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Re:  HB 352 Longevity

I respectfully request that you schedule a hearing in the House State A

for HB 352, appropriation for longevity bonus grants.

A copy of the bill, a sponsor statement, and additional background nr
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A teleconference site in Anchorage and Fairbanks will likely be needed. If you have any
guestions or need additional information, please call Danielle Brown at 465-4457.

Thank you.
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Sponsor Statement
HOUSE BILL 352

"An Act making an appropriation for longevity bonus grants"

The Longevity Bonus Program was created in 1972 with the intent to provide an incentive to
mitigate the costs of senior Alaskans who continue residency in Alaska. In 1993 due to the
projected decrease in state revenue, Alaska Governor Walter Hickel created a “phase-out” of
the Longevity Bonus Program. The then Governor sought to ensure benefits for Alaskan
seniors who turned 65 before January 1,1994 for the duration of their lifetime. These 17,600
remaining recipients in their 70°’s, 80’s, 90’s and 100’s rely heavily upon the longevity onus
for expenses including but not limited to housing, food, heating, and medical expenses. By a
stroke of the pen, Governor Murkowski’s abrupt elimination of the longevity onus funding
has caused unnecessary hardships on those who depend on the program and their families.

House Bill 352 seeks to appropriate $44.8 million from the general fund to the Department
of Health and Social Services, Division of Alaska Longevity Programs, for payment of

longevity bonus grants for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2.005.
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Democrats proud to support Longevity Bonus

3y REP. ETHAN BERKOWITZ
* "| am transmitting a bill that phases out the
Longevity Bonus Program over, a several-year
oeriod. . . . This bill protects current bonus
‘ecipients, and thosefuture recipients who turn
55 before January 1, 1994, by providing that
hey will receive $250 a monthfor the remain-
der of their lives .... [/ am proposing this
phased elimination because many Alaskans who
wvill be reaching 65 in the nextfour years have
:ounted bn the.bonus in planning for their
-etirement, and an abrupt termination of the
orogram would not befair to them."

- Gov. Walter J. Hickel in his letter of trans-
nittal, signing House Bill 81 into law in 1993
emphasis added).

“A promise made is a debt unpaid.” Robert
service wrote it, and honorable Alaskans re-
ipect the pledge of a Handshake, the commit-
nent of giving one’s word. That’s why aban-
ioning the 1993 promise to recipients of the
longevity Bonus runs counter to values that we
each our children to hold dear.

Even those who disagree with the merits of
he Longevity Bonus should oppose a retreat
Tom a promise made to Alaska seniors, the
/oungest of whom is now almost 75 years old.
What Governor Hickel recognized as “not fair”
n 1993 is unconscionable in 2003. The 17,000
surviving seniors who counted on the promise
mnade in 1993 deserve better. Those who are not
seniors should pay attention as well. If seniors

> |t is irresponsible to cut the
budget and ignore the impacts
to real Alaskans simply to
reach a bottom line. The
fipancial and social ¢ost of this
cut exceeds the benefit.

can be targeted, no one can be sure that other
promises won’t be broken and other Alaskans
sacrificed for budget expedience. The litmus
test of convenience has no place when deciding
whether to honor commitments. Over the long
term, damage to the government’s credibility
harms Alaska’s ability to conduct business.

Promises only count when they’re hard to
keep, and keeping a promise is an important
measure of character.

Importantly, no economic analysis accompa-
nied this cut and many questions about it remain
unanswered. Though the Longevity Bonus cost
$44 million, the decision to cut it saves nowhere
near that amount. Over 7,000 seniors now col-
lect “Alaska Senior Assistance” - and honest
accounting must deduct the dollar cost of that
new welfare program from alleged savings.

Other hidden costs have also emerged - costs
that have not been directly accounted. For ex-
ample, how many seniors went without food or
medicine because a lifetime of pride prohibited
them from taking a handout, and what increased

] I m

hidden medical.and housing costs that had been
borne by individuals now add to the cost of
other government programs?

One must also ask why the new program
penalizes married seniors, since unmarried se-
niors living together receive more than a mar-
ried couple.

Finally, no one has studied the effect of the
Longevity Bonus as it flows through the state’s
economy - what businesses and what regions will
be adversely affected? Itis irresponsible to cut the
budget and ignore the impacts to real Alaskans
simply to reach a bottom line. The financial and
social cost of this cut exceeds the benefit.

Leadership frequently means making tough
choices, but tough choices should never be
made callously or recklessly. The 1993 promise
endured for 10 years before the administration
did away with the program. What they did was
insulting and unfair. That’s why Democrats are
fighting to restore the Longevity Bonus - be-
cause we believe in keeping our promises, and
we know that there are better ways to balance
the budget than to take it out on seniors. Ulti-
mately, this isn’t about party politics, it is about
doing what’s right.

That’s why, when | walk down the street and
run into seniors, 1’'m proud that I can look them
in the eye and say, “I’m fighting for you.”

Ethan Berkowitz, D-Anchorage, is the Mi-
nority Leader in the Alaska S'ate House of
Representatives.



Bonus battle
continues

Legislators file hills;
seniors file lawsuit

By DAVID WASHBURN -
Senior Voice

Though the last checks were mailed in Au-
gust, the battle over the slate’s Longevity Bonus
program is not over. In November, a Fairbanks
legislator prefiled a bill to restore funding for
the program, and Democrats promise to keep
lhe issue on the front burner when the legisla-
tive session begins January 12.

Then in December, agroup of seniors filed a
lawsuit in Fairbanks Superior Court against the
state, claiming it broke a promise when it de-
fundctb the Bonus. The lawsuit seeks class-

Bonus battle prompts new legislation, lawsuit...

Guttenberg said that the bill, which
-irequires,only a 50-50 vote, will be

[easier to pass than an override of the
.- governor's;veto, which requires a

continuedfrom page 1
action status for all seniors
enrolled in the Bonus pro-
gram, and wants the pro-
gram reinstated.

Unfair and too expensive
Although, the Longevity
Bonus program remains in
place in state statute, Gov.
Frank Murkowski .vetoed
funding for it last summer,
effectively bringing the 30-
year-old program to an end,
Alaska started the Bonus
program in the 1970s as a
way to thank long-time
Alaskans for their role in
pioneering and building the
stale, and to help them meet
expenses so that they would
be able to remain here. Over
the years, enrollment grew
and costs skyrocke’ted after,

the courts struck down the"

original 25-year residency

majority vote;

requirement, and opened the

program to any senior liv-'

ing in the state a year or
longer. In the, early 1990s,-
the state decided to phase
outthe program, and no new
eprollees have been ac-
cepted forseven years. Still,
more than.18,000 seniors
were receiving monthly,
checks of $100 to $25.0
through the program, at an
annual cost of $44 million,

when Murkowski killed it..

Murkowski said the state
can no lIpngcr afford the
Bonus, and thal theprogram
was unlair because it cre-
ated two categories of sc-

niors, the "haves and havc-
nots.” But when the checks
stopped, some seniorhouse-
holds saw theirincome drop
by', up to $500 a month,
Murkowskilaunched a new
SeniorAssistance Program,
which pays $120 amonth to
seniors Who meet low-in-
cotne standards. Seniors
who were receiving the Bo-
nus checks did not have to
meetany income gujdelinc,,.

New legislation,

- InNovember,Rep. David
Giittenberg, D-Fairbanks,
announced he was filing leg-
islation to;restore funding
for thc B.onus. The bi.*, 1I1B
352, would approp iatc
$44.8 million in state,jen-

Guttenberg said that the bill,
which requires only a50-50
vote, will be easier to pass
than an override of the
governor's veto, which re-
quires amajority vote. Many
legislators in Murkowski’s
own party were taken by
surprise when he announced
his plan to end the Bonus,
and- some even supported
continuing the program, but
a call to override the
governor’s veto last sum-
mer failed..
"Alaskans’from all po-
litical stripes haVe been
quite clear. .Balancing the
state's budget by cutting the
Longevity Bonus remains
an unacceptable option,"”
Guttenberg said. "I think the
legislature will jump at the
chance to put things right."
Companion bill SB 251,
sponsored Sen. Hollis

French, D-Anchorage, has.

been filed in the Senate.

-eral'Tevenues’for the pro- ®court challenge'-

gram.
In a press statement,

In Decembor, Anchorage-
bascd.attorncy Joe P. Jo-

sephson filed a lawsuit on
behalfofcightseniors, chal-
lenging Murkowski’s veto.

The plaintiffs say Bonus
enrollccs were promised
they would get checks for
the rest of their lives its part
of the phase-out agreement
adopted in 1996, and that
Murkowski violated that
promise.

Stale officials say the
state retains the power to
change its programs, includ-
ing the Longevity Bonus.

Plaintiffs named in the
si it are Helen Simpson, of
Anchorage, and Fairbanks
seniors Roger and Rose
Anderson, Ruth Bohms,
Jorgy Jorgenson, Niilo
Koponen, Harold Starkcl
and Pearlinc Starkel. If the
court grants class status, all
Bonus recipients could join
as plaintiffs.

The laWsuit names as de-
fendants Murkowski, Dept,
of Administration Commis-
sioner Mike Millbr and the,

* State of Alaska.



Dear Senator or Representative: A Fazszilgstst §jk
SUBJECT: LONGEVITY BONUS PROGRAM OuJL&aft-i}— /
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Please leave this Rrogram alone, it is working. well. The State of Alaska made a PROMISE
to. the people who nelped get us Statehood, built up Alaska in Territorial da?/,s and took
Pnde in doing so. Fourth Avenue was the only paved road in Anchorage, the fishermen
rappers and miners ran the Territory they loved. They were all hard working people. When
they aged, they wanted to stay in Alaska.” The Sitka Pjoneer Homethe only one at the time
helped™ a lot.” Others had to" leave Alaska due to ourhigh cost of living.,

The PROMISE was the Longevity Bonus Program to help these Pioneers stay here.They were the.
eople who had lived and worked here, even though it was hard at times. Governor Murkowslcj

gayspvve can use other available programs to offSet the loss of the monthly check.NOT TRUE.

1. Medicare pays less and less. More medical no longer covered. Some needed blood tests
not covered, hospital charges $91.00 for this ong alone.

2. Some doctors will not take new Medicare patients.

3. Costs of pricriptions are out of sight., . Some people have to decide whether to eat or
get needed medicine to help their condition,

4. Meals_on Wheels cannot bring a meal to your home if you can drive a short distance or
a family member can. Or if you walk your dog inyour own yard. | can'tget respite

dveti 2 heuE§ a weak i&t the same faaaea,
5. The Pioneer Homes have long waiting listf, lots of empty beds due to the lack of help.

| also know some people are paying over $4,000 a month there even though they are not
bed ridden. | don't understand this charge. Suppose the Governor cloSes these
Pioneer Homes? At $4,000 per month, how much of your savings could be left to go
elsewhere? | realize the "have nots" stay there,’too, but how is the amount charged
the "haves" decided? A percentage of the remaining balance in savings?

The Longevity Bonus check has been figured into all our budgets, Each month there are
££.u'&of us to recejve these checks because we_are a dying breed. I figure the youngest erson
receiving a check of $100 Per month was 72 years old this year. 1 was 74 on 12/23/2002,

which makes me ong of the last people to qualify for $250.00 per month. | have been in
Alaska 55 years. This means a lot of people who' receive $250 are older than | am, but may

not have been i Alaska as l0Ag due to the program rule of residency was declared to be
unconstitutional and opened ic up to an}éone of"a certain age, no matter how recently they
had come to Alaska. Lots of people we know brought up Mm &Poh) to. live here and ?e_t the

0 a month, turned the garage into an apartment. This made the list of those gelting

checks go out of sight.

Three generations of our family born _
We do own our home. | recelve $250, date of birth 12/23/28,
though he's been here longer, dob 2/22/29, 2 months Youn?e an me. Every penny we
spend_for anythiiig 1s spent here. e contribute to focal charitjes, and quietly” help
individuals needing it, taught remedial reading without salary, helped deaf 13 year old
to sEeak and other personal help to make life Detter here. That's what the pionger
Alaskans always did, help each other because we cared and not for money.

\%e need this program to continue as it is, it's working well. As | said in the beginnigg,
leave the pro%ram alone, we're dying off and the Governor is wrong, most of us don™t
qualify for the pcgrams he thin's are there and we don't want charity. Also, if we lose
this program | can think of other ways tosave money, but then a ot 0f peoplxi wouldn't

like It Decause it would be their money being given up.

| cannot believe the Governor and our Senators and Representive would even consider
touching this progrm. At the same time the Tourist Industry, which is private industry,
IS again asking for a government FREE sub3|d}/_ to offset its advertising costs. Tourists
have alwa}/s come to seé our different, beautiful State. Let this private industry
finally stand on its own. | would think the elderly are more important, remembér, we

live here. _ _
Thank you for your time, Sincerely

in Alaska, children, grandchildren and great:children.
rmk/hhusband Eets $200 even



My husband and | worked hard for Statehood, at our own exf snse, working withv'V:
Delegate E. Bob Bartlett. husband's letter to C_ongress regardmg'our Fisheries,
was S0 Impressive it became & part of the Congressional Record.

I'm sorry this is so long, but it is a very important to our age ?roup and it seems as
though the needy, the handicapped and the elderly are often targefs of cutting costs

of government down and more funds are asked for and given to businesses which should
alwdys stand on their own two feet, | consider thisa form of welfare, meaning the
business handouts,because it is their problem how they advertise. Saying they are
_brmqlng business to Alaska, they are doing this advertising for theji business, Alaska
itself does not need advertising. They choose to do b|% time advertising, fine, they
can pay for it like the rest of us do.” We pa% for an ad in the newpapersr The State
should” not pay for anyone's advertising and these funds are not repaid to us, the
?eople of Al “ika.The industry .is quick” to say how much they do for Alaska, it looks

0 me like ay want to be paid twice, one when they charge the customer and once when

they ask the State for money for free.

Sorry if | sound cKnlcaI,these two subjects are related. One, the government wants to take
away” from people who can no lgnger work except for charitable organizations due to health
and age restrictions and continye to ?we to private md,ustrg every single year, If they
were & charity that would be different and would be consideréd however, maY e these ?eople
have over exténded their business for the all mighty dollar and feel the State owes them

something. _ Not true, as Harry S. Truman sajd, if you can't stand the heat, ?et out of the
kitchen.™ Businesses come and ?o, | know this to be true, | feel very strongly about

this, we should not subsidize fourist? indu ;ry.



Web posted Monday, May 12, 2003

My Turn: Alaska's seniors are a $2 billion industry

By Mike Miller

It really doesn't make much sense, does it? Here Gov. Murkowski runs for office on a
platform of economic development and, within a month of taking office, tells the
Legislature to cripple an industry that generates billions of dollars of revenue for the
state each year. (And, yes, that's right - we're talking billions with a "B.")

The industry in question: the senior industry.

The McDowell Group, Inc., of Juneau, completed a study in December 2000 called
“Issues Affecting the Economic Well-Being of Alaska Seniors.” It was prepared for the
Alaska Commission on Aging. Among its startling conclusions were these:

"Senior income is responsible for at least $2.4 billion of (Alaska's) totrl $17.7

billion in 1999 personal income."
o "The $2.4 billion for seniors ismore than the estimated impacts of

employment created by most of the state's leading industries. These include
the petroleum industry ($2 billion), the seafood industry ($1.2 billion), and
the tourism, mining and forest-products industries combined ($1.6 billion)."

In other words, although the income and impact of a single Alaska senior may he
modest, the cumulative economic effect of having these people in Alaska is hugely

heneficial.

Ofcourse, the McDowell Group study was based on a year 2000 enrollment of
21,000 seniors receiving the Longevity Bonus. The bonus has heen closed to new
applicants since 1997 and these days, if the governor's figures are correct, there are
onlv 18,000 recipients, an 8.5 percent decrease in less than three years,

Apparently us old timers are dying off at the rate of well more than a thousand a
year. As we all get older that rate will accelerate.

So, be patient, governor. We'll get this burdensome expenditure off your shoulders
and down to zero in no time.

But, in the meantime, whatcan the state, specifically the Legislature, do to protect
the $2 billion industry that seniors represent?

[t's a no-brainer; Keep the bonus. Help seniors avoid having to pack up and move
Outside, taking with them - to spend Outside - their retirement checks, their Social

Security, their savings, their veterans benefits, etc.

A little history: When we were a Territory and even in the early decades of
statehood, itwas almost the norm for many seniors to have to retire to the Lower 48
where the cost of living was cheaper. The Pacific Northwest was probably the most

popular area, hecause it "seemed more like Alaska."



Why did they go? They had to. It was purely an economic thing. They didn't want to
leave; for many, moving OQutside broke their hearts,

Then, in Alaska, a wonderful thing happened. A series of legislative enactments,
supported by Republicans and Democrats, made it possible for Alaska old-timers to
stay here with children, grandchildren and friends. In 16 years of proudly
representing Juneau in the Alaska House of Representatives, | consider my "yes
votes for these bills among the very best I ever cast,

The centerpiece of the effort to keep senior Alaskans in Alaska was, and remains, the
Longevity Bonus Program. Strange as itmay seem to some, for many old timers a
modest bonus check each month makes all the difference. It makes staying here

possible. In dignity. No "pauper's oath™ required.

True, the $2.4 billion annual economic benefit that the McDowell Group identified has
already diminished through the effects of a phase-out that began in 1994, But, ifwe
let the law run its course, the bonus can and will continue pumping significant billions

into economy.

Even more important, retaining the Longevity Bonus will allow thousands of Alaska
old timers to continue to live and die in the Great Land they love and serve. How, in

conscience, can legislators vote to do less?

Mike Miller, an Alaskan since June 22, 1954, represented Juneau in the Alaska House
ofRepresentatives from 1971 to 1987.

Juneau Empire Opinion n2- May 12,2003



[Fwd: HB 518 and SB 352]

Subject: [Fwd: HB 518 and SB 352]
Date: Sun, 07 Mar 2004 18:54:47 -0900
_ Fr_om: Bruce Weyhrauch <Representative_Bruce_Weyhrauch@Legis.state.ak.us>
Organization: Alaska State Legislature
To: Ginny Austerman <Ginny_Austerman@ legis.state.ak.us>

for my bill file only

Subject: HB 518 and SB 352
Date: Mon, 23 Feb 2004 16:25:36 -0900
From: susan George <Susan_George@fishgame.state.ak.us>
To: Representative_Bruce_Weyhrauch@legis.state.ak.us

Please table HB518 and SB352. As a single parent, 1 value my job and need
the insurance that my job is secure. Thank you for your time.

Susan George
Juneau HQ, Finance, License Acctng Supervisor

(/) 907-465-6064, () 907-465-2440

>}))C¢= =)= =) C> == >}rr(C>

3/8/2004 10:35 AM
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Alaska State Legislature

Please enter into the record my testimony to the HOUSE STATE AFFAIRS
committee name

Committee on HB 352 Date, JANUARY 22, 2004
bill # / subject

Normally I would say that | am fiscally conservative however as with anything there are some
exceptions and | would definitely say my opinion on the Longevity bonus for the senior is exceptional.
I support appropriating $44,800,000 to reinstate the Longevity bonus.

Taking away the bonus from the senior’s was not very nice. Anyone who voted to take

this away from the seniors should be ashamed! Many seniors have a limited fixed income and
have come to rely on their longevity check. We need to give the longevity back to the seniors!

Sure we need to cut our state’s budget and stop deficit spending, however there
are a lot of other areas that should have been chosen before taking away the longevity.
We should have cut some administrative jobs in our state government, or reduced the
overtime hours of state employees. We could have cut some departments, like DFYS.

Please amend HB 352 to take affect immediately rather than waiting until July 1,
2004. We have seniors who need that money right now! | know some seniors are in a
financial crisis because they can't pay all of their expenses, like their house payments,
utilities, medical bills, and some are making choices of whether they should buy food or
life saving medication for health problems such as diabetes or heart medication.

VOTE YES ON HB 352. VOTE YES ON HB 352. VOTE YES ON HB 352.

Signed: LAURIE CHURCHILL
Testifier

SELF
Representing (optional)

P.O. BOX 7043 NIKISKI, AK 99635
Address

907-776-3499

Phone number
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KENNBTIID. BREWER
1701 TAMARACK STREET
FAIRBANKS ALASKA 99709
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Senator Gary Wilkcn
Senate Bill 117

It sometimes amazes me as to how fast people forget about our pioneers. Just to
let you know, | do not receive the Longevity Bonus, 1 am only sixty-four years old and
have lived in Fairbanks since nineteen sixty nine and therefore do no qualify.

My only concern is the pioneers that are on a fixed budget. The bonus acts as a
supplement to their Social Security Benclils and lo help pay for their Medicare
prescriptions. Depriving them ofa supplement as small as $250.00 means a lot to them
and please do not kid yourself, there arc a lot of them out there.

I checked my social security benefits, factored in my living cost, placed myselfon
a fixed budget and decided to sec ift could live in Alaska after I retired. My budget
didn’t last one month when my vehicles broke down costing me seven hundred dollars to
repair. There went that budget.

The point is simple; not everyone has a nice retirement. The best retirements
have been given lo the people in the school systems, government workers and union
workers.

I feci that our pioneers should be rewarded and encouraged lo stay in Alaska for
the sake of Alaska. Tmysclfwill probably have to move to a warmer climate. Inthe
mean time | will tell you like I told Joe Hayes, don’t mess with the permanent fund
dividend unless you’re looking for another job. I will say the same thing to you when
yon start luking things uway from the pioneers. The thing that you want to remember
is..., can you alford lo give up votes. My family votes every time and my front yatd
becomes a billboard on how we feel.

I have one suggestion: Ifyou wish lo save dollars, reduce government, 1
understand that the State of Alaska is some thirty thousand strong and still growing.
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Richard and Joan O 'Leary
P. 0. Box 75313
Fairbanks, AK 99707

March 9, 2003

Dear Governor and Legislature:
Re: Budget Cut of Longevity Bonus
Please think again about culling the longevity bonus nd look for olher ways.

I am writing on behalf of my husband, one of the 18,000 elderly people you plan to cut
from your budget by eliminating the longevity bonus. It was just a few years ago ihe slaic
wanted to keep elderly people in the state when they retired. The slate is no longer taking
any applications but you feel inclined to cut this program. Of 600,000 residents you pick
on 18,000, itjust does not make any sense. What are the ages of these 18,000? I’m sure a
lot of them will be passing on soon anyway, so why do this? My husband uses half this
money for his medications and for household money. This will put a big burden on us by
eliminating this money. All this money is spent locally loo.

Yet, you can spend dollars (many dollars) with the moose, wolves, bears, helicopter time,
and so forth. I would think a lot more of the legislators and the Governor if they think of
these elderly people and what the bonus means to them instead of relocating wolves and
bears. | love animals more than anyone else, but I love people first. I am sure | could
point out a few more examples if you wish.

My husband and | never miss voting, so wc will be extra careful about our voting in the
next election. First cutting longevity bonus, education, Permanent Fund, and then giving
us taxes. "'No big deal to live in Alaska or stay here.”

Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely yours, *

JoanO'Leary  ft*

Post-1t* Fax Note 7671 k3 fiilo-~ WA (
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P.0.Box 91112

Anch., Alaska 991109-1112
907 562 4968

July 14 2003

Representative David Guttenberg
State Capitol
Juneau Ak. 99801-1182

Dear Rep. Max Guttenberg

With the Governor cutting my income by $250.00.Zwill become very active in helping to cut the
salaries of all legislators. Votes of seniors and their extended families will help do this. We want
the session moved out of Juneau and shortened . this will take pay from per diem and excessive
travel expenses. The Governor authorized billions for lobbyist for oil and road companies
meanwhile eliminating money for those over 76 years of age. He did not cut legislators they
receive almost that much a day. Legislators eat no matter where they are so why per diem for
meals while they are in Juneau? The Governor should have cut the pork out of Juneau and
government employees first, not just seniors over 76 years of age who are dying fast from age
anyway. Itsays 12,000 over 76 will getthe $120 for a year more. That leaves 5,000 seniors who
have incomes, to contribute to the states economy with their pensions and Soc. Sec.,

| register so | can vote for the person | like. | do not care for Tony Knowles, but against
Murkowski I would vote him for Senator. | am going to do volunteer for those who are getting
the petitions to move the shortened session up here and out of inaccessible Juneau, Gov.
Murkowski's letter writer, is STUPID, that letter thoroughly irritated many of us. The writer said it
made two distinctions. Think of how rooms are assigned in Juneau. He is making more
distortions. People over 76 who earned an income, are now no longer eligible for the longevity.
Many who lived in the bush did notearn pensions, mostare the 12,000.They will also vote.

lam S3 years old. Iworked butnotforthe government. In 19851started getting the longevity.
Because that meant $6,000.00 a year we decided to stay and spend our Soc. Sec. and pensions
here in Anchorage, Gyde isdead, so now only my pension and Soc. Sec. are what | have. | am
still contributing to Alaska's economy. Many friends took their pensions and left the state when
the longevity ended, a huge loss of revenue for the state. $6000.00 a year longevity isa 10%
loss if the combined pensions are $60,000 if not like mine the $3,000 isa bigger percentage.

Medicare isdeducted from my Soc Sec. I also pay AARP $165a month, with a deductible raised
now to $250.00 for prescriptions, Our son being a VETERAN, received inadequate care in 1996
from Providence. His care was just barely what they felt was necessary. They wanted him dead. |
saw a tube rammed down his throat by nurse Ben Jackson, Ourson had pulled itout I requested
Ben be removed but there continued his inadequate care so our son died, [ spent from 8 until 4
with him, Ben wanted our son's skin for burn victims. The Governor and legislators received
excellent care, when they had similar strokes so lived. Their medical iscovered.

| pay retired dues at the culinary union. | can voice my opinions and vote on policies. | am a
lifetime member atthe Senior Center. I should be happy that lam now MOTIVATED to volunteer
to making legislators accountable, moving them out of Juneau and cutting the session. Many of
us at the Senior Center will feel the cut. The Gov. evidently does not realize those over 80, a 15
year difference, means we also are WW21Z1 veterans or spouses as well as Alaskans. Watching
sessions on TV, often the legislators couldn't get back to Juneau, bills couldn't be. passed. It
would be interesting to have published the actual hours days each legislator spent in the

sessions. Many who campaign lesswhen the session ismoved from Juneau.



