


TONY KNOWLES, GOVERNOR

PO. BOX 110300
DEPARTMENT OF LAW DIMONO COURTHOUSE. 6™ H.OOR
LS AS
OFFICE OF THEATTORNEY GENERAL FAX (907465673

March 14, 2001

The Honorable Jerry Ward
Alaska State Senate

State Capitol, Room 423
Juneau, AK 99811

Re:  SB 88 relating to metropolitan planning
organizations and the metropolitan planning
organization for the Anchorage metropolitan
area

Dear Senator Ward:

On February 20, 2001, 1testified before the Senate Transportation Committee that
the provisions of SB 88 that appoint a senator and a representative to sit on the Anchorage area
metropolitan Transportation Study board violate the dual office holding provisions of the Alaska
Constitution. At the end of my testimony you asked that I put my conclusion in writing.

Art. 11, 82 of the Alaska Constitution provides:

SECTION 5. DISQUALIFICATIONS. No legislator may hold any other
office or position of profit under the United States or the State. During the
term for which elected and for one year thereafter, no legislator may be
nominated, elected, or appointed to any other office or position of profit
which has been created, or the salary or emoluments of which have been
increased, while he was a member. This section shall not prevent any
person from seeking or holding the office of governor, secretary of state,
or member of Congress. This section shall not apply to employment by or
election to a constitutional convention.

(Emphasis added). Under these provisions a member of the legislature may not hold any other
office during the member’s term. Similar provisions prohibiting dual office holding exist for the
governor in Art. Ill, § 6, and forjustices of the supreme court and judges under Art. IV, § 14.

_ The Department of Law has issued three formal attorney general’s opinions
regarding dual office holding, which | have enclosed with this letter. In the past inter-branch
task forces, have heen formed to assemble and disseminate information, but did not assume any
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duties assigned any branch of government. These sorts of bodies have not been seen to violate
the constitution’s prohibitions against dual office holding. On the other hand, if a legislator, or a
judge, holds a position in an executive branch agency or a political subdivision, and the duties of
the position require the office holder to take action regarding the management of the agency, the
prohibition against dual office holding is violated.

Under SB 88, a senator and a representative will be appointed to sit on the board
that allocates federal surface transportation money in the Anchorage area. At the present time
there are three voting members of the board appointed by the mayor of Anchorage and two state
employees, who sit in an advisory capacity. Under the bill, the board's composition and
functioning change. Three members voting members will still be appointed by the mayor. In
addition, two voting members would be appointed by the governor, and two voting members by
the presiding officers ofthe Senate and the House of Representatives, a senator and a member of
the House of Representatives whose districts include at least a portion of the Municipality of
Anchorage. A quorum of the board is a majority of the voting members.

We believe that the prohibition against dual office holding by legislators would be
violated. The board would be making decisions on which projects will receive allocated federal
money, when they will receive it, and in what order specific projects will be built. These
functions are clearly more than collection or dissemination of information and under current

practice, these functions are clearly municipal managerial responsibilities.

If you have any questions on this matter, please feel free to contact me.
Sincerely yours,

BRUCE M. BOTELHO
ATTORNEY GENERAL

William F. Cumnfi
Assistant Attorney General

WEFC:pvp
Enclosure(s)

cc.  Mike Abbott, Legislative Director
Deborah Behr, Dept, of Law
Chrystal Smith, Dept, of Law
Don Smith, Senate Transportation Committee
Senator Randy Phillips, Attn: Kim Ross
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e Honorable 'Lowell Thomas, Jr.
JfAutenant Governor
oate of Alaska

Yea o Stale Cagl ¢+ b =

e ¢ Re: Legalit%/ of legislators running
for other house following increase

in legislative salary,* _ %

* 0

Usar Lieutenant Governor Thomas:

You have asked whether, under Warwick v. State, s~s
7.2d-384 (Alaska 1976), a member of one house of the legislature
nay run for a seat in the other house, when the pay for that
seat in the other house has been increased by the legislature
in which the candidate served. While the Alaska courts have
not ruled on the issue, it i3 our view that the. answerA is'#'yes.

. The question arises from Article 11, ’section 5

of the Alaska Constitution which provides in part;

*7

During the term for which elected

and for one year thereafterno legis-
lator may be nominated, elected, or
appointed to any other office-or position
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lieutenant Governor

of profit which has been created, or the L
salary or emoluments of which have been o
increased, while he was a nenber.- This n>
section shall not prevent any person

frpra seeking or holding the office of
governor,.secretary of state, or member

of Congress. This section shall not

apply to employment by or election to
.a constitutional convention.

The purpose of the prohibition is to renove temptation
and Improper motives from considerations of legislators in voting
for Increased salaries or the creation of new offices. Warwick
v. State, supra, at sss. Because prohibitions' like this are
contrary to general public policy which favors eligibility
for office, they are usually given a literal construction m
and are rarely expanded beyond their literal, terms. |Id.
at sso. Hhere there is doubt as to their coverage, courts
have- emphasized: that when, the office is elective, the preference
for eligibility is stronger,; since,voters thereby exercise

a direct control. Id.
In connection with legislative office,
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the relevant terras of the prohibition are as follows?

» %

During the terra for which elected and

for one year thereafter, no legislator

may be nominated, elected, or appointed

to any other office ,» . . the salary or
emoluments of which have been increased,
while he was a member. Alaska Constitution-,
art. 11, 85 (emphasis added).

Reading the prohibition purely literally, it does
not apply to a legislator’s running for a seat in the other house
of the legislature. His office, that of a "legislator,” remains
the same. While the tern of office differs (four years for members
of the senate, two years for nenbers of the house) and the consti-
tuency nay differ, the "office” of "legislator" Is constant.

-This literal Interpretation gives full effect to C W
the purpose of the prohibition (to prevent improper motives y
in voting on a salary Increase). Indeed, expanding the cove.rageA-;%
of the provision, would not further the purpose or the section .. 1I'
but would in fact be Irrational. This Is so because the members

of both houses receive the same salary and emoluments  There is
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no question that, following a salary Increase, a legislator ray
run for re-election to his own seat, wuo possible purpose i3
served then by barring a legislator from running for a seat In
the other house.

The question you have raised was touched on by Judge
Carlson In his opinion in Warwick but not In any detailed
fashion. In his Memorandum of Decision, Judge Carlson noted
that originally, the proposed section s contained an express
provision allowing election to the other house of the legislature
and that it was stricken from the final document. This, in
the JudgeTs passing view appeared to raise questions concerning
eligibility In situations like this, though as he noted, 1this
does notappear to have been the framers*intent®. In fact,
however, theexception Judge Carlson made reference to had
no relation to the prohibition in Issue here. It was, rather,
an exception to an altogether different prohibition, and both
that prohibition and that exception were deleted by the framers.

As originally proposed, section 5 provided:

No legislator or other elective or

appointive officer of this state shall
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file or run for election to any other .
state office until his services have

been terminated, but a member of one

house of the legislators nay be nominated

or elected to the other house. ¢ Proceedings

Alaska Constitutional Convention, App. V,

at 30 (eaphasls added).

This Is the prohibition and exception which were deleted by the
framers. The purpose of that provision was not to eliminate
temptation and improper motivation in voting on salary increases

or creating offices but rather to "prevent any state official

from using his office or expense account as a vehicle for campaigning
for another office." Committee on Legislative Branch, Commentary,

on file with Legislative Affairs Agency; quoted by the lower court

In its Memorandum Decision, supra>at 10 and In Beglch v. Jefferson,

441 ?.2d 27, 30, text- and n. 7 (Alaska 1968). The framers mf
decided that this prohibition went too far In that It would, =ML
with but the single exception expressed in the provision, require #

any public official who sought higher office to resign. Accordingly,
they deleted the prohibition. Including the exception, which—
without the prohibition—was meaningless. 3 Proceedings Alaska
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Constitutional Convention 1801-1316. The distinction "between
the two prohibitions and their respective exceptions was noticed ~
and described in the course of the debate. Id. at 1803 (dialogue
of Taylor and Sundborg) -

Accordingly, while the Supreme Court has Halted
the exceptions to the operation of section s to those expressly
made by the Alaska Constitution, Warwick v. State, suora; Beglch
v. Jefferson, supra, no exception Is required here, because the
prohibition has no application to a legislator's running for
legislative office and It should not be expanded to apply to
one's doing so. Cf. Warwick v. State, supra, at 389.

Sincerely yours,

Avruia 7*. Gross .
Attorney General

AKGHRAP
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The Honorable Christopher R. Cooke

fudge of the Superior Court

P. 0. Box 555

Bethel, Alaska 99559
Re: Prohibition against
dua- office ho Lding.

dear Judge Cooke:
You have asked whether as a judge you nay also

continue to be a regent of the University of Alaska. Your
situation is that you are a member of the Board of Regents
and have recently been appointed to the Superior Court.
Judges of the Superior Court arc prohibited from holding
"any other office or position of profit: under the United
States, the State, or its political subdivisions.” Art. IV,

«1A (emphasis added).

Introduction
While the answer to your question should be plain

on its face, there exist in Alaska a number of commissions

in the executive branch whose membership includes legislators
and one commission whose membership includes two legislators
ancl the Chief Justice of the State Supreme Court. The
question is whether these memberships offend the prohibition
against dual office holding, and if not, whether membership

on the Board of Regents by a governor, legislator or judge
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is also valid. I;: is our opinion that neither the prohibition
againrc dual office holding nor cue separation of powers
doctrine absolutely forbids the formation of inter-branch
commissions bur. that the Board of Regents is not an inter -
branch commission, and a judge may not, therefore, sit as a
regent while holding office. */

Discussion
At the outset it should he noted that the prohibition

against dual office holding is literally enforced in Alaska.
j v. Jefferson, 441 "> (Alaska UbS™ . Hie purpose
of the prohibition is . . to guard against conflicts of
interest, self-aggrandizement, concentration of power, and
dilution of separation of powers in regard to the exercise.
of the executive, judicial, and legislative functions of our
state government.” 1d., at 35 The Alaska Supreme Court
has concluded that the very limited exceptions to the prohibition
necessarily result in its very broad application. Id., at 30-33.
In essence, because only service in the armed forces and
election to or employment by a constitutional convention are
excluded, the prohibition must include all other offices and
positi(c()ns of profit. Id.

Judges and justices are not only prohibited from
holding any other office under the United States and the
State (as are legislators) but also from holding any office

*[ By the same token, neither a legislator, art. Il, 85,
nor the Governor, art. Ill, 86, may sit as a regent.
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of a political subdivision (as is the governor). Plainly,
the framers of our constitution imposed a broad bar against
conflicts of interest on the judiciary and the chief executive,
Alaska Constitution, Art. 11, 85 art. IIl, 86; art. 1V,
§14. In essence, that is the legal context in which your
question arises. \We turn next to the existing situation
with respect to the inter-branch commissions and the board
of regents.

The Alaska Commission on Postsecondary Education
consists of persons who represent the University of Alaska,

. 1. .d SJC, the Department or Education, tnv. ceneral public,
vocational education groups, local college advisory councils,
and the legislature. AS 14.40.903(a). The commission is
"advisory,” on the one hand, AS 14.40.909(a), and something
of a clearinghouse, on the other. AS 14.40.909(b)(2)(4).
However, it does appear to exercise some sovereign, executive
powers. AS 14.40.909(b)(1), (4), (5), and (6), and AS
14.40.909(c) (in part). To the extent that it does so, the
presence of members of the legislature on the commission
appears to violate the prohibition against dual office
holding, Alaska Constitution, art. IT, 85, and the separation
of powers doctrine. Hampton, Jr. & Co. v. United States,

276 U.S. 294, 405-406 (1928); Book v. State Office Bldg. Commn.,
149 N.E. 2d 273, 296 (Ind. 1958); Saxby v. Sonnemann, 149
N.E. 52.6, 528 (111. 1925). */

not germane to your question, we do not
ly questionable method em |0¥ed for appointing
the members o |st commission under AS 14.40.903(a).

*[  Because it is
discuss the h%g?h

Suffice to say tha the\é are of dubious validity. uckley
v. Valeo, 424°U.S. 1 (1976). Bradner v. Hammond, 553 P.2d 1

(Alaska 1976).
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The. Governor's Commission on the Administration of
Justice, AS 44.19.746--758, is essentially an intra-governmental,
inter-branch clearinghouse. It is a means for providing
advice and exchanges of information and recommendations
between the branches on matters of criminal justice. While
this commission may incidentally exercise some administrative
power, AS 44.19.756, there is nothing to indicate that this
exercise is not in furtherance of each branch's separate
powers or that any branch encroaches upon or trios to exercise
the powers of another. The executive functions of the
ccRil_'sion*s staff are expre.Si/ under cue executive branch,
AS 44.19.758. Were the legislative or judicial members of
this commission to exercise powers of the executive branch,
the validity of their membership would be much in doubt.
Since all laws are presumed to be constitutional, and there
IS nothing to show that the law establishing the governor's
Commission on the Administration of Justice is being applied
in an unconstitutional manner, it is proper to view the
membership of the legislators and the Chief Justice as
additional to their other duties, i.e., as legislative and
judicial functions, representing their respective branches

of the government. */

We do not comment on the aPparent dispari
te and federal laws on how this represent
leve Compare AS 44.19.748 and 754 with 42
23. Suffice to say that there 1s nothing wr
ith such representation qua representation.

Q_
Q) —.
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Again, -e emphasize that, 'fere the legislators or
the chief justice to exercise the administrative or law
enforcement powers of the executive branch through their

membership on this commission, then the prohibition against

dual office holding, Alaska Constitution, art. IIl, 85, and
art. IV, 814, and the separation of powers doctrine would be
violated.

The Commission on the Conference of the Law of the

Sea, AS 44.19.789, also in the office of the governor and
50 ‘‘¢ch members from the legislature, -“a essentially an

advisory group. It gathers and disseminates information.
Since both the executive and legislative branches may perform
such functions, no reason appears why they may not do them
together. Cf., Buckley v. Valeo, 424 U.S. 1 (1976). The
legislators appointed to this commission may in no way
exercise or encroach on the powers of the executive branch.
They serve on it merely as representatives of the legislative
branch in furtherance of its law making functions.

The Alaska International Development Commission,

AS 44.19.400, is also in the office of the governor. lts
members include, inter alia, the State’s congressional dele-
gation and a state senator and representative. AS 44.19.410.
The Governor is chairman. AS 44.19.430. Its functions are
almost purely advisory and informational, i.e., it has no
power to execute. AS 44.19.440. The presence of legislators

on this commission is plainly in a representative capacity
and violates neither the prohibition against dual office

holding nor the separation of powers doctrine.
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The Rural Affairs Commission is also in the office:
of the governor, AS 44.19.720, and legislators may be appoint-
ed to it. AS 44.19.722i'h) . This commission's sole functions
are to gather and to disseminate information and make reccmmen-
dacions. As with similar bodies discussed above, no reason
occurs why legislators may not serve on such a body in a
representative capacity.

Again, we emphasize that we are observing- -as ;n
must--the p-osumption that a statute is constitutional,
Nothing on the face of the +"veral statutes examined here--
o.ottn the exception of Ad 14.4J0.>09(b)(1), (4)--(6; and AS
14.40.909(c) (in part)--requires the members of one branch
to exercise the powers of another branch or to exercise the
powers of another office, i.e., each merely performs addition-
al duties in his capacity as legislator, governor, administrator,
and, in one instance, as chief justice. Accordingly, absent
a factual showing of encroachment--or of acting in another
capacity--we find no other constitutional offense. See, e.g.,
State v. Powell, 142 N.E. 401, 403 (Ohio 1924). [f--in
fact--an encroachment or dual office holding were to exist,
then the presumption of constitutionality would be rebutted,
and our opinion would be different.

The Board of Regents of the University of Alaska

is altogether different from these advisory and clearinghouse

commissions., "The University of Alaska shall be governed by
a board of regents.” Alaska Constitution, Art. VII, §3.
Its function is to .. formulate policy and appoint the

president of the university." Id. The latter is " . .. the
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executive officer of the board." Id. Governing, formulating
university policies, and appointing university presidents

arc executive functions. Compare, Bradner v. Hammond, J53
P.2d 1 (Alaska 1976). At any event, ir seems rather obvious
that they are not functions of the indicia?, branch. Compare,

Alaska State-Operated School System v. flueH er, 536 ?.2d 99

103 (Alaska 1975).

M establishing the Alaska Commission on Posc-

secondary education, the Alaska Legislature expressly affirmed

, . the legal al-tvcr':/ fir the C~ irr. and manygetur
of tne statewide university system remains with the Board of
Regents of the University of Alaska . . . ." AS 14.40.901(bh).
This authority over the "operation and management" of the
university arises from the Alaska Constitution, Art. VII,
§3, and is more particularly provided for by statute. AS
14.40.170, 250, 280, 350, and 360. All the powers devolved
upon the board are essentially administrative, i.e., to

execute in accordance with law.

It simply is not within the province of the office
of a judge of the Superior Court to manage and control the
university's property and invest its money, execute its
leases, select its lands, hire and fire its presidents, set
salaries, and otherwise manage the university. These are

not judicial functions.

You suggest that the position of regent is neither
an office nor a position of profit as those terms are used
in the constitution. The very limited exceptions from the

application of those terms expressly made in the constitution,
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Pa.oca Zi*ht
Arc* £X> 55 (legislators), Art XIX, .53 '« EXC ;0.o«mD>)
precludes esur arriving at that conclusion. While- not a
rosir.i0p proiit. ie ,not CaVil-v- - e
position of regent of theUniversity of Alaskais -- Ireo - - .
definition--an office of tte Stat* [feee-.o e
few offices provided for by the constitution. < "

Second, veganto are apointed to -Utrr nositions by the
Governor, subject to confirmation by the legislature. Id.
They have fixed terms of office. AS 14 .A0.1A0. They axerci®'
a specific and significant ~Da-f of the xnvsva'j-" nover of
r..e " ate which is expressly provided for by constitution
and statute. These factors are those which characterise an
office of government. See, Begich v. Jefferson, 441 P.2d
27, 31 n. 10 (Alaska 1968). Both Black's and Words and
Phrases so thoroughly confirm this view that further citation
would be vastefully redundant.

A judge does not sit on the Board of Regents in a
representative capacity of the judicial branch. When he
sits as a regent he is not exercising judicial power but
rather certain executive powers of control vested in the
regents over the State's sole institution of higher learning.
This he may net do. Alaska Constitution, Art. IV, 8§14, The
University of Alaska is an instrumentality of the State, and
membership on its Board of Regents is necessarily an office
under the State. Compare, University of Alaska v. National Air-

craft Leasing, Ltd., .536 P.2d 121 (Alaska 1975) with, Begich

v. Jefferson, 441 ?.2d 27 (Alaska 1968).
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Accordingly, It is our view chat it would mprop
for you Co conCinue to serve as a regent cl’ the Ur.ivar.-:ity
of Alaska. We would appreciate your resignation front that of
at your earliest convenience.

_ncere ly,

AVRLM A. GROSS
ATTORNEY GENERAL.

[ I n U
3v:

Rodger' .v. laguair—=
Assistant Attorney General

cec: .on. Jay Hammond, Governor
don. Robert Boochever, Chief Justice
Mr. Robert Hiatt, President, University of Alaska
Mr. Arthur H. Snowden, Administrative Director,
Alaska Court System



The Honorable deorge Hohnan

Senator
Rouch
uneau, Alaska 59311
Ke: t,</0.5\).fv«t:iar.-'ilivy of
Ieglslators serving ou
state bond conanittee.
Our file J-65-265-73

Dear Senator Hokaan;

You have asked whether it would be constitutional
for the chairr.i*a of the House and Seoaiw. finance ccrnTilttees
to " e A I | P m

The short answer is no.

The Alaska Constitution provid«3 for. the separa-
tion or powers between the legislative, judicial, and execu-
tive branches of the government., ey.ni-ynrv> ! : ' 55 3
2.2d 1 (Alaska 1975); Laege v. Khatin, 379 P.21 447 (alnska
1953). The doctrine of the* separation of powers precludes
one branch cron e.:arcLr.iiig the pew? of .'icth:-.., Havroton
jr. & Cov. United States, 276 1kS. 34 <3928). Voir nay cue
branch, intrude into the functions of another, Ilaburv v.



W »r

Senator Hohnan
Mosember 1-5, 1977

7aS3 --

Madison 5 U.S. (1 Crouch) 137, 1/00 71 (3803); Broker v.
Hamend, 553 ?.2d 1 (Alaska 1976)  The State Bond CacsrdLttae
Is xvithin the executive branch arci performs executive func-
tions. AS 37.15.101 - 160; cf., j/-ilkar y. Aleaka State

Htg. Ass*n., 415 ?.2d 245 (Alaska 1954). Accordingly,
bership on the committee by members of the legislature xvould
violate the separation of povers doctrine.

Additionally, the Alaska constitution prtrjbibits
members of the legislature from holding any other office.
Alaska Const., art. Il, 55; Begich v. Jefferson, 441 p .24 27
(Alaska 1963). While 3ome jurisdictions allow inter-branch
committees for financial natters, Woodward v. filay>
152 So 2d 41 (La. 1963), the prohibitions non-rained in art:.
1, 53 are literally and strictly enforced in /J..aska. War-
wick y. State sx ral. Chance, 542 P.2d 334 (Alaska 1976)
Begich v. Jefferson. 441 P.2d 27 (A 1963). Membership

on the state bond comittae would constitute dual-office

helcing for legislators and violate the prohibition, c f,
Book y. State Office Bl.dg. Comm.. >J.F. 2d 273 (Ind.
1953); Coinior. of the sustices, ' il 32v\ 316-317

(Mass. 1939)
Finally, the appointing authority for offices in

the executive branch is the governor. Bradno.r y. Hammond,



He appoints tha heads of the principal depari.'.vmfcs, rud
therefore, no problem ari3e3 from a statute which provides

for several of them to serve, ex officio, as ineiabory of the

bond committee, i.e., they are, *n fact, appointed by the.
governor, But if the law were (O designate legislative
committee chairman, i.e., pgrm; appainttd l.p uhe legisla-

ture or its officers, to hold an office in the oxeuative
branch, then there would be a serious constitutional pro-
blem. Buckley v. Valeo, 424 U.S. 1 (1976); Cf., Bradner y.
Hammond, 553 P.2d 1 (Alaska 1975).

It is not our opinion that either the separation
of powers doctrine or the prrhb "t.-on ngrdxj.at: dual- of£icr-
bolding absolutely fcxbids the formation of inter-branch,
committees. Ihose inter-branch coii-roitteas which, are esta-
blished as clear.inghou323 for as* «2:v.chaage of ideas .and ad-
vice 0N a given subject and which do not e:jcr--iss* sovereign
power, i.e., which do net nalca, execute, Or declare, the law,
do not offend either prohibition. cf., Buckley y. Valeo,
424 U.S. 1 (1976): Stats Powell, 142, 4,;1 (Ohio
1)24). But acting for the State to carry out the lav/e which
uuthorisa the issuance of bonds is, by definition, executing

lav, and that function does fall within the terms of the



Senator ilohnar.
ticvejuiber 15, 1977
78 =2 4

prah.Ljition. Pci: another “727, circussing an;’ advis:?.j on
the natter 2337 be <to"ne by an inter-branch conrrattea; decid-

ing UPON and acting on the natter nay not.

Very truly yours,

Rodger W. Pagues
Aesiatant Attorney Generaj.

Rv7?:jeh



Distributed by Speaker Porter
at the request of Anchorage Municipal Clerk

UOA CLERK 0002

MON 14:30 FAX 907 3434313

Anvtnr, CV.rrmntRnn.

CLERK'S OFFICE %ubmltted by: Assemblymembere Falrclough,
remaine
Preparedby: Assembly Office
Forreading: FEBRUARY

A%ﬂ*ﬂ%ﬂzf‘sm

WHEREAS, the current Metropolitan Plamni O%Or@zanon consists of two Assemblymembers,
the Veyor, and two representatives fromthe State (Department of Transportation dnd
Department of Environmental Conservation); and

WHEREAS, the Municipality and the State currertly have a balanced and cooperative working
relationship in the development of transportation and air quality plans; and

WHEREAS, 23 United States Code 134 stafes thata rretreﬁ)ohtan planning organization is
designated "oy agreement among the Governor and the units of general purpose focal govemient.”: and

WHEREAS, the Mnicipality and the Governor must agree to any changes inthe existing
Metropolitan Planning Organization's membership; and

the action to change the AVIATS process entered into unilaterally bythe State of

WHEREAS,
% Alaska oould endanger feceral highway funcing for Anchorage, which is intended to be handled

3C
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54

cooperatively between the Municijality and the' State; and

WHEREAS, the Assembly does not support inclusion of vating (or nonvoting) members fromthe
Senate and the House,

NOW THEREFORE, the Anchorage Assermbly resolves;

Section L That the Assembly opposes Senate Bl 88 which modiifies the membership of the
IVetropolitan Planning Organization.

Section 2: That the IVUn|C|paI CIerkforV\erd copies of this resolution to the Governor and the State
Legislature upon passage and approval

t PASSED AJ\DAPPROVEDZSX lthe Anchorage Municipal Assembly this * V " "ay of

T

ATTEST:



FISCAL NOTE

Do O

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number:
2001 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Bill Version: SB88
0 Publish Date:
Revision Date/Time (Note if correction). Dept. Affected; DOT&PF
Title: ~An act relating to metropolitan planning BRU: Central Region Planning
organizations and to establishment... Component: Central Region Planning
Sponsor: Senator Phillips
Requester: Senate Transportation Component Number; bo7
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2002  FY 2003 Fv2004  FY2005 FY2006  Fy2007
Personal Services 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Travel 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Contractual 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Supplies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Equipment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Land & Structures 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Grants & Claims 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Miscellaneous 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1003 GF Match 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1004 GF 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1005 GF/Program Receipts 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1037 GF/Mental Health 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other (Specify Type) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Estimate of any currentyear (FY2001) cost: 0.0
POSITIONS
Full-time 0 0 0 0 0
Part-time 0 0 0 0 0
Temporary 0 0 0 0 0
ANALYSIS:  (Attach a separate paqe ifnecessary)
Prepared by:  Dennis R, Poshard Phone 465-3904
Division Commissioner's Office Date/Time 2/20/01 11:11 AM
Approved by:  Joseph L. Perkins, P.E. Date 2/20/01
Agency Commissioner
For distritutian infomation, call the Governor' Legislative Office _
(R ¥&A0QVB) Pate 1 of 1



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

SENATOR RANDY PHILLIPS

U
9
Senate District L 6 ke

horage Area

February 13, 2001

Honorable John Cowdery

Senate Transportation Committee
State Capitol

Juneau, AK 99801

Re: SB88 Metropolitan Planning Organizations
Sponsor Statement

Dear Chairman Cowdery,

SB88, "An Act relating to metropolitan planning organizations and to
establishment of a metropolitan planning organization for the Anchorage
metropolitan area," would add two legislators on certain metropolitan planning

organizations.

The purpose of SB88 is to assist in making the Anchorage Metropolitan Area
Transportation Study, (AMATS), more responsive to the needs of communities.
Many legislators feel that they are asked to approve state funding for the
development of a multi-modal transportation system-including those projects
that have not been established as local community priorities. Legislators have a
direct link to constituents and community councils where many of the needs are
initiated, and therefore, should have more input into the AMATS Policy

Committee.

SB88 adds two legislators from the Anchorage Caucus to the AMATS
Committee, increasing the voting Policy Committee from five to seven
representatives, and will provide a more adequate level of citizen representation.

Sincerely,



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE
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SENATOR RANDY PHILLIPS Lg
Senate District L

N

February 13, 2001

Honorable John Cowdery
Senate Transportation Committee

State Capitol
Juneau, AK. 99801

Re:  SB88 Metropolitan Planning Organizations
Request for Hearing

Dear Chairman Cowdery,

As sponsor of SB88, "An Act relating to metropolitan planning organizations and
to establishment of a metropolitan planning organization for the Anchorage
metropolitan area," | respectfully request a hearing in the Senate Transportation

Committee as soon as possible.

Thank you for your assistance.
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