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N[Alaska Native Health Board

1345 Rudakof Circle, Suite 206 Phone: (907)337-0028
Anchorage, Alaska 99508 FAX: (907)333-2001
reg 01

January 30, 1996
ks™
Senator Lyda Green, Chair
Senate HESS Committee
Alaska State Legislature
Room 423 State Capitol
Juneau, AK 99801

RE: Board of Directors meeting with Senate Health, Education, and Social
Services Committee members

Dear Senator Green,

The Alaska Native Health Board will be holding our quaiterly Board of
Directors meeting in Juneau February 12-15, 1996, including joint meetings with
the Alaska Area Native Health Service, the Alaska Department of Health and
Social Services, and the Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation.

We would appreciate the opportunity to present information concerning
statewide Alaska Native health priorities to members of the Senate HESS

Committee. Thursday February 15 is our preference for a meeting. Please call at
the earliest possible opportunity.

Thank you. Please accept our best wishes for a productive legislative session.

Sincerely,

Anne M. Walker
Executive Director
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Alaska Native Health Board

1345 Rudakof Circle, Suite Phone: (907) 337-0028
Anchorage, Alaska 99508 FAX: (907) 333-2001

rabruai/ 12, 1996

Dear Legislator:

This publication provides information concerning the statewide legislative
priorities identified by the Alaska Native Health Board for the 1996 session of the
Alaska State Legislature.

The Alaska Native Health Board appreciates this opportunity to communi-
cate these issues of great importance to the Alaska Native community. As an
elected representative in the State legislature, you are in a position to accomp-
lish a great deal for the residents of our state, including Alaska’s over 100,000
indigenous people.

This year, rather than offer a wide variety of concerns, we have identified
two significant areas as our top health priorities: water and sanitation sen/ices for
rural communities, and increases in state tobacco taxes. We would like to work
with you to further investigate the issues presented here and develop plans for
improvements in state policy and services.

For further information on any material included in this publication please
contact our Executive Director, Anne M, Walker.

Sincerely,

Lincoln Bean, Sr.
Chairman
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VILLAGE WATER AND SANITATION

A. Rural village water and sanitation facilities construction

The Alaska Native Health Board has consistenly considered safe drinking
water and adequate sanitation to be one its highest working priorities. Sustained
commitments from both federal and state sources a »necessary to eliminate
public health problems resulting from poor sanitation conditions in rural Alaska
villages. The Indian Health Service estimates the total cost of constructing piped
water and sewer services in all rural Alaska communities at nearly $1 billion.

The Alaska Native Health Board has worked aggressively with the federal
government to increase appropriations for rural Alaska water and sanitation
through the Indian Health Service, the Environmental Protection Agency, the
Department of Agriculture, and the Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment.

Previous legislatures have demonstrated their commitment to providing
state contributions through appropriations for community water and sanitation
facility construction: FY1993-S24 million, FY1994-S26.5 million, FY1995-S21.7
million, FY1996-S21.5 million. The Alaska Native Health Board acknowledges
these contributions.

Supplemental information included in this briefing booklet includes the
1996 update of the Indian Health Service Sanitation Deficiency System, which
identifies project needs identified for Alaska Native communities statewide.
This listing demonstrates the magnitude of the unmet needs for water and
sanitation services in rural Alaska.

Over the past year, the Alaska Native Health Board and our Rural Alaska
Sanitation Coalition have participated in the deliberations of the Governors
Council on Rural Sanitation. The Council formally recommended that the
Governor request $25 million in capital appropriations through the Village Safe
Water program for rural sanitation forFY1997. The Alaska Native Health Board
encourages this legislature to demonstrate this level of commitment in the
FY1997 capital appropriation.



B. Rural water and sanitation facility operations and maintenance

Lack of operations and maintenance resources for proper management of
sanitation facilities in rural Alaska is a critical issue that must be addressed.
Enhancement of operations and maintenance capacity is essential to prevent
public health risks due to improper operation and to protect the investment of
millions of dollars in facilities construction and rehabilitation. Several successful
programs have been implemented to address this need over the past several
years, including the establishment of the Remote Maintenance Workers (RMW),
Rural Utility Business Advisors (RUBA), and operator training programs.

The Alaska Native Health Board strongly urges the Alaska State Legis-
lature to support the appropriation of $681,800 in State general funds to the
Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation to continue nine Remote
Maintenance Worker positions supporting 126 rural communities. We also
endorse the ADEC proposals to continue two maintenance mechanic positions
($160,000), training for utility managers and city administrators ($15,000), and
development of a utility management training manual ($50,000). The Alaska
Native Health Board also urges legislative approval of the Governor's proposal
to increase the number of Rural Utility Business Advisors (RUBA) funded
through the Department of Community and Regional Affairs to a total of four for

FY1997.

This year the State of Alaska has a unique opportunity to develop a
successful direct operation and maintenance program. Such a program would
provide for operator and utility m;i  gement financial support, improved
preventive maintenance services, and community planning capacity.

The Environmental Protection Agency awarded the Alaska Native Health
Board $500,000 for a FY1996 project to provide operations and maintenance
support to between 8-10 rural Alaska communities on a demonstration basis.
Over 80 rural communities responded to our preliminary survey of interest in
participating in this project, which requires a 50/50 matching contribution by the
local community.

The Environmental Protection Agency has already committed $1,000,000
for continuation of this project into FY1997 contingent upon a matching contribu-
tion by the State of Alaska in the amount of $250,00C. Such a consolidated
approach would provide direct operations and maintenance support to upwards
of 25 rural Alaska communities next year. The Governor's Council on Rural
Sanitation recommended that the Governor include a $250,000 appropriation in
the proposed FY1997 ADEC budget for direct operations and maintenance
support. The Alaska Native Health Board urges the Alaska State Legislature to
approve this essential matching contribution .



C. Water and sanitation services for all village health clinics

The Alaska Native Health Board's vision is that by the year 2002 every
village health clinic in rural Alaska will have piped water and sewage disposal.
The State of Alaska has shared this commitment and, in FY1993 and FY1994,
appropriated $500,000 each year for the hookup of village clinics to community
sanitation systems. No funds were appropriated in the FY1995 and FY1996
capital budget.

Since 1992 approximately fifteen (15) clinics have been connected and
nine (9) are budgeted or in design/construction status. However, thirty (30)
village clinics remain without current or planned sanitation services, requiring
community health providers to work in substandard sanitary conditions. The
average cost of hookups is approximately $60,000 per community for a total
unmet need statewide of approximately $1.8 million.

Specific communities identified as requiring sanitation services for their
community health clinics are:

Akiachak Akhiok
Arctic Village Atmauluak
Beaver Birch Creek
Brevig Mission Chefornak
Circle Eagle Village
Healy Lake Kipnuk
Kongiganek Koyukuk
Lime Village Lower Kalskag
Manley Hot Springs Manokotak
Napaskiak Newtok
Nulato Pitkas Point
Platinum Port Heiden
Portage Creek Rampart
Tuluksak Tuntutuiiak
Upper Kalskag Venetie

This year the Governor has proposed an appropriation of $325,000 to the
Department of Environmental Conservation to serve approximately 20% ofthese
communities. The Alaska Native Health Board urges the Alaska State
Legislature to approve at a minimum this level of appropriations for village clinic
water and sanitation services in FY1997.



INDIAN HEALTH SERVICE
SANITATION DEFICIENCY SYSTEM
ALASKA AREA LISTING OF PROJECTS

eThe Indian Health Service annually updates its national Sanitation
Deficiency System, which lists by area projects identified as unmetneeds
by Native communities and the IHS.

‘The following listing of Alaska Area projects is updated as of January
1996; it identifies:

tho typo of project
an IHS deficiency scoring indicator
the community name

project phase
(many communities are listod soveial times, with oach project
being one ina series of phases which upgrade services
incrementally from a very basic level to an adequate level)

the change indeficiency leve*|
(ranging from "5" for most deficient to "1" for adequate)

the number of homes Involved in the project
(doesnot always serve the entire community

the estimated phaso project cost to IHS
(non*inclusive of homeowner or other agency contributions)

«This listing represents a different priority ranking than isused by the State
Village Safo Water program, which uses different criteria and includes non*
Nativo communities as well. Itoffers a picture of the level of water and
sanitation needs of rural Alaska Natives.

«This listing does not Include estimates for solid wasto projects, landfill
closures, orcompliance upgrades.,



SANITATION DEFICIENCY SYSTEM
1/10/% ONE-LINE LISTING
(LISTED BY TOTAL SCOREI

CEF LEVEL TOTAL
NUMBER NAVE TOTAL SCORE ~ COMMUNITY ~ PHASE INXT ~ FINAL HOMES

AREA: ANCHORAGE

A/22753-01  SELAWIK - Water s Sewer Extens. 102 SELAWXK 1 4 2 64
AX2379S-C1  SAVOONGA - Water Source 6 Sewer 100 SAVOONGA 1 4 4 179
AX16482-01  AKIACHAK - Coirnauniiy System 9% AXIACHUX 1 4 1 111
AX16483-01  AKIAK - Water 6 Sewer Haul 94 AXIAX 1 4 1 40
AK16497-Q1  QUINHACAK - Water 6 Sewer 04 QUIHHAGAK ~ * 4 4 90
A/18619-01  RAMPART - WTP/Kaaheteria 92 RAMPART 1 5 4 12
A/19672-01  TANACROSS - Water 6 Sewer 6 SW 92 TANACROSS 4 1 42
AX19673-01  TETLIH - washetona Upgrade 92 TETLIN 8 4 4 2
AK24860-01  KOTLIK - Water Storage/Lagoon 92 XOTLIK 1 4 4 9
AZ24861-01  MARSHALL » Sewer ft Solid Waste 92 MARSHALL § 4 49
A/15438-01  MANOKOTAK - Water 6 Sewer | MANOKOTAK 1 4 1 m
A/24958-01  SCAMA4ON BAY « Water 6 Sewer SCAMMOH BAY 1 4 I 75
A/06101-01  HOONAH - Water Treatment 41 HOGNAH 1 ) 1 181
A/14166-01  CHIGNIK LAGOON mmWater 6 Sewer 88 OIIGNIK L*" 1 4 1 61
A/16496-01  KMXGILLINGOK « Water Source 88 XWIGILLINGO 1 4 4 55
A/23795-01 ST MIGIAEL ~ Water Storage 88 STMICHAEL | 4 1 69
A/16602-01  NIGKTWn:  Water/Sewer/S.W. 86 NIGHTMLTE 1 4 4 41
AX16510-C1  tuhtltuliak - wtr/Swr/S.w. 86 TUNTirrULIAK 1 4 1 61
A/22742-Cl BUCKLAND * Haul System 66 BUOCLAND | 5 1 20
AZ22744-01  DEERING + Water k Sewer* 86 DEERING 4 4 1
A/20704-01  CHALKYI" 71/ - Water Sou/Ce/tr*t *4 CHALKYITSIK 5 4 39
A/24852-01  *93Uir-»N VILLAGE - Wtr. 6 Swr. 64 «CONTAIN VI 1 1 1 194
A/16503-01  MUNAPITCIUX - Wtr TanX/Swr Haul 12 -NAPITCMUK 1 4 4 18
AA16601-01  ALLAXAXXT « Wtr. 6 Swr. Improve 12 ALLAXAXXT 1 4 4 68
Af22747-01  XIVALINA - Warer/Sever/SW/01M 82 KIVALINA 4 4 45
A/21791-01  LITTLE DIOMTCE - Water 4 Sewer 12 LITLDICMED 1 5 } 46
A/01003-01  XLAWOCX - water 6 S.W.T.R, 61 KLAMOCX 1 J 1 1)0
A/14172-01  XII/3 COVE « water Treatment 81 XI.-COVE 1 4 1 154
A/14165-01  CHICNI/ BAY - water 80 CHICNI/ 1 4 1 104
AX17550-01  UPPER KALS/AG - Indlv. Wtr/Swr 80 KALSKAG 1 1 4
A/11606-01  GALENA - water 6 Cower 80 GALENA 1 4 2 k)]
A/11612-02  KOYUXYK » Water 6 Sewer 80 KOYLTUK 2 4 1 42
AK22751-02  NOORVIX - water and Sewer 80 NOCAVIK 2 4 2 108
Af21711-01  BRXYIQ MISSION « wtr./Swr. Haul 80 BXXVIL 1 4 3 60
A/21796-02  SAVOONGA + Sewer 6 Mater 80 SAVOCNG- 2 4 1 179
A/21796-01  SHISHMARSr « Meter/Sewer Haul 80 SHISKMAREF 1 4 1 46
A/21130-01  STEBBIKS ¢ Haul System 80 stetuins | 5 1 89
A/11601-01  CANTVTLL + Scattered Individual 7] CAJRWTLL 5 1 5
A/19466-01  DOT LA/E « Indlv. Water 4 Sever 78 DOT LAXX | 5 1 1)
AJC2S736-01  CAGLE VILLAGE « Haul System 78 CAGLE I S 1 10
AK22741-01  70CUK - Cite. Water 4 Sever 78 K08UK I 4 2 18
A/24164-01  PILOT STATIC« « wrp/Sye. Vpgrd. 78 PILOT 6TATN | 4 1 110
AC1141-02  ckbosa bay water/eever 78 CHWIGA 2 5 I 5
A/17641-00  ANIAX « Indlv Water 6 Sever 78 ANIAX 1 4 I 4

Pago

cosT

714,000
1,220,000
1,230,000
805,000
850,000
746,010
697,000
313,000
1,366.000
5)5,000
750,000
910,000
1,100.030
541,000
855,000
1,020,000
690.000
1,232.000
100.000
491,000
623,500
1,793,000
1,100,000
560,000
760,000
1.750.090
500,300
775.000
1,200.000
680,000
415,000
1,124,000
464,000
100,000
160,000
616,000
616,025
161,000
117,030
367,300
900.000
1,050,090
150.000
66,009

TABLE - CDS
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sanitation deficiency system
cne-line listing

AREA. ANCHORAGE

AX207Cl-02
1X01141-01
1X17142-01
AX15444401
AX14504-01
AM1714-01
AK34141-01
1X3370)-CI
1X03034-01
Axnm-o0:
AX14447-01
IXL(477+02
1X17(14-01
1X3)109-03
1X3)744-01
A2)227-01
UIH LiO |
1X1447001
1X17113-01
AJQ3737-01
1X04107-01
1X1(411-02
AX3J77)-01
1X01112-01
1X14102m0?2
1X1(101-02
AXIItCI-01
1X20791-02
1X32747-02

1X2441093

1X20709-01
AR24417 6§
AX3J147-01
MSIM-03
All 7141-03
AX227U-01
AXJ4144-01
AX31C0J-02
AX1714J-01
1X4)042.01
ALCI14 J%1
AX1441)*01
1X1447)-02
[ilt 447*01
1114444*01

stkvk:s village * Haul Syue-i
TOPPER VALLEY scatter*!
AMVIE * Lagoon Construction
PORT KKIDEM « Water 1 Sewer
PLATINUM « Meter 1 Sewer
GOLOVIN * M«ll( 1 Sewer
ALAKANVK mMater 4 Sewer
BEAVER - Meaneteria/MTP L»rd.
MSTLAKATLA « Sewer
PORT LICMS « *ater/S 44/Cm
O0QONINS BAY « Mtr Scvrce/SrilS
IMKAOAX . Meter 4 Sewer I*prv
NULATO - water 4 Sewer
STUBIKS = Solid Matte/KB Fend
ELtX - Mater Source
LARSEN BAY - Mater PlantIS w
BETHEL CITY Of rM<* *
FASIGLLK MMater Tank/Lagoon
LOWER FALSKA3 ®Mater 4 Sewer
rorrr YUTON + Mater 4 Sewer
TAXUTAT . Swr Plant/Sludge Pit
BETHEL CITY Of fhaae 1
item - Mater 4 Sewer

TITLEK mMater TarA/S w,
NG/ Msr %d IYtlea
TOXSOCK PAY - Mater (Y1, Vgrd.
HUGHES MMater 4 Sewer
CIRCLE  Haul Syetew
rOTXULT ®Katlva Service. M4S
FOTLIK ®Maul Syetew
tTKVDB VILLAGIE ®Solid Maat*
57 KAXYS @ S0l1d Maate/Mt r/Swr
1AXSMA acattared
NIKOWXKI watar
HOLY CROSS ¢ <a»at Creel tJ»*rw
MOOKVIE
CHXVAX - Piped Water 4 tewer
KUJtoct ;sewer tirade
TAEOTVA ™ water 4 Sewer
rAXX > water Source/Trane Lire
CMITIMA acattared
tirWR ®Water Source/Maul lepr
*IPIPJV ®MTT/waalMteria Opltn
UIWHAOAX . Maui Syetei*

QI @ watar/seeer Meal S

LISTED BY TOTAL SCCRE1

TotAL SGBE  rcPHUNITY
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14
14
14
14
14
1
v
7
v
1
v
1
n
10
10
10
10
10
4)
44
4*
44
44
44
44
44
44
44
t)
41
44
44
44
44
41
41
41
44
44
44
44
4
44

STEVENS VIL
COPPER "'ALL
ANVIX

PORT HEIDEM
PLATINUM
GOLOVIN
ALAXANME
BEAVER
MXTIAXATLA
POP7 LICKS
35CCMEW7 BA
VISMRATAX
NULATO
STUB IMS
ELIM

LARSEN BAY
BETHEL
rASICLLT
LOW.RAL2FAG
PORT YVECH
YAKUTAT
BETHEL
MOMS
TATITLSE
KIORMUTI
T0XSOCE BAY
HUGHES
CIRCLE
EOTZUVt
rotLir
STEYEHS VIL
ST.KARTS
OAECNA
NIEOLStI
HOLY CROSS
Moor/ix
OCrvAl
ELAWXT
TAJCOTHA
tin
CKITIRA
XIPWUK
KIPKUX
GUIROLAGAX
MWOBYVY
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110

102

124

111

47
i
221

10
107
197

19
10

Mge

COST

140.000
471.000
140,000
310.000
<30,000
141.200
*71.000
421.100
100.030
11).300
170.030
141,000
1,340.030
100.000
100.000
747.000
1.900.C00
710.000
m17.030
410.030
400.003
2.100.000
100.000
171.000
1.441.000
4)1.030
1)14.C 3
T*4.ee0
3.730.039
1.470.300
390.CI0
>41.909
kb.6go
210.000
11).000
400.900
2.710.000
(20.5C0

0
£.999.900
410.900
74).690
420.000
>2)1.099
2.241.990
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saiiitaticii deficiency system
SLABG CMS-LIME LISTINS
(LISTED BY TOTAL SCOREI

wdder NAVE TOTAL SOORE  :CRO(2UTY
UZA. ANCIIORACE
AX1481|01 ATXATTLUA » Solid Maete 14 ATMAU7LUAE
A]ILTOJOZ HAR ¢ miur k Sever . 44 BEAVER
AJU27S2-01  POINT HCPE « Truck Maul SyitM a4 POINT MOPE
AK22152-02  POINT MIFE + Truck Haul Sye Il 44 POINT MOPE
[Uini-M  SELAMK* 44 SELAMIK
AUHOIOt TELLER « Haul Syne* a4 TELLER
AJU44S4-92  PILOT STATICH - Mater 4Sfntr 44 PILOT STAT7I
AU411901  SHELDON FT « MTP/ruel/Ooier 44 SHELDON PT
AJtOICil-Ol AXNAN miMater Tttdt«(/(10tH« 4) SAXXAN
A*:))2)-01  AKMIOK - Water 4 sever ) AXMIOK.ALIT
AX14)il-Cl  AJIUTALl elude* depl./water Una 1) AJTVTAN
AX1141S-01  NINTD ~ Mater 4 Sewer 4) KINTO
AKU422 04 TAVAMA « Solid Maete 41 TAXANA
AJU4M10) ALAUWOT + Solid Maete 4) ALAUNLT
AK14411-0)  AXiAJt « Mater Tank. Circ. Main 2 AXTAX
AX14414-91  CHXrCRMAK « Maahaterta 4 Ufoon 42 CNEFCEXAX
AA144t4>92  CKXfCRWAK + Mater/Sever 1Uul 42 CMSFCRXAT
Ul(4»1-tl rMIGILLIWC* - Haul Syete-> 42 rwiciLL1MDO
AJE11419-02  NJIATO + Solid Maete 42 WLATO
AJCL7112*01  BIRD! CRIXK ~ Mater [-provwwnt 42 01*01 CREEK
AJU)I91-62  TELLER ¢ Solid Maete 42 TELLE*
AJCJIIOt.Ol  COUNCIL » Mater 4 Sever 41 COUNCIL
AJtISIM'OJ  rc*T CHAHAH - Mater(4*7*1 a1 POMT TRAHAN
Ajtlim-0i OLD MAk»0« + Mater Treat./C4N 4 OLD KARAT*
ARI4401+92  ALLAFAINT + »ev Tovnsit Meeh 41 ALLAKAXX7
AELI411'01  rALTAI - Solid Maete 4 Source a1 KALTA3
ajustjt.oi mrr rxo» - solid Maete 41 FOMT YLTDN
ACJ9714-01  MICTCVIK truck haul utlilt let* 41 ukteovik
AU1*14*31  ATOAST* truck haul uttilt lea 41 ATXASCCF
AU)4:;j-01 “tiunin o Mater source «  laauuaxrr
AJUttlt-02  OOOOKEMS MY * Mater 4 Sever 40 900CNINS BA
AS14511-02  ATKALTLUAr - Meter/Sever Maul 40 AT74AL/7LUAX
AU1'21.01  MkimniSMT truce haul utllltle 40 HATMMBICMT
AK9410T.C2  ritUTAT « Solid Maete 09 TAXVTAT
AU I-ej  VIItKIT \rjO truck heul utility 09 MOT CSVT
UUI'I1’0) rorxovt mSever leprovwente 09 rorravt
AJ3K44.92  SLIM « Solid Meete/Sludye Clef 09 CLIN
MU9220°01  irU-TKA « Indiv. Mater'lever 01 tnATXA
*1144>0-02  rAIIOLLTt mMater/Sever Kaul lye 01 US 1DLLT
U14S92-01 MIUHW « water/Sever Maul 09 KWW TA

kJUHTOCt « Maul Syetee 00 RMTENT . i

AUTI4T-S1  aAYLIN) « water Tenk/Svr/t w 09 GBAYLIM)
Aim tl-n  LSIiC VILLA*  Waaheteria/Privy 09 L1« VILLAS
All1414*91  ALATXA . Kaul Syete* 09 ALATXA

ASteitl-oi  TAELIXA acatteied 07 TA2LIKA

RN R, N e N Z N =N D

Nt

PR R R N R N B RN = NN = NN = = o

liir level OTAL
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*7
4)
11
N
)
141
no
i»
91
IS
44
IS
ISO
UsS
41
SS
Si
SS
117

141
[

41
70

40

214
49
47

no
19
10S

2
19
1
44
19
19
N

057

950.000
2.250.900
). 1T$.000
1.9)0.000
2.414.000

710,000
.. loo.oo0

490.000
1.247.000

145.090

419.000

450.000

S525.000

400,000
1,400.000
1.529.000
2.515.000
2.J45.000

$59.509

270,000

410.000

172.000

200000

>02.000

425.090

240.0.0

175.0S0
2.127.300
1.105.020

740.000
4.2)4.000
2.225.090
1,010.000

200000

400,000

470.090

400.000

1S0.090
2.971.000
4.>49.090
2.515.000

+19.000

220000

STS.C00

100.000



SANITATION DEFICIENCY SYSTEM
1/30/% ONE-LINE LISTING
11.ISTED LY TOTAL SOCREd

DEF LEVEL TOTAL
NUMBER NAVE TOTAL SCORE ~ COH4UHLTY  IIASE INIT  FINAL HOMES

AREA) ANCHORAGE

A/14367-01  CHIGNIK LAKE - Indlv. Wtr/WST 4 CHIGHIK LAX 1 4 I 25
A/15434-Cl  CLARKS rOIMT « Lagoon Rehab. 57 CLARKS P3IN 1 J 1 2
AF3C736-93  EAGLE VILLAGE - Solid Waate 57 EAGLE 3 3 I 17
AK32746-01  KIANA - Solid Waite 57 KIANA 1 1 19)
AICH372-Q2  KING COVE + Water Storage 54 KINGCOVE 2 2 2 154
A/14499-02  NAFAKIAK + Solid Matte 56 NAPAKIAK 2 1 1 104
A/31302-01  HYDABURG * Solid Wai«le/0*M 55 HYDABRG 1 1 1 124
AKO61C4+31  KLUKWAN  Water Treatment 9 KLUTVAN I 1 1 65
A/01144-31  COPPER CENTER acattered 55 COPPER CENT 1 4 1 5
A/1437).001  ST. GEORGE water and tewer 55 STGEORGE 1 1 1 40
A/11632-01  EVANSVILLE « Solid Waate 55 BETTLES 1 1 1 19
A/14407-01  NEALY LAKE ¢ Solid Waate* 55 WALY LAKE 1 1 2 1
A/D473-01  NORTHNAY - Solid Waate 55 NORTHWAY 1 1 2 45
A/20731-01  ARCTIC VILLAGE « Solid Waate 55 ARCTIC VilL 1 1 2 47
A/20781+01  CIRCLE + Solid Matte* 55 CIRCLE 1 ) I 2
AJ20707-32  FORT YUKON - water 6 Sewer 55 FORT YWKCN 2 1 2 229
A/04142-01  CHISTOOIWA acattared 54 CHISTOCHINA 1 5 1 5
A/14140-01  SAINT PAUL . Solid Waate 54 STPAUL 1 1 1 152
A/17514-01  »zs civil « Water/Sewer/S u. 54 RED CEVIL 1 4 1 14
A/14613-01  MANLEY NOT SPRINTS - Water/Swr 54 KAXLrr SPRG | 5 4 22
A22741-32  KC«UK . Solid Matte 54 TOSUK 2 1 1 26
A/24411-3  PITTAS POINT - Mater 6 Sewei 54 PIT/AS PCIN 2 4 1 14
A/01331-01  FASAAN « Solid waate 53 FASAAN 1 1 1 21
AZ03324-01  NXTIAZATEA « Solid Waate 53 MTTTAXATLA 1 2 1 273
A/34143-01  SUL/ANA 0 4 H 53 OULZAXA 1 J 1 12
A/12291-31  rroa/ « Solid Matte. Mater 43 TTCHEK 1 1 1 17
A/19))3-01  C-UZIKKIE « -44 1) mSIVFIE 1 2 1 44
A/14342-01  ATTA aewer Vjjgrale 41 ATT*, 1 1 1 4C
AJLT11* 41 NIKOLA!  Solid waate 41 NIKOLAI 1 1 1 40
AX144C4-02  iald'a * Solid waate 41 GAUCEA 2 1 1 IS0
A/14403-02  »rjT,iA « water Main Upgrade 51 MUSLIA 2 1 1 14
A/11417-02  MIXAHA « Solid waate 43 KCXAU 2 2 1 10
AJ20714-02  JAJCTOv;/ MX) truck haul vtllit 43 IAITCVY 2 4 1 17
AJ21714-02  ATCASUK tVO truck haul utility 51 ATKASOC/ 2 4 3 R
A/21790-81  TCTUK « Sdlld Waate 43 forul 1 s 1 10
A/21744-93  5AVOCWOA  Water Storage/Source 41 2AVOCM2A I 2 2 122
AJC21747-91  SNA/TOOL*/ - eater l«(>roveewnta 41 SMA/TOCLIK 1 1 I 46
A/94141-91  CtdNEGA * S->IId waate/wtr. Trt. 4 CHXXtCA 1 9 1 2
A/14113-92  SAINT PAUL - water 4 Sever 12 STPAUL 2 3 1 212
A/14494-91  NAPAjriv/ - Mater/Sewer Haul Sya 42 NAPAKIAK 1 4 2 164
AX1I187-S1  rSMtAZ * Water/Sawer Kaul Sya. 42 TAMMAZ 1 4 2 44
AI20704-02  CTAAL/YITSL/ « Solid Watt# 42 CNALKYITSIK 2 3 1 19
A23401-01  MAIXS « Kaul Syate* 42 WALLS 1 4 1 20
A/21403-02  walaa * Haul Syatev Il 42 WALES 2 4 9 k71
A/12292-31  SKIXOVtA - Water Source/TrtM . 41 SILDCVIA 1 4 1 «

CoST

130,080
119.390
54,500
400.800
1.400.030
600.000
163.800
300.900
164.380
550,800
350330
41590
320830
365.88
340,000
6.450.830
361.880
900,680
1 135.600
910.680
640.880
1,453.809
110,800
100.880
16.080
664.888
13,893
228.080
240.839
408.989
714,699
440.880
4)0.930
1.600.899
400,630
400,080
450.883
442.800
400.630
3.374.080
4.044.899
340.889
400.683
1.020.009
440,689



SANITATION DEFICIENCY SYSTEM

i/)0/% ONE-LINE LISTING
(LISTED D)y TOTAL SOOREI
CEE LEVEL TOTAL
NUMBER NAVE TOTAL SCORE ~ COAWUNITY  IKASE IHIT  FINAL HOMES
AREA: ANCHORAGE
A/15426-02  EGEGIK - Solid Maite 41 EGEGIK 3 1 1 4
A/15450-01  SOUTH NAXNEZ « Solid Hante 41 SOUTH NAKNE | ) 1 40
AX17549-01  HOLY CROSS « Solid Waite/vater 41 HOLY CROSS 1 ) I 4
A/17443-01  MCGRATH - Sever 41 MCGRATH 1 4 ) 25
Mmovoi HUSL2A « Mater/Treetvent VpGrd, 41 HUSLIA 1 ) ; 75
A/11417-01  rTKANA - Hater 4 Sever Sl NEJIANA 1 4 I 2
A/m2)03  TAHAHA « Meter 4 sever 41 TANAKA 3 4 ) 45
A/317))*01  NUIQSUT truck haul uttlltie* 41 NtJIOSUT I 4 ) !
Axsmt-0:  RUSHAH MISSION - MTP/SH 41 RUSSIAN MIS 1 4 1 40
A/14342-03  AT/A solid vaete 0 AT/A 3 ) I 40
A/14374-01  NELSON LAGOON « Solid Ma te 40 NELSON LAGD 1 ) %
A/16493-0)  KIPNUZ * Haul Syitr* 40 KIPNU/ ) 4 ) 107
A/14409-01  TULUZSAK « Indlv. M».er 4 Sever 40 TULU/SAK I 4 1 4)
1117111%0)  LIME VILLAGE « Mater 4 Sever 40 LIKE VILLAS 3 4 i ia
AK17151-C)  LIMB VILLAGE > Solid Mute 40 LIKE VILLAS ) 4 ) ia
A/14418-C2  EEX + Solid Maete 49 CSX 3 ) 1 12
A/23744-02  CAMBELL « Solid Maite 49 CAMBELL 3 1 1 107
A/3)7)8*0)  SHISHMAPEF « Mater Treat»*nt 4 SHISKMA/CF 3 1 1 142
A/J)7»i*C4  SHISKMARLr * Service Connect* 44 SJISHMARCr 4 13 143
A/04041-0)  ANGOCN - Solid Maate/OIM 41 A3COON ) 2 1 42
A/0t104*03  rLLTMAN - Solid Maate 47 ZXUKMAN 2 2 1 4
A/14>49%01  FALSE PASS vater/aever iyate« 41 PALSE PASS 4 > 12
AX14424-93  DILLINGHAM « Solid Maite 47 DIIXI143HAM 2 1 1 4
A/1744)%03  TAJOTNA « Solid Maete 47 TA/OTKA 3 ) 1 10
A/11419-03  RAMPART « Solid Maate* 47 RAMPAIT 3 ) 1 12
AU3798-02  MISIWAAIr « Solid Maete 47 SHISKMAREr 2 ) 142
A/31104* 01 MMITt MOUNTAIN « Solid Maete 47 MHITE M7l 1 ) 1 1
A/14344% 52 CTAICAISZ BAY - Solid Wa*te/OIN 44 CMIGNIX 2 1 1 41
AX14438-03  MAse/OTA/ - Solid Meete 44 KANO/OTA/ 2 17 9)
A/18441%9)  TOOIAX « Solid Maete 44 TOO!A* | 1 1 17*
A/14444%01  TEX « Haul jyatee 44 CXX 1 4 2 42
AJQ3743-01  9JC/LAND « Nev Tovn Mtr. 4 Svr. 44 BUCTLANO 3 4 I 2
A/14143*01  SAND POINT + Solid Maate/vattr 44 SAND POINT 1 ) 1 140
A/14434%91  tGEQir - Mater 4 Sever 44 EOSGIK 1 4 1 4
A/14443-91  twin MILLS « Solid Maete/Mater 44 TMIN HILLS 1 ) 1 19
AJCL744)¥02  mcolATH « dever 4% MCGXATM 2 ) 1 40
4/17141% 01 LIETKJTT « Mater 4 Sever. Indv 44 SLEtTTCnt 1 ) i it
A/14403*%03  EVANSVILLE « Indlv Mtr 4 Svr. 44 anruj 2 | 2 10
A/11404*03  )CACHES - Solid Matte 44 HUGHES 2 ) 1 4*
AJU)I»T*02  IKA/TOCLIK « Solid Maete 44 SMAXTOCLIZ 2 1 I 44
A/01043+03  KA/X  Solid Maate/CiM 44 USX 2 2 1329
A/C410)* 03 HOOKAH + 04M IV)ral*a 44 HOOKAH 2 I 1 340
Ari))34*01 44 ZAILUT t | 1 2)
A/14424401  rnec* + Solid Maate 44 rrvAr 1 | 1 44
A/1744)%0)  MOXATM > Solid Maete 44 H(YSIATM ) I 13

i'Alje

CosT

274.000
160.000
604.000
650,000

1,142,800

1.313,000

1,840,000

i, 273,000
430,000
240,000
112,000

3,950,000

1.705.0C0
448,000
141,009
413,000
479,000

2,424,000

4,240.000
294,000
1)0,000
746,000
600,000
140,000
316.000
324.000
400,000
140.000
400.000
3)3.000

2,474,000
871,000
870.000
397.000
483,000

1.400.000
744,009
390,009
443,000
474,000
374,Cf0
130,000
413.000
377.000
340,000



SANITATION DEFICIENCY SYSTEM
1/10/96 ONE LINE LISTING
sLISTED BY TOTAL SCORE!

DEF LEVEL TOTAL
NUMBER NAVE TOTAL SCORE ~ COWIUNITY ~ PHASE INIT  FINAL HOMES

AREA: ANCHORAGE

AK.72744-02  DEERING - HUD Hater | Sever 44 DEERING 2 4 I 14
AK32747-01  KIVALINA « HUD* 4 [IVALINA ) 4 I 25
AZ15442-01  NCNJALTCN - Solid Waete 4) NONDALTON 2 1 58
AK18624-02  ALAINA « Solid Waste 4) ALATNA 2 ) 2 16
AK22749-04  JOT2EBUE - Solid Waite 4) KOTZEBUE 4 1 1 705
AZ12385-02  ENGLISH BAY « Solid Waste 42 ENGLISH BAY 2 ) 1 4
AZ14371-01  IVANOF BAY - Solid waate/Wetor 42 IVANHOF BAY J ) 1 1B
A/15437+01  LEVELCCK + Solid Watte 42 LEVELCCK I 2 1 1?
A/15444-02  PEDRO BAY « Solid Maete 42 PEDRO BAY 2 1 1 2
AK15485-0)  KOZXANQZ - HUD Indlv. Wtr/Svr 42 KAXHONAX ) 4 1 12
A/22742-02  BUC/LAND - Old Tovn Mtr. 6 Svr 42 BUCILAND 2 4 1 <8
Al22747.02  /IVALINA « water 6 Sever 42 KIVALINA -~ 2 4 1 25
A/14369-02  FALSE FASS eolld vaete 1 FALSE PASS 2 ) 1 2
AK14375-02  NI/OLS/t eolld vaite 41 NIKOLSKI 3 ) 1 40
A/15448-02  PORT HEIDEN « Solid Waete 41 PORT HEIDEN 2 ) 1 2
A/15453-01  UOASH2X « Water/Solid Maate 41 UGASHIZ I ) 1 12
A/14501-03  NEVTOZ * Mater/Sever Haul Sya. 41 NEMTCK 2 4 1 14
A/18615-02  “INTO - Solid Maate 41 MINTO 2 2 1 55
A/32<49-01  ZOTZEBVE - water Supply J-prov* 41 KOTZEBUE ) 2 1 705
AZ22753-3S  SELAM2/ « Solid Maate 41 SELAMIK 5 2 1 194
A/33801-01  WALES « Solid Maete 41 WALES ) ) 1 54
AX24446-01  DffONAZ « Solid Maete 41 EmOKAZ 1 ) 1 1)5
A/12285-01  ENGLISH BAV - Mtr TIfOUSVTR 40 ENGLISH CAY 1 4 1 4
A/15422-01  ALEFNASIE - 06)4 40 ALEZNASIK 1 ) 2 14
A/15411-02  JOLIOANE/ « Solid Maete 40 ZOLICANEK 2 ) 1 46
A/15440-01  NtMHALCI « Solid Maate 40 STMMALEN 1 > 1 2
AK19471-02  TITLIN - Piped Utlilt lea* 40 TTTLIN Z 4 1 26
A/22750-01  «OATA/  Solid Waete 40 NOATAK 1 1 1 80
A/32754-01  JHUNGNAZ ¢ Solid Maete 40 SXUMSKAX 1 ) 1 4
A/24441-02  ADA/AWUZ * Mater 4 Sever, piped 40 ALVANVK - 2 4 1 82
A/1450101  NEMTCK  water.'Sever/S. Meete )* NEMTCK 1 1 4 X
A/04061-02  AJKXCN « Mater Storage Tank 18 ANOOCN 2 2 1 43
AX14192-01  SXALASZA tm ) UKALASFA 1 2 1 40
A/15423-01 1010010 « OEM ) IGULGIG 1 I 1 U
A/14506-01  OSCAXVILLE « Mater/Sever Haul 18 CSCA/VILLI ¢ 4 ) 1)
A/18411-02  KALTAG - Mater 6 Sever ) [ALTAI 3 4 1 1
AX21100-01 ~ STOBIKS * Sever 18 STEMINS ) 1 ) 1
AJC3LI00-C4 ~ STEMIKS « Sever, pert Il ) STTBBINS 4 1 1 )
A/21802-02  UNALAKIXE? « Tranacleeion Line* 97 UNALAKLirr 2 2 1 214
A/01C01-01  riAMOCX « Solid Maete/06M Jrprv 14 KLMKXTZ ) 2 1 1)0
A/0 158-01  VETTASTA LA/X vater and eever* 14 MEMTASTA 1 4 1 >0
AL4TT-01  PEMYVILLE « CAM J« PEMYVILLE 1 2 1 46
M .4424-02  TLAZSJ POINT - Solid Maete )« CLA/F) POIM 2 ) 1 )e
Al'14489-0)  GOGCWtVt BAY  Solid Maate H OOOCNEMS BA ) 1 1 49
A/14510-02  TOWFeMJIAXC ¢ Meter 4 Sever >4 TunrriLiAx - 4 1 41

Patio

TOST

0

750,000
179,000
260,000
3.000.000
172,000
160,000
117,000
120.030
200,000
2.420,0C0
5.540.c00
200,000
100,090
163,000
369,000
2,'50,000
160.000
300,000
1.060,000
150,000
1.050,000
1.100.000
10.000
200,000
48.000
1.160.000
170.000
519.000
m+ 415,000
2,045.000
415,030
400,000
10,000
795,000
271.000
1.714.000
1.)04,494
>.500,000
4)5,000
2.350.000
3J.050
250,000
205.000
4.455,000



NUMBER

SANITATION DEFICIENCY SYSTEM
ONE-LINE LISTING
(LISTED BY TOTAL SOORE)

L'B- LEVEL TOTAL

AREA: ANCHORAGE

AK19666-02
AZ20734-Q)
A123808-Q2
A/15446-01
A/16499-02
AK17559-01
A/16620-01
A130701-02
A120701-C)
A1207C4-01
A12C706-02
AJU0707-0)
AJ24449-01
A/13271-01
AI21722-01
AX3173T-01
AI21733-03
AI21734-03
AI21734-04
A122752-34
AI23791-C2
A/16506-02
AX11621-01
AI23711:02
AI23711-03
AX24155-01
A13323-03
A/14445-C)
AX1458J-0)
A/17562-01
A/11632-0)
AJQ1722-02
AK32741.02
AZ22132-0)
AJ21715-01
A/15427-01
AX31100-CI
AX21721-01
AI217)3-04
AE21795-02
A121101-0)
AZJ3101-C
AK3934-02
AI14494-02
AI34463-02

name total score COMMUNITY  PHASE 3NIT FINAL HOMES
DOT LAKE - Solid Waste 3 DOT LAKE 2 2 1 1
KAKTOVIK piped utllltien* KAKTOVIK 3 3 I 40
COUNCIL + Solid Maete 1S COUNCIL 2 J | R
PILOT POINT - Solid Maete 14 PILOT POINT | 3 3 3
KEKORYUX water and sewer* 34 MEKORYUK 2 4 1 90
CHUATHBALUX - Water/Sever/SM 14 CHUATHBALUZ 1 4 1 28
RUBY - Hater 6 Sewer* % RUDY | 5 3 55
ARCTIC VILLAGE - Mater 6 Sewer* U ARCTIC VILL 2 5 3 2%
ARCTIC VILLAGE - Mater 6 Sewer U ARCTIC VILL 3 4 2 21
CHALKYiTsIK « Mater 4 Sewer % CHALKYiTsIK 3 4 | 3
EAGLE VILIMGE « Mater 6 Sewer 4 EAGLE 2 5 1 17
VENETIE « Water 6 Sewer* 14 VENETIE 3 4 2 61
HOOPER BAY - Mater/Sewer Haul % HOOPER BAY 1 4 1 151
PORT GRAHAM - Solid Maete 31 PORT GRAHAM | 3 1 68
BARROM piped utllitlee* 3 BARROM 3 4 1 6
POINT LAY truck h-.il utllitlee* 31 POINT LAY 1 4 1 17
NUXQSUT piped Utllitlee* 1 Nuxosvr [ 3 1 8
ATCASUX piped utllitlee* 11 ATKASOCZ 3 3 1 45
ATOASUK HUD piped utllitlee* 11 ATKASCCK 4 1 1 12
POINT HOPE HUD piped utllitlee* 1 POINT HOPE 4 3 1 51
LITTLE DIOMEDE - Mater 6 Sewer* 11 LITLDICMED 2 5 1 40
PLATINUM - Solid Maete 12 PLATINUM 2 3 [ 25
TELIDA - Mater 6 Sewer 12 TELIDA | 4 1 5
BRICVIO MISSION - Hater 6 Sewer* 12 BREVIG 2 4 1 40
BREVIG MISSION - HUD* 12 BREVIG 3 4 1 20
PITTAS POINT . Storaije/KTP/Waeh 12 PITTAS PCIN | 4 4 16
AXHICK - Solid Maete 1 AJRICK 2 " 2
BETHEL city or Wwater/eewer* 1 BETHEL 1 4 1 610
NUNAPITCHUK - Mater 6 Sewer* 1 NUNAPITCHUK 3 4 1 71
STONY RIVER « Indv. Mtr/Swr/SM 1 STONY P3VIR 1 1 t 18
TAKANA - Mater 6 Sewer 11 TANANA 3 4 1 55
BARROM HUD piped utllitlee* 1 BARROM 2 41 12
AVBLER - Solid Maete 11 AMBLLP 2 | 1 67
POINT HOPE piped utllitlee* 11 poirrr nope ) ! %
CAMBELL - Meter & Sewer* 1 GRMBKLL 1 4 | 12
CKUX » Solid Maate 10 CKUX 1 1 1 1
STEBBIKS « HUD Hoeee 10 STCOBSNS ~ « 1 1 20
AKAKTUVUK PASS + Solid Maete 29 AXAJCTWT | 1 t 57
NUIQSVT HUD piped utllitlee 2* NUIOSUT 4 J 1 19
ST MICHAEL - Piped Utllitlee* P> STMICHAEL 2 1 1 97
TELLER « Mater 6 Sewer 2 TELLER 1 1 1 92
TELLER « HUD* 29 TELLER 4 1 1 49
METLAKATLA ANMTTTTI -Mater/OAM 27 KETLAZATLA 2 1 1 16
KOmiGANAK - Solid Maete 2 KONCIGANAK 2 3 1 [t
DIRCM CREEK + Solid Meet# 27 BIRCH CREEK 2 4 1 20

290,000
28.436,000
120,000
240,000
8,100,000
2.175,000
4.920.00C
2.628,000
1.025,000
£,900.000
1. 753,000
7,050,000
7.945,000
6)7,000
2.0)5,000
36.036.000
22.880.000
1,900,000
1,400,000
5.425.000
30,000
145,000
3.6)0,000
1,2)8,000
2,120,000
418,000
71.150.000
33.119,000
190,000
4,200,000
£00.000
300,000
+9.6/0, 000
4,924,000
75.000

0

525.000
1,000,030
9.221.000
6.0)5,000
1.500.000
715.000
645.000

110000



SANITATION DEFICIENCY SYSTEM
ONE-LINE LISTING
(LISTED BY TOTAL SOOREI

DEF LEVEL TOTAL
NUMBER NAMVE TOTAL SCORE  COMUNITY  rilASE INIT PINAL HOMES

AREA;  ANCHORAGE

AX19662.01  BIRCH (REEK - Water 6 Sewer* 2 BIRCH CRESK 3 5 2 20
AK20714-G4  KAKTOVIK HUD piped utilities* 2 KAKTOVIK 4 3 1 17
AK21727-02  POINT LAY piped utllitlee* 2 POINT LAY | 3 1 3
AK154J0'02  ILIAMNA - Solid Waate % |LIAMNA 2 1 1 15
AX16474*01  KONGIGANAK - Water k Sewer AU KONCIGANAK 5 1 54
AX23770%04  SAVOONGA - Water 4 Sewer Piped 25 SAVOONGA 4 1 1 30
AX14475-Q1  KWETKLUK - Coras, Piped Wcr/Swr 2 KWETHLUK 1 4 144
AK17543-01  CROOKED CREEK - Water k Sower 2% CROOKED CRK 1 4 | 3
AX17540-01  SHAGELUK - Water k Sewr, piped 2 SHAGELUK I 4 1 51
AK1B619-0)  RAVPART + Piped Water k Sewer % RAMPART 1 4 1 R,
AK22749-03  KOBUK + HUD* 2% KOBUK 3 ) 10
AK24659-02  SHELDON PT. « Wtr/Swr Haul Sya. 2 SHELDON PT 1 4 1 17
AJC236C0-0S  STEBBINS - Water Treat /Kama 22 STEBBINS 5 3 1 [
AJC19%01-0J  ALLAKAKET - Water 4 Sewer* yal ALLAKAKET 3 J 1 4
AK15447-01  PORTAGE CREEK + Water Pt./Privy 2 PORTAGE CRK | 5 4

AX23736-0S  SAV jNGA « Water 4 Sewer Piped » SAVOONGA S 3 1 55
AK16S05-02  OSCARVILLE « Solid Waate ti OSCARV.LLE 2 ) 1 13
AKIGSG*-02  TULUKSAK * Solid Waate 14 TULUKSAK 2 J 1 53
AK23746*02  GOLOVIN « Water 4 Sewer* 13 GOLOVIN 2 4 1 30
AK2J796-03  GOLOVIN - HUD* 13 GOLOVIN 3 3 1 2
AX2360)-04  WALES - Wtr/Swr Kaul Syateei 13 WALES 4 4 J 25
AX1S441-01  NEW STUYAHCK « Water 4 04M 12 NEW STCYAHO | J 1 49
AK2J60J-05  WALES  HUD* U WALES 5 J 1 29
AXC4061*0L  ANOOCN « Outfall Rehab./Swr Ft 0 ANOOCN 1 4 1 129
AX14140-01  SAINT PAUL « Ocean Outfall 0 ST.PAUL 1 4 221
AK16S01-01  TOKSOOK RAY « Water Source I*pr 0 TOKSCCK BAY | 4 3 102
AJL22741-01  AMBLER - water 4 Sewer 0 AVBLER I 5 | 47
Mini-oi SELAWIK « water and Sewer 4 SELAWIK | 4 : 32
AJC2275)*02  SELAWIK* 0 SELAWIK 2 4 i 22

Page

COST

2.717,000
1.000,000
25.700.000
242.000
4.024.000
2.769,000
9,990,000
2,065,000
5,405,000
1,000,000
400,000
2,445,000
4,071,054
4.040,000
66,000
3.450.000
765,000
750,000
1,215,500
1,0)2,000
3,575,000
340,000
900.000
300,000
250,000
1.074.000
4)4.000
1,103.000
1.129.000

TABLE
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TOBACCO TAXES SAVE LIVES

The Alaska Native Health Board strongly supports proposals for major
tobacco tax increases in Alaska in 1996.

A recent Bulletin published by the Alaska Department of Health and
Social Services (January 12, 1996) states that Alaska has one ofthe hie est
smoking prevalence rates in the United States, and that tobacco kills more
Alaskans than AIDS, aircraft crashes, alcohol, falls, fires, firearms, and motor
vehicle crashes combined. Almost 20% of all deaths in Alaska between 1992
and 1994 were due to smoking.

The Bulletin presents even more sobering statistics for Alaska Natives,
whose smoking rates far exceed the rate for all races combined. Alaska Natives
account for 23.2% of the smoking-related deaths, even though comprising 16.5%
of the state's population.

Of these victims, we know that almost all first became hooked on tobacco
in their teens or younger. Because nicotine is as addictive as cocaine or heroin,
most of the addicts who try to quit each year fail. The results are tragic: of all tho
children who join the ranks of smokers each year, we can expect that one in
three will eventually die from it. Half of those will die in middle age.

Research shows that a major tobacco tax increase is "the single most
effective way to rapidly and significantly reduce the number of children who start
smoking and to encourage many adults to quit." (Coalition on Smoking OR
Health, 1995). Typically, a 10% increase in the price of tobacco products will
produce a 10% decline in consumption by youth The cigarette tax increase
recommended by the Long-Range Financial Planning Commission and others
(to $1.29 per pack) could therefore be expected to reduce youth smoking by
almost one-third. This amounts to thousands of lives saved over time, especially
if the increase is indexed for inflation.

Finally, a January 1996 poll of 820 adult Alaskans (sponsored by the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation and conducted by Mathematics Policy
Research. Inc.) indicates that 73% of Alaskans support a tobacco tax increase of
S1.00 per pack.

The Alaska Native Health Board urges Alaska State legislators to review
in detail the enclosed oducational materials developed by the Alaska Tobacco
Control Alliance, and to support passage of Senate Bill 234 and House Bill 442
as recommended by the Commission and supported by the Governor.



[EVENUE

THE CASE FOR M AJOR
TOBACCO TAX INCREASES

IN ALASKA



"Cigarette taxes ...are the most effective way to discourage
tobacco use among young people. ... Increasing the cigarette
tax could be one of the most important public health measures

this country has ever taken."

— former Surgeon General C. Everett Koop. appointed by President Ronald Reagan

OTUING KILLS LIKE TOBACCO. In Alaska, one out of five deaths is caused by tobacco. In the United States.

smoking kills almost 420.0U0 people peryear — more than AIDS, alcohol, car accidents, fires, cocaine, heroin,
murders, and suicides combined. Worldwide, tobacco kills 3 million people peryear— someone every 10 seconds.

Tobacco use is the leading cause of death in Alaska. When used as intended, tobacco kills.

Adults don'’t start smoking— kids do. Almost all tobacco victims become addicted to nicotine as teens or
younger. Nicotine is regarded by many authorities to be as addictive as heroin or cocaine. If we can stop kids
from getting addicted, we can prevent needless disease and death later in life.

Tobacco companies spend over S6 billion a year — about $16.5 million each day— on advertising
and promotion in the United States. Tobacco industry advertising is very effective at reaching children.
About 9196 of 6 year olds recognize the Old Joe Camel cartoon character, about the same percentage that
recognize the Disney Channel-Mickey Mouse logo.

Education alone does not work. For many years, education has been the primary strategy to reduce
tobacco use among children. Nevertheless, recent surveys show that smoking among youth is increasing.

Increasing tobacco taxes is widely recognized as the single most effective way to reduce tobacco
consumption among children. Children arc price sensitive consumers. Research shows that a cigarette
price increase of 10% can be expected to reduce consumption by an equal or greater amount by children. A
$1 per pack tax increase would reduce youth smoking in Alaska by an estimated 32%.

Tobacco taxation is an efficient and appropriate means to offset the enormous costs caused by tobacco.
Alaska’s Long Range Financial Planning Commission concluded that a $1 per pack increase in the state’
cigarette tax would raise $42 million in new revenues in the first year.

Alaska's current tobacco tax is below the national average, even though Alaska has one of the highest
rates of tobacco-related death in the nation. Nor have tobacco taxes in Alaska kept pace with inflation. In
1964, the year that the first Surgeon Generals report on smoking and health was released, the state tax
comprised 24% of the retail price of cigarettes. Today it is only 14%.

The public supports tobacco taxes. A January 1996 statewide survey found that 74% of Alaskans support
an increase of §1 per pack in the state exc:se tax on cigarettes.



“There is widespread agreement... that few measures exhibit
the speed and magnitude of impact achieved by increasing
taxation on tobacco products. [IJncreasing tobacco excise taxes
must be considered an essential and primary component
of any comprehensive tobacco control program.”

— The Impact of Cigarette Excise Taxes on Smoking Among Children and Adults
National Cancer Institute (August 1993%

E VERY DAY IN THE UNITED STATES. ABOUT 3.000 CHILDREN JOIN THE RANKS OF CIGARETTE SMOKERS. The

average age is 14.5 years old. Ofthese 3,000 new smokers, we can expectthat 30 will be murdered. 60 will die
in traffic accidents, and 1,000 will be killed from smoking.

Adults don’t start smoking— kids do. Some 89% of adults who smoke began using cigarettes by or at
age 18. If children can be dissuaded from smoking they almost always lose interest by the time they reach
19, greatly reducing their chance of premature death.

Youth smoking and smokeless tobacco use rates in Alaska are higher than the national average. In
1989,23% of high school seniors in Alaska reported that they smoked daily. Eighteen percent of 12th grade
boys reported daily use of chewing tobacco.

As tobacco taxes arc increased, youth consumption will drop. Research shows that a price increase of
10% in cigarettes can be expected to produce a 10% decrease in consumption by youth. A substantial part
of the decline is a result of children who will not initiate smoking at higher prices.

Children are more influenced by tobacco prices than adults. Children who smoke may notyet be addicted,
and generally have less disposable income. Asignificant price increase in tobacco products will discourage
kids from starting to smoke, while encouraging curren* smokers to quit or cut back.

Experience in Canada demonstrates that in-  Flfurt 1 Rfil cifurttt prices tod cifirttte saokinf taon* Ctosditns
creased tobacco taxes will substantially reduce S0

smoking among Kkids. During the 1980s, Canada

raised tobacco taxes from rates comparable to

current U.S. rates to about S3 (U.S.) per pack.

Between 19811991, teen smoking declined by more

than 60% in Canada while it remained relatively

constant in the U.S. (See Figure 1.

In 1994, the Alaska Department of Health and
Social Services recommended a $2 per pack
increase in state cigarette taxes as part of its
Cancer Control Plan. The research team concluded:
'Preventing tobacco use by children is the key
challenge in tobacco use reduction, and a substantial

excise tax increase is our strongest weapon. No m i

) nn mi ini ms. _iht .
other measure can have as great an impact on the w&hh’t%laﬁ%mlmﬁl MI.C<m WV
public's health and that of our children.*



Tobacco Taxes and the Economy

"State tobacco tax revenues are up. Monies collected from the
tobacco tax are on target... . This is good news. Cigarette consumption
in Michigan is down, as was expected and predicted by health
and treasury officials. ... Reduced consumption is also good news. ...
[MJillions of dollars in health care costs for smoking related disease
will be saved as a result of reduced consumption.”

— Douglas B. Roberts. Michigan State Treasurer
Statement regarding Michigan tobacco tax increase to 7

July 1995)
cents per pack

_MOKING CAUSES MORE THAN $50 BILLION IN DIRECT HEALTH CARE COSTS EACH YEAR, according to the U.S.
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Economic productivity losses add another $50 billion, bringing the
total cost of smoking to $100 billion per year.

In Alaska, smoking is responsible for 23% of all deaths among Alaskans age 35 and older. Direct
health care costs attributed to smoking in 1991 for Alaskans in this age group were $45.6 million. An
additional $82 million was lost due to indirect costs (lost productivity), bringing the total economic impact
to $127.6 million. For every dollar that’ collected in tobacco taxes, the Alaskan economy loses S7 from the

impacts of smoking.

Smokers use 50% more sick leave and use the health care system 50% more than non-smokers.

Current and former smokers generate an estimated $501 billion in excess health care costs over the
course of their lives, even though smokers die an average of 12 to 15 years younger than non-smokers.

Non-smokers pay for 75% of all government expenditures on smoking-related health care through
taxes. Of the $50 billion in U.S. health care expenditures caused directly by smoking in 1993, $22 billion

Was paid for by government funds.

The Alaska Long Range Financial Planning Commission
has estimated that atobacco tax increase of $1 per pack on
cigarettes and a comparable increase in taxes on other
tobacco products would raise approximately $43 million
annually. The Commission concluded: “This tax increase will
dramatically lower teenage smoking and reduce tobacco use
by adults, both of which will reduce the State’s future expen-
ditures on health care costs."”

Tobacco tax increases result in increased revenue and
reduced consumption. (See Figure 2.) This is because for most
of the population a 10% price increase will result in about a
4% sales decline (with higher declines among kids). The net
effect of a tobacco tax increase is that more money gets spent
on fewer cigarettes, resulting in major health and revenue gains.

Increased tobacco taxes offer a win-win-win opportunity,
simultaneously preventing tobacco addiction and death,
reducing health care costs, and raising revenue.
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"If, in the United States, five 727s with 200 people
crashed every day of every week of every month of
every year, sooner or later someone would say,

‘We've got to do something about this.

— Dr. John Allen (past president)
American Lung Association

OBACCO IS A UNIQUE PRODUCT BECAUSE OF THE STAGGERING TOLL IT TAKES ON THE LIVES OF MILLIONS.

Each year, tobacco kills more Americans than AIDS, alcohol, car accidents, fires, illegal drugs, murders, and
suicides combined. It is the only legal product that when consumed exactly as the manufacturer intends, causes
addiction, disease, and death.

Tobacco is unique in the number of Americans it Kills. Each year 419,000 Americans die from smoking.
Thats 1,100 Americans each day. one every 75 seconds. One of every five deaths in the U.S. — and in
Alaska — are caused by tobacco. Tobacco kills more than one out ofthree long-term users. half of whom die
in middle age.

Virtually all new users of tobacco products are children. Almost 90% of all smokers started before the
age of 19. The average age of initiation is 14.5 years. Adults don't start smoking — kids do. The same is
true of smokeless tobacco use.

Tobacco is unique because it is harmful to all users at all doses. There is no safe level of tobacco use.
Smokingjust two cigarettes a day doubles one’ risk of lung cancer and increases the risk of heart disease
and stroke.

Tobacco use produces no health benefits. Unlike some food products which provide nutritional benefit but
also contribute to the risk of heart disease under certain circumstances, tobacco provides no nutritional
benefit and is harmful under all circumstances. Unlike alcohol, tobacco kills even when used in “moderate"
amounts.

Tobacco smoke kills users and non-users alike. The American Heart Association estimates that 52,000
deaths a year are caused by exposure to second-hand smoke, making environmental tobacco smoke the
third leading cause of death in the nation (behind active smoking and alcohol abuse). Viewed another way.
this means that for every eight smokers that the tobacco industry Kills, it takes one non-smoker with them.

Tobacco is unique because it contains nicotine, a highly addictive drug. Researchers widely regard
nicotine to be as addictive as heroin or cocaine. Withdrawal from nicotine addiction is like withdrawal from
other highly addictive substances: difficult and painful. Seventy percent of smokers say they want to quit,
and millions try to quit each year, but only 2.5% succeed in any given year.
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Nothing Kills Like Tobacco

Cigarettes kill more Americans than AIDS,
418,690 alcohol, car accidents, fires, cocaine, heroin,

murders, and suicides combined.

30,906  29.939 24932

Cigarettes Alcohol . V@1 Suicide AIDS Homicide " leflal Fires

Accidents Drugs
Source: Centers for Qiseawe Control and Prevention. U S. Dept, ol Health and Human Services. 1990 data.



"The evidence is unequivocal — the U.S. public has been duped
by the tobacco industry. No right-thinking individual can ignore
the evidence. We should all be outraged... ."

— Journal of the American Medical Association (July 1995)

E J ICOTINE ADDICTION IS BIG BUSINESS INAMERICA. Total net profits of the major tobacco companies in the

United States exceed S12 billion annually. These companies spend over $6 billion a year on advertising and
promotion alone — $16.5 million per day. Only automobiles are more heavily promoted. The most damning
information and insights regarding the tobacco industry come from within the industry itself:

On addiction — In public, the industry denies that tobacco is addictive. In April 1994, in testimony before
Congress, the heads of the nations seven largest tobacco companies argued that nicotine is not addictive.
William I. Campbell, who was then president of Philip Morris, stated: “l really dont accept that smoking is
addictive.” In private, however, the to_bacco industry has Io_ng aﬁknowledged the Ebvious:

Yeae o, hteaesdsRy e asmimedu)

So wrote Addison Ycaman, General Counsel to the Brown & W illiamson Tobacco Co., in an internal memo
more than three decades ago (1963). Inrecentyears, tobacco company documents show that the industry
has been using ammonia-based additives to boost the impact of nicotine in cigarettes. “With ammonia, you
get a biggerjag with less nicotine because it is absorbed faster..." acknowledged John Kreisher. formerly of
the industry-funded Council for Tobacco Research.

Onm arketing to kids — Tobacco industry executives have known for years that almost all new smokers
arc kids, and that the tobacco companies must appeal to children to maintain profitability. From Planning
Assumptions and Forecastfor the Period 1977-1986for R.J. Reynolds Tbbacco Company (March 15,1976):
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The document was stamped “secret.”

On tobacco Industry tactics — victor Crawford, a former state senator from Maryland who later became
a tobacco lobbyist, is now one ofthe industry’s most knowledgeable critics. As a tobacco lobbyist, Crawford
was paid up to $200 per hour to buttonhole old colleagues and get them to back off on tobacco legislation.

This all changed when he was diagnosed with throat cancer, a result of heavy smoking. Crawford says:
4 v - -

Crawford speaks out against not only the dangers oftobacco, but also about industry' marketing to teenagers.
"It’s too late for me." Crawford says. “but it’s not too late foryou.... Dont let anybody fool you."
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Tobacco Tax Rates mfltherstates

STATE CIGARETTE EXCISE TAX RATES
in cents per pack of 20. as of January 1,1996

W ashington*
Michigan
District of Columbia
Hawaii
Arizona

New York
Rhode Island
M assachusetts
Connecticut
Minnesota
Ilinois

North Dakota
Vermont
Wisconsin
Texas

New Jersey
Oregon
California
Maine

lowa
Maryland
Nevada
Nebraska
Florida

South Dakota

Arkansas

*Washington tax increases by Ic on 7/1/96.
"Alaska’ tax last raised in 1989.

81.5
75.0
65.0
60.0
58.0
56.0
56.0
51.0
50.0
48.0
44.0
44.0
44.0
44.0
41.0
40.0
38.0
37.0
37.0
36.0
36.0
35.0
34.0
33.9
33.0
31.5

Pennsylvania
Alaska

Idaho

Utah

New Hampshire
Delaware
Kansas

Ohio
Oklahoma
New Mexico
Colorado
Louisiana
Mississippi
Montana
Missouri

West Virginia
Alabama
Indiana
Tennessee
Georgia
Wyoming
South Carolina
North Carolina
Kentucky
Virginia

31.0
29.0°
28.0
26.:
25.0
24.0
24.0
24.0
23.0
21.0
20.0
20.0
18.0
18.0
17.0
17.0
16.5
15.5
13.0
12.0
12.0
7.0
5.0
3.0
2.5

See backfor international tob

*



TAXES ON CIGARETTES*
IN MAJOR INDUSTRIALIZED NATIONS
(asof March 22, 1995)

| Denmark %, >4 x* .
| Norway » o» L.

Finland 3.02 V' e e e

Germany
Belgium
New Zealand >29
Frnncc 211
Netherlands 2.3 H B
Australia "2.01
Canadal 4 1.St. Vo %
Japan * US

ltaly . 124

US1l 15b

0.00 0.50 1.00 150 2.00 2.50 3.00 3.50 4.00 4.50
U.S. Dollars Per Pack

1DalA based on pack of 20ciga cttcs
* Average of province.
” Average of 32.3 cents in state uses and acioss-lhe-boa.'d 24 cents in federal tax

Intemauonal data provided by the Non-Smokera* Rights As.ocu»tion of Canada and U.S. data extracted from Tht Tax Burden
0n Tobacco. Tobacco Insutute. 1994; list produced by the ToLaccoTax Policy Project. Amencan Cancer Society.
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nurses, health professionals, and other public interest organizations advocate for then: — increased tobacco
taxes reduce smoking and addiction among children.

Avariety ofarguments have been advanced by the tobacco industry regarding increased tobacco taxes. Presented
below are some of those arguments and responses.

1 Argument: “The public doesn't want more taxes.”

In fact, there is broad public support for major tobacco tax increases. As stated by former President Ronald
Reagan’s U.S. Surgeon General, C. Everett Koop: “Polls show that.. Republicans and Democrats, young
and old. men and women (all) supporta large cigarette tax.” In Alaska, a 1996 statewide survey (Mathematical
found that 74% of respondents supported a $1 per pack tax increase. In 1994. a similar survey found high
levels of support for increased tobacco taxes among self-identified conservatives, liberals, and moderates.

Martilla & Kilcy (April 1993) found that a majority of American voters in every region of the country of
every age, income, and education level favored increasing tobacco taxes by $2 per pack. Supportwas strong
among both Republicans (63%) and Democrats (66%). Even leading tobacco-producing states such as Georgia.
Kentucky. South Carolina and Virginia strongly supported tax increases. A CNN poll (March 1993) found
that 83% of the voting public favors increasing tobacco taxes. A Wall StreetJournal, NBC news poll found
that 70% ofadults supporta $2 per pack tax increase. Polls in other states confirm the same thing. Michigan
residents recently passed a referendum to raise cigarette taxes 50 cents per pack (to 75 cents/pack) and
the state legislature subsequently enacted the increase into law.

2. Argument: “The legislature should cut spending, not raise taxes.”

The proposal to increase tobacco taxes is fundamentally a matter of health policy. Increased tobacco taxes
will prevent addiction among children and save lives. Even ifthere were no “fiscal gap™ in Alaska, a tobacco
tax increase isjustified to protect and promote the public health.

With state oil revenue declining, it is clear that State spending will be cut. Both the Legislature and the
Administration have pledged to cut spending. But even after making extremely deep cuts, some level of
taxation will still be needed to support basic services. Because tobacco taxes protect kids and save lives
they enjoy broad public support and have been endorsed by all major health organizations, including the
American Cancer Society, American Heart Association, and American Lung Association.

(continued on back)



Answering the Opposition (continued) <

. Argument: “Tobacco taxes arc regressive."

If there is an undue burden being placed upon the poor, it is the disease caused by tobacco — the heart
attacks, strokes, and cancer which rob families of their wage earners. The notion that tobacco taxes wall
hurt lower income individuals is a misleading excuse to keep tobacco taxes low. Since there is evidence that
the poor quit smoking in larger numbers in response to price increases, they will benefit to a greater extent
than more affluent socio-economic groups. Finally, can it be considered progressive to perpetuate addiction,
disease and early death?

. Argument: “Taxes should not be used for social engineering."

All taxes produce changes in social behavior. State legislatures and local governments routinely influence
social behavior through tax policy. Property taxes discourage property ownership. Sales taxes discourage
retail sales. Capital gains taxes discourage profit taking and reinvestment. Oil taxes reduce resource
development. Any tax that is levied produces a social and behavioral response. Solong as there is a need
for taxes to support basic services, it is reasonable to identify those taxes that will have a positive impact.
Tobacco taxes will reduce disease and save lives, recover costs now inappropriately paid for by the public at
large, and reduce long-term health care costs. In fact, today s low level of taxation — which dees not reflect
the huge costs of tobacco use paid for by society as a whole — amounts to “social engineering* by default.

. Argument: “It doesn't make sense that a government would use tax revenues from an activity it is
trying to discourage.”

In fact, it is possible to have it both ways, as many governments have proven. From a health standpoint, it
would be ideal if a tobacco tax increase could completely eliminate tobacco use. The fact is that even while
tobacco taxes effectively reduce tobacco consumption, they also raise substantial new revenue. In Canada
and New Zealand, as well as California and Michigan, significant tobacco tax increases have produced
consistent results — revenues are up and consumption is down. Simply stated, more money is spent on
fewer cigarettes. The Alaska Department of Revenue projects that a Sl per pack cigarette tax increase in
Alaska would yield new revenue of 42 million in the first year after taking into account reduced tobacco
consumption as a result of pnee increases. In its final report, the Long Range Financial Planning Commission
also pointed out another fiscal benefit of tobacco taxation: By reducing tobacco related health care expen-
ditures. more money is left to pay for other public services.

. Argument: “Tobacco tax increases will lead to smuggling."

The tobacco industry greatly exaggerates the concern of smuggling. In Alaska, the potential for cross-
border smuggling of Canadian cigarettes is non-existent — even with a 51 per pack increase in taxes,
cigarettes would still be cheaper in Alaska than in Canada. Large scale smuggling through other avenues,
such as military bases, is also not realistic, as such an operation would be easy to detect

. Argument: “Tobacco taxes are unfair.”

Tobacco taxes are fundamentally a user fee and tobacco users are currently not paying their own way. In
Alaska, for every dollar collected in tobacco tax revenue, the Alaskan economy loses 57 due to smoking-
related health care costs and lost productivity — 52.26 for every' pack of cigarettes sold. Increased tobacco
taxes arejustified for several reasons: 1) tobacco taxes are the most effective way to prevent young people
from becoming addicted to nicotine: 2) smokers cost the general public in the form of added health care
costs: and 3) most smokers want to quit, and raising the price of tobacco products provides an added
incentive.
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A $1 per pack increase in the state cigarette tax?

Public Opinion Poll Results
December 14. 1995 «January 20. 199b

Alaska's state budget is about five hundred million dollars larger than the revenue it will take in
this year. Most of this revenue is from oil and gas taxes. People have different views about how to
deal with this fiscal gap. Do you think the fiscal gap can he closed only with spending cuts, or do
you think the fiscal gap can he dosed only with a mix of spending cuts and new revenue sources?

Spending Cuts 16%
Spending Cuts and Revenue Sources 72%

Now. | would like to turn to tobacco taxes. The current Alaska state tax is 29 cents per pack of
cigarettes. In general, do you favor or oppose increasing Alaska's tobacco taxes by one dollar per
pack to help close the state's fiscal gap?

Strongly Favor 49%
Somewhat Favor 25%
Somewhat Oppose 5%
Strongly Oppose 16%

If it was proven that a large cigarette price increase prevents or reduces smoking among children
and teenagers, would you favor or oppose raising the state tax by one dollar per pack?

Strongly Favor 71%
Somewhat Favor 15%
Somewhat Oppose 2%
Strongly Oppose 3%

Do you generally favor taxing other tobacco products, such as chewing tobacco, snuff, and cigars,
at a higher rate than cigarettes, about the same rate as cigarettes, or at a lower rate than
cigarettes?

Higher Rate 8%
Same Rate 83%
Lower Rate 5%

| want to get your final opinion, even if it is different from the opinions you expressed earlier. All
things considered, do you favor or oppose increasing Alaska's tobacco taxes by one dollar per
pack?

Strongly Favor 58%
Somewhat Favor 15%
Somewhat Oppose %
Strongly Oppose 18%

These data are based on preliminary analysis of (be results ofthe Alaska Smokeless Stales Sunty, a telephone sunty ofa
representatne sample of 820 Alaska residents 18 and older conductedfrom December 14, 1995 throughJanuary 20. 19%.
Thesunty uas conducted using a single-stage hst-assUcd random-digitdialmg stratefied sample design. Ore adult uas
selected to be tntenieutd uitbin each bouseboll The sunty concemedpublic attitudes touard the state's budget gap and
tobacco policy issues. The margin of sampling error (95%ssampling tntenal) for statewide estimates madefor all residents is
no more than pie, or minus 4J percentage points Thesunty uas conducted by Mathemeatica Policy Research, Inc in
Prmeeion, See Jersey, under contract uitb the Robert WbodJohnson Foundation



