


Afaka

) ) 145 Main St. Loop: Ste.
Committee Membershi a3 g8
enate Finance P 190135350000
enate eFources ionAddian
e”aﬁe UES - Sl baran
Legislative Budget & Audit SenatorJohn Torgerson June&l:gpfgg_ 42701-81

CSSB 29IFIN) - Sectional Overview

Section 1. Changes name from state aid to priority revenue sharing.

Section 2. Changes name from state aid for miscellaneous municipal services to
priority revenue sharing for municipal services.

Sectjon 3 Changes name from state aid for miscellaneous munpicipal services t
prlorltY revenue sharing for municipal services. Requires communities that levy and
collect property taxes to list the allocation received from revenuye sharln([]n for
communities and its millage equivalent on the notice to taxpayer. Currently these
funds do not have to be reported to the public.

Section 4 Changes name from state aid for miscvndi ous municipal services to
priority revenue sharing for municipal services.

Section 5: Changes name from revenue sharing to priority revenue sharing for
municipal services,

Section 6:  Changes name from miscellaneous services to municipal services.
Section 7: Changes name from miscellaneous services to municipal services.

Section 8:  Renames Municipal Assistance Fund to Safe Communities Fund.
Allocates moneys to the "hase amount account” and the "per capita account" in the
same propartion as that for the state fiscal year 1997, Changes the date the funds are
distributed from February 1to July 31.

Sectior jfc~ Adds a new section requiring payments received from hoth accounts in
the Saté Communities Fund to be sﬂ)entgorﬁ) t¥1e fohowmg services in the fol?owmg

order of oriority: . _ _
Police grotectlon and related public safety services;
Fire protecton and emergency medical services;
Witer and sewer services not offset by user fees

Sov.aste management:
Other serveices detgrmined by the governing body to have the nighest priority

This section does not require a municjpality to fund all requests it receives for services
in a category before funding services in another category.
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CSSB 29(FIN) - Sectional Overview Page Two

Secuon 1% Thi see}]on IS renamed to "Base amount account distriputions.”

Excu es oroug th a per capita full and frue gro perty value exceeding $500,000
when calculating the base amount to be received new boroughs. “Allows the
distributions from the base amount account to be IErorated If the. amount_ allocated to
the account is Insufficient to pay the full base amount to each eligible municipality.

Section 11: Extends definition sections to incorporate new sections in this hill

Section 12: Repames increased assistance to per capita account distribution.
Specifies that allocations to the per capita account will be distributed to municipalities

on a per caplta basis.

Section 13: Adds a new section stating that the minimum entitlement to those
communities eligiole for payments under &g uaI|zat|on of tax resources for municipal
services, priority revenue shann or mummga serwces and revenue sharing for Safe
communities, |s $40,000 ds an additional section al owm(r:] the “minimum

entitiement to be adjustea (reduced) proportionately in the event future appropriations
fo the communites fun (sare fe uceJ Prop y Pprop

Section 14: Extends definition sections to incorporate new sections in this bill,

Section 15: Repeals section which specified intent of original legislation that a
musnc!ﬁ éaglll(tjyntaréglvlganes property taxes reduce those levies in proportion to the amount

Section 16: Establishes effect date of legislation.

2/(VOT: CSSB 29(FIN): i
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MEMORANDUM

DATE: February 17, 1997
T0: Representative lvan, Chair . .
HoBse Eommunlny%l ge&onal Affairs Committee
FROM:  Senator John Torgersor .....

RE: CSSB 29(FIN) Hearing

| respectfully request a hearing hefore the House Community and Regional
AfFaS| S Com%itteqe on SB 29, thge Sa?e Communities Bill. y J

Attached find a sponsor statement and sectional analysis for the hill.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
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WHY SUPPORT 5B 29
THE * SAFE COMMUNITIES™ BILL?

Last session, the “Safe Communities” bill (SB20) passed (he Senate
ur]animously qnd passed the House with 38 affirmative votes, but
failed because it was not brought up for a concurrancc vote in the Senate

in the final minutes of the legislative session.

AML's Candidate Legislative Survey got the following responses:
“Will you support the “Safe Communities” bill when it is re-
introduced in the next legislative session?

18% yes, 5% support concept, 15% unsure, 2% no

“Should the state be concerned about the impact its budget actions
have on local taxes and services? Do you support stabilizing funding
for municipal revenue sharing?

89% yes, 2% “iffeasible”, 9% no

The “Safe Communities” bill targets use of the funds for basic public
safety and health services. This bill is an important part of the goal of

making neighborhoods safer.

Over the past ten years, municipal revenue sharing has been cut nearly
70%. In the past two ycais, it has been cut 15%. Local taxpayers have
already given ihcir fair share to balancing the state budget. A further
cut in municpal revenue sharing is simply an increase to local
taxpayers. 1he “Safe Communities” bill is an excellent vehicle to create
a permanent and stable revenue sharing program.

The “Safe Communities" bill has unanimous support from all
municipalities, from Anchorage to Ouzinkic. The consensus building
that created this bill is a good model for achieving consensus on other
statewide issues, such as the education formula,

Cmm



THE FOUR “LEGS” OF SB 29

L Changes the name to “Safe Communities.” Requires the funds
receivedunder this pro_?ram (formerly  Municipal ~ Assistance
Program) be used primarily for basic public safely/health sendees.

2. Creates a 540,000 minimum payment for small incorporated
mun|0|8a||t|es. Larger communities  contribute apprommatelr
$238,000 of their allocationto raise minimums for small

communities. (Anchorage, Fairbanks, Fairbanks North Star Borou%h,

Juneau, Kenal Peninsula Borough, Mat-Su Borough, and all other

large municipalities support this provision to reduce dissolutions of

small municipalities.)

3. Removes the "hold harmless’ clause of the current Municipal
Assistance  Program. The “hold harmless” provision creates wide
variations among funding for communities anu is no longer relevant.

4. Advances the payment date for Municipal Assistance from February
110 Jul]y 31, which is the same date Revenue Sharing payments arc
made. This provision creates the internal equity i the bill that

allows support from all municipalities.

C man



Alaska Municipal Leaaue &

Alaska Conference of Mayor
1997 Leg|sfat|ve Platform

Approval of the "Safe Communities” bill and maintain current funding for municipal
revenue sharing to avoid further state generated loc  property tax increases. The "four

legs” of the Safe Communities bill are: _ _
Directs the funds to be used pnmarllXOf%B (5)Ub|IC safety and health services

Establishes a minimum sharln? 0f5 for small mumuﬁ)alltles_ o
Removes the "hold harmless" fo allow equal treatment to all municipalities

Distributes municipal funds on July 31 each year

Provide for the long term construction, operation, and maintenance of state and munici-
Ba_l airports, roads, and harbors, including revenue sharing programs for maintenance.

ring state harbors up to an adequate maintenance level through a statewide bond issue,
or other funds, to prepare them for possible negotiated transfer to municipalities.

Approval ofa Lon.? Range Financial Plan that prohibits unfunded mandates and unfunded
service responsibilities, adequately funds schools and maintenance of public infrastruc-
ture, reas nably reduces state expenses, protects the Permanent Fund, and phases in new

fax revenue sources.

ﬁlcti\léely encourage the construction of a natural gas pipeline with an emphasis on jobs for
askans.

Restore funding for Municipal Capital Matching Grant Program to $20 million because
local communities can most efficiently determine and meet local capital needs.

Create a ?ermanent Statc/Local Government Partnership Council to negotiate methods
to most efficiently provide public services at the lowest possible cost to taxpayers.

Provide long term funding of public safety and health services through the equitable shar-
ing of increased statewide alcohol and tobacco taxes, and removing thecun**nt prohibi-
tion against municipalities voting for local special taxes on the sale or use of alcohol.

Reduce the state unfunded mandate for the Senior Citizen Property Tax exemption.

Adequately fund a program to construct efficient sanitation systems throughout Alaska,
Give communities more tools to reduce youth crime by limiting confidentiality of youth
crime information to protect the community, allow municipalities the option o assumlngi

greater jurisdiction over juvenile justice, and limit liability for providing recreationa
opportunities for youth, such as skateboard parks.

o oD



Overview

Slate Revenue Sharing/Municipal Assistance vs.

Safe Communities Program
CURRENT PROGRAMS

MimieiAal Assistance Stale Revenue Shunni*
Base Distribution  PerCanita Distribution ~ Primary Allocation Separate Entitlements

1978 Business Per capitadistribution All'local menuc 1 Road

S o
Taxasabase  ofthehalanceamong  r*mmunitylaxhase 2 Hospitalsihealth facilities
all communities X 3. Unincorporated cilics

il i not in boroughs
gons10milo Popdatin (] e e
distributed oft*the top) ($25,000 minimum (not in boraughs)
entitiement)
Distributed annually on February’ Ist Distributed annually on duly 31st

NEW PROPOSAL -SB 29- SAFE COMMUNITIES

Safe Communities Progrn tMJLLQ liItiM 1ujjO JU iT iU

All Safe Communities moneY must be

used in the ol lowing order ot priority: Same provisioas as
1. Police protection Slate Revenue Sharing
2. Fire protection & FMS above

3. Water & Sewer
4. Solid Waste Mgmt
. Other services

1. $40,000 minimum entitlement for the total o fboth programs (may be patrated if fundi,tg is

reduced after FY 98). , . . L
2. Date ofdistribution for both putgmms adjusted toJuly 31(Municipal Assistance is cut icntly

distributed on February ).
3. "Ifold harmless" provision removed.



Comparison of State Operating Budgetvs.
State Revenue Sharing/Municipal Assistance Funding
FY 85 - FY 97

Percent
Funding
Change

-70.0%

Fiscal Year



Comparison of Decreases in Municipal Assistance/Revenue Sharing vs
Increases in Municipal Sales & Property Taxes

100.00%
80.00%
60.00%

40 00%

-4000%

-60.00%
1987

1995 1996



Examples of Impacts of Cuthacks in
State Revenue Sharing and Capital Project Matching Grants

Aleknagik
' ...wiih%he state Revenue Sharing cutbacks, the City had to cut back on staffwork hours to part-

time, with no medical, dental, nor life insurance benefits. ...completely eliminated city's refuse
pickup services.”

Nondalton _ _ _ _ _ _
"...due to these funding reductions...this community was left without funding for watcr/scwer,

forced to reduce clinic hours, and could not afiord to maintain roads Ieavmlg the comml(tjy with
seriously hazardous road conditions upon which children could not be safely transported from

school.”

Lake and Peninsula Borough o _ _ _
* ..Pilot Point Airport. Due to runway deterioration, service was recently interrupted for eight

days, disrupting freight...and critical medical evacuation capabilities.”

Ege(k]ik .
*lack of funds for freshwater treatment plant maintenance”

Alcutions E-st Borough , _
“lecreasing state revenues has shifted more of the burden against local taxes. The AEB already

contributes 8 mills (for schools) which docs not include another four mills c«ch Year in payments
on financed school improvements... This in tum has forced us to halt our (school) technology

program.”

Cordova
*Impacted by cuts in revenue sharing....In 1991, the mil rate was 7.094 and 1996 is prcﬂected t0

goe/ “3.5 without an increase In services. In addition, a flat sales tax has increased from 4% to
0.

Juneau
“School roof deterioration....on the Marie Drake School, the Mendenhall River School, and the

Auke Bay Elementary School....Ifnot repaired in the near future, the deterioration will continue
thus increasing the final cost to repair and , if unchecked, could result in the loss of use ofa

portion of the school facilities.”

Sand Point

“The original intent for revenue sharing was for each municipality to receive S2.500 per mile for

road maintenance...now it is only apprommateh{ $917 per mile....'the City was forced to sell its

rock crushing equipment to su%olement General Fund shortfalls....the roads arc washed away due
[

toa lack of culverts and storm drainage placed in even the most critical points due to a lack of

funds...”
C »com | l6fr>poJ doc



FISCAL NOTE
gLl no. Ui VoM

STATE OF ALASKA
1997 LEGISLATIVE SESSION (S) Publish Dntc:_
Revision Dale: 20597 Dept. Aflccted Revenue
Title: An Act Relating to state aid to municipalities BRU: Revenue Operations
Sponsor: Sen, Torgcrson Components: Treasury

Serial 121
EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS)
OPERATING FY 98 FY 99 FY2000 FY2001 FY2002
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment

Land & Structures
Grants, Claims
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0
CAPITAL |
RTVENUE 10054

FUNDING: (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS)
General Fund

Federal Fund

Other

TOTAL 0.0

POSITIONS:
Full-Time

Part-Time
T mporary

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

ANALYSIS: (ATTACH A SEPARATE PAGE IF NECESSARY)

see attached analysis

Prepared

Senator D

Senator fiert Shary Co-chaiir

Date: 2/5/97

Phone: 465-4993

Date: 2/5/97
> Phone: +1630004

No. JZ
Cl-lki-

FY2003

0.0

0.0

0.0

t *0 ¢



Analysis of Advance Payment of Municipal Assistance
Income Lost to CBRF

If Payment Made On: 2Um  12/31/97 11/30/97 1QZH/92  9/30/97  8/31/9? mm
Income Lost to CBRF: 0 S167.569 $335137 S$502.706 $670,274 $837,843 5 005 412

Assumptions:
$28,726,047 =Municipal Assistance Payment

Payment borrowed Irom CBRF
CBRF Return = 7% (from FY97 draft investment policy for the CBRF)

and capital market assumptions FY97

Portfolio Management (mumc.xim). January 17. 1997
ZcC?
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Cook
2119/97
AMENDMENT
OFFERED IN THE HOUSE BY REPRESENTATIVE IVAN
TO: CSSB 29(FIN)
1 Page 7, line 16
2 Delete "$29,402,300"
3 Insen "the amount appropriated to the fund forfiscal year 1998"
4 Page 7, line 18
5 Delete "$29,402,300"
6 Insert "the amount appropriated to the fund for fiscal year 1998"
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Tin: A laska Conference of M ayors and the A laska M unicipal League

Half of the public services in Alaska are provided by municipal governments. The Alaska
Conference of I_\/Iafgqrs and the Alaska Municipal Ledgue represent over 97% of the citizens
living in municipalities.

Introduction

The purpose of this first "State of the Municipalities” report is to give an annual status report on
the state of municipalities of Alaska.

The need for an annual status report on municipalities is simple: Local governments are the
basic building blocks of our state and nation. They most directly representand impact families,
communities, economies, and environments.

Local government gives Alaskans the most responsive and drcct opportunity to control their
own destiny and provides tailor-made solutions to meet local leeds. This concept is summed
up by the famous historian Alexis de Tocqueville who wrote, "A nation may establish aficc gov-
ernment, but without municipal institutions it cannot have the spirit ofliberty."

In recognition of the importance of local government to our state, the Alaska Constitution calls
for "..maximum local sel--government...", and further states, "A liberal construction shall be given

to the powers oflocal government units."

The Challenge Faced by M unicipal T axpayers

The theme of this report is to call for new partnerships between the state and municipalities.
We must do this to continue to provide necessary education, public safety, and transportation
services to the people of the state without overburdening local businesses and residents with

unreasonably high property and sales taxes.

The first key issue is local |oroperty taxes. Over the years, in efforts to cut the state budget, the
state has disproportionately cut money to municipalities intended to keep Jocal taxes low.
Additional state pressure to increase local sales and property taxes must end if we are to con-
tinue building the economies of our communities. This isa greater challenge for the many
communities that are facing_the loss or partial loss of primary industries. Fortunately, many
state administration and legislative leaders are working with municipalities on this issue.

The second keY issue is repair and improvement of state and local public infrastructure such

as roads, schools, harbors, airports, and jails. The Alaska Conference of Mayors and the Alaska

Municipal League are deeply concerned that state budget cuts to maintenance and repair of

critical public infrastructure 1s beginning to threaten the economlc_r)qtentlall of our communi-

gﬁs. kMer t|mportant, failure to maintain and repair our public facilities is simply mortgaging
aska's future.



For example, asa homeowner, if you discovered a serious leak inyour roof, when would ){ou fix
it? Of course, you would fix it right away in order to prevent further damage which would cost
much more In the future...Alaska's problems and choices are exactly the same, In fact, many
projects on the municipal wish lists are roof repairs for schools and other public facilities that

may have to wait a long time for state funding.

So the question is not whether to fix Alaska's public infrastructui but when and who will
|oay for It. If the state is no longer going to make timely reﬁalrs topub  facilities, then the only
ocal alternative is to further increase property taxes. The Alaska (. "Terence of Mayors and
the Alaska Municipal Lea([;ue have pledged to'work hand in hand with | ie state to creatively

solve this problem without requiring large property and sales tax hikes.

Tun State of M unicipalities in 1997

In general, Alaskan municipalities have become s_t_ronﬂer over the past ten years simply by sur*
viving at the end of the "food chain." Municipalities have learned they cannot relkl on state oil
revenues to meet all of their needs, or to look to the state and federal governments to solve local
problems. Alaska's municipalities are doing a lot to solve local problems creatively, effectively,
and efficiently through means such as community action, volunteerism, creative financing, lorig
rar]t[qe planning, privatization, and establishing partnerships with private industry and/or other
units of government. To give just a few examples:



* The Municipality of Anchorage reduced juvenile crime by creating the natlonaIIK
recognized volunteer "Parent Network" Program, and by establishing "yout
courts” run by youth, y _ o

» The City of Seward turned around a failing hospital by financing improvements
and [lvatlzm%_managemen_t. _

» The City of Kodiak, the Kodiak Island Borough and the Kodiak Chamber of Com-
merce pooled their resources to develop along range economic development plan.

*The City of Soldotna used fund., generated by a fishing tournament to build a
state-of-the-art elevated boardwalk to protect prime fish habitat.

» The City and Borough of Juneau turned over management of its municipal airport
toan empowered board that oversees afinancially selfsufficient airport with priva-
tized security, shared fire protection, and has made long range improvements to
stimulate economic development and revenue. . _

» The City of Fairbanks remodeled a deteriorating unused school building to pi -
vide inéxpensive municipal offices and a community center.

The State and M unicipalities are Partners

I\/Iunici{_aalities must become active partners with the state to solve Alaska's Ilon%te,rm prob-
lems. Local and state government are tied together by three critical links: Joint basic public

sendees, taxes, and people.

First, consider basic public sendees. We usually think of three maHor basic services that arc
expected of government: transportation, education, and public safety.

+ Transportation isajoin state_and local service. Forexample, most Alaskans can't get to
work or school without traveling on both a state and a municipal road. If cither the state
or municipalities fail to refoalr_and maintain roads, everyone suffers.

» Education isan inseparable l;)_ln'[ state and local service. The Alaska Constitution states
that "The legislature shall establish and maintain a system ofpublic schools open toall children
of the state..." However, over 25 percent of education is funded by local taxpayers. The
local taxpayer ?_ortlon IS growing because state money for education is now only worth
about seventy-five cents on the dollar due to ten years of inflation. o

» Public Safety isalso a critical joint stateand local Service. While most larger municipali-
ties have Pollce, the state provides criminal courts and most of the prisons. Without a
state and local partnership, a criminal could not be apprehended, tried, sentenced, and

put in jail.

Second, consider people and taxes. Most citizens of the state are also citizens of municipalities.
Therefore, both the state and municipal governments work for the same people. As our em-
ployers, the people of Alaska should demand that we work together to give them the best
possible services at the lowest Possmle cost. If either state ﬁover_nment or local government is
not domﬂ_well, then the people of Alaska will not do well. This is the main "?ason why new
partnerships between state and local government are so critical.



The Impact of State and Federal Budget
Cuts on M unicipal T axes and Services

Alaskan mun|C|?aI|t|es have been severely impacted by federal and state budget cuts. One of
the major impacts on municipalities is extreme pressure to raise local property and sales taxes to
replace lost rederal and state mone) for basic public services, and to take on additional man-
dated responsibilities.

On the state level, municipal taxpayers have received a disproportionate share of state budget
cuts. Over the past ten years, state revenue sharing, the primary program to share state oil
revenues with local taxpayers, has been cut appr.ommatelx 10%. During the same ten year pe-
riod, the entire state budget has stayed at approximately the same dollar level.

~ Compirlion of Slat* OPerating Budgetve.,
Stilt Revenue Sherlno/Munldptl Attlitince Funding

Y«b-FY»T7

100 Stato Operating
Budget

Stato Revenue Sharing
Municipal As»i»tancc Fundin

Second, over the ?,ast ten years, state funding for education has increased for school enrollment
growth, but inflation has essentially been ignored. Local taxpayers have filled in the gap for
education created by state funding that, due to inflation, isonly worth seventy-five centson the
dollar compared to tenyears ago. To municipalities, this has meant big tax increases to pay hr
schools and significant cuts in school programs.
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Despite considerable belt  tening and efficiencies, local governments have been forced to
raise local tax rates simply * arvive. Some municipalities, with less local tax base, have fared

poorly.
Here some comments from communities:

Aleknagik _ _
"..With the state Revenue Sharing cutbacks, the City had to cut back on staffwork hours

to part-time, with no medical, dental, nor life insurance benefits. ...completely eliminated

city's refuse pickup services."

Nondalton . . . . . _
"...due to these funding reductions...this community was left without funding for water/

sewer, forced to reduce clinic hours, and cor'd not afford to maintain roads leaving the
community with seriously hazardous road conditions upon which children could not be
safely transported from school.”

Cordova . . _ .
"Impacted by cuts in revenue sharing....In 1991, the mil rate was 7.094 and 1996 is pro-

jfected to be 13.5 without ar. increase in services. In addition, a flat sales tax has increased
rom 4% to 6%."

Aleutians | ast Borough . .
"decreasing state revenues has shifted more of the burden against local taxes. The (bor-

ough taxpayers) already contribute 8 mills (for schools) which does not include another
four mills éach year in"payments on financed school improvements... This in turn has

forced us to halt our technology program.”

6



Sand Point

"The original intent for revenue sharing was for each municipality to receive $2,500 per
mile for road maintenance...now it is only approximately $917 per mile.... the roads are
washed away due to a lack of culverts and storm drainage placed in even the most criti-
cal points due to a lack of funds..."

Sitka
"In response to Sitka's mill closure and state funding reductions, Sitka voters approved a

balanced five-year sustainable municipal budget. "

The state has steadily transferred many of its service responsibilities to local governments.
The cost of assuming new unfunded mandates and services has been great. To summarize, the
following chart shows how tax increases in municipalities have followed state cuts to munici-
pal revenue sharing programs, underfunding of education, and mandates.

Comparison of Docroasos in Municipal Assistance/Rovonuo Sharinn vs
Incroasos In Municipal Sales & Property Taxos

80.00% -

Increase In municipal sales
0 -
4000% | and property taxe...

20000
000%

-20 0096

-40 00% \ y Decrease In Municipal Assistance/
Revenue Sharing.

-00.00%

1994

In many municipalities, there have been cutbacks and property taxes have as much as tripled to
maintain acceptable education, transportation, and public safety services.

The state must consider the impact of its actions on local taxes. Stale budget cuts that pass on
higher costs to local taxpayers are not cuts at all, they are simply tax increases.



To KeepAlaska's Economy Strong, We M ust M aintain and
Improve A laska's D eteriorating Public Infrastructure

To keep Alaska strong and to avoid passing on excessive costs to future generations, Alaska
must maintain and develop its state and local public infrastructure, especially roads, airports,

harbors, schools, and other high priority public facilities.

The proposed state Six Year Capital Plan shows $3.2 billion of current capital needs, yet the
proposed state budget includes only $100 million of general revenues to meet those needs. Alaska
Is meeting only 3% to 4% of the current need. At this rate, it would take twenty five to thirty
years just to meet today's needs. If the accelerating cost of deferring needed maintenance Is
considered, Alaska is losing ground in the battle to maintain its public infrastructure.

For example, according to the Department of Transportation/Public Facilities, money thatcould
be used to develop or expand the highway system is currently being used to replace prema-
turely deteriorated highways. If Alaska continues to defer maintenance of roads and other
basic public facilities, we will seriously retard the development of Alaska's economy.

If municipalities are forced to fix Alaska's infrastructure, the only major options to raise the
money are sales and property tax increases. However, the state has many more revenue oF-
tions, has the ability to equalize resources between all areas of the state, and can most efficiently

put together statewide bond packages.

Conclusion: New Partnerships Between Local and State Governments

Fortunately, many legislators and administration officials are now seriously concerned about
the imFact the state has had on local taxes and services. They recognize that local taxpayers
have already shouldered their share of the burden of cutting the cost of state government Also,
many are actively considering ways to improve the interdependent relationship of the state
government and its municipalities in providing basic services to the people of our state.

As state oil funds continue to decline, both the state and municipalities must work together to
find new and better ways to do business to serve the people of Alaska. Also, it is imperative that
Alaska's public infrastructure is adequately maintained, from leaking school roofs to projects
that expand job opportunities for Alaskans. Many new partnership ideas are contained in a
recent report of the State and Local Government Task Force titled "Opportunities for State and

Local Government Initiatives."

Alaska is a great state meeting great challenges. It will take all of the people of the state, includ-
ing the state government, local governments, private industry, and all other organizations work-
ing together to chart our path to a bright future.
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Municipalities'
; Address |

j Highlights'Tax and Deferréd’

1 M a ntenaince Issues

j Thefir.tannual “State ofthe Mu
aicipalitiec:” address was presented on
January 21,1997, in.the Capitol Build-
ing by the Alaska Municipal League
and the Alaska Conference of May-
ms. s g m !
The purpose Jof the address: vps
a give; a repiwrt Jio theilegjsUturc
and citizens on ithe status of mo-
hid paritiesin Alaska. Anannual ad-
dressonmunicipal issues is important
because local governments provide
half ofthe public services in Alaska
and they most directly represent and
jmpact families, communities, ccono-
raies,and environments. |The gg resi
%aégyoqdcast statewide onqodV@
el and covered by other state-
widemedia. ! i
j ! The address focused on two key
iSfues:

ili Local property taxes. Oyerthe
1 .gears, in efforts to leut the state
( .budget," thestate hiis disprppbr-
| tionardycutmcmey»municip«li-
| ties intend_ed(l to keep local taxes
i1 low: Additional state Pressure

i to increase; local sales. agd
| B> e ],
(Continuéd on page 3)

\ ,217 Socond Strvot, Suito 200, Juhoau, Alaska 99301

Legislative Bulletin

January . 1997

"Safe Communities” First Bill
Out of Legislative Committee

AML Requests New Resolutions from Municipalities

Senate Bill 29, Safe Communities, had its first hearing on Monday, January 27,
1997, by the Senate Community and Regional Affairs Committee and passed out
the same day. SB 29, introduced by Senator John Torgerson, isthe number one
priority legislation for the Alaska. Municipal League and Alaska Conference of
Mayora. Itwas the first bill to pass out ofa committee this session.

The hearing was held to coincide with the Alaska Municipal League Board of
Directors and Alaska Conference of Mayors meeting held in Juneau on January
20-21,1997. ' !

The League is now seeking resolutions and support letters fromjnunicipairaem-
bers to show our continuing support for the legislation. Please send them to Senator
John Torgerson, State Capitol, Juneau, Alaska 99811. His fax number is 465-4779.
Please forward a copy to AML.. The bill is scheduled for its next hearing in

Senate Finance'on January 31, !

;v-Thebill contains the four.critical legs as adopted lastyear. Theyare: i

o

1 Changes the name to “Safe Comlaunitie3,’ (forrr'\e’\r/Jy Municipal
Assistance) and require the funds received underthis, program be
used primarily for basic public safety/hearth services.
Creates a $40,000 minimum payment for small incorporated mu-
nicipalities. Larger communities contribute approximately S238,0000f
theirallocation to raise minimums forsmall communities. (Anchorage,
Fairbanks, Fairbanks North Star Borough, Juneau, Kenai Peninsula
Borough, Mat-Su Borough, and all other large. municipa£ties'support

V' this provision to reduce dissolutions of small municipalities.)

3." Removes the ‘hold harmless" clause of the current Municipal Assis-
tance Program. The “hold harmless” provision creates wide variations among

(continued on page 3)

- AML Joint Insurance Association Distributes
$300,000 to Municipalities}

«AT its January meeting, the Trustess for the AMUJIA approved. 00000 be

distributed back to its members for.the FY 90 policy year. Unlike big insurance
companies, the value o famember-owned insurance pool is that tfie members ben-
efitifthe program is successful." The AML/JIA presently hasl 15 members. For
more information on the distribution, call Steve Wellsat 1-800-337-3682.

- Tel. (907) 586*1325, Par (907J4$3-5480; emailim tl @ptialatkx.nttC



A ML Priority issues A i

"'Safe Comm)unities"

‘comimedfrom pags |

mndmg for communities and is
no longerrelevant.

-1 Advancesithe payment'date
for Municipal Assistance
from February 1 to Juiypl,
which is the same date Revenue
Sharing payments are made.
Thisprovision creates the inter-
nal equity in the bill.

|
; Last, session, tLe “Safe Commtmi-
tiea” bill (SB20) parsedthe Senate unani-
mously and passed the House! with 38
uSri‘harivovotes, butfailed to receiveat
cuDCiirrance vote in the Senate in the fi-
nalirunutes ofttieUgislative session.

j 10ver thcpasrten years, municipal
rewcaue sharing has been cut nearly
70%. In the past two years, it has been
cat 15%. A farther cut in municipal
revenue sharing is simply, anjin-

» escelieol Wfiicltto creie a'pdmancnr
tad stable reyep"'sharingprogram:' L
j j 1fyou have anyj'questioQs oh tfac'bill
piease callKevinIRjtchie or Jufic Kfafift
8] 586-1325."

National League of Cities
-~ Seeks, Vblunteers

j ;IThe-NatlonaI League of CAies
(NLQis-seeking serve on
a{"‘nferenceplanning committee tohelp
plan the-1997 NLC Congressiof Cities
copference; ¢, i

WT e committxxawul mectimPhiIszeI-
phii, P«msylvaniiai;'on'April 18 andil9.

I'Ifyou areinterested id saving cmthe
conferencelplanning cxmnrirttec, pifease
call KevidRihchiejatr586"1325.

AML Aggtrterva Btdlesm_420-|

- —
"Stato of Municipalities” Address

‘cortmuzdfrom pcY%e !)

property mrt*; must end if we e to continue building the econo-
mies of our common!ties. This is i zreater challenge'for the many
communities thatarc facing the loss or partial loss o fprimary industries.

2. Repair and improvement of state and local public.iflfrascructure
such as roads, schools, harbors, airports, and jails. The'Alaska Confer-
ence of Mayors and the Alaska Municipal League are deepiy concerned
that state budget cuts to maintenance and repair of critical public infra-
structure is beginning to threaten the economic potential ofdut communi-
ties. More important, failure to maintain and repair onri public facili-
ties is simply mortgaging Alaska'3 future. ;

i ]
The .Alaska. Conference o f Mayors and the Alaska Municipal League
pledged to work hand in hand with the Legislature md the Governor to cre-
.atrveI%/solve these challenges. . oom' . .
The primary presenters were Alaska Conference of Mayors President
Mayor CarolynFloyd; AMLPreaidaitRosemary Hagevig; and George Wucrch,
Assembly Member from the Municipality of Anchorage.
Theywere supported by: .
L «HKs”?m”sxm Uy ?faiitsaks Nonh-SisrBorotigji
Mayor Jesome-Seiby; JQ3# isI"Borotit7: Al S*j*t
Mayor Dennis Egan, JunéaL- .t
'« " MayorAiaireStanton;Ketchikan com .
Mayor Willie Thomas, Buckbnd ;
Mayor SarahPaiin; Wasilia
Roger Chric, Assembly, Northwest .Arctic Boroughl.
Mayor Henry Girinatle, Paimer
Mayor KenLancaster, Soldotna
Mayor Jack Shay, Ketchikan Gateway Borough
Mayor Sioux Plummer, Skagway ,
. Vice Mayor TomQuick, .Ouzinkie
> MichaelOBricuBcthd... o
Mayor EdwinAnderson, Bristol Bay Borough
Mayor John Gonzales, Denali Borough' -
m MayorJohnTV21ikns, Kaiai I
MayorRobertXmghi;Nenana [ ;
Mayor Tim\blstaol Sddovia : .
" RoseChaiKffer, ScmiimdriBay ;

An eight-page reportwas madejrvaiiable to the press and attendees™ which
outlined in greater detail the municipal message. A copy ofthe-'reportwDI be
sentto AML members. Video tapes oftue thirty-five minuteiprtsenradon are
available from the Ak.ska MtmictpAl League at586-1325. i - .] .L

\—I-
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Municipality

Ciry of Akhiok
City of Akiak
City of Akutan
City ol Atakanuk
Cty of Ahknaoik

AJauUana East Borough

City of Altakabot -
Cky of Amblor

City  Anaktuvuk Pa**

Cfty of Andaraon
Cfty ol Anooon
Cfty of Aniftk
Cty of Anvift

City of Algaauk
Cfty of Barrow
Cfty of Bolhof
Cfty of BatOaa

Brbtoi Bay Borough
Ciry of Buctiand
City of Chafomak
City of Chavak

Cly of Chuathbafuk
Cby of Coffman Cora
City of Cold Bay

Ciry of Cordova

Cty of Daaring

Sty of Oafta Junction
Sana! Borough

Sky of Diflngham

SftyofEa?(Ia
Sty of Eal

Sky of Egagdc
iy oi Ekwok

Sky of Emmonak
Sify of Fakbanka
ait>anka NS8

Sky of Fakaa Paw

'V oL Fort YU
Slty of Oalana

Sky of Qambal
Wy of Golovin
iky of Ooodnaw* Bay

Jy_ot_UEwyanji---weemeee

Iffy of Halnaa
tainaa Borough
*y of Holy Croat
py of Homar

ity of Hoopar Bay
fry of Houston
ky of Krghaa

fry of Huslia

1130707

Aoy ill ] H=vr ~miFw

<P\ T VAT il its)

EFFECTS OF SB20 ON FY >7 SRS/MA PAYMENTS ( NO BASE AMOUNT HOLD HARMLESS - M0,000 OVERALL MINIMUM EWTITU UELi

fift/f t 1/ fillalwill

FY 97 SRS IS FY 97 MA SS FY 97 MA/SRS

Total SS
$24,448 $2,934 $27,382
$30,400 $10,124 $40,524
$29,398 $13,046 $43,244
$32,224 $24,128 $56,352
$29,094 $0,140 135.234
§1S.508 (10,420 §78.22S
132,508 §5.037 §37.543
140,018 110,278 130,297
131.317 19,210 140,131
SS 410 S47 112.984 302 119 421329
132,920 (20,01 (13,814
(23,047 121,710 148,701
111,479 121,300 177.859
132,430 13,100 130,130
130 118 13.131 137.149
130,000 124,171 101,459
190,829 1150,101 1255,014
1300,003 1220,151 1534,234
133,407 11,577 135,044
102,056 154,710 1110.772
142,040 113,358 155,404
129,605 112,135 141,501
129.903 121,520 151,521
129 655 34,730 <34 255
$32,053 $4,230 $36,263
$52,008 $6,035 $60,043
€30.593 $10,973 $41,566
$193,038 $125,405 $319,241
$61 330 $65,741 $127,000
$45477 $5,242 $50,719
$28,553 $55,129 $83,682
$31,317 $55,995 $87,312
$76,474 $97,188 §173.662
$31 317 $4,896 $36,213
$26,467 $5,391 $31,676
$30,682 $9,117 $39,790
$31,864 $5,360 $37,224
$29,094 $3,261 $32,355
1102,751 126,674 1129525
1507,549 12.060,975 12,570,524
$1.5Bi.692 12,129,627 13,719,519
120,370 12,910 132,28e
130,011 123,394 103 005
132,512 121,032 153.. 44
(31.707 15.513 137.220
130.117 17,992 11..179
145,345 103,572 1108,917
120529 130,031 113,360
132,010 18,934 142.700
1141.900 1191,037 1333,003
(29,019 133,149 102.501
133,212 131,490 104.712
132.232 12.111 134,747
133.101 10.011 142.112

SB29
FY 07

124,440
130,400
129,391
132,224
129.094
100,608
132,506
140,016
<31,317
15.460.947
132.820
123,047
151,479
132,436
130.518
130,000
190.829
1306,053
133,407
131.040
162,058
142.046
129,655
129.993
129.555
132.083
152,005
130.593
1193,536
151.330
145 477
126,553
131.317
170,474
131.317
126,467
130,682
131,664
129,094

1102,751
1503,549
11,559,692
129,376

139,611
(32512
131,707
130,187
532'359
145 345
120,620
132,556

*141,910

129,010
133.202
132.232
133.501

1B79
FY 07 SAFE It

13,012
110567
114445
124,563

16.362
110,005
15248
110,666
10.024
$12.836/>08
121,673
(22,333
121,945
(3.226
13.260
(23.516
1180,209
1230,241
11504
10.807
151,448
113813
112816
122476
14904
14.381
18,366
110,957
1125427
108.101
15,422
153,961
156,756
196,190
15.100
15,531
19,405
15,491
13.400

127,708
12,029,452
12,155.336

13.019

123.585
121,009
15,653
15 345
17.209
103.945
137.593
(10.243
1191,930

134,705
132,714
12,019
18.920

FY 97 5B29
SRS/SAFE 11

127.4B0
140,917
143.043
156,76
135456
176,613
137755
1501654
140,941
019.397.555
114,193
141,350
173424
135,164
1331778
100.401
1259,095
1530,324
135,051
140,655
117,604
155,851
(42,263
112,469
134459
136,434
100,390
141550
1319,263
1129.440
150,599
152514
155103
1174070
1381425
132.018
140077
137,355
132,494

1130,460
12,533,031
13,745.228

132,397

163.197
154,321
137,390
136.535
139.040
1109.200
154,122
143.099
1331,904

163,781
185.970
134.851
142.421

% Clung*
F.om Cur'tnl

0.29*
1.09%
1.30%
0.77%
0 63%
-0.52%
0.56%
0.77%
1.00%
-0.14%
1.41%
1.37%
0.75%
0.36%
0.38%
>1.71%
1.60%
0.39%
0.02%
0.90%
0.63%
1.01%
1.15%
1.54%
0.51%
0.42%
0.19%
-0.04%
0.01%
1.8B%
0.35%
>1.40%
0.91%
0.51%
*0.55%
0.44%
0.95%
0.35%
0.43%

0.64%
-1.46%
0.69%
0.34%

0.30%
1.45%
0.46%
0.93%
0.08%
0.34%
1.20%
0.79%
0.27%

1.94%
1.09%
0.30%
0.73%

SB28
Minimum EnL

112,140

1829
Minimum EnL

112,441

GB29
FY 87 SAFE 1*

12,908
110,404
114,331
124,370

10,312
19,926
15,207
1101592
19540

112.034.073
121503
122,157
121772

13,203
131235
123,333
*159.000
1228427
11,572
15.735
155.011
113,504
112,515
122,299
14.865
14.347
18,322
110,671
(124.439
167.565
15,379
153,535
(56,339
197422
15.068
15.487
10,421
15,448
13374
*9.428
127,490
12.013.491
12,138,353
12,985
1271591
123,400
121,637
15,635
18.202
*7.232
103,441
137.297
1101103
(190,425
135.625
134,491
132,457
12,599
*8.850

3629
FY 87 SAFE It

115,429
110,484
114331
124.370
110.020

10926
17435
110,682
19,548

112.034'673
121,503
1221157
121,772

17504
19.407
123.333
1150,000
1220427
%0482
18.738
155,011
*13,504
112,518
122,290
1101363
*7.684
*§,322
*101871
(124,439
167,501
15,379
153,536
156,339
107,422
18815
113 407
19.421
15,072
$10.62C
19.426
127,490
12,013,491
12,130,353
110,538
#7501
123,400
121,637
18.228
19,730
17.Bl
163,441
137.297
*10.163
1180.425
*35.628
134,491
132457
17.707
18.550"

SB29
SRS/SAFE 1S
139,877
140.884
143,129
158,594
130,814
176.734
138,941
150,600
140,505
110.295.620
154.423
145,204
173,251
139,940
130.925
*00.221
1257,835
1534510
139,943
140.566
1117,067
155,552

142,153-

152,292
139918
136,93/
*§0,330
141464

1316275
$126,904
150,656
182,059
167,658
173,685
139,932
139,894
1401103
139036
139,914
142275
1130.241

12217,040

13,720,245
139,818
100'300
(63,011
154.149
*39 835
139,923
*30.940

1100,786
163,026
1431019

1332,391

1121831
163,507
165719
139,939
*42.351

% Changa
From Currant

45.63%
0.89%
1.12%
0.43%

13.20%

-0.62%
8.39%
0.60%
0.61%

-0.67%
1.13*
0.85%
0.54%

12.30%

1.865%

-2.01%
1.11*
0.05%

14.00%
0.73%
0.25%
0.51%
0.91%

1.50%

16.43%

10.07%
0.48%
-0.25%
-020%

1,43%
027%

-1.90%
028%
0.14%

10.27%

25.14%
0.76%
7.20%

2326%
0.70%

0.46%
-2.08%
0.23%

23.63%
0.19%
0.01%

1.13*
7.29%
1.571%
1.42%

-0.12%
0.74%
0.00%
-0.18%
0.36%

1.51%
1.49*

14.94%

0.57%

Polantlal Intaroal Earning* From Early SAFE Paymant

FY 97 8AFE 11
al 6.26% Intaraal

S404
1274
1375
1638
1283

1190
12117

1250
*336 907
1563
1500
*570
1196
1248

*4.162
15.080
1170
1329
11,440
1361
1328
1154
1211

1216
AN
13,258
*1.769

*1,401
*1,475
*¥2,550

1220

1247
1211
1283
S247
1720
152,709
155,970
*218
*122

SS6S
1215
1255
1190

1978
1260
14,985
1933
1903
1650
1202
1232

FY 87 SB29
SRS/SAFE SS

*40,261
141.158
144,10%
157.231
140.197

140,138
180,877
141,118

119.631.007
154,885
14570
173.021
(40.137-
*40'172

*261.897
1540.460
*40,118
140.015
1118,508
156,213
142,511
152.875
140.159

180,547
141.748
*321,633
*130,672

183,490
*59.130
1176,447
*40.157

*40,349
140,147
140.197
142,522
¥130.961
12.569.749
13,704.223
140.182
197.027

154,715
*40,150
140,178
*40.138

*04,002
143.205
1317.376
1122.764
164,410
118.568
140,141
142.583

% COanga
From Currant

*1.11%
1-57%
1-99%
T-56%

14.09%

6 91%
1.15*%
1.43%
1.05%
2.10%
Z-28%
122%
12.95*
19.36%

2-1-'%
1.171%
14.48%
1.28%
1.49%
7.46%
1.70%
2.53%
17.21%

0.8»%
0-44%
0.72%
e £83%

-0.23%
2-00%
1-60%

10.09%

130%
1.85%
24.24%
129%
1.03%
-0.03%
1-74%
24.48%
094%

2.19%
1.81%
523%
1.93%

2.28%
1.23%
121%
1.13%
2.81%
2-80%
15.52%
1,12%

*12 PU



Municipality

City of Hydaburg

City & Borough of Juneau
City of KachMruik

City of Kaka

City of Kaktovik

City o4 Ktfag

Ckyol Kutun

Ciry a,4.ro- .
Kami ﬁnrua Borough
Cltv ol Falchilcin

XdehiUn Oalmny Borough
Chyol Kim

Cky ol King Coro

City ol KtoSno

C»r ol Khnrodt

Chy ol Kobuk

Cky ol Kodiak

Kodak UUnd Borough
City ol KoOk

City ol Koyuk
Chy ol Koyukuk
Chy ol Kuproonol
Ciry ol Kwothluk

Cayol lam Bory
Cty d Loaw Kotakog
City o1 Manokotok
Cky ol LUnhal

Cfty of McOfati

City of Mafcoryuk

Cfty of Mountain Waga
Cfty of NapaUak

City of Nanarm

Cfty of Naw Stuyahok
CKy of NawhaJan
City of Highbnuta

Cty of Noma
City of Nondafton
City of Noorvik
Cfty of North Pok

Nonhwaaf ACIC Borough
Cfty of Nukput

Cfty of Nukto

Cty of Nmaprtchuk

Cty cfOurinkk
CV of Palmar
Cfty of Pafcan
Cty of P»Ur*Uxy

Cfty of Pftot Station
Cfty of Plaanum

of Point Hop#
of Port Akxandar *

Y3087

FY 97 SRS 51

523,189
51,554.629
524.203
559.694
531.317
$32,805
523.330
5201,103
51,673,063

5103,996
832.696
536.708
551,037
542.055
533,049

5169,765

8445,642
830,502

132,078
31772
8233, |
£30'481

*¥24,203

550.527
829.094
520,398
$30,167

5270.273
531,425
578.353
127.348

$241,805
831.317
$32,891
843.562

824.4%7
*228,480
*24,827
8222,123
*44 732
*¥30,708
*31,388
*31,317
¥23.329

FY 97 MA SI

514.575
51.301.027
513.100
124.180
57.639
58,021
51,310
5364.626
51,227.349

$223,712
514.370
520,278
511,052
525.220
52,533
5400.338
$231,112
816.109

SB,963
*4,346
*748
822.888

*4,087
8,821
*12,186
58,824

*18 300
%6862
*28.871
(11722

527.128
513.510
55.517
55.010

5177.407
57,824
519.603
582.606

$24,378
812.626
511.854
$14,545

88,415
*113,282
18,428
*148,204
*3.178
*18,888
81.868
*¥26,021
*¥3.128

EFFECTS CF SBVIONFY *7 SRIVARANVENTSNDBASEAVONTHLDHARVLESS- *43 000 OVERAL MNMUVENTTHINENT)

FY 97 MA/SRS
Total
537,764
52.655.856
537.303
504.074
538.958
540.826
524,640
1565,729
52,901,312

5417,706
547.026
C37.086
562.089
568.184
535.562

5560,103

8676,754
848.701

*41.012
*36,118
*24,076
853,370

*28,260
841,214
542,712
*40,326

582,803
137,678
*§7,211
*42,688

878.355
$42,613
$34,015
836,105

5456,680
530.249
508.049

5110.151

5266.183
544.143
844.745
558.107

*32,802
*408,742
*¥33,855
8370.827
*46 110
847,308
*33.211
187,336
*¥27.055

SB2B

FY 97

SRS **
*23,188

*¥1.554,828
*24,203
*58,894
*31.317
832,008
¥23,330
*201,103

*1,873,981
8353.861
*183,898
*32,658
838,708
951,037
542.855
833,049
*158,765
*445,642
830,502
5187.731
532,078
531,772
*23,329
*30,481
*172 348
824,203
*31,393
*29,846
*30,502

534.203
830,827
831.240
*30,877
830.802
*50,827
528,084
¥29,398
530,167
831 826
5279.273
*31,425
578,353
527.346
8343.215
*241,605
*11,317
*32,881
843.862
824 599
*24,487
$226,460
*24,5217
*222.123
*44.732
$30,709
*31,388
*31,317
*¥23.329

5828

FY 97 SAFE **
(No Hold H.tm I..."

*¥14,989
81,313,465
513,824
24,871
17.850
*8.388
51.365
*382,889
*1,239,582
*471.416
*229,781
14,853
830,377
*11,535
*28.182
82.643
8391.148
8239,007
518,889
*127.388
89,338
84,488
*¥783
*23.752
*41.913
*4.242
10,241
*13.411
*¥10,208

516,712
$7,134
*26,861
*12,060
¥13.186
*21,521
*14,085
55.741
*6,185
84.092
¥176,814
56,126
520,412
882.641
¥1.191.138
824.574
*13,408
812,311
*15,167
810.440
*8,788
¥184.634
$8,483
*¥149,485
*3.476
817,319
*1.811
*26.770
*3.850

FY 97 SB1B
SAFS «
llin EnL

*36,168
Jil,B68,254
*37,837
*84,865
*39.167
541,191
824.695
1663,882
$3.813.545
11828.378
11423,767
*47,509
*69,068
*62,572
889.137
835,692
*587,911
*684,649
849,391
*¥325.119
841,417
*38.280
*24.112
*84.233
*214.256
*28.445
*41,634
*43,287
840,707

852,915
*17.981
858,101
843,037
¥43.888
878.048
143.179
*35,139
136,372
835.920
8488,067
839,551
896,765
5109.939
*1.834.433
1266,379
844,122
845.202
868,729
*35.039
833,243
*411,294
*34,020
8372,168
*46.208
848,028
*33,298
558.C87
$27,187

% Chang.
From Currant
Ptonr.ma
1.12*
0.44%
1.43%
0.84%
0.84%
0.89%
0.22%
-0.31%
0.42%
-0.55%
1.46%
1.03%
1.82%
0.78%
1.40%
0.31%
-0.39%
1.17%
1.42%
0.45%
0.81%
0.39%
0.14%
1.62%
0.14%
3.68%
1.02%
1.26%
0.94%

0.78%
0.75%
1.66%
0.79%
1.33%
-0.39%
1.33%
0.64%
0.74%
0.49%
0.31%
0.77%
0.73%
-0.15%
-5.69%
0.07%
U K
1.02%
1.07%
1.19%
1.04%
0.38%
0.19%
0.34%
0.20%
1.82%
0.07%
1.31%
0.49%

5B2B
Minimum EnL

*1,812
*0
*2,163
60
8833
*0
1915,305
t

112.313

SB2B
Minimum EnL

1,798
*0
*2,146

*12.711

SB29
FY 87 SAFE 6*

14,881
*1,303,108
*13,527
*24,774
¥7.789
*§,320
*1,355
1380,030
81,229,815
8487.701
8227,061
*14,730
*30,136
*11,444
*¥25.978
*2,622
*395,911
*¥237,124
*18,741
*¥128.384
9,284
*4,452
177
*23,8%4
¥41.583
*4.209
*10,161
*13,305
*10.124
81.405.917
*18,564
87,077
*¥28,650
*11,985
*13.092
827,304
513,974
55.898
86.136
84.060
*177,495
¥1,062
*20.251
861,990
81.181.002
*24,380
*¥13.300
*12,214
*15,048
*¥10.358
18.687
*183,378
*0.418
8148.287
83.448
517,183
¥1,898
*¥26,659
*¥3.828

SB28
FY 87 SAFE **

816.67Q
$1,303,106
515,673
24774
*§.615
*8.320
*18539
*360.030
*1229.815
187701
*227.981
*14.736
*30136
*11444
§25.970
*0,888
*395.011
5237124
818741
*128'384
*0,284
*3'163
*1§1540
*23'884
*41583
*15.673
810,151
*131305
*10,124
81,408,917
$18,564
80,101
528, (50
111,985
813,082
827,304
*13.974
*10,51*
%0738
88.108
5177.405
*§,507
*20/251
881,000
*1.181.602
*24.380
*13:300
*12.214
*1§.048
*15.260
*15391
*1§3.378
*15.351
*148.287
83448
817,163
10,844
*28.559
$16,540

SB28
SRS/SAFE *1

839,868
*2,857,935
*39,878
*64,868
$39,832
*41.125
*39,869
$561,133
*2,903,778
8821.662
*421,977
*47,392
*6* »48
*82,481
*68,931
839.945
5554,778
5682,760
*49,243
$3J4.115
*41,343
*39,835
*39,889
*84,045
6213.928
*39.878
841,854
*43,151
*40,828
83.037.292
¥52,7187
*38,928
*57,890
$42,942
$43,894
877.631
843,068
*39,918
*¥39,823
839,936
*481,878

*¥256,185
*44,617
45,105
*58,810

IR YL —

*39,878
*409,838
539.878
$371,010
48,160
847.882
*¥39,932
557.876

L] —

Y. Ch«ng»
From Curr.nt

S57%
0.07%
6.90%
0.7i%
2,50%
0.73%
81.80%
-0.81%
0.08%
-1,00%
1.02%
0.78%
t.27%
0.83%
1.10%
12.26%
-0.95%
0.89%
1.1131
0,14%
0.73%
10.57%
65.58%
1.21%
-0.01%
41.10%
0.82%
1-03%
0.74%
1.32%
0.50%
5.97%
1.19%
0.57%
. 1,09%
-0.87%
1.07%
14.32%
10.57%
11.73%
0.00%
1.74%
0.57%
-0.74%
-8.271%
0.00%
1-07%
0.81%
0.88%
-15J22,
21.20%
0.02%
17.44%
9-02%
0.15%
1-23%
20.00%

1£20*

Sul.nl.| 1riVM Eming. From Bty SAFE Poymon

FY 97 SAFE 86
1 8.28% Inttr.il

1437
*34,113
*410
*649
12]6
*218
1433
*8,425
*¥32.194
f 12,244
55,965
3386
*789
8300
8680
8161
*10,341
*8,207
8491
*3308
*243
*214
*433
*617
1089
8410
128*
8341
1265
*3b.B04
*488
*238
1898
*¥313
1343
*715
8386
*¥215
*¥255
1212
*4,644
*223
8530
52,148
*30.937

1348
1320
1394
1400
540)

54,800
1402

*3,882

890
5450
5224

1695
8433

FY 97 §B29
SRSSAFE tt

540,304
*2.892.048
40,286
*§5,318
*40.157
*41,343
*40,392
*570,558
*2.835,972
*833.905
*427,945
*47.778
*19.635
82,781
869.611
*40,126
8565.117
*668,973
¥49,733
1327.424
*41,568
*4(0,148
*40,302
*54,682
¥215.017
840,288
*41,820
*43,499
540,881
*3.074.098

*461,322
*40,155
599.134

*111,484

*1.555.955

544,988
545,425
*59.004
140.779
540.281
*414.839
*40,280
*374.892
848.271
548,341
*40.15*
*56,571
840.302

% ChMig.
From Current

6.73%
t.27%
B.00%
t.48%
308%
1.27%
83.58%
0.85%
1.19%
0,48%
2.45%
».«9%
2-<3%
7.11%
2-09%
12.77%
0.90%
T.31%
2.12%
1.16%
1.33%
11.16%
¥7.36%
2.42%
0.50%
42.85%)
1.47%
7.84%
t.48%
2-55%
143%
«.60%
2.41%
7.30%
1*8%
0.24%
7.93%
15.11%
17.28%
12.32%
1.02%
2.31%
7.11%
7.21%
-4.37%

7.86%
152%
1.54%
18.32%
22.43%
7.20%
tB.63%
7.01%
0.33%

i

48.96%

taw



Municipality FY *7 SRS SS
City ol Port Haidan $31.998
Cky ol Port Llona $24,542
City ol Ouinhagik $30,823
Cky ol Rutty $32,318
City ol Sand Point $49,848
Civ ol Savoonga $64,701
City ol Saxman $22,798
CIV of Sesmmen Day $29,940
Cky ol Saldovla
Cliy ol Sawa/d
CIV ol Snagaluk
City c4 8haktoo*k
CIV of Shtahma/af *32.145
CIV of Shungnak (33,731
Cky and Borough of Sitka *407,2*5
Cky of Shagway *¥29.441
CIV of St. Oaorga $48,176
Cky of St. Mary's $96,843
City of SL Michaat $32,136
CIV of 6L Fau* $170,942
Cky of Tanana >44,039
Cky of TMter (31,592
Cky of TenckM Spring* (23,329
CiV of Thoma Day *27,370
CIV of Tokaook Bay $30,502
Cky of UnalaMaaf $32,627
Cky of Unatofca $236,972
City of Upper Kafckag $31,317
Cky of Wainwrig $31,317
CiV of Wait* $31,644
Cky of WaaiAa $139,083
Cky of White Mountain $31,925
%WWIWJt $212,195

(23.05i.044

'fir

EFFECTS OF 8B29 ON FY 07 SRS/MA PAYMENTS ( NO BASE AMOUNT HOLD HARMLESS . MO.000 OVERALL MINIMUM EHTTTLEMENT)

$B2* 382+ FY 07 SB29 % Clung. $B29 $B29 $B29 $B29 $B29 % ClL.nfl, tF{JggD/SAlFtZ M t

FY 97 MASS  FY 97 MA/SRS FY *7 FY 97 SAFE t*  SRS/SAFE *1 Ftem Cuftnt  Minimum EnL  Minimum EnL FY *7 SAFE **  FY 97 SAFE tt SRS/SAFE M From Curr.nt a b Intaraa
$4.171 Tmlsalef.leg *31,998 >4,330 *30,328 0.44% 13,672 $3,643 >4.296 >7.939 >39.937 10.42% ;%8?
SB,541 $33.083 *24,542 10.885 *33,430 1.05% (8,570 9,518 >8,018 *15.336 *39,870 20.54% 2102
$17.828 $48.651 *30,723 *18.551 *49,374 1.49% >0 >0 >18,405 >18,405 >49,220 1.19% 3200
$7321 $39.839 >32.318 >1.558 *39.»78 0.60% >124 %123 %7496 *7.821 >39,939 0.76% el

' ' >30 234 19607 53" 001 1.05% (99 *90 %9 591 *9.609 ¥39,923 111% o
$35,312 $84.960 >49,840 >30,360 >06.000 1.23% >0 (0 >39.074 *30,074 *05,722 0.90% Sope
$21,192 $B5.603 >84,701 >21.062 >*§ 543 0.7%0 >0 >0 >21.090 *21.690 >*0'391 05+ 2y
$13,674 $36,472 >22.79* >14,154 >36,952 137.% >3,040 >0,024 >14,043 *17,000 $39,0%4 9.30% T4
§14.097 $44.037 *20,940 >14,669 >44,609 1.30% >0 * *14,564 *14,854 *44,494 1.04% 1%

YR A A B T

* * * * 0 >10. . , -0.21%

2131 *1}181319 (414411358 010 (0 >0 >139,(70 *139.870 *412,997 0.11% >3.662
*31,317 *4 154 *30,171 0.53% *3,829 *3,799 (4 R1« 18.815 (39,932 10.9%% >220
*32,002 >6.503 *38'505 0.71% *1,405 *1.394 11,641 17.935 39937 4.20% fggg

! $30'187 $5.423 $35'610 0/63% >4.390 » *4.355 *.301 *9 73+ >39.923 12.01% i
*17,099 *40,044 32,145 *19,352 150,527 1.37% >0 Co >18,237 >10,237 60.302 1.0%% 477
#1700 *421520 *33.731 %0033 142,74 0.57% >0 >0 >0,902 >8,982 >42.893 0.41% *10>§§§

$41B.CB0 1¥25.055 (407.2%5 >421,103 >028,3*8 0.30% >0 >0 >417,785 >417,7%5 %825,050 -0.10% 10,937
>40,092 >70,333 >20,441 48,318 75,757 -0.76% >0 *0 *45.951 *45,951 *75,392 -1.23% 80
’ ’ >120,171 >774973 *354744 -0.72% *0 * *223.200 *223.200 *352.971 0.22% 848
" * > > 190 * >0 >0.438 *0.438 *54.613 0.39%
TR B L R N A A
$14.750 $40.808 >32.13* *14,905 *47,041 0.33% >0 >0 *14,707 14,707 *46,923 0.0%% 3
$24.442 $195.384 *170,942 *25.490 *19% 437 0.54% “0 10 125.290 *25.290 *108,232 0.43% ;

' ' 532714 >15.791 %0515 1.36% $0 S0 >15.6%6 *15 666 >48.390 1,10% >‘§%?
(13,204 *57.743 (44,539 (13.622 *50.061 0.55% X0 >0 >13,41* *13,416 *57.965 0.37% ‘o3
*0.724 (40,310 131 592 >9.009 *40,(91 0.93% *0 >0 >9.027 9,027 *40,019 0.75% 28
#4050 *20,107 *23,329 *4.905 *29.234 0.17% *11.756 *11,074 74,076 *10,640 *39.860 4144% S57s
21414 >40'704 *21,310 *20.249 49, ¥19 1.70% *0 10 *22.010 >22,070 *40,440 1.35% 205

' ’ >30 36* *27.150 157.525 1.43% >0 >0 2% 945 >26.045 *57.311 105% o
$17,132 $47,834 *30.502 *¥17.700 *48,300 1.40% >0 >0 *17,658 *17,658 >48,160 1.10% :743
$27,944 $60,571 *32.027 128.700 1*1.327 1.25% >0 *0 *28.474 28,474 *61,101 0440

$134,929 $373.901 *238,972 1140,122 (379,004 1.39% *0 >0 >139,010 >139,010 *377.990 1-09% >3>(2>:;(9]
S0 $38238 31317 790 31407 041 11,503 *1.491 *71123 *0.615 >39,932 4.11% e

‘ ' >202.170 1494 5¢1 >608.751 -3.26% *0 * >460.762 >480 762 *682,932 -3.79% :
$17,344 $48,661 >31,317 >18,0*3 (49,400 1.52% *0 >0 *17,340 *17,940 *40,257 1.23% w17
$5.400 $37.044 >31.644 >5.046 >37,290 86% 2,110 *2.8*9 >5.602 *0,290 *39.934 7.60% i

$199.196 $338.279 >139,0%3 (201.40* >340'492 0.65% 0 >0 >199,822 *199.022 *338,903 0.19% 1510
56.553 $38.478 >31,925 >6 *4* >38,173 0.77% *1,221 >1.216 *8.794 *8.011 ¥39,930 3.79% S
| 1 B L I I B
0 > s > , > , -0. b B
$124,915 $337,110 $212,185 $125,721 $337,816 0.24% 0 3 i3 60% 530'690 59710 N 1013
29,320,102 %52.907.726 >23.6%6.844 >29,320.6%2 552 987.72* 0.00% >233.510 *23111676 %29,089.206 *29,320 802 *52.907.728 0.00% >107.503
o (195,900 mm.| (tom c.rtain communidM Id othaf communitui * Minimum EnOtament Maka-Up

ai a r.iutt O chang. in MA Saia Amounté{l a, baa. not hald hannini) AJ communitiaa ahara in making up Ihia *233.516

(thi. rrpmoante .3* ol 1% ol all SRS/MA apprccrttlion)

MIC Two comminilm wart not Indudud In «<* abort ubW. TIVW animated aUocatkxu ara (Mod batow.

FYOTSB3
Jadikada *7,0
Hart'e Point

1/30/97

*7 SAFE Total SRS/SAFE Difitronca
FYW*UA Toul 17 *S*%S%é\ 179,24* k% 34() Py MaUakada paniclpaNt in SRS aa an unincotproaiad community, and MA aa a munidpaJty
\ *1,99% >2.0%4 *¥2,014 Clart/a Point did not guaHy kx a SRS paymant In FY 97

il Fl

Potential Interaat EamInga From Early SAFE Poytnant

FY 97 SB29 % Clunga
SRS/SAFE *$S Prom Cuntnl
>40,145 10.99%
>40.200 21.75%
*49,710 2.18%
*40,139 >-26%
*40.177 ?,75%
>00.660 2.01%
>** 050 1-24%
S40.311 10.53%
$44.8711 1.90%
*100.613 1.24%
>41,665 0.79%
>418,600 0.70%
*40,157 11.01%
*40,143 4.70%
¥40.178 13.53%
¥50.059 2.04%
>42.920 0.90%
*035.907 123%
178.508 0.34%
*358.814 0,42%
>54,7%1 0.70%
$113,334 0%2%
247311 0.91%
$190,894 0.77%
*40.601 195%
*58,30% 0.97%]
>40.655 1.34%{'
>40,302 42 98%
>50,018 2.53%
>50.017 229%»
543,622 2.07%]
>01,047 2-11%
>301,030 2.07%
*40,157 4.74%
>695.518 2.02%t
*40.151 *39%
>344.136 1.73%
140.14% *34%
140.240 *01%
170.723 103%
>53,755,309 M/A W

2P



