PM



EFPi'CTS OF C3SB20 ON FY 90 SRS/MA ENTITLEMENTS (NO BASE AMOUNT MOLO HARMLESS • 140.000 OVERALL MINIMUM ENTITLEMENT) Poiini'al Intanil Carr'nga From Early SAFE Payment

1 Municipality
Actual FV 90 
SRS SS

Actual FY 96 
MA SS

Actual Fy*6 
MA/SRH 
Total S$

CSSB20 
FV 09 
SRS $S

C8S020 
FV 06 SAFE SS

CSSB20 
SRS/SAFE $$ 
Pra Min fnl.

% Chang* 
From Cwrranf

CSSD70 
Minimum fnt. Add-On

C3SB20 
Minimum Ent 
Proraiad

CSS820 
FV 94 SAFE 1$
Proraiad

CSSB29 
SAFE 1$ Final Payment

CSSD20 
SRS/SAFE SS Total Paymani

% Chang* 
From Curranl
PrOQrami

iCv t i.'Ovgn ol Jun»au St.43l.iOS $3,149,297 $1,710,101 $1,442,161 13.160.262 0 33\ to 10 $1,433,784 $1,433,794 13.151.695 0 06%
C *» rt<;r*m*k $14,058 $39,170 $24,514 115.118 $39,637 1 10% $369 1346 $15,030 $15,396 139.910 1 fl?%
|Cfr :i $30,058 $64,026 $93,970 $30,852 $64,627 0 'J4\ 10 $0 $30 073 $30,073 $84,043 0 73%
C.fy «aMOvik 19.314 $41,034 $11,720 $9,526 $41 240 0 52% to $0 $9 471 $9,471 $41,191 0 38%
C*y V <6»1»fl____ ____ 19/40 $42,323 133.103 $9.460_ $47,64) 0 70% $0 $0 $4,405 $9,405 542,508 0 03%
O ff *J • naan S 1.009 $25,274 $23,605 $ 1 724 $75 321 0 22% $14,971 $14 ‘.Aft $1 M4 $10,300 139,905 57 60%
•C'r ci * cnju 1394,049 $623,654 1229.905 1392.515 1022.370 •0 75% $0 10 1393.233 1390.233 $020,036 0 61%
rrii ?#n.niuia Borough St.294.390 $3,102,979 ;i 906.582 $1,303,244 S3.111.626 <3 20% $0 $0 H 295 495 51 295.665 $3,104,247 0 04%
C-fy * <fich*kAn 1531.032 $932,737 $401.70$ $527 612 1929.367 0 36\ $0 so 5524 413 $574,013 1 >26,316 0 60%
•fft'/vmn Gateway $239,5 47 *441.161 1703.614 $744,507 $440,121 I $0 so $243.045 $243,095 $446,699 0 00%
City ' • ana S 16.030 $49,909 $16,446 $40 220 O 46% lo 10 $10 352 $10,332 $49,130 0 66%
(C-% ■! Cob 135.089 $63,991 $48,902 536,124 $65,026 1 23% 10 10 135 114 135. $14 $64,018 0 98%
C.*y .« $13 706 $69,605 150.069 $14,169 $70,266 0 69% 10 so $14 068 $14,066 $70,105 0 54%
C-fy oi 4 awock S29.170 $65,777 $36 599 130.037 $68,036 1 31% 10 $0 $29 IC) $29 963 $66,462 1 04%
iGty •• • > $3,508 $36,991 133,43) m.rao 137.112 0 33% 12.694 $7,171 13 666 14.539 $39,06? 0 03%

$432 193 1593.903 H0O.91O $4)1.064 1591.994 0 32% i 9 10 $420 577 $420,577 $569,487 0 74%
<>?*• *.and Bomvgi $279,767 $770,142 $490,355 $207,394 $7/r. 743 0 41% to 1C 1705 723 $:03,723 1776 076 0 77%
'C.ty :• ̂ci *k $20,941 $51,876 $30 905 $21,559 $57 444 1 19% 10 so 12' 434 $21,434 152.319 0 95%
•̂ry :* *otrabut $143,331 $352 $29 $209,197 1144.76) $353 980 0 41% so 10 $143 141 $14) 341 $35). 136 0 1 7%
(C ”/ •'oyvk $10,467 $47,957 137/J0 H0.627 $43,797 0 74% 10 $0 $10,704 $10,704 $43,234 O 05%
C *v <0ytkuk I* ’4? $37,309 132.167 $5,270 $37,443 0 36% 17 5$? $: $62 $5 245 $7,707 $39,954 7 09%
C-fy mJ  <uCf9kT0f 1674 $24,503 $2) 629 1905 $74,534 0 13% $1$.4«4 $15 3?» S9C0 $♦9 275 S3? ? = 4 02 05%
C*t> <«r#fWgk $24,767 $55,091 $30,334 $25 475 $55,909 1 30% $0 $0 $75 32? $25 32? $55,661 1 03%
La*# k'-a P#n4/*u4 Bc-fwg 145/67 $290 395 $240,333 $45.41$ $290,649 0C9% $0 19 $4$ »5I 545.151 1290,364 0 03%
C.y jrjfo Bay _ 24 $6,571 $30,015 124.514 $5,700 1)0,790 0 95% $9,720 13.44) flJJI $'5,390 139,910 32 60%
C *. SM.205 142.712 $31,507 $11.57! $43,092 0 9 7% to 10 ll'.5O0 14).OH 0 71%
ic ?r V MancAcdk $15 649 146.500 123.651 H6.I64 $40 015 l 13% 10 10 $10 070 $»0 0/0 $45,921 0 92%
jc ?y '.1 Marsnai $11,556 $42,441 $30 98$ $11,905 $42,700 0 02% 10 to $M $36 $11,036 $4 2.721 0 06%
;Ma* I* Sorougn S1.S46.207 13.364,964 $1,776 057 $1,832 10Q_ $3,410.04? 1 )?% $0 $0 $1,422 49? $1,427,007 $3,401,354 1 00%
|Gfy uc<}raff> $22,212 $59,771 $34,559 $27 '36 $57,197 0 75% $Q 10 $22,304 12? 508 157.065 0 52%
jC % :• 17.411 $36 605 131.204 $7,7*9 $'9,923 0 41% $» 377 $».9?1 1? 074 $1,745 139.949 3 27%
jC*y '-I Mouru* V.neg* $30,679 $67,291 131 012 $31.51) 163.122 1 33% 10 $0 $3! 327 131.32? $A2 039 1 04%
Ic v :• Sipak.au $13 563 144.902 1)1.339 $») 070 $45,715 O 73% $0 10 $13 ?9$ It) 719 145.134 0 52%
.Cv :» NaptiA** $13,379 $44,204 $30,985 $13,645 $44,730 i 35% $0 $0 $') 76a $13,744 144,049 0 07%
(C V ***nana $31,033 $84. ns $53,702 $30.80) 144.505 O 27% 10 $0 $39 023 130.623 504 325 •0 48%
,C*y ;* ‘*t« SVyaN.# SIS.527 $44 70$ 129 4*6 $18,039 $45,499 1 12% 10 10 $15 1)? $11 937 ;«5 405 0 91%
C-*y *♦ 16 947 $30,713 $29 766 $7 168 $30.9)4 0 60% $3 ;«• 1) £40 $7 17? 1»0.I74 139 940 0 70%
C.fy o* Vghtmuta $6,356 $36 931 $30.5/9 19 577 1)7.152 0 90% $2 040 12 132 19 538 $9 370 139.945 • 10%
' t SI $3,946 $30,170 1)7.222 $4,094 $30,309 O 38% $3,994 $18?) 1* OfO $7.73) $30,955 10 4 7%

$705,411 $537 347 1)76.929 1207 030 $333,995 O 33% $0 10 $201 131 1205 63i $5)2.700 0 00%
Cff '> •.•y'oatco $6.4 1 $47,405 139.627 19.10) $47,730 0 58% 10 10 $9 050 19.050 $47.07? 0 45%
C-iy oi s»r..i $21.' $73,133 $51,037 $21,771 $»3.73$ <3 81% 10 10 12* 044 121 844 $73 031 0 04%
C% 5* ScaV» Rc*a $11.1/0 $120.241 $20 971 $91,494 $i2*> |S$ 09?% 10 10 $02 952 190 052 $110,023 •0 51%
Nor?* Ŝop Roô f' $1,293,*)$ LUPijja $i 2 17.5)2 $i,3|4,!09 _ 4 44% $0 $0 $i 2)5.400 ___ 11,.*35.40) $ 1.58 ?,45 ? $ 20%- ' . ». 'CwW- ■ iNo/T»#M Arctic 8oruû i 17$.909 $210,799 $21,949 1200 y)t 0 01% » 3 10 $25 709 125 790 1290.700 0 00%
Cfy 0i S ngtut $14,066 $46,606 $31,720 114.178 $48.2 y 6 1 07% to to $14 891 114.401 140.?i! 0 00%
C**y ;i N̂Mo $14,049 $47 317 1)3 288 114.473 $47,741 0 90% $0 10 $14 300 114 300 $47,016 0 ?2%
C-V > NuftaiMChuk 40. $16,517 $63,222 $40,705 117.062 $0)767 0 98% 10 10 $10 90) 110 90) $0) 060 0 71%
C-ry c* •>) Ma«T»y _ $11,976 130,$92 124,904 |J| 13* V 3 t 01% f)/4? ____M.Oil $• $’1,006. 130.412 _ 0 ’0%
C~*r ;i 4‘ $0 376 133.172 124 794 1* 6)7 1 3 431 0 ?l% 10 $99 $« 131 11 58? HS.fl? $30,911 20 32%
C-ry ci * i«#f $169 934 $430.62) 1240 909 $100,007 14)1.160 0 73% 10 $0 $109 797 $‘•0 ft? $439 400 0 03%
Oy or ,**can 111 944 $36,477 $?« 9)3 $11,747 136 510 0 70% $3 *13 $3 4CO HV979 11$.079 1)0.012 • 42%
Cry -i ?t*aac*.Tg $190,149 1406,124 17)7.071 11C9 449 $407.42? 0 37% 10 $0 |t|| 40) $108.49) $400,441 0 00%
£Tr_ :* Pô t_ ____J4JJ7. 13J/90 130.489 $4,719 $ )).0t 7 ____M l* 18.)l) If 770 14/04 $30,030 . _«0 90%
Cry * >** Sukr fll,9!9 150.010 1)1.090 $10 $? J $90.04) • 77% 13 $0 $19 4)0 $19 4)9 $50 129 1 04%
Cfy :* •'itrum $2,300 1)4 059 1)1.766 $2,917 1)4 :•) 008% 15 |i 7 If 103 17 )D 16.190 139.912 1? 31%
Cfy * *'/#* Hap* $29 091 $60 lit 1)1.723 120 746 164.469 « 08% 10 10 120 1?) 120 9?) $01 20) 0 70%
C-ry y *»oH lUianor $4,990 $29,216 S3)626 $4,116 $79 140 0 ac% lit 852 $11 144 $4 891 $10 2?0 131 03* 41 41%
C-i -/ioi . iw i___ a $5.04$ 1)7,360 1)2.324 19.109 0 4?% || •» $7 415 $1/86 $?.0I* l)39.03$ 9 12%

FV 90 SAFE $$ 
at 5% inttrail 
tor 8 MoMhi

CSSB20 
SRS/SAFE 1$ 
Plua Interrat

% Chang* 
From Curranl 

P-OQrama

135.74/ $3,187 941 1 22%
$364 $40,294 2 07%
$705 $85 407 1 64%
$236 141 42? 0 «8%
S/14 $4/02? 1 10%
$406 $40 3! ‘ 59 50%
$9,720 1029 ?07 0 95%
$32,303 $3,136 510 1 00%
113.079 $939 397 0 71%
$6,060 _ $452,700 2 17%
$400 $49 534 1 50%
$695 $85 711 2 05%
$351 $70 537 1 «• *
$745 $67,236 2 17%

$40 i?5 0 47%
$10,005 $600 172 1 00%
$7,123 $703 231 1 70%
$5)4 $5? 633 1 98%
13 569 $356 727 119%
$200 f .O 1 7?%
$194 $40. • « 1 7 61%
$406 $40 310 64 51%
$631 $!6 297 7 10%
$1 126 1291.159 0 36%
1304 $40 293 33 93%
$28? $43 3:? 1 30%
$401 $46)21 1 01%
$295 $43 010 1 38%

$40,456 $3,411.11? 2 29%
$57 026 1 51%

$218 $40 '$? 3 63%
$ ? • ! $ c3 .? :o 2 29%
$344 $45 471 l  28%
1) 1 ) $44.99) 1 65%
$703 $a: : • $ 0 42%
$19? $45.0)3 1 70%
$254 140.194 9 40%
1234 140 170 6 70%
$193 $40/41 11 00%
$5,132 $537 l>2 1 04%
1226 $47,903 0 92%
1140 174.141 1 36%

1121.191 1 37%
$30,054 l U f i U ! • ) 47%
104) 1211.4)1 ; 23%
$361 146 572 ‘ 97%
1)59 $40,015 1 40%
$42) 164 091 1 37%
»7I_ 140.216 10 13%
$37? H ') 240 21 45%
14.732 14)0.210 1 07%
1376 140.219 •0 45%
$4 200 1410.041 111%
$201 $4o.:co 10 68%
$405 sit j»4 2 01%
1204 $40,146 17 91%
17)7 102.0)0 2 01%
1408 $40,111 47 05%
$190 $ *0.1 40 ? 43%

2 < : : r pv



EFFECTS OF CSSB20 ON FY 95 SR5/MA ENTITLEMENTS (NO BASE AMOUNT HOLD HARMLESS • $40 000 OVERALL MINIMUM ENTlTt EMENT) Potential In tere tl Earnlngt From Early SAFE Payment

Municipality
Actual F> 95

j R j SS
Actual FY 96 

MA IS
Actual FY96 

M A/S .9 5 
Total SI

CSSB20 
FY 96

SRS 55

CSSP20 
FY 96 SAFE $1 

(No Mold Harm lata

C9SB20 
SRS/SAFE 51 
Pre Min Ent.

% Change 
From Currant 

P roqrtm t

CSSB20 
Minimum Enl. 

Add-On

CSSB20 
Minimum Ent. 

Prorated

CSSB20 
i  96 SAFE $5 
Proraiad

CSSB20 
SAFE 11 

Final Payment

CSSD20 
SRS/SAFE $1 

Tola! Payment

% Change 
From Current 

Programt

CT/ J ;' :n  iOn* 524 .5<6 19.940 134.794 174.640 110.200 535.108 0 90% $4.69? $4 364 $10 .*00 S11 084 $39,912 14 71%

C-fy J su "'V -ja* 531 201 170.502 131.703 131.701 $21,140 552.347 1 25% $0 SO $21,074 521.024 $52,225 1.01%

c<ty ■/ *%9y 532.705 10,269 140 ,9 /3 SJ2.7C5 $8,477 $41.16? 0 51% $0 50 $8,426 $0,420 $41,133 0.39%

C.fy ;* 3 iu m  V u n n 531.043 110.496 141.539 131.043 510.856 $41,901 0 07% $0 $0 $10,795 $10,795 $41,838 0 72%

C-fy *,..-d ®c*nt S5<,9<5 144,310 199,263 1*4.945 $ 4 5 ,4 ;: .1100,347 1 99% so S 0 __ $ 4 ',138 $45,130 $100,083 0 83%

C.fy d  , i^onga 13*2.431 523 024 155.455 132 431 $73,584 550 015 1 o*% so SC . 23.447 $23,447 $55,078 0 70%

Cify d  ' t i- a n 523.004 115.474 138.538 123.084 515.897 136.961 1.10% S t.039 51.033 C 5.605 $10,897 $39,001 3 54%

C4y 1* . .i-m o o  Bay 130.013 I K  535 145.140 130.613 114.985 $45,590 1 00% $0 $3 $1 r «9J, $14,890 $45,511 0 80%

C-fy y 578.302 124.357 1102,739 178.382 125.096 $103,480 0 72% so SO 12< 957 524.952 1103.334 0 56%

C.ry *A .• *> •* 525 749 510,630 547,385 $16,845 $42,394 _____ 0 32% 50 $ 1 0 /4 0 $10,548 $42,297 0 21%

C.fy d  . . - a r j 5285.705 1145.11*, 5430.860 i r e .  705 $145,403 $431,168 0 07% $0 50 $144. 57 $144 557 1430,322 •0 13%

C.fy 'J ‘. f i g t v * 531,720 10,214 537.934 131.**20 16.413 138.133 0 53% 11.867 $1,856 $0.370 $8,232 $39,952 5.32%

C.ly . aatory'.h 532.39? 17.209 539 5 /6 .632.307 17 449 539 616 0 61% $104 $132 $ 7 .4 8 J7.5B9 $39,956 0 96%

C-fy :• : * * * * >  Pvni 530,575 15,103 536,670 130 575 55,269 535,644 0 4 7% $4,150 _  H J 3 2 y 19*370 $39,945 1 1 96%

I  SMnma't* 132.535 170 3 /9 557.913 132.535 520,990 553.525 1 10% 10 $0 s?o.86ii $20,808 $53,403 0 93%

C-fy ;» 5%ngnaw $37,697 19.066 $4 7,563 137,697 110,061 $47,770 Q 45% $0 $0 $10,023 $10,023 147.720 0 33%

C*y •• • Repugn of S-1U 1439,775 1461.2*1 1998.029 1430.775 $463,5 7* 5900 351 0 26% so SO $460,880 $460 880 $897,655 •C 04%

C *y :• •jyway 531.305 w e . r 530.291 131.305 148.373 $79,738 •9 09% $0 so $48,092 $40,092 $79,457 1 04%

“  *y * $d*)«ra 5130,904 1241,- J 530 ‘..527 l i  39.904 1739,365 5379,709 : 0 62% $0 sc $237,973 1237 973 $377,877 -0 98%

C-fy a» V  Qeorga 504.993 17.529 592.109 164.960 57 775 $92 758 0 27% $0 sc $7,733 $7,733 192.713 0 22%

Cfy • V  M a'yt 137 205 518.023 5M 0.22B 592,205 $16,569 5110.794 0 51% so so $18,461 $18,401 $110,680 0 42%

Cfy /  Y  M<nae* $32,529 119.196 548.777 S3? 52A • 116.332 $48 655 0 2 T . $0 $0 110.237 $16,237 $40,703 0 00%

C fyc* J  Paui 5108 597 523.663 1132.255 S 106.592 $24 139 $133 031 0 5>% $0 so $24,297 $24,297 $132,809 0 4fl%

C t f  V  / K ^ r y S33.103 116.812 __1<9 ,915 $33,103 $17 V -> I I Q i / J U P so 50 S 17*267 $17,267 $50,370 0 91%

C-V *4*4-4 54*,932 115.030 5 5 / 802 147 83? 115 ,37w 156.152 0 50% so so $16,230 $15,230 $56,062 0 35%

C*% d  * ^ e f S3’ .990 19.765 541.775 131.990 110,110 $42,100 0 76% 13 $0 $10,051 110,051 $42,041 0 64%

C-*» c ' ’ ♦ ' f f f  S tf/iQ i 523.829 55.035 576.664 523 879 $5 06 ! 528 69< 0 1*% 111.300 1*1.240 $5,030 $16,276 $39,905 39 22%
*C»y / “ '“■yn# R*r 128 .9*8 124.177 553.1 73 178.996 524.904 $53,900 1 37% $0 $0 $24,759 S24.759 $*3,755 1 10%

C *f ’ >>** 130,770 131 826 567,148 530.770 S3? 202 562,922 1 25% SO SO $32,015 $32,015 $62,735 0 94%

C.f» • '  iy o »  Bay 130 985 520.530 151.415 $30,885 121.144 $52,039 1 21% so $ : 121(031 .*21.031 ssi.ifi 0 97%

C*fy ;» 133.008 530.681 563.089 133.006 531.324 164,332 1 01% so SO $31,142 $31,142 $64,150 0 72%

Cay ci • v-itna 1257 801 1164.093 5427 494 1257,001 $169,675 $4*7.471 1 10% so so $166,684 $168,684 $ 4 *v . **5 0 94%

C-fy r* . ;c*» *a-t«Ag 131.597 17 076 539 j  7r $31 .59* $0 124 $33,721 0 37% $279 1278 $8,076 S i.3 54 139 .9M 0 95%

;C-fy -  • a*!#l 1730,887 1639,133 17 70,515 1730,662 $520,065 $ 7 5 0 /4 7 •r.5 /% 50 SO $5170 < 0 $517,040 5747,722 -2 96%

C.fy r* /y*r**vyw 131,720 119 .8 /6 151.598 $31,720 $20,537 $52 2 2 1 2 7% $0 5: $20,413 1 2 0 /1 3 $52,133 1 04%

'C.fy d <32.041 15.354 137.395 $37,041 $5,541 $37 58* 0 50% 12.418 S2.4C4 $5,509 $7,913 $39,954 6 84%

C-fy d  " tv f la 1 .2 9 ,5 0 7 1214.C«2 5343.584 $179 102 12 ’ 5.829 $345,331 0 51% SO SO $214,573 $214 573 $344,075 0 15%

(C.fy d  *% t# Mcny*fj n 131 .5C4 16.594 138.066 $31,504 56.81? 138.316 0 80% 11.664 $1,674 $6,772 S8,44> $39,951 4 89%

{C ry d 12 7,08 J H U  2 _138,505 ____ S 1 L /3 3 $35,818 0 80% $1,104 s i.y y y $1 *,€64 $12,842 $39,925 3 4 7%

;C-fy g i A -y v j* t 1718.037 1135.659 5351.751 . >3 1136.379 $352,421 0 19% $0 so 1135,537 $135,537 S9S1.629 0 03%

lr<flf • * '  k VSV3* •?# Yifc^l 139.502 539.148 109.650 130.502 539.049 569.55* •0 14% _ __ __$o__ 5 0 .I3W2 538.822 $ 6 9 .^ 4 -0 47%
$106,950 M rmu-n IS

1172.261 mevnt from certain com m unist *0 other ccrimunrtrtt
as a retw! c l dvarga *1 MA Bata Amount ( ie  . t * i *  not h# tj ha rm + tti A8 commur*#9 there <n m**.*rg jp  1bt 1100.950

rm.$ 79 rr  1% ol an -R<>MA ac»c*nona«<c«l (fh it r»p/**e«t% 32 01 1% d  a* SRS.MA epjycfrnatxv*)

••gi# ce*r*n«re*> fh# a t * * *  lab# Aar a vanefy ol f f iK r a Th#*r rtBmated ai-ocabvs a r t usfe-d

ra s MA Total SRS2MA SAFE Total 3RVSAFE Difference
M f f i u ’ i 17.769 587.549 195.317 $87 536 595 .30/ (110) M#u*fcj*u» earogaTei »n SRS at an on«ncc/pr*5at#d commvn.7. a«3 MA »f*#ctrve*y a t a momop^fy
C a *  •  F 'w f SO 11.960 $1,960 i: . 0 2 5 .7 .025 105 Ca/Vs Pont * i i  t«*en largely -neove a t a m^n-opai fy nol 11 ?d program apoecatons.

SO 15,376 $1,370 S i .<70 ^ <70 $04 IncoTOUtM Mgr̂ -.rltfr

FY 96 SAFE 1$ 
at 5% Interest 
lor 6 Months

CSS020 
SRS/SAFE $1 
Plue Intere it

% Change 
From Current 

Programt
$378 $40,207 15 79%
1524 $52,749 2 02%
1210 $41,343 0 90%
$209 $42,107 1 37%

$1,125 $101,206 1 or.%
$505 150.463 1 02%
$420 $40,321 4 03%
$371 $45,683 1 63%
$622 $103,956 1.19%
$413 $42,710 0 7 7%

$3,604 $433,976 0/ 1%
1205 $ 4 o , is r 5 06%
Si 09 $40,145 1 44%
$234 $40 !  7 | 12 6*%
5520 S63.923 1 91%
S2«0 $47,970 0 86%

$11,490 $909,140 1 24%
11.199 $60,656 0 45%
$5,933 $303,810 0 $7%

$193 $92,905 0 43%
$461 $111,146 0 83%
$405 $49,167 0 91%
$008 $133,494 0 94%
1430 $50,800 1 77%
$380 $50,442 1 00%
1251 $42,292 1 24%
$406 $40.31 * 40 63%
$617 $54,373 2 26%
$798 $63,533 _ 2 23%
$524 157 1 - 1 99%
$776 $64,926 1 54%

$4,206 $430,690 1.94%
$200 $40,159 1 48%

$ 1 2,091 $700,013 • 1 29%
$509 $52,642 2 02%
$197 $40,151 7 37%

$5,350 $349,425 1 71%
$211 $40,161 5 4 4%
$320 $40,24*. 4 30%

13,379 $355,008 0 93%
I9 6 0 $70 292 0 92%



ESZALASKA 
MUNICIPAL 

LEAGUE 217 Second Street, Suite 200 • Juneau, Alaska 99801 ■ lot (907)586-1326. fo> (907)463-5480

TO. Senator John Torgerson

FROM:

DATE: March 2. 1995

SimiHCT: AMBS Program

I'hese are the resolutions anil letters received to date supporting the concept of AMIIS:

Alaska Conference of Mayors 
City of Alakanuk 
City of Savoogna 
City of Buckland 
City o ft 'nalakleet 

City of Homer 
City of Skagway 

City of Kcnai 
City of Anatuvuk Pass 

Lake and Peninsula Borough 
City of Palmer 

City of Ouzinkie 
City &  Borough o f Sitka 

City of Whittier 
City of Atka 
City of l£ek 

City of Nome 
City of Marshall 
Citv of lloonah

f.'«moer ct the Na^anol leuauect C'*»- ar J tf>• - r« / nai A" :: at, * •



A L A S K A  C O N F E R E N C E  O F  M A  Y O R S

217 Second Sticct, Suite 200 
Juneau, Alaska 99801 

907-586-1325 
FAX 907-463-5480

February 6, 1995

Senator John 1 orgerson 
Alaska State Capital 
Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Senator Torgerson,

The Alaska Conference of Mayors met in Juneau on January 24, 1995. At the meeting, 
the Mayors discussed the Alaska Municipal Basic Services Program concepts and the 
financial impact )f Senate Bill 20 on their communities. As an example, the Mayors were 
given figures generated by DCRA that represented estimated funding for their community 
based on the formula in SB20 but using the "old road" method. It was explained to the 
Mayors that the figures were estimates and that different changes to the formula or actual 
numbers could yield different results. The Mayors also discussed the transition provision 
of "2% decrease for the first two years and 5% thereafter” adopted at the Alaska 
Municipal League Annual Conference.

The Alaska Conference of Mayors voted overwhelmingly at their meeting to support the 
Alaska Municipal Basic Services Program with the inclusion of the transition provision A 
specific formula was not a part of the motion,

D your new career.

Alaire Stanton, President 
Alaska Conference of Mayors



CITY OF SKAGWAY
GATEWAY TO THE GOLD RUSH OF "9 8 "  
P.O. BOX 419 5KAGWAY. ALASKA 99040 

I PHONE I 907 -983 2297

I FAX I 907-983-2151

February 6, 1994

Mr. Donald Long 
President
Alaska Municipal League 
217 Second Street 
Juneau, AK 99801

Dear Mr. Long,

Members of the Skagway City Council support your efforts to preserve funding 
levels of state assistance to municipalities. They are concerned that as state assistance 
drops, funds from local sources have to be redirected or services have to be eliminated.

You have seen the amounts of state assistance to municipalities drop consistently 
during resent years and now the programs are in danger of being eliminated in favor of 
what many perceive as a greater need at the state level.

While the Municipal Basic Services Program may not serve all of its clients 
favorably - the need to reorganize and slop further erosion of state aid to municipalities is 
a recognized need. Thank you for your effort on behalf of municipalities statewide.

Sincerely,

cc: Rep. Jerry Mackie 
Senator Fred Zharoff



KAGHEMAK CITY, ALASKA
P .O . BOX 9 5 0 .  (VIA) HOMER. ALASKA 9 9 6 0 3  

T EL E . ( 9 0 7 )  2 3 9 - 0 0 9 7

F e b r u a r y  13, 1995

The Honorable John Torgerson
District D
State Capitol
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Senator Torgerson:

RE: SB 20

The Council of the Ci ty of Kachemak has voted to support your 
Senate Bill 20 e s t a b l i s h i n g  the Alaska Municipal Basic Services 
Program.

Because AMBS would affect our c i 4- Revenue Sharing and
Municipal Assistance, we have examined a t_~py of SB 20 and sought 
advice on the subject.

Our conclusion is that we would receive the same or somewhat more 
funding, more reliab ly through simpler procedure. That sounds 
g o o d .

C. Neil McArthur 
Mayor

CNM/his

cc: R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  Gail Phillips
. Alaska Municipal League



RESOLUTION OF THE ALASKA CONFERENCE OF MAYORS

RESOLUTION NO. 95-1

a n  open resolution to  the
ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

WHEREAS, the North and Northwestern area o f Alaska specifically and rural Alaska in general, 
have conditions not experienced in any other part o f the United States (such as the lack o f water and 
sewer systems, the high costs o f electrical power and the economic conditions financially comparable 
to third worid countries); and

WHEREAS, the North ajxl Northwest Alaska Mayors Conference, the Alaska Municipal League, 
the Alaska Federation o f Natives, and the Alaska Conference o f Mayors have long recognized the 
devastating social, economic and financial conditions in rural Alaska, and feel this is not being fu lly 
recognized by the powers that Ire in the State and Federal levels; and

WHEREAS, while the majority o f Alaska's revenues have come from nra l Alaska through taxes 
on natural resources such as the North Slope oil, timber and commercial fishing, living conditions in 
rural Alaska have no' improved proportionate to the improvements made elsewhere in Alaska through 
State spending; and

WHEREAS, tliere is a need to remind the State Legislature o f the very basic human needs o f its 
aboriginal and rural peoples, especially while tliey are considering expenditures such as billions o f 
dollars in moving tlx: State Capital or building multi-million dollar modem office structures:

SO THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that, tlirough passage o f this open resolution to the 
Alaska Legislature, the North and Northwest Alaska Mayors Conference, the Alaska Federation o f 
Natives, the Alaska Municipal League and tlte Alaska Conference o f Mavors do hereby request the 
following from the Alaska State Legislature:

1. Thai the Revenue Sharing and Municipal Assistance for all Alaska communities be maintained at 
the current levels, or increased levels where all communities can maintain functional city offices 
to provide basic local services.

♦
2. That the Power Cost Equalization program be continued at the vurrcnt levels.

3. That a minimum o f $25 M illion per year be continued for matching federal funds for water and 
sewer projects in rural Alaska.



Tu i  resolution was approved for submission to the Alaska Municipal League membership by tlic 
governing body o f the Alaska Conference o f Mayors on November 15, 1994.

M aw f AlaircrStanton, President

Keviii C. Ritchie 
AM L Executive Director



BUCKLAND CITY COUNCIL 
P.O. BOX 49  

BUCKLAND, ALASKA 99727  
PH. *  494-2121  
FAX * 4 9 4 -2 1 3 8

MAYOR TIM GAVIN JR.
P.O. BOX 49
BUCK LAND, ALASKA 99727

A LA SK A  CONFERENCE OF MAYORS 
JUNEAU  SESSION

DEAR SIRS,

I AM  SORRY IC A N N O  i M A K E  IT  TO THE JANUARY 2 4 TH-2 5 TH  ALA SKA  
CONFERENCE OF MAYORS DUE TO M ED ICAL REASONS, B UT  I AND  THE REST 
OF THE CO UNC IL MEMBERS HAVE APPOINTED V ICE MAYOR N ATHAN  
HAD LEY  SR. AND CO UNC IL M EM BER LESTER HADLEY  SR. TO REPRESENT 
THE C ITY OF BUC KLAND . I W IS H  YOU LU C K  ON YOUR ACTIONS IN  TH IS  

SESSION.



CITY OF
UNALAKLEET

^ B C B I V E O
m  i0 ,g95 

Alaska mum

BOX 28
UNALAKLEET. ALASKA 

99684 
(907)624-3531 

FAX (907)624-3130

24 January 1994

Senator Al Adams 
Room 417 
State Capitol
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

Dear Senator Adams:

The City of Unalakleet solidly supports the efforts of the Alaska Municipal 
League to secure legislative adoption of the proposed Alaska Municipal Basic 
Services Program (AMBS).

Cities within our state must be able to rely on a stabilized revenue sharing 
program at an adequate funding level.

Please lend your support to Senator John Torgerson’s introduced SB20. 
Thank you.

Henry Ivanoff, Mayor 
City of Unalakleet

cc. Representative Eileen MacLean 
Representative Richard Foster



RESOLUTION 95 - * }

A RESOLUTION OF THE HOMER C ITY COUNCIL URG ING 
THE GOVERNOR AND THE LEG ISLATURE TO SUPPORT 
THE ALASKA MUN IC IPAL BASIC SERVICES PROGRAM.

WHEREAS, many Alaskans municipalities a-c facing fiscal crises that may curtail some 
basic municipal services to citizens and encourage the dissolution o f some small municipalities; 
and

WHEREAS, these negative impacts are due in large part to severe cutbacks in the current 
Municipal Assistance and the State Revenue Sharing Programs; and

WHEREAS, the two current programs comprising state aid to municipalities are 
administratively complex for municipalities, have outdated formulas, do not ensure that municipal 
basic services are provided, and have some conflicting policy provisions; and

WHEREAS, State government has an obligation to share revenue from the resources that 
are commonly owned by all the people o f Alaska to provide basic and essential state and 
municipal services;

WHEREAS, due to Alaska's dispersed population, relatively small local tax bases, and 
large resource revenues to the state, it is critical that sufficient state revenue from commonly held 
resources be distributed to local governments to ensure that minimum basic municipal services are 
provided; and

WHEREAS, sharing o f revenues from commonly held resources is '•specially important to 
small rural communities because man} have virtua lly no tax base and state shared revenues are 
often their only stable revenue; and

WHEREAS, revenue sharing increases local determination rather than fostering the need 
for additional direct state services to communities; and

WHERE \ S , every dollar cut from municipal revenue sharing or municipal assistance is a 
dollar o f local tax increase or a cut to direct basic services to residents; and

WHEREAS, the proposed Alaska Municipal Basic Services Programs (AMBS ) supports a 
"back to basics" approach to government, increases accountability, reduces administrative 
complexity, allocates revenues fairly, and provides an efficient long term vehicle to support stable 
and effective local government.

CITY OF HOMER
HOMER, ALASKA



NOW , THEREFORE, BE IT  RESOLVED that the Homer City Council requests that the 
Governor and Legislature support and work to adopt and implement the Alaska Municipal Basic 
Services Program with the follow ing major provisions:

1. Funds are allocated to municipalities based on each community's actual 
expenditures fo r municipal basic services, local assessed valuation, and population 
(w ith the exception o f health facilities, volunteer fire departments outside o f 
municipalities, and unincorporated communities in the unorganized borough, 
which w ill receive allocations similar to existing formulas).

2. The existing minimum entitlement for municipalities w ill be increased from 
525,000 to $50,000.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that he Homer C ity Council requests that the Governor 
and Legislature support and work to adopt a restoration o f funding for municipal aid at the FY 94 
level to establish a realistic base to ensure stable municipalities. (This reflects an increase in 
funding from the FY 95 level o f S62,018,183 to the FY 94 level o f $72,030,376.) A restoration 
o f the FY 94 funding for municipal aid w ill allow fo r a phase-in o f the new AMBS program, 
establish a fair funding level fo r municipal aid consistent w ith na'ional averages, and provide a 
stabilization o f support for minimum municipal basic services,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Homer C ity Council supports the development 
and implementation o f a long-range fiscal plan fo r the State o f Alaska that provides fo r the 
stabilization o f both state and municipal basic services.

PASSED AND APPROVED by the Homer C ity Council this 23rd day o f January, 1995.

C ITY OF HOMER

ATTEST:



CITY OF SKAGWAY
GATEWAY TO THE GOLD RUSH OF " 9 8 "  
P .O .  8 0 X 4 1 3  S K A G W A Y . A L A S K A  9 9 0 4 0  

( PHONE I 9 0 7 -0 3 3 -2 2 9 7  

I FAX I 90 / -9 8 3 -2 1 5 1

February 6, 1994

M r. Donald Long 
President
Alaska Municipal League 
217 Second Street 
Juneau, AK 99801

Dear M r. Long,

Members o f the Skagway C ity Council support your efforts to preserve funding 
levels o f state assistance to municipalities. They arc concerned that as state assistance 
drops, funds from local sources have to be redirected or services have to be eliminated.

You have seen the amounts o f state assistance to municipalities drop consistently 
during resent years and now the programs are in danger o f being eliminated in favor o f 
what many perceive as a greater need at the state level.

W hile the Municipal Basic Services Program may not serve all o f its clients 
favorably - the need to reorganize and stop further erosion o f state aid to municipalities is 
a recognized need. Thank you for your effort on behalf o f municipalities statewide.

Sincerely,

cc: Rep. Jerry Mackic 
Senator Fred Zharoff

tv ,I • v .•



CITY OF KENAI

January 19, 1995

Representative M ike Navarre 
State o f A laska
State Cap ito l Bu ild ing , Room 521 
Juneau, A K  99801-11^2

"  G d  G a ^ u ta L  a ^  A la ik a  "

210 FIDALGO AVE., SUITE 200 KENAI, ALASKA 99611-7794 
TELEPHONE 907-283-7535

FAX 907-283-3014 * * * * * *

IW

M , %%

b u t

RE: MUNICIPAL BASIC SERVICES PROGRAM '  1AIBS)
Senate Bill 20

We are responding to a request from A M L  President Don Ixrng and A laska Conference o f 
Mayors President A la ire Stanton for a b rie f statement noting how cuts to M un ic ipa l 
Assistance/Revenue Sharing have affected our community.

The C ity o f Kena i is very grate fu l that ou r finances are such that we have no t experienced 
the same de trim en ta l effects from the loss o f M un ic ipa l Assistance/Revenue Sharing funds 
as o th e r m un ic ipa lities in Alaska have. However, to alleviate concern and effects o f future 
cuts, we strongly suppon the new Alaska M un ic ipa l Basic Services Program (SB20) as a new 
approach to government.

W c believe the A laska Mun ic ipa l Basic Services Program w ill increase accountab ility ; reduce 
adm in is tra tive complexity; allocate revenues fa irly ; and w ill reflect the po licy decisions 
necessary fo r the future . The increase o f the m in im um entitlement fo r m unc ipa lities (from 
$25,000 to $50,000) w ill keep most small mun ic ipa lities functioning. A lso , the program 
otfe rs an effective means o f assisting mun ic ipa lities in the maintenance o f existing 
comm un ity improvements and gives communities a long-term base o f funding to plan fo r the 
fu tu re , solving many o f the ir own problems w ithou t d irect state involvement.

A ga in , the C itv o f Kenai strongIy supports the Alaska Mun ic ipa l Basic Services Program 
(SB20).

CITY OF KENAI

t

JJW /cJf



n  O i l  C a p it a l A l a i k a 11

210 FIDALGO AVE., SUITE 200 KENAI, ALASKA 99611-7794 
TELEPHONE 907-283-7535 

FAX 907-283-3014

CITY OF KENAI

iw

January 19, 1995

Senato i Judy Salo 
State o f Alaska
State Cap ito l Build ing, Rm . 504 
Juneau, A K  99801-1182

RE : M U N I C I P A L  B A S I C  S E R W C E S  P R O G R A M  ( A M B S )
S e n a t e  B i l l  2 0

We are responding to a request from A M L  President Don Long and Alaska Conference o f 
M ayors President A la ire Stanton fo r a b r ie f statement noting how cut to M un ic ipa l 
Assistance/Revenue Sharing have affected ou r community.

T he C ity o f Kenai is very gra te fu l tha t ou r finances are such that we have not experienced 
the same detrim enta l effects from the loss o f Mun ic ipa l Assistance/Revenue Sharing funds 
as o th e r municipalities in A laska have. However, to alleviate concern and effects o f future 
cuts, we strongly support the new A laska M un ic ipa l Basic Services Program (SB20) as a new 
approach to government.

W e believe the Alaska M un ic ipa l Basic Services Program w ill increase accountab ility; reduce 
adm in is tra tive complexity; allocate revenues fa irly ; and w ill reflect the po licy decisions 
necessary fo r the future. The increase o f the m inimum entitlement fo r n iune ipa lities (from 
$25,000 to $50,000) w ill keep most small municipalities functioning. A lso , the program 
o ffe rs an effective means o f assisting municipalities in the maintenance o f existing 
comm un ity improvements and gives communities a long-term base o f funding to plan fo r the 
fu tu re , solving many o f the ir own problem s w ithou t direct state involvement.

A ga in , the C ity o f Kenai srrongly supports the Alaska Municipa l Basic Services Program 
(SB20).

J JW /c If

C IT Y ^O F  K E N A I ^

/J o h n  J. W illiam s 
M a y o r



City of Anaktuvuk Pass
P.O. Box 21030 

Anaktuvuk Pass, Alaska 99721-0030 
Phone 907-661-3612

received
FEB 2 6 ,995

ALAbl\h MUNIVlFnw uuyiJU

February 13,1995

Dear Donald Long, AML President,

This letter is to support the Alaska Municipal Basic Services Program . The Rural 
Communitites o f Alaska depend on the Municipal Assistance and State Revenue Sharing 
to keep our Cities operating.

The City o f Anaktuvuk Pass w ill continue to support the AMBS Progam until they 
stabilize this progam and take it o ff the cut list.



City of Anaktuvuk Pass
P.O Box 21030 

Anaktuvuk P.iv;, Alaska yy?2l*00J0 
Plume 907-60l-3f>12

RESOLUTION 94-22

A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING THE ‘OPEN RESOLUTION FOR THE STATE OF 
ALASKA STATE LEG ISLATURE ’ IN  REGARDS TO REVENUE SHARING AND 
MUN IC IPAL ASSISTANCE,POWER COST EQUALIZAT ION AND MATCH ING 
FEDERAL FUNDS FOR WATER AND SEWER PROJECTS IN RURAL ALASKA

WHEREAS,the North and Northwestern area o f Alaska specifically and rural Alaska in 
general,has conditions not experienced in any other part o f the United States (such as the 
lack o f water and sewer systems,the high costs o f electrical power and the economic 
conditions financially comparable to third world countries)and,

WHERE AS, the North and Northwest Mayor: s Conference, the Alaska Municipal League, 
the Alaska Federation o f Natives,the Alaska Conference o f Mayors and the City o f 
Anaktuvuk Pass have long recognized the devastating social,economic and financial 
conditions in rural Alaska.and feel this is not being fully recognized by the powers that be 
in the State and Federal levels,and

WHEREAS ,while the majority o f Alaska’s revenues have come from rural Alaska 
through taxes on natural resources such as the North Slope oil,timber and commercial 
fishing,living conditions in rural Alaska have not improved proportionate to the improve­
ments made elsewhere in Alaska through State spending,and

WHEREAS,there is a need to remind the State Legislature o f the very basic needs o f its 
aboriginal and rural pcoples.especially while they are considering expenditures such as 
billions o f dollars in moving the State Capital or building multi-million dollar offices 
structures;

SO THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED; that through adoption and passage o f this open 
resolution to the Alaska Legislature,wc support the North &  Northwest Alaska Mayors’ 
Conference,the Alaska Conference o f Mayors,the Alaska Federation o f Natives and the 
Alaska Municipal League, and tlia t wc the City o f Anaktuvuk Pass.do hereby request 
the follow ing from tin; Alaska State Legislature:

1 .that the Revenue Sharing and Municipal Assistance for all Alaska communities be 
maintajned at the current levels,or increased to levels where all communities can maintain 
functional C ity offices to provide basic local services.
2 that the Power Cost Equalization program be continued at the current lev .Is,

PoBt-lt* Fax Note 7671 Dll,h M r  <2-

Ff0m A 1
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City of Anaktuvuk Pass
P.O. Box 21030 

Anaktuvuk Pass, Alaska 99721-0030 
phonr 907-661-.3612

3.that a minimum o f 25 million per year be continued for matching federal funds for water 
and sewer projects in rural Alaska.

DULY PASSED BY A CONSTITUTED QUORUM OF THE C ITY OF ANAKTUVUK 
PASS,THIS /  3 * * ..DAY O F  JXc

ATTEST; /^ < U
C ITY  CLERK

 , 1994



LAKE AND PENINSULA BOROUGH

RESOLUTION #95-09 ^ C B I V S D

&  I  j g g g

A LA b l[A  m i U l f H L  U M U k
A RESO LU T IO N URG ING THE GOVERNOR AND TH E LEG IS LA TURE TO 
SUPPORT TH E  A LA S K A  M UN IC IP A L BAS IC SERVICES PROGRAM

W HEREAS , many Alaskan municipalities are facing fiscal cr.ses that may curtail basic municipal 
services to citizens and encourage the dissolution o f many small municipalities; and,

W HEREAS , these negative impacts are due in large part to severe cutbacks in the current 
Municipal Assistance and the State Revenue Sharing Programs; and,

W HEREAS , the two current programs comprising state aid to municipalities are administratively 
complex for municipalities, have outdated formulas, do not ensure that municipal basic services 
are provided, and have some conflicting policy provisions. They are acceptable programs to 
allocate state revenues in the short term, but they do not reflect the policy decisions necessary for 
the future, and,

W HEREAS ,

• Alaskans support accountability at all levels o f government

• Alaskans want a “ back to basics”  approach to government

• Alaskans support low administrative costs and less complex programs

• Alaskans want the state’s limited resources distributed most efficiently and fairly

• Alaskans are concerned about their capacity to maintain existing capital improvements

• Alaskans want stable municipal governments; and,

W HEREAS , State government has an obligation to share revenue form the resources that arc 
commonly owned by all the people o f Alaska to provide basic and essential state and municipal 
services; and,

W HEREAS , due to Alaska’s dispersed population, relatively small local tax bases, and large 
resource revenues to the state, it is critical that sufficient state revenue from commonly held 
resources be distributed to local governments to ensure that minimum basic municipal services arc 
provided; and

W HEREAS , revenue sharing increases local determination rather than fostering the need for 
additional direct state services to communities; and



WHEREAS , it is critical that the programs to share revenue form resources commonly held by 
all the people o f Alaska be strengthened to ensure continuing maintenance o f existing 
improvements and to provide a base fo r other basic and reasonable local operations and 
maintenance; and

W HEREAS , the proposed Alaska Municipal Basic Services Programs (AMBS ) supports a “ back 
to basics” approach to government, increases accountability, reduces administrative complexity, 
allocates revenues fairly, and provides an efficient long term vehicle to support stable and 
effective local government.

NOW  THEREFORE , BE IT  RESOLVED that the Lake and Peninsula Borough Assembly 
requests that the Governor and the Legislature support and work to adopt and implement the 
Alaska Municipal Basic Services Program with the following major provisions:

1. Funds are allocated to municipalities based on each communities actual expenditures 
fo r basic services, local assessed valuation, and population (w ith the exception o f health 
facilities, roads and ice roads, volunteer fire departments outside o f municipalities, and un­
incorporated communities in the unorganized borough, which will receive allocations similar to 
existing formulas).

2. The existing minimum entitlement for all municipalities and communities will be 
increased from $25,000.00 to $75,000.

3. That all un-incorporated communities inside organized boroughs w ill be treated 
equally and as fairly as un-incorporated communities outside organized boroughs, including the 
minimum entitlement.

NOW  THEREFORE , BE IT  FURTHER RESOLVED that the Lake and Peninsula Borough 
Assembly requests that the Governor and Legislature support and work to adopt a restoration o f 
funding for municipal aid at the FY 94 level to establish a realistic base to ensure stable 
municipalities (This reflects an increase in funding from the FY 95 level o f $62,018,183 to the 
FY 94 level o f $72,030,376). A restoration o f the FY 94 funding for municipal aid w ill allow for 
a phase-in o f the new AMBS program, establish a fa ir funding level for municipal aid consistent 
w ith national averages, and provide a stabilization o f support for minimum municipal basic 
services.

PASSED AND APPROVED by the Lake and T ninsula Borough Assembly this 14th. day o f 
February, 1995.

SIGNED:
Glen Alsworth, Mayor



C p L i  t t ) 0  ' - { c *

CITY O F  PALMER, A L A S K A  

R E S O L U T I O N  NO. 1040

A  R E S O L U T I O N  OF T H E  CITY O F  P A L M E R  U R G I N G  T H E  G O V E R N O R  A N D  
T H E  L E G I S L A T U R E  T O  S U PPO RT THE A L A S K A  M U N I C I P A L  BASI C 
S E R V I C E S  PROGRAM.

WHEREAS, m a n y  A l a s k a n  m u n i c i p a l i t i e s  are facing fiscal 
c r i s e s  that m a y  c u r tail some basic m u n i c i p a l  services to 
c i t i z e n s  and e n c o u r a g e  the dissol u t i o n  of some small 
m u n i c i p a l i t i e s ;  and

WHEREAS, these n e g ative impacts are due in large part to 
s e v e r e  c utbacks in the current M u n i cipal A s s i s t a n c e  and the 
S t a t e  Revenue S h aring  Programs; and

WHEREAS, the two current progr ams c o m p r i s i n g  stat e aid to 
m u n i c i p a l i t i e s  are a d m i n i s t r a t i v e l y  c o m p l e x  for 
munici p a l i t i e s ,  have o u t dated  formulas, do not ensure that 
m u n i c i p a l  basic servic es are provided, and have some 
c o n f l i c t i n g  p o l i c y  provisions. They are accept a b l e  p r o g r a m s  
t o  a l l o c a t e  state revenues in the short term, but they do not 
r e f l e c t  the p o l i c y  d e c i s i o n s  n e c e ssary for the future; and

WHEREAS, the C i t y  of Palm er s upports a c c o u n t a b i l i t y  at 
a l l  levels of government, wants a "Back to Basics" a p p roach 
t o  government, s u p ports  low a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  costs and less 
c o m p l e x  programs, wants  the state's l i mi ted re sources 
d i s t r i b u t e d  m o s t  e f f i c i e n t l y  and fairly, is c o n c erned about 
t h e  c a p a c i t y  to m a i n t a i n  e x i s t i n g  capita l improvements, and 
w a n t s  stable m u n i c i p a l  governments; and

WHEREAS, State g o v e r n m e n t  has an o b l i g a t i o n  to share 
r e v e n u e  from the r e s o urc es that are c o m m o n l y  owned by all the 
p e o p l e  of Alaska to p r ovide  basic and e s s e ntial state and 
m u n i c i p a l  services; and

WHEREAS, every state in the U.S.A. p r o v i d e s  some form of 
r e v e n u e  sharing to its municipalities; and

WHEREAS, due to A l a s k a ' s  disperse d population, relat i v e l y  
s m a l l  local tax bases, and large resource revenues to the 
state, it is critical that s ufficient stat e revenue from 
c o m m o n l y  held r e s o urces be dist ri b u t e d  to local g o v e r n m e n t s  
t o  e n s u r e  that m i n i m u m  basic municip al s e r vices  are provided; 
a n d

WHEREAS, s h a r i n g  of revenues "rora c o m m o n l y  held resources 
is e s p e c i a l l y  important to small rural c o m m u n i t i e s  because



R e s o l u t i o n  No. 1040 - C o n t in u e d

m a n y  have v i r t ually  no t». x base and state shared r e v e n u e s  are 
o f t e n  their o n l y  stable revenue; and

WHEREAS, revenue sharing increases local d e t e r m i n a t i o n  
r a t h e r  than fostering the need for addit ional d i r e c t  state 
s e r v i c e s  to communities; and

WHEREAS, every dollar cut from municipa l r e v e n u e  sharing 
o r  m u n i c i p a l  assistance is a dollar of local tax increase or 
a c u t  to d i r e c t  basic services to the City of Palmer; and

WHEREAS, Alaska's emphasis duri ng tne last d e c a d e  has 
b e e n  on c a p i t a l  projects and often the cost of c o n t i n u i n g  
o p e r a t i o n  and maintenance of p r o jec ts was not p l a n n e d  
adequa t e l y ;  and

WHEREAS, it is critical that the progr ams to shar e 
r e v e n u e  fro m resources commonly held by all the p e o p l e  of 
A l a s k a  be strengt hened to ensure continuin g m a i n t e n a n c e  of 
e x i s t i n g  improvements and to prov ide a base for o t h e r  basic 
a n d  r e a s o n a b l e  local operations and maintenance; and

WHEREAS, the proposed Alaska Municipal Basic Services 
P r o g r a m s  (AMBS) supports a "back to basics" a p p roach to 
government, increases accountability, reduces a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
complexity, allocates revenues fairly, and pro vides an 
e f f i c i e n t  long term vehicle t o  support stable and e f f e c t i v e  
l o c a l  government.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City of Palmer 
r e q u e s t s  t h a t  the Governor and the L egislature  s u p p o r t  and 
w o r k  t o  a d o p t  a nd implement the Alaska M u n i cipal Basic 
S e r v i c e s  P r o g r a m  with the following m ajor provisions:

1. Funds are allocated to m u n i c ipalities based  on each 
c o m m u n i t y ' s  actual expenditures for m u n i c i p a l  basic 
services, local assessed valuation, and p o p u l a t i o n  
(with the exception of health facilities, v o l u n t e e r  
fire departments outside of municipalities, and 
u n i n c o r p o r a t e d  communities in the u n o r g a n i z e d  
borough, which will receive alloca t i o n s  s i m i l a r  to 
e x i s t i n g  f o r m u l a s ) .

2. The e x i sti ng minimum entit l e m e n t  for m u n i c i p a l i t i e s  
will be increased from $25,000 to $50,000.

B E  IT F U R T H E R  RESOLVED that the Alaska Munic i p a l  League 
r e q u e s t s  t h a t  t he Governor and L egislatu re s u p port and wor k 
t o  a d o p t  a r e storation of funding for mu nicipal aid at the FY 
S4 level to establish a realistic base to ensure stable 
m u n i c i p a l i t i e s .  (This reflects an increase in funding from 
t h e  FY 95 level of $62,018,183 to the FY 94 level of



R e s o l u t i o n  No. 1040 - C o n t in u e d

$72,030,376). A  r e s t o r a t i o n  of the FY 94 f u ndin g for 
m u n i cipal aid will a l l o w  for a phase-in of the n e w  AMBS 
p r o g r a m / establish a fair funding level for m u n i c i p a l  aid 
consis t e n t  w i t h  n a t i o n a l  averages, and p r o vide a 
s t a bilizat ion of s u p p o r t  for m i nimum municipa l b a s i c  
services.

B E  IT F U R T H E R  R E S O L V E D  t h a t  the City of P a l m e r  w i l l  w o r k  
t o  support t he d e v e l o p m e n t  and implementation of a long -r a n g e  
fiscal plan for the S t a t e  of Alaska that p r o v i d e s  for the 
s t a b iliza tion of both s t a t e  and municipal b a s i c  services.

1995
Passed and a p p r o v e d  t

T H O M A S  C. SMITH, CITY C L E R K



CITY OF OUZINKIE 
PO BOX 109 

OUZINKIE, ALASKA, 99644

JANUARY 20, 1995

Honorable Tony Knowles 
Governor of Alaska 
PO Box A
Juneau, Ak. 99811

gnewn -wMWiNnW VHSVW

5661 n  Nvr
Q3AI303U

Dear Governor Knowles:

The City of Ouzinkie urges you to give your full support to passage of 
legislation which is being proposed and would change the Municipal 
Assistance and Revenue Sharing programs into a new Alaska Municipal 
Basic Services Program , as described in Senate Bill 20.

We have experienced cuts in our revenue sharing to the excess of 50% over 
the course of recent years. We have very little revenue that is available 
to the City of Ouzinkie. We do have a sa les tax, (3%) on the only business 
in town, a small convenience store with low gross sales that only 
provides about a budgeted revenue to the City of $10,000. We have no 
ability to tax the real estate property because about 99% of the housing is 
HUD housing and as such exempt from taxes.

We provide basic services such as water treatment, generation of 
electricity, fire protection, road and airport maintenance, and the 
structure of a city office with personnel and equipment to maintain the 
necessary administration of these services.



As you can see there is a certain basic cost to providing the above 

services regardless of a community's population. Alaska Municipal League 

has as a part of their platform supported a minimum $50,000 be provided 

to communities of our size and population.

The basic strength and nature of Alaska we believe is based on the health, 

well being, and economic stability of the rural communities in this state. 

We encourage you to assist in stabilizing this resource by supporting and 

encouraging the legislature to pass this bill.

S incere ly,

Zack Chichenoff 
Mayor of Ouzinkie

cc:
Jerome Selby, Kodiak Island Borough Mayor 
Alan Austerman, Representative 
Fred Zharoff, Senator 
Alaska Municipal League



T he  C it y  of W h it t ier
f Gateway to Western Prince William Sound J

TO:

FROM:

RE:

DATE:

Alaska C o n f e r e n c e  of Mayors 
A ML Board of D i r e c t o r s  
M u n i cipal Aid W o r k i n g  Group

Chris Overbeck, Mayor 
City of W h i t t i e r

Impact of cuts of Municipal A s s i s t a n c e / R e v e n u e  
Sharing R e v e n u e

J a n u a r y  18, 1995

Th e  City of Whittier  in t he last five years has had an a v e r a g e  
r e d u c t i o n  of our M u n i cipal A s s i s t a n c e / r e v e n u e  Sharing R e v e n u e  of 
$12,724 or 22% each year (see Impact Worksheet I)

The e f f e c tive change of the r e d u c t i o n  of revenue from 1990 to 
1991 was $33,382 or 45% (See Impact Worksheet I).

T h e  effect on the basic s e r v i c e s  (AMBS) for the City of W h i t t i e r  
w a s  the following from 1990 to 1994:

1990 to 1994

D e p a r t m e n t

P O L I C E
L I B R A R Y
P U B L I C  WORKS ROAD M A I N T E N A N C E

Total % Reduction from 
Municipal Assistance/ 
Revenue Sharing Cuts

10%
42%
5%

T h e  r e d u c t i o n  of this revenue has h a d  very damaging e f f e c t  in the 
c l o s i n g  of our public library, r e d u c t i o n  in road m a i n t e n a n c e  and 
p o l i c e  d epar tment (loss of one p o l i c e  officer out of four)

P .O . BO X 6 0 8  W I I IT T IE R , A L A S K A  9 9 6 9 3  (9 0 7 ) 4 7 2 - 2 3 2 7  F A X  (9 0 7 ) 4 7 2 - 2 4 0 4



W O R K S H E E T * M U N I C I P A L  A S S I S T A N C E  R E V E N U E  S H A R I N G

I. Municipal Assistance/Reven ue Sharing

YEAR Municipal Assistance/ 
Revenue Sharing_______

Reduction From Previous Year
Amount

Police

Library

Clinic

Actual Revenue Sharing 
  Reduction

$245,404 

$ 26,405 

$125,841

($20,693) 

($11,008)

Reduction 

($103,530) 

($ 15,103) 

($ 9,463)

Public Works 
Road
Maintence $ 40,034 ($ 1,681)

%

1994 $ 40,657 ( 8,391) (17%)
1993 $ 49,048 ( 16,883) (26%)
1992 $ 65,931 ( 2,992) ( 5%)
1991 $ 62,939 ( 11,100) (15%)
1 990 $ 74,039 ( 24,306) (45%)

Average: $ 58,522 ( 12,724) (22%)

Reduction from
1990 To 1994: $ ( 33,382) (45%)

II. Effect of Cuts - Basic Services:

Dept. 1990 Municipal Assistance/ Other 1994 Total % Reduction 
Actual From Municipal 
_________ Revenue Sharing___

$121 ,181 

$ 294

$116,378

10%

42%

($ 2,648) $ 35,705 5%

Total $437,684 (33,382) ($130,744) $273,558



T h e  C it y  of W h i t t i er
^  Gateway to Western Prince William Sound J

T A B U L A T I O N  O F  M U N I C I P A L  A S S I S T A N C E / R E V E N U E  S H A R I N G  
1 9 8 8 - 1 9 9 4

1994

1993

1992

1991

1990

1989

1988

Municipal Assistance - $16,163
Revenue Sharing - $24.494

$40,657

Municipal Assistance - $17,926
Revenue Sharing - $ ’ 1 122

$ .*,048

Municipal Assistance - $21,636
Revenue Sharing - $44.295

$65,931

Municipal Assistance - $23,363
Revenue Sharing - $39.276

$62,639

Municipal Assistance - $25,415
Revenue Sharing - $48.624

$74,039

Municipal Assistance - $28,445
Revenue Sharing - $69.900

$98,345

Municipal Assistance - $31,455
Revenue Sharing - $65.555

$97,010

P.O. BOX 608 W H IT T IE R , A L A S K A  99693 (907) 472-2327 FAX (907) 472-2404



CITY OF W H ITT IER ,  ALASKA 
RESOLUT ION 421-95 

URGING THE GOVERNOR A N D  THE LEGISLATURE TO SUPPORT THE 
ALASKA  M UN IC IPAL  BAS IC  SERVICES PROGRAM

| A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF WHITTIER, ALASKA URGING 
j THE GOVERNOR AND THE LEGISLATURE TO SUPPORT THE ALASKA MUNICIPAL 

BASIC SERVICES PROGRAM.
I

WHEREAS, many Alaskans municipalities are facing fiscal crises that may curtail some 
[ basic municipal services to citizens and encourage the dissolution of some small 
i municipalities; and

I WHEREAS, these negative impacts are due in large part to severe cutbacks in the 
current Municipal Assistance and the State Revenue Sharing Programs; and

I
WHEREAS, the two current progra s comprising state aid to municipalities are 
administratively complex for municipalities, have outdated formulas, do not ensure that 
municipal basic services are provided, and have some conflicting policy provisions.
They are acceptable programs to al locate state revenues in the short term, but they do 

I not reflect the policy decisions necessary for the future; and

WHEREAS,
Alaskans support accountability at all levels of government 
Alaskans want a "back to basics" approach to government 
Alaskans support low administrative costs and less complex programs 
Alaskans want the state's limited resources distributed most efficiently 
and fairly
Alaskans are concerned about their capacity to maintain existing capital 
improvements
Alaskans want stable municipal governments; and

WHEREAS, State government has an obligation to share revenue from the resources 
that are commonly owned by all the people of Alaska to provide basic and essential 

• state and municipal services; and

WHEREAS, every state in the U.S.A. provides some form of revenue sharing to its 
municipalities; and
WHEREAS, due to Alaska’s dispersed population, relatively small local tax bases, and 

i large resource revenues to the state, it is critical that sufficient state revenue from 
commonly held resources be distributed to local governments to ensure that minimum 
basic municipal services are provided; and

WHEREAS, sharing of revenues from commonly held resources is especially important 
to small rural communities because many have virtually no tax base and state shared 

' revenues are often their only stable revenue; and



WHEREAS, revenue sharing increases local determ ination rather than fostering the need 
for additional direct state services to com m unities; and

i

| WHEREAS, every dollar cut from  m unicipal revenue sharing or municipal assistance is a 
i dollar of local tax increase or a cu t to d irect basic services to Alaskans; and
I
(

WHEREAS, Alaska's emphasis during the last decade has been on capital projects and 
often  the cost of continuing operation and maintenance of projects was no planned 

j adequately; and

WHEREAS, it is critical that the programs to share revenue from resources commonly 
held by all the pejple  of Alaska be strengthened to ensure continuing maintenance of 

j existing im provement and to provide a base for other basic and reasonable local 
l operations and maintenance; and
' i

WHEREAS, the proposed Alaska M unicipal Basic Services Programs (AMBS) supports a 
"back to basics" approach to governm ent, increases accountability, reduces 
adm inistrative com plexity, allocates revenues fairly, and provides an efficient long term 
vehicle to  support stable and e ffective  local governm ent.

NOW , THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED tha t the Alaska Municipal League requests that 
the Governor and the Legislature support and w ork to adopt and implement the Alaska 
M unicipal Basic Services Program w ith  the fo llow ing major provisions:

1. Funds are allocated to mun cipalities based on each com m unity 's actual 
expenditures for municipal basic services, local assessed valuation, and 
population (w ith  the exception of health facilities, volunteer fire 
departments outside of m unicipalities, and unincorporated comm unities in 
the unorganized borough, w h ich  w ill receive allocations similar to existing 
formulas).

2. The existing m inim um  entitlem ent for municipalities w ill be increased 
from $ 2 5 ,0 0 0  to $ 5 0 ,0 0 0 .

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED tha t the Alaska Municipal League requests that the 
Governor and Legislature support and w v k  to  adopt a restoration of funding for 
m unicipal aid at the FY 94  level to estab: sh a realistic base to ensure stable 
m unicipalities. (This reflects an increase in funding from the FY 95 level of 
$ 6 2 ,0 1 8 ,1 8 3  to the FY 94 level of $ 7 2 ,0 3 0 ,3 7 6 ). A restoration of the FY 94 funding 
for m unicipal aid w ill allow for a phase-in of the new  AMBS program, establish a fair 
funding level for municipal aid consistent w ith  national averages, and provide a 
stabilization of support for m inim um  m unicipal basic services; and

j Page 2 of Resolution 421-95
I



Page 3 • Resolution 421*95

Bt IT f-URTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska Municipal League and its mernbci 
communities will work to support the development and implementation of a long-range 
fiscal plan for the State of Alaska that provides for the stabilization of both state and 
municipal basic services. If the need for additional revenues is indicated, the Alaska 
Municipal League and its member communities will support the implementation of an 
income tax with a prime stated purpose of supporting state and municipal services.

PASSED AND APPROVED by a duly constituted quorum of the Whittier City Council 
th i s  day o f ___________________________, 1 995

Chris Overbeck, Mayor

ATTEST:

AYES:_____
NOES:_____
ABSENT:

:!
Debra Burnham, City Clerk a b st a in .-



OF

SITKA
P.* »«*!'. uUf'.

January 25, 1995

City and Borough of Sitka
100 LINCOLN STREET.SITKA, ALASKA 99835

RECEIVED

JAN z i 1995

ALAb!\M lY lu ix iio ir / •\UUfc.

The Honorable Senator Robin Taylor 
Alaska State Senate 
State Capitol Bldg., Room 30 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Robin:

I want to reiterate Sitka's support for the Alaska Municipal Basic Services Program (AMBS) as 
outlined in the Critical Issues section o f the FY'1 itka Legislative Priorities. The continuing erosion 
o f state funding for Municipal Assistance and Revenue Sharing (almost 14 percent last year alone) 
is particularly harmful to Sitka w ith Sitka's other revenues declining dramatically. We strongly 
support Alaska Municipal League's goal to stabilize state revenue sharing for municipalities at an 
adequate level o f funding.

We understand SB 20 has been introduced to establish the AMBS program. Your assistance in 
helping to secure adoption and funding for the AMBS in the Senate would be greatly appreciated.

Best regards. 

Sincerely,

Q

Gary L. Paxton 
Administrator

cc^A laska Municipal League
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. February 6, 1995

• ̂ ^S e n a to 'rX 'A l^A d am o '
State •.Capitol,• Senate 

” Capitol,. Room 417 
f- -Juneau,-Alaska 99801-1182

t

r . n w * . :
; e

‘.t V. ...Sa^V .

£»’:•

Dear Senator Adams,

The City Council of the City of Alakanuk wishes to express it Tp  - support for 
Senate Bill 10, the Alaska Municipal Basic Services Program (AMBS).

Our city, at present, is operating upon a budget that makes it extremely 
difficult to provide services needed for the residents. Should.funds 
be cut further the present services offered could be threatened ,'^l-Further 
reduction in funding could be a catastrophic consequence for all.jofothe small 
villages of Alaska. A6 the cash economy grows and traditional methods of 
substaining life are being used less, these loss of revenues can-give 
limited means of caring for daily services.

Please accept our support for Senate Bill 10 and we urge your helpoin 
easing the financial dilemma may villages are now experiencing.

Respectfully, City Council Members of the City of Alnkanuk
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WALRUS CAPITAL OF THE WORLD 
SAVOONGA, ALASKA

CITY OF SAVOONGA 
P.O. BOX 0 * 4 0  

S A V O O N G A .  A LA SK A  99760 
P H O N E  984-6614

To:

January 27, 1995

Senator Al Adams and 
Representative Richard Foster *-010 u t

From: Jerry Wongittilin, Sr.
Vice-Mayor

Subject: AMBS Program (SB 20)

Dear Senator Adams and Representative Foster

The City Council Members of Savoonga and the City of Savoonga is in full 
support of SB 20, as introduced by Senator John Torgerson.

The municipalities within our communities are very much aware that in 
the past years, there has been cuts on our Revenue Sharing and Municipal 
Assistance. Every time these cuts are made, the municipalities have to 
make some cuts to make adjustments within our cities. The fuel cost has 
gone up as well and we may have to be forced to cut our hours in order to 
conserve our fuel cost. Thank you.

S incere ly

V ice-M ayor

cc: Donald Long, AML President



City of fitka
Z F *

Alaska Municipal League 
217 Second Street #200 
Juneau, AK 99801

Dear Sirs:

Enclosed vou w ill find a resolution from the Atka C itv Council endorsing the Alaska 
Municipal Basic Services Program to allocate shared State revenues. We very much 
support the concept o f this program and w ill be glad to lend whatever additional support 
is w ithin our capability to assure its passage.

Sincerely vours. i

Marv CVSchultheis 
C itv Administrator

Attachement

r e c e iv e d  

utu 2&1994
ALASKA MOM îrnu

1600 R St., #103 ★ flnchorago, RK 99501 ★ Ph: (907) £72-5969 ★ ffiX: (907) 272-8726
P.O. Box 47070 ★ Rtko, RK 99547 ★ Ph: (907) 839-2233 *  fRJC: (907) 839-2234
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v;> City of fltka
ZP°~

R ESOLU T I O N  9 5-205

A  R E S O L U T I O N  OP T H E  A T K A  CITY C O U N C I L  E N D O R S I N G  T H E  ALASKA 
M U N I C I P A L  BASIC SERVICES P R O G R A M  T O  A L L O C A T E  SHARED

STATE R E V E N U E S

WHEREAS, municipal govern m e n t  are b e i n g  required to provide 
an inc rea s i n g l y  board range of b a s i c  services,

WHEREAS, m a n y  of these services are m a n d a t e d  but unfunded,

W HEREAS, S t a t e  revenue sha ring m u n i c i p a l  assistance, the 
p r i m a r y  exist ing State programs for d i s t r i b u t i n g  shared 
revenue, h a v e  been severly cut over the past years,

w h e r e a s , c u rrent  programs are b a s e d  on o u t d a t e d  formulas.

Now, THEREFORE, BE IT R E S O L V E D  THAT: the A t k a  city Council 
support s the Alaska Municipal Basic s e r v i c e s  program as a 
m e a n s  of allocning s hare d State r e v e n u e s  t o  replace the 
existing S tate revenue sharing and m u n i c i p a l  asistance
p r o g r a m s .

B E  i t  F U R T H E R  r e s o l v e d  THAT: the C o u n c i l  supports the 
propose d m i n i n u m  entitlement  of $50,00 0 p e r  municipality to 
h e l p  A l a s k a /s smallest c o m m u n i t i e s  to r e m a i n  financially 
v i abl e a n d  able to provi de basic s e r v i c e s

P A S S E D  A N D  A P P ROVED BY A  DULY C O N S T I T U T E D  Q UO RUM O F  THE ATK A 
CTTY C O U N C I L  T H I S  | <P DAY O F E M  2>£ T  ,1994.

1600 ftSL, 4103 *  flnchofo0o, RK 99501 *  Ph: (907) I7 i-3 9 6 9  *  fftX: (907) *7*.87«6
P.O. io x  47070 *  fttko, ftK 99547 ★ Ph: (907) 83?.££33 ★ FftX: (907) 839.M34



JAN 17 '95 11:29AM CITY0OF°EEK,,#000

CITY OF EEK 
P.O. BOX 09 

EEK. ALASKA 
99570 

(907)536-5129

SUSjc "T Pc*G'jesting a copy of in** minutes of January 24-26.1995

We are requesting a copy oi your rr.mutestor January 24-26.1995. of the 
Alaska Conference oi Mayors

Currently the Eek City Council cannot afford to send a representative to attend 
the Alaska Conference of Mayors fo- January 24-26 1995. due to lack of 
funds.

Enclosed is a resoio* on 95-02 'oc support the passage of the new Alaska 
Municipal Basic v cvr Frocjam to replace the State Revenue Sharing and 
Municipal assistance ..n.cl i is uet y impor tment too this community.

!: you should hU' ~ .v *• ?.«>ot:cns pn-iise Jr> r.ot hesitate too con tact us at 
t"’e tftX.-V*' *<V.y ~'y.> nujnf1**

Tr.3r*k , .-jfcj

DA i E January V. 1

TO. Alaska Municipal League 
Joint Insurance Association !nc 
2i7 secor” i street, ■••nte H'1' 
Juneau. Alaska

FROM' Marie C '-v-ite
Ee< C'tv Co*.!' •'.h Mayer
P C 6oa09
Eek Alaska j:'-575

cc
office file



CITY OF EFK 
P.O. BOX 09 

EEK, ALASKA 
99578 

(907)536-5129

RESOLUTION 95-03

A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING THE PASSAGE OF THE NEW ALASKA
m u n ic ip a l  s e r v ic e s  p r o g r a m , r e v is in g  th e  state  r even u e
SHARINGS AND MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCES FOR THE MEMBERS OF 

ALASKA MUNICIPAL LEAQUE

WHEREAS. The Eek City Council is a Local Government for the village of 
Eek. under the Alaska Status. Title 29. and

The Eek City Council is a mer.ber of the Alaska Muncipal League, 
by resolution 94-15. pays its annual Membership dues. and

HEREAS, The Eek City Council receives funding from both the State Revenue 
Sharing and Municipal Assistances, from the Department of 
Community Regional Affairs, and

5RE.AS, The Eek City Council supports the passage of the new Alaska 
Municipal Basic Services Prog-am to replace theState Revenue 
Sharing and the Municipal Assistances, and

V THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Eek City Council cannot afford 
yearly reductions to both the State Revenue Sharing and the
Municipal Assistances.

L'URTHER RESOLVED, that the Eek City Council seeks ways to maintain 
the State Revenue Sharings and Municipal assistance without 
cuts in the future



CITY OF EEK 
P.O. BOX 09  

EEK, ALASKA 
9957b  

(907)536-5129

RESOLUTION 95-03

A RESCl 'JT;--';, SUPPORTING THE PASSAGE OF THE NEW ALASKA 
MONiC'Pa i. iEPW .ES p =0G h aM. REVISING THE STATE REVENUE 
SHAPINGS AND MUNICIPAL ASS.STANCES FOR THE MEMBERS OF

ALA ?.<a MUMCiP al LEAGUE

WHEPcAS T ic  Eei Ciiv Couri-ii •:»a Local Government for the village of 
Eek under the Alaska Status Title 29, and

WHEREAS The Een City Council is a me-mc>er of the Alaska Muncipal League, 
by f esciuuci' 9-i-1E- pay* .ts annual Membership dues, and

WHEREAS The Eek City Council receives funding from both the State Revenue 
Sharing anc Municipal Assistances, from the Department of 
Community Regional Affairs and

w h E.PEa S Tr.e Eek C.ty Counc l supports the passage of the new Alaska 
Muninoai Basi.: Servers Program to replace theState Revenue
:>r,ai iiiUu'Vj me /uivc.ca. —ssistances. and

NOW THEREFORE IE  ~ **E;Cl '• L'C r.a ’ the Eek City Council cannot afford 
yftMnvir- \  j'a te  Revenue Sharing and the
• »i'.i|tlufk’. • ••aSi'i

BE !T PUP r HER RES w *  -it 'he Eek City Council seeks ways to maintain
'.he State Uci v :f ie  Rnar:n ;»«<» Municipal assistance without
U u IS  if • » >r f . j tu *  r
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Marie C White - Mayor

a 1TEST
Entz £ Petlueka -  City Clerk

.day of



Incorporated A pril 9,1901
? . 0 .  <BoK'2S1 
'Xgm, M ajftfi 99762 
TtUphont (907)443-9242 
Taz (907)443-9349

J a n u a r y  20, 1995

Mr. K e v i n  R i t c h i e  
E x e c u t i v e  D i r e c t o r  
Alaska  M u n i c i p a l  League 
217 S e c o n d  Street, S uite 200 
Juneau, A l a s k a  99801

Re: A l a s k a  M u n i c i p a l  Basic Servi c e s  (AMBS) P r o g r a m

At t a c h e d  is a cop y of R esolution  R-95-1-1, "A r e s o l u t i o n  in support 
of the A l a s k a  M u n i c i p a l  Ba sic Services Program" w h i c h  was 
u n a n i m o u s l y  a d o p t e d  by the Nome City C o uncil  on J a n u a r y  11, 1995.

We will a l s o  f o rward a copy of this same R e s o l u t i o n  to Ms. Wendy 
M u l d e r  w h o  w i l l  be r e p r e s e n t i n g  the City of Nome d u r i n g  the 1995 
l e g i s l a t i v e  session, and instruct her to s p e a k  f a v o r a b l y  on behalf 
of the A M B S  p r o g r a m  at every a p p r o p r i a t e  opport unity.

If we can o f f e r  further assistance, pleas e let me know.

c c :  Wendy M u ld e r



Presented Byt 
City Mana ger 
Action T a k e m  
Yes _ 4 _  No O

C I T Y  O F  N O M E  .  A L A S K A  

R E S O L U T I O N  N O _ R — 9 5 — 1 — 1

A  R E S O L U T I O N  I N  S U P P O R T  O F  T H E  
A L A S K A  M U N I C I P A L  B A S I C  S E R V I C E S  P R O G R A M

WHEREAS, the City of Nome is an active member of the 
A laska Municipal League (AML); and,

WHEREAS, the AML's special Municipal Aid Working Group 
authoriz ed by the AML membership has been working on a solution to 
the ongoing problem of decreased state shared funding to 
municipalities  (the state has reduced state shared revenues to 
municipalities far beyond reductions to other programs in the 
operating budget - over 55% in the last 10 years and 13.9% in FY95 
alone); and,

WHEREAS, a solution has been developed that allocates 
stated shared revenues fairly, encourages a "back to basics" 
approach to municipal services and very gradually adjusts municipal 
allocations; and,

WHEREAS, the Alaska Municipal Basic Services (AMBS) 
Program proposes that the Legislature appropriate funding based on 
nine municipal basic service categories In proportion to each 
municip ality's local effort in each category, its overall ability 
to pay and population; and,

WHEREAS, municipal aid programs are critical to the 
provision of basic services to the residents of Nome,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Nome Common 
Council of Nome, Alaska supports and endorses the AML's proposed 
A l a s k a  Municipal Basic Services Program and urges the Legislature 
to consider funding the program as proposed.

AP P R O V E D  and SIGNED this //& ■

I

A T T E S T  I •

Lixicia E.,'Conley, City Ctferk
) •'



C i t y  o f  M a r s h a l !

P . O .  BOX 09 • MARSHALL, ALASKA 99585 * (907) 679-6215/6415

IMPACT STATEMENT

m u n i c i p a l a s s i s t a n c e/r e v e n u e  s h a r i n g c u t s 

the state, m e m  s m m  e n t i t l e m e n t  f o r  Tfte c i t s o f m u s h  all

FOR FS 93 WAS S32,236.00, FOR FS 9l< WAS $3/,966.00 AND AT THE 

PRESENT T I M  FOn FS 95 IS $30,954-00. ALTHOUGH THERE WAS A 

SLIGHT INCREASE IN THC MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FROM $16,465.00 

IN FS 93 TO $17,082.00 IN FS 94 THIS Did NOT REFLECT ON OUR BUDGET 

AS A SIGNIFICANT INCREASE. FIGURES FOR FS 95 ARE UNKNOWN AT THIS 

TIME. AFTER ALLOCATING SO MUCH PERCENTAGE FOR OUR ROAD MAINTENANCE, 

HEALTH FACILITY, ETC. EVERS SEAR WE HAVE TO TIGHTEN OUR BELT A 

LITTLE TIGHTER. PERMANENT-PART TIME POSITIONS' HOURS ARE REDUCED, 

VILLAGE POLICE OFFICER'S MONTHLS WAGE IS PUT ON FREEZE fPRESENTLS 

NO ONE HOLDS THIS POSITION BECAUSE OF A LOW PAS SCALE), AND MAINTENANCE 

FOR CITS BUILDINGS ARE PERFORMED ONLS WHEN NECESSARILS NEEDED.

ROAD MAINTENANCE THIS WINTER HAS BEEN HIGHER THAN PREVIOUS WINTERS 

BECAUSE OF THE EXCESSIVE SNOWFALL WHICH HAS REALLS AFFECTED OUR 

BUDGET. THE HIGH COST OF GOODS AND SERVICES DELIVERED TO MARSHALL 

HAS A TREMENDOUS IMPACT ON OUR BUDGET. WINTER TRAIL MARKING IS NOT 

INCLUDED IN OUR BUDGET AND THIS IS A VERS NECESSARS PART OF LIFE IN THE 

BUSH. DONATIONS FOR WINTER TRAIL MARKING IS VERS MINIMAL. ANS 

FUTURE REDUCTIONS IN FUNDING WILL DRASTICALLS AFFECT CITS OPERATIONS.

PREPARED BS:
RASMOND D. ALSTROM-MASOR, C H S  OF MARSHALL 
19 SANUARS 1995
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TO: A l b e r t  W. D i c k ,  Mayor

FROM: R o b e r t  G. P i n a r d
A s s ' t .  A d m n . / T r e a s u r e r

SUBJECT: S h a r e d  R evenue  and M u n i c i p a l  A s s ' t

As r e q u e s t e d  I  h av e  i d e n t i f i e d  m o n i e s  r e c e i v e d  b y  t h e  C i t y  o f  Hoonah 
d u r i n g  t h e  p e r i o d  FY 1992 -  FT 1995 f o r  S h a r e d  Rev en ue  an d  M u n i c i p a l  
A s s i s t a n c e .

1992 1993 1994 1995
S h a r e d  R ev en u e  $ 5 8 , 7 8 0  $ 1 2 3 , 4 2 0  $ 1 1 0 , 2 5 9  $ 9 6 , 8 9 4
M u n i c i p a l  A s s ' t .  6 6 , 8 1 1  5 3 , 4 3 0  4 8 . 3 0 0  4 3 , 4 7 0

C a l c u l a t i o n  o f  S t a t e  R evenue  S h a r i n g  h a s  gone  f r o m  (Hoonah)  a  p o p u l a t i o n  
o f  0 9 4 ,  F u l l  & T r u e  P r o p e r t y  V a l u e  o f  $ 2 1 , 9 5 3 , 9 0 0  a n d  l o c a l l y  g e n e r a t e d  
r e v e n u e s  o f  $ 6 3 8 , 1 3 0  i n  1992 t o  a  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  9 6 8 ,  F u l l  & T r u e  P r o p e r t y  
V a lu e  o f  $ 2 3 , 1 2 7 , 7 0 0  an d  l o c a l l y  g e n e r a t e d  r e v e n u e s  o f  $ 5 5 1 , 6 5 0  f o r  FY 9 5 .  
M u n i c i p a l  A s s ' t .  w h i c h  u s e d  t o  be  b a s e d  on G r o s s  B u s i n e s s  L i c e n s e  t a x  o f  
w h i c h  c o m m u n i t i e s  60% was r e p e a l e d  an d  i s  now p a i d  by l e g i s l a t i o n  a p ­
p r o p r i a t i o n  w h i c h  m u s t  be  e q u a l  t o  o r  g r e a t e r  t h a n  30% o f  G e n e r a l  an d  
p e t r o l e u m  c o r p o r a t e  incom e t a x .  T h i s  am ou nt  i s  p r o - r a t e d  s t a t e  wide  
b a s e d  on a  c o m m u n i t y ' s  p o p u l a t i o n .

E f f e c t i v e  w i t h  FY 1993 S h a r e d  R e v e n u e s  we w e re  a p p r o v e d  f o r  a d d i t i o n a l  
e x t r a  t e r r i t o r i a l  r o a d s  i n c r e a s i n g  o u r  r o a d  m i l e s  f r om  14 t o  75 t h u s  
i n c r e a s i n g  o u r  s h a r e d  r e v e n u e s  by 110% y e t  d e c r e a s i n g  t o t a l  s h a r e d  
R ev en u e  f o r  t h e  p e r i o d  FY 1992 -  FY 1995 by 10 -  12%. M u n i c i p a l  A s s ' t .  
h a s  d e c l i n e d  by 35% f o r  t h a t  same p e r i o d .  Our mai n  s o u r c e  o f  r e v e n u e  
f o r  G e n e r a l  O p r a t i o n s  o t h e r  t h a n  Raw F i s h  Tax R e c e i p t s  i s  4% S a l e s  Tax 
c o l l e c t e d  by  t h e  C i t y  o f  w h ich  1% i s  d e d i c a t e d  t o  t h e  o p e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  
Swimming P o o l .



January 12, 1995
Page 2

We h av e  been  o p e r a t i n g  on a  b r e a k  e v e n  b u d g e t  m a i n t a i n i n g  a s t a f f  o f  
14 e m p l o y e e s ,  down f r o m  19 p r i o r  t o  1992,  y e t  p r o v i d i n g  t h e  same l e v e l  
o f  s e r v i c e s .  We h a v e  b e e n  t r y i n g  t o  u p g r a d e  o u r  p u b l i c  w o r k s  e q u i p m e n t  
f o r  s e v e r a l  y e a r s ,  b u t  h ave  b e n n  o n l y  a b l e  t o  r e p l a c e  a  few o f  t h e m .
The o t h e r s  we h a v e  r e p a i r e d  an d  m a i n t a i n e d  them en ough  s o  L h a t  t h e y  a t  
l e a s t  f u n c t i o n .  P u b l i c  S a f e t y  v e h i c l e s  h a v e  b ee n  p u r c h a s e d  f r om  o t h e r  
c i t y  s u r p l u s  o r  b e e n  g i v e n  t o  u s  by t h e  F e d e r a l  Govern m en t  a s  a  f e w  o f  
o u r  P u b l i c  Works v e h i c l e s .  F i r e  D e p a r t m e n t  and a m b u l a n c e  v e h i c l e s  a r e  
o l d  and need  r e p l a c i n g  e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  two a m b u l a n c e s .  The P o l i c e  D e p t ,  
wo uld  l i k e  t o  h i r e  a n o t h e r  o f f i c e r  a n d  d i s p a t c h e r  so  t h a t  we c a n  a t  l e a s t  
p r o v i d e  minimum 24 h o u r  d a i l y  c o v e r a g e .  As I t  i s  r i g h t  now a m a j o r i t y  
o f  c a l l s  r e c e i v e d  a r e  t a k e n  by t h e  P o l i c e  o r  VPSO o f f i c e r  w h i l e  on  d u t y  
o r  on c a l l .

F r a n k l y ,  i f  we h ad  n o t  b e e n  a p p r o v e d  f o r  e x t r a  t e r r i t o r i a l  m i l e s  t h u s  
i n c r e a s i n g  S h a r e d  Rev enue D i s t r i b u t i o n  and f r e e i n g  up o t h e r  G e n e r a l  
Revenue Funds  we w ou ld  h ave  t o  make a d d i t i o n a l  e m p lo y ee  c u t s ,  r e d u c e  
s e r v i c e s  and t r y  t o  I d e n t i f y  o t h e r  r e v e n u e  s o u r c e s .  J u s t  a b o u t  a l l  G r a n t  
money s o u r c e s  r e q u i r e  a t  l e a s t  a  50% m a tc h  o f  w h ich  t h e y  a r e  now r e q u i r i n g  
a  p o r t i o n  o f  I t  be  C a sh  m a k in g  i t  e v e n  more d i f f i c u l t  t o  a p p l y  f o r  t h e s e  
G r a n t  m o n ies  a s  we do n o t  h a v e  a v a i l a b l e  f u n d s  f o r  t h e  m a tch  p o r t i o n .  
L a s t l y ,  f i n d i n g  o t h e r  r e v e n u e  s o u r c e s  i n  p r e d o m i n a n t l y  n a t i v e  c o m m u n i t i e s  
i s  n e v e r  p o p u l a r .  As you know we h a v e  r e c e n t l y  t r i e d  on  two o c c a s i o n s  
t o  i n c r e a s e  o u r  s a l e s  t a x  t o  c% on t h e  f i r s t  o c c a s i o n  an d  5% on t h e  s e c o n d .  
B o t h e r  m e a s u r e s  w e re  s o u n d l y  d e f e a t e d .



Dennis Egan, Mayor
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710 M ill BAY ROAD 
KODIAK. ALASKA VV615-6398

(907) 486-9300

April 10. 1996

C* AMtfti » — T A !• A 'S’ —   A_ . -

State Capital Maitetop 3100 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

V V _
Dear Senatorjjofge'rsoi:

Congratulations on the successful passage of Senate Bill 20 by the Senate. All of your 
hard work obviously paid off with a unanimous vote of suppon for the work that you 
have done Mow it's  on to the house and wc hope it will cross the governor's desk 
betore mid-year If there is anything else that we can do to assist in this process, just 
let me know

Additiona lly , I want to respond lo your request lo r  comments on HB 386 concerning 
llie  cruelty iu animals changes. W e  nave reviewed the changes and think that they 
would be good changes fo» you to proceed w ith, i f  I can give you any additional 
informauon, let me know

S incere ly ,
KO D IAK  « /  4 MD BO ROUGH

Jerome M . Selby 
Borough Mayor
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April 9, 1996

Keith Heller, Pelican City Administrator 
Pox 737
Pelican, Alaska 99832

R e :  SB  2 0 - "A rt A c t re la t in g  to ce r ta in  p r o g ram s  o f  s ta te  a id  to m un ic ip a l i t ie s  and
rec ip ien ts  in  the u n o rg a n iz e d  b o ro u gh ;  a n d  p r o v id in g  f o r  a n  e f fec tive  d a te . "

Dear Keith:

I appreciate your contacting me regarding your support for the spirit and intent of 
SB 20. I serve on the House Community and Regional Affairs Committee and this 
legislation is scheduled for a hearing this Thursday, April 11th. It is important that I 
base my decisions on the opinions from the communities in my district and therefore, 
your letter was extremely important to me and timely as well. I share your opinions of 
the importance of basic sendees during budget reductions and the necessity for "safe 
community" legislation in Alaska at this time.

I have developed a strong respect for the spirit and dedication your community has 
displayed to the rest of the state during these critical times. Best wishes and I look 
fonvard to hearing from you again on this and other issues of importance to your 
community.

Representative Jerry Mackie 
Democrat Leader of the House

cc: ‘̂ Senator John Torgerson, Chair, Senate Community and Regional Affairs
Committee
Representative Alan Austerman, Co-Chair, House Community and Regional 
Affairs Committee
Representative Ivan Ivan, Co-Chair, House Community and Regional 
Affairs Committee
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217 Second Street, Suite 200 ■ Juneau, Alaska 99801 ■ Tel (907)586-1325. Fax (907)463-5480

A p r i l  2 ,  1 9 %

T h e  H o n o r a b l e  J o l v i  T o r g e r s o n  
A l a s k a  S t a t e  S e n a t e  
R o o m  4 2 7  S t a t e  C a p i t o l  
J u n e a u ,  A l a s k a  9 9 8 0 1 1 1 8 2

D e a r  S e n a t o r  T o r g e r s o n :

O n  b e h a l f  o f  t h e  M a y o r  R ic k  M y s t r o m ,  P r e s i d e n t  o f  t h e  A l a s k a  C o n f e r e n c e  
o f  M a y o r s ,  a n d  J o e  M u r d y ,  P r e s i d e n t  o f  t h e  A l a s k a  M u n i c i p a l  L e a g u e ,  1 
w a n t  t o  t h a n k  y o u  f o r  y o u r  y e s  v o t e  o n  S B  2 0 ,  P r o g r a m s  o f  S t a t e  A i d  t o  
M u n i c i p a l i t i e s .  Y o u r  s u p p o r t  o f  t h e  m u n i c i p a l i t i e s  a n d  l o c a l  t a x p a y e r s  in  
A l a s k a  i s  v e r y  m u c h  a p p r e c i a t e d .

W e  b e l i e v e  t h e  c h a n g e s  to  t h e  c u r r e n t  M u n i c i p a l  A s s i s t a n c e  a n d  R e v e n u e  
S h a r i n g  p r o g r a m s  w i l l  b e n e f i t  b o t h  l a r g e  a n d  s m a l l  c o m m u n i t i e s  a n d  w i l l  
g o  a  l o n g  w a y  t o  s t a b i l i z i n g  f u n d i n g  f o r  t h e s e  c r i t i c a l  p r o g r a m s .

A g a i n ,  t h a n k  y o u  f o r  y o u r  c o n t i n u e d  i n t e r e s t  in  t h e / c i t i e s  a n d  b o r o u g h s  o f  
A l a s k a .

S i n c e r e l y ,

K e v i n  C .  R i t c h i e  
E x e c u t i v e  D i r e c t o r

t:\lk\sl‘20\lluiitl\iii<ii.<li'i

Momboi ot tho Notional Leogua or Cities and the* Notional Association of Counties
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ALEUTIANS EAST BOROUGH
9  k i n g  c o v e  a  S a n d  p o i n t  a  a k u t a n  3  c o l d  s a y  2 3  " a i . s e  p a s s  9  n e l s o n  l a g o o n

Sen. John Torgerson 
Room 427 
State Capitol 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182
RE: SB 20 - "Safe Communities" Bill
Dear Sen. Torgerson:
The Aleutians Eust Borough Assembly 19 pleased to offer our support 
of your endeavors on behalf of SB 20 and we thank you for your 
energetic support of this important legislation.

The term "Municipal Assistance" tends to be confused with a 
"giveaway program" rather than our communities' share of Alaska's 
resources, and the Aleutians East Borough agrees with changing the 
program title to "Safe Communities". This term implies support of 
important and needed services in our communities. We strongly 
support the direct public safety expenditures that this bill will 
provide under its new title.

Distribution of the funding under this bill should occur near the 
beginning of the State fiscal year (July 31) when it is appropriated, 
rather than the following February. We understand funding will not 
be significantly reduced for any community, and will in fact, make 
allocations more equitable among municipalities.
For the above reasons, we hereby offer our comments in support of 
SB 20, the "Safe Communities" Legislation. If we can be of further 
assistance, please let us know.
SlnrAfttl\Y

S E R V I N G  t h e  c o m m u n i t i e s  o f

February 18, 1990

Robert S7ji>jttner 
Borough Administrator

C L E R K / P L A N N E R  
» 0  B O X  3 < U
5 » N O  O O t N T .  A l  A E K A  0 C C C «
.'Mr: oM'jesw
( 4 0 7 )  3 8 3 - - 1 4 0 6  FAX

O O R O U G H  A D M I N I S T R A T O R  
1 6 0 0  A  S T R E E T .  S U I T E  1 0 3  
ANCHORAGE. ALA5»\a o i / o  
( 5 0 7 )  2 7 4 - 7 5 5 5  
( 0 0 7 )  2 7 8  7 6 0 0  F A X

F i n a n c e  d i r e c t o r

P O .  B O X  4 0
K I N G  C O V E .  A L A S K A  0 9 0 1 2  
( 0 0 7 )  4 ( j 7 . 2 « « a  
( 0 0 7 J 4 9 7 - 2 M 6  F A X



F e b r u a r y  1 9 , 1 9 9 6

TQ; S e n a t o r  Torgerson f a x  465-4779

FROM: E l v a  S c o t t ,  M a y o r  FAX 5 4 7 - 2 2 3 2
E a g l e  C i t y  - g f e j S c M !

SUBJECT :  SB 20

We h a v e  j u s t  r e c e i v e d  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  r e g a r d i n g  SE 2 0 , t h e  r e v i s e d  
" S a f e  C o m m u n i t i e s "  b i l l .  I  u n d e r s t a n d  y o u  a r e  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  
l e a r n i n g  t h e  r e a c t i o n  o f  t h e  s m a l l e r  i n c o r p o r a t e d  c o m m u n i t i e s  t o  
t h i s  b i l l .

We w o u l d  s u p p o r t  SB 2 0 .  We h a v e  a p r o p e r t y  t a x ,  b u t  w i t h  o n l y  14 6 
r e s i d e n t s ,  i t  i s  a r e a l  s t r u g g l e  j u s t  t o  p r o v i d e  f i r e  p r o t e c t i o n  
a n d  a  s o u r c e  o f  o a f e  w a t e r  p l u s  m e e t i n g  u n f u n d e d  m a n d a t e s  a n d  
f e d e r a l  m a n d a t e s .  A n y  a s s i s t a n c e  w o i I d  b e  w e l c o m e d .

We l i k e  t h e  nam e c h a n g e  f r o m  " M u n i c i o a l  A s s i s t a n c e "  t o  " S a f e  £
C o m m u n i t i e s " .

m
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HAINES BOROUGH Box 1209, Haines, AlaskaS9827 (907) 766-2711 FAX766-2716

F e b r u a r y  2 0 ,  1 9 9 6

S e n a t o r  J o h n  T o r g e r s o n  
A l a s k a  S t a t e  L e g i s l a t u r e  
S t a t e  C a p i t o l ,  Room 
J u n e a u ,  AK 9 9 8 0 1 - 1 1 6 2

R e : L e t t e r  o f  S u p p o r t  f o r  SB 20 -  " S a f e  C o m m u n i t i e s "  B i l l

D e a r  S e n a t o r  T o r g e r s o n :

I  am w r i t i n g  t h i s  l e t t e r  i n  s u p p o r t  o f  SB 2 0 - t h e  r e v i s e d  " S a f e  
C o m m u n i t i e s "  B i l l .  I t  i s  my o p i n i o n  t h a t  t h e  p a s s a g e  o f  t h i s  b i l l  
w i l l  p r o v i d e  f o r  t h e  s t a b i l i z i n g  a n d  s t r e n g t h e n i n g  o f  o u r  c o m m u n i t y  
a l o n g  w i t h  m a n y  o t h e r  c o m m u n i t i e s  i n  t h e  s t a t e .

T h e  H a i n e s  B o r o u g h  d o e s  n o t  w a n t  a r e d u c t i o n  i n  f u n d i n g  f o r  r o a d  
m a i n t e n a n c e ,  h e a l t h  c a i e  f a c i l i t i e s ,  e t c . ,  s o  we s t r o n g l y  s u p p o r t  
S e n a t e  B i l l  2 0 ,  b e c a u s e  i t  d o e s  n o t  r e d u c e  t h i s  f u n d i n g .  We a r e  
p l e a s e d  t o  k n o w  t h a t  t h i s  b i l l  w i l l  n o t  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  r e d u c e  a n y  
c o m m u n i t y ' s  f u n d i n g ,  b u t  m a k e a l l o c a t i o n s  m o r e  e q u i t a b l e  am o n g 
m u n i c i p a l i t i e s .

T h i s  b i l l  d i r e c t l y  t i e s  s t a t e  a i d  t o  p u b l i c  s a f e t y  s e r v i c e s  w h i c h  
i s  o n e  o f  t h e  p r i o r i t i e s  o f  t h e  c i t i z e r s  i n  o u r  b o r o u g h .

T h a n k  y o u  f o r  y c u r  e f f o r t s  o n  o u r  b e h a l f .

Sincerely,

J .  ̂ - ^yor
H a i n e s  B o r o u g h

JLL/jin

c c : S e n a t o r  Z h a r o f f

R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  M a c k i e

&



K o d i a k  I s l a n d  B o r o u g h

71C MILL Ba y  .ROa D 
KODIAK. ALASKA 99615-6398

(907)486-9300

February 20. 1996

Senator John Torgerson, Chair 
Community & Regional A ffa irs Committee 
Room 427 State Capital 
Juneau AK 99801-1182

V IA  FAX : 465-4779

Dear Senator Torgerson:

The Kodiak Island Borough heartily endorses the revised version o f Senate B ill 20 for 
“Sale Communities" in A laska. The changes made to SB 20 in the Revenue Sharing and 
M unicipal Assistance Programs are critica l to the continued v ia b ility  o f the municipalities 
throughout the state. In particular, the S40.0C0 minimum funding w ill be a make-it or 
break-it leve l tor the very sm all communities in rura l A laska, which have no other real 
funding source other than M un ic ipa l Assistance and Revenue Sharing. The concept o f 
"Safe Communities" in maintaining v iab le  rura l communities is  ve ry important to A laska. 
The fact that a number o f these communities have disso lved in the past year, w ith several 
more d isso lutions pending, and reports o f 30 to 90 more considering d isso lution , is  a real 
warning be ll for a ll o f  us.

Another strong feature o f the b ill is the accountab ility feature where the municipalities 
must inform the public what the money is used for, as w e ll as requiring that the money be 
used for high priority public safety and safe community projects. A dd itiona lly , the feature 
a llow ing the distribution o f the funding at the beginning o f the fisca l year w ill enable 
communities to plan around the actual amount o f  funding, as opposed to guessing for pan 
o f the year, only to d iscover that the estimated figu res fa ll short o f planned expenditures 
which creates major obstacles to sound planning and budgeting for the municipalities.

I  want to commend you for the outstanding work that you have done on SB 20 to bring us 
to this point and urge you and your co lleagues to pass this b il l into law  this session so that 
we can bring some stab ility  to the communities throughout the State o f A laska. Stable 
communities are critica l to successfu lly  plan for the fisca l changes that w ill be necessary to 
close die fisca l gap and bring A laska into a strong healthy position going into the twenty- 
firs t cenrury. I f  T can provide you w ith any additional information, please don't hesitate to 
g ive  me a ca ll.

S incere ly ,

K O D IA K  IS  IA N D  BO RO U G H

Borough Mayor
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February 20, 1996

CITY C L €M
PCSJ O ffice eox  13<57. KODIAK. ALASKA 99615

TCICPHONC (907) 466-8636 
! M X  (907) 486-8600

Hqnorable John Torgerson 
AJftska State Senate 
Stjite Capitol (MS 3100)
Jujneau, AK 99801-1182

RE: CS for Sponsor Substitute for Senate Bill 20 (CRA)
|

Dear Senator Torgerson:

Via FAX 907-465-4779

Miiyor Floyd and the City Council support the referenced bill rolating to certain 
prpgramr» of state aid to municipalities Please convey Kodiak's posiiion to the Senate 
Finance Committee.

j
Tliank you.

i
Sijicerely,

CTTY OF KODIAK

a 'V _'j, *

MkRCELLA 11 DALKE, CMC/Ai\E

3
y Clerk \

ID/ms

Senator Fred ZharofT
Repiescntative Alnn Austerman ;

cc!

T0U*_ p .oi
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February 20, 19%

Senator John Torgerson 
Room ‘127 
State Capitol 
Juneau, Alaska 
99801-11X2

Dear Scnjtor:

Wc are happy ro support the revised version of SB2Q: The "Safe Communities" Util. The City of Kotzebue will
support this bill because of the following:

• The ball changes the program title from Municipal Assistance to “Safe Communities” to let the public know that 
important services arc supported by the funds. “Municipal Assistance” is often confused with welfare ora 
giveaway. Revenue sharing is really your communities’ share of Alaska’s resources.

• “Safe Communities’’ does not reduce current funding for road maintenance, hospitals, etc., but requires that 
revenue sharing (that is net otherw ise allocated in sututel be used for high priority local public safety services. 
The public strongly supports directs public safety expenditures and requires accountability.

• The boll provides a minimum funding level of $40,000 without significantly impacting funding for larger cities.
Tnis provision has been agreed upon by all of Alaska’s large communities to help turn around the incentives for
small municipalities to dissolve.

• The bull requires distribution of all of the funds near the beginning of the states fiscal year instead of the 
following February. The state should net withhold money for municipalities, especially after the funding has 
been cut over 60% pver the past ten years.

• Funding wifi not be significantly reduced for any community.
• The bill makes allocations more equitable among municipalities.I
Thank you for your efforts in thti matter

i

I
TOT̂ i. p .02



Worth and Northwest Mayors 
Sen, AI Adorns 
Pep Don Long
MSB Mayor George Ahrnaogak 

Lon Sonsalla 
Enoch Oktollik 
Herman Klgnak 
Michael Neakok, Sr.
Paul Hugo 

NWMayore: Miles Cleveland, Sr 
Willie Thornac 
Gilberts. Barr 
Oscar Sage,Sr 
Frank Greene 
Lee Ballot, Sr.
Ben Atoruk 
Minnie Mayer 
Tommy Ballot, Sr.
LeYl Cleveland 
Bob Foot 

IRA, Frank Adams, Sr.

Joe Murcfy,President, AML 
Senator John Torgerson



C it y  o f  P o in t  H o p e

P.O. Bax 169 
P*rt Max, Ma* n  E7?66 

3&P2537

February 15,1996
Honorable, Govenor Tony Knowles
Goyenor: Tony Knowles 
P.O.Box 110001 
Juneau, Ak 99811-0001
DearGoyenor Knowles,

During your last live Alaska n talk show on ARCS. I asked you a question about the 
State's Revenue and Municipal Assistance program i understand that you support an 8% cut 
on both state* and municipal revenues tor 96-97 and that there have been ta Ik of even higher 
cuts to these programs in the legislature I don't believe that cities can subtam even these cuts 
at this time.

As you knowthe City governments are haying serious problems adapting to the state 
cuts in the pastfewyears We are also experiencing cuts on the federal level and locally 
■ nrough the boroughs. The result is substantially less revenues to operate city services.

During tne past year, five city governments have dissolved. I am really concerned that 
the continuing cuts are threatening the existence of city governments and city services In many 
villages throughout Alaska

One of tho most commonly usodpt ivate sector economic torms of the pastfewyears has 
been downsizing. Corporation: have found ways to squeeze profits out of their services by 
cutting tne number of employees. Termination and release has become a much more common 
experience in recent years for middle managment and production employees. This Is a 
dangerous trend but the levels are minimal compared to the lovols of enemploymentthat 
villages have continouusfy experienced

Therefore, I cannot support a planned 8% cut in the Municipal Assistance and Revenue 
Shading plana IrnuLtdenamdthatthe state attempt to hold the line without further cuts to the 
municipal governments attliis time. To do otherwise means completely disproportionate 
impacts from the cuts in rural villages.
Sincerely,

Mr. Ray Koonuk, Sr. Mayor 
cc Alaskan mayors
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February 16, 1996

Mr. Joe M urdy, President 
A laska Municipal League 
217 Second Street, Suite 200 
Juneau, A laska 99801

RE: Letter o f support for SB 20 

Dear M r. M urdy,

The C ity o f Port L ions strongly suppo rt Senator John Torgerson's efforts in passing SB 20.

Throughout the past few years our communities M unicipal Assistance has been reduced 
drastica lly . By changing the name o f Municipal Assistance to Safe Communities wc feel the 
funding w ill not be confused with welfare or a type o f "g ive aw?v funding", but in fact make it 
more clear to those that do not understand that it is our communities share o f  A laska’s resources 
that A LL  communities are entitled to receive.

W ith the funding being cut by 60% over the past ten years, the C ity o f Port L ions supports the 
assured m inimum funding level o f S‘10,000 that this b il l provides. It  cannot continue to be cut 
year after year by even another small percentage and be able, nor expected to continue 
provid ing safe programs that s ign inan tly impacts each and every one o f  our community 
members.

We also support the idea o f receiving our municipalities funding near d ie beginning o f the 
States fisca l year instead o f the fo llow ing February. Th is is not on ly the practical thing to do but 
is the most sensible as our tlsca l year also begins in July.

t



Wc cannot stiess enough the importance in the passing o f SB 20. The impact w ill tremendously 
help not on ly Port Lions, but a ll the small communities throughout the great State o f Alaska.

We appreciate anything you can do to help pass this much needed Senate B ill.

I f  you need further information on why we would like  to see the passage o f  this B ill, please feel 
free to g ive me a call at your convenience.

Thank you for your assistance on this important issue.

CEL

cc: Governor KnowL"
Senator Zharo ff 
Rep. Austerman
Kodiak Island Borough M ayor Selby



City of Sand Point

Senator John Torgerson
Chairman, Community and Regional Affairs
State o f Alaska
State capltol
Room 427
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182  

RE: SB 20 Safe Communities

Dear Senator Torgerson,

As a past local elected official and past president of the Alaska Municipal 
League, you personally are very aware o f the continuing problem s local 
governm ents faced every fiscal year.

Over the past several years, Municipal Assistance and Revenue Sharing 
have been reduced by over 60% which has placed and enorm ous burden  
on local governm ent to pick up the slack. Very few com m unities have 
been able to bear the full burden without reducing the level o f  services the 
provide irregardless o f how basic.

The City o f  Sand Point, being a one industry town, fishing, is in the same 
plight as m any other com m unities whereby the level o f services has been  
greatly reduced. Further reduction in state shared revenues will 
necessitate the elim ination o f  jobs and reduction of the level of service to 
minimal at the most.

CS for CSSB 20  Is a bill which we support because o f the early funding and  
the requirem ent that it be used for essential services such as public safety. 
Being a full service com m unity as well as a com m unity w hose livelihood Is 
predicated upon the fishing Industry, we feel this bill will assist in our 
needs o f a tim ely cash flow during our peak periods.

The City o f  Sand Point supports CS for CSSB 20 and particularly your  
efforts as well as the Community and Regional Affairs Com m ittee to hear

City Office:
P.O. Box 249
Sunil Point, Alista 99661 
(907) 383-2696 
(907) 383-2698 FAX

A dm lnU tre to r:
1600 AStTMt, Suit* 103 
Anchorage, Ahu,ka 99501-5146
(907)274-7666 rhone 
(907) 270-7569 FAX



the voices from the w ilderness on such an important m atter to all the  
m unicipalities In the State.

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Yqu^s truly,
C /jL
A lv in  D . O s t e r b a c k  
M a y o r
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fĤ K J/3 °®’w
U***^ Torymenn.

k yfi'-

WALRUS CAPITAL OF THE WORLD 
SAVOONGA, ALASKA

CITY OF SAVOONGA
PO BOX 07 

SAVOONGA ALASKA 90709 
PMONC 96A-OOM

FEB. 16, 1996

SENATOR JOHN TORGERSON 
STATE CAPITOL 
JUNEAU, AK. 99811

DEAR SENATOR TORGERSON,

ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF SAVOONGA, I AM WRITING TO SUPPORT SB 20, 
THE NEW SAFE COMMUNITIES BILL. WE BELIEVE THIS LEGISLATION WILL GO 
A LONG WAY TO LET PEOPLE KNOW HOW IMPORTANT THIS MONEY IS TO 
SMALL crriES.

WE ESPECIALLY SUPPORT THE PROVISION TO RAISE THE MINIMUM TO 
S40,000 .00 . IT TAKES EVEN MORE THAN THAT TO KEEP OUR DOORS OPEN, 
BUT THIS WILL CERTAINLY HELn.

THANK YOU FOR SPONSORING THIS BILL AND FOR HELPING TO SAVE SMALL 
CITIES IN THE RURAL ALASKA.

ram. f> ci



-  X ■=>- '?  6. M O M  1 1 :  O 3

TO: Senator John Torgerson FROM: Joe Lawton
Fax 907 465-4779 Fax 907 746-2699
R£: S3 20 Phone 9C7 746-7152 DID

Dear Senator Torgerson:

Count me as one Alaskan who h e a v ily  supports the passage o f SB20, the 
Safe Communities B i l l .

Lony have we s tru y y le d  to  f in d  e q u ity  and va lue in  the d is t r ib u t io n  o f 
State revenues to  lo c a l governments. At la s t  you have fo ryed a compro­
mise which is  supported by ne a rly  every community in  the S ta te . The 
L e y is la tu re  would be remiss no t to  pass th is  b i l l .  Alaskans everywhere 
want to  see fewer dec is ions made in  Juneau and more made lo c a l ly .

Thank you fo r  your e f fo r t s  to  b r in g  th is  b i l l  to  the f lo o r .  I t  is  a 
landmark b i l l ,  and I  despera te ly  hope your co lleagues see i t  as th a t.
I t  and a long-range f is c a l  p lan  s o lu tio n  in  th is  le y is la tu re  would insure 
your p lace in  h is to r y .

S ince re ly  your



F E B - 2 2 - 9 6  T H U  1 4 : 2 3  C I T Y  O F  O L D  H H R B O f ? 9 0 7  2 3 6  2 2 7 8 P  .  0 2

o f t

P.O. Box 109 
Old Harbor, Alaska 99643

CITY OF THE THREE SAINTS 

(907) 286-2203 OR 286-2201 

FAX: 286-2278

FEBRUARY 21, 1996

SENATOR JOHN TORGERSON 
STATE CAPITOL 
JUNEAU, AK 99801-1182

RE: THE "SAFE COMMUNITY " BILL

DEAR SENATOR TORGERSON,

The City of Old Harbor is writing in support of SB 20, the 
"Safe Community" Bill. The City supports this bill for several 
important reasons:

* THE AMOUNT OF STATE SHARED REVENUES THE 
CITY RECIEVES HAS DECLINED DRASTICALLY t  
OVER THE PAST 10 YEARS. THIS BILL WILL 
RAISE THE AMOUNT RECIEVED BY OLD HARBOR 
AND SET A FUNDING LEVEL WE CAN COUNT ON 
FOR YEARS TO COME; and

* THIS BILL WILL GIVE THE CITY THE STATE 
SHARED REVENUES SOON AFTER THE FISCAL 
YEAR WHEN THE CITY OPERATIONS IS IN MOST 
NEED OF FUNDS.

The City urges you and your fellow Legislators to pass this 
Bill. Thank you for your efforts to help Rural municipalities.

SINCERELY,



C ity  o f L o w e r  K a l s k a g
ljower Kalskag, A K  99828 

(907) 471-2228

l‘<».bniary 71,  1.996

D ea r S e n a to r  T o r g e r s o n ;

Wc tho C i t y  o f  Lower Ka l skag  a r c  s u p p o r t i n g  SD20 the  
S a f e  Communi t i e s  h i l l .  Our communi ty i s  a member o f  cho 
A l a s k a  M u n i c i p a l  L e a g u e a n d  we a r e  u n i t e d  on t h i s  i s s u e .  
We b e l i e v e  t h i s  i s  a good h i t l . w e  t h e r e f o r e  s u p p o r t "  Sa fe  
c o m m un i t i e s "  Leg Is t a t  Lon- SI120.

’ f lJ  , f  CV X̂LAj' — l»ii



C it y  o f  O u z in k ie  
P .O . Box 109  

O u z in k ie , AK 99644  
Ph# (907) 6 8 0 -2 2 0 9  
Fax (907) 6 8 0 -2 2 2 3

F e b r u a r y  2 1 ,  1 9 9 6

S e n a to r  John T o r g e r so n  
S t a t e  C a p ito l  
Ju n eau , AK 99811

Dear S e n a to r  T o r g er so n :

The C i t y  o f  O u z in k ie  s u p p o r ts  SB20 th e  S a fo  
C om m unities B i l l .  L ik e  many A la sk a n  V i l l a g e s ,  or  sm a ll  
c i t i e s  w ith  p o p u la t io n s  l e s s  th a n  1 ,0 0 0 .0 0  and no r ev en u e  
b a s e ,  t h i s  b i l l  i f  p a s s e d  c o u ld  s a v e  u s  from  d i s s o l v i n g .

To many t im e s  M u n ic ip a l A s s i s t a n c e  i s  in t e r p r e t e d  
wrong o r  c o n fu s e d  w ith  w e l f a r e ,  w h ich  i t  i s  n o t ,  i t  i s  th e  
co m m u n ities  sh a r e  o f  A la s k a ’ s  r e s o u r c e s .

T h ese  m o n i e s  a r e  g e n e r a l ly  u se d  f o r  t h e  H e a lth  and  
S a f e t y  o f  th e  p e o p le  o f  th e  c o m m u n itie s , w ith o u t  r e v e n u e s  
from  t h e  S t a t e ,  t h e  P u b l ic  S a f e t y  D epartm ent d o e s  n o t  h ave  
o p e r a t in g  fu n d s .

The amount o f  r e v e n u e s  a l l o c a t e d  in  SB20 w i l l  make a  
c o n s id e r a b le  d i f f e r e n c e  f o r  s m a l le r  co m m u n ities  t o  o p e r a te  
w ith o u t  im p a c t in g  t h e  la r g e r  c i t i e s .

A s  I  s a i d ,  b e f o r e ,  w e  d e f i n i t e l y  s u p p o r t  SB20  a n d  a s k  
t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  t o  p a s 3  i t ,  t h e  b i l l  m a k e s  a l l o c a t i o n  m o r e  
e q u i t a b l e  a m o n g  m u n i c i p a l i t i e s .

S i n c e r e ly ,

Mayor
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.C IT Y  OF HOMER
CITY HALL
491 EAST PIONEER AVENUE HOMER, AK 99603-7645

TCLCrnoHC (8&r> b o g  o<m 
TELECOPIER (907) 235-3140

21 February 1996 FAX 465-4779

Senator John Torgerson 
State Capital, Room 427 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

RE: SB 20 - “SAFE COMMUNITIES”

Dear Senator Torgerson:

I support SB 20 - the “Safe Communities” bill. The concept o f stable and 
predictable municipal revenue sharing is essential to long range community 
planning in Alaska.

Thank you for your support.

Sincerely,

CITY OF HOMER

fugh R. Bevan 
Acting City Manager

HB/th

TOTAL P.Ol
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Municipality
of

Anchorage

T.O Box 195350 
Anchorage, A laska 99519-6050 
Telephone: (907) 343-4431 
Fax: (907) 343-4499

Rick Myxtrom, Mayor

Februiry 14, 1996 OFFICE OF TTTTi MAYOR

FAX: 465-2779

Senator John Torgerson 
State ■ Japitol 
Room 427
Juneai, AK 99801-1182 

Dear .'Senator Torgerson:

I have reviewed, and strongly support, the latest work draft o f Senate Bill 20. 
Your :fforts have produced a bill which will benefit all Alaskan communities.

For tc o long, Alaska’s municipalities have had to bear the brunt o f state budget 
cuts. From 1986 to 1996, the Municipality o f  Anchorage has seen a 62% drop in 
state ; ssistance. During this same ten-year period, the state operating budget has 
actually increased by about 4%. Other Alaska communities have faced similar 
reducions. As these state revenues decreased, the taxes paid by local residents 
have i ncreased.

SB 2C emphasizes a Safe Communities approach, and will prioritize state revenues 
be sp ;nt on critical municipal Safe Communities services. It will redefine the 
state : hared revenues formula so citizens will better understand its goals and the 
role s ate dollars play in creating and maintaining Safe Communities. I believe 
this approach will make these critical local basic sendees more visible.

Thanl. you for your continued assistance in initiating and supporting this 
iinpoitant legislation. Your efforts help make our communities safer and better 
place: in which to live, work, and raise our families.

Since ely,

4/
Rick Mystrom 
Mayor

@ 0 0 1



A L A S K A  C O N F E R E N C E  Q F  ,) / _______________
2 17 Second Street, Suite 200 

Juneau. Alaska 99801
Ja n u a ry  25, 1996 907-586-1325

FAX 463-5480
Senator John Torgerson 
Alaska State Senate 
Capitol Building 
Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Senator Torgerson:

We, the undersigned, on behalf of the Alaska Conference of Mayors and the Alaska 
Municipal League Board of Directors, want to express our sincere appreciation for your 
vears of hard work in service to local governments in the State of Alaska. We want to 
especially thank vou for your recent efforts on SB 20, to combine the State Revenue 
Sharing and Municipal Assistance programs into one program and identifies the basic 
services that are provided bv municipalities.

After careful consideration and discussion of the difficulties that arose last year in 
completely revising the two formulas, wc would like to respectfully request that you 
consider making some amendments to SB 20 that will simplify the way the funds are 
distributed while still tying them to the important services.

You have received a copy of the draft "Safe Communities Revenue Sharing" proposal as 
endorsed by ACoM and AML. The draft includes what we consider important points: 
state shared revenue must go to basic services, including public safety, fire and 
emergency services, water and sewer, health, etc., and a 540,000 minimum to the 
smaller communities. The draft does not create winners and losers, which is the 
divisive issue in SB 20. We think these proposed changes will increase the chances of 
getting the legislation passed this year.

While we understand this proposal will not fix everything, we believe it is a good start 
on providing stability to municipalities and will help protect state funding in the future 
bv identifying for the legislature and the public where this money goes and how 
important it is to the taxpayers.

Again, thank you for your continuted support. We want to continue to work with you 
to arrive at a workable solution to a problem that has been going on for the last ten 
years. We believe, that with your help and by working together, we can stop the 
continued cuts to cities and boroughs in Alaska.

Sincerely,

S u p p o r t
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217 Second Street. Suite 2CO • Juneau. Alaska 99801 • Tel (907)586-1325. Fax (907)463-5480

To: Senator Torgerson

From: Kevin Ritchie, Executive Director

Date: February 21,1996

Re: Question on school funding history

In response to your committee’s question on school funding you received a letter from 
M ayor Egan which highlighted Juneau’s situation.

On a statewide basis, it is correct t’ at state funding for schools has increased annually, in 
response to increases in enrollment. However, the foundation formula has been increased 
only 1.7% over the past ten years for inflation. Inflation during that time has been 
estim ated at 30% or more. The result is that over the past ten years, municipal 
contributions have increased state wide by 48%, compared to a 23% state funding 
increase.

Even though school districts have generally made significant cuts and reorganizations, no 
organization can simply absorb ten years o f  inflation. The result is local tax increases to 
fund a higher local contribution.

i ALASKA 
MUNICIPAL 
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217 Second Street Suite 200 • Juneau. AloskO 99601 ■ Tel (907)586-1325. Fax (907)d63-5d8C

ANALYSIS of s t a t e  a n d  local  funding of schools

Is state funding for schools a state or local responsibility?

The Alaska Constitution states in Article VII Health, Education, and Welfare, “The 
legislature shall by general law establish and maintain a system of public schools open to 
all children of the State,....”

Is school funding municipal aid?

No, only 34 of over 150 municipal governments receive funding for schools. Also, 
education funding from the state may not be used as general revenue for municipal 
government. On the other hand, local tax’S must be used to supplement insufficient state 
appropriations for education.

How do state vs. local expenditures for schools compare?

Since 1986, local funding for schools has increased at over twice the rate of state funding. 
State funding for education increased 23% compared to local funding from cities and 
boroughs which increased 48%. (SEE ATTACHED CHART).

The Governor’s proposed budget for schools for FY 97 would accelerate the pressure to 
force local communities to substitute local tax dollars for state funding or further cut 
services.

According to the Department of Education, since the foundation program’s inception in 
1988 there has only been one 1.7% increase in the funding formula Local communities 
have absorbed inflation by tax increases, and cuts to programs and maintenance of 
facilities.

Do school districts have full dcscrction over the financial and operational 
management of school*?

No, management options arc significantly limited by state statutes and regulations for 
schools. Some statututory changes arc now being considered by the legislature.
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February 16, 1996

The Honorable Tim Kelly 
Senator
Alaska State Legislature 
Room 101, State Capitol 
Juneau, AK 99811*1182

U BJECT: State Funding Changes Between FV86 and FV96

f> ~Dear
First of all, thank you for the opportunity to testify on SB 20. During our discussion, you indicated 
that cuts to Municipal Assistance and Revenue Sharing were offset by increased funding to 
education. I would like to take this opportunity to present the following facts:

Overview
You asked the question of real dollar changes in state funding over the past ten years. The actual 
amount of change can be portrayed or compared in a number of different ways. However it is safe 
to say that no matter what method you choose, total state funding to the City and Borough of Juneau 
has declined. In addition, to these declines the Federal Government also chose to eliminate the 
Federal Revenue Sharing program in FYS7. The cumulative impacts of these declines have placed 
an enormous burden on funding our community’s basic services.

Comparison o f State Funding, Adjusted for Student Population Changes 
In FY86 the City and Borough of Juneau received a total of S26.1 million in Foundation Funding, 
State Shared Revenue and Municipal Assistance. The amount we project to receive in FY96 is S24.9 
million or 95% of the FY86 funding level. If we factor into this amount the change in population, 
wc obtain a better community wide dollar impact of the funding reductions. Using student counts 
seems to provide the best comparison as the largest funding source, Foundation Funding, uses this 
indirectly as a distribution basis. In FY86, wc received a total for all ihrcc programs of S5,650 
dollars per student. In FY96 wc are projecting S4.500 per student or approximately 80% of the 
FY86 funding level. Note this number does not take inflation into consideration.

State Funding Adjusted for Student Population and Inflation
If we take the logic of this comparison one step further by adding in an inflation factor, wc obtain 
a reasonably true picture of the community wide state support purchasing power changes during this 
period. The cost of living index, we use a composite rate of the Anchorage and Seattle Cl’ls, 
increased by approximately 37% between FY86 and FY95. So if we were to take the total of 
Foundation Funding, State Shared Revenue and Municipal Assistance per student and adjust it for 
inflation, we sec that true FY96 inflationary adjusted state funding falls in around S3,260 or 57% 
o f the FY86 level, far short of the required funding necessary to pay for basic educational needs.

I5S SOUTH SCWASO STR£(T • lUNfAu.AtASK* 99401 PosMt’ Fax Note 7671 - /  6 I
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iFTS£ Inflationary Adjusted Stale Funding Compared to FY96 Current Levels 
If we were to take an opposite approach and look just at the FY86 level and inflate it to FY96, we 
can also obtain a reasonably good picture of state funding impacts. Real purchasing power support 
from the state decline J from FY86 to FY96 by more than 31% while at the same time school district 
student counts g rew  by 19%.

Fiscal Ysm FYS6 FY96 FY96 Funding Ch
Actu?! Actual Inflat Adi

Foundation Funding SI 7.7 S22.1 S24.4 -S2.3
State Shared Revenue 4.2 1.4 5.8 - 4.4
Municipal Assistance 12 U . S I

Change FY87 to FY96 m

CPI Adj. Comparison J219 S3$.0 -S ll.l o r-31.%

Student Enrollment 4,619 L m +19.4%

♦Dollars shown in millions.

The bottom line on education and basic services
If we consider the cost of education as a state constitutional mandate, the issue of funding 
shortfalls becomes even more evident. In FY96 it was determined by the City and Borough of 
Juneau School Board and the Assembly that our K-12 educational program would need S36+ million 
to fully fund operations. It is estimated that the State will contribute $22.1 million of the funding 
necessary and local government will contribute an additional SI3.5 million. If we take into 
consideration the projected S2.8 million in SSR and MA assistance in FY96, we can sec that local 
taxpayers arc picking up at minimum SI 0.7 million or 30% of the total cost of basic education. If 
we assumed total state support for Juneau was applied to education first then not only would we fall 
short of funding education by S10.7 million, we would also not receive any state funding whatsoever 
for other basic community services such as police, fire, and/or streets. The City and Borough of 
Juneau has managed to fund the increasing cost of providing these basic services through a 
combination of property tax increases, sales taxes, belt tightening and the elimination of some 
services.

Sincerely,

^ /D en n is  Egan
Mayor



“SAFE COMMUNITIES'" F®!t ALASKA
A Presentation to the Senate CRA Committee

P a r t  1 - I N T R O D U C T I O N S  a n d  I N I T I A L  C O M M E N T S

Senator Torgerson, thank you very much for inviting us to appear before the 
Senate Community and Regional Affairs Committee today to discuss Safe 
Communities for Alaska.

First, 1 would like to introduce myself, I am Joe Murdy, Assemblyperson 
from the Municipality o f Anchorage and President this year o f the Alaska 
Municipal League. Also in attendance is Mayor Tom Greene who is Vice 
President o f the Alaska Conference o f Mayors. Mayor Mystroin, President 
o f the Alaska Conference o f Mayors has been traveling and was not able to 
arrange his schedule lo be here on short notice, but he sends his greetings to 
you and urges you to support the bill we are here to discuss today.

The other members assisting in the presentation today are:

Dennis Egan, Mayor o f the City and Borough o f Juneau, a member o f the 
AML Board o f Directors, and a member o f the Alaska Conference o f 
Mayors Committee that developed the concepts for “ Safe Communities”

George Wuerch, Assembly member o f the Municipality o f Anchorage and a 
Co-Chair o f the AML Legislative Committee.

Drew Scalzi, President o f the Assembly o f the Kenai Peninsula Borough

Kevin Ritchie, Executive Director o f the Alaska Municipal League

and, Tom Greene, Mayor o f Nondalton and Vice President o f the Alaska 
Conference o f Mayors

Other municipal officials are on line to offer comments and support as well 
as in the audience today
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Between the Alaska Municipal League and the Alaska Conference o f  
Mayors we represent over 135 municipalities, all o f the larger communities 
in Alaska, and well over 95% o f  Alaska’s population. The issue and the bill 
we are here to discuss today is tlilly supported by the members o f  the 
Alaska Municipal League and the Alaska Conference o f  Mayors.

Most o f  the concepts in the bill before you were proposed by a committee 
o f  the Alaska Conference o f  Mayors chaired by Mayor Alaire Stanton, last 
year’s president o f ACoM The other members were Mayors Greene from 
Nondalton, Selby from the Kodiak Island Borough, Gonzales from the 
Denali Borough, Long from the city o f  Barrow, Mystrom from the 
Municipality o f Anchorage, Sampson from the Fairbanks North Star 
Borough, Egan from City and Borough o f  Juneau, Lacher from the Mat-Su 
Borough, and Gilman from the Kenai Peninsula Borough.

The concepts o f the bill were presented to the AML Legislative Committee 
and the Board o f Directors o f  AML and then were presented to the full 
membership o f the AML and ACoM at the 44th Local Government 
Conference in Valdez where they received unanimous support from both 
organizations.

N ow , I’ll turn this over to Mayor Dennis Egan, who will give you some 
background.

biiLtJjLJ3A.CK GROUM> FOR “ SAFE CQMMUNITIES’LANP W HY 
JQUS-A-CR11I.CAL.1SS U E - May_or_Pinnis..Egafl

I would now like to give you some important background that will show  
you why we were able to achieve such strong support on such a complex 
and sometimes frustrating issue.

“Safe Communities” is not only the working name o f  the bill before you 
today, but also a very important and critical goal o f both state and local 
governments.

2



The “ Safe Communities”  bill is one o f the first steps in what will be a long 
process to create stability in taxation and services for our citizens.

I would now like to show you some charts that give an overview o f the 
partnership o f the state and municipal governments in providing services lo 
the people o f Alaska:

THE FIRST CHART, which was developed from state figures, shows that 
municipal budgets together are approximately the same size as the state’ s 
operating budget. The main overlap is the provision o f education services 
which is a constitutionally mandated responsibility o f state government, but 
is largely administered locally.

THE SECOND and THIRD CHARTS show an overview o f state and local 
government services. Note that a large number o f the state services overlap 
with the services o f local governments. For example: public safety; 
transportation; health and social services; and education. The charts show 
that there is no clear distinction or line drawn between and state and local 
responsibilities. It is more accurate, legally and practically, to 
conceptualize state and local government as one entity with a number o f 
branches. The allocation o f responsibilities between state and local 
governments should have more to do with resource and efficiency issues 
rather than, as it has in the past, a haphazard approach.

THE FOURTH CHART shows how we pay for state and local government 
in Alaska. People who say that Alaska has very few or no personal taxes are 
clearly wrong. Alaska funds over 40% o f its services from personal taxes 
and fees, and the vast majority o f those are collected by local governments. 
Alaska’ s “ fiscal crises”  is the wedge o f the pie chart marked “ State Reserves 
10% ” . Although Alaska’s municipalities are proud o f their role in 
supporting Alaska’s budget, wc really have been given little choice in the 
matter. Since the beginning o f the oil revenue crises in 1986 the state has 
been gradually withdrawing the municipal share o f Alaska’s oil wealth by 
cutting Municipal Assistance and Revenue Sharing over 60% while the state 
has generated few if any new revenues nor significantly decreased the 
overall dollar amount o f its budget.
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Comparison of Alaska's Public Services 
by State Government vs. Local Governments

Local

Source: Dept, of Community & Regional Affairs FY 93 Municipal Fiscal Database; OMB Long Range 
Fiscal Planning Commission "base case" budget analysis, Department of Education.

Gov't Public Services State Gov't Public Services 
($2.3 billion)
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Given this overview, we hope you have a balanced view o f the state and 
municipal government through our eyes and those o f our citizens. When I 
say “ our citizens”  I want to emphasize that the State o f Alaska and the 
Cities and Boroughs o f Alaska both share exactly the-samg_ciiizens and 
taxpayers. For example:

• it doesn’t matter to citizens whether they are driving on a state or a 
municipal road when they have to depend on having safe roads to go to 
work,

• it doesn’ t matter whether a municipal police officer or a state trooper 
responds to their emergency.

it doesn’ t matter whether the state or local governments have the biggest 
role in who provides a quality education for their children,

and, (THIS IS VERY IMPORTANT), it simply doesn’t matter whether a 
tax or fee is a local tax or fee or a state tax or fee, the cost is still the 
same to our citizens. However, how those taxes and fees are structured 
may be o f critical importance to all o f our taxpayers in terms o f equity 
and affordability. I f  the state o f Alaska continues to ignore the impact o f 
its actions on local services and local taxes, our ability to offer safe 
communities to our citizens will be threatened.

I Jnfortunately, over the years when Alaska’s financial resources were 
overabundant, wc should have insisted on maintaining the close relationship 
between the state and municipal governments. When oil money flowed 
freely, there was no need to worry about taxes, and the issues o f efficiency 
and equity in delivering services were not critical. Now that oil money is 
waning, and the state is looking for ways to balance its budget, re-building 
the relationship between the state and its local governments is absolutely 
critical.

The framers o f Alaska’s Constitution felt so strongly about the future 
relationship between local governments and the state that it specified that 
there must by a “ local government agency”  established in the Executive

4



Branch. In fact, this is the only executive branch agency specified in 
Alaska’s Constitution.

Municipalities have been silent too long. We apologize to the people o f the 
state o f Alaska for not bringing this issue to the forefront much earlier. In 
the past ten years, since the initial oil revenue crises in 1986, ALL 
MUNICIPAL SALES TAX AND PROPERTY TAX REVENUE 
INCREASES TOGETHER, ARE LESS THAN the estimated costs passed 
on to municipalities by the state through:

• CUTS TO MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCE AND REVENUE SHARING,

• CU'fS TO OTHER MUNICIPAL PROGRAMS,

•  UNFUNDED MANDATES ON MUNICIPALITIES,

• AND TRANSFERS OF STATE SERVICE RESPONSIBILITIES TO 
MUNICIPALITIES.

In 1994 municipalities were paying $188 million more in local property and 
sales taxes, and essentially ALL o f the increases were handed over to the 
state to balance the state budget. IN A VERY REAL SENSE, MUNICIPAL 
TAXPAYERS HAVE BEEN PAYING EVERY INCREASE IN LOCAL 
PROPERTY AND SALES TAX SINCE 1986 TO THE STATE. To give 
you a reference, $188 million is far more than any “ new” tax recommended 
by the Long Range Financial Planning Commission for implementation 
during this century to solve Alaska’ s Fiscal crises.

The most important point to remember when you make decisions regarding 
the state budget is that CUTTING REVENUE SHARING IS NOT 
CUTTING THE STATE BUDGET, IT IS A NEW SALES OR PROPERTY 
TAX INCREASE TO ALASKA’S TAXPAYERS and should be represented 
to the public as such. The state is essentially already tapping local sales and 
property taxes in ihe amount o f $188 million to balance the FY 97 state 
budget.
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Assemblyman George Wuerch will provide you some specifics on the 
Governor’s proposed FY 97 budget and how it relates to municipalities.

P a rtU J^ O IE JM P A C X QF T IIE  PROPOSED FY 97 BUDGET ON 
M UN IC IPA L IT IES  - GemgeAYueixh

As the state becomes increasingly concerned with finding the easiest ways 
to balance its own budget, shifting more budget problems to local taxp\yers 
becom es increasingly attractive.

This year the G overnors proposed budget includes direct cuts and transfers 
estimated to be ovcr$2Tm illion. In addition to the 8% cuts to municipal 
assistance and revenue sharing, there are direct cuts to school transportation, 
a complete elimination o f  funding for the state’s senior citizen tax 
exemption, cuts to many other state programs for municipalities like 
community schools and health and social service grants, and increases to 
permit and fees paid by municipalities like DEC landfill permit work.
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COMPLETE INFORMATION IF  THERE ARE QUESTIONS:

• Direct cuts and transfers to municipalities o f over $21 million, as
follows:

- Municipal Assistance -$ 2,556,700 (-8.0%)
- Revenue Sharing -$ 2,101,700 (-8.0%)
- Senior Exemption Mandate -$ 1,163,800 (-100.0%)
- Municipal Capital Project

Matching Grants -$ 5,000,000 (- 25%)
• Additional cuts/transfers to municipalities:

- Transfer pupil transportation -$ 2,627,400 (- 8%)
- Municipal Lands Trust Program -$ 91,000
- Coastal Management Grants -$ 100,000
- Community Schools -$ 100,000
- Health/Social Service Grants -$ 834,900
- Municipal Libraries-SLED grants -$ 75,000
- Fire Training fees -$ 180,200
- DEC landfill Permit increases -$ 400.000fest.)

Subtotal -$ 10,230,900
t , 0 l)0,Cu> fTOTAL CUTS/TRANSFERS-S 217053,100 ^----------------- £—Z-----I-----------------------------

Unfortunately for Alaska’ s taxpayers, little or no consideration has been 
given by the state to the escalating effects o f these cuts on local taxes and 
local public services. However, the impacts o f past state actions are already 
threatening even the ability o f some smaller communities to survive, while 
they have fueled taxpayer revolts and forced significant service cuts in 
larger municipalities. The prospect o f being quietly passed an even 
disproportionately larger share o f the state’s budget crises without an 
adequate impact analysis cannot be accepted.

Now, Drew Scal/.i will talk about the specific history' and trends o f 
Municipal Assistance and Revenue Sharing and why stabilizing this 
program is so critical to the people o f Alaska.
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Pa rt IV  - W HY the “ SAFE C0M M UN IT1ESTB1LLTSENA1E-I31LL 
20) MAKES SENSE FOR ALASKA

Finally, we come to what the “ Safe Communities” bill is all about and why 
it is a good thing for our citizens.

We, that is, both the state and its municipal governments, must get our 
revenues and expenditures stabilized in order to have safe and prosperous 
communities. Neither the state nor local governments can do it alone.

The state government holds the purse strings for local government 
generally, but very specifically holds the purse strings for Municipal 
Assistance and Revenue Sharing funds. MA/RS is unique. It is the only 
block grant type method o f transferring a fair share o f the oil wealth that 
belongs to all Alaskans to support basic local public services. Unlike a 
grant program, there are very low administrative fees for either the state or 
the recipient municipality, so almost every penny is used to serve the public.

To summarize the recent history o f MA/RS I would like to show you last 
three charts:

THE FIRST CHART illustrates how MA/RS have fared in comparison to 
the state operating budget. The comparison is dramatic. MA/RS has 
literally been slashed while the public perception is that the state budget has 
not really been cut yet.

THE SECOND CHART gives graphic proof o f the relationship between 
local sales and property tax increases and cuts in MA/RS. Remember that 
cuts in MA/RS arc only abou' half o f the problem. Unfunded mandates, 
cuts in other municipal programs, and service transfers have been 
accelerating since the late 1980’s.

TI IE T IIIRD  CHART illustrates the history o f funding for the MA/RS 
programs. As you can see, the level o f MA/RS is now a smaller part o f the 
state budget than it was in the early 1970’ s. Therefore, the concept o f

8
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Comparison of Decreases in Municipal Assistance/Revenue Sharing vs 
Increases in Municipal Sales & Property Taxes
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1988 5.07%
1989 4.64%
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sharing revenues with municipalities is clearly not an oil boom excess. In 
fact, sharing revenues with municipalities is done in all 50 states and 
Alaska is behind the average in the western states even i f one considers 
education funding as part o f revenue sharing. Also, it is necessary to think 
back to the living conditions in many o f our state’ s municipalities in the 
early 1970 ’ s to understand what reverting to the 1970’s level o f revenue 
sharing means. In the early 1970’ s many municipalities had extremely 
limited health and public safety services. We have come a long way in 
providing sanitation and public safety services in the past 25 years. Cuts in 
MA/RS and other cost shifting to municipalities may already be heralding a 
regression in municipal services.

The nature o f MA/RS as a block grant has advantages and disadvantages. 
The major advantage is that it gives municipalities their share o f Alaska’ s 
oil wealth without strings and high administrative costs like other most state 
and federal programs. However, that same flexibility is a large factor in 
determining why it has been cut so much

Kevin Ritchie will now go over the specific changes to SB 20 that make up 
the Safe Communities concept.

Part V - COMMENTS ON THE SPECIFIC  PROVISIONS OF THE 
B IL L  - KevinJRttchic

I would now like to speak specifically to the proposed changes to MA/RS 
made by the “ Safe Communities”  Program:

First, the name “ Municipal Assistance” is often confused with “ Public 
Assistance”  or giveaway entitlement programs. It is necessary to make sure 
that the title o f a program or service truly describe what die program does. 
The names “ Safe Communities”  and “ Priority Revenue Sharing for 
Municipal Services”  truly describe what the funds are used for in our 
municipalities.
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Second, the Committee Substitute ties funding more directly to services by 
requiring that the “ SAFE COMMUNITIES” (formerly Municipal 
Assistance” ) money be used for priority public safety services to the extent 
those services are.provided by the municipality.

1. Police protection and related public safety services
2. Fire protection and emergency medical services
3. w ater and sewer services not offset by user fees
4. solid w aste management
5. other services determined by the governing body to have the highest 

priority

Due to the complexity o f municipal governments and the services they 
provide, a priority list was developed that allows municipalities who, for 
example, do not have police service powers, to spend the funds on fire 
protection, and so on.

Note that in addition to these services, funds for road maintenance, 
hospitals, unincorporated communities and volunteer fire departments will 
continue to be provided under “ Priority Revenue Sharing for Municipal 
Services” .

Third, the minimum entitlement for incorporated municipalities for the total 
o f both “ Safe Communities”  and “ Priority Revenue Sharing for Municipal 
Services”  is set at $40,000. While this amounts to only 00.38% o f the total 
program funding, it will be important in turning around the financial 
incentives for small municipalities to dissolve and turn service 
responsibilities back to the state. However, the $40,000 can be prorated if 
overall funding is decreased.

Fourth, the “ Safe Communities”  program (formerly Municipal Assistance), 
retains the former two allocation formulas, but makes the program more fair 
by allowing equitable proration. In the past, only part o f the Municipal 
Assistance funding was subject to proration which caused municipalities to 
be impacted inequitably by reductions in funding.
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Fifth, funding for “ Safe Communities”  and “ Priority Revenue Sharing for 
Municipal Services” will be distributed close to the beginning o f the state 
fiscal year (on July 31) to: provide municipalities with more flexibility, 
and; end the practice o f the state holding part o f the funds until mid fiscal 
year.

Last, there are essentially no “ loser”  communities in this bill. According to 
a comparison o f estimated FY97 allocations under the current statutes and 
SS for SSSB 20, prepared by DCRA, only six municipalities would receive

The major factor in the slight reductions is equitably prorating the funding 
reduction proposed by the Governor, instead o f current inequitable process 
that reduces some communities by a greater percentage than others.

Although there are further improvements that probably can be made in how 
revenue sharing money is allocated, it is difficult, if not unfair, to undertake 
these changes until funding for the program is stabilizes. During a period o f 
funding cuts, major reallocations cause double negative impacts on 
communities.

While the recommended changes are not earth shaking, they represent 
substantial improvements in equity, especially for the future. We view the 
bill as a good first step in building a revenue sharing program that will 
continue to evolve and improve.

Closing Comments will be made by Mayor Tom Greene.

City o f Fairbanks 
Aleutions East Borough 
City o f Delta Junction 
City o f Atqusak 
City o f Valdez 
North Slope Borough

-00.14% -S3,660
-00.27% -$248
-00.32% -$269
-01.18% -S661
-02.09% -SI 5,038
-04.46% -$72,786
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Part V I - CLOSIN G REM ARKS AND CO M M ENTSJRO M A RO UN P 
ALASKA - Tom Greene

As you can see, not all o f  our members are here today. They are back in 
their communities around the state carrying on the business o f  running their 
comm unities’ and providing the highest priority services efficiently and 
effectively.

Around the nation, municipal governments have always been the leaders in 
finding creative ways to meet community needs. There is nothing special 
about the individuals who are our local elected officials, but they have a 
greater ability than the federal or state government to try new ideas. First, 
because they are much closer to the people they serve. And second, because 
municipal governments outnumber state governments by a factor o f  well 
over 100 to 1, we are simply bound to come up with a few really billiant 
ideas.

In preparation for this meeting, the AML and ACoM sent out a quick survey 
to its members. In a few days we have already heard from more than a 
quarter o f  the municipalities in Alaska.

All but two communities reported significant service cuts and/or tax 
increases. The two communities that did not report significant impacts had 
recently had accelerated economic growth. Examples o f the commeins 
include:

Mayor Greene o f  the Northwest Arctic Borough listed cuts to date as “60% 
reduction in road maintenance, 96% reduction in health clinic operations, 
and a 15% cut in school funding”. However, his community recently 
implemented a new private business “permanent fund” program to 
contribute to fighting fires in villages, and nas developed a new export 
business in Buckland. Mayor Greene notes, “Municipal government is an 
important segment o f  many local networks, including Search and Rescue, 
economic development, etc...to reduce the municipalities any further will 
destroy or severely cripple these networks.”
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Mayor Gilman o f the Kenai Peninsula Borough indicated that a new tax has 
been implemented to offset state cuts in funds used for road maintenance.
He also reported new efficiency improvements that have reduced landfill 
costs and improved environmental quality. He comments, “ Redistribution o f 
the resource wealth o f the state is a good idea. A reasonable level o f that 
wealth should go to municipal governments to help provide basic services. 
The state should settle on some policy other than reduction o f funds every 
year so communities can plan....”

Mayor Kay McMaster o f Thorne Bay states, “ Reductions in municipal 
assistance and PCE programs do not reduce .... the public’ s cost for those 
services.... In some cases, these cuts result in local government inability to 
provide essential services at all, especially in small, rural communities 
where revenue generating ability is limited and these program funds help 
support high per capita costs associated with maintenance and operation o f 
water, sewer, and refuse services. When communities can no longer pay for 
maintenance o f these facilities, they fail. System failures cost many more 
dollars than any saving the legislature perceives to occur through reduction 
in these programs... ”

Mayor Lancaster and Finance Director Joel Wilkins o f Soldotna write, “ The 
municipalities have risen to the challenge o f leaner times, but we are 
reaching the end o f our capacity. Our residents are also residents the State 
o f Alaska and deserve the state’ s support and loyalty”

Mayor Selby o f the Kodiak Island Borough writes, “ Municipal government 
is the heart o f Alaska and should be the first place the state invests for the 
Riture”

Mayor Stein o f Wasilla states, “ As municipal support wanes, the state 
Administration and Legislature should deliver the message that local 
taxpayers are expected to pick-up the burden (for the state)”  while Manager 
Juettner o f the Aleutions Bast Borough simply writes, “ Stand up and tell the 
public the truth: it is the Legislature which is responsible for increased local 
taxes and decreased local services” .

13



Mayor Thomas o f Buckland writes, “ I believe that the state and 
municipalities should be on a partnership oasis, and that the state can learn 
how to better support municipalities across the state” .

To give you some examples o f how municipalities are working to improve 
our communities at the grassroots level I would like to give you a few 
examples o f new ideas recently implemented by municipalities:

a new $8 million port dock in Ketchikan built mainly with private resources 
(Mayor Stanton also noted that a lot o f creativity is displayed in “just 
surviving” );

volunteer recreation programs developed in Petersburg;

a new water treatment was just put on line in Elim;

construction o f a the first regional solid waste site on Prince o f Wales 
Island;

a project to the rebuild o f the Port Lions Causeway, a local historical 
landmark, initiated by the school student council;

a fundraising partnership with the local Rotary Club in Soldotna for habitat 
protection on the Kenai river, and contracting with a community 
organization to manage the rodeo grounds;

development o f a new safe floatplane facility and a successful economic 
development project in Kodiak;

a cooperative venture in Unalakleet with the IRA, the native corporation, 
and the Norton Sound EDC to secure funding for a new fish plant;

an erosion control project that saved the city o f Eagle;

a new locally funded street paving program in Wasilla;

a $2.3 million dock in Nelson Lagoon with only $75,000 in state grants;
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the organization o f a volunteer search and rescue team in Manokotak;

a new community rec center in False Pass;

preparation o f the historic Matanuska Maid complex for sale and 
redevelopment in Palmer;

privatization o f garbage collection in Sand Point;

and a new power generating plant in Ekwok. The list goes on and on.

To close, we thank you for your time and attention. You will play a key 
role in bringing Alaska into the next century stronger and better despite its 
current fiscal challenge.

Passing this bill will cost the state almost nothing, but it w:ll be an 
important step in improving the process and ensuring the accountability for 
the funds. Municipal officials have learned a lot about taxation and services 
over the years. One key principle is that citizens demand to know exactly 
where their money is going. This bill does that.

However, i f  you chose to restore the cuts recommended by the Governor,we 
believe your choice will be supported by the public. A recent Dittman poll 
reports that only one in twenty Alaskans suggest cutting municipal 
revenue sharing. The AML and ACoM are beginning a media campaign to 
get more facts on the impacts o f cuts to revenue sharing out to the public, so 
this number is likely to go down.

By encouraging a renewed partnership with municipalities, we can help. 
Thank you.
C;Kcvin:ncom:2%slnds doc
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ALASKA 
MUNICIPAL 
■  LEAGUE 217 Second Street, Suite 200 ■ Juneau, Alaska 99801 ■ Tel (907;586-1325, Fox (907)46:1-5480

To: Pat Pourchoi, Legislative Liaison

From: Kevin Ritchie, Executive Director 

Date: Wednesday, February 28, 1996 

Re: CS for SB 20 “Safe Communities”

The AM L and the Alaska Conference o f Mayors have worked for two years to develop 
the current bill. The bill is a good one for Alaskan communities and the state.

The provisions are carefully balanced. The Administration’s opposition to the payment 
date provision and large fiscal note will unbalance the bill and kill it.

The Govemoi nas put famiiies and jobs nigh on his list o f  priorities. Strong ommunities 
are a basic prerequisite to achieve his priorities. Unfortunately, OMB has admitted to 
dom g absolutely no analysis o f the impacts o f cuts to revenue sharing and other 
m unicipal programs The evidence indicates the Administration’s present inifi fives may 
put small Alaskan loud government “in the museum” instead o f  ,'iuney Duckets. We urge 
you to read the comments on the attached resolutions, letters, and survey responses irom 
over sixty large and small Alaska Municipalities.

CS foi SB 20 basically provides some additional assistance to the smallest communities 
because they are in the greatest danger o f  having to close their doors. Another great 
inequity resolved by the CS for SB 20 is making the Governor’s 8% cut more equitable. 
Under the curent legislation, the 8% cut proposed by the Governor is r 'ally a 2.3% to 
16.8% cut to individual m unicipalities according to DCRA. It is a great step to have 
larger municipalities willing to help smaller ones, and one that deserves support.

Wc urge you to sham this information with the Governor.

cc: Comm unities submitting documents: Boroughs. Aleutions East, Anchorage, Denali, 
Haines, Juneau, Kenai, Kodiak Island, Nottkwest Artie, Sitka. Cities: Akutan,
Alakanuk, Aleknagik, Anaktuvuk P a s A u a ,  i'etl Buckland, Chuathb? ak, 
Dillingham , Eagle, Eek, Ekwok, Eihn raise  Pass, Haines, Homer, K.iclicniik, Kenai, 
Ketchikan, Kodiak, Kotlik. Kotzebue, Marshall Manokotak, McGrath, Metlakatla, 
M ountain Village, Nome, Nondaiton, Old Harbor Ouzinkie, Palmer, Point Hope, Port 
Lions, St. Mary s Sand Point, Scagway, Scammon Bay, Savoonga, Soldotna. Teller, 
T hom e Bay, Unalakleet, Valdez, Wasilla, Whittier

Member of tho National League of Cities and the National Association of Counties
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1995 AML MUNICIPAL MEMBERS
MIeutians East Borough 
(̂̂ lunicipal ity of Anchorage 
Bristol Bay Borough 

Denali Borough 
^Haines Borough 
ĵ City & Borough of Juneau 
^Kenai Peninsula Borough 
(̂Kodiak Island Borough 
'̂ Lake &  Peninsula Borough 
North Slope Borough 

^Northwest Arctic Borough 
Xfcity & Borough of Sitka 
City & Borough of Yakutat 
CityofAkhiok 

^Cityof Akutan 
3̂ity of Alakanuk 

-3<£ity of Aleknagik 
City of Ambler 

Xfcity of Anaktuvuk Pass 
City of Anderson 
City of Aniak 
CityofAnvik 

XCily of Atka 
City of Atqasuk 
City of Barrow 

X^ity °f Bethel 
City of Betties 
City of Brevig Mission 

^City of Buckland 
CityofChefomak 
CityofChevak 
CityofChignik 

VCity of Chuathhaluk 
City of CofFnun Cove 
City of Cold B**.y 
CilyofCo dova 
City of Craig 
CityofDccring 
,̂'ity of Dillingham 
CityorDiomed-. 

y ( City of Engl 
v City of Eek

* 6 $  <l(£t’WMC

CityofEgcgik 
ĈityofElim 
CjtyofEmmonak 

>City of False Pass 
City of Fort Yukon 
City of Gam bell 
City of Golovin 
City of Goodnews Bay 
City cf Grayling 
)£ity of Haines 
2ft ity of Homer 
^City of Hoonah 
City of Hooper Bay 
City of Houston

CityofKaltag 
City of Kasaan 
VCity of Kenai 
xfcity of Ketchikan 
CityofKiana 
City of King Cove 
CityofKlawock 
CityofKobuk 

XCity of Kodiak 
p̂ CityofKotlik 
f̂City of Kotzebue 
City of Larsen Bay 
City of Lower Kalska

ĵ Metlakatla Indian 
Community 

V̂ ity of Mountain
Village
CityofNapakiak 
City of Nenana 
CityofNewhalen 
City of Nikolai

}'V ;i’.yofNome 
VoiNondalton

CttyofNocivik

CityofNuiqsut 
City of Nulato 

J<Cily of Old Harbor 
><£ity of Ouzinkie 
Ĉity of Palmer 
City of Pelican 
>£ity of Petersburg 
City of Pi lot Point 
City of Pilot Station 
City of Platinum 

>̂ ity of Point Hope 
yCityofPort Lions 
CityofQuinhagak 
City of Russian 
Mission
City of St. George 

XCityofSt. Mary’s 
City of St. Paul 
Ĉity of Sand Point 
City of Savoonga

an
ofSCammen Bay 

CityofSelawik 
CityofScldovia 
City of Seward 
CityofShaktoolik 
CityofShishmaref

y r - r v u ' CityofTanana 
^Sctlty of Teller

City of Tenakee Springs 
Ĵ City of Thome Bay 
CityofTogiak 
ĈityofUnalaklect 
'̂CityofUnalaska 
ity of Valdez 

Cityot'Wainwrigh* 
Ĉity of Wasilla 
City of White Mountiiti 

)<City of Whittier 
City of Wrangell
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Submitted by: Assemblymembers Murdy, Wuerch and 
Abney

CLERK'S O FFICE Prepared by: Assembly Policy & Budget Office
APPROVED For reading: February 27 , 1996

ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 
AR 96- 41___

A RESOLUTION OF THE ANCHORAGE MUNICIPAL ASSEMBLY REQUESTING 
THAT THE GOVERNOR AND STATE LEGISLATURE CEASE MAKING 
DISPROPORTIONATE CUTS TO EXISTING MUNICIPAL REVENUES AND PROGRAMS 
THAT FORCE HIGHER LOCAL TAXES OR CUTS TO BASIC LOCAL PUBLIC SERVICES

WHEREAS, oil revenues are collected by the State government, but do not belong to 
the State Government. Oil revenues belong to all of the people of the State to ensure a basic 
level of public services in all communities, whether provided by State of Municipal government; 
and

WHEREAS, State revenue sharing with municipalities is not unique to Alaska and is not 
an oil boom program. According to a federal research agency, every state in the United States 
provides some form of revenue sharing. Alaska is now below the average among the western 
states for sharing state revenue with its municipalities; and

WHEREAS, the percentage of the State budget appropriated for municipal revenue 
sharing has now been cut to the same level as in 1972, well before the oil boom, when many 
municipalities lacked the finances to construct and support basic services such water, sewer, 
adequate public safety services, and health services; and

WHEREAS, since 1986 the State has shifted an estimated $200 million of costs to local 
taxpayers through cuts to municipal revenue sharing, transfers of State service responsibilities, 
and unfunded State mandates on municipalities. Since 1986, all sales and property tax 
increases among municipal governments total only $188 million per year. Therefore, all or 
most sales and property tax increases paid by Alaska citizens since 1986 went to balance the 
State's budget; and

WHEREAS, since 1986, the State has cut the Municipal Assistance/Revenue Sharing 
by S83 million, which is approximately twice the amount of any “new tax" proposed by tho Long 
Range Financial Planning Commission for implementation during this century; and

WHEREAS, the impact of the State's cuts in revenue sharing, cuts in other municipal 
programs, and new unfunded mandates on municipalities since 1986 is roughly equal to *aking 
away the value of one Permanent Fund Dividend check from every family that pays prope.ty 
tax; and

WHEREAS, approximately half (or $10 million) of the actual reductions in the State's 
proposed budget for next year simply “passes the buck" to local taxpayers; and

WHEREAS, the proposed State budget for next year would cut the State operations less 
than 1% while the proposed cut to direct municipal revenue sharing is 8%; and
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WHEREAS, cuts in municipal revenue sharing and the resulting fiscal pressures have 
been a major factor in municipal dissolutions. Many smaller communities are considering 
unincorporating and giving the responsibility for providing local services back to the State 
government. The cost to the State to provide services will be much higher than the cost of 
municipal revenue sharing; and

WHEREAS, in the explanation of the proposed State budget, it states that the "Overall 
reduction in State aid to local governments/school districts is 1 2%" Schools ore not a 
municipal aid program. The Alaska Constitution states. “The legislature shall by general law 
establish and maintain a system of public schools,..". It is clearly a State responsibility to 
provide for education. The actual proposed overall reduction in State aid to local governments 
is actually 8-10%; and

WHEREAS, all municipal governments balance their budgets and that many municipal 
governments use long range fiscal planning tools: and

WHEREAS, the Alaska Municipal League and the Alaska Conference of Mayors have 
adopted resolutions supporting the development of a Long Range Financial Plan for Alaska, 
and have offered to work in partnership with the State to develop the plan (see attached AML 
Resolution 96-3).

NOW, THEREFORE, The Anchorage Municipal Assembly resolves:

That the Governor and State Legislature are requested to:

1. Carefully study the impact of State budget actions and avoid passing a 
disproportionate share of cuts, transfers, and unfunded mandates on local 
taxpayers.

2. Support the implementation of the "Revenue Sharing for Safe Communities" 
program developed by the Alaska Municipal League (AML) and the Alaska 
Conference of Mayors (ACcM) to improve and stabilize the current Municipal 
Assistance and Revenue Sharing Programs (see attached background 
information).

3. Work in formal partnership with municipalities as proposed by the AML and 
ACoM to develop a State/Municipal Long Range Fmancial and Services Plan for 
Alaska In recognition of the fact that the State and Municipal govc.nments jointly 
provide Alaska’s public services and that both serve the same citizens/taxpayers.

PASSED AND APPROVED by the Anchorage Assembly this  day of
______, 1996.

Chair
ATTEST:

Municipal Clerk f t
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C i t y  o f  O u z in k ie  
P .O . Box 109  

O u z in k ie ,  AK 996 4 4  
Ph# (9 0 7 ) 6 8 0 -2 2 0 9  
F ax (9 0 7 ) 6 8 0 -2 2 2 3

F e b r u a r y  2 1 ,  1 9 9 6

S e n a t o r  J oh n  T o r g e r s o n  
S t a t e  C a p it o l  
J u n e a u , AK 99811

D e a r  S e n a t o r  T o r g e r s o n :

T he C i t y  o f  O u z in k ie  s u p p o r t s  SB20 t h e  S a f e  
C o m m u n it ie s  B i l l .  L ik e  many A la s k a n  V i l l a g e s ,  o r  s m a l l  
c i t i e s  w i t h  p o p u l a t i o n s  l e s s  th a n  1 , 0 0 0 . 0 0  and  no r e v e n u e  
b a s e ,  t h i s  b i l l  i f  p a s s e d  c o u ld  s a v e  u s  from  d i s s o l v i n g .

T o many t im e s  M u n ic ip a l  A s s i s t a n c e  i s  i n t e r p r e t e d  
w r o n g  o r  c o n f u s e d  w i t h  w e l f a r e ,  w h ic h  i t  i s  n o t ,  i t  i s  t h e  
c o m m u n it ie s  s h a r e  o f  A l a s k a ' s  r e s o u r c e s .

T h e s e  m o n ie s  a r e  g e n e r a l l y  u s e d  f o r  t h e  H e a lt h  and  
S a f e t y  o f  t h e  p e o p le  o f  t h e  c o m m u n it ie s ,  w i t h o u t  r e v e n u e s  
fro m  t h e  S t a t e ,  t h e  P u b l i c  S a f e t y  D e p a r tm e n t d o e s  n o t  h a v e  
o p e r a t i n g  fu n d s .

T h e am ount o f  r e v e n u e s  a l l o c a t e d  i n  SB20 w i l l  make a 
c o n s i d e r a b l e  d i f f e r e n c e  f o r  s m a l l e r  c o m m u n it ie s  t o  o p e r a t e  
w i t h o u t  im p a c t in g  t h e  l a r g e r  c i t i e s .  v

A s I s a i d ,  b e f o r e ,  we d e f i n i t e l y  s u p p o r t  SB20 and  a s k  
t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  t o  p a s s  i t ,  t h e  b i l l  m akes a l l o c a t i o n  m ore  
e q u i t a b l e  among m u n i c i p a l i t i e s .

S i n c e r e l y ,

Z ack  C h ic h e n o f f  
M ayor



C i t y  o f  O u z in k ie  
P .O . B ox 109  

O u z in k ie ,  AK 9964.4 
Ph# (9 0 7 ) 6 8 0 -2 2 0 9  
F ax (9 0 7 ) 6 8 0 -2 2 2 3

F e b r u a r y  2 1 ,  1 9 9 6

S e n a t o r  J o h n  T o r g e r s o n  
S t a t e  C a p i t o l  
J u n e a u , AK 9 9 8 1 1

D e a r  S e n a t o r  T o r g e r s o n :

T he C i t y  o f  O u z in k ie  s u p p o r t s  SB20 t h e  S a f e  
C o m m u n itie s  B i l l .  L ik e  many A la s k a n  V i l l a g e s ,  o r  s m a l l  
c i t i e s  w i t h  p o p u l a t i o n s  l e s s  th a n  1 ,0 0 0 .0 0  and n o  r e v e n u e  
b a s e ,  t h i s  b i l l  i f  p a s s e d  c o u ld  s a v e  u s  from  d i s s o l v i n g .

To many t im e s  M u n ic ip a l  A s s i s t a n c e  i s  i n t e r p r e t e d  
w ro n g  o r  c o n f u s e d  w i t h  w e l f a r e ,  w h ic h  i t  i s  n o t ,  i t  i s  t h e  
c o m m u n it ie s  s h a r e  o f  A l a s k a ' s  r e s o u r c e s .

T h e s e  m o n ie s  a r e  g e n e r a l l y  u s e d  f o r  t h e  H e a lth  and  
S a f e t y  o f  t h e  p e o p le  o f  t h e  c o m m u n it ie s ,  w it h o u t  r e v e n u e s  
fro m  t h e  S t a t e ,  t h e  P u b l i c  S a f e t y  D ep a rtm en t d o e s  n o t  h a v e  
o p e r a t i n g  f u n d s .

T he am ount o f  r e v e n u e s  a l l o c a t e d ' i n  SB20 w i l l  make a  
c o n s i d e r a b l e  d i f f e r e n c e  f o r  s m a l l e r  c o m m u n it ie s  t o  o p e r a t e  
w it h o u t  im p a c t in g  t h e  l a r g e r  c i t i e s .

A s I  s a i d ,  b e f o r e ,  we d e f i n i t e l y  s u p p o r t  SB20 and  a s k  
t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  t o  p a s s  i t ,  t h e  b i l l  m akes a l l o c a t i o n  m ore  
e q u i t a b l e  am ong m u n i c i p a l i t i e s .

S i n c e r e l y ,

Zack C h ic h e n o f f  
Mayor
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Senato r  John T orgerson  
S ta te  Capitol, Rm 4 2 /  
Juneau  Alaska 99801-1182

D ear Senator T orgerson
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F»»* Fix*

T h e  City o f  t JnalaHcci strongly u rges  the passage  o f  Senate  Dill 2 0 — " S o f t  C o m m u n i t i e s " .  

It has b eco m e increasingly difficult o v e r  recen t years for o u r  com m unity  to  m ak e  c u ts  in 
keeping  with the cu ts  sustained to  M unicipal Assistance and R evenue Sharing. W e arc  not 
alone in this situation because as I talk to  m em bers  o f  o ther comm unities I find that they  
a re  also luu ling  and in many cases a re  o n  th e  brink o f  dissolving local governm en t entirely.

W e arc constantly  w orking  lo  im prove o u r  ta* base. H e re  in Unalakleet w c  are  w u ik in g  
in conjunction with (he local N a tive  C o rp o ra t io n ,  the  local FRA and o th e r  g ro u p s  to  
rep lace  otn old fish plant w ith  em phasis  no t only on m arket-ready  fresh fish but w ith  
value-added  p roduc ts  as well W e are su p p o r t in g  the tourism  efforts o f  the U nalakleet 
N a tiv e  C orpora tion  with their Unalakleet River I.odge W c are w o ik in g  to  expand  Our 
com m unity  ac ross  a narrow  slough w luch  is the  only place to expand, as  w e  sit on a spit o f  
land currently with w ate r  on three sides and th e  airport on the othci. In short, w e  are  
w o rk in g  very diligently and in harm ony  w ith  all the various com m unity  g ro u p s  to  m ak e  
o u r  com m unity  a thriving place to  live W e  need the “ Safe Com m unities"  support  to  
sustain us in o u r  efforts

Public Safety is som ething that, in our  seco n d  class city, is not sustained by any particu lar 
revenue source  o ther than the current M unicipal Assistance and R evenue  Sharing and the  
minimal am oun t o f  pro tec tive  cu s to d y  fees. S o  the City runs a B ingo/Pulllab g am e  o f  
w h ich  100% o f  all revenues derived g o  d irectly  to  support the police departm ent 
H o w e v e r ,  that am ounts  to  S25 .000-S 30 .000 /y r  With a Chief, tw o  officers and support  
d ispatchers/ja ilers, o u r  current Public Safe ly  budge t  is S I79.318 The City co llects  a  5% 
S ales  Tax, 2%  o f  M uch  is dedicated  to  su p p o r t  o u r  new- solid w aste  baler facility T he 
S ales  Tax revenue that was not ded ica ted  to  the  baler operation in FY 95 w as S139,138 
T he  City docs  not receive revenues  from  fish taxes  as do many coasta l com m unities  in 
S ou theas t  Alaska or Bristol Bay. So  as you  can see, with the cuts  in M A /R S , o u r  general  
fund revenues con tinue  to shrink while d em an d  for services continues Staffing tu rn o v e r  is 
high because  o f  the w orkload, j o b  stress  and  lo w  pay It is difficult to  build a credible 
w o rk fo rce  w hen  sala.ies remain static
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The above scenario is not unique to  IJnnl.iHepi only It is happening statewide, but the 

most immediate impacts are on small communities w ith limited revenue-generating 

capacity. W c  s im p ly  must have the assistance in order to survive.

Thanlc you for the oppuuunily to p iuvidc input on SD20. I urge you not to delay in its 

passage

Henry Ivanoff, S r 

M ayo r

cc: C ity  C ouncil
file



F e b r u a r y  2 1 ,  1 9 9 6

P.O. Box 388 Bethel. Alaska 99559 
907-543-2297 

FAX H 543-4171

C I T Y  O F  B E T H E L

Mr. K e v i n  C .  R i t c h ie  
E x e c u t i v e  D ir e c t o r  
A l a s k a  M u n i c i p a l  L e a g u e  
2 1 7  S e c o n d  S tr e e t ,  S u i t e  2 0 0  
J u n e a u ,  A K  9 9 8 0 1

D e a r  K e v i n :

T h e  C it y  C o u n c i l  o f  B e t h e l ,  a t  the ir  F e b r u a r y  1 3 , 1 9 9 6  r e g u la r  m e e t i n g ,  a d o p t e d  a  
R e s o l u t i o n  in  s u p p o r t ,  o f  th e  “S a f e  C o m m u n i t i e s "  l e g i s l a t io n .  T h i s  r e s o lu t io n  w a s  d rafted  
a n d  a d o p t e d  b e f o r e  t h e  F a x  A lert  from  A M L  r e g a r d in g  S e n a t e  B i l l  2 0 ,  s o  it s i m p l y  refers 
to “t h e  A M L ’s  R e v e n u e  S h a r i n g  for S a f e  C o m m u n i t i e s  P r o g r a m ."  I h a v e  f a x e d  th e  
r e s o lu t io n  to  S e n a t o r  T o r g e r s o n .

T h e  v o t e  in  fa v o r  o f  th is  R e s o l u t i o n  w a s  u n a n i m o u s ,  a n d  a  c o p y  is  e n c l o s e d  for  y o u r  
r e c o r d s .

S in c e r e ly ,

L . J .  T a n n e r  
C it y  C le r k

" D e e p  S e a  P o r t  a n d  T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  C e n t e r  o f  t h e  K n s k o k w i m ”
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February 21, 1996

Mr. Kevin C  R itch ie  

Executive  Director 

A laska Municipal League 

217 Seco n d  Street. Su ite  200 

Ju n ea u , A K  99301

Dear Kevin;

The C ity  Council of Bethel, at their February 13, 1996 regular meeting, adopted a Resolution

in support of the Sa fe  Com m unities" legislation This resolution w as drafted and adopted

before the Fax Alert from A M L regarding Senate  Bill 20, so it simply refers to "the A M L 's

Revenue  Sharing  for Sa fe  Com m unities Program ." I have faxed the resolution to Senator 
Torgerson.

The vote in favor of this Resolution w as unanimous, and a copy is enclosed for your records 

S incere ly .

L J  Tanner 

C ity Clerk



C I T Y  O F  B E T H E L
P.O. Box 388 Bethel. Alaska 99559 

907-543-2297
FAX >i 543-4171 Introduced by: Council Member M ille r

Date: February 13, 1996 

Action: Passed 

Vote: 6-Yes, 0-No

RESOLUTION #96-6

A  R e s o l u t i o n  P r o t e s t i n g  D e c r e a s e s  in t h e  St a t e ’s M u n i c i p a l  A s s i s t a n c e  a n d  
R e v e n u e  S h a r i n g , A f f i r m i n g  S u p p o r t  F o r  T h e  A M L ’s “R e v e n u e  S h a r i n g  F o r  
S a f e  C o m m u n i t i e s ” P r o g r a m , A n d  U r g i n g  its a d o p t i o n .

WHEREAS, municipal g o v e r n m e n t s  p rov ide  well o v e r  lialF o f  all d irec t  
g o v e r n m e n t  services to the c i t iz en s  o f  A laska; and

WHEREAS, the state has steadily raised local municipal taxes over the past ten 
years by disproportionately reducing municipal government's share of Alaska's oil wealth 
and indirectly mandating state service responsibilities to municipal governments; and

WHEREAS, the  Ix>cal B o u n d a ry  C om m iss ion  found tha t  cities  an d  b o ro u g h s  arc 
"penalized"  by the s ta te  for i n c o rp o r a t in g  because  the s ta te  has  w i th d ra w n  rev en u es  an d  
se rv ices  p ro m ised  a t the tim e o f  in co rp o ra t io n ;  and

WHEREAS, in rural municipalities, revenue sharing is critical to maintaining the 
most basic public safety and health services; and

WHEREAS, according to the Advisory Commission on Intergovernmental 
Relations, in 1992 the average state government contribution to local government 
revenues was 34.2% in the entire U.S., and 4-2.1 % in the Far West States, including 
Alaska. The average state support to municipal governments in Alaska is 36.3% despite 
Alaska's extremely wide variation in local wealth and taxable resources; and

WHEREAS, the S A F E  C O M M U N I T I E S  p ro g ra m  is a  ra tiona l  m e th o d  o f  
im p le m e n t in g  the  sta te 's  L o n g  R a n g e  F inancia l  Plan, and

Whereas, the m a jo r  g o a ls  o f  th e  S A F E  C O M M U N I T I E S  p ro g ra m  are  to:

1. S tab ilize the revenue sharing money to our communities. Under the proposed 
program, the state revenue sharing appropriation would never be less than 3% of 
the state operating budget. This compromise will show that municipalities, are 
willing to help balance tne state budget, but not shoulder a disproportionate 
share. (In the past ten years, MA/RS has been cut by over 55% wnile the state 
operating budget has stayed about the same.) Stability for funding revenue 
snaring is the primary goal of the AML/ACoM.

2. Consolidate and simplify the Municipal Assistance and Revenue Sharing 
statutes.

S. Prove th a t  all the money is s p e n t  for c r i t i c a l  m u n ic ip a l  b a s ic  p u b l i c  s e rv ic e s .

4. E n s u re  tha t  o u r  c o m m u n i t i e s  g e t  a  fa i r  s h a r e  n o w  a n d  in  t h e  fu tu r e .  (T h e
p ro p o sed  changes  e l im in a te  " w in n e r  an d  loser" com m unities)

C ity o f Bethel 

Ordinance #96-6 

Pace 1 o f 2 Pages"Deep Sea Port and Transportation Center of the Kuskokwim"



Introduced by: Council Member Miller 
Date: February 13, 1996 

Action: Passed 
Vote: 6-Yes, 0-No

5. Set a $40,000 minimum funding level for incorporated communities.

N o w ,  T h e r e f o r e , B e i t  R e s o l v e d T h a t  T h e  B e t h e l  C u t  C o u n c i l  U r g e s

THE LEGISLATl TRE TO ADOPT THE ’RFVENUE SHARING FOR SAFE COMMUNITIES"
P r o g r a m .

P a s s e d  a n d  A p p r o v e d  t h i s  13t h  D a y  o f  F e b r u a r y , l o o n .

______

(uth M. Richardson, Mayor
A T T E S T :

/  ___

O jT a n n e r ,  City Clerk

City o f  Bethel 
O rdinance #96-6 

Page 2 o f  2 Pages



#ENALI BOROUGH
P. O. Box 480 • Healy, Alaska 99743 
Phone (90/) 683-1330 * FAX (907) 683-1340

February 20, 1996

Senator John Torgerson 
Alaska Municipal League 
217 Second St., STE#200 
Juneau, AK 99801

J o h n  C. G onzales, M ayo r 

P .O . B ox 3137  
A nderson, A K  99744 

(907) 582-2346

RE: Supporting SB 20 - the "Safe Communities" Bill.

Dear John,

Please consider this letter as support o f SB 20, - the Safe Communities Bill. I find that this bill is far better 
than the bill that was presented last year

By trying to keep municipalities all equal, no losers, I feel it would make ail municipalities agreeable to the 
contents o f the bill. The distributions o f all o f the funds near the beginning o f the State fiscal year is very 
appealing.

I  know you will probably get support of this bill from most o f the municipalities, and will probably hear 
the same issues over and over again, I will make my support short. I f  I may be o f any help to you please 
coniact me at my office at any time.

Yours in better government,

w  o
John C. Gonzales 
Mayor
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•>ENALIBOROUGH
P. 0. Box 480 • Healy, Alaska 99743 
Phona (907) 083-1330 • FAX (907) 083-1340

February 20, 1996

Senator John Torgerson 
Alaska Municipal League 
217 Second St , STE#200 
Juneau, AK 99801

J o h n  C. G onzales, M ayo r 
P .O . B o x  3137  

A nderson , A K  99744 

(907) 582-2346

RE: Supporting SB 20 - the "Safe Communities" Bill.

Dear John,

Please consider this letter as support o f SB 20, - the Safe Communities Bill. 1 find that this bill is far better 
than the bill that was presented last year.

By trying to keep municipalities all equal, no losers, I feel it would make all municipalities agreeable to the 
contents o f the bill. The distributions o f all of the funds near the beginning o f the State fiscal year is very 
appealing.

I know you w ill probably get support o f this bill from most o f the municipalities, and w ill probably hear 
the same issues over and over aga , I will make my support short. I f  I  may be of any help to you please 
contact me at my office at any time.

Yours in better government,

Q e & s  < ? .
John C. Gonzales 
Mayor



M i m i c i p a l i

A n c h o r a f

P.O. Box 1966S0 
A nchorage, Alaslcu 9951 9 -6 6 S 0  
Telephone: (907) 343-4431 
Fax: (907) 343-4499

Pick Mystrom. Mayor

Febm iry 14, 1996 O F F fC F , O F  T H E  M A Y O R

FAX: 465-2779

Senator John Torgerson 
State Capitol 
Room 427
Junea l, AK 99801-1182 

Dear .Senator Torgerson:

I hav< reviewed, and strongly support, the latest work draft of Senate Bill 20. 
Your offorts have produced a bill which will benefit all Alaskan communities.

For tco long, Alaska’s municipalities have had to bear the brunt of state budget 
cuts. From 1986 to 1996, the Municipality of Anchorage has seen a 62% drop in 
state i ssistance. During this same ten-year period, the state operating budget has 
actual y increased by about 4%. Other Alaska communities have faced similar 
reduciions. As these state revenues decreased, the taxes paid by local residents 
have i icreased.

SB 20 emphasizes a Safe Communities approach, and will prioritize state revenues 
be sprnt on critical municipal Safe Communities services. It will redefine the 
state * hared revenues formula so citizens will better understand its goals and the 
role s'ate dollars play in creating and maintaining Safe Communities. I believe 
this aj proach will make these critical local basic services more visible.

Thanl< you for your continued assistance in initiating and supporting this 
impor;ant legislation. Your efforts help make our communities safer and better 
places in which to live, work, and raise our families.

Sinceicly,



February 16, 1996

Mr. Joe Murdy, President 
Alaska Municipal League 
217 Second Street, Suite 200 
Juneau, Alaska 99801

RE: Letter o f support for SB 20 

Dear Mr. Murdy,

■ c

The City o f Port Lions strongly supports Senator John Torgerson's efforts in passing SB 20.

Throughout the past few years our communities Municipal Assistance has been reduced 
drastically. By changing the name o f Municipal Assistance to Safe Communities we feel the 
funding w ill not be confused with welfare or a type of "give away funding", but in fact make it 
more clear to those that do not understand that it is our communities share o f Alaska's resources 
that ALL communities are entitled to receive

With the funding being cut by 60% over the past ten years, the City o f Port Lions supports the 
assured minimum funding level o f $40,000 that this bill provides. It cannot continue to be cut 
year after year by even another small percentage and be able, nor expected to continue 
providing safe programs that signifiantly impacts each and every one o f our community 
members.

We also support the idea o f receiving our municipalities funding near the beginning of the 
States fiscal year instead o f the following February. This is not only the practical thing to do but 
is the most sensible as our fiscal year also begins in July.



Wc cannot stress enough the importance in the passing o f SB 20. The impact w ill tremendously 
help not only Port Lions, but all the small communities throughout the great State o f Alaska.

We appreciate anything you can do to help pass this much needed Senate Bill.

I f  you need further information on why we would like to see the passage of this B ill, please feel 
free to give me a call at your convenience.

Thank you for your assistance on this important issue.

PORT LIONS C ITY COUNCIL
Robert Himes, Mayor

cc: Governor Knowles 
Senator Zharoff 
Rep. Austerman
Kodiak Island Borough Mayor Selby
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City of Sand Point

Senator John Torgerson
Chairman, Community and Regional Affairs
State of Alaska
State capitol
Room 427
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182 

RE: SB 20 Safe Communities

Dear Senator Torgerson,

As a past local elected official and past president of the .Alaska Municipal 
League, you personally are very aware of the continuing problems local 
governm ents faced every fiscal year.

Over the past several years, Municipal Assistance and Revenue Sharing 
have been reduced by over 60% which has placed and enormous burden 
on local government to pick up the slack. Very few communities have 
been able to bear the full burden without reducing the level of services the 
provide irregardless of how basic.

The City of Sand Point, being a one Industry* town, fishing, Is In the same 
plight as many other communities whereby the level of services has been 
greatly reduced. Further reduction in state shared revenues will 
necessitate the elimination of jobs and reduction of the level of service to 
minimal at the most.

CS for CSSB 20 Is a bill which we support because of the early funding and 
the requirem ent that It be used for essential services such as public safety. 
Being a full sendee community as well as a community whose livelihood is 
predicated upon the fishing industry, we feel this bill will assist in our 
needs of a timely cash flow during our peak periods.

The City of Sand Point supports CS for CSSB 20 and particularly your 
efforts as well as the Community and Regional Af fairs Committee to hear

City Office: Adminiatrator:
PO Box 249 1600 A Street, Suite 103
Sand Point, Alaska 99661 Anchorage, Alaska 99501-5146
(907)383-2696 (907) 274-7555 Phona

. . . .  O - C  7 S C Q  Y



the  voices from  th e  w ilderness on such an im portan t m atte r to all the 
m unicipalities in the State.

Should you  have an y  questions, please feel free to contact me.

Yours truly,
u # ~

Alvin D. O sterback 
M ayor
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City and Borough of Sitka
100  L IN C O L N  S T R E E T  • S IT K A , A L A S K A  9 9 8 3 5

F ebrua ry  20. 1996

S en a to r  Jo h n  T o rg e rso n ,  C hair 
C o m m u n ity  and R egional Affairs C om m ittee  
Alaska S ta le  Senate  
FA X  4 6 5 -4 7 7 9

D ear S cn a lo r  T o rg e rso n  and C om m unity  and Regional Affairs C om m ittee:

T he  City and  B o ro u g h  o f  Sitka supports  Senate Bill 20, the revised "Safe C o m m u n it ie s"  bill. This 
bi'l provides for g reater equity and better use o f  Municipal Assistance funds. S itka  s trong ly  su p p o r ts  
d is t r ib u tio n  o f  all funds to  municipalities early in the fiscal year. This bill is a "w in-w in"  tha t  will 
s treng then  municipalities,

Y oui s u p p o r t  for passing this bill ou t o f  Com mittee will be greatly ap p rec ia ted .  W e  especially 
apprec ia te  S en a to r  T o rg e rso n 's  past s u p p o n  on this bill

T h an k  y o u  for ihe o p portun ity  to  comment.

Sincerely,

G a r y  L  P a x t o n  
A dm inis tra te!

cc: A laska M unicipal L eague 
S en a to r  Tay lo r 
R epresen ta t ive  G ru sse n d o rf



C i t y  o f  F a l s e  P a s s
P.O. Box 50 • False Pass, Alaska 99583-0050 
le lephone (S07) 5-18-2319 • Fax (907) S 'lb-i'icm

F e b r u a r y  16, 1996

S e n a t o r  J o h n  T o r g e r s o n  
S t a t e  C j p i t o l ,  R o o m  427 
J u n e a u ,  A l a s k a  9 9 8 0 1 - 1 1 8 2

P o o t - lf  brond fox irancrritlal m«mo 7671 j
Tram , .
6u *AiU U * >YVQ/UA*:t:'k

Co. °° Fe-w t '
Dopt. Pfton* *
Fit » F»X#

D e a r  H o n o r a b l e  T o r g e r s o n :

T h e  C i t y  of  F a l s e  Pass w o u l d  like to e x p r e s s  its s u p p o r t  
for SB  2 9 - t h e  " S a f e  C o m m u n i t i e s "  Bill. This bill 
a d d r e s s e s  m e t h o d s  to m a k e  the former M u n i c i p a l  A s s i s t a n c e  
p r o g r a m  m o r e  e q u i c i o x e ' L o  luunxuxyaiitioo l.-,
e q u i t a b l e  p r o r a t l o n .  T h i s  bill also help*, c u r b  the. i m p e t u s  
for s m a l l e r  m u n i c i p a l i t i e s  to d i s s o l v e  as c o n t i n u e d  f u n d i n g  
c u t s  h a v e  r e n d e r e d  t h e m  u n a b l e  to p r o v i d e  p u b l i c  s e r v i c e s .

T h e  C i t y  of F a l s e  Pass r e l i e s  on the M u n i c i p a l  A s s i s t a n c e  
p a y m e n t  to fund the V o l u n t e e r  Fi r e  D e p a r t m e n t  a n d  t h e  
E m e r g e n c y  M e d i c a l  R e s p o n s e  T e a m  v.-hich are the o n l y  s u c h  
s e r v i c e s  a v a i l a b l e  lo c a l l y .  T h e  Safe C o m m u n i t i e s  p a y m e n t  
w o u l d  a l s o  be u s e d  to s u p p l e m e n t  water and l a n d f i l l  s e r v i c e s  
w h i c h  a r e  not s u p p o r t e d  w i t h  user fees. Local r e v e n u e  
s o u r c e  is d e r i v e d  from s a l e s  tax w h i c h  f l u c t u a t e s  a n n u a l l y  
a c c o r d i n g  to f i s h i n g  income. Local r e v e n u e  has d e c l i n e d  
s t e a d i l y  in r e l a t i o n  to n e w  f i s hing r e g u l a t i o n s .  L o c a l  
r e v e n u e  c a n n o t  c o n t i n u e  to s u p p o r t  b a s i c  public s e r v i c e s  
w i t h o u t  a d d i t i o n a l  "safe C o m m u n i t i e s "  a s s i s t a n c e .

We a p p r e c i a t e  y o u r  c o n t i n u e d  s u p p o r t  of SB 20. T h e  p r o p o s e d  
c h a n g e s  a l l o w  the C i t y  of F a l s e  Pass to remain a y e c o n d  c l a s s  
c i t y  p r o v i d i n g  b a s i c  p u b l i c  s e r v i c e s  and tc p r o v i d e  a h e a l t h y  
a n d  s a f e  e n v i r o n m e n t  to all its residents.

S i n c e r e l y ,

E o r g a  L a r s e n  
M a y o r



Nancy E. Cannington 
P. O. Box 28 

Unalakleet, Alaska 99684

Febiuaiy 26, 1996

S e n a to r  Jo h n  T o rg e rs o n  
S ta te  C ap ito l,  Rm . 4 2 7  
Ju neau , A laska  9 9 8 0 1 -1 1 8 2

D ear S en a to r  T o rg e rs o n

S en a te  Bill 20 , the  “ S afe  C om m unities’' Bill, is most u rgen tly  needed in o rd e r  for small 
A laskan  villages to  su rv ive  As a mem ber o f  the Local B o u n d ary  C om m iss ion  I am very 
co n ce rn ed  tha t  w c  a re  see ing  so many requests  for in form ation  o n  dissolution. As these 
small co m m u n it ie s  a re  allow ed to  dissolve, certain obligations and liabilities are still going 
to  be  the  responsib il i ty  o f  the State. I f  these  com m unities  can  con tinue  to  opera te  as small 
c ities w ith  the  ass is tance  o f  “ Safe C om m unities"  funds, then  w hy d o  w e  face such 
o p p o s i t io n  from  the  legislature? C om m on  sense d ic ta tes  that old ad ag e  that "Y ou  can  pay 
now , o r  you can  pay  later". 1 urge you not to  let it be  later.

O n e  o th e r  d is tress ing  com m ent that I heard during the  first hearing on  S B 2 0  on 
W ed n esd ay ,  F eb ru a ry  14, was Sen Kelly’s statem ent that ho always considered  the 
ed u ca t io n  fund ing  as M unicipal Assistance and R evenue  Sharing tow ard  the total 
co m m u n ity  con tribu tion .  In areas o f  the S ta te  outside organ ized  boroughs ,  the local 
co m m u n itie s  never  see th e  education funding because it i6 handled through the R E A A  for 
each  area  O u r  municipal funds received through  M A 'R S  are used to  p ro v id e  the safety 
for o u r  com m unities .

In U na lak leet ,  o u r  police departm ent receives no o ther  funding o ther  than  what little is 
co llec ted  for p ro tec t iv e  custodies, yet it is necessary' to  run a full-time police departm ent! 
H o w  w ou ld  y ou  like to  live in a com m unity  without police p ro tec t ion?  In the  seven years 
that I have been  m an ag e r  here, ou r  police departm ent has been  cut from  6 full-time 
officers to  th ree  w ith  utilization o f  a V P S O  to  cover for th e  fourth  position  They w o rk  
four 10-hour days  on, fo u r  off. That is one officer, w o rk in g  alone T h e re  a ie  four hours  
o f  each  24 h o u r  p e r iod  that w e have n o  oiHcer on duty  because  w c ju s t  cannot afford it 
W o utilize jpccio i officci i  ( those  wiih limited o r  only on-the- job  training) because burnout 
crt'afps tu rn o v e r  b efo re  w c  can send them  to  the troopci academ y for training.

T h e  leg is la ture  co n t in u e  to  cut. cut, a i t .  and pass it on  to  the  municipalities. T he  end 
result is tha t  th e  smaller com m unities ore looking at dissolving, ( o r  j u s t  q u i t  o p e r a t i n g ), 
cities in o rgan ized  b o ro u g h s  arc looking to  detach, and o rgan ized  b o ro u g h s  arc having an 
increasingly hard  tim e justify ing the taxes vs. services they  are  able to  provide. Yet the
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leg is la tu re  con tinues  to  asaumc tlint th ry  arc  doing an excellent jo b  as len g  ac they  enn 
ba lance  th e  S ta to ’c budget on the backs  o f  local governm en ts  i luuugh  cuts

W ith  the S ta te  facing continu ing  declining revenues, I feel it is time for the legislature to 
a p p ro a c h  utilizing the interest earn ings on the Permanent Fund to  balance the  budget.  Just 
h o w  ra iny  d o es  it have to  get befo re  w e  reap  some benefits from this ‘ Rainy D a y  
A c c o u n t” 7 I am  certainly not advoca ting  a raid on the principal, but it w ould  never have 
to  be  to u c h e d  W hen w e  talk to  peop le  from  other states about ou r  budget w o e s  they 
laugh at u s  b ecau se  we have this rough ly  19 billion dollar fund!

I d o  h o p e  th e  legislature will act responsibly  and pass S B 20  to show  so m e  s u p p o n  fof the 
g ra s s ro o ts  go v ern m en ts  that p rov ide  th e  services tn the I rg is la in rs’ consti tuen ts  Thank 
you , Sen T o rg e rso n ,  for having the foresight to sponsor this Bill

#



P ? C E i V E V
Joe Murdy, P re s id e n t
A laska M unicipal League, (rgg 2 3 19:3
217 Second S t r e e t  ,
S u i te  200 ^ J,r
Jun eau , A laska 99801

February  22, 1996

Dear J o e ,

I am w r i t i n g  to  support Sena tor Torgerson in  SB 20 b i l l  -  the "Safe Communities" b i l l .  
Which would change the  program t i t l e  from Municipal A ss is tance  "Safe Communities".
This  would l e t  the  pub lic  know how important s e rv ic e s  a re  supp /tea  by the funds. Also 
the p u b l ic  s t r o n g ly  su p p o rts  d i r e c t  pub lic  s a f e ty  ex p en d itu res  and requ ires  a c c o u n ta b i l i ty .  
And th e  "Safe  Communities" program, t c t a i n s  the former two a l lo c a t io n  formulas, but 
makes the  program more e q u i ta b le  by a llow ing e q u i ta b le  p ro ra t lo n .  And funding for 
"Safe  Communities" and " P r i o r i t y  Revenue Sharing fo r  Municpal Serv ices"  w i l l  be 
d i s t r i b u t e d  c lo se  to  the beg inn ing  of the s t a t e  f i s c a l  year (on Ju ly  31) to : provide 
m u n i c i p a l i t i e s  w ith  more f l e x i b i l i t y ,  and; end the p r a c t ic e  of the s t a t e  holding p a r t  
o f  th e  funds u n t i l  mid f i s c a l  y e a r .  I would l ik e  to  emphasize th a t  the c i ty  of Diomede 
s t r o n g ly  s u p p o r ts  the SB 20 b i l l .
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________________ ^ j M a i i d j m i d U N O ^ J L S L l  W H Y  _____________

I  ( P l e a s e  faj;6 a f e w  m in u t e *  i n  complete and idurn ASAP by FA,\ to 4<;i-$4Xt» )

Municipality _    Completed by Rose Cheanuk -  City Manager

J. Since 1985, hove Mate cuts in Municipal Assistance' Revenue Sliming .uid oilier 
municipal aid piogT.Tms, iransfet? of stoic servjrr irsponsihilities, unfunded mondnfos, 
nnd underfunding state piogrnm? (such os schools). been .1 major faelin in local:

o lax or fee inn eases? . x N*» _ _Yes, if yes, please give examples.
b. service cutbacks  Nn y Yes. if yes. plcn.su gi* r: examples:

 'n~‘G City o ff ice  cut_baotc nn the hours Chat the o ff ice  usual ly  opens,
—  —a.lSQ_tiie_iDdinLenai3ce_UMuls-.Liours-werc cut. — ________ __________

2. If lhe stale continues the trends described in question I. Mint do yon feel the imparts 
nit your community will be <>vei dip next srvrial years __  ___
  Hre C i ty  u f f i c e  r a y  have to  loaae.n a l l  thp_£jrpi.oyees h ours  i f .  th e r e

i s  rrore c u t c .

t Since 1985. in addition to rales and property taxes, has j urn municipality had to 
implement other (axes or fees to maintain services? x ..No _ Yes. the most significant

4 IV s i ribC someiluiig your municipality accomplished i lu i you wc especially proud of, 
especially over lhe past yea; or so For example, a new progtnm lo promote community 
economic growth, oi a way to do more with less

Since the cut lyric*; otner organizations have assis ted  a id . .an d ____
  t ho o rgan Iza tiuus -^ rfcoa rk jucq  to g e th e r, -  ----   — ------------------

5. In a sentence. summarize the message you would like to give die stale legarding 
municipal government _ ^ t h e r j m t J « u k s  on the ™nici&l_***iptanec and
9r*t>> revenue shatinu wil l  canQo_Jurssm±D.f.or the local—1̂ ~ tfii lne-!L?n 

the ojmiunity. The cutc will affect t{ y > .p o l i c y a lo o _ in _ th £ _ v i± la q e s .  
TVic publIc denpnn.-K alot on Che local g o v n m m o n t . ______
T H AN K~YOU Tho rnd  >c Alaska ( ,on/eicncc of Mayors nnd Alaska Municipal I.cukuc

0
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ACoM and AML MUNICIPAL SURVEY

(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480)

M unicipa lity City of Bethel_ Completed by Mayor Ruth Richardson

1 Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Charing and other municipal 
aid programs, transfers of state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, and underfunding 
state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local.

a. tax or fee increases7 x N o _________Yes, if yes. please give examples:
b service cutbacks7  No x____ Yes. if yes. please give examples-

______ It is very difficult to keep up with the services needed by our growing population, i.e ,____
 v/ater. sewer police, fire, roads______________ .. .________________________________

2. If the state contini-. j the trends described in question 1. what do you feel the impacts on your 
community will be over the next several years.
 Increases in the Sales Tax______________________________________________________
 Degradation of Roads and Public Services________________________________________
______ Severe impact on the Bethel Bank Stabilization Project, which may result in further
_____________ loss of riverbonk. homes, and roads _

3 Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to implement 
other taxes or fees to maintain services?__________No x_____ Yes, the most significant are:

Fuel through-put Tax on all fuel crossing trio seawall

4 Describe something your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, especially 
over the post year or so For example, a nev/ program to promote community economic growth, 
or a way to do more with less.

The City privatized the operations of the Laundromat

5 In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding municipal
governm en t._____________________________________________________________________
 Seriously look at other areas of the State Government for cutbacks before cutting
 Municipal Assistance and Revenue Sharing _

T H A N K  Y O U . fro m  th e  A la s k a  C o n f e r e n c e  o f  M a y o r s  e n d  A la s k a  M u n ic ip a l  L e a g u e



u /\J Z

A I W 0 \u/m ( £ l4A<& /

J z w Y *  (k td d d d 'A J z
s n s i -  J d * < r A .

'‘' ( J  ( d d ~ < y C ' J l f  s g d c  > 

^ d U , (A / Y - t ' i j £  ^



_________ ACoM and AML MUNICIPAL SURVEY

0 2 - i ? -1 9 9 6  .1 5 :0 2  9 0 7 . 2 2 5 .5 0 7 5  ._  C ITY OF KETCHIKAN

(Please lake a few minutes lo complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480) 

Municipality Ketch ikan  Completed by Robert E- N ew e ll, J r .  F inance

1. Since 1985, have stale cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers o f state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local;

a. tax or fee increases? X No Yes, I f  yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  No jf~Ycs, i f  yes, please give examples:

C a p ita l in o ro ve rr 'e n t program  has been sca le d  back s i g n i f i c a n t l y  __

2. I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts 
on your community w ill be over the next several years:____________________________

P ro p e r ty  a n d /o r  s a le s  ta x  in c re a s e s

3. Since 1385, in addition lo sales and property taxes, lias your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No _£_Ycs, the most significant
a r e : _________________________________________________________________________
So lid  w aste-d lsposa l fees and h a rb o r u se r fe e s___________________________

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you axe especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with less.

Expanded th e  P o r t  o f  K e tc h ik a n  In  1 9 ^  t o f u r t h e r  p ro r ro te  g ro w th  In 

o u r  to u r is m  In d u s t r y  _

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the slate regarding
municipal government. ______________________________________________________

S la ts  g o v e rn m e n t1s e f f o r t s  to  c o n ta in  I t s  o p e ra t in g  c o s ts  and_______

b a lance i t s  budge t sh o u ld  n o t be done a t the  expense o f  lo c a j_______

jn u n lc ip a l i ilg iL .___________________________________________________________
THANK YOU. from the Alaska Conference of Mayors and Alaska Municipal League
C :kc « ln  l t f lm  lO jiy f- r <Joc
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(Please tal:e a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480 )

M un ic ipa lity  H o o n a h Completed by R o b e r t  P i n a r d ,  A s s ' t .  Admn.  / T r e a s u r e r

1. Since 1983, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers o f state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? XX No Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  No xx Ye„, i f  yes, please give examples:

T h e  C i t y  o f  H o o n a h  l i a s  r c d u c r d  P u b l i c  U o r k s ,  P o l i c e -  a n d  G en e r a l  O p e r a t i on 

P e r s o n n e l  t o  t h e  e x r e n t  c h a t  i c  h a a  r e d u c e d  t h e  q u a l i t y  o f  s e r v i c e  a n d  

p r o t e c t i o n  we a r t :  a b l e  t o  p r o v i d e . __________________________

2. I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feci the impacts 
on your community w ill be over the next several years: C o n t i n u e d  r e d u c t i o n  o f  

s e r v i c e  o nd  p r o t e c t i o n .  L i k e  m o s t  p r e d o m i n a n t l y  n a t i v e  com mo n i r i e a  t h e y  
d o _ n o t  f e e l  t h e y  s h o u l d  s u p p o r t  g o v e r n m e n t ,  s e r v i c e  t h r o u g h  i n c r e a s e d  t a x e s .

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? x No Yes, the most significant
are: We hflVr a t t e m p t e d  o n  t w o  o c c a s i o n s  t o  r a i s o  a d l c - s  t a x ,  s .  B e c a u s e

o l  t ' h p  p r o b l e m  w i t h  t e & t r i c c e d  d e e d s  a n d  Hl'D Hou s i i  
e q u i t a b l e  i n  t h i s  c o m m u n i t y . _____________ ___________

L J J i  n o t

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you me especially proud of. 
especially over tlie past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with less.
Ha f t i c a l ) y t t o  d o  m u r e  w i t h  let»i ,  o nd  s t i l l  b e  a b l e  t o  o p e r a t e  t h e  L i l y  i n  

t h e  B l a c k .  _____  ________ __________________________________________________

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the stiite regarding 
municipal government. P l e a s e  d o  n o t  p o s t .  t h e  s ta ie  p r o b l e m s  on  t o  

c o m m u n i t i e s  t h a t  a r t  p r e d o m i n a n t l y  n a t i v e .  As s i n  c c d  a b o v e  Ll ie v  f e e )

government owes thorn not them owing novernmenr.

T H A N K  Y O U ,  f r o m  th e  A la s k a  C o n f e r e n c e  o f  M a y o r s  n n d  A la s k a  M u n i c i p a l  L e a g u e
C'kcvln jvoiv 196iurv.doc
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(Please take n few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 4(>3-548Q ) j

M up lc ln a litv£5lc( Completed by r^Vv> o -/• A  ̂ C^cJ-lj '

1. Since 1085, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers o f state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? No'\j_Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  No^  Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:

j 5 c ^ g , T A <  5 ° / g

C  u_-f L> c^ cJr Lo 'A k  o  A /  7 t -  J

_5-juCT '2^ - c s - T c w f  JOcs r-- .̂
Of

2. I f  the state continues tits trends described in question 1. what do you feel the impacts 
on your community w ill be over the next several years:

~ T r i j -  C(Ay CvT 0 ) 0  .-V U j

b u .  A /, » -V . A f  *- du  c b o - o --------- IA  Q v °  ^
t s -

3. Since 19S5, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? N V  1 Yes, the most significant
are: IQ j g ~ o . y   ̂ y

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of. 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program 10 promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with less.
 .  C s O /\ S ^ r L - e - A '  r>f*

 1&  ^ ------b l n i J r O  Cv- ~

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the slate regarding 
municipal government. TC-tf '< eSs^.r>-KcJ -/c> j

1 H A N K  Y O U ,  f r o m  th e  A la s k a  C o n fe r e n c e  o f  M a y o r s  a n d  A la s k a  M u n i c i p a l  L e a g u e
C levln jî m I96ju<v<k<
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ACoM and A M I. MI.-NICIPAL SURVEY
(Please take a few minutes to con. !Jcte and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480 )

Municipality M'frf 111 1 (fat P . Completed by { f to t£ 6  __

L. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state acrvice responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as^chools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax' or fee increases? t /  N o  Yes. if yes, please give examples;
o  . b service cutbacks.  No ^  Yes, if yes, please give examples:

H o / ' d ?  _____P h J  t n  trjJO ^e.1  4 - ^ /  /t>____

f M ’f l t l s n /  f l f l  A/ V  t 'A l -  S 'S  r -  / I  __________ _

2 If the state continues the trends described in qucsrion 1, what do you feel the impacts
on your community will be over the next several years: (drt-Se* / ________

U '- / /  A p .e c /n iL s  M r t / e r  _j/p. f f e & u / t s
I it? <r> 't r A c  6  n X  /U )C * S  /X < S i/m s < - z

f y h ± .  ~ Q f . f i  b £ s_ a / s t o i r t  ! A < L  ■*> n e t -  __

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
Implement other taxes or fees to maintain services’’ t ^ f c o  Yes. the most significant
are:

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished chot you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, cr a way to do more with less.

-fr> r f c f / / . ,  s e ,  'J T / iS s / r t ?,■ > £ .(:. ________

— 2 2  /? .---------- -■ /  -  ,' f  A ' . ' ,  / -

J h A  ' ' / y ^ A . i .  i! -  '

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to gtve the smte regarding 
municipal government / ] / ] L f s r O r c  ( i f .  ^ d u c  f j  s x t .  A a s -a L *

a n  Q C f r  (lLir/7!us>, y<.. / i  S c / S

1-L‘fifsi 'S/ftTL sS. A v '.*?.£/>? y  f)S] j si S 'j/t S/'c*'s /  'S  5  Vs /(?„
{ / S 2 .  — 'Q / / .A l ___n — / d  A - ______ ______________
THANK YOU. hem the Alaska Conference of Mayors and Alaska Municipal League
C kfvln 6* c



ACoM and AML MUNICIPAL SURVEY
(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480)

Municipa lity K Completed b y  jJyw Axs  1

\U A a  I v iA U .  " ■ - r1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers o f state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates^ ' 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local: ~

a. tax or fee increases?____No^H Yes, if yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  No  ̂Yes, if yes, please give examples:, jj**'

W  U A \ \  f U c IU . - U .A  o k i i . h  A -»\«- M i l  r h u u a  i i s i £ - A j u . i \ M \C v .& A L A  ._    ,

V. ' <■> ( \yvik<At A AiriHh. y • Yu lvJIau c _fo.r fe n .Ta iJ J i
-j f t  iv -   6 . U . L  L v f l - J  t . U A t A j . \ A V x J L l \  H |  ^ J H 'T T v .- iL  A  CX

i  ( m i U ,  Av-flLu-i.'

2. I f  Lhe state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts 
on your community w ill be over the next several years: \A i,ŵ  i i A j a u i u  A

\W M U l-a _ t  . ( \ , j  /Y i t  t. A a  f t y i X - A T i  A t . / * f r c . l i * AA __ QwJ./XVLt.:La_ YT\ 1 x ^ t A. f r - f r i l  j
1 i\\ . vxs^i.W^fVcL r; IaU  ̂Ar</L.v, Ai y n*>A wjpur-Ai^U

0 .11^ it-in ABii iiU  A-vt
V hA u .a V i l m  , \ J m  v U . v jL ^ L i  i A A U A j l l  f t  ..___________________!_________ L

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to 
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No ̂  Yes, the most significant
are:

^  ^  t, ^ , Y  \ g V  \ w ( t \ c C L L A; u n  ̂ i if 4 — »■ *. * i ■ ■
A f l - J - L j _ k t L *  ^  1  j  ^  4 7  I, i . a \ \ / l A i  A t  /

v-<

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you arc especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community
economic growth, or a way to do more with less.
_ £  '  11A A A i t l A u - . b u  Y . s q .  . U u f e f U M i t  M l

y\ -H* v. V yw i 1.1 \ a At A 0 a /( AVa'iâ  f*\
V  ̂Ws r  V 1 { A a f n civ \ ^ .(■■vmukvvi

'-jy.LA.iA Q.tfJ. /iWu; . ( j.ol. L
jJ  i

t I , .CSrAL,J^-t^£. .V.^A
v j L  - b y t V  W x v l  u  L v< tv . a A l A , fl v J  n U ^ u ;  M n _ . t j . o j .  L  i  k t . m a

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding 
municipal government
(tv \ A i h   ̂ ti.-jvi/. rJ_L‘ iAi.<^bc.t  ̂v ..J

X t H r
THANK YOU, from the Aiaska Conference of Mayors and Alaska Municipal League
C.kevln:»com :l96iurv doc



FEE 15 ’3 6 li:240M CITY OF TELLER

_ _ _ _ _ _ ___________________ A & J L o J V I  * n d  . A .  J v f f i  ^ - J V I X J W I X

( P l e a s e  t a j < . «  a  f e w  m i n u t e s  C o  c o m p l e t e  a x i c i  r .

r v i M n l c i p » M r y    C u m p l v t u d  b y  _

1 . 1 O f t - * * ,  h n v w  n - t r t r ^  o u t . *  i n  M u n i c i p a l  A a i i s ^
n n m i c i p n l  d i d .  r r o g T o m f f i ,  t r o n 3 f o r o  o f  c t a t o  c * r s ' i c c  

a n d  u n d e r l a n d i n g  s t a t e  p r o g T a m s  ( a r u c h  a s  s c h o o l s

a .  t a x ;  o r  t o o  I n c r e a s e s ?  W o  _______

b . s e r v ic e  c u t b a c k s .   W o ______

No, flOt yet

2 -  I f  t i i »  mfj iTo c o n t f r r u * *  t l s *  t r c n t i *  d< * i i t c r ib -* d  l t t  < ; i K « T i a n  1 ,  W h M  d o  y o u  f e d  t h e  V
o n  y o i it- o o m m u m t y  - w i l l  "b« o v w  t H o  n e r x t  s ^ v o r w l  y * * x » i  .

If they aren't going to '.'•c oca' governments then they need  to let local governm ents have more 

a u t h o r i t y  t o  c o n d u c t  f u n d  raising on thoir own s u c h  as  raising the pri7e payout limits for 

m unicipal run gam ing activities Let communities decide on their own hov/ much gaming is too 

m u c h  fo' the:r com m unity W e  only allow Dingo evenings if tn=:p is no school the next day

3 .  S i n c e  1 9  8 5 ,  I n  a x i d i l l o n  l o  t * j «  a n d  p r v p a r t y  T i o c a a ,  h i u  y o u r  m u n i c i p a l i t y  h A r  
o u i s r  t f i x c % a r  t o o l  txj m t i n v j i  n  ■ wr  v l « . ^ u 7  i~% ->___ 9» .  *■»U*-

M J r+ i _        —

The City of Teller has heen involved in gammg a couple of different times since 1985 Lately we 
started aga n .n 1994 tn 1995 we were able to raise about S i60,000 through this method, wnich 
we nave used to pay off past debts and s.-oood other Dasic c-fy services

A . u a i c t i b c  c o T n c U u c m  y u U r  m u u i u l y U i V  »A* o m j i U » h » a  O i » x  y o «  * i »  » * p * o l » h v  T "  
■  a p o c i a l t y  c r v « r  t l u i  ^ a . t !  y < n r  o r  AO P o r  n v n m j i l * .  a  r » o w  p r o g m T n  t o  p r o m o l o  c o n

e c o n o m i c  irowib, or » vo d o  less.

W hen I became Mayor in December of 1593 the City was cn the brink of collapse due to poor 
management We instituted the DCRA model accounting system, started operating our own 
bingo\o,j"!3CS c e 'm i tc benefit city operations anc began a pr campaign emphas zmg collection 
of tne acco-nts receivable >n o'der to keeo o . '  c**y mean fveryfine mat has traveled busn 
Alaska much comments c -  new clean .[ is ip Teller We rescheduled our debt payments, 
survived a coup.e of iRS liens and took eve' the f^ d .n g  for the annual Christmas Holiday 
events, Stability at tne tcp has attracted some competent off ce staff, we have a water & sewer 
feasibility etudy going on, funding for phaeo 1 is in 'he current capital budget, a reindeer 
siaugnter-ouse snouid ce oui't this summer willi a CDSG grant

5. In u uviUflc*, ruronuirt? : ilixi r a M U ^ t  y o u  w o u l d  UIcm to iiv# ch-o i u t »  wi^Air
1 • « -j\J v  1 v '4* 1 s »'U» Tyro — n»« | _ -__ l_M_ — amm t

• • v

Most of us n3 ve 3  greater concern abu-t cur environment tnan any agency could possiDiy 
regulate There are seme regulations that don't make sense >n cur rural settings that cost a great
dco t© '-ou t Con't u© to meet irom  <. '•lecv the c*a*a ic willing to pick up the tab fer
f One o* :ne D'ggsst prcotems is Tlnomg ccmperent per<nnr»i Funding fut sutioo's in rural 

k  wnefijiiy inadequate Where >s me nexi g e -e ^ tio 1" c ' 'eaders going to come from'? I 
nope mat :h-s * sea1 ,ea’ we w;ii De able to deve op a pay scale for our employees that is 
compaiau'ts iu lliu  piivate nfcutor in ©'©*• to *cep attracting r  aMy ^ort*?'* Rut ~c need the
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; (piease take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480) 

M un ic ipa lity  CHUATHBALUK Completed by S teve B e n n l s  -  Hoy°r  _  _

i .

1. Since ] 985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers o f state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a tax or fee increases? JNo Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  No XX_Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:

Municip a l  As r .c . /Rev._Sharlng cues have r e su i te d  In hours_budgeted f or
our C ity  Clerk a rid MalnCcnance Man. As a re su lc  of cut6  we' ve a l s o  e lim inated
the Ci t y  s 6 a le s  of home h ea t in g  f u e l ,  g a so l ine and p ropane., A l s o  thp..City
haa had to  s top  hau ling  honcybueket s e r v i ce* .mH 1 p^vq 1 1- up _Co r e s i d e n t s .

2 I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts
o n  y o u r  c o m m w u r y  w i l l  b e  o v e r  t h e  n e x t  s e v e r a l  ye a r s :  / / l )  J o b l o s s  f o r  a  C i t y  C l e r k

and_hc>u_rcu t on Maintenance. Man. ^2) Loss of the a b i l i t y  fojr_our Ci t y  to
f u n c t io n p ro p e r ly  as a 2nd clas*; c i ty  and e x i s t  in name.o n ly .  If3) Our
commu n ity  u i l l  s e r io u s ly  look a t _uichdr.iv 1 n g_jj:l iJH f mbership in  AML and
e x i s t i ng as an jRA counc i l  and propose e x is t in g  v i rh  -ire; own co u n c il  and 
j u d i c i a l  system.
3 Since 1985. in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No XX_Yes, the most significant
are: In c re a se cos t  of c i t y  provided s e rv ic e s in a l l  a re a s  f c r  ro rmrmnity

r_ l s  i d e n t s  s u c h  a s  l a u n d r o m a t  f e e ' s ,  e q u i p m e n t  r e n t s  I s  _a n d _  t o  c e a s e  s a n n . i  c i o n  

sA L vJ _ c. ? ^ U l 5 n c y b u c k e _ t _ h a u_1 i n g _ a n d  l e a v e  i t  u p . ± o  r h p - . r - / > g l 4 ? n r <   ___________

4. D e sc r ib e  som eth in*  your m unicipali ty  accom plished  that y o u  ore e sp e c ia l ly  proucl of, 
e sp e c ia l ly  o v e r  the past  year o r  so. For exam ple , a n ew  p rogram  to  p ro m o te  c o m m u n i ty  
e c o n o m ic  g row th ,  o r  a way to do m ore  w id j less.
0  ur_ M u n i c i p a l  i t y  f u n d  I n  g  h a s  .bejr . tL.cu t  f t r ^ y j r . i l i y  r h * f  o u r  3 e r v l c e s _ a  r  e 
now^ i n  b a r e - b o n c s  e x i s t a n c e . F r a n k l y , t h e r e _ _ i s n | _ t  a n y  a c c o p p l  f s h m r n r  

r e c  e n t  l y  we c a n  l o o k  u p o n  wi t h  j j r  I  d e  a n d  i n  f a c t  j; h e x e  1 <; n n  o v e r - r i d i n g

f e e l i n g ot^ r e s e n t m e n t  a n d  r e c o n s d e r a t i o n  p f _ _ B e g k i n g  a l t e r n a t i v e  f o r m s  o f

c o m m u n i t y  g o v e r n m e n t .

5. In  a sen ten ce ,  sum m arize  the  m essage  y o u  would like to give  tho s ta te  re g a rd in g  
m u n ic ip a l  government. Rural commu n i t ie s  and c i t i e s  In Alaska have b e e n  

s low ly  s t ra n g le d  by re g u la r_ a ss 1jseaLQce_a_ndjte Y.ejuuL S.haring m r h v i c  
r esl' ^ I f> c o n t inuous fu c t io n al decreases and name o n l v  e x i s t ance. 
Tnere T s  a r e a l  "Ha n g e r  of c i d e s  looking a t a l t e tn a ceve forms of government, 
T H a N K  Y O U .  from the A laska C onference o f  M ayors  end  A laska  M u n ic ip a l  L cn g u c
C i«vm j . ‘ont.<9£fUrv dot
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_______________ ACoM jm LAML MlJNICIPAL.SURVEg_______________
(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480 ) 

Municipality CITY OF PALMER CorapIctca by HEMERY P. GIJIXOTIE

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers o f state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases?  No x Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  .No X  Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:

The c icy  s a le s  tax was Increased  from 2% to 32. We have in c re a se d  fees
f or v a te r  hookups, bu ild ing  in s p e c t io n s  . a i r p o r t  le a s e s ,  a i r p o r t  t i e  downs , 
u t i l i t y  s e r v ic e s .  WE have cut f iv e  employees, pu b lic  work.9 2, l i b r a r y  2 ,

accoun ting  .1. We have d e laved s t r e e t  r e p a i r s .  We have cut l ih ra rv  h o u r s .

2. I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1. what do you feel the impacts 
on your community w ill be over the next several years:______________________________

We w i l l  need to Increase lo c a l  ta x e s .  We c a n ' t  cut much more and be 
a v ia b le  c i t y .  We fee l  w e a r e d o v n  to  minimum3. Population i s  i n c r e a s in g 
w ith  the  demand fo r  nore s e rv ic e s .  Federal mandates have taken money from

OAhgr lo ca l p r o je c ts .  The sen io r  ray exemption  decreases  funding-------------

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No x Yes, the most significant
are: Fees as l i s t e d  above__________________ ____________ ___________________

4. Describe somediing your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a w-ay to do more with less.

We continue  to support the o f f i c e  of Palmer Economic development. WE
h ave used p r iv a te  rconenv to add rn an fr  ha.I_1_f.ip IHs R-;si ness ----------
l andscaped and added o ther th ings  ro .summer beanri f i.viHrm The Lions-----
Club purcahsed co s t ly  holiday l i g h t s  f or the c i ty  and rep a ired  e x ix t in g  one s .

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding 
municipal government. PLEASE DON'T BALANCE THE STATE BUDGET in a way

THAT WILL INCREASE THE LOCAL TAXES. We w ill s t a r t  a pub lic  In form ation  
s e r i e s  to a l e r t  the vo ters  to the reason for Che in c re ase  in tax es  and 
tlui reduced d l ty  s e rv ice s .  “

T H A N K  Y O U .  & o m  th e  A la s k a  C o n f e r e n c e  o f  M a y o r s  a n d  A la s k a  M u n i c i p a l  L e a g u e

C'cevtn.-ao: Rvi96ivrv.doc
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______________ A C oM  and A M L M M C IP A L  S U R V E Y ______________
(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480)

M un ic ipa lity _________Completed by J o h n  ?. S w e e n e y ,  F i n a n c e  D i r e c t o

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistant iJ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers o f state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
tnd underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? No X Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  N o  Yes, i f  ye*, please give examples:

- P r o p e r t y  t a x  r a i s e d  Q.8 m i l l s ,  f r o m  2.7 to .>.5 m i l l s ,  i n  F Y  1993

T h i s  m a d e  the to tal e f f e c t i v e  p r o p e r t y  tax .i2.05 m i l l s  in F Y 199 

- P r o p e r t y  t a x  r a i s e d  0.8 m i l l s ,  f r o m  1.9 to 2.7 m i l l s ,  i n  F y  193/

- I m p o s e d  5S H o t e l / M o t e l  R o o m  T a x  in FY  1993.______________________

- I m p o s e d  a m b u l a n c e  fees in F Y  1996.

2. I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts
on your community will be over the Dext several years: K e n a i  is r e a c h i n g  a p o i nt 

w h e r e  p r o j e c t e d  r e v e n u e s  w i l l  no l o n g e r  s u s t a i n  the c u r r e n t  

l e v e l  o f  m u n i c i p a l  s e r v i c e s /  m u c h  less f u n d  g r o w t h .  K e n a i  

m a y  s o o n  b e  face d w i t h  the p r o s p e c t s  of e i t h e r  r a i s i n g  t a x e s  

o r  r e d u c i n g  s e r v i c e  le vels._______________________________________________

3. Since 1985, b  addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No X Yes, the most significant
are:__ _________________________________________________________________________
- I m p o s e d  5i H o t e l / M o t e l  R o o m  T a x  in FY  1993._____________________

- I m p o s e d  a m b u l a n c e  fees in F Y  1996.__________________ _______________

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished thar you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past) ear or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with less.
- B e c o m i n g  an A l l  A m e r i c a n  C i t v  in 1 992.____________________________

- C o n s t r u c t i n g  a c o n g r e g a t e  h o u s i n g  ( u n a s s i s t e d  li ving)_______

c o m p l e x  for s e n i o r  c i t i z e n s .  We  f e e l  o u r  s e n i o r  c i t i z e n s  

p r o g r a m  is the b e s t  in t h e  s t a t e . ___________ _________

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the stale regarding 
municipal government. A m a j o r  r o l e  o f  s t a t e  g o v e r n m e n t  is to 

a s s i s t  l o c a l  g o v e r n m e n t ,  e i t h e r  w i t h  d i r e c t  c a p i t a l  f u n d i ng or 

i n d i r e c t l y ,  t h r o u g h  p r o f e s s i o n a l  s e r v i c e s / a s s i s t a n c e .  T h e

S t a t e  o f  A l a s k a  m u s t  n o t  f o r g e t  this role!______________________

THANK YOU, from the Alaska Conference of Mayors and Alaska Municipal League
C kev'tn *£x>m-|9<rtur*raoc
S i n c e  f i s c a l  y e a r  1986, t o t a l  S t a t e  o f  A l a s k a  M u n i c i p a l  A s s i s t a n c e  

a n d  R e v e n u e  S h a r i n g  p r o v i d e d  to the C i t y  o f  K e n a i  has d e c l i n e d  by 

6 4 . 3 %  f r o m  a h i g h  o f  $ 1 , 5 9 1 , 6 9 2  in FY 86  to a p r o j e c t e d  l o w  of  
$ 5 6 7 , 7 0 8  in FY97, for a t o t a l  d e c l i n e  of  $ 1 , 0 2 3 , 9 8 4 .
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_______________A C nM  and A M T . M T INTC IPA I, S tJRVEY ._______________
(Please take a few minutes to complete and return. ASAP by FAX to 463-5480 )

M un ic ip a lity  a Completed by

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers o f state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? A  N o ___Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  No /Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:

P < x ~ r  ~ / v 5  P ' s r * .  ________________________

A

2. I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you le d  the impacts 
on your community w ill be over the next several years: -'TT'^* , ^ c7~x

L j . J p  ~ s"cr- *  o--~

Ci _____ /*f Acf S*r . Agy’X g  ( Z? -Z*' S3 Z? ' &___ Xt-.g'-?'

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to 
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? A N o  Yes. the most significant

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with jess.

s d tS .  yE E o c.1       _

I

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding 
municipal government ~~r r̂!•> Xv«-<r .
S'/tri* *>JS?i a'r ~f*\ /t- -T/to 7JJ. ■ ~T/c r A&C'SJL <3? ~7~ f/p̂i

~ - y  ~ 7 7 ‘ f j)

T^P A £~, 2sYX,' >y*r--r~.
T H A N K  Y O U ,  f r o m  t h e  A l a s k a  C o n f e r e n c e  o f  M a y o r s  a n d  A la s k a  M u n i c i p a l  L e a g u e

CltEvirvsrum: 196jvrv.doc
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______________A.CpM  a n d .A M I M U N IC IP A L  SU R V EY ______________
(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480)

M unicipa lity nr \M T T  Rnonn r -u  Completed by BOROUGH CLERK AND MAYOR GONZALES

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Shoring and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers o f state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? X No __ Yes, I f  yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  No Z^Yas, I f  y fis, please give examples:

S ERVICES HAVE BEEN CUT IN THE FOLLOWING AREAS: EMS/»TRE DEPARTMENT.
LOCAL L IB RA RIE S.  AND MENTAL H E A L T H . _____________

2. I f  the state continues the trends described tn question 1, what do you 'eel the impacts
on your community w ill be over the next several years: these ser v ic e  wtt.t.______
CONTINUE TO DECREASE AND OTHER TAXES WILL HAVE TO BE IMPLIMENTED.

T H IS  WILL FORCE OUR LOCAL GOVERNMENT TO TAX THE PEOPLE AND SUPPOSEDLY 

KEEP THE STATE OUT OF TAXATION. _____

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? N o  Yes, the most significant
are: t h e  d e x a l i  borqi  ?.h h a s  o n l y  BEEN IN i n c o r p o r a t i o n  f o r  f i v e

YEARS- AND THIS  DOES NOT APPLY NOW, BUT WILL IN THE FUTURE.

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with less.
WE HAVE PONE EXTENSIVE RESEARCH FOR A NEW MUNICIPAL.LANDFILL THAT
WILL CREATE A SAPE ATMOSPHERE, JOBS AND LOWER T I P P I N G  FEES FOR____________
OUR RESIDENTS.

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding
m u n i c i p a l  g o v e r n m e n t ,  w h i l e  t h e  STATE g o v e r n m e n t  is c l a i m i n g  t h a t _________
THERE WILL BE NO TAXES IMPOSED IN I T S  RESIDENTS,  THEY ARE IN FACT

TAXING THE PEOPLE THROUGH THEIR LOCAL GOVERNMENT BY REDUCING___________
REVENUE SHARING AND MUNICIPAL A S S I S T A N C E ! ______________ _________________

T H A N K  Y O U ,  f r o m  th e  A la s k a  C o n f e r e n c e  o f  M a y o r s  a n d  A la s k a  M u n ic i p a l  L e a g u e

C : k rv ln : o w  m : 196 r j r v . doc



£__  (Please take a few minutes to complete Mid return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480 )

M un ic ipa lity  Pe te rsb u rg  Completed by J o d e l l  Jones___________ _

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Shot ? and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state service responsibilities, unf :d mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major facto i. ccal:

a tax or fee increases? No xx Yes, i f  yes please give examples;
b. service cutbacks.  No x:< Yes. I f  yes, please give examples;

Sal.es tax  r a t e  Increase  from 57. to  bZ in Auguat of 1989: Po lice  Dept, 
p e rso n n e l  c u t  , L ibrary  budget nnd f i r e  Dept, budget. Cuts have s e v e re ly 
r e s c r l c to d  d o l l a r s  a v a i l a b le  fo r cap ita l.  Improvement p ro je c ts  to c i ty  
i n f r a s t r u c t u r e .  S o i la r s  must go to o p e ra t io n  and maintenance in s tead .

2. I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts
on your community w ill be over the next several years: C l t /  nf Petersburg has property  
tax  cap o f 10 m i l l s ;  un less  die v o te rs  agree to revoke the cap, an Inc rease  to
s a l e s  tax  o r  dec rease  of .services i s  only reco u rse .______________ _ _ _ ____

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No x Yes, the most signif1 cant
are; Parks  & Rec te e s  increased to  help support ye rv lceis . flu tid ing  
perm it f e e s ,  ambulanc e fcca , misce l laneous a d m in is t r a t iv e  fees  and 
cn ro rp rJ .sc  fund charges nave at.I Geen increased .

4. Describe sometiiing your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, 
especially over die past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with less.
Co-opted wich US l'orcec Service and non-profits Co provide funding 

for several P3rks & Rec projeccs

5. In a sentence, summarize the massage you would like to give the slate regarding 
municipal government. Unfunded s r . it c  m.ind:ir>»« H h r m l d  1 i p . p H i n t n . M t P d ;  they 
im pair lh e  c l t y 'u  a b i l i t y  to cope u lt l i  revenue sharing and municipal 
a s s i s t a n c e  r u t s .  Lack of funding f or Sr. C it iz en  p roperty  tax exemption 
c r e a t e s  an undue burden.
T H A N K  Y O U ,  f r o m  the A la s k a  C o n ic T e n c p  o f  M a y o r s  and A la s k a  M u n i c i p a l  League
C k«vln:c«m;196jurv.doc
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A C o M  a n d  A M L  M U N I C I P A L  S U R V E Y  

M u n i c i p a l i t y  N o r t h w e s t  A r c t ic  B o r o u g h  C o m p l e t e d  B y  C h u c k  G r e e n e ,  M a y o r

1 S i n e *  1 9 8 5 ,  h a v e  S t a t ©  c u t a  In M u n i c i p a l  A s s i a t a n c e / R o v e n u o  S h a r i n g  a n d  o t h e r  
M u n i c i p a l  a i d  p r o g r a m a ,  t r a n s f e r s  o f  a t a t a  a a r v l c e  r e a p o n a i b l l i t l o o ,  u n f u n d o d  
m a n d o t o a ,  a n d  u n d e r f u n d i n g  a t a t a  p r o g r a m ®  b o o n  a  m a j o r  f a c t o r  in  l o c a l ;

a .  T a x  o r  F e e  I n c r e a a o a ?  XX N o  Yea
b .  S e r v i c e  C u t b a c k a ?   N o  j s l  Y ea

Rofld m aintenance activities reduced more than 60%. Clinic Operations and maintenance reduced.mots .  
flian 98%. S ch™ 1 Budget reduced 15% or more. Schools maimenance.detef.red, Reptecement.SchflQls. 
delayed.

2. If t h e  S t a t e  c o n t l n u e a  t h e  t r e n d a  d e s c r i b e d  In q u e a t l o n  1, w h a t  d o  y o u  f e e l  wil l  b #  
t h e  I m p a c t ®  o n  y o u r  c o m m u n i t y  o v e r  t h e  n e x t  s e v e r a l  y o o r a :

B e fr iend ability ot communities in jurisdiction to m eet reporting reguirem ents_tQ_handl9 own atfaiES r  

Increased emnhasis on Borough to provide these functions with resulting lo sses in maint8nancQ_Ql_aftad 
on economic development, zoning enforcem ent, pollution prevention, _ educa tiona l fund ing._ a lc , 

S w ^ n in o  changes in the school system  organization at a pace sp.rapid as to threaten, or in jure the quality 

Of ftdncation now  available.

3 .  S i n c e  1 9 8 5 ,  in  a d d i t i o n  t o  s a l e s  a n d  p r o p e r t y  t a x e s ,  h a s  y o u r  c o m m u n i t y  h a d  t o
I m p l e m e n t  o t h e r  t a x e a  a n d  f e e s  t o  m a i n t a i n  s e r v i c e s   No XX Y e a .  T h e  m o s t
s i g n i f i c a n t  a r e :

A graduated  sca le  ol lees in lieu of tax.es with lhe Com incQ/Bsd Po q  mine_has kgpLlh is B o ro u q tia fto a L .

Savings realized over the lirst lew  years  ol lhe agreement are now being depleted There  is no tax base

lor a reasonab le  alternative method ol lund raising in this jurisdiction.

4. D o e c r l b e  s o m e t h i n g  y o u r  c o m m u n i t y  a c c o m p l i s h e d  o v e r  t h e  p a s t  y e a r  o r  t w o  t h a t  
y o u  a r e  e s p e c i a l l y  p r o u d  of .  F o r  e x a m p l e ,  a n e w  p r o g r o m  t o  p r o m o t e  c o m m u n i t y  
e c o n o m i c  g r o w t h ,  o r  a w a y  t o  d o  m o r e  w i t h  l e s s :

V illage  fires are deadly threats. The K iana Volunteer Fire Department developed a  svs lem  tor dealing with 

them  that w as  efficient and cost-effective. W ith Borough assistance, they can now m arket the system  

sta tew id e  E a c h  village developed  lhe  concept ol putting together a “perm anent lund" lo  assist with the 

cost of se rv ices, and new business starts who receive grant assistance through com m unity eligibility must 

p ledge 1 %  ol gross profit to the com m unity perm anent lund A new business start is happening in 

Bu ck land as  an indirect result ol Borough Piannino_wtiich is an E X P O R T  IN D U S T R Y  with renewable 

ta sg m cflg  O n ce  aoa ln^ t% _o f the gross profit q o e s itL a  com m unity perm anent fund.

5.  In  a  a o n t a n c a ,  s u m m a r i z e  t h e  m e s s a g e  y o u  w o u l d  t i k e  t o  g i v e  t h e  s t a t e  r o g a r d l n g  
m u n i c i p a l  g o v e r n m e n t :

M unicipa l QQyem m anl is.ao-imDQrtant segm ent of manv_local networks, including So ra ch & R e scu e . 

e cQ Q o m ic jla ye lQQmenL_vplunleflr tax .assistance, and maintaining the quality ot (jfe: to reduce the 

m unicipalities anv further will destroy or severe ly  c ripple these networks
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(Please take a few minutes to complete end rerum ASAP by FAX to 463-5480) J

M un ic ipa lity  _ completed by ' 7 / ) # ^ A A jiC k k J b i'L csi/fj jzhaJnc

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Shoring and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers o f state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state prr grams (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a tax or fee increases?  No X Yes, i f  yes, please give examples;
b. service cutbacks.  ]No J^Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:

2 . i f  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts 
on your community w ill be over the next several years: V) A v aiin rtJL' r l SJ/./TP j l/ftlfffo

i > . > Q m o ___

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality tad  to
implement oth^r taxes or fees to maintain services?  No X_Yes, the rno9t significant
are: x/ \ AJ- < L 0 & O ttM'L* A & J-+

4. Describe sometliing your municipality accomplished that you are cspcciolly proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new progT&m to promote community 
economic growth, or a w-aŷ to do more with less.

M a d
p u d  o n  / m a d & J i s  , —

5. In a sentence, summarizcthc message you would like to give the stflt^regardin 
municipal government. 7 A l

T R aNK YOU, from the Alaska Conference o f Mayors and Alaska Municipal League
C fctvir. jojm JHl.rv Joe
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A C oM  and A M L  M U N IC IPA L  S U R V E Y
(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX  to 463-5480)

M un ic ipa lity   Completed by T?r£t-— A/ftGAiQ4<<- +

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers o f state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? No es, i f  yes, please give examples;
b. service cutbacks.  ]No X  Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:

2 . i f  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts 
on your community w ill be over the next several years: __

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No X  Yes, the most significant
are: / c c < t / . •>

X — -------------------------------------------------------------------------

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past yeai or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with less,
_ .  x X f e  x X / j A / ' f i r f i o j -  — Q e i L l  

a^ , ----------- ------------------------

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding 
municipal government. '*rfijvtt/ nt+ieA/TlT t'J/t.L

C * k l r / A j « &  r ' #  s  e e s * *  t / A ' / c r *  S '~ s > r < ?  <z / } r < - ____

/ } L L  M r t L  k f ^ n ^ r o i  & e s 6 a r / : < f s  C c + j n u u r .

3 o / i  o uy&MJ A t a .______________________.—  __________
THANK YOU, from the Alaska Conference o f Mayors and Alaska Municipal League 
C Uvln tcom:IMiur» ioe
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ACoM find AMI. MUNICIPAL SURVEY
(Please take & few minutes to complete and return ASAP by PAX to )

M un icipa lity Completed by / / /f r M /* 1 < ^ 7 T //

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfen o f state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor In local:

a. tax or fee increases? No i/Ves, i f  yes, please give examples;
b. service cutbacks.  No ~/Ves» i f  yes, please give examples:

 J3 fr£T  Tfof /flCt<dce± - 7^. / i s — 2---- 3 - 77— y
 £ 6 C A . f r t r 7 t s J  ( £ y T & 2  f< k 6 / /C

 2 z 6 S £ ________________________ _____________________________________________________________

2. I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts
on your community w ill be over the next several y e an :_______

f r / U  6 £  S y v c < r >  T 3  G / s - r

/ & Z ? _ S . _ A r ? >  f r f & y  < & l / / C 6  ___________________________________

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to 
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No t / i es, the most significant
are: j T ^ j -  7 ^> / J 6 » - s e t u z z * v f i o *  J
   / / i i T T K -  ../t j J  / f m  ' -------------------------- -----------------------------------

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with less.

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to g ivetbe state regarding

■ * - * r  *________________________________________________________________
THANK YOU, from the Alaski Conference of Mayon and Alaska Municipal League
C.krvln teem:IMiurv.doc
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ACoM and AMI, MUNICIPAL SURVEY
(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480 )

M un ic ipa lity  City of Ihornecompletcd by Kay McMaster, Mayor 
Bay

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers o f state service responsibilities, unfunded mar dates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? No x Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  No x Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:

Utility, clinic, and harbor user fee increases; sales tax increase to

make up for reduced funding for clinic and emergency services operations.

. Reductions in parks mdrecreation maintenance and operations; reduced road 
nv.v.a •ep?r.cn. rc-un -‘ c . U n c  knurs or op^rdtlCh, reduced f a d i n g  for

c m e r  j e n c y  c e r v i c e s

2. I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts
on your community w ill be over the next several years: _______ _ _ _ _ _ ________
Continued increases in fees and taxes and,'or further reductions 
in essential services m t e ,  ettfiiydncy nodical, law enfun-iatiynl,

pollution control, etc.)______

3- Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality Iiad lo
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No x>: Yes, the most significant
art: increased utility rates for water, sewer, refuse, and electric services; 

initiating animal licensing fees and increased fines; initiating fees 
for administrative services, le copying, ra. ikg, notarizing, etc.

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with less.
Constructed with state and federal assistance, the first regional waste
treatment and disposal facility on Prince ol vvaies isiana; furided LnR

so that survey, appraisal, and sale of 11 additional industrial lets to the 
general public nay proceed; constructed the first par); the cocnrmuty 

has ever had.

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding
municipal government Reductions in rmnicipal assistance, revenue sharing and K £

programs do not reduce government's costs for services nor coes it reduce tne
public costs tor those services - it merely passes down liUrti cuid uure of the

~~T93rdun to local uuvnjnumnl.— h r ’iuic  case?, th?rae reoul-e— ir>-4-ocal governs 
■ i n h n i t y  ro. provide essential s e n d e e s at all especially in s maU, rural

TFlANK YOU, from the Alaska Conference of Mayors and Alaska Municipal League . . .  ,
C »<v;„ â m:i9Cr,r. doc communities where revenue generating ability is limited and th 
program funds helped support high per capita costs associated with maintenance 
and operation of water, sewer, and refuse services. When conminities can no Ion 
pay for operation and maintenance of these facilities they fail. System fai.-r

eost many nore dollars that any savings the legislature perceives to occur thr 

reduction in these program fundings to communities.
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(TIcuxj take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480 )

M u n i c i p a l i t y  V a ld e z  Completed bv  _ P h i l  Hub b a r d ,  C i t y  Manage

1. Since 1985. have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding stale programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a tax or fee increase*? x No Yes, if yes, plcaso give examples:
b. service cutbacks. X No Yes, if yea, please givo examples:

Tlifc key p o in t  here  l a  che*e c u t s  have iiut been a 'hue l o r 11 f a c to r  In l o ca l
t n x  o r  f e e  i n c r e a s e s  o r  i n  s e r v i c e  c u t b a c k s .  I n  v.<Udsvi—<•»p "vxiiz.------
f a c t o r  har.  b«en  t h e  lore.  I n  v a l u e  o f  o i l  p r o p e r t y .  O i l  p r o p e r t y  . ' i r so c cc d 

v a l u e  hao  b e e n  d e c l i n i n g  a b o u t  97, e v e r y  y e a r .

2. If the star* continues the vends described in question I, what do you feel the impacts 
on your community will be over the dcx{ several years:___________________  .
Reduction In "quality ol l i f e "  services.

3 Since 1935, in addition tn sales and properly taxes, has your municipality bad to 
implement other taxes or fees ro maintain services? X Mo Yes. the most significant
ara; Our  C i t y  C o u n c i l  c h o s e n  t o  r e d u c e. e x p e n d !  mr p -S  I n s t e a d . _____
O p p r .^ r ln p  >>yp.»nd I t u r ^  h .sv* S i.^n  r u t  17 ;  nd 87 r o c p p r t  t v o l y  tn  rh o  t.ne r

two y e a r s .  ’Hie IL ty  A d m in is t r a t io n  expects  to  r e c e c a e n d  u se r  l e e  __
I n c r e a s e s  i n  I t s  FYS7 h n d p p t .  ______________  _______

4. Describe something your municipality acs.uiuphsl:ed tha: you sue especially ptoud of, 
especially ova the past year or so. Foi' example, a new program to promote community 
economic giowth, or a wa> to do more with lsss.
N/A

5. In e sentence, summarize the mc*9agc you would like to give the F.mte regarding 
municipal government a h  window do»» nor  <rom rh«» P m r * .  Hi ini c l  po ­
l i t i c o  f i hou ld  be I n v o l v e d  In  p u b l i c  c o l l c v  l a a u c j  a n d  s n T n H n n s  -  r . r . 
S t a t e  Man d a t e d  S e n i o r  f t r l y e n s '  P r o p e r t y  T.iv P T e r i p H n n  P rn c ra re  line 
s i g n i f i c a n t  l o c a l  f n p a r r  n i d  rln« f<n.-»nrr.il m n c , . ^ n , . n f ^ i :  1Q7T) n r r r n r  in  
THANK YOU, from tne Alaska Conference of Mayors nnd Alaska Municipal League
C U f ln  KU IU .)}6 j» l> _________ — ---------------------    _ ,     • *

£ * C i c y  g o v e r n m e n t s ,  n o t  t o  d i e  S l a t e .

)
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M un ic ipa lity  L/r^s Completed by f v a W f

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Mtuticipal Assistajice/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, Iransfcis o f state, service responsibilities, unfunded mandates,

. and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:
a. tax or fee increases? No X_Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:

• ‘ . b. 6crvice cutbacks.  No ^_Ycs, i f  yes, please give examples:
1 ' X̂'nC-r.C£\lZ--Lt1__t ill  £s*k________________

JDccixmiteS - th .'frc  _Dsta: scas+.O . j?CW / •_
c>h /? c & c Q  / -

<'r. J11 ‘ ■•••’ ;,« J _

>• • •»
'■J

, , \

2. I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1. what do you feel the impacts 
- on your community w ill be over the next several years:________

• . J i o t h a r  f a t i / i h  c ^ > , H  . < l Q \ / c  f n  h t  V o  'fb - a .
*  t f i  , ^  i  a  .  .  1 ■ > .  j  i  .  i  /- . V * .V/I

‘ - : fr

s
I •

JJQ rlaQ c   6 q / / / - _ '7 U i/ e . -  tu  lQc r o  T * » g -_________.

& / a  / -e  ■ < + > ) / /  / c n o t *  Lu^ a b k . fc >  O fk Y c .k .  O r  h & ' , A  h u

/ C td fJ o r t^  _ £ z ic -. __________________________________________________________

3. Since 1985, in addition to soles and property taxes, haj your municipality had to
implement other taxes oi fees to maintain services? .No ^^.Yes, die most significant
a r c :  Z T ^ c r c m ^ O  O O g  4 < r / S c  J O q iJ s> ^ i i  _____________ ______

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 

• f' “\' • ■’ . * economic, growth, or a way to do mote with less.
* ! . } ' • v ' T J j ^  ■ r e A  t i a n s  5 c A w /  * " L -  S - ^ * A . . • •

. .: j'‘ ‘ ~ tb <  f r - h  L i* ' • ;

t l  ( ‘ '■ 1 <g / o c a /  S ( h 'L ^ '. k -  ------ -

* '  !'  -

- V>*̂ ' • • ‘ .: < 5, i n’a sentence, summaiizc die message you would like to give the state regarding
ft;'!!- ' municipal government. <-A) ljO^»aJLC-iPaL . ^
V'-*- f- -l: S b a i^ in f   —

• > t h a n k  YOU, &0in the Alaska Conference of Mayors and Alaska Municipal League
. Ckcvin:iiMm:19filVlv.doe

• i
i

1 . • * *• ’*! I.
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Notes on ACoM/AML Survey

Municipality - City & Borough of Juneau 
Completed by - Dennis Egan & Craig Duncan

Post-it’ Fax Note ( 7871 Dale 2 /  T  !£ & ,»  /
r° U l £ W / V / W , £ From
CovD«pi / Co
PKor.« * Wono *

Fa*»

la . We have seen a 70% drop in MA/SSR. Since FY86 we have seen a S7 million drop in 
MA/SSR even though our population has increased from 20,000 in 1985 to 30,000 in 1996. In 
FY 86 wc received S10 million MA/SSR. In FY96 we are predicting funding just short of S3 
m illion.

ib .  State Senior and Veterans tax exempt programs. The state is currently funding only 6% of 
this program. Seniors w ill apply for over SI .3 million in exemptions and the state w ill pay only 
$75,000. This equates to over a S I.2 million shortfall.

I f  wc combine these two programs we are looking at an $8.5 million funding shortfall from the 
state. This alone equals a mill levy of just over 5 mills.

The m ill rate in FY 86 (1985) was around 9.25 or 3.81 mills less than the FY96 (1995) rate of 
13.06.

2L Services and programs w ill have to be eliminated or curtailed further. User fees w ill have 
to be instituted or where they now exist w ill have to be increased substantially. Water, sewer 
and waste water discharge regulations w ill force us to increase rates substantially and to rethink 
how these services are provided.

3.* Wc have increased tobacco (6%) and liquor (3%) taxes to offset decreases in funding to 
Health and Social Services. We have instituted a $2.80 per month hazardous waste disposal 
charge to all u tility customers. Enterprise fund fees, building permit fees, parks & recreation 
fees, etc. have a ll been increaseo. A ll fees were reviewed and increased where warranted.

4, Juneau has managed to absorb state mandates and program funding reductions that were far 
greater that the financial impacts passed on to our tesidents. We have become much more 
efficient and cost effective in providing services to our residents over the past 10 years.

Taxpayer irritation should not be focused at local government but to the declining support 
of state and federal services and municipal funding. It is not the federal or state government, 
but the local government that provides the majority of direct taxpayer services in Juneau.

Wc do this for a cost of around S I,400 per resident (property and sales tax). The state budget 
is $2.5 billion. That works out to $4,500 per resident. Even if the state stopped paying for 
education, that would only add another $800 per resident locally. So, who is getting the best 
bang for the buck?
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ACoM andAML M UNICIPAL PURVEY
(P lease take a few minutes to complete and return A SA P by FA X  to 463-5480 )

M u n i c i p a l i t y / / 3  c' t^ > C o m p l e t e d  by

1. S ince 1985, have state cuts in M unicipal Assistance/ R evenue Sharing and other 
m u n ic ipa l aid programs, transfers o f  stale service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and  underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a m ajor factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases?  N o j^_Y es, if  yes, please give exam ples;
b. service cutbacks. /  N o  Yes, i f  yes, please give exam ples:

1-t f  Ita* im Piemen ltd  jr S' (~f 5W  /&W_ -rn îiZZyK^^  £*<■
Ax. r L u  *

M i . e *    - ________________________________

2. I f  the st. *t continues the trends described in question 1. w hat do you feel the im pacts 
on  you r com m unity will be over the next several y e a rs :_______________________________

-7T*l/y</4Sf 7 V  / i>v-  ^  i / C £  COPrl /  b  f  Co

/ V H t - p J & l  J t j & s / <  f ™ f i n v £ r - -

3. S ince 1985, in addition to saies and property taxes, has your m unicipality liad to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? X No Yes, the most significant
are: ^ ______________________________________________________ ,

•  Vue 6i'l Vt 1 kn/f 'ti £,&* -  J / l - f f t o aL
m J/kIp  fa t' Iaai}L [ \f tU r ilh ' (U uii

. b . W h f i l i U f t * *  M  t w b t n  ! * « ,  -  f a b t s b r f  , c { < -  — .

4. D escribe som ething your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of. 
e sp ec ia lly  over the past year or so. For example, a new program  to prom ote com m unity 
econom ic  grossth, o r a  way to do more with less.

Tmf/ rvfJ ?i>L)b LQa'ti-e M f c Z u t * / '/.Jt?
 C<L f i Z a i n e & £ >  —  — i f f S f c  ■ ̂  «

C tA ^ ^  v ru  *  d  Z-yi- iJ jcr tZ n n i  /o f— LiJryt-------------
5. In a  sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding . .
m unicipal governm ent c u *.**  b /p / i lJ ?  e sn  t u *

Ilj Q ^  i+-r. 7xri A i  <Cc*. e  c r c ^ - L  7~^.y_ &t>?*
p 1  s ',  r  f t  >y nioyij'/, r-Y <f, */ < PrrJ-cCt^— <H- 7**  • (

a/  lv €•> w  r<, /  C f m m  c r>//. c //J. SfcJ SC/V**/~-*-^
T H A N K  YO U , from the Alaska Conference of Mayors and Alaska M unicipal League
C kctln IHrurt dae » ^

tA'icL-fJ /2u« p n >  < i A  4 2 * ^ ^ ^  *■■*“

£ w  Cxru/ 4m «/

/-y /y«* V , — • *■/
p 'y /4 d > V, * te ,„ c ,r™  u»A >— / -XT ̂  ■

<L-£ p  i- T \  ~Pf tg *. V  YYv/ i'1/ . .  . > ' . ' n  3
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[ k  > [ » s  / v »  h  A *  M  c? 6 ~ xJ -f^ c je  u . > - c ^ V t L  ^  / G U /  9 - h b / - e  / S  ’ j

L scJLlĉ ,  M  a.sOUj r /  X^Lt d  {Aj~£jt£$L '

0^L~u AJ~ - £  n S fo U A U > L * j> 9 ^  ? S  ^  prrv/*l-~e b  ft-5>c 

SM\0\ c- e s 1 l 7 ^  &  i/yjrrj vy\ i //-e£, /  lu> 5  < yU ^ )d
P r o  S o  r r v >  f b L . c ^  0  H ^ a .  % * *  ^ u / U c c t c A ,

07 L ^ v J U  JU-L-Z^I L f .* *  0 - 0  (!^ 7 7 7 s7 W ^ lZ £ ^  ■

O J A a  S=f = r^ e Z ^ -  ^ 7

"  5^ 1
^ O y [o ^ -f JfUt
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ACoM  and A M U k f lM C iM L  SU K Y EY
(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480 )

M un ic ipa lity   Completed bv \\glM  M _ .  C h ^ h lQ p k .^ t lm x A is l

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in M inicipal Assistance/ Revenue Shoring and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers of stale service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (sveh as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? x N o  Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:
b. eorvico cutbacks.   No Y Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:

C J (  ~ -------------------------------------------------------------------------------

  4 a  P g / W r ^ f  y a / 4  -  •VyfflL,. - ..Of)hfiJL__C X  YZl^l^JO r^t
   — _ —  ------------------------------------------------ — ----------

2. I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1. what do you feel the impacts 
on your commumty w ill bo over the next scvctal years: _ WcT w  -U Vv̂ a ?. <y no A.a

VYN 'V r C .  SV^Aj} " W * .  L A | f ' W . \  C» T>>c tv c>
3. Since 1985, in addition to sales 2nd property taxes, has your municipality had to 
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No /^..Yes, lire most significant

A O L  ,V\*A ^  . %

f r c -  h < a ^ .  + 6  r a - 4 f > r  5 o  i f i i / :
Svyv-A. C o r y i Q \ » p j  a p-

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community

: with less.
L « > Y * ^ \ g U d  £ c s i / d k

c c o n o n t i o  g i u n m .  «,

u k  IZ 'M . — U S 1  Q v£ lc /3 D

economic growtlty or a way to do more witty less.

j £ h  $ > rc_

d̂V\ . hcW un \  s s4v\
(  i U e _

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding 
municipal government. 7^>t> vkA  (Vrt va c vC S'0f z X<' V^vk’-rvout ̂
s ssAsdSa._. vnprvC^..-i£LoSii.. ajy\1
\& L i\ yGpcetltv h #  b-HAc ^  A eU  £ a 4 =V\USC. -fa„_ •

W vV itT ^ fk  S>V f r * 4 <U
T IiA N K  YOU, fiom the Xniska Conference of Mayors and Alaska Municipal League JjscHL yraK'-
C W »Ir\ ao>m:I9llvi*v.d.JC

v v t - t d c d  O o v r o m u o i A u  

A / t C e S ,
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L M JR Y E Y
(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480 )

Municipality S o  /dp'Fyi Completed by k  & ̂  k f c s \  c u r  POCKy  0 v'

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), bctrn a major factor in loe&l:

a. tax or fee increases? K* N o __ Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbadcs. at N o __Yes.. If yes. please giv* examples:

U T  <?.. c) c f  i  $ J <•' y\c) ^ / < r , . n e c .  c*- d  eX
• f t 1 ri J  * T'q $6~ (<*- n c IX O 3 f ~ r

ir

2. I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1. what do you feel the Impacts
on your community will be over the next several years: ________________________

/kg f t  LLoz OlT/ e S  o f  <D o y '
J  r~  /  O 1 *  A r v y -  &  t '  £  / ____________________________

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has youc municipality liad to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? N o  Yes, the mo3t significant
a r e :  ___________ _______________________________________________________________ _______________

4. Describe sometliing your municipality accomplished th3t you arc especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way/to do rnqrc with less. /  / /  /  /  s) u . /  ^

U ' s  r C r i ✓  Ar<a~ b t  7 i  r o  Y '^ o n o ^  (

V '  7~< f< Lf C- rf ro ►- ejjr 'Xo ^

5. In a sentence, summarize^he message you would like to give the statcregarding /_
municipal government. A /:z  ,o- T n e .  0 ^  o /  f -

L i '  ^ f r  L-A ggX trS&Q* z  j e  V I  T o
jP r a ^ a f c *  f'+JcLv (£~c*. ^  £1 r, o - i  q a w  c Jb^e.\yp.r i V / w A >  if—

* ^ .0  J o  7 "A p .. .7 *

T H A N K  YOU. from the Aloska Conference of Mayors arid Alaska Municipal League
OWcvlrvei-o rvl96j\irv.doc
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ACnM and AML M I ~NtCIPAL SURVEY
(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480 )

ompletcd by ~̂ S"c2 r£ rC  r* •*£*,

1. Since 1985, have slate cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state service responsibilities, unftwded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been 2 major factoT in local:

a. tax or fee increases? ^ N o __ Yes, if  yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks. S £ N o __ Yes, if  yes. please give examples:

2 If the stale continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts 
on your commuxuty willbc over the next several years: a / a . f /
S 'u  /  (J / t s s ’ 'j£ _  / s  f :   ’x j L x r f a . ----

s i t ) /  , 1 - * t l d .  Z l / y c ^  — C c  c m  *2?
f - T * -----  </L- / r r / . - . c ^ ----- y -

3. Since 1985, in addition to sale; and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? K*No Yes. the most significant
are: ______ ____________________________ _______________________ __

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a r.ew program to promote community 
economic growth, or a w »y to do more with less.

'M r  < r v g / a / / V y  ^  s '

. / - ' . y y  Ls '" W ?  / ' o r  . / T t e — / l -  'S S jL — 1 1 r - C - f  £><?£><-
LX  e   n  JT ^   r . '& r - x

■> a  j  s r *  i^c//w  . /i • j  //■«. /  / tv*
£ •>

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding 
municipal government A^r _^V i ~

4  ^  r ' ^ - :  / V -€- * * _' • < —__ * *  < * P / V ^  ^  ‘ / y  ^ e \

T fU N K
.X 1 2 .S -

YOU, from the Alaska Conference of Mayors and Alaska Municipal League
C fciv ln »eom .l W n irv  do t

#
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A C qM  m IAML m u n i c i p a l  s u r v e x
(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480 )

M un ic ipa lity ^  —- Completed by

I. -Since 1985. have suite cuts in Municipal .Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers o f state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? N o  Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  N o  Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:

2. I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feci the impacts 
on your community w ill be over the next several ye-ars: n » ip o c .f io > s  > ^ .dTvJ-

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No Yes, the most significant
are:

4. Desciibe sometliing your municipality accompliihed that you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with less.
T*CL-k\J A.-f , T . ,Q

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding 
municipal government, ^  „______________________ _

THANK YOU, from the Alaska Conference of Mayors and Alaska Municipal League
C 'k ev ‘.r..w om .l?o*uf'< loc
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ACoM .and.AMLJ^IIN IC I£AL SURVEY
(Please take o few minute? to complete and return ASAP  by FAX to 463-5480 )

M unicipality  A  ICu fee 11 Completed by f  n > v \ l v i g /

1. Since 1985, have slate cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases?  N j  v/Ves. i f  yes. pieasc give examples:
b. service cutbacks. ' jrto___Yes, if  yes, pieasc give examples:

2. Jf the state continues the tieD- s described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts 
on your community will be ov s  the next several years: h y  rgoc&€di r, /fe y
^ e r v i t J L S .  . C . u t - b c x c l^  c A   M u z * -  e x r e .  (1 h t _ '  _

f i x  < h n  ’/  A____ _________ L > J 2 -y J J z jr z d } -----------------------------------------------------------------

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to 
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? / N o  Yes, the most significant

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, 3 new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with less.

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding
municipal government. ~77u’ m r e t  /i5 ±0 d s ^ i fVrlkfi----
nr\cLi\ffji& s -/A c.-h are. nn+ re  exit y  n<?C-<2.SF.an} > S m r J f
r.ny**v\ u e t-  11/?.. a re , r*>Qtj i r d d  .■^o..fo//Ci.u dkxru& h cai'fA
' H a c j * .  i - t - ' t u y k s r * *  a t -  'U xq___ - j ie N L - d z
T H A N K  YOU, from the Alaska Conference o f Mayors and Alaska Municipal League
Ckrvia-scom; 196turv.doc
S ic t d e  ' 5  o o i n ' t x j  tC  c c / w n x u i v v c z  d u t y  a r ^ —

esJo&ltshtHJj re.qofa'forjj f e r  Sfodc. §£n/iau>
hxcre jx^e  c u e ' Z s\̂ jlm .ca<\/ teu red a n  C-<? d n '^ l c j ' ^  ox^f<-r- 
f e e n f c  la ix d f  K pu-rhds, TdJcuxds Sea* m  f a s t  t-tc j

0 2 / 0 1 / 9 6  2 3 : 0 5  T X /R X  N O . 2 0 3 1  P . 0 0 2



  A C o M ^ ^ M L M U N iC lP A L  SURVEY
[ ( I'lcosfc take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by F

M u n ic ip a lity  Completed by C~>/yvy

FA*Ll o 463-5480) 

__________

I Since ) 985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers o f state service responsibilities, unfiwded mandates, 
und underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? No jO f e s ,  i f  yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  No i^Y cs, i f  yes, please give examples:

-  " f c r i o o c  n s n  A  r t b f j r

  -

7 1C the s>aic continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts 
on your community w ill be over the next several years: f ) f )  __________—______
 ^  ^  -

J t - J T l *  r - / » v a -  ~ r < w  ___________________ ______________ ___________

3. Since 1985, in addition lo sales and property taxes, has your municipality had lo 
implement othertaxes or fees to maintain services? No »x^es, the most significant. 

$  T v v »  -L  A

4 Describe someiliing your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
ccoimmii growth, or a way to do more with less.

:  -  m E

’ i W u - J  7T~f'L f  7 ‘/^
T O T ^ c ^  ^  3 * ~ ' , u

5. I n n  sen tence ,  sum m arize  the rnessagp y q q  w ould  like to givo the st^te r e ^ r d i ^ g
municipvUovemmcnt

arjze the m essage y o a  w ould  like to givo tne s

. . , r  -  j f o - —
f  ^ 0  o ^  y ^ j  c j - \ ’

T H A N K  Y O U ,  f r o m  th e  A la s k a  C o n fe r e n c e  o f  M a y o r s  a n d  A la s k a  M u n i c i p a l  L e a g u e
C kr*‘n item 19Ciurv.doc
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__________________A CoM ansLAM L  M U N IC IPA L  SU RV EY  i :
(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAJ? by FAX to 463-,5480 )

^  I T  Y ” ®Municipality ytX /̂C/p̂ aTtlCompleted by /"t> fi-fJ'UJQ Y* n a  A

1. Since 1985, have state a its in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and u n d e r f u n d i n g  state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases?____No__Yes, i f  yes, please give ommples:
b. service cutbacks.  No Y  Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:

__________________________ , _ J _____________

n c s . ^ i - r - k i  C U ^ t t ^ l k C  -  T / 2 g * J  S & f T f Z / e e O  7 3  T A M r t r J / ]

D / a r  t Z A / z e * .  c j & u ' r & e ,  —  ___________ ____________ ___
s ~ r / g . g : g - T ' ^ j ( g t / J r s  - -  <z l * t -  b a c k :  6 > t 1 — r  o > J

2. I f  the stale continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts
on ycrur community w ill be over the next several years: 3 ca,©tScry'

1 4 / 1 6  r V W f l E :  O O P  / y ^  T O  # !  ^ o o o .

■or P fZf^SfSr^r". j ~ / c  t u f  r - g . ^ / o  TH tz&QL
u J i t - t - ' & F  * J n  . - s y / o / g / r  .. r u i L  _ C d T ¥ _ _

-JT~& D o  C ^ / a r / g g  g  y ___________________________ ____
-/ J * l

3. Since 1985. in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services?___No Y. Yes, the most significant
are: L-AhJ D F g p  -- 48:/?. /^<W7>4. S / lC g s

T 4  *  /4 /3 S ____F O / c g P  TUi.tC.SL___ -S / .^ C .g ___ L X j2 ^ -----A  .^ O
7~~/iyr  i / y J  l  *7 / . !--------------------

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with less.

$Ll̂ \ f^A.1 Kj A.'r-CZ^ y~xjg. C . I T V  S3 n> r^l trU L-S TG ^nrfZ .' S
 O p  s  / r - ' O K y .  A7d<Q. .T**g-- t ^ A 'T o e .  - r - o « c < g ^ /

T-Mg* A Q / v > - i  <S7"/S'Q-7"3»3' S' Po .SW  oV-/ /d
P / V f g . r  -  T ~ 0 4  T < 9  . - s o v / g  ( S y -  . ___________

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to givo the state regarding 
municipal government. T H - g .  g . / r - y  a r  N r .o s < g n r u  t&A S
.-^■T A ftg .^ T  A_s f t S  t~r s r /
AA fl 1M T A-f ̂  B/3 S/C 'StT&.K/ tĉ rFJS ! t*J KTP'tZ S fir^ o r^ ^
5 ~/e.g^rjrc.j^&>av~Sj f c o /a o  __i±^Ai*JrP*JA*Jc.cr D ur^P  ^  4 A

THANK YOU, from the Alaska Conference of Mayors and Alaska Municipal League .
C  kri/c*xfn:l96sur>4oc ! j
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A C qM  and A M L  M U M C IP A L  SU RV EY
(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480)

M un ic ipa lity  Palmer Completed by lloe l-|Vton

I . Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers o f state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? No _?__Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  N o  Yes, i f  yes, pieasc give examples: ✓

. r^v rig  in  r>^.rlv  9 0 ' s .  S a l e s . t a x  in c re a s e d  f o r  1996. I -p^

2. I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts 
on your community will be over the next several years: _  H i g h e r  t a x e 3, w i d e r  

t ^ x e s ,  s e r v i c e  f e e s  o n  e x e m p t  p g e p e r t i e s ,  d e c r e a s e d  s e r v i c e s _____________

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No x Yes, the most significant are: o irp o r t fees, b u ild in g  fee .:, and utiTTEy raCes have a l l  r is e n
_ d r ^ r . a l i c a  M y _______________________________________________________________________________

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you arc especially proud of,
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community
economic growth, or a way to do more with less. ... . . . .

Refinance of golf  course through no bond*. Preparation  of  h i s t o r i c a l

M a t a n t i s k n  M a id  c o m p l e x  f o r  a a l e  a n d  d e v e l o p m e n t . _____________________________

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding 
municipal government, vrnm jm e .iu . co n sti t u en ts  are "Alaskans'* a]?* b e s t , 
b u t mory l i k e lv  they arc "d jr .o c ra ts 'y rop '- b lican s” , or s ta t i s t i c s .  In 
l’u lm «r, constituen t.* are n e i g h b o r . *  a n d  co-workers. We can uo u  b e tte r  
job o f determ ining the bust u::c~o f nmt.-h o t tafe St~i».«1T ’r»*ources/rc/i 11 *

THANK YOU, from the Alaska Conference o f Mayors and Alaska Municipal League
C:kevm:JO'm.l06>wrv.aoc
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ACoM  and A M L  MUNIC IPAL SURVEY
(PIcajo take a few minnics to complete) and return ASAP by PAX to <Ki3-S430 ) ~j

Municipality M etlakatla  Completed bv Jack Rooch Sr._____________

1. Siuco 1985, have state cut3 in Municipal Assistance/ Kevemte Sharing and other 
municipal aid pro grams, transfers of stale service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfanding 3tato programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? xx No Yes, i f  yes, pieasc gjve examples;
b. service cutbacks.  No xxYcs. I f  yes, pieasc givo examples:

A cu t in  revenue sharing has caused.un to t r a n s fe r  mir p r ly a re  p m f t r  Co 
help  In the shortage in s ta t e  s h o r t f a l l s .  This e f f e c t s  w a te r . sg y e r , 
garbage and acooncial s e r v i c e s .  We see shortages  on the  MCDC_g jCoj .ee t  1 iflC 
which funds; eros ambulance, power s e r v ic e s , sen io r  c i t i z e n s ,  sch o o ls , roads , 
and law enforcement.

I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts
on your community w ill be over the next several yean:_____________________________
Due to the shortage of t in b e r  5 federa l eapacts  on S3/ s a l e s ,  we w i l l cut and 
d isco n t in u e  services  a l l  toge ther.___________________________ ________

3. Since 1985, in addition to pales and property taxos, ho3 your municipality had ,o
implement oth r̂ taxes or foes to maintain services? No .xx Yes. the most significant
are: Water & sewer maintenance and hookua fpor ..___________________ ___

4. Describe something your municipality' accomplished thut you aro especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with lees.
No C n irnp rr _

5. In a sentence, summarire the message you would like to give (he stale regarding 
municipal government Wc bo l iv e  in loc.il con tro l & would l i k e  to qcc the down 
s i t i n g  (ndnini.Ktratlvg) of S ta te  & Federal Cove. Pas the  oaving on to the 
x u n lc lp a l  Govt3 . I f  you want to  sec scr.c cop heavy sec t io n *  in th e S ta te  
look a t  Pnycare or the S ta te  Library Grant Systeo.
THANK YOU, from the Aleaka Conference of Mayors mal Alaska Municipal League
( M o A n o B d K f l O ^



ACoM and AMT. M UNIC IPAL SURVEY
(Pka*5 take a few minuxes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480 )

Municipality Completed by ~\*,gfe€6~ La ft SC a)

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing ucd other 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state sendee responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state ptograms (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? * No Yes, i f  yes, please give examples;
b. service cutbacks. ^ No Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:

M o r  U r 4  bu-4 uje h.at/* a >o i-  b«?r-> A l l *  4<> ccs

M A * c * * 'k .c  r f f ' c f f c v i - ' j  •h .s r l- !* '*  *
ye.s 4< r>pero..4/ <v uJQ 4<r-̂  - I v ^ i o l w ^  p  rA r1^  AT* A Joe* L j C * r l ^ -

T h . S t~><- »->*// O U  m - t K .  l-Of/f-Voe-^ Lk y c r f r l l

2. I f  the stale continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts 
on your community will be over the next several years: AS rs-A-cs 
_  -Vo.  ’fcyvs.vc ^ ^ L s . .  !<. u j TII

V» -U-yg C-*t4^_________________________ —

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality hsd to 
implement othw taxes or fees to maintain services? X No Yes. the most significant
are:     _ ______

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with less.

KulkJt A Our*r^u/v?'Aj ~~pgc (Tg/vryo -  QPFUS Cor
\<,»vO\4n * - Q  x  y r * < ? r  ~~L*

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding 
municipal government tvwm c*p**A- Cxyrgp^g^r Pfca viof-s Bask. ’bc/tv/cfs““uv,r  ' a,. ■ -i-'— —  . . -1--- ;— '
~\o \ x S u u x  aV < c > i < k - j c  — c / A U  e \ A v . ^ C î v i l i  v
' b y j f c ^ X i  r « - T <0 4 «  r**^_______t e . * y j e i ’Tq-*^ .
A iC [»«vA W» . C.W • • » \4elP Us MeLpy»»-C_______

THANK YOU. fiwm o%« Al««k* Conference of Mtyoxs and Alaska Municipal League
C to 1ft *ccm:19Sjw» Joe
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ACoM and AML MUNICIPAL SURVEY
(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480)

MunicipalTty Buckland Completed by W ill ie  P. Thomas/Mayor

1. Since 1985, have stale cuts in Municipal 4 ? o’stance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers o f state se~ ire responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? _x_Nc  Yes, i f  yes. please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  No X Yes, I f  yes, please give examples:

Due to  RS/MA cu t backs our P o lice  and Health C lin ic  se rv ic e s  have Buffered 
( P r io r i t y )  have been reduced to bore--wlnlanin and "in due to fu r th e r
redusLion.--------------------------.—— ' -----------------------------------------

2. I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what io you feel the impacts
• j, «lt I .4 . ~ f —

occond c la n s  m u n ic ip a lity . 1 1 h er* <>* « w « k o r 4  q u o  1 y  r* o n  o t d / i r  d l c a n l v t n g  f1 n

%

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales a id  prop.-Tty taxes, has your municipality had to 
implement other taxes or fees to maintain Services? x No Yes, the most significant 
axe: Th is commun ity  I s  too and li^ Ig thave a tax s tru c tu re  o ther_____
than 3alcs ta x .

jL sL  ? 1

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you ait? especial 1> p.cud o£ 
especially over the past year or so. For offilupte; a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more w ilhM tji'

With the  con tinued  c u ts  and unfunded. Mandates a m u n ic ipa li tv  o f  t h i s  
7.n i s  v e r t i a l l y  im possible to c r a a f t T  a  v ia b le  econgnlc b a s e . ______

r.‘ -4rr

5. In a sentence, summarize the rat-ss^e ; fou v/cul i like to givo the state regarding 
municipal government I l> c llcvc s ta te  and M u n ic ip a lit ie s
shou ld  be on a p a rtn e rsh ip  basisf- ahd .that the o tn tc  can lcn rn  bov
to  beC tcr inippnrt a iun ic ip a lit ie s- ao iom ; the nca tc .

TBLaN X  YOU, from the Alaska Conference o f Mayors and Alaska Municipal League
fvJjr»Vui230vl90v*T aoc

y J u t

TOT*. P.02
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ACoM and AMI- MUNICIPAL SURVEY
(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480 )

M un ic ipa lity C o m p le t e d  b y  C i ./ ,  <, .

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers o f state sendee responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases?  No ŷ Y es, if yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  No j^ Y c s , i f  yes, please give examples:^

rK  — Z ± £ . . f~

.<  A s *  s .  l / b r h s  --------JL>* ^  r ^ r J 7 S  3 -J La iL  L M e j^ u S r^ A .

 'J V  r r ^ b l /C.— 5

re/S-£. /2lJLy2jZs

2. I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do >ou feel the impacts 
on your community w ill braver the next several years: /^crag.-,//) 7*̂

rp.fiJ rier<0AsiJ/ fr/P-ei f r .  Ju r Yf/yju—<*y£ l
___________________________________— L ______________ ___________________ _______________ ______________________________ ______________

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No Yes, the most significant
are: \J,a tz*»e &***> asaare: — OyUĈ yTri h<-*»e fnntrV A\‘*ae.—/ V V- —-

d  ft% > C ^L'i . f i'- h Z s  - S ' g / < ^ A t y  /S r,

<C/ V  •7'rty J t-u  t - Z  s t / r t l t / -    -
-^ (T T

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth^or a wavio do more with less.

3 Z Z
ri7 & fy . a a a . C w r y

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding 
municipal government, A Z-

y^r> /<  ■><  C^* /

T H A N K  Y d U ,  f r o m  th e  A la s k a  C o n fe r e n c e  o f  M a y o r s  a n d  A l  t s k a  M u n i c i p a l  L e a g u e  #*?,

C:V»»ir. tcc.T. '.Vtiufv.dx

£  zZaj' - / f Z *  ocsuJkiJzn- dCa-z/r.
t l c i ^ r v  $. / ^ X ?  A r t *  j S

2. t r c t t e M A ^ s  

JZr/vjii  9~t'cA rS A
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A C oM  and A M L  M U N IC IPA I^ SU R V EY
(Please lake a few- minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480 )

M un ic ipa lity ' 0jlM.va-4 O vA. Completed by

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers o f state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? Z  N o  Yes, i f  yes. please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  No X Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:

-HAVce a. cA.^.sj-----------------------------

2. I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1. what do you feel the impacts 
on your comruumty w ill be over the next several years: T V  p w  V * W

eA-L  C V U V v .  M o v i e s  !̂t— '

j  vS ■----------------   -

3. Since 19S5, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? X N o  Yes, the most significant
are:  _ __________  _________ ____________

4. Describe somediing your municipality accomplished lhat you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with less.

___________    J ______

5. In a sentence, summarize ‘he message you would like to give the state regarding 
municipal government C t.>*.->. <4ev~  ̂f><<-> qV  h

o.  i t L  S V _  u . ,  Q  «✓;  vQ

 —_____________________ 3

THANK YOU, from the Alaska Conference of Mayors and Alaska Municipal League
C kr»1n jA im  l^ r u r .  i v .



0 2 - 0 5  96 1 1 : 0 5  © 9 0 7 2 8 9 2 0 3 5  CTV OF MANOKOTAK @1001
02-  0 1 / 9 0  2 1 : 0 7  © 1 9 0 7  1035480  AK MUNI LEAGUE MANOKOTAK 0 0 0 2 / 0 0 3

_____________ ACoM and AML MIMCI£AL-5IJKV3^__________
(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480)

Municipality fa -/aX- _  Completed by _ fl'j ^  i- L*JL_ v f  / u ,

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a . tax or fee increases? V- N o  Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  No _xY e s , i f  yes, please give examples:

2. I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts 
on your community w ill be over the next several years: ue-

L - C v — •

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? x  N o  Yes, the most significant
are:

4. Describe sometlung your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with less.

k- ~ T e ^ _  ,

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding 
municipal government. Rr ê- ro—   ̂c.4-

11

©
T R A N K  Y O U ,  f r o m  th e  A la s k a  C o n fe r e n c e  o f  M a y o r s  a n d  .A la s k a  M u n i c i p a l  L e a g u e
C kcv!nacom.l96i<jivdoc
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• ■" t ' h '  j / i
A C oM  and A M L  M U N IC IP A L  S U R V E Y  *' V

(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480)

Municipa lity aJj/tu n cr. Completed by __________

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee Increases? No X  Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  No x  Yes, i f  yes, pieasc give examples:

------------------------ *!•- »r. ? 7 y r  < c / ____>  V > ^ ~ T 7  3 £  ' / *

-------------------------t k i— J  r h * 4 »  ?>>< r 4 l ; * *

p., p-1L 1 *________ ___ _____________ ____________________

2. I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you fed the impacts 
on your community w ill be over the next several years: A / 9 s>A'cj<i -fo /s .<s
X . r . l / n t  - y  ^ - < L k  < 'i < <■ £  A /  A ,  A ^ /U ' k ^ r  ,<

^ . S  > 1 1'.'. /*• -'V s T /  t - t T '  a  • ^ T a

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property- taxes, has your municipality had lo
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No >r Yes, the most significant
a j c :  , r . z 7 / i c - . c a . / c ^ / ■ 7 i / > » ; t  / r / « . # , T  v A c t e ' s  s r . T T j

J & t l— - — r\.C~>r____________ __________________________ ___

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you arc especially proud of, 
especially over die past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with less.

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding 
municipal government, r/j r J /  '<
_ Z 5 ________  SS.* sjK.x7 7 .fSs-t -Vt- <"■

& j + t / _______________ _ ______________________________
THANK YOU, from the Alaska Conference of Mayors and Alaska Municipal I>eaguc
C .k c v iH M fn  |94»wrv.«oc
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ACoM a n c l A M L  MUNICIPAL SURVEY_________________
(I ’Icaee ta k e  a few  m in u tes  to com plete  and re tu rn  A S A P  by  F A X  to  4 6 3 -54 80  ) 

M u n ic ip a l i ty  A f  • / t f f i l C ^  { C o m p le te d  by  1<JA ^  ^  >

1. S in ce  1985, have  Mate c u ts  iri M unicipal A ssistance/ R evenue  Shoring; and o th er 
m u n ic ip a l a id  p to g m m s, transfers o f  state service resp o n sib ilitie s , un fttn d ed  m anda tes , 
and u n d erfu n d in g  s ta te  p ro g ram s (such  as schoo ls), been  a m a jo r fac to r in  local-

a. ta x  or fee in creases?   N o  X . Y es, i f  yes, p le a se  g iv e  exam ples:
b. se rv ic e  cu tbacks.  N o  2 . ^ eS> ye s < p lf n s f  8 ’v#l exam ples-

/ u c & S a a j l /) D u / > x l
-  f l r ' t ' r  (  r   / > : ' ■ * <  < < y i £ . : ~ _____________

lu ^JL—  ^ —

l  it ihp sta te  c o n tin u e s  the. trends described  in question  I. w h a t d o  y o u  feci the im pacts 
on  p u r  c o m m u n ity  w ill be n v e r th e  next several years: A  ^  f {  a  s  - ^ n  A / r A o T  

r  u /  ■ t  t l  ' ---------  y %  ** A J J ?  <' d u  c t r  I f  t e n / /

3. S in ce  1985. In a d d itio n  to sales and property  taxes, lu s  your m u n ic ip a lity  had to
im p lem en t o th e r  ta x e s  ui fees to  m ain tain  serv ices?  ^ N o  Y es, d ie m o st s ign ifican t
are: ______  ___________ ____ ______________________ ________

•4 D esc rib e  soiiicU riug youi m u n ic ip a lity  accom plished  tha t you  are c specio lly  p roud  of, 
e sp e c ia lly  o v e r die p a s t vcju or so. For exam ple , a n ew  p rog ram  to  p ro m o te  com m unity  
eco n o m ic  g ro w th , 01 a  w ay to  do m ore w ith  less.

W

5. In  a  sen te n c e , su m m arize  the  m essage you  w oyld  like to  give the  s ta te  m gard ing  
municipal g o v ern m en t ( I j  }  I V  o -^L lL

tN K  Y O U , f io m  th r  AJask
C rcvio.^om.ivtjuiv d<*

& M "  ~

M a y o rs  a h d  A la s k a  M u n ic ip a l  L e a g u e
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i f l l

A C oM  a n d ^ M L .M JM C IP A L i.U R Y - E Y
(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by F.AX to 463-5480)

M u , . d n . l l tyA I e U t l a n S  E a 9 t d g S m b y  _ B o b _  J u e t t n e r

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? x N o  Yes, i f  yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks. X N o  Yes, i f  yes, please givo examples:

■The o n l y  -reason T n o - tQ ho th  iq

-SOUthwftsl .A .l-A .tkn— e xp o-g-t o n c ed— a f 4 o h  b o o m  aa a r e sult. t t P* t n e  'American- 

—o f—ThA-.R p ri n r j_Sga.. f .lc h o g -lo o ’t 1 W ith—f i s h * p r ru u  In  d e c l i n e  
a n d  t h e __re-s u .l.tiUff .lQ a a-.of tfi.x r pvpr.i:Aa^ southwftn.fc -M i o h a  i o - n o v  in 
t h e  s a m e  p o s i t i o n  as the r e s t  of  th e s t a t e  a n d  it s  d e p e n d e n c e  upon 

£ l ? m e  sf$<F£6Htfh6es the trends described in question 1. what do you feel the impacts 

on your community will be over the next several years: W p  to s o d u o o -  o u r

s u p p o r t  f o r  e d u c a t i o n  an d  s o c i a l  s e r v i c e  pr o g r a m s ,  in a d d  it-inn to

t h e —o l  im in a  Q f —t h f t  ■ I n c  a  1— r . a p i  h a d — i r r . p r  p - v a n o n - t —p r o g y o m -i----------

   ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? y  N o  Yes, the most significant
are:

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with less.
I n  £X . S5.»-wp .r n n n ;n tp d - th e - s o.-scd» l  and-aa o d t i on o f - th r:--Aktrfaan  sc h o o l 
u t i l i z i n g  .a . d pafip. . j i u r c ha s q  a g . r ^ a r . 1; , ,— i -n FkfrS-i -^o-comp l c t e d th e  
N g igo iL J '.agoon  do ck  w i,th-Q P ly  .?.7.5.jmQ-J3f .s iv ii- g- fun d in g  -T .to- rem a in ing 
$ 2 . 2 M  wa s c o m p r is e d  o f  AE3 f u n d s ,  S1.1M, f e d e r a l  fu n dp  . sfiODx and 
$600K fro m  th e  A le u t i a n  P r l b o l f  I s l a n d s  Conununfty D e ve lo pm en t J ts sc .
5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding
municipal government. S tan d  u p  and t e l l  t h e  public*. th e  h rn t> > .._  i <- i s 
th e  L e g i s a t u r e  w h ic h  i 3 r e s p o n s ib le  f o r  In c r e a s e d  lo c a l* ' t a x e s  and 
d e c r e a s e a  l o c a l  s e r v i c e s .

T I 1 A N K  Y O U ,  f i o m  th e  .A la s k a  C o n fe r e n c e  o f  M a y o r s  a n d  A la s k a  M u n i c i p a l  L e a g u e
C U*in:ccom;196«urk.d«e
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___________ ACqM and AML m u n ic ip a l  s u r v e y ___________
(Pleas? take a few minutes'.? complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480)

Municipality Completed by __________

1. Since 1985, have state cula in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state service responsibilities, unfrmded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such os schools), been a major fcctor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? No X Yes, if yes, please give examples:
b. service outbacks. l»CNo Yes, if vcs, pieasc give examples:

2. If the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts 
' on your community will be over the next several years: LJh^'lVX,

SZ)0,C 7bdN a  tyjQ . ^ u - i r '^ iu p v f e t f d ^ z c o ^ Z )
V̂ t L̂ l{ '[H OP Vrw C.AtV W ^ .

Z -o . (js-y-ua. n  uv ;^u . x k k - c ,
t> C asj^ - u)  . f w v ^ t d u ^  K / a L ^  uK tV  t A t k  u a A rA J e J l , b C  A aLrfO  '  f h ^ l d U n ^  H t A L Z v e  u r C l U  LM. k l ^ i ^ f

t t v a , u
3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, lias your municipality had to 
implement other taxes or fees to maintain sendees? No Yes, die most significant 
are: l/U lv^s b^cMcrud ZO'to ^  ^  ̂ S'. j S

*\S <^PwTl<vloLg_ / ^ c \ {'\J\ey\ - ru rc X *  irVtUA.y

*. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you arc especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or «o. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with loss. .

^tp_Cg ^ . s Z E ^ f c l Z 9/v  d fc jja  \xvy Oy V ^ bLc^U cg yjdM 1 3 . _
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T H A N K  Y O U ,  f r o m  th e  A l a s k a  C o n fe r e n c e  o f  M a y o r s  a n d  A l a s k a  M u n i c i p a l  L e a g u e
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ACoM  and M i l .  M U N IC IPA L S U R V E Y

(Please take a few minutes to complete ana rdrum ASAT Dy FAX xo 463-5450)

M unicipality (5 u # /g . Completed by /£ - S c s>~^- .

1. Since 1985. have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax nr fee increases? x  No  Yes. if yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  No yc Yes, if yes, please give examples:

1 — Q&Ss,— f io tJ tr s  4 & r p A rS r tn  n c -L -------------------------------------------------
J*.__________ / - , v / r a 6g /l_  -prC&r<lrY)5
- 3  ZcffiCd___ /?±s to n e . J>/rfo f t o r c L f jo i------------J .  fiLS fiot.tL jb/rfo r&? fo r c

 i'n<j, <j>rt2hfiS

2. If the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts 
on your coivummity will be over the next several years:__________ _______________
 __________ » //-/ /  /.« /a  >*̂ /l /V ty. f  - - ^ -* ■>/t- - . —-c~̂  'C-t 

* IS ra t the J  f ^ C t ^

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? V  N o Yes, the most significant

  CX >r c c rn sn  u n i f f  c f z e s . r> o f ' i n r t ^ a s ^ ^ i

4. Describe somctJung your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a now program to promote community 
economjc growth, or a way to do more with loss.^ • • • •••• • • •

,S rr/ s?_c£_- u*r — >V6/ h/ ^ C ^ A  s c s f a r a t t o n  .
/ ' / as/o s  ^ * m l5o, /  Slatefft/uQ 'fs/>M /ttsf-6

--------------

5. In a sentence, summarize the message, you would like to give the State regarding 
municipal government. , ^ r £ A. Mwcq&.LZL, carry foort 
— ’lA 'i ,- .S l̂ s c c o  t o - drc__—

—— ts^7~r ______________________ _____________________ _
1 K A iNK N O l1, from the Alaska Conference o f Mayors and Alaska Municipal League
C kt.in jiti'.m igtmru.d.r
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A C o M  a n d  A M L J M i a f l C i m - S U B M a :
(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480 ) |

Munic ipa lity  U n a l a k l e e t  Completed by Nancy E,  C o n n in g t o j i________

1. Since 1985. have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aia program}, tmnsforn rtf r.rAfc; Kervlr.e icipvusibilHivs, ujiftuicfcd mandates, 
nnd underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases?  No xx_Yes, if yes, please give examples;
b. service cutbacks.  No XX Yes, if yec, plcoee give examples:

a . in c r e a a c  In 2% s a l e s  ta x  and dock fo es  ___
b . P o l i c e  D e p a r tm e n t  m anpow er ( o f f i c e r s  5 d i s p a t c h e r s  a n d  

Road M a in t e n a n c e

2. I f  the state continue* the trends described in question I , what du you feel the impacts 
nn your community will be over the next several years: C on tinued  c u t s  t o  ns/M A programs - tho  com m unity c a n n o t g e n e ra te  a d d i t i o n a l  l o c a l  
re v e n u e s  to  c o v e r th e  d e c r e a s e s ,  t h e r e f o re  s t a r r i n g  and 
s e r v i c e s  w i l l  be e l im in a te d  on a p r i o r i t y  b a s is  ._______________

3 Since 19S3. in addition to rales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No jtx Yes, the most significant
a r c ;  D o c k  F c c c ,  H e r r i n g  B o a t  H a u l s

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or >o. For example, a new program lo promote community 
economic growth, or o w*ay to do more with less.
We a r e  c u r r e n t l y  w o r k i n g  w i t h  t h e  IRA, U n a l a k l e e t  N a t i v e  C o rp . 

and  N orton  Sound  E c o n o m ic  D ev e lo p m en t  C o rp . t o  s e c u r e  f u n d i ng  

f o r  a n e w  f i a h  p l a n t  t o  p ro m o te  v a l u e  ad ded p r o c e s s i n g . _____

The C i t v  h a s  r e c e i v e d  t r a n s f e r  o f  e x c e s s  a i r p o r t  l a n d s  f rom  
DOT, a p o r t i o n  o f  w h ic h  w i l l  be e a rm a rk e d  to  p ro m o te  economi<

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding
municipal government LacaX. g o v ern m en ts  a_re th e  f i r s t  l i n e  ol
s e r v i c e  to  c o n s t i t u e n t s ,  and wo a s k th a t  t he S t a t e  s u p p o r t

r a t h e r  th a n  j e o p a r d i z e o u r  a b i l i t y  t o  p r o v id e  t h o s e  s e r v i c e s .

TRANK YOU, from the Alaska Conference of Mayors and Alaska Municipal League
Ckcvln 4rom.IVCiurk.d4c

C o d r. . d e v e l o p m e n t  i n  t h e  c o m m u n i t y .
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A CoM  and A M L  M U N IC IPA L  SU R V EY

(Please take a few minute* to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5480)

Municipality / ^ o^pktod by_______________________ _______

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? No *>( Yes, if yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  N o Yes, if  yes, please give examples:

fi. i *, I i ________________________
__________________ U —1( ~y<-<—x  ‘W>v*<

' c j ssC r.i~.lfz <-
_______  ',;i'f h~, U. ■ Lp k-l ,SJ\.-----  c( H>{

2. If  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you Cbel the impacts 
on your community will be over the next several years:

-v C .-I-

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services?__ No /  Yes, the most significant
are: — ~f~Qy 6*vt a

4. E>tscribe something your municipality accomplished that you arc especially proud o£ 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with.less.

-4-— :  H '
L- fu.CLl>< I - ^   ̂< .̂ /' _ C- C^u.'-d^x' j/CyjLvî .qu. I f  'ruU-H r <-~* £■

(s~ct>'n  A'- f- i

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding 
municipal government. a u - .i .  .______________ ___A i ..
 6 j. /fa.dL0 ~ - ±rA  A Tel.
 !ri—^  -Cz-i.i.' i- tj ' f l u ■ »  ._ . _____

THANK YOU, fiom the Alaska Conference of Mayors and Alaska Municipal League
C.krvLa. J£07i. .*>£>**> ac*
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02-06-1998 10:45fi(1 F ROM CITY OF KODIGK TO 919074635400 P.01

I

(Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX tp 463-5480)

Municipality City of Kodiak Completed b y  .03/Q&5& J-----------------------
!

1. ! Since 1935, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/Revenue Sharing hnd other municipal 
aid programs, transfers of slate service responsibilities, unfunded mandated and underfunding 
stajc programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? _  No _X_ Yes, if yes. please gjivc examples:
b. service cutbacks. __N o  Yes, if yes, please gij.'c examples;

i I
_ JEffcctivc Julv 1. 1993. the.City sales tax was raised from  !-----------------------

Effective July L. 1993. discontinued rciin.b-tiiscmcnts of personal Dr.opertyjj^L
; I

Reduced-Fire Department personnel.by-13^g-fl5--13 employees?._____ j—

Reduced Police Department personnel hy ..i2L /34_ -33  employees),-------- 1------

1: the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts on
your community will be over the next several years:

i

Undoubtedly, increase property tax lew. cnacLcLpei^unai.propeiiv.ULX.iind-rcducc.expendilurcs.

i.e.. reduce number of personnel, post risitiors_aad defer maintenance, etc

3. ' Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to 
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? ... No _X_ Yes, the rjiost significant are:

i i: i
Insufficient fee income In Parks and Recreation and other minor rcyciiuO-ko.uj.c.c^_________
• Ii

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you ate especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a wav to do more with less.

■ !
City beautification prornm ro enhnncc central dowptowp area and_d.cj.cJoping a float plane
I I

facility because of present unsafe conditions mixing planes and boats.. ;_______________

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give lhe state regarding 
municipal government.

Further rcduction.oi xesenue sharin^ a n d ^ i mciP4La.sg.ist3ncc_wj.U.icgpa:i

T H A N K  YOU, from the Alaska Conference of Mayors and Alaska Munic ipa l League



_____________ A C oM _andA M L M U N IC lP A L ^ m V E Y  ______
| (Please take a few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to 463-5430 ) |

Municipality S o l d o t n a  Completed by j0C* L.  w ilkinn ____________

I. Since 1985, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, Lransftfn of state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? x No ..Yes, if yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  No x Yes, if yes, pieasc give examples:

F in j ri h.-i lnnco hiaa d w i n d l e d  a l a r m i n g l y .  We c a n  no  l o n g e r  f u n d  s c h o l a r s h i p s  a n d  
s a f e t y  I n c e n t i v e s  & o t h e r  I t e m B .  We h a v e  r e d u c e d  p e r o i u i e l  a n d  b e n c f i t a .

2. If  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feci the impacts 
on your community will be over the next several years: w” e i t h e r  s e e  a
r a i s e  I n  p r o p e r t y  t a x e a  a n d / o r  s t o p  f u n d i n g  a l l  h e a l t h  6  ' f l ' e l f a r e  “ FiMg fam e

s u c h  ar, C o m m u n i t y  S c h o o l s ,  c u t  b a c k  o f  " q u a l i t y  o f  l i f e "  t h i n g s  l i k e  

n a r k s ,  l a n d o c o n l n g  a n d  s t r e e t  H w a e p t n g . ______________________________________

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No „x _Ycs, the most signiGcant
are: ___Wc h a v e  l n c r e a o e d  v a t e r  Mnd n e v e r  r a t e a ,  b u i l d i n g  p e r m i t  f e e s ,

p a r k  f e e s ,  a n d  S p o r t s  C e n t e r  c h a r g c a .

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you arc especially proud of, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with less.

T r a d e d  p a r k  m a i n t e n a n c e  o f  o n e  p a r k  f o r  r e n t ,  e o l l 3 t e d  v o l u n t e e r  f o r  
p a r k  u p g r a d e s  a n d  s t r e e t  c o t n e r c .  C o n t r a c t e d  w i t h  a  c o m m u n i t y  a s s o c i a t i o n

_  t o  m.inmro o u r  r o d e o  g r o u n d a , r e - o r g a n l z e d  o u r  P u b l i c  W o r k s  D e p a r t n e n t , 
c r e a t e d  a  c o m m u n i t y  g r o u p  c a l l e d  " M a l n a t r e c t  A l a s k a "  t o  h e l p  uo  p r o m o t e  
c o m m u n i t y  p r i d e  n n d  h i g h w a y  n a f e t y .

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would iiko to give the state regarding 
municipal government. T h e  a m n l c l p a l l t l q s  h a v e  " r i s e n  t o  t h e  c h a l l e n g e 11 o f

l e a n e r  t i n e a ,  b u t  wc a r e  r e a c h i n g  t h e  e n d ~ o f  o u r  c a p a c i t y ,  ( l u r  r e a T d c n t u

a r e  a l s o  r e s i d e n t s  of t h e  S t a t e  o f  A l a s k a  a n d  d e s e r v e  t h e  S t a t e ' s  s u p p o r t  

a n d  l o y a l t y . ___________________________ ________________________________________ ____

THANK YOU, from the Alaska Conference of Mayora and Alaska Mtmicipal Leaguo
C :k«v ln .ica  m .'lM iw v .io c
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T C N : 5 0 2 0 1  S C H E D U L E D  F O R : 0 2 / 2 2 / 9 5  1 3 : 3 0  T O  1 5 : 0 0

P U B L I C  H E A R I N G  S E N A T E  C O M M U N I T Y  & R E G I O N A L  A F F A I R S

L T N 1 1 5 0  
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BY:MAT
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i ’ U H L I C  H E A R I N G S E N A T E  C O M M U N I T Y  <• R E G I O N A L  A F F A I R S

L O C A T I O N : M A T S U '

S B  20 MR DON MOORE  M A T - S U  BOROUGH T E S T I F Y
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0 2 / 2 2 / 9 5  1 3 : 2 5 : 4 0  L E G IS L A T IV E  TELECONFERENCE NETWORK SYSTEM L T N 1 1 2 0

MESSAGE FROM: L IO C JE N  IN  ANCHORAGE ‘7Nl1

RE TC N : 5 0 / .0 1  SCHEDULED F O R : 0 2 / 2 2 / 9 5  1 3 : 3 0  TO 1 5 : 0 0  
SPONSOR: SENATE COMMUNITY f. REG IO NAL A F F A IR S  PURPOSE: P U B L IC  HEAR ING

MESSAGE T E X T : HOONAH HAS JO IN E D  THE CONFERENCE 
'f /v iric iP /w ri Wish tt> l e iT i r y

r* -" ' '  v  ‘ 1L&T<=zrCr::..-.____________  * '  J  ••
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T C N : 5 0 2 0 1  SCHEDULED F Q R : 0 2 / 2 2 / 9 5  1 3 : 3 0  TO 1 5 : 0 0  FOR :HOM

P U B L IC  H EAR ING  SENATE COMMUNITY f. REG IO NAL A F F A IR S

LOCAT ION :HOMER

SB 20 MS . L d S  R . IR V IN  T E S T IF Y

Lv . * *

0 2 / - 2 i ? 5  L E G IS L A T IV E  TELECONFERENCE NETWORK SYSTEM L T N I1 5 0> *

1 3 : '  : P A R T IC IP A N T  L IS T  (T E S T IF IE R S  ONLY ) B Y :J N U

T C N :5 0 2 0 1  SCHEDULED F O R :0 2 / 2 2 / 9 5  1 3 : 3 0  TO 1 5 : 0 0  FOR :KC /T

P U B LU  HEAR ING  SENATE COMMUNITY U REG IO NAL A F F A IR S

I . 'A T I G .': KOTZEBUE

A •!- ITEM S MR FRFD ARMSTRONG NORTHWEST A R C T IC T E S T IF Y

5 L E G IS L A T IV E  T K I.E C / NKKRFN T , NEIV fORK SYSTEM L T N 1 1 5 0
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a n  20 'M R . TOM D0EDF.KER KPBOROUGH T E S T IF Y
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Subject of meeting:
SB 20 ALASKA MUNICIPAL BASIC SERVICES 

PROGRAM
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Overview by Section 
Sponsor Substitute for Senate Bill 20 

Alaska Municipal Basic Services Program

Section I 
Section 2 
Section 3 
Section 4

Section 5 
Section 6

Section 7

Section 8 
Section 9 
Section 10 
Section 11

Section 12 
Section 13

Section 14

Section 15

Section 16

Section 17 
Section 18

Section 19 
Section 20

Section 21 
Section 22 
Section 23

Section 24

Housekeeping- name change 
Housekeeping- name change 
Housekeeping- name change
THIS SECTION LAYS OUT AMBS ALLOCATION FORMULA (See 
attached formula description)
Housekeeping- statute citation change
Removes obsolete language regarding how “locally generated revenues" 
are determined under die old revenue sharing formula.
Makes minor administrative change in DCRA process to determine 
average assessed valuation in second class cities that do not levy property 
tax. It restricts average only to other second class cities.
Brings DCRA reporting requirement into conformance with AMBS 
Brings DCRA regulatory responsibility into conformance with AMBS 
Housekeeping- statute citation change
Allows road/ ice road entitlements to be prorated according to available 
funding.
Housekeeping- requested by DCRA to improve administration 
Allows hospital/ health facility entitlements to be prorated according to 
available funding.
Establishes a flat S5.00 per capita for volunteer fire departments in 
unorganized areas. (FY 95 per capita prorated to S3.30)
Establishes a flat S7500 entitlement for unincorporated communities.
(FY 95 prorated allocation is S8333)
Establishes a flat $40,000 entitlement for incorporated communities 
providing at least 2 of 9 municipal basic services.
Clarifies the 540,000 minimum entitlement for incorporated communities. 
Recognizes federal Indian reserves for entitlements under AMBS. (only 
Metlakatla qualifies as an Indian reserve)
Makes July 1 the payment date for entitlements.
Clarifies areas and population used in AMBS calculations when a specific 
municipal basic service is not provided areawide.
Housekeeping- name and statute citation change.
Housekeeping change related to Indian reserves
Repeals obsolete statutes relating to the Municipal Assistance and
Revenue Sharing Programs.
Provides for a gradual transition to the new formula by reducing 
entitlements no more than 2% in FY 96 and FY 97, and no more than 5% 
thereafter, relative to the FY 95 amounts, until the transition is complete 
for that community.



SPONSOR SUBSTITUTE FOR SB 20 
ALASKA MUNICIPAL BASIC 

SERVICES (AMBS) PROGRAM
The concept of the AMBS program is that revenue should be shared with municipalities in proportion to 
the extent that they provide municipal basic services. There are two basic steps in the allocation process:

STEP  ONE
MUNICIPAL BASIC 
SERVICES

Allocation of the annual legislative appropriation among nine municipal basic 
service categories based on a statutory formula.

PUBLIC SCHOOLS K-12 (local contribution) 

POLICE

20%

17%

3. TAXATION/ASSESSMENT, FINANCE. LAND 
USE PLANNING 19%

4. ROADS and ICE ROADS OPERATION 
and MAINTENANCE 12%

FIRE and EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES 11%

6. WATER and SEWER OPERATION and 
MAINTENANCE 8%

7. WASTE MANAGEMENT OPERATION 
and MAINTENANCE J  /0

7. HEALTH FACILITIES OPERATION and 
MAINTENANCE 4%

F O R M U L A

9. COMMUNITY SERVICES (parks, recreation, 
social/health services, libraries and culture) 4 %

100%

The annual funding for each MUNICIP AL BASIC SERVICE category is 
determined annually as shown in the following example:

TOTAL .iPPROPRLiTION X  (times) CATEGORY % equals CATEGORY 
by LEGISLA TURE FUNDING

5100,000,000 X POLICE 17% =  SI 7,000,000



S T E P  T W O
A LLO C A T IO N  OF A M B S  FUNDS TO M U N IC IP A L IT IE S

NOTE HI

Each municipality is entitled to receive an amount of revenue sharing funds from 
one or all municipal basic service categories in proportion to that municipality's 
local effort in each category (actual prior year expenditures), its overall ability to 
pay (represented by the full and true assessed value), and its population.

The following formula determines the amount from each category that is distrib­
uted to each municipality. It incorporates the concepts of accountability, local 
effort, local ability to pay, per capita distribution, and low administrative costs.

LOCALLEIJORI.in cncLCAlKG.ORY* X(times) POPULATION = ALLOCATION 
LOCAL ABILITY TO PA Y** FACTOR

* Actual prior year expenditures as reported to the Department of Community 
and Regional Affairs (DCRA)

** .1% of full and true lov-al assessed value as determined by DCRA

The .ALLOCATION FACTORS from each community are totaled and convened 
to a percentage to determine each municipality's share of revenue for each cat­
egory'. The data needed to make the above calculations are already provided to the 
Department of Community and Regional Affairs by municipalities for purposes of 
the cunent programs.

SUMMARY The total annual allocation to each municipality is the TOTAL OF THAI 
MUNICIPALITY'S SHARE OF E4 CH OF TILE NINE (9) CA TEGORIES OF 
MUNICIPAL BASIC SERVICES.



SB 20 (AMBS) 
ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS

TRANSITION
SCHEDULE

M IN IM UM
ENTITLEMENTS

HE.AL TIL FA C l L I TIES 
AND HOSPITALS

ROADS/ICE ROsiDS

VOLUNTEER FIRE  
DEP.AR TMENTS 
OUTSIDE OF 
MUNICIPALITIES

UNINCORPORATED 
COMMUNITIES IN  
THE UNOR GsiNIZED 
BOROUGH

As with any changes in an existing formula program, most municipalities will not 
receive the same amount of funding that they would have under the current for­
mula. In the case of the municipalities that receive less, there will be transition 
language that states no municipality will lose more than 2% for the first year 
(relative to FY 95 funding), 2% tire second year, and 5% each year thereafter unt'l 
they reach the proper level. Funding for the transition will come from the munici­
palities that show increases.

The minimum entitlement will be increased from $25,000 (plus geographic differ­
ential) TO $40,000 flat.

HEALTH SERVICES are often passed through a municipality to another pro­
vider, such as a nonprofit hospital board, and are not reported as municipal expen­
ditures. The present funding formula is based on the number of beds and/or the 
size of the facility. Therefore, SB 20 proposes that the present allocation formula 
for health facilities and hospitals be retained.

Roads and ice roads are currently an entitlement program with a set amount of 
money per road mile. SB 20 proposes to keep the present allocation formula for 
roads and ice roads the same.

It is proposed that a per capita allocation formula for volunteer lire departments 
outside of a municipality be RETAINED approximating current funding levels for 
these organizations, (actual FY 95 per capita is $3.30, proposed AMBS is $5.00 
per capita)

It is proposed that an allocation formula to communities in the unorganized bor­
ough be $7,500 each.



A l a s k a  M u n i c i p a l  B a s i c  S e r v i c e s  P r o g r a m  - S p o n s o r  S u b s t i t u t e  f o r  S B  20
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AMBS Without Transition Provisions
-

AMBS with 2% Transition Provision
(based on FY 95 actual allocation)

Municipality FY 95 Allocation Final Final
Actual Allocation $ Change % Change Allocation $ Change % Change

Akhiok $20,456 $40,000 $11,544 40.6% $40,000 $11,544 40.6%
Akiak $43,672 $40,000 ($3,672) -8.4% $42,799 (5873) -2.0%
Akutan $70,340 $134,854 $64,514 91.7% $84,401 $14,061 20.0%
Alakanuk $66,294 $63,499 ($2,795) -4.2% $64,968 ($1,326) -2.0%
Aleknagik $37,961 $40,000 $2,039 5.4% 540,000 $2,039 5.4%
Aleutians East Borough $142,979 $234,020 $91,041 63.7% $162,153 $19,174 13.4%
Allakaket $40,890 $40,000 ($890) -2.2% $40,072 ($818) -2.0%
Ambler $56,924 $83,779 526,855 47.2% $62,354 $5,430 9.5%
Anaktuvuk Pass $42,203 $40,000 ($2,203) -5.2% $41,359 ($844) -2.0%
Anchorage $22,622,308 $21,298,659 ($1,323,649) -5.9% $22,169,862 ($452,446) -2.0%
Anderson $61,464 $52,572 (58,892) -14.5% $60,235 ($1,229) -2.0%
Angoon $56,294 $46,229 ($10,065) -17.9% $55,168 ($1,126) -2.0%
Aniak $76,460 $93,960 $17,500 22.9% $79,396 $2,936 3.8%
Anvik $37,295 $40,000 $2,705 7.3% $40,000 $2,705 7.3%
Atka $34,483 540,000 $5,517 16.0% $40,000 55,517 16.0%
Atqasuk $58,083 $41,751 ($16,332) -28.1% $56,921 ($1,162) -2.0%
Barrow $263,113 $328,120 $65,007 24.7% $274,339 $11,226 4.3%
Bethel $603,783 $771,251 $167,468 27.7% $633,836 $30,053 5.0%
Betties $36,264 $40,000 $3,736 10.3% $40,000 $3,736 10.3%
Brevig Mission $41,905 $40,000 (51,905) -4.5% $41,067 ($838) -2.0%
Bristol Bay Borougi. $136,283 $183,013 546,730 34.3% $145,162 $8,879 6.5%
Buckland $60,962 $95,621 534,659 56.9% $68,161 $7,199 11.8%
Chefornak $45,578 $40,000 ($5,578) -12.2% $44,666 ($912) -2.0%
Chevak $56,404 $40,000 (516,404) -29.1% $55,276 ($1,128) -2.0%
Chignik $37,310 $40,000 52,690 7.2% $40,000 $2,690 7.2%
Chuathbaluk $36,968 $40,000 $3,032 8.2% $40,000 53,032 8 2%
Coffman Cove $80,596 $107,991 $27,395 34.0% $85,790 $5,194 6.4%
Cold Bay $39,726 $40,000 5274 0.7% $40,000 5274 0.7%
Cordova $433,143 $353,467 ($79,676) -18.4% $424,480 ($8,663) -2.0%
Craig $133,822 $241,438 $107,616 80.4% $157,025 $23,203 17.3%
Deering $63,370 $90,507 $27,137 42.8% $68,767 $5,397 8.5%

C o m p u t e r  a n a l y s i s  p e r f o rm e d  b y  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  C o m m u n i t y  a n d  R e g i o n a l  A f f a i r s ,  R e s e a r c h  A n a l y s i s  S e c t i o n P a g e



A l a s k a  M u n i c i p a l  B a s i c  S e r v i c e s  P r o g r a m  - S p o n s o r  S u b s t i t u t e  f o r  S B  20
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A M B S  W i t h o u t  T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n s A M B S  w i t h  2 %  T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n

(based on FY 95 actual allocation)
M u n i c i p a l i t y F Y  9 5  A l l o c a t i o n F i n a l F i n a l

A c t u a l A l l o c a t i o n $  C h a n g e %  C h a n g e A l l o c a t i o n $  C h a n g e %  C h a n g e

Delta Junction $89,343 $88,605 ($738) -0.8% $87,802 ($1,541) -1.7%
Denali Borough $104,389 $40,000 ($64,389) -61.7% $102,301 T?,088) - 2 . 0 %

Dillingham $209,178 $278,450 $69,272 33.1% $222,230 $13,052 6 . 2 %

Diomede $39,272 $40,000 $728 1.9% $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $728 1.9%
Eagle $34,537 $40,000 $5,463 15.8% $40,000 $5,463 15.8%
Eek $42,640 $40,000 ($2,640) - 6 . 2 % $41,787 ($853) - 2 . 0 %

Ekwok $34,252 $40,000 $5,748 16.8% $40,000 $5,748 16.8%
Elim $45,610 $42,432 ($3,178) -7.0% $44,698 ($912) -2.0%
Emmonak $86,916 $91,876 $4,960 5.7% $86,749 ($167) - 0 . 2 %

Fairbanks $3,101,443 $2,744,5:9 ($356,913) -11.5% $3,039,414 ($62,029) - 2 . 0 %

Fairbanks North Stai Boroug $4,380,105 $4,782,278 $402,173 9.2% $4,407,426 $27,321 0 . 6 %

False Pass $33,177 $56,153 $22,976 69.3% $43,790 $10,613 32.0%
Fort Yukon $122,867 $121,224 ($1,643) -1.3% $120,601 ($2,266) -1.8%
Galena $98,241 $113,850 $15,609 15.9% $100,400 $2,159 2 . 2 %

Gambell $57,677 $40 000 ($17,677) -30.6% $56,523 ($1,154) -2.0%
Golovin $40,^05 $40,000 ($5) 0 . 0 % $40,000 ($5) 0.0%
Goodnews Bay $40,974 $40,000 ($974) -2.4% $40,155 ($819) - 2 . 0 %

Grayling $41,789 $40,000 ($1,789) -4.3% $40,953 ($836) - 2 . 0 %

Haines $130,372 $132,329 $1,957 1.5% $128,836 ($1,536) -1.2%
Hair.es Borough $75,736 $110,173 $34,437 45.5% 582,657 $6,921 9.1%
Holy Cross $45,960 $40,000 ($5,960) -13.0% $45,041 ($919) -2.0%
Homer $420,003 $508,676 $88,673 21.1% $434,381 $14,378 3 4%
Hoonah $144,021 $265,134 $121,113 84.1% I $170,235 $26,214 18.2%
Hooper Bay $69,867 '*54,572 ($15,295) -21.9% $68,470 ($1,397) - 2 . 0 %

Houston $76,162 $69,859 ($6,303) -8.3% $74,639 ($1,523) -2.0%
Hughes $35,382 $40,000 $4,618 13.1% $40,000 $4,618 13.1%
Huslia $44,588 $47,840 $3,252 7.3% $44,669 $81 0.2%
Hydaburg $41,477 $75,376 $33,899 81.7% $48,796 $7,319 17.6%
Juneau $3,597,911 $3,185,099 ($412,812) -11.5% $3,525,953 ($71,9o8) - 2 . 0 %

Kachemak $40,297 $40,000 ($297) -0.7% $40,000 (5297) -0.7%
Kake $61,790 | $133,784 $71,994 116 5% $77,737 515,947 25.8%
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A M B S  W i t h o u t  T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n s A M B S  w i t h  2% T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n

(based on FY 95 actual allocation)
Municipality F Y  9 5  A l l o c a t i o n F i n a l F i n a l

A c t u a l A l l o c a t i o n $  C h a n g e %  C h a n g e A l l o c a t i o n $  C n a n g e %  C h a n g e

Kaktovik $41,786 $40,000 ($1,786) -4.3% $40,950 ($836) -2.0%
Kaltag $43,848 $40,000 ($3,848) -8.8% $42,971 ($877) -2.0%
Kasaan $25,638 $40,000 $14,362 56.0% $40,000 $14,362 56.0%
Kenai $659,511 $587,416 ($72,095) -10.9% $646,321 (513,190) -2.0%
Kenai Borough $3,420,595 $3,028,013 ($392,582) -11.5% $3,352,183 ($68,412) -2.0%
Ketchikan $978,775 $1,005,774 $26,999 2.8% $970,128 ($8,647) -0.9%
Ketchikan Borough $486,272 $559,013 $72,741 15.0% $495,897 59,625 2.0%
Kiana $57,906 $66,703 58,797 15.2% $59,084 $1,178 2.0%
King Cove $91,223 $147,371 $56,148 61.6% 5103,002 511,779 12.9%
Kivalina $108,084 $49,829 (558,255) -53.9% $105,922 ($2,162) -2.0%
Klawock $76,388 $187,902 $111,514 146.0% 5101,385 $24,997 32.7%
Kobuk $37,558 $41,651 $4,093 10.9% $40,388 $2,830 7.5%
Kodiak $659,228 $472,616 ($186,612) -28.3% 5646,043 (513,185) -2.0%
Kodiak Borough $815,018 $942,897 $127,879 15.7% $832,548 517,530 2.2%
Kotlik $53,168 $40,000 ($13,168) -24.8% $52,105 ($1,063) -2.0%

14.4%Kotzebue $377,029 $632,211 $255,182 67.7%
-9.8%

$431,135 $54,106
Koyuk $44,355 $40,000 ($4,355) $43,468 ($887) -2.0%
Koyukuk $38,224 540,000 $1,776 4.6% $40,000 51,776 4.6%
Kupreanof $24,666 $40,000 $15,334 622% $40,000 $15,334 62.2%
Kwethluk $57,175 540,000 ($17,175) -30.0% 556,032 ($1,144) -2.0%
Lake & Peninsula Borough $358,577 $429,563 $70,986 19.8% $369,745 $11,168 3.1%
Larsen Bay $30,482 540,000 $9,518 31.2% $40,000 $9,518 31.2%
Lower Kalskag $46,165 549,941 $3,776 3.2% $46,344 $179 0.4%
Manokotak $47,371 $40,000 ($7,371) -15.6% 546,424 ($947) -2.0%
Marshall $44,544 $40,000 (54,544) -10.2% $43,653 ($891) -2.0%
Mat-Su Borough $3,632,600 $4,189,873 $557,273 15.3% $3,707,756 $75,156 2.1%
McGrath 560,801 $61,903 $1,102 1.8% $60,129 (5672) -1.1%
Mekoryuk $39,985 $40,000 $15 0.0% $40,000 $15 0.0%
Mountain Village $66,961 $57,521 ($9,440) -14.1% 565,622 ($1,339) -2.0%
Napakiak $47,412 $40,000 ($7,412) -15.6% 546,464 ($948) -2.0%
Napaskiak 546,665 $40,000 ($6,665) l 

i 
—
•.

CJ $45,732 ($933) -2.0%
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A M B S  W i t h o u t  T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n s A M B S  w i t h  2% T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n

(based on FY 95 actual allocation)
Municipality F Y  9 5  A l l o c a t i o n F i n a l F i n a l

A c t u a l
-

A l l o c a t i o n $  C h a n g e %  C h a n g e A l l o c a t i o n $  C h a n g e %  C h a n g e

Nenana S94.16R $110,214 $24,048 25.5% $98,367 $4,201 4.5%
New Stuyahok $46,905 $40,000 ($6,905) -14.7% $45,967 ($938) -2.0%
Newhalen $37,648 $40,000 $2,352 6.2% $40,000 $2,352 6.2%
Nightmute $37,971 $40,000 $2,029 5.3% 340,000 $2,029 5.3%
Nikolai $36,756 $40,000 $3,244 8.8% S40.000 $3,244 8.8%
Nome $593,952 $564,802 ($29,150) -4.9% $582,073 ($11,879) -2.0%
Nondalton $44,882 $73,007 $28,125 62.7% $50,794 $5,912 13.2%
Noorvik $79,745 $118,184 $38,439 48.2% $87,544 $7,799 9.8%
North Pole $132,981 $99,837 ($33,144) -24.9% $130,321 ($2,660) -2.0%
North Slope Borough $1,735,903 $1,836,195 $100,292 5.8% $1,732,864 ($3,039) -0.2%
NW Arctic Borough $378,695 $693,908 $315,213 83.2% $446,861 $68,166 18.0%
Nuiqsut $47,961 $53,504 $5,543 11.6% 348,527 $566 1.2%
Nulato $49,555 $44,521 ($5,034) -10.2% 348,564 ($991) -2.0%
Nunapitchuk $69,742 $83,101 $13,359 19.2% 571,809 $2,067 3.0%
Old Harbor $37,930 $49,027 $11,097 29.3% S42.118 $4,188 11.0%
Ouzinkie $33,811 $40,809 $6,998 20.7% 5 10,190 $6,379 18.9%
Palmer $435,963 $553,793 $117,830 27.0% $4 56,938 $20,975 4.8%
Pelican $37,180 $40,000 $2,820 7.6% 340,000 $2,820 7.6%
Petersburg $457,703 $366,782 ($90,921) -19.9% $448,549 ($9/54) -2.0%
Pilot Point $42,457 $40,000 ($2,457) -5.8% 341,608 ($849) -2.0%
Pilot Station $52,183 $40,000 ($12,183) -23.3% $51,139 ($1,044) -2.0%
Platinum $34,959 $40,000 $5,041 14.4% ' 10,000 $5,041 14.4%
Point Hope $63,381 $57,821 ($5,560) -8.8% : 32,113 ($1,268) -2.0%
Port Alexander S28.409 $40,000 $11,591 40.8% S10.000 $11,591 40.8%
Port Heiden $38,962 $53,955 S14.993 38.5% S43.275 $4,313 11.1%
Port Lions $35,881 $40,000 $4,119 11.5% 510,000 $4,119 11.5%
Quinhagak $53,460 $40,J00 ($13,460) -25.2% 352,391 ($1,C69) -2.0%
Ruby $42,070 $40,000 ($2,070) -4.9% 3 11,229 ($841) -2.0%
Russian Mission S42.874 $40,000 ($2,874) -6.7% $42,017 (S3 57) -2.0%
Sand Point $117,465 $108,996 ($8,469) -7.2% $"15,116 ($2,349) -2.0%
Savoonga $57,081 $40,000 ($17,031) -29.9% S55.939 ($1,142) -2.0%

C o m p u t e r  a n a l y s i s  p e r f o rm e d  b y  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  C o m m u n i t y  a n d  R e g i o n a l  A f fa i r s ,  R e s e a r c h  A n a l y s i s  S e c t i o n . P a g e



A l a s k a  M u n i c i p a l  B a s i c  S e r v i c e s  P r o g r a m  - S p o n s o r  S u b s t i t u t e  f o r  S B  20
2/15/95 - 4:57 P M

A M B S  W !t h o u t  T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n s A M B S  w i t h  2 %  T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n

(based on FY 95 actual allocation)
M u n i c i p a l i t y F Y  9 5  A l l o c a t i o n F i n a l F i n a l

A c t u a l A l l o c a t i o n $  C h a n g e %  C h a n g e A l l o c a t i o n $ C h a n g e %  C h a n g e

Saxman $40,129 $46,092 $5,963 14.9% $41,429 $1,300 3,2%
Scammon Bay $47,252 $40,000 ($7,252) -15,3% $46,307 ($945) -2.0%
Selawik $104,244 $109,663 $5,419 5.2% $103,920 ($324; -0.3%
Seldovia $43,286 $40,556 ($2,730) -6.3% $42,420 ($866) -2 0%
Seward $460,730 $466,193 $5,463 1.2% $454,959 ($5,771) -1.3%

3.8%Shageluk $38,532
-

$40,000 $1,468 3.8% $40,000 $1,468
Shaktoolik $41,296 $40,000 ($1,296) -3.1% $40,470 ($o26) -2.0%
Sheldon Point $36,012 $40,000 $3,988 11.1% $40,000 $3,988 11.1%
Shishmaref $55,159 $40,000 ($15,159) -27.5% $54,056 ($1,103) -2.0%
Shungnak $58,032 $79,489 $21,457 37.0% $62,179 $4,147 7.1%
Sitka $953,174 $823,043 ($130,131) -13.7% $934,111 ($19,063) -2.0%
Skagway $82,974 $69,219 ($13,755) -16.6% $81,315 (S 1,659) -2.0%
Soldotna $414,740 $293,396 ($121,344) -29.3% $406,445 ($8,295) -2.0%
St. George $67,350 $219,323 $151,973 225 6% $101,979 $34,629 51.4%
St. Mary's $74,253 $137,992 563,739 858% $88,072 $13,819 16.6%
St. Michael $50,360 $40,000 ($10,360) -20.6% $49,353 ($1,007) -2.0%
St. Paul $135,301 $223,302 $88,001 65.0% $153,879 $18,578 13.7%
Stebbins $51,806 $44,752 ($7,054) -13.6% $50,770 ($1,036) -2.0%
Tanana $62,333 $108,491 $46,158 74.1% $72,210 $9,877 15 8%
Teller $41,891 $40,000 ($1,891) -4.5% $41,053 ($838) -2.0%
Tenakee Springs $29,428 $40,000 $10,572 35.9% $40,000 $10,572 35.9%
Thorne Bay $54,668 $81,092 526,424 48.3% $60,031 $5,363 9.8%
Togiak $65,873 $57,606 ($8,267) -12.6% $64,556 ($1,317) -2.0%
Toksook Bay $52,811 $40,000 ($12,811) -24.3% $51,755 ($1,056) -2.0%
Unalakleet $68,264 $74,929 $6,665 9.8% $68,783 $519 0.8%
Unalaska $505,118 $572,432 $67,314 13.3% $513,181 $8,063 1.6%
Upper Kalskag $40,955 $40,000 ($955) -2.3% $40,136 ($819) -2.0%
Valdez $790,335 $346,980 ($443,355) -56.1% $774,528 ($15,807) -2 0%
Wainwright $54,202 $40,000 ($14,202) -26.2% $53,118 ($1,084) -2.0%
Wales $38,076 $40,000 $1,924 5.1% $40,000 $1,924 5.1%
Wasilla $350,983 $295,619 (555,364) -15 8% $343,963 ($7,020) -2 0%

C o m p u t e r  a n a l y s i s  p e r f o rm e d  b y  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  C o m m u n i t y  a n d  R e g i o n a l  A f f a i r s ,  R e s e a r c h  A n a l y c s  S e c t i o n . P a g e



A l a s k a  M u n i c i p a l  B a s i c  S e r v i c e s  P r o g r a m  - S p o n s o r  S u b s t i t u t e  f o r  S B  20
2/15/95- 4:57 P M

A M B S  W i t h o u t  T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n s A M B S  w i t h  2% T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n

(based on FY 95 actual allocation)
M u n i c i p a l i t y F Y  9 5  A l l o c a t i o n F i n a l F i n a l

A c t u a l A l l o c a t i o n $  C h a n g e %  C h a n g e Allocation $  C h a n g e %  C h a n g e

White Mountain $39,925 $40,000 $75 0.2% $40,000 $75 0.2%
Wiiittier $38,436 $49,186 $10,750 28.0% $42,155 $3,719 9.7%
Wrangell $380,057 $335,684 ($44,373) -11.7% $372,456 ($7,601) -2.0%
Yakutat Borough $68,001 $180,530 $112,529 165.5% $93,364 $25,363 37.3%

$61,883,941 $61,885,194 $1,253 $61,885,194 $1,253

C o m p u t e r  a n a l y s i s  p e r f o rm e d  b y  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  C o m m u n i t y  a n d  R e g i o n a l  A f fa i r s ,  R e s e a r c h  A n a l y s i s  S e c t i o n . P a g e  6



A la sk a  M u n ic ip a l League Position  on S B  2 0 -  te stim ony o f  Donald Long , 

A M L  presiden t

The A la sk a  M un ic ip a l League strong ly  supports the concept embodied in 

th is  b ill . It h a s not yet taken a position on the new  changes in the sponsor 

sub stitu te .

T he go a l o f  the A la sk a  M unicipal B a s ic  S e rv ic e s program  is  to educate the 

adm in istra t io n  and the leg islature on the c r it ica l im portance o f  state revenue 

sh a r in g  w ith  m un ic ip a lit ie s.

E ach  o f  the f ifty  state s provide som e form o f  revenue sh a r in g  w ith  

m u n ic ip a lit ie s  because political su b d iv is io n s  carry out a large number o f  

state  m andate s w h ich  would otherw ise be to ta lly  unfunded state mandates.

In A la sk a , revenue sh aring  with m un ic ip a lit ie s is  even  more important 

becau se , in  add ition  to many state m andates on m un ic ip a lit ie s , the current 

w ea lth  o f  the state is  prim arily concentrated in a sm a ll area to the north. 

W ithou t a  red istribu tion  o f  these resources to other a reas o f  the state, 

cu rren t sta te  se rv ic e s  would v irtua lly  be im p o ss ib le  to su sta in  at any 

re a so n ab le  le v e l. L ik ew ise , w ithout a  reasonab le  le ve l o f  revenue sharing  

w ith  m u n ic ip a lit ie s , the quality o f life  and e ssen tia l se rv ic e s  in many 

m u n ic ip a lit ie s  s im p ly  cannot be susta ined .

The Janu ary  2 5 ,1 9 9 5  Local Boundary C om m iss io n  report to the leg islatu re 

no tes that f iv e  m un ic ip a lit ie s are be ing  recom m ended for d isso lu tion . 

H ow eve r , m any  more m un ic ipa litie s and areas o f  bo roughs are se riou sly  

co n s id e r in g  d isso lu tio n  or detachment. P age  5 0  o f  the L B C  report, which 

d is c u s se s  the detachm ent o f part o f  the M at-Su  Bo rough , states that the 

bo rough  h a s been fin an c ia lly  “..penalized  because o f  incorporation. 

A n tic ip ated  continued  reductions in state a id  to lo ca l governm ents w ill only 

exacerb ate  the prob lem ”.

T he  f in an c ia l co st to the state to provide se rv ic e s  to add itiona l 

un inco rpo rated  areas w ill be far greater than the co st o f  stab iliza t io n  o f  

revenue  sh a r in g  at an adequate leve l.



In the p ast n ine years, the state h a s cut revenue sh a iin g  over 5 5%  w h ile  the 

sta te  operating budget has experienced  moderate grow th  on the w ho le . It 

h a s been easy  for the state to cut revenue sh arin g  because the state is  

in su la ted  from the d ec is io n s necessita ted  by the cu ts. In fact, the cu ts lo  

revenue  sh a r in g  have gone far beyond fo rc ing  po litica l su b d iv is io n s  to 

operate at m axim um  e ffic ien cy . The cu ts have meant much h igher local 

ta x e s , ta k in g  po lice o f f  the streets, ta k in g  teachers out o f  the schoo ls , 

c lo s in g  lib ra r ie s, reduc ing  em ergency m ed ical se rv ice s , d ecreasin g  road 

rep a ir  and m aintenance, term inating  loca l program s to figh t drug and 

a lco ho l abu se , and cu tting  other b a s ic  se rv ic e s that are critica l to the qua lity  

o f  l i f e  in m un ic ip a lit ie s . How m any a la sk an s have died n eed le ss ly  because 

no po lice  o ffice r w a s on duty, or a road w as not m ainta ined at an adequate 

le v e l?  W hat w ill the im pact be on our com m un itie s i f  revenue sn a r in g  to 

m u n ic ip a lit ie s  is  not s tab ilized  once and for a ll?

T he  p rim ary  purpose for the creation  o f  the concept o f  the A la ska  

M u n ic ip a l B a s ic  S e rv ic e s program  by the m un ic ip a lit ie s o f  our state is  to 

g a in  you r good fa ith  support for the stab iliza t io n  o f  state revenue sh a r in g  

w ith  m un ic ip a lit ie s  th is  year and in  the future.

T he  A la sk a  M un ic ipa l B a s ic  S e rv ic e s  program  is  a  very d iff icu lt and fra g ile  

product o f  con sen su s between m un ic ip a lit ie s  to he lp  save  the concept o f  

revenue  sh arin g . S im p le  extrapo lation  o f  the fund ing trend for the current 

p ro g ram s ind icates that they w ill be increm enta lly  cut out o f  e x isten ce  in 

the next seve ra l u n le ss the state renew s its partnersh ip  w ith  its po lit ica l 

su b d iv is io n s . The A la sk a  M un ic ip a l B a s ic  S e rv ice s program  p rov id e s one 

w ay  o f  d o in g  th is , a s lo ng  a s  its adoption s ig n a ls  the stab iliza t io n  o f  state 

revenue  sh a r in g  for m un ic ip a lit ie s at an adequate leve l. It m ay a lready  be 

too la te  for som e m un ic ip a lit ie s that are now  incorporated u n le ss  som e 

portion  o f  the fund ing taken aw ay  is  restored.

I a s k  for three th ings today, your support o f  the A M BS concept, your 

w i l l in g n e s s  to continue to work w ith  u s on ham m ering out the a llo ca tion  

is s u e s  o f  the b ill, and support for a  re la t iv e ly  sm a ll restoration o f  fund ing ,

$ 3  m ill io n  o f  the $ 7 5  m illio n  that h a s  been cut over the past n ine years.

'P h is  re la t iv e ly  sm a ll restoration w i l l  sh o w  the sta te ’s good faith to its 

renew ed  re la tion sh ip  w ith  m un ic ip a lit ie s  and w il l tru ly  be one o f  the m ost



efficient expenditures that the state will make this year to put police back on 
the streets, put teachers back in schools, and put com m unities back on their 
feet.

T hank you. I look forward to many discussions on this bill.



F Y  9 5  C u r r e n t  P r o g r a m s  -  M i n i m u m  E n t i t l e m e n t  M u n i c i p a l i t i e s :

C h a n g e  f r o m  F Y  9 5  S R S / M A  F u n d i n g  t o  A M B S  M i n i m u m  E n t i t l e m e n t  ( $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 )  - p e r  m u n i c i p a l i t y

( w i t h o u t  t r a n s i t i o n  p r o v i s i o n )

□  A M B S S  ♦  F Y  9 5  $
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F Y  9 5  C u r r e n t  P r o g r a m s  - M i n i m u m  E n t i t l e m e n t  M u n i c i p a l i t i e s :

C h a n g e  f r o m  F Y  9 5  S R S / M A  F u n d i n g  t o  A M B S  M i n i m u m  E n t i t l e m e n t  ( $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 )  - p e r  m u n i c i p a l i t y

( w i t h  t r a n s i t i o n  p r o v i s i o n )

□  A M B S S  ♦  F Y  9 5  $
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F Y  9 5  C u r r e n t  P r o g r a m s  - M i n i m u m  E n t i t l e m e n t  M u n i c i p a l i t i e s :

C h a n g e  f r o m  F Y  9 5  S R S / M A  F u n d i n g  t o  A M B S  M i n i m u m  E n t i t l e m e n t  ( $ 4 5 , 0 0 0 )  -  p e r  m u n i c i p a l i t y

( w i t h o u t  t r a n s i t i o n  p r o v i s i o n )

□  A M B S  $  ♦  F Y  9 5  $
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F Y  9 5  C u r r e n t  P r o g r a m s  - M i n i m u m  E n t i t l e m e n t  M u n i c i p a l i t i e s :

C h a n g e  f r o m  F Y  9 5  S R S / M A  F u n d i n g  t o  A M B S  M i n i m u m  E n t i t l e m e n t  ( $ 4 5 , 0 0 0 )  -  p e r  m u n i c i p a l i t y

( w i t h  t r a n s i t i o n  p r o v i s i o n )

□  A M B S S  ♦  F Y  9 5  $
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A l a s k a  M u n i c i p a l  B a s i c  S e r v i c e s  P r o g r a m  -  S p o n s o r  S u b s t i t u t e  f o r  S B  2 0  ( C O L A  c o r r e c t e d )

2 / 1 7 / 9 5 -  2 : 3 2  P M

A M B S  W i t h o u t  T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n s A M B S  w i t h  2 %  T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n

( b a s e d  o n  F Y  9 5  a c t u a l  a l l o c a t i o n )

M u n i c i p a l i t y F Y  9 5  A l l o c a t i o n F i n a l F i n a l

A c t u a l A l l o c a t i o n $  C h a n g e %  C h a n g e A l l o c a t i o n $  C h a n g e %  C h a n g e

A k h i o k $ 2 8 , 4 5 6 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 1 1 , 5 4 4 4 0 . 6 % $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 1 1 , 5 4 4 4 0 . 6 %

A k i a k $ 4 3 , 6 7 2 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 ( 5 3 , 6 7 2 ) - 8 . 4 % $ 4 2 , 7 9 9 ( $ 8 7 3 ) - 2 . 0 %

A k u t a n $ 7 0 , 3 4 0 $ 1 3 4 , 3 7 2 $ 6 4 , 0 3 2 9 1 . 0 % $ 8 4 , 9 6 4 $ 1 4 , 6 2 4 2 0 . 8 %

A l a k a n u k $ 6 6 , 2 9 4 5 5 8 , 9 4 6 ( $ 7 , 3 4 8 ) - 1 1 . 1 % $ 6 4 , 9 6 8 ( $ 1 , 3 2 6 ) - 2 . 0 %

A l e k n a g i k $ 3 7 , 9 6 1 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 2 , 0 3 9 5 . 4 % $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 2 , 0 3 9 5 . 4 %

A l e u t i a n s  E a s t  B o r o u g h $ 1 4 2 , 9 7 9 $ 2 3 3 , 1 0 2 $ 9 0 , 1 2 3 6 3 . 0 % $ 1 6 2 , 8 9 7 5 1 9 , 9 1 8 1 3 . 9 %

A l l a k a k e t $ 4 0 , 8 9 0 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 ( $ 8 9 0 ) - 2 . 2 % $ 4 0 , 0 7 2 ( $ 8 1 8 ) - 2 . 0 %

A m b l e r $ 5 6 , 9 2 4 $ 7 5 , 4 9 8 $ 1 8 , 5 7 4 3 2 . 6 % $ 6 0 , 6 1 5 $ 3 , 6 9 1 6 . 5 %

A n a k t u v u k  P a s s $ 4 2 , 2 0 3 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 ( $ 2 , 2 0 3 ) - 5 . 2 % $ 4 1 , 3 5 9 ( $ 8 4 4 ) - 2 . 0 %

A n c h o r a g e $ 2 2 , 6 2 2 , 3 0 8 $ 2 1 , 4 7 0 , 1 0 0 ( $ 1 , 1 5 2 , 2 0 8 ) - 5 . 1 % $ 2 2 , 1 6 9 , 8 6 2 ( $ 4 5 2 , 4 4 6 ) - 2 . 0 %

A n d e r s o n $ 6 1 , 4 6 4 $ 4 8 , 8 3 1 ( $ 1 2 , 6 3 3 ) - 2 0 . 6 % $ 6 0 , 2 3 5 ( $ 1 , 2 2 9 ) - 2 . 0 %

A n g o o n $ 5 6 , 2 9 4 $ 4 6 , 9 4 1 ( $ 9 , 3 5 3 ) - 1 6 . 6 % $ 5 5 , 1 6 8 ( $ 1 , 1 2 6 ) - 2 . 0 %

A n i a k 5 7 6 , 4 6 0 $ 8 0 , 8 6 7 $ 4 , 4 0 7 5 . 8 % $ 7 6 , 3 8 5 ( $ 7 5 ) - 0 . 1 %

A n v i k $ 3 7 , 2 9 5 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 2 , 7 0 5 7 . 3 % $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 2 , 7 0 5 7 . 3 %

A t k a $ 3 4 , 4 8 3 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 5 , 5 1 7 1 6 . 0 % $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 5 , 5 1 7 1 6 . 0 %

A t q a s u k $ 5 8 , 0 8 3 $ 4 1 , 6 9 8 ( $ 1 6 , 3 8 5 ) - 2 8 . 2 % $ 5 6 , 9 2 1 ( $ 1 , 1 6 2 ) - 2 . 0 %

B a r r o w $ 2 6 3 , 1 1 3 $ 3 2 7 , 6 9 8 $ 6 4 , 5 8 5 2 4 . 5 % S 2 7 4 . 9 6 1 $ 1 1 , 8 4 8 4 . 5 %

B e t h e l $ 6 0 3 , 7 8 3 $ 7 4 5 , 4 0 9 $ 1 4 1 , 6 2 6 2 3 . 5 % S 6 2 9 . 3 6 0 S 2 5 . 5 7 7 4 . 2 %

B e t t i e s $ 3 6 , 2 6 4 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 3 , 7 3 6 1 0 . 3 % $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 3 , 7 3 6 1 0 . 3 %

B r c v i g  M i s s i o n $ 4 1 , 9 0 5 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 ( $ 1 , 9 0 5 ) - 4 . 5 % $ 4 1 , 0 6 7 ( $ 8 3 8 ) - 2 . 0 %

B r i s t o l  B a y  B o r o u g h $ 1 3 6 , 2 8 3 $ 1 7 7 , 8 8 2 $ 4 1 , 5 9 9 3 0 . 5 % $ 1 4 4 , 4 1 6 $ 8 , 1 3 3 6 . 0 %

B u c k l a n d $ 6 0 , 9 6 2 $ 8 6 , 4 9 7 $ 2 5 , 5 3 5 4 1 . 9 % $ 6 6 , 2 9 7 5 5 , 3 3 5 8 . 8 %

C h e f o r n a k $ 4 5 , 5 7 8 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 ( $ 5 , 5 7 8 ) - 1 2 . 2 % $ 4 4 , 6 6 6 ( $ 9 1 2 ) - 2 . 0 %

C h e v a k $ 5 6 , 4 0 4 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 ( $ 1 6 , 4 0 4 ) - 2 9 . 1 % $ 5 5 , 2 7 6 ( S 1 . 1 2 8 ) - 2 . 0 %

C h i g n i k $ 3 7 , 3 1 0 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 2 , 6 9 0 7 . 2 % $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 S 2 . 6 9 0 7 . 2 %

C h u a t h b a l u k $ 3 6 , 9 6 8 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 S 3 . 0 3 2 8 . 2 % $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 3 , 0 3 2 8 . 2 %

C o f f m a n  C o v e $ 8 0 , 5 9 6 $ 1 2 1 , 7 8 2 $ 4 1 , 1 8 6 5 1  1 % 5 8 9 , 4 6 8 $ 8 , 8 7 2 1 1 . 0 %

C o l d  B a y $ 3 9 , 7 2 6 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 2 7 4 0 . 7 % $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 2 7 4 0 . 7 %

C o r d o v a $ 4 3 3 , 1 4 3  I $ 3 5 0 , 1 9 6 ( $ 8 2 , 9 4 7 ) - 1 9 . 2 % S 4 2 <  1 8 0 ( 5 8 , 6 6 3 ) - 2 . 0 %

C r a i g $ 1 3 3 , 8 2 2 $ 2 4 4 , 7 4 2 $ 1 1 0 , 9 2 0 8 2 . 9 % $ 1 5 ?  9 7 3 $ 2 5 , 1 5 1 1 8 . 8 %

D e e r i n g $ 6 3 , 3 7 0 $ 7 9 , 2 3 0 $ 1 5 , 8 6 0 2 5  0 % $ 6 6 , 2 9 8 $ 2 , 9 2 8 4 . 6 %

C o m p u t e r  a n a l y s i s  p e r f o rm e d  b y  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  C o m m u n i t y  a n d  R e g i o n a l  A f f a i r s .  R e s e a r c h  A n a l y s i s  S e c t i o n . P a g e  1



A l a s k a  M u n i c i p a l  B a s i c  S e r v i c e s  P r o g r a m  - S p o n s o r  S u b s t i t u t e  f o r  S B  20 (C O L A  c o r r e c t e d )
2/17/95 - 2:32 P M

A M B S  W i t h o u t  T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n s A M B S  w i t h  2 %  T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n

( b a s e d  o n  F Y  9 5  a c t u a l  a l l o c a t i o n )

M u n i c i p a l i t y F Y  9 5  A l l o c a t i o n F i n a l F i n a l

A c t u a l A l l o c a t i o n $  C h a n g e %  C h a n g e A l l o c a t i o n $  C h a n g e %  C h a n g e

D e l t a  J u n c t i o n $ 8 9 , 3 4 3 $ 8 7 , 9 4 7 ( $ 1 , 3 9 6 ) - 1 . 6 % $ 8 7 , 6 5 2 ( $ 1 , 6 9 1 ) - 1 . 9 %

D e n a l i  B o r o u g h $ 1 0 4 , 3 8 9 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 ' $ 6 4 , 3 8 9 ) - 6 1 . 7 % $ 1 0 2 , 3 0 1 ( $ 2 , 0 8 8 ) - 2 . 0 %

D i l l i n g h a m $ 2 0 9 , 1 7 6 $ 2 7 4 , 5 7 4 $ 6 5 , 3 9 6 3 1 . 3 % $ 2 2 2 , 0 3 9 $ 1 2 , 8 6 ) 6 . 1 %

D i o m e d e $ 3 9 , 2 7 2 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 7 2 8 1 . 9 % $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 7 2 8 1 . 9 %

E a g l e $ 3 4 , 5 3 7 $40,nno $ 5 , 4 6 3 1 5 . 8 % $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 5 , 4 6 3 1 5 . 8 %

E e k $ 4 2 , 6 4 0 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 ( $ 2 , 6 4 0 ) - 6 . 2 % $ 4 1 , 7 8 7 ( $ 8 5 3 ) - 2 . 0 %

E k w o k $ 3 4 , 2 5 2 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 5 , 7 4 8 1 6 . 8 % $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 5 , 7 4 8 1 6 . 8 %

E l i m $ 4 5 , 6 1 0 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 ( $ 5 , 6 1 0 ) - 1 2 . 3 % $ 4 4 , 6 9 8 ( $ 9 1 2 ) - 2 . 0 %

E m m o n a k $ 8 6 , 9 1 6 $ 8 8 , 3 6 3 $ 1 , 4 4 7 1 . 7 % $ 8 5 , 9 5 8 ( $ 9 5 8 ) - 1 . 1 %

F a i r b a n k s $ 3 , 1 0 1 , 4 4 3 $ 2 , 7 3 1 , 8 3 3 ( $ 3 6 9 , 6 1 0 ) - 1 1 . 9 % $ 3 , 0 3 9 , 4 1 4 ( 5 6 2 , 0 2 9 ) - 2 . 0 %

F a i r b a n k s  N o r t h  S t a r  B o r o u g $ 4 , 3 8 0 , 1 0 5 $ 4 , 7 6 8 , 7 0 7 $ 3 8 8 , 6 0 2 0 . 9 % $ 4 , 4 0 9 , 1 5 9 $ 2 9 , 0 5 4 0 . 7 %

F a l s e  P a s s $ 3 3 , 1 7 7 $ 5 6 , 0 8 1 $ 2 2 , 9 0 4 6 9 . 0 % $ 4 3 , 9 3 9 $ 1 0 , 7 6 2 3 2 . 4 %

F o r t  Y u k o n $ 1 2 2 , 8 6 7 $ 1 1 1 , 4 8 2 ( $ 1 1 , 3 8 5 ) - 9 . 3 % $ 1 2 0 , 4 1 0 ( $ 2 , 4 5 7 ) - 2 . 0 %

G a l e n a $ 9 8 , 2 4 1 $ 1 0 9 , 7 1 6 $ 1 1 , 4 7 5 1 1 . 7 % $ 9 9 , 5 6 9 $ 1 , 3 2 8 1 . 4 %

G a m b e l l $ 5 7 , 6 7 7 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 ( $ 1 7 , 6 7 7 ) - 3 0 . 6 % $ 5 6 , 5 2 3 ( $ 1 , 1 5 4 ) - 2 . 0 %

G o l o v i n $ 4 0 , 0 0 5 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 ( $ 5 ) 0 . 0 % $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 ( $ 5 ) 0 . 0 %

G o o d n e w s  B a y $ 4 0 , 9 7 4 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 ( S 9 7 4 ) - 2 . 4 % $ 4 0 , 1 5 5 ( S 8 1 9 ) - 2 . 0 %

G r a y l i n g $ 4 1 , 7 8 9 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 ( $ 1 , 7 8 9 ) - 4 . 3 % $ 4 0 , 9 5 3 ( $ 8 3 6 ) - 2 . 0 %

H a i n e s $ 1 3 0 , 3 7 2 $ 1 3 3 , 1 6 2 $ 2 , 7 9 0 2 . 1 % $ 1 2 9 , 0 8 7 ( 5 1 , 2 8 5 ) - 1 . 0 %

H a i n e s  B o r o u g h $ 7 5 , 7 3 6 $ 1 1 0 , 8 2 0 $ 3 5 , 0 8 4 4 6 . 3 % $ 8 3 , 1 8 7 $ 7 , 4 5 1 9 . 8 %

H o l y  C r o s s $ 4 5 , 9 6 0 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 ( $ 5 , 9 6 0 ) - 1 3 . 0 % $ 4 5 , 0 4 1 ( $ 9 1 9 ) - 2 . 0 %

H o m e r $ 4 2 0 , 0 0 3 $ 5 1 0 , 3 8 7 $ 9 0 , 3 8 4 2 1 . 5 % $ 4 3 5 , 8 0 2 5 1 5 , 7 9 9 3 . 8 %

H o o n a h $ 1 4 4 , 0 2 1 $ 2 7 0 , 6 8 2 $ 1 2 6 , 6 6 1 8 7 . 9 % $ 1 7 2 , 8 7 4 S 2 8 . 8 5 3 2 0 . 0 %

H o o p e r  B a y $ 6 9 , 8 6 7 $ 5 4 , 0 9 6 ( $ 1 5 , 7 7 1 ) - 2 2 . 6 % $ 6 8 , 4 7 0 ( $ 1 , 3 9 7 ) - 2 . 0 %

H o u s t o n $ 7 6 , 1 6 2 $ 7 4 , 7 9 2 ( $ 1 , 3 7 0 ) - 1 . 8 % $ 7 4 , 6 7 6 ( S 1 . 4 8 6 ) - 2 . 0 %

H u g h e s $ 3 5 , 3 8 2 $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 4 , 6 1 8 1 3 . 1 % $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 $ 4 , 6 1 8 1 3 . 1 %

H u s l i a $ 4 4 , 5 8 8 $ 4 1 , 9 9 3 ( $ 2 , 5 9 5 ) - 5 . 8 % $ 4 3 , 6 9 6 ( S 8 9 2 ) - 2 . 0 %

H y d a b u r g $ 4 1 , 4 7 7 $ 7 6 , 4 2 4 $ 3 4 , 9 4 7 8 4 . 3 % 5 4 9 , 4 1 2 S 7 . 9 3 5 1 9 . 1 %

J u n e a u  S 3 . 5 9 7 . 9 1 1 I S 3 , 2 1 6 , 8 0 4 ( $ 3 8 1 , 1 0 7 ) 1  - 1 0 . 6 % $ 3 , 5 2 5 , 9 5 3 ( $ 7 1 , 9 5 8 ) - 2 . 0 %

K a c h e m a k  5 4 0 , 2 9 7 $40,000 ( S 2 9 7 )  j - 0 . 7 % $ 4 0 , 0 0 0 ( S 2 9 7 ) - 0 . 7 %

K a k e  $ 6 1 , 7 9 0 $ 1 3 5 , 3 4 4 S 7 3 . 5 5 4  1 1 9 . 0 % $ 7 8 , 8 7 6 5 1 7 , 0 8 6 2 7 . 7 %

C o m p u t e r  a n a l y s i s  p e r f o rm e d  b y  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  C o m m u n i t y  a n d  R e g i o n a l  A f f a i r s ,  R e s e a r c h  A n a l y s i s  S e c t i o n , P a g e



A l a s k a  M u n i c i p a l  B a s i c  S e r v i c e s  P r o g r a m  - S p o n s o r  S u b s t i t u t e  f o r  S B  20 (C O L A  c o r r e c t e d )
2/17/95 - 2:32 P M

A M B S  W i t h o u t  1 r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n s A M B S  w i t h  2% T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n

I (based on FY 95 actual allocation)
M u n i c i p a l i t y F Y  9 5  A l l o c a t i o n F i n a l F i n a l

A c t u a l A l l o c a t i o n $  C h a n g e  %  C h a n g e A l l o c a t i o n $  C h a n g e %  C h a n g e

Kaktovik 541,786 $40,000 ($1,786) -4.3% $40,950 ($836) -2.0%
Kaltag 543,848 $40,000 ($3,848) -8.8% $42 071 ($877) -2.0%
Kasaan $25,638 540,000 $14,362 56.0% $40,000 $14,362 56.0%
Kenai $659,511 $592,647 ($66,864) -10.1% $646,321 ($13,190) -2.0%
Kenai Borough 53,420,595 53,075,250 ($345,345) -10.1% $3,352,183 ($68,412) -2.0%
Ketchikan $978,775 $1,017,706 $38,931 4.0% $973,532 ($5,243) -0.5%
Ketchikan Borough $486,272 $558,844 $72,572 14.9% $496,707 $10,435 2.1%
Kiana 557,906 $60,353 $2,447 4.2% $57,631 ($275) -0.5%
King Cove 591,223 $145,878 $54,655 59.9% $103,234 512,011 13.2%
Kivalina 5108,084 $46,868 ($61,216) -56.6% $105,922 (52,162) -2.0%
Klawock $76,388 5189,477 $113,089 148.0% $102,938 $26,550 34.8%
Kobuk 537,558 $40,000 $2,442 6.5% $40,000 $2,442 6.5%
Kodiak $659,228 $473,583 ($185,645) -28.2% $646,043 (513,185) -2.0%
Kodiak Borough $815,018 $947,415 5132,397 16.2% $835,144 $20,126 2.5%
Kotlik 553,168 540,000 ($13,168) -24.8% $52,105 ($1,063) -2.0%
Kotzebue 5377,029 $609,018 $231,989 61.5% $428,166 $51,137 13.6%
Koyuk S44.355 540,000 (54,355) -9.8% $43,468 ($887) -2.0%
Koyukuk 538,224 540,000 $1,776 4.6% $40,000 $1,776 4.6%
Kupreanof 524,666 540,000 $15,334 62.2% $40,000 515,334 62.2%
Kwethluk 557,175 $40,000 ($17,175) -30.0% $56,032 ($1,144) -2.0%
Lake & Peninsula Borough 5358,577 5397,370 $38,793 10.8% 5362,665 54,088 1.1%
Larsen Bay 530,482 $40,000 59,518 31.2% 540,000 59,518 31.2%
Lower Kalskag 546,165 542,081 ($4,084) -8.8% 545.242 (5923) -2.0%
Manokotak 547,371 540,000 ($7,371) -15.6% $46,424 (5947) -2.0%
Marshall 544,544 $40,000 ($4,544) -10.2% $43,653 (5891) -2.0%
Mat-Su Borough 53,632,600 54,312,123 $679,523 18.7% $3,744,208 $111,608 3.1°/
McGrath 560,801 $54,488 (56,313) -10.4% $59,585 (51,216) -2.0%
Mekoryuk 539,985 $40,000 515 | 0.0% 540,000 S15 0.0%
Mountain Village 566,961 S55.306 ($11,655) -17.4% 565,622 (51,339) -2.0%
Napakiak 547,412 540,000 (57,412) -15.6% $46,464 ($948) -2.0%
Napaskiak 546,665 540,000 (56,665) -14.3% $45,732 (5933) -2.0%

C o m p u t e r  a n a l y s i s  p e r f o rm e d  b y  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  C o m m u n i t y  a n d  R e g i o n a l  A f f a i r s ,  R e s e a r c h  A n a l y s i s  S e c t i o n . P a g e



A l a s k a  M u n i c i p a l  B a s i c  - S e r v i c e s  P r o g r a m  - S p o n s o r  S u b s t i t u t e  f o r  S B  20 (C O L A  c o r r e c t e d )
2/17/95- 2:32 P M

A M B S  W i t h o u t  T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n s A M B S  w i t h  2% T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n

(based on FY 95 actual allocation)
M u n i c i p a l i t y F Y  9 5  A l l o c a t i o n F i n a l F i n a l

A c t u a l A l l o c a t i o n $  C h a n g e %  C h a n g e A l l o c a t i o n $  C h a n g e %  C h a n g e

Nenana 594,166 $110,732 $16,566 17.6% 596,802 $2,636 2.8%
New Stuyahok 546,905 $40,000 ($6,905) -14.7% 545,967 ($938) -2.0%
Newhalen 537,648 $40,000 $2,352 6.2% $40,000 $2,352 6.2%
Nightmute 537,971 $40,000 $2,029 5.3% $40,000 $2,029 5.3%
Nikolai 536,756 $40,000 $3,244 8.8% $40,000 $3,244 8.8%
Nome 5593,952 5536,412 ($57,540) -9.7% $582,073 ($11,879) -2.0%
Nondalton 544,882 368,036 523,154 51.6% $49,876 $4,994 11.1%
Noorvik 579.745 $108,448 528,703 36.0% 585,572 $5,827 7.3%
North Pole 5132,981 $99,427 ($33,554) -25.2% $130,321 ($2,660)

vO0sO

North Slope Borough $1,735,905 $1,786,910 $51,007 2.9% 51,722,185 ($13,718) -0.8%
NW Arctic Borough 5378,695 $630,817 $252,122 66.6% $434,739 $56,044 14.8%
Nuiqsut 547,961 $53,435 $5,474 11.4% $48,578 $617 1.3%
Nulato 549,555 $40,421 ($9,134) -18.4% $48,564 (5991) -2.0%
Nunapitchuk 569,742 $73,125 $3,383 4.9% 569,518 ($224) -0.3%
Old Harbor 537.530 $49,353 $11,423 "J.1% 542,291 $4,361 11.5%
Ouzinkie 533,811 $41,037 $7,226 21.4% $40,254 $6,443 19.1%
Palmer 5435,963 $561,877 5125,914 28.9% $460,225 $24,262 5.6%
Pelican 537,180 540,000 52,820 7.6% $40,000 52,820 7.6%
Petersburg 5457,703 $372,399 ($85,304) -18.6% $448,549 ($9,154) -2.0%
Pilot Point 542,457 540,000 (52,457) -5.8% $41,608 ($849) -2.0%
Pilot Station 552.183 $40,000 (512,183) -23.3% $51,139 ($1,044) -2.0%
Platinum 534,959 $40,000 $5,041 14.4% 540,000 $5,041 14.4%
Point Hope 563,381 $57,747 ($5,634) -8.9% $62,113 ($1,268) -2.0%
Port Alexander 528,409 $40,000 $11,591 40.8% $40,000 $11,591 40.8%
Port Heiden 538,962 $48,745 59,783 25.1% 542,142 $3,180 8.2%
Port Lions 535,881 $40,000 54,119 11.5% $40,000 54,119 11.5%
Quinhagak 553,460 540,000 ($13,460) -25.2% $52,391 ($1,069) -2.0%
Ruby 542,070 540,000 ($2,070) -4.9% 541,229 ($841) -2.0%
Russian Mission 542,874 540,000 (52,874) -6.7% $42,017 (5857) -2.0%
Sand Point 5117,465 5106,518 ($10,947) -9.3% $115,116 (52,349) -2.0%
Savoonga 557,081 $40,000 (517,081) -29.9% $55,939 (51,142) -2.0%

C o m p u t e r  a n a l y s i s  p e r f o rm e d  b y  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  C o m m u n i t y  a n d  R e g i o n a l  A f f a i r s ,  R e s e a r c h  A n a l y s i s  S e c t i o n . P a g e  4



A l a s k a  M u n i c i p a l  B a s i c  S e r v i c e s  P r o g r a m  - S p o n s o r  S u b s t i t u t e  f o r  S B  20 (C O L A  c o r r e c t e d )
2/17/95 - 2:32 P M

A M B S  W i t h o u t  T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n s A M B S  w i t h  2% T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n

(based on FY 95 actual allocation)
M u n i c i p a l i t y F Y  9 5  A l l o c a t i o n F i n a l F i n a l

A c t u a l A l l o c a t i o n $  C h a n g e %  C h a n g e A l l o c a t i o n $  C h a n g e %  C h a n g e

Saxman $40,129 $46,704 $6,575 16.4% $41,642 $1,513 3.8%
Scammon Bay $47,252 $40,000 ($7,252) -15.3% $46,307 ($945) -2.0%
Selawik $104,244 S90.711 ($5,533) -5.3% $102,159 ($2,085) -2.0%
Seldovia $43,286 $41,192 ($2,094) -4.8% $42,420 ($866) -2.0%
Seward $460,730 $471,246 $10,516 2.3% $456,349 ($4,381) -1.0%
Shageluk $38,532 $40,000 $1,468 3.8% $40,000 $1,468 3.8%
Shaktoolik 541,296 $40,000 ($1,296) -3.1% $40,470 ($826) -2.0%
Sheldon Point $36,012 $40,000 $3,988 11.1% $40,000 $3,988 11.1%
Shishmaref $55,159 $40,000 ($15,159) -27.5% $54,056 ($1,103) -2.0%
Shungnak $58,032 $72,194 $14,162 24.4% S60.625 $2,593 4.5%
Sitka $953,174 $830,462 ($122,712) -12.9% $934,111 ($19,063) -2.0%
Skagway $82,974 $70,133 ($12,841) -15.5% $81,315 ($1,659) -2.0%
Soldotna $414,740 $296,713 ($118,027) -28.5% $406,445 ($8,295) -2.0%
St. George $67,350 $215,862 $148,512 220.5% $102,714 $35,364 52.5%
St. Mary’s 574,253 $135,400 $61,147 82.3% $88,111 $13,858 18.7%
St. Michael 550,360 $40,000 ($10,360) -20.6% $49,353 ($1,007) -2.0%
St. Paul $135,301 $215,754 $80,453 59.5% $152,966 $17,665 13.1%
Stebbins 551,806 $41,130 ($10,676) -20.6% S50.770 ($1,036) -2.0%
Tanana 562,333 $99,262 $36,929 39.2% $70,438 $8,105 13.0%
Teller $41,891 $40,000 ($1,891) -4.5% $41,053 ($838) -2.0%
Tenakee Springs 529,428 $40,000 $10,572 35.9% $40,000 $10,572 35.9%
Thorne Bay $54,668 $85,139 $30,471 55.7% $61,307 $6,639 12.1%
Togiak $65,873 $55,423 ($10,450) -15.9% $64,556 ($1,317) -2.0%
Toksook Bay $52,811 $40,000 ($12,811) -24.3% $51,755 ($1,056) -2.0%
Unalakleet $68,264 $71,546 53,282 4.8% $68,037 ($227) -0.3%
Unalaska $505,118 $563,994 $58,876 11.7% $511,913 S6 795 1.3%
Upper Kalskag $40,955 $40,000 ($955) -2.3% $40,136 ($819) -2.0%
Valdez $790,335 $339,698 ($450,637) -57.0% $774,523 ($15,807) -2 0%
Wainwright $54,202 $40,000 ($14,202) -26.2% $53,118 ($1,084) -2.0%
Wales $38,076 $40,000 51,924 5.1% $40,000 $1,924] 5.1%
Wasilla $350,983 $302,913 (S48.070) -13.7% $343,963 ($7,020)1 -2.0%

C o m p u t e r  a n a l y s i s  p e r f o rm e d  b y  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  C o m m u n i t y  a n d  R e g i o n a l  A f f a i r s ,  R e s e a r c h  A n a l y s i s  S e c t i o n . P a g e  5



A l a s k a  M u n i c i p a l  B a s i c  S e r v i c e s  P r o g r a m  - S p o n s o r  S u b s t i t u t e  f o r  S B  20 (C O L A  c o r r e c t e d )
2/17/95- 2:32 P M

A M B S  W i t h o u t  T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n s A M B S  w i t h  2 %  T r a n s i t i o n  P r o v i s i o n

(based on FY 95 actual allocation)
M u n i c i p a l i t y F Y  9 5  A l l o c a t i o n F i n a l F i n a l

A c t u a l A l l o c a t i o n $  C h a n g e %  C h a n g e A l l o c a t i o n $  C h a n g e %  C h a n g e

White Mountain $39,925 $40,000 $75 0.2% $40,000 $ 7 5 0.2%
Whittier $38,436 $48,882 $10,446 27.2% $42,176 $3,740 9.7%
Wrangell $380,057 $340,983 ($39,074) -10.3% $372,456 ($7,601) -2.0%
Yakutat Borough $68,001 $181,012 $113,011 166.2% $94,659 $26,658 39.2%

$61,883,941 $61,885,194 $1,253 $61,885,194 $1,253

C o m p u t e r  a n a l y s i s  p e r f o rm e d  b y  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  C o m m u n i t y  a n d  R e g i o n a l  A f f a i r s ,  R e s e a r c h  A n a l y s i s  S e c t i o n . P a g e  6



SB 20 Testimony List
Senate CRA  - February 2 2 . 1 995  at 1 :30  p.m .

1. D oug  G riffin , C ity M anager, V a ld ez (8 5 3 -4 3 1 3 )

 ̂ I 2. Don Long , M ayor, B arrow , P residen t A M L (B arrow  L IO )

3. R ic k  M ystrom /Tim  Rodgers, M ayor, M un ic ip a lity  o f  A nchorage

_ y ^ 4 .  A la ire  Stanton, M ayor, C ity o f  K e tch ikan  &  A CoM  Pre sid en t (here )

5. Tom  Greene, M ayor, C ity o f  Nondalton, A M L Board , M A W G  M em ber

(here )

 ̂ 6 . Betty  G lick , A ssem b ly , K ena i P en in su la  Borough , A M L Board  (2 8 3 -7 6 4 4 )

v f'H1 4  y  - K J U h r .  o $ - r c  j

S  7. Leo  R asm u ssen , C ouncil, C ity o f  Nome, A M L Board  ( 4 4 3 - 2 7 9 8 )

l/ 8. Tom Boedeker, A M L Leg . Com m ittee C hairm an , K ena i P en in su la

Borough , M A W G  M em ber 

"A  9. M ichae l C u sh in g , D C RA  

1C. B i l l  R o lfzen , D C RA



A G E N D A

S e n a t e  C o m m u n i t y  &  R e g i o n a l  A f f a i t s  C o m m i t t e e  

W e d n e s d a y ,  F e b r u a r y  2 2 ,  1 9 9 5  

1 : 3 0  p . m .

< S T A T E W I D E  T E L E C O N F E R E N C E >

S p o n s o r  S u b s t i t u t e  f o r  S e n a t e  B i l l  2 0

( E s t a b l i s h i n g  t h e  A l a s k a  M u n i c i p a l  B a s i c  S e r v i c e s  P r o g r a m )

T E L E C O N F E R E N C E  C E N T E R S  H O O K E D  U P  F O R  H E A R I N G :

A N C H O R A G E  C O R D O V A  S E W A R D  H O M E R  K E N A I / S O L D O T N A

W A S I L L A  B A R R O W  K O T Z E B U E  N O M E  V A L D E Z

F A I R B A N K S  S I T K A - H O O N A H

R E Q U E S T I N G  T O  P A R T I C I P A T E  " O F F  N E T " :

M A Y O R  Z A C K  C H I C H E N O F F ,  O U Z I N K I E  6 8 0 - 2 2 5 7

D E P A R T M E N T  O F  C O M M U N I T Y  &  R E G I O N A L  A F F A I R S ,  A N C H O R A G E  2 6 9 - 4 5 6 0



O v e r v ie w  o f  C u r r e n t  S t a t e  R e v e n u e  S h a r in g / M u n ic ip a l  A s s is t a n c e  v s .  

N ew  A la s k a  M u n ic ip a l  B a s i c  S e r v ic e s  P r o g r a m

C U R R E N T  P R O G R A M S

-• S • * V '  ' •
" M u n i c i p a l  A s s i s t a n c e  1 i

\ 'i - ’U  •

S f a j t e  R e v c n u e  S h a r i n g  . Vh -;;

■■ ’ ■' U l i  '• • ; V

1978 Business 
Tax as a base

Per capita distribution 
of the balance

All local revenue 
Community tax base 

X
Population 

($25,000 minimum)

Separate Entitlements 
Roads 

Hospitals/health 
facilities 

Unincorporated cities 
(not in boroughs) 

Vol. fire departments 
(not in boroughs)

i

N E W  P R O P O S A L  -  S B  2 0

1  ; '  A l a s l i f f  M n n i c i p :  

*  ( A M B S )■■■• • . • • r • .• •

i l  B a s i c  S e r v i c e s  }  

P r o g r a m

•Basic Service Expenditure 
Community Tax Base 

X
Population 

($40,000 minimum)

Septate Entitlements

Unincorporated cities 
(not in boroughs)

Vol. fire departments 
(not in boroughs)

•Municipal Basic Services 
Police 

Water & Sewer 
♦Roads 

♦Hospital/Health Facilities 
Solid Waste Management 

Fire & Emergency Medical 
Taxation/Assessment, Finance, Land Use 
Public Schools (local contribution) K-12 

Community Services
•funds allocated the same as current formula



Percent
Funding
Change

C o m p a r i s o n  o f  S t a t e  O p e r a t i n g  B u d g e t  v s .
S t a t e  R e v e n u e  S h a r in g / M u n i c i p a l  A s s i s t a n c e  F u n d i n g

F Y  8 5  - F Y  9 5______
■ State Operating Budget

HSRS/MA Funding

20.0%

10.0%-

-10.0%-

-60.0%

Fiscal Year



MEMORANDUM

A laska  S tate L egislature
Senate Community &  Regional A ffairs Committee

S ta te  C a p ita l Ju n e a u , AK 99801-1182 (907) ‘165-1989

To :

F rom :

S u b j e c t :

D a t e :  F e b r u a r y  16, 1995

I t  h a s  b e e n  b r o u g h t  t o  my a t t e n t i o n  t h a t  a  n um b e r  o f  l e g i s l a t o r s  
h a v e  r e c e i v e d  i n q u i r i e s  a s  t o  t h e  s t a t u s  o f  t h e  a b o v e  r e f e r e n c e d  
l e g i s l a t i o n .

Y e s t e r d a y ,  I  i n t r o d u c e d  a  S p o n s o r  S u b s t i t u t e  t o  S e n a t e  D i l l  20.
I n  r e s p o n s e  t o  a  r e c e n t  m e e t i n g  o f  t h e  C o n f e r e n c e  o f  M a y o r s ,  t h e  
S p o n s o r  S u b s t i t u t e  r e f l e c t s  some o f  t h e i r  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n s  i n c l u d ­
i n g  a t r a n s i t i o n a l  p e r i o d  a s  i n d i c a t e d  i n  S e c t i o n  25.

I  am a t t a c h i n g  a  c o p y  o f  t h e  new b i l l ,  a l o n g  w i t h  a  s p r e a d  s h e e t  
i n d i c a t i n g  w h a t  m o n e t a r y  e f f e c t  i t  w i l l  h a v e  on t h e  c o m m u n i t i e s  
i n  e a c h  o f  y o u r  d i s t r i c t s .

N e x t  W e d n e s d a y  ( F e b r u a r y  22) ,  t h e  S e n a t e  C om m un i t y  & R e g i o n a l  
A f f a i r s  C o m m i t t e e  w i l l  c o n d u c t  a s t a t e w i d e  t e l e c o n f e r e n c e  on t h e  
b i l l .  Tho t e l e c o n f e r e n c e  w i l l  b e  h e l d  f r o m  1:30 p .m .  u n t i l  3 p .m .  
I f  y o u  s h o u l d  h a v e  a n y  q u e s t i o n s  a b o u t  t h i s  m e e t i n g  o r  n e e d  o t h e r  
i n f o r m a t i o n  on  t h o  l e g i s l a t i o n ,  p l e a s e  f e e l  f r e e  t o  c a l l  my o f f i c e .

A l l  M em be r s  o f  t h e

S e n a t e  B i l l  20 ( e s t a b l i s h i n g  t h e  A l a s k a  M u n i c i p a l
B a s i c  S e r v i c e s  p r o g r am )

S e n a t o r  J o h n  T o r g e r s o n ,  
S e n a t e  C om m un i t y  & R e g i

A t t a c h m e n t s

J T / s g n
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F A X  T R A N S M I S S I O N

t o  f o l l o w

F rom : S e n a to r  J o h n  T o r g e r s o n , A la s k a  S ta te  L e g i s la t u r e

P h o n e : ( 9 0 7 ) 4 6 5 - 2 8 2 8  F ax : ( 9 0 7 )  4 6 5 - 4 7 7 9

To: d>.r y Lf Si A FAX#: $34- 7L/30
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F A X  T R A N S M I S S I O N
t o  f o l l o w

F rom : S e n a to r  J o h n  T o r g e r so n , A la s k a  S ta te  L e g is la t u r e

P h o n e : ( 9 0 7 )4 6 5 - 2 8 2 8  F ax : ( 9 0 7 )  4 6 5 -4 7 7 9
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F A X  T R A N S M I S S I O N
t o  f o l l o w
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Attn: iph/t chafH/J fttr/.tie/u
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To: >r /  FAX#: XS fJ

Pages, including this cover sheet
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Date: 2. - /(,- 9 o "  Pages, including this cover sheet: Jl_
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received

A PR  1  8  1,995
C i t y  o f  H o o n a h

P.O. Box 360 
Iloonah, Alaska 99829 

945-3663 
Fax: 945-3445

FAX TRANSMISSION COVER SHKKT

Date: April 13, 1995

To: SENATOR JOHN TORGERSON

F a x : 9 0 7 -4 6 5 -4 7 7 9

Re: BUDGET GUI'S

Sender: ALBER1 ’ W. DICK, MA YOR

YOU SHOULD RECEIVE 3 PAGE(S), INCLUDING THIS COVER SHEET. IF  
YOU DO NO T RECFJVEALL THE PAGES, PLEASE CALL 945-3663.
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C I T Y  O F  H O O N A H

P.O. Box 360 • Hoonah. Alaska 89829 * (907) 945*3663 • FAX (907) 945-3445

April 13, 1995

SENATOR JOHN TORGERSON 
COMMUNITY & REGIONAL AFFAIRS CHAIR
ROOM 427, STATE CAPITOI.
J ONE AU, AL ASK A 99801-1182

SENT VIA FACSIMILE

Dear SENATOR TORGERSON:

The City of Hoonah cannot afford any more cuts in our Municipal Assistance and State Revenue 
Sharing as proposed by the House of Representatives. I am at a lost as why you as Legislators do 
not believe the City Governments when they inform you how important these funds are to them. 
Small communities use these funds to provide essential >ervices to their communities and without 
these funds they will be required to start culling services or even completely dissolving their 
governments.

Over the past nine years we have had more than 50% cuts in our Municipal Assistance and State 
Revenue Sharing which has a serious impnet on our budget. As the Mayor of Hoonah it has been 
hard taking these cuts. The City of Hoonah is right now down to one person in each department 
that has to provide the basic services to our community. The only place 1 can cut will be the 
Police Department. If we are forced to cut in our Public Safety Department, wc will see a down 
turn in enforcement The child abuse eases will not be called in, and the drug and alcohol 
pioblcms will definitely increase In the end the State will be paying more money out, because 
they will have to fly officers out to the small towns who can no longer afford u Police 
Department.

1 am requesting for you as Senatoi's to please reconsider any cuts in Municipal Assistance and 
State Revenue Sharing

Sincerely,

Albert W. Dick 
Mayor of Hoonah
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Liili

Alaska Native Brotherhood 
Camp No. 12 
P.O. Box 352 
Hoonah. AK 99829

-3

April 12, 1995

HONORABLE FRED ZHAROFF 
ALASKA SENATOR 
ROOM 121 STATE CAPITOL 
JUNEAU AK 99801-1182

Dear Senator Fred Zharoff:

The Hoonah ANB. Camp 12, supports the City of Hoonah in their stand against 
the proposed budget cuts by the State Legislature Camp 12 further agrees that 
the City of Hoonah needs to maintain the same amount of funding to provide the 
basic services to our people.

Education is most important for our community and our children. We 
understand the issue to provide school funding for the next two years, but we 
support the $61,000 per child. We feel as the Legislature you should be targeting 
all spending when dealing with proposed cuts. As it stands right now, the 
proposed cuts are at the expense of the Rural Communities of Alaska

Thank you for your time in this matter.

Sincerely,

Jack Lee, President 
ANB Camp 12

£ c ' .  I* * ' c  C o m  nct+T" <v



NORTHWEST ARCTIC BOROUGH

M arch  16, 1995

S e n a t o r  J o h n  T o r g e n s o n  
S t a t e  C a p i t o l
J u n e a u ,  A l a s k a  9 9 8 0 1 - 1 1 8 2  

D e a r  S e n a t o r  T o r g e n s o n :

At t h e  L a s t  N o r t h w e s t  A rc t ic  D o r o u g h  A s s e m b l y  m e e t i n g  h e ld  F e b r u a r y  24, 1 9 9 4  th e  
A s s e m b l y  u n a n im o u s l y  p a s s e d  R e s o l u t i o n  95-006 . T h i s  r e s o lu t i o n  is in s u p p o r t  o f  th e  
A la s k a  M un ic ip a l  L e a g u e  R e s o l u t i o n  95-3 u rg in g  G o v e r n o r  T o n y  K n o w l e s  a n d  th e  
A la s k a  S t a t e  L e g i s l a tu r e  t o  s u p p o r t  a n d  a d o p t  t h e  A la s k a  M un ic ip a l  B a s i c  S e r v i c e s  
P r o g r a m  (AMBS) .

T h e  A s s e m b l y  h a s  d i r e c t e d  m e  to  fo rw a rd  th is  r e s o lu t i o n  to  y o u  r e q u e s t in g  y o u r  
s u p p o r t .

P a u l e t t e  L a m b e r t  
B o r o u g h  C l e r k

d m  s/P L

E N C L O S U R E S :  R e s o l u t i o n  9 5- 006

c c :  r e a d in g  file  3/16/95

P .O . BO X  1110 

K O T Z EBU E , A K 9 9 7 5 2  

(9 0 7 ) 4 4 2 -2 5 0 0  /  FA X  4 4 2 -2 9 3 0

T a ik u u .

S in c e r e l y ,

A m b le r .  B u c k la n d .  C a n d le .  Doo r lng .  K la n a .  K i v a l l n a .  K obuk ,  Ko tzobuo . Noa ta k .
Noorvlk. Solawik. Shungnak



N O R T H W E S T  A R C T I C  B O R O U G H

R E S O L U T I O N  9 5 - 0 0 6  

%
A RESOLUTION OF THE NORTHWEST ARCTIC BOROUGH ASSEMBLY 
SUPPORTING THE AI*ASKA MUNICIPAL; LEAGUE RESOLUTION % -

AND ADOPT THE ALASKA MUNICIPAL BASIC SERVICE PROGRAM
(AMBS).

WHEREAS, the Assembly is the governing body of the Northwest Arctic 
Borough; and

WHEREAS, the Northwest Arctic Borough support’s the Alaska
Municipal League in their continuation effort lo provide assistance lo all

4 Municipalities of Alaska; and

WHEREAS, the current State Revenue Sharing and Municipal
Assistance programs are too complex, are perceived as giveaways, have existing 
conflicting policy provisions and are based on formulas that do not allow for 
equitable or efficient allocation of funds.

WHEREAS, the Alaska Municipal Basic service Program can be
implemented easily by municipalities with limited funding by providing the 
State with improved accountability, reporting requirements, and establishes 
stable municipal governments; and

WHEREAS, the State Government has an obligation to share revenue 
from the resources that are commonly owned by all the people of Alaska to 
provide basic and essential slate and municipal sendees.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Northwest Arctic Borough 
Assembly hereby supports the concept of the Alaska Municipal Basic Services 
Program and urge the Governor and the Legislature to support and adopt it.

M A Y O R

1 9 9 5 .

1 9 9 5 .

B O R O U G H  C L E R K



CITV OF MC GRATH
P .  O .  B O X  3 0  M c G R A T H ,  A L A S K A  9 9 6 2 7  

P H O N E  ( 9 0 7 ) 5 2 4 - 3 8 2 5  

F A X  ( 9 0 7 ) 5 2 4 - 3 5 3 6

March 1, 1995 
The I lonorablo John Torgerson: Chair 
Senate Community & Regional A ('fairs Committee 
State Capitol, Mail Stop 3101 
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182 
Phone: 465-2828

Dear Senator Torgerson:

A copy of the City of McGrath Resolution 95-8 supporting the concepts embodied in 
your Senate Bill 20 is attached. Your AML efforts over the past two years will be long 
remembered and truly appreciated by our council, staff, myself and others that feel that 
passage of the Alaska Municipal Basic Services (AMBS) Program is in the best interests 
of all Municipalities in Alaska. McGrath's City Council and Staff are acutely aware of 
the longer term funding downgrade of the Municipal Assistance and Revenue Sharing 
Programs. As you know, any large number in the State's Budget is an easy target when 
it comes to the Alaskan Legislative funding process. It is even more imperative to redo 
the funding mechanism legislation in view of the long term goal lo cut the Budget as 
represented by both Houses of your Legislature. It is a goal that wc strongly support but 
it is also crucial that Local Governments are capable of standing on their own. AMBS 
would help sustain that ability.

I'he discussion at the Municipal Manager's Meeting in November centered on this 
particular item and the common thread around the table was unified in this approach.
The only reason that the AMMA did not pass a resolution to that effect was concern by 
several members that they could not speak for their Councils on policy issues. The merits 
of the ease are very clear and my Council has resolved to advocate this positive approach 
before the Nineteenth legislature.

Please feel free to contact me or My Council further as this issue progresses.



CITY OF MC GRATH
P. O .  B O X  30 M c G R A T H ,  A L A S K A  99627 

P H O N E  (907)524-3825 
F A X  (907)524-3536 
CITY OF MCGRATH, ALASKA

KliSOLUTlON 95-8

a o  T 0

r e c ei ve d

F E B  2  8  1995 

tins'd...

A RliSOLHTION SUPPORTING TIIL ( ’ONCFPTOF COMBINING Till: PRI-SI-NT 
STATI-OF AI ASKA RI-VHNUli SHARING AND MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCT 
PR()(IRA MS INTO I III: PR< )P( )SLD ALASKA MIINK ’IPAL BASIC SIR VH I-S 
(AMBS) PROGRAM AND COMMITMENT OF” TI Hi CITY OF MCGRATH TO 
LOBBY FOR Till- PROPOSI-D LI-GISLATION.

\VI 1LRLAS. I lie Cily of McGrath is an Incorporated Second Class ( ’ily organized under 
Tide 29 of die Alaska Slate Statutes and is ilnis empowered to receive State of Alaska 
Revenue Sharing and Municipal Assistance funding, and:

Wl ILRLAS. Stale Appropriations for (lie Revenue Sharing and Municipal Assistance 
Programs to Local Governments represent large numbers in the Stale Operating Budget, 
are easily adjustable and have declined from over 150 Million in FY 84 lo 62 Million in 
FY 95, and;

Wl ILK FAS. Without a stable minimal amount of outside support. Organized Local 
Governments will continue to drop services and Personnel until they slowly cease lo 
function. Without fiscally sound Local Governments the State of Alaska's burden will 
increase which if not met will hasten the Governmental breakdown in Rural Alaska, and:

WllliRI-AS. I he Alaska Municipal Basic Services proposal seeks lo meld the Revenue 
Sharing and Municipal Assistance Programs into a system that will enhance the long­
term liseal Revenue Streams to Local ( iovernmenls awarding a prorated share of funds lo 
each entity based upon the basic services that they provide;

NOW II ILRIT'ORL, Bh IT KHSOLVFI) that the City Council oftlie fit)  of McGrath 
endorses the Alaska Municipal Basie Services proposal and hereby further Resolves to 
participate in lobbying efforts on behalf of the proposed Legislation:

PASSPD AND APPROVliD THIS /7'-'J DAY OF 'January -< 1995 MY A 
Vo IT o l 'I  AYFSANI) <6 NAYHS OF Till MCGRATH (ITY COUNCIL
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Alaska Municipal League
Alaska Municipal Managers Association
Senate President Drue I’earcc
Senator John Torgerson
Senator Kandy Phillips
Senator Tim Kelly
Senator Lyman I lollinan
Senator l ied Xharnll
Senator Cieorgianna Lincoln
Senator Steve Prank
Senator Steve Kicger
Senator Rick I lallbrd
Senator Jim Duncan
Keprcsenative Al Vezcy
Representative Jerry Mackie
Representative Pete Kott
Representative Irene Nicholia
Representative Kim hltoi
Representative Gail Phillips
Representative Mark Hanley
Representative AI Auslcrman
Representative Ivan Ivan
Representative Norman Rokeberg
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FEB 1 4 1995
Ans'd..................

Senator .John Torgerson 
Capitol Building 
Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Senator Torgerson,

Scammon Bay is in full support of the passage of the Alaska Municipal Basic Services 
Program as a means to stabilize funding for state aid to municipalities. Ov< * the years, 
cuts in funding from the legislature have had a serious impact on the quality of life in our 
community. The legislature must realize the importance of state aid to municipalities and 
the effect of the cuts on the welfare of Alaskans. For example, our public safety staff has 
been cut from three full-time staff to one full time equivalent.

Sincerely,

Frank Aguehak, City Manager 
Scammon Bay




