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Alaska State Legislature

Interim:
716 West 4th Avenue, Room 410 
Anchorage. Alaska 99501 
(907) 269-0199 Phone 
(907)269-0197 Fax
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State Capitol Building, Room 518 

Juneau. Alaska 99801-1182 
(907) 465-4945 Phone 

(907) 465-3476 Fax

Senator Kevin Meyer
Senate District L

SPONSOR STATEMENT 
SENATE BILL 73

Senate Bill 73 allows a property tax exem ption on the first $150,000 o f the assessed value on 
real property owned and occupied as the prim ary residence and perm anent place o f abode fo r 
those who are at least 60 years old and the w idow  or w idower o f a person who was killed while 
in the m ilitary service o f the United States.

Currently, by ordinance approved by the voters, m unicipalities may grant this property tax 
exem ption to the follow ing groups o f people:

1. A  resident who is 65 years of age or older,
2. A  disabled veteran,
3. A resident who is at least 60 years of age and is a w idow or w idower o f a person

who was 65 years o f age or was a d isable veteran, and
4. A resident under 60 years of age who is a w idow or w idow er o f a disabled veteran.

The survivors o f those killed while in m ilitary duty o f the United States face not only g rie f in the 
loss o f the ir loved one while they served the ir country, but often they also face extrem e 
financia l difficulties. W hile we currently allow exem ptions for those m ilitary veterans who have 
becom e disabled and the ir surviving spouse, we offer no such sim ilar exem ption for the 
survivors o f those who have made the ultimate sacrifice.

Under th is legislation, m unicipalities will be able to allow  voters to elect whether o r not to 
include this often forgotten group of individuals in the tax code, and help them to remain in 
the ir homes and remain in Alaska.

I encourage your support on SB 73.
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IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

TWENTY-EIGHTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

BY THE SENATE STATE AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsor(s): SENATOR MEYER

A BILL 

FOR AN ACT ENTITLED 

"An Act relating to a municipal property tax exemption for real property that is the 

primary residence of certain widows and widowers; and providing for an effective 

date."

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

* Section 1. AS 29.45.030(e) is amended to read:

(e) The real property owned and occupied as the primary residence and 
permanent place of abode by a resident who is (1) 65 years of age or older; (2) a 
disabled veteran; or (3) at least 60 years of age and the widow or widower of a person 

who qualified for an exemption under (1) or (2) of this subsection is exempt from 
taxation on the first $150,000 of the assessed value of the real property. A 
municipality may by ordinance approved by the voters grant the exemption under this 

subsection to the widow or widower under 60 years of age of a person who qualified 

for an exemption under (2) of this subsection or to a resident who is the widow or 

widower of a person who dies from a service-connected cause sustained while
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serving as a member of the United States armed forces or as a member of the 

National Guard. A municipality may, in case of hardship, provide for exemption 

beyond the first $150,000 of assessed value in accordance with regulations of the 

department. Only one exemption may be granted for the same property, and, if two or 

more persons are eligible for an exemption for the same property, the parties shall 

decide between or among themselves who is to receive the benefit of the exemption. 

Real property may not be exempted under this subsection if the assessor determines, 
after notice and hearing to the parties, that the property was conveyed to the applicant 
primarily for the purpose of obtaining the exemption. The determination of the 
assessor may be appealed under AS 44.62.560 - 44.62.570. In this subsection, 

"widow or widower" means a person whose spouse has died and who has not 

remarried. A municipality shall determine the eligibility requirements and 

application procedure for an optional exemption provided under this subsection.

* Sec. 2. The uncodified law of the State of Alaska is amended by adding a new section to 
read:

RETROACTIVITY. Section 1 of this Act is retroactive to January 1, 2013.
* Sec. 3. This Act takes effect immediately under AS 01.10.070(c).

28-LS0631\P
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IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA 

TWENTY-EIGHTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

BY

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsors): SENATOR MEYER

A BILL 

FOR AN ACT ENTITLED 

"An Act relating to a municipal property tax exemption for real property that is the 

primary residence of certain widows and widowers; and providing for an effective 

date."

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

* Section 1. AS 29.45.030(e) is amended to read:
(e) The real property owned and occupied as the primary residence and 

permanent place of abode by a resident who is (1) 65 years of age or older; (2) a 
disabled veteran; or (3) at least 60 years of age and the widow or widower of a person 
who qualified for an exemption under (1) or (2) of this subsection is exempt from 
taxation on the first $150,000 of the assessed value of the real property. A 
municipality may by ordinance approved by the voters grant the exemption under this 
subsection to the widow or widower under 60 years of age of a person who qualified 
for an exemption under (2) of this subsection or to a resident who is the widow or 
widower of a person who dies from a service-connected cause sustained while
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serving as a member of the United States armed forces or as a member of the 

National Guard. A municipality may, in case of hardship, provide for exemption 
beyond the first $150,000 of assessed value in accordance with regulations of the 
department. Only one exemption may be granted for the same property, and, if two or 
more persons are eligible for an exemption for the same property, the parties shall 
decide between or among themselves who is to receive the benefit of the exemption. 
Real property may not be exempted under this subsection if the assessor determines, 
after notice and hearing to the parties, that the property was conveyed to the applicant 
primarily for the purpose of obtaining the exemption. The determination of the 
assessor may be appealed under AS 44.62.560 - 44.62.570. In this subsection, 

"widow or widower" means a person whose snonse has died and who has not 

remarried. A municipality shall determine the eligibility requirements and 

application procedure for an optional exemption provided under this subsection.

* Sec. 2. The uncodified law of the State of Alaska is amended by adding a new section to 
read:

RETROACTIVITY. Section 1 of this Act is retroactive to January 1,2013.
* Sec. 3. This Act takes effect immediately under AS 01.10.070(c).
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IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA 

TWENTY-EIGHTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

BY

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsors): SENATOR MEYER

A BILL 

FOR AN ACT ENTITLED 

"An Act relating to a municipal property tax exemption for real property that is the 

primary residence of certain widows and widowers; and providing for an effective 

date."

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

* Section 1. AS 29.45.030(e) is amended to read:
(e) The real property owned and occupied as the primary residence and 

permanent place of abode by a resident who is (1) 65 years of age or older; (2) a 
disabled veteran; or (3) at least 60 years of age and the widow or widower of a person 
who qualified for an exemption under (1) or (2) of this subsection is exempt from 
taxation on the first $150,000 of the assessed value of the real property. A 
municipality may by ordinance approved by the voters grant the exemption under this 
subsection to the widow or widower under 60 years of age of a person who qualified 
for an exemption under (2) of this subsection or to a resident who is the widow or 

widower of a member of the armed forces of the United States who dies because
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of illness or iniurv suffered while serving on active duty service, or complications

W ORK D R A F T  WORK D R A F T  28-LS0631\U

relating to the treatment of the illness or iniurv suffered while serving on active 

duty service of the United States. A municipality may, in case of hardship, provide 
for exemption beyond the first $150,000 of assessed value in accordance with 
regulations of the department. Only one exemption may be granted for the same 
property, and, if two or more persons are eligible for an exemption for the same 
property, the parties shall decide between or among themselves who is to receive the 
benefit of the exemption. Real property may not be exempted under this subsection if 
the assessor determines, alter notice and hearing to the parties, that the property was 
conveyed to the applicant primarily for the purpose of obtaining the exemption. The 
determination of the assessor may be appealed under AS 44.62.560 - 44.62.570. In 

this subsection, "widow or widower" means a person who has lost the person's 

spouse to death and has not remarried.

* Sec. 2. The uncodified law of the State of Alaska is amended by adding a new section to 
read:

RETROACTIVITY. Section 1 of this Act is retroactive to January 1, 2013.
* Sec. 3. This Act takes effect immediately under AS 01.10.070(c).

CSSB 73( ) -2-
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State of Alaska
Fiscal Note

2013 Legislative Session

Identifier: SB 73-D CC ED-DC R A-03-15-13
Title: PR O PER TY TAX EXEM PTIO N /M ILITAR Y

W ID O W (ER )
Sponsor: M EYER
Requester: Senate Community and Regional Affairs

Department: Department of Commerce, Community and
Economic Development 

Appropriation: Community and Regional Affairs 
Allocation: Community and Regional Affairs
OMB Component Number: 2879

Bill Version: CSSB 73(CRA)
Fiscal Note Number: 1
(S) Publish Date: 3/27/13

Expend itures/R evenues
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.__________________________________________ (Thousands of Dollars)

FY2014
Appropriation

Requested

Included in 
Governor's 

FY2014  
Request

Out-Year Cost Estimates

O PER A TIN G  EXPEND ITU RES FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017 FY 2018 FY 2019
Personal Services 
T  ravel 
Services 
Commodities 
Capital Outlay 
Grants & Benefits 
Miscellaneous
Total O perating 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Fund Source (O perating O n ly ’
None
Total 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Positions
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

C hange in R evenues_________ [______________ [______________ |______________ [______________ |

Estim ated SU P P LE M E N TA L (FY2013) cost: 0.0

Estim ated C A PITA L (FY2014) cost: 0.0

A SS O C IA TE D  R EG U LATIO NS
Does the bill direct, or will the bill result in, regulation changes adopted by your agency? No
If yes, by what date are the regulations to be adopted, amended or repealed?

W hy th is  fiscal note differs from  previous version:________________________________________
Not applicable, initial version.________________________________________________________________

Prepared By: 
Division 
Approved By:

Scott Ruby, Director
Community and Regional Affairs
JoEllen Hanrahan, Director
Administrative Services Division

Phone: (907)269-4569
Date: 03/15/2013 10:30 PM
Date: 03/16/13

Printed 3/16/2013 Page 1 of 2



FISCAL NOTE ANALYSIS #1

Analysis

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. CSSB 73(CRA)
2013 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

This bill would amend existing statutes regarding mandatory exemptions for senior citizens and disabled veterans 
by adding widows or w idowers o f a person who was killed while in the military service o f the United States as 
eligible participants.

Existing statutes require the state to  reimburse a borough or city fo r the real property tax revenues lost to it by the 
im plem entation o f tax exemptions. If passed, this additional exem ption would also be reimbursable by the state. 
However, statutes provide th at if appropriations are not sufficient to  fully fund reimbursements the amount 
available shall be distributed pro-rata among eligible municipalities. The state in the past has not fully funded  
reim bursem ent fo r existing municipal tax  exemptions.

There is no anticipated fiscal impact to  the Division of Com m unity and Regional Affairs from  this bill.

(Revised 1 /15 /2013  OMB) Page 2 of 2
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March 27,2013

AMERICAN CIVIL 
LIBERTIES UNION OF 
ALASKA
1057 W. Fuewied, Suite 207 
Anchorage, AK 99503 
(907)25*4044 
(907) 25*42*3 (fiu) 
WWW.AKgLU.MQ

OFFICERS AND DIRECTORS 
DONNA 1. GOLDSMITH. Anchorage 
PRESIDENT

RICH CURTNER, Anchorage 
VICE PRESIDENT

LLOYD EOOAN, Anchorage 
TREASURER

-JOSHUA 
/  rRET.
^WLUEi

HUA HEMSATH, EegJe Rber 
 ARY

1LLIE ANDERSON, Juneau 
AFFIRMATIVE ACTION OFFICER

PAUL GRANT, J 
SCOTT HENDERSON, Anchorage 
KATIE HURLEY. W W h 
MARJORIE KAISER, Anchorage 
MICHAEL HNO, Anchorage 
RACHEL MUIR, Dilinghani 
BESSIE O'ROURKE, Anchorage 
CONNIE OZER, Anchorage 
OALEN PAINE, Side 
BRIAN SPARKS, Side 
JUNE PINNELL-S7EPHENS, Fltrhialcj 
TONY STRONG, Dougin.

The Honorable Fred Dyson, Chair 
The Honorable Cathy Giessel, Vice-Chair 
Senate State Affairs Committee 
Alaska State Senate 
State Capitol 
Juneau, AK 99801 
via email: 5.e.P,f .re.4Pyson(gakleg.gov

Sfiri.vQ9thx.R i.essel.gaklcg,eQv

Re: Senate Bill 73 -  ACLU Review
Inclusion of Same-Sex Domestic Partners

Chair Dyson and Vice-Chair Giessel:

Thank you for the opportunity to submit written testimony regarding Senate 
Bill 73, a bill relating to property tax exemptions for the widow or widower 
of a person who was killed while in the military service.

EMMA HILL, Anchorage 
STUDENT ADVISOR The American Civil Liberties Union of Alaska represents thousands of 

members and activists throughout the State of Alaska who seek to preserve 
and expand individual freedoms and civil liberties guaranteed under the 
United States and Alaska Constitutions. SB 73 sensibly and compassionately 
addresses the special needs of Alaska’s military families. However, the 
ACLU would request that the Senate State Affairs Committee make a minor 
amendment to this important legislation to recognize those military families 
headed by same-sex domestic partners.

We would be happy to work with you or the Committee to answer any 
questions you might have.

O
II I
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Senate State Affairs Committee
S.B. 73 — Inclusion of Same-Sex Domestic Partners
March 27,2013
Page 2

Eanal Treatment of Domestic Partners

Pursuant to the Alaska Supreme Court’s ruling in Alaska Civil Liberties Union v. State of Alaska, 
Municipality of Anchorage, 122 P.3d 781 (Alaska 2005) (uAkCLU v. State”), military families 
headed by same-sex domestic partners are entitled to those benefits accorded to families headed 
by opposite-sex married couples.

The Alaska Supreme Court established that same-sex domestic partners must be treated on equal 
footing with married couples in the provision of government benefits. The Court held that 
differential treatment violated the Equal Protection Clause of the Alaska State Constitution, since 
individuals “in committed same-sex relationships are absolutely denied any opportunity to obtain 
[government] benefits, because [they] are barred by law from marrying their same-sex partners 
in Alaska or having any marriage performed elsewhere recognized in Alaska.” AkCLU v. State, 
122 PJd at 788.

Please note that, in reaching this conclusion, the Court found that treating same-sex couples 
differently from heterosexual married couples with respect to employment benefits was 
unconstitutional and did not survive even the most minimal level of constitutional scrutiny. Id 
at 783,786-87.

Authorization for Municipal Exemption ofTaxation on S1S0.000 of Home’s Assessed Value 

Under SB 73:

. . .  A municipality may by ordinance approved by the voters grant the exemption 
under this subsection to the widow or widower under 60 years of age of a person 
who qualified for an exemption under (2) of this subsection or to a resident who 
is at least 60 years of age and the widow or widower of a person who was 
killed while in the military service of the United States.

This language should be amended to reflect the Supreme Court’s decision in AkCLU v. State.

By revising the Bill to include, where applicable, “same-sex domestic partner,” the Alaska State 
Legislature would avoid creating a constitutional conflict with the Alaska Supreme Court’s 
ruling in AkCLU v. State. Moreover, the Legislature will appropriately recognize and honor all 
military families, including those which were headed by couples in committed same-sex 
partnerships.

I l l
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Senate State Affairs Committee
S.B. 73—Inclusion o f Same-Sex Domestic Partners
March 27,2013
Page 3

Repeal of“Don’t Ask. Don’t Tell”

Further, following the repeal of “Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell,” the United States military is quickly 
moving to ensure that all soldiers, sailors, airmen, and Marines -  no matter their sexual 
orientation -  are treated with the dignity and respect that their service to country deserves.

We would expect no less from the Alaska Legislature.

Conclusion

We hope that the Senate State Affairs Committee will consider our comments on SB 73.

Please feel free to contact the undersigned should you require any additional information. And, 
again, we are happy to answer informally any questions that Members of the Committee may 
have.

Thank you again for the opportunity to share our concerns.

W m —
Jeffrey Mittman 
Executive Director 
ACLU of Alaska

cc: Senator John Coghill, Sen.John.CoahiH@akleg.gov 
Senator Bert Stedman, Sen.Bert.Stedman@akleg.gov 
Senator Bill Wielechowski, Sen.Bill.Wielechowski@akleg.gov 
Sponsor -  Senator Kevin Meyer, Senator.Kevin.Mever@akleg.gov

mailto:Sen.John.CoahiH@akleg.gov
mailto:Sen.Bert.Stedman@akleg.gov
mailto:Sen.Bill.Wielechowski@akleg.gov
mailto:Senator.Kevin.Mever@akleg.gov


Senate Bill 73 - CHANGES

Version Section Language Changes/Additions
28-LS0631\A IA S  29.45.030(e) ORIGINAL: Resident tha t is at least 60 years o f 

age and the w idow  or w idow er o f a person 
w ho was killed while in the m ilitary service o f 
the  United States.

28-LS0631\U IA S  29.45.030(e) CHANGED TO: Resident who is the w idow  or 
w idow er o f a member o f the armed forces o f 
the United States who dies because of illness 
or in jury suffered while serving on active du ty 
service, or com plications re lating to  the 
trea tm ent o f the illness or in jury suffered 
w hile serving on active du ty service of the 
United States.

28-LS0631\U IA S  29.45.030(e) ADDED: In this subsection, "w idow  or 
w idow er" means a person who has lost the 
person's spouse to  death and has not 
remarried.



Ken Truitt

rom:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Edra M o r le d g e
Friday, A p ril 0 5 , 2 0 1 3  4 :0 8  P M
K en T ru itt; S h aro n  Long; R ynn ieva  M oss; D a rw in  P eterson; M ic h e lle  S yd em a n
SB 7 3  -  S ta te  A ffa irs  C o m m itte e
SB 7 3  A G  A nsw ers .pd f; SB 7 3  CS 2 8 -L S 0 6 3 1 C .p d f

Hello,

Last week the Senate State Affairs committee heard SB 73, relating to property tax exemptions 
fo r the surviving spouse of m ilitary service members. Comm ittee members had several 
questions that they requested the bill sponsor address through the Department of Law. 
Attached is the memo from  the department which addresses each of the questions asked. A lso 
attached is a com m ittee substitute which I believe addresses those questions. W ould you 
please (or the appropriate staff member), see if these changes address the issues brought 
forth  by your bosses? If there are additional questions/concerns, I would be happy to come 
down and chat.

In short, our CS resolves the issues listed below:

1
w  1. Does the legislation remove local control in providing this property tax exemption?

No. As confirmed by the department, page 1 lines 10-11, this legislation provides that "A 
m unicipality may by ordinance approved by the voters...".

2. Does this legislation include National Guard members?

Yes. W hile we believe it included National Guard members in the previous CS, we have 
specifica lly added them  to the language so there is no question.

3. Does this legislation include Coast Guard members?

Yes. The departm ent confirmed that Coast Guard members are considered part o f the 
U.S. military, and part o f the armed forces.

4. How is the term "active duty" interpreted in Alaska?

W e have removed the term  "active duty" from  our legislation as a qualifier, and 

replaced it w ith "a person who dies from a service-connected caused sustained while



serving as a member o f the United States armed forces or as a member o f the National
Guard/' thus removing the questionable term .

5. Would this legislation allow the spouse of service members who are killed in a 
recreational, off-duty-related, or suicide-related death, to be eligible for this 
exemption?

No. W e believe the change in language as listed in number 4 above, removes the 
question of whether or not those types of deaths would be eligible.

6. Would there need to be a "threshold" or "proportionality" between an illness or injury 
as it relates to a deceased service member's service and their illness or injury in order 
to qualify their spouse for this exemption?

Because we removed the words "injury or illness," and replaced it with the language 
"service-connected cause sustained while serving as a member of the United States 
armed forces...", we believe this clarifies that any illness or injury that causes the death 
would need to be d irectly related to the ir service. In addition, the departm ent states in 
the ir memo that "any dispute about whether an individual should receive an exemption 
would be between the departm ent and the municipality."

7. Would the bill sponsor consider adding the language from the last sentence of AS 
29.45.050(s): "The ordinance must include requirements for determining eligibility for 
the exemption and a procedure for applying for the exemption."

W e have added the fo llow ing language to the bill: "A municipality shall determ ine the 
e lig ib ility requirements and application procedure for an optional exemption under this 
subsection." Because the M unic ipa lity o f Anchorage has already passed the ir ordinance 
to allow  this exemption and it did not include a "procedure fo r applying," there is some 
question as to w hether or not the ordinance on the M OA books would be 
im plementable under the language in AS 29.45.050(s), or if the ordinance could be 
modified since it was already voter-approved as is.

Please let me know as soon as you can if there are any comments, questions or concerns on 
this bill. Thank you!

| /Ira. M o rle d g e  
,/t.aff to Senator M eyer 
Alaska Legislature



Capitol Building, Room 518 
Juneau, AK 99801 

^ 0 7 )  465-4945 Phone 
l^ 0 7 )  465-3476 Fax 

Edra.morledge@ akleg.gov

I f  you would like to be added to Senator Kevin M eyer's Legislative Update email list, reply to this 
email w ith  "N ew sle tte r" in the subject line.
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SEAN PARNELL 
GOVERNOR

DEPARTMENT OF LAW LABOR & STA t e a f f a i r s
1031 WEST P  A VENUE, SUITE 200 
ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99501-1994 

OFFICE OF THE A TTORNEY GENERAL p h o n e : (907) 269-6612
FAX: (907) 258-497S

April 1,2013

The Honorable Fred Dyson, Chair -  Senate State Affairs Committee 
Alaska State Capitol Room 121 
Juneau, AK 99801

Re: CSSB 73 (CRA) questions

Senator Dyson:

This is in response to several questions you asked our office regarding CCSB 
73(CRA) after last week’s Senate State Affairs Committee meeting. The questions and 
our answers follow.

1. Does this language remove local control? In other words, if a municipality
does NOT pass an ordinance by popular vote would it be subjected to provide 
this exemption anyway? Does this language only mandate the exemption if 
and when voters pass an ordinance?

Short answer: The language in current law and as proposed in CSSB 73(CRA) 
docs not remove local control. Certain property tax exemptions are currently optional in 
AS 29.45.030(e) and under the control o f die municipality to provide for them. A 
municipality will retain local control over allowing for the current optional exemptions 
and the new exemptions provided for in the current version of CSSB 73(CRA).

Discussion: AS 29.45.030 establishes the criteria as to types and categories of 
property required to be exempt—in whole or in part—from general municipal taxation. AS 
29.45.030(e), in its current form, has both mandator}' and optional provisions. One, a 
municipality is required to exempt from taxation the first $150,000 of the assessed value 
o f

'“[t]he real property owned and occupied as the primary residence and 
permanent place o f  abode by a resident who is (1) 65 years o f age or older;
(2) a disabled veteran; or (3) at least 60 years o f age and the widow or



The Honorable Fred Dyson
Re: CSSB 73 (CRA) questions

April 1, 2013
Page 2 o f  6

widower o f a person who qualified for an exemption under (1) or (2) of this 
subsection...”

This provision is mandatory on a municipality that levies a property tax without 
exception.

Two, AS 29.45.030(e) “allows” a municipality, if  it has an ordinance approved by 
the voters, to extend the property tax exemption for the widow or widower o f a disabled 
veteran to a widow or widower who is “under” 60 years o f age. This is an optional 
exemption.

Three, AS 29.45.030(e) “allows” a municipality, in a case of hardship, to provide 
for property tax exemption beyond the first $ 150,000 of assessed value in accordance 
with regulations o f the department. This is also an optional exemption.

The proposed additional language to AS 29.45.030(e) in CSSB 73(CRA) would 
“allow” a municipality, if  it has an ordinance approved by the voters, to extend the 
$150,000 assessed value property tax exemption to:

“a resident who is the widow or widower o f a member of the armed forces 
o f the United States who dies because of illness or injury suffered while 
serving on active duty service, or complications relating to the treatment of 
the illness or injury suffered while serving on active duty service of the 
United States.”

If CSSB 73 (CRA) passes, this language would create an additional optional exemption 
that would require voter approval.

The fact that the existing optional exemption language is under a statute that 
provides for required exemptions, does not automatically convert an optional exemption 
to a mandatory exemption. The language in AS 29.45.030(e) makes clear as to what is 
mandatory and what is optional. Under rules o f statutory construction, statutes are to be 
read and interpreted to effectuate their purpose.

You also ask about AS 29.45.050, which sets out specific optional taxation 
exemptions and exclusions. O f particular note is AS 29.45.050(s), which provides for an 
optional municipal property tax exemption but the exemption is limited to the:

“widow or widower o f a member o f the armed forces o f the United States 
injured serving on active duty while eligible for hostile fire or imminent 
danger pay who dies because o f the injury or complications related to the 
injury or its treatment.”
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This is a narrower class o f beneficiaries than proposed in AS 29.45.030(e) in CSSB 
73(CRA). The optional exemption in AS 29.45.050(s) may be a partial or whole value 
exemption of the assessed value o f property and this exemption is not tied to the first 
$150,000 of assessed value of the property in AS 29.45.030(e).

2. How is the term “active duty” interpreted in our state statutes? Is there a 
standard definition? Are members of the National Guard considered on 
active duty? Are Coast Guard members on active duty?

With regard to United States military service, there is no definition or 
interpretation of “active duty” in the Alaska Statutes. Although numerous references are 
made to active duty status in various contexts, the term is not defined in the Alaska 
Statutes.

Under federal law, active duty means:

“full-time duty in the active military service o f the United States. Such 
term includes full-time training duty, annual training duty, and attendance, 
while in the active military service, at a school designated as a service 
school by law or by the Secretary' o f the military department concerned.
Such term does not include full-time National Guard duty.” 1

The Coast Guard is part o f the United States military, and members of the Coast Guard 
are part of the armed forces of the United States.2 Therefore, the same definition applies 
to them as well.

Members o f the National Guard are not generally on active duty. As stated above, 
the definition of active duty excludes even full time National Guard duty. However, 
National Guard members can be called to active duty by the secretary o f defense under 
10 U.S.C. § 12301(d). Additionally, members ofthe Alaska National Guard, as part o f 
the organized militia o f Alaska can be called to active state service by the governor.'1 
However, SB 73 as written, applies only to the armed forces o f  the United States, and 
therefore would not apply to a member of the militia called to state service.

10 U.S.C. § 101(d)(1).

2 10 U.S.C. § 101(a)(4).

AS 26.05.070.
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3. How would the AG’s office interpret the section that reads “who dies because 
of an illness or injury suffered while serving on active duty service, or 
complications relating to the treatment of the illness or injury suffered while 
serving...”? Would it be interpreted that the injury or illness is a direct 
result of the requirements associated with their military service, or would this 
apply to a service member who suffers a recreational accident on a weekend 
(or car accident, etc.)? Would suicide be included?

In Alaska the courts interpret statutes “according to reason, practicality, and 
common sense, considering the meaning of the statute's language, its legislative history, 
and its purpose.” The courts “adopt ‘the rule o f law that is most persuasive in light of 
precedent, reason, and policy.’”4

Based on the language of the bill, we would interpret it to apply to all members of 
the armed forces who die as a result o f illness or injury suffered while on active duty.
This would include a person who dies in a recreational accident or car accident that 
occurs when the person is momentarily off duty. The federal statues do often make 
distinctions between injuries suffered by active duty military personnel in the line o f duty 
and those not suffered in the line of duty.5 Because this bill makes no such distinction, it 
would presumably apply to all members o f  the armed forces who die because of an injury 
or illness suffered while on active duty, whether or not that the incident occurs in the line 
o f duty. Because the bill makes no distinction between a member o f the armed forces 
who dies by suicide and a member o f the armed forces who dies by any other means, the 
bill would apply to a member who dies by suicide as well.

4. If an injury or illness while on active duty means “directly related to the 
requirements of their active duty service,” would the state argue that a 
particular threshold be met, Le,, could a widow/er argue that they qualify for 
the exemption because their spouse died as a result of a recreational skiing 
accident while serving in Alaska, because they would not have been skiing 
otherwise in Alaska (base assignment)? Would the state argue that a 
particular causality would need to exist betw een the requirements of their 
service and the cause of the injury/illness? How would that proportionality 
be measured?

4 RCTEC Services v. Cummings; 295 P.3d 916 (Alaska 2013)(Intemal citations 
omitted).

See, e.g. 10 U.S.C. § 1076(a)(2)(C)(Medical care for dependents of members of 
military killed in the line o f duty).



The Honorable Fred Dyson
Re: CSSB 73 (CRA) questions

April 1, 2013
Page 5 o f  6

It is unlikely that the State would be in a position to argue about this statute at all. 
The statute provides that a municipality may allow a property tax exemption for the 
primary residence o f some individuals. For the exemption to apply, a municipality would 
first have to adopt an appropriate ordinance, and any dispute about whether an individual 
should receive an exemption would be between the individual and the municipality.

Nonetheless, as currently written the State would not advance the position that 
there needs to be any connection or causality between a person’s service and their 
injury/illness. As written, the bill would apply to any person who dies because of an 
injury or illness suffered while serving on active duty, whether or not that injury or illness 
was related to their duty, or suffered in the line o f duty.

4a. Another example for question #4: If a service member is exposed to
carcinogens as a direct result of their active duty service, and after leaving 
service live for 30 (or 2 or 15 or 40, etc.) more years and develop cancer and 
die as a result, how would the state interpret the language in the bill? Would 
there have to be a “likelihood” that the exposure during service caused the 
cancer and death, or would there have to be “direct evidence,” etc.?

This would be a factual question. I f  the taxing authority and an individual seeking 
the tax exemption could not resolve the question, it would probably end up in court, to be 
resolved by a trier o f fact. Additionally, a municipality could provide some standards for 
dealing with this issue in the ordinance adopting the exemption. The easiest way to 
resolve these questions would be to piggyback off any military determination o f the 
person’s status. If  for purposes of military benefits, the United States government agrees 
that a particular death was the result o f an illness or injury sustained while on active duty, 
that determination could be controlling here as well.

Follow Up Questions:

5. Does SB 73 create anything new that isn’t already covered by
AS 29.45.050(s)? Section 050 provides wholly optional/discretionary 
exemptions that municipalities may enact. SB 73 seeks to put what looks to 
be an almost identical discretionary exemption, but within an otherwise 
mandatory statute (AS 29.45.030);

Yes, CSSB 73 (CRA) creates something new that is not already covered by 
AS 29.45.050(s). CSSB 73(CRA) expands the available exemption to the widow or 
widower o f any person who dies as a result o f injury or illness sustained while on active 
duty, whether or not that person was eligible for hostile fire or imminent danger pay.
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6. Related to question 1 below and to the above, an observation more than 
anything else—it seems confusing to put discretionary language in an 
otherwise mandatory statute (AS 29.45.030). However, SB 73 just tacks on to 
existing discretionary language within subsection (e). I think the nut of 
question 1 below arises from this generally confusing construction found in 
AS 29.45.030(e).

As noted in response to the first question, there are both mandatory and optional 
provisions in AS 29.45.030(e) and they are distinctly set out in the subsection. Each part 
o f subsection (e) relates to the initial exemption from taxation for first $150,000 assessed 
value o f ‘‘the real property owned and occupied as the primary residence and permanent 
place of abode by a resident” and specifies which persons are given the exemption as a 
mandatory exemption; and specifies those who may receive it as an optional exemption. 
While some may find it confusing to have mandatory exemptions and optional 
exemptions in the same subsection, it does not violate rules o f statutory construction. It 
would be up to the legislature to decide if  moving the optional provisions to another 
section in AS 29.45 is desirable or necessary.

Respectfully,

MICHAEL C. GERAGHTY

Assistant Attorney General

cc: The Honorable Kevin Meyer, Alaska Senate
Heather Brakes, Office o f the Governor

MV/tjd
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Interim:
716 West 4th Avenue, Room 410 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 
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(907) 269-0197 Fax

Senator Kevin Meyer
Senate District L

TO: Senator Dyson, Chair
Senate State Affairs Committee

FROM: Senator Kevin Meyer

DATE: April 5, 2013

RE: Senate Finance Committee

On April 2, 2013, the Senate State Affairs committee heard SB 73, relating to property tax exemptions 
for the surviving spouse of military service members. Committee members had several questions that 
they wanted addressed. Attached is a memo from the Department of Law that addresses the questions 
and concerns. Also attached is a committee substitute which I believe we have fixed to address those 
questions. If my staff or I can provide any additional information, please don't hesitate to contact my 
office.

In short, our CS resolves the issues listed below:

1. Does the  legislation rem ove local control in providing this property tax exemption?

No. As confirmed by the department, page 1 lines 10-11, this legislation provides that "A 
municipality may by ordinance approved by the voters..."

2. Does this legislation include National Guard members?

Yes. W hile we believe it included National Guard members in the previous CS, we have 
specifically added them to the language of the new CS so there is no question.

3. Does this legislation include Coast Guard members?

Yes. The department confirmed that Coast Guard members are considered part of the U.S. 
military, and part of the armed forces.

Session:
State Capitol Building, Room 518 

Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182 
(907) 465-4945 Phone 

(907) 465-3476 Fax



4 . H o w  is th e  te rm  "a c tiv e  d u ty "  in te rp re te d  in A laska?

We have removed the term "active duty" from our legislation as a qualifier, and replaced it with 
"a person who dies from a service-connected caused sustained while serving as a member of 
the United States armed forces or as a member of the National Guard." thus removing the 
questionable term.

5. W ould this legislation a llow  the spouse of service members w ho are killed in a recreational, 
off-duty-re lated , or suicide-related death, to  be eligible fo r this exemption?

No. We believe the change in language as listed in number 4 above, removes the question of 
whether or not those types of deaths would be eligible.

6. W ould there need to  be a "threshold" or "proportionality" betw een an illness or injury as it 
relates to a deceased service m em ber's service and the ir illness or injury in order to  qualify  
the ir spouse fo r this exem ption?

Because we removed the words "injury or illness," and replaced it with the language "service- 
connected cause sustained while serving as a member of the United States armed forces...", we 
believe this clarifies that any illness or injury that causes the death would need to be directly 
related to their service. In addition, the department states in their memo that "any dispute 
about whether an individual should receive an exemption would be between the department 
and the municipality."

7. W ould the bill sponsor consider adding the language from  the last sentence of AS 
29 .45 .050(s): "The ordinance must include requirem ents for determ ining eligibility fo r the  
exem ption and a procedure fo r applying for the exem ption."

We have added the following language to the bill: "A municipality shall determine the eligibility 
requirements and application procedure for an optional exemption under this subsection." 
Because the Municipality of Anchorage has already passed their ordinance to allow this 
exemption and it did not include a "procedure for applying," there is some question as to 
whether or not the ordinance on the MOA books would be implementable under the language 
in AS 29.45.050(s), or if the ordinance could be modified since it was already voter-approved as 
is.

If my staff or I can provide any additional information, please don't hesitate to contact my office. You 
can reach my staff, Edra Morledge, at 465-6874.

2



Election Summary Report 
2012 Regular Election - MOA 

Summary For Areawide, All Counters. All Races

Date:04/20/12 
Time: 15:52:43 

Page:4 of 4

Registered Voters 198512 - Cards Cast 71099 35.82% Num. Report Precinct 121 - Num. Reporting 121 100.00%

PROPOSITION 3 - PARKS REC 1 PROPOSITION 8 - ANNEXATION
AREA WIDE Total 3 IN Total

Number of Precincts 121 Number of Precincts 3
Precincts Reporting 121 100.0 % I-:' Precincts Reporting 3

£o8

Times Counted 71099/198512 35.8 % Times Counted 561/0
Total Votes 69690 Total Votes 501
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PROPOSITION 3 - PARKS REC 8 PROPOSITION 8 - ANNEXATION l.ra3
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58814/166682

100.0 % 
35.3 %

Precincts Reporting 
Times Counted

3
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sroiawwiMCTUWWwp
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PROPOSITION 4 - ANC 
MEDICAL/TRANSPORTATION 

Number of Precincts 
Precincts Reporting 
Times Counted 
Total Votes

Total 
121 
121 100.0 

71099/198512 35.8
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Number of Precincts 
Precincts Reporting 
Times Counted 
Total Votes

Total 
121 
121 100.0 

71099/198512 35.8 
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ANCHORAGE MUNICIPAL 
BALLOT REVIEW 
April 3, 2012

On Tuesday, April 3 , 2 0 1 2 ,  q u a lif ie d  v o te rs  w ith in  th e  M u n ic ip a lity  o f  A n c h o ra g e  w ill:

•  E lec t a M a y o r  a n d  th r e e  S ch o o l B o ard  m e m b e rs . T h e re  a re  no  A s s e m b ly  s ea ts  up  fo r  e le c t io n  o n  

th is  b a llo t.

•  V o te  a r e a -w id e  o n  fo u r  b o n d  p ro p o s it io n s  (P ro p s  1 -4 ) ,  o n e  C h a r te r  a m e n d m e n t  (P ro p . 6 ) an d  

th r e e  b a llo t  p ro p o s it io n s  (P ro p s . 5 , 7 , a n d  8 ). V o te rs  re s id in g  in s o m e  s e rv ice  a re a s  w ill a lso  

e le c t  m e m b e rs  to  th e ir  re s p e c tiv e  s erv ice  a re a  b o a rd s .

T h is  B a llo t R e v ie w  lists th e  n a m e s  o f  th e  M a y o r a l  an d  S ch o o l B o ard  c a n d id a te s  a n d  o ffic e  s o u g h t, as w e ll 

as in fo r m a t io n  a b o u t  th e  b a llo t  p ro p o s it io n s .

More information? T h e  M u n ic ip a li ty  w ill a lso p u b lish  th e  list o f  p o llin g  p la c e s , th e  lis t o f  s e rv ic e  a re a  

c a n d id a te s , th e  b a llo t p ro p o s it io n s , a n d  c u rre n t  b o n d e d  in d e b te d n e s s  in th e  A n c h o ra g e  D a ily  N e w s  on  

M o n d a y ,  A p ril 2 , 2 0 1 2 ,  a n d  o n  th e  M u n ic ip a lity 's  w e b  s ite  (w w w .m u n i.o r g /e le c t io n s ).

Who may vote? A n y o n e  w h o  w a s  re g is te re d  to  v o te  in A la sk a  by M a rc h  4, 2012, a n d  w h o  has live d  

w ith in  th e  M u n ic ip a lity  o f  A n c h o ra g e  fo r  a t  lea s t 30 d ays.

When do I vote: V o te  o n  T u e s d a y , A p ril 3 , 2 0 1 2 , b e tw e e n  7 :0 0  a .m . a n d  8 :0 0  p .m .

Where do I vote? If  y o u  h a v e  y o u r  socia l s e c u rity  n u m b e r  o r  v o te r  id e n tif ic a t io n  n u m b e r  (o n  y o u r  v o te r  

re g is tra t io n  c a rd ), call th e  S ta te 's  a u to m a te d  P o llin g  P lace lo c a to r  a t 2 6 9 -8 6 8 3  to  f in d  y o u r  p o llin g  p la c e . 

Y o u  m a y  a lso  ty p e  y o u r  s tre e t  a d d re s s  a t  M y N e ig h b o rh o o d  (n e ig h b o rh o o d .m u n i.o rg )  a n d  s e le c t P o litica l 

f r o m  th e  p u ll-d o w n  m e n u . O r  y o u  m a y  call th e  M u n ic ip a l C le rk 's  O ffic e  a t 2 4 3 -V O T E  (2 4 3 -8 6 8 3 ) ,  S ta te  

E le c tio n s  O ffic e  a t 5 2 2 -V o te  (5 2 2 -8 6 8 3 ) ,  o r  th e  Leagu e o f  W o m e n  V o te rs  a t 2 7 4 -8 4 7 7 .

Absentee voting in person or by mail or fax: If  y o u  k n o w  y o u  w ill b e  u n a b le  to  v o te  a t  y o u r  p o llin g  p lace  

o n  e le c t io n  d a y  o r  w is h  to  v o te  e a r ly , y o u  m a y  cast an  a b s e n te e  b a llo t in p e rs o n  (b e g in n in g  M a rc h  1 9 , 

2 0 1 2 ) ,  th ro u g h  th e  m a il, o r  b y  fa x . A p p lic a tio n s  fo r  a b s e n te e  b y  m a il b a llo ts  o r  a b s e n te e  by fa x  b a llo ts  

m u s t b e  re c e iv e d  b y  th e  C le rk 's  O ff ic e  by 5 :0 0  p .m . T u e s d a y , M a rc h  2 7 , 2 0 1 2 .  A p p lic a tio n s  a re  a v a ila b le  

a t  w w w .m u n i.o r g /e le c t io n s  o r  ca ll 2 4 3 -V O T E  (2 4 3 -8 6 8 3 ) .
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In person absentee voting begins March 19, 2012. Locations and hours of operation are listed 
below.

I n - p e r s o n  A b s e n t e e  V o t i n g  L o c a t io n s D a t e s H o u r s

Anchorage City Hall
6 3 2  W e s t  6 th A v e n u e , 2 nd F lo o r, S u ite  2 5 0  

A n c h o ra g e  (9 0 7 )  2 4 3 -V O T E  (8 6 8 3 )

A ll b a llo ts  w ill b e  a v a ila b le  a t  th is  lo c a tio n .

M a rc h  1 9 - A p r i l  2 , 2 0 1 2  

M o n d a y  th ro u g h  F rid ay  

This lo ca tio n  is n o t open on 
Election D ay.

8 :0 0  a m  to  5 :0 0  p m

Z. J. Loussac Library
3 6 0 0  D e n a li  S tr e e t ,  1 st F lo o r  

A n c h o ra g e  (9 0 7 )  2 4 3 -V O T E  (6 3 8 3 )

A ll b a llo ts  w ill b e  a v a ila b le  a t  th is  lo c a tio n .

M a rc h  1 9 - A p r i l  2 , 2 0 1 2  

M o n d a y  th ro u g h  S a tu rd a y  

S u n d a y , A p ril 1, 2 0 1 2  

M o n d a y ,  A p ril 2 , 2 0 1 2  

This lo ca tio n  is n o t an 
ab sen tee  vo ting  lo cation  on  
Election D ay.

1 0 :0 0  a m  to  6 :0 0  p m  

1 2 :0 0  p m  to  5 :0 0  p m  

1 0 :0 0  a m  to  5 :0 0  p m

Chugiak Senior Center
2 2 4 2 4  N o r th  B irc h w o o d  Loop  

C h u g ia k  (9 0 7 )  2 4 3 -V O T E  (8 6 8 3 )

M a rc h  2 6 - A p r i l  2 , 2 0 1 2  

M o n d a y  th ro u g h  F rid ay  

This lo ca tio n  is n o t open on 
Election D ay.

8 :3 0  a m  to  5 :0 0  p m

Anchorage International Airport
D o m e s tic  T e rm in a l -  c a r  re n ta l a re a  

A n c h o ra g e  (9 0 7 )  2 4 3 -V O T E  (8 6 8 3 )

A ll b a llo ts  w ill b e  a v a ila b le  a t  th is  lo c a tio n .

Election day ONLY
T u e s d a y , A p ril 3 , 2 0 1 2

7 :0 0  a m  to  8 :0 0  p m

University of Alaska Anchorage
3 2 1 1  P ro v id e n c e  D riv e  -  C a m p u s  C e n te r  

A n c h o ra g e  (9 0 7 )2 4 3 -V O T E  (8 6 8 3 )

A ll b a llo ts  w ill be  a v a ila b le  a t  th is  lo c a tio n .

Election day ONLY
T u e s d a y , A p ril 3 , 2 0 1 2

7 :0 0  a m  to  8 :0 0  p m

Voting by personal representative: If  y o u  a re  u n a b le  to  go  to  th e  po lls  d u e  to  a g e , s e rio u s  illn ess  o r  a 

d is a b ility , y o u  m a y  h a v e  a p e rs o n a l re p re s e n ta tiv e  p ick  up  a n d  d e liv e r  a b a llo t to  y o u . T h e  b a llo t  s h o u ld  

b e  p icke d  u p  a t th e  v o te r 's  p re c in c t. A n c h o ra g e  v o te rs  h o s p ita liz e d  o n  E lec tio n  D ay  m a y  re q u e s t  d e liv e ry  

o f  a b a llo t by an  e le c t io n s  o ffic ia l by calling  3 4 3 -4 3 1 1  b y  1 0 :0 0  a .m . o n  e le c t io n  d a y . C all th e  C le rk 's  

O ffic e  a t 3 4 3 -4 3 1 1  o r  2 4 3 -V O T E  (8 6 8 3 )  fo r  m o re  in fo r m a t io n  o n  th e s e  o p tio n s .
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Voting on Service Area bonds: B o n d -re la te d  p ro je c ts  such as ro a d s  a n d  parks  a re  o rg a n iz e d  in to  serv ice  

a re a s  w ith  v a r io u s  g e o g ra p h ic  b o u n d a r ie s ; o n ly  ta x p a y e rs  in th o s e  s erv ice  a re a s  p a y  fo r  th e  b o n d e d  

p ro je c ts . H o w e v e r ,  th e  la w  re q u ire s  w h a t  is c a lle d  th e  " fu ll fa ith  a n d  c re d it"  o f  th e  M u n ic ip a lity , w h ic h  

m e a n s  t h a t  a b o n d  p ro p o s it io n  in a s e rv ice  a re a  m u s t b e  a p p ro v e d  by a m a jo r ity  o f  v o te rs  th ro u g h o u t  

th e  M u n ic ip a l i ty  as w e ll as by a m a jo r ity  o f  v o te rs  in th e  s e rv ic e  a re a .

F o r e x a m p le , a ll q u a lif ie d  v o te rs  v o te  on  th e  A n c h o ra g e  ro a d  (ARDSA) b o n d s  b u t o n ly  ta x p a y e rs  in th e  

A R D S  A  A n c h o ra g e  B o w l P arks  a n d  R e c re a tio n ) p a y  fo r  th e m . In th is  e le c tio n , th is  a p p lie s  to  P ro p o s itio n s  

2  (A R D S A  - ro a d s ), a n d  3 (A PR SA  - P arks ). O th e r  b o n d  re la te d  p ro je c ts , like  P ro p . 1 (C a re e r  a n d  T e ch n ica l 

E d u c a tio n  U p g ra d e s ) a n d  P ro p . 4  (E m e rg e n c y  M e d ic a l S e rv ic e  an d  P ublic  T ra n s p o r ta t io n )  a re  fu n d e d  

a r e a -w id e  a n d  p a id  fo r  by all A n c h o ra g e  ta x p a y e rs .

On the Web: T h e  B a llo t R e v ie w  is a v a ila b le  o n  th e  L e ag u e  o f  W o m e n  V o te rs ' w e b  p a g e  a t  
w w w .lw v a n c h o r a g e .o r g

Candidates: Q u a lif ie d  v o te rs  re s id in g  in th e  M u n ic ip a li ty  o f  A n c h o ra g e  m a y  v o te  fo r  a c a n d id a te  lis ted  

b y  fillin g  in th e  o v a l n e x t to  th e  n a m e  o r  w r ite  in th e  n a m e  o f  a p e rso n  q u a lif ie d  to  h o ld  th a t  o ff ic e  and  
fill in th e  o v a l n e x t to  th e  n a m e . A ll a re  3 y e a r  te rm s  e n d in g  in 2 0 1 5 . T h e  M a y o r a l ra c e  re q u ire s  a 4 0 %  

p lus  1 v o te  m a jo r ity .  S ch o o l B o ard  m e m b e rs  a re  e le c te d  a t  la rg e  b u t to  d e s ig n a te d  s e a ts , m e a n in g  each  

r e p re s e n ts  a ll a re a s  o f  th e  M u n ic ip a lity . A ll S ch o o l B o ard  c a n d id a te s  w in  w ith  a s im p le  m a jo r ity .  

C a n d id a te s ' n a m e s  a p p e a r  in a ra n d o m  a lp h a b e tic a l o r d e r  o n  th e  b a llo t.

MAYOR: Jacob  S e th  K ern , P au l H o n e m a n , B ruce  J L e m k e , B ob Lupo, Phil Is ley, D an  S u lliv a n  

School Board:

Seat E: D a v id  N e e s , K a th le e n  P lu n k e tt  

Seat F: R ic h ard  W a n d a , T a m  A g o s ti-G is le r  

Seat G: N a ta s h a  V o n  Im h o f, S ta r r  M a r s e t t

* $ $ * 3fC $ * * 9fC

PROPOSITION 1: (A O  2 0 1 1 -1 1 9 (S )  - $59,077,000 EDUCATIONAL CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BONDS

T h e  b o n d s  w o u ld  p a y  a p o r t io n  o f  th e  costs o f  a d d itio n s  to  a n d  re n e w a l o f  c a re e r  fa c il it ie s  a t 1 3  schoo ls . 

T h e  p ro je c t c u r re n t ly  q u a lif ie s  fo r  a s ta te  g ra n t o f  $ 2 1 ,0 0 0 ,0 0 0  b ase d  on  $ 9 ,1 3 2 ,0 0 0  o f  th e  issuance  

w h ic h  is n o t e lig ib le  fo r  S ta te  d e b t  re im b u rs e m e n t. T h e  P ro je c ts  q u a lify  fo r  7 0 %  S ta te  d e b t  

re im b u r s e m e n t  o n  $ 3 1 ,2 0 5 ,0 0 0  o f  th e  issu an ce , 6 0 %  S ta te  d e b t  r e im b u rs e m e n t o n  $ 1 8 ,2 4 0 ,0 0 0  o f  th e  

iss u a n ce  a n d  no  S ta te  d e b t  r e im b u rs e m e n t is a llo w e d  o n  $ 5 0 0 ,0 0 0  o f  th e  issu a n ce . S ta te  r e im b u rs e m e n t  

is s u b je c t to  a n n u a l le g is la tiv e  a p p ro p r ia t io n . M o r e  in fo r m a t io n  a b o u t th e s e  b o n d s  is a v a ila b le  a t  

w w w .a s d k l2 .o r g /b o n d s  o r 7 4 2 - 4 1 5 3 .

3

http://www.lwvanchorage.org
http://www.asdkl2.org/bonds


W it h o u t  S ta te  r e im b u rs e m e n t fo r  d e b t  s e rv ice , fo r  p ro p e r ty  assessed a t  $ 1 0 0 ,0 0 0 , e s t im a te d  a n n u a l

c o sts  a re  $ 1 4 .6 7  t o  r e t ir e  th e  d e b t . If  th e  S ta te  c h o o ses  to  m a k e  th e  fu ll re im b u rs e m e n t o n  th e  e lig ib le

$ 4 9 ,4 4 5 ,0 0 0 ,  th e  e s t im a te d  a n n u a l co s t to  r e t ir e  th e  d e b t  w o u ld  be $ 6 .5 3  p e r  $ 1 0 0 ,0 0 0  assessed  v a lu e .

S ta te  r e im b u r s e m e n t  is s u b je c t to  a n n u a l L e g is la tive  a p p ro p r ia t io n .

Property owners throughout the Municipality would be taxed for these bonds.

T o  b e  v o te d  o n  by q u a lif ie d  v o te rs  res id in g  in th e  M u n ic ip a l i ty  o f  A n c h o ra g e .

Projects expected to be funded include, but are not limited to:

Project
C areer &  Technical Education (CTE) Im provem ents:

•  C are er &  Technical Education Upgrades: B artle tt, Chugiak, East, South, and 
W est High Schools, Begich, Central, Gruening, Hanshew , M irro r Lake, Romig, 
and W e n d le r M iddleSchools,and Polaris K-12 School

•  W e s t High School -  Rom ig M id d le  School cam pus STE design and construction

District Building Life Extension Projects
•  E lectrical Projects: Central, Gruening, and M irro r Lake M idd le  Schools, Abbott 

Loop, A urora, Cam pbell, Eagle River, H uffm an, In le t V iew , M o u n ta in  V iew , Rabbit 
Creek, R avenw ood, Scenic Park, Susitna, and Ursa M a jo r  E lem entary Schools

• Roof upgrades and replacements: Chugiak High School, Aurora, O 'M alley ,
Rabbit Creek, Spring Hill, Susitna, and Turnagain E lem entary  Schools.

•  Mechanical projects:
HVAC and W a te r /W a s te w a te r  systems: S tellar Secondary School, Hanshew M idd le  
School, Bear Valley, College G ate, M o u n ta in  V iew , Nunaka Valley, Spring Hill, Susitna 
and Turnagain E lem entary  Schools

G en era l bu ild ing  re n e w a l and  site pro jects: Chugiak, D im ond and W est High Schools,
Central M id d le  School, Bayshore, Gladys W o o d , M t. Iliam na, and W o n d er Park 
E lem entary  Schools.

Service High School Matching Grant: 9,132,000
M a n d a to ry  m atch to  receive a $ 2 1 ,0 0 0 ,0 0 0  s tate  g ran t fo r renovation.

Estimated
Cost

$23,765,000

23,280,000

Design Project: 2 ,9 0 0 .0 0 0

•  G irdw ood K-8 School Design: In frastructure  upgrades, addition o f square  
Footage fo r gym nasium , classrooms and support areas.

•  A irp o rt Heights E lem entary  School planning and design
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PROPOSITION 2 -  (A O  2 0 1 2 - 3 )  - $27,472,000 ANCHORAGE BOWL ROADS AND DRAINAGE SERVICE 

AREA BONDS

T h e s e  b o n d s  w o u ld  p a y  fo r  ro a d  c o n s tru c tio n , ro a d w a y  s a fe ty  im p ro v e m e n ts , d ra in a g e  c o lle c tio n  and  

t r e a t m e n t ,  a n d  re la te d  c a p ita l im p ro v e m e n ts  in th e  A n c h o ra g e  B o w l R oads a n d  D ra in a g e  S erv ic e  A rea  

(A R D S A ). T h e  A R D S A  includes m u c h  o f  th e  A n c h o ra g e  B o w l. It  does not include G ird w o o d , Eagle  

R iv e r /C h u g ia k , a n d  m o s t o f  th e  H ills id e .

F o r p ro p e r ty  in th e  A R D S A  assessed a t  $ 1 0 0 ,0 0 0 ,  e s t im a te d  a n n u a l costs  a re  $ 8 .6 8  to  r e t ire  th e  d e b t and  

$ 2 .3 3  to  p a y  fo r  n e w  a n n u a l o p e ra t io n s  a n d  m a in te n a n c e  (O & M )  costs. T h e  n e w  O & M  costs  w o u ld  

in c re a s e  th e  M u n ic ip a l ta x  c ap  by up  to  $ 5 8 0 ,0 0 0 .

Only property owners in the ARDSA would be taxed for these bonds. There would be no cost to 

property owners in Girdwood, Indian, Bird Creek, Eagle River/Chugiak, and most of the Hillside.
H o w e v e r ,  th e  fu ll fa ith  a n d  c re d it  o f  th e  M u n ic ip a li ty  m u s t g u a ra n te e  th e  b o n d s . C o n s e q u e n tly , passage  

re q u ire s  a p p ro v a l by v o te rs  re s id in g  in th e  A R D S A  as w e ll  as  by v o te rs  in th e  e n t ir e  M u n ic ip a lity .

T o  b e  v o te d  on  by q u a lif ie d  v o te rs  re s id in g  in  th e  M u n ic ip a lity  o f  A n c h o ra g e .

Projects expected to be funded Include, but are not limited to:

Estimated Annual 
Estimated Operating and

Project Cost Maintenance

1 0 0 th Ave. extension -  Phase II -  M innesota  Dr to  C St. 
3 5 th Ave. and M cRae Rd upgrade -  W isconsin St to  

Spenard Rd

$ 2 ,1 0 0 ,0 0 0 $ 4 8 ,0 0 0

4 ,6 7 5 ,0 0 0 1 0 8 ,0 00
A nchorage signal, system signage, and safety im provem ents 6 5 0 ,0 00 1 5 ,00 0
ARDSA road and drainage system  rehab ilita tion 6 00 ,0 0 0 1 2 ,00 0
A rlene  Dr/Pelican Dr/Pelican C ir/K ingfisher Dr area

Road reconstruction (RID) 5 ,2 0 0 ,0 0 0 1 0 9 ,0 0 0
D rainage re ten tio n  pilot pro ject d eve lo p m en t 250 ,0 00 -
Flooding, glaciation, and drainage m atch ing program 1 ,0 00 ,000 2 2 ,0 0 0
In tersection  safety and congestion re lie f m atch ing program 1 ,0 00 ,00 0 2 0 ,0 0 0
M a jo r  outfa ll disconnect 2 50 ,0 00 5 ,0 0 0
M isc. culvert rep lacem ent fo r flood hazard reduction 2 00 ,0 00 4 ,0 0 0
N o rth w o o d  S treet m aintenance facility  im provem ents 3 6 0 ,000 -
P aint s triper equ ipm ent purchase 4 0 0 ,0 0 0 -
P avem ent rehab m atching program 4 ,0 0 0 ,0 0 0 8 4 ,0 0 0
Pedestrian safety and rehab m atching program 8 7 ,00 0 2 ,0 00
Penland Pkwy surface re h ab /d ra in ag e  -

A irport Heights Rd to  Bragaw St 4 ,0 0 0 ,0 0 0 9 2 ,0 0 0
Recycled asphalt pavem ent (RAP) and chip seal upgrades 1 ,0 00 ,00 0 2 1 ,0 0 0
Spenard Rd reconstruction Phase II -  H illcrest Dr to

Benson Blvd 1 ,4 00 ,00 0 3 2 ,0 0 0
N o rth w o o d  S treet m aintenance fuel station facility 3 0 0 ,000 6 ,0 0 0
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PROPOSITION 3 - (A O  2 0 1 2 - 5 )  - $2,750,000 ANCHORAGE BOWL PARKS AND RECREATION BONDS

T h e s e  b o n d s  w o u ld  b e  used  to  im p ro v e , c o n s tru c t o r  m a in ta in  p a rks , tra ils  and  re c re a tio n a l fa c ilit ie s  in 

th e  A n c h o ra g e  P arks  a n d  R e c re a tio n  S erv ic e  A re a  (A PR SA). T h e  APRSA includes m o s t o f  th e  A n c h o ra g e  

B o w l a n d  m o s t o f  th e  H ills id e . T h e  APRSA does not include E ag le  R iv e r /C h u g ia k , B irc h w o o d , P e te rs  

C re e k , G ird w o o d , In d ia n , B ird C re e k  a n d  p o r t io n s  o f  G le n  A lps, R a b b it C re e k  an d  B e a r V a lle y .

F o r p ro p e r ty  in  th e  A P R S A  assessed  a t  $ 1 0 0 ,0 0 0 ,  e s t im a te d  a n n u a l costs a re  $ 0 .5 7  to  re t ire  th e  d e b t  a n d  

a n  a n n u a l in c re a s e  in th e  m u n ic ip a l ta x  c a p  o f  $ 0 .3 5  to  p ay  fo r  a n n u a l o p e ra tio n  a n d  m a in te n a n c e  costs  

(O & M ) .  T h e  n e w  O & M  costs  w o u ld  in c re a s e  th e  ta x  cap  up  to  $ 9 6 ,2 0 0  a n n u a lly .

Only property owners in the APRSA would be taxes for these bonds. There would be no cost to 

property owners in Eagle River/Chugiak, Birchwood, Peters Creek, Girdwood, Indian, Bird Creek, and 

portions of Glen Alps, Rabbit Creek, and Bear Valley. H o w e v e r , th e  fu ll fa ith  a n d  c re d it  o f  th e  

M u n ic ip a l i ty  m u s t g u a ra n te e  th e  b o n d s . C o n s e q u e n tly , p ass ag e  re q u ire s  a p p ro v a l b y  v o te rs  re s id in g  in 

th e  APRSA as w e ll  as b y  v o te rs  in th e  e n t ire  M u n ic ip a lity .

T o  b e  v o te d  o n  by q u a lif ie d  v o te rs  re s id in g  in th e  M u n ic ip a li ty  o f  A n c h o ra g e .

Projects expected to be funded include, but are not limited to:

P ro je c t Total
Amount O&M

C o a s ta l T ra il s u rfa c e  &  s a fe ty  Im p ro v e m e n ts $ 1 ,2 5 0 ,0 0 0 $ 8 8 ,0 0 0
C u d d y  P ark  o v a l r in k  a n d  p la y g ro u n d -fo r -a ll  im p ro v e m e n ts 2 5 0 ,0 0 0 1 8 ,0 0 0
D e m p s e y  A n d e rs o n  Ice  A re n a 4 5 0 ,0 0 0 —
G r e e n b e lt  tra il  b r id g e  r e h a b il i ta t io n  -  f ix in g /re p la c in g 4 5 0 ,0 0 0 3 5 ,0 0 0

fa llin g  b rid g e s

K in ca id  LED tra il  lig h tin g  &  s a fe ty  im p ro v e m e n ts 2 5 0 ,0 0 0 1 8 ,0 0 0
A n c h o ra g e  V e te r a n s ' M e m o r ia l  A t D e la n e y  P ark 1 0 0 ,0 0 0 7 ,0 0 0

PROPOSITION 4 -  (A O  2 0 1 2 - 5 )  - $1,588,000 AREAWIDE EMERGENCY SERVICES AND PUBLIC 

TRANSPORTATION CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BONDS

T h e s e  b o n d s  w o u ld  p ro v id e  a r e a w id e  p u b lic  s a fe ty  an d  tr a n s it  im p ro v e m e n ts , in c lu d in g  re p la c in g  

a m b u la n c e s  a n d  s u p p o rt v e h ic le s , bus  s to p  a n d  tr a n s it  b u ild in g  im p ro v e m e n ts .

F o r p ro p e r ty  assessed a t $ 1 0 0 ,0 0 0 ,  e s t im a te d  a n n u a l costs  a re  $ 0 .3 9  to  r e t ire  th e  d e b t  a n d  an  in c re a s e  

in th e  M u n ic ip a l T a x  C ap  o f  $ 0 .0 2  to  p a y  fo r  a d d it io n a l a n n u a l o p e ra t io n  a n d  m a in te n a n c e  costs . T h e  

a d d it io n a l O & M  costs  w o u ld  in c re a s e  th e  m u n ic ip a l ta x  cap  b y  up  to  $ 6 ,0 0 0 .

T o  b e  v o te d  o n  by q u a lif ie d  v o te rs  re s id in g  in th e  M u n ic ip a li ty  o f  A n c h o ra g e .
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Property owners throughout the M unicipality would be taxed fo r these bonds.

Projects expected to be funded include, but are not limited to:

Project Total
Amount O&M

• Bus stop im provem ents $ 7 9 ,0 0 0 $ 6 ,0 0 0
• Capital m a in ten an ce/veh ic le  overhaul 4 3 ,0 0 0
• Im provem ents  to  existing flee t 5 0 ,0 0 0
• IT S /au to m ated  opera ting  systems 2 0 ,0 0 0
• M a n a g em e n t In fo rm atio n  System 1 0 ,00 0
• M IC U  A m bulance re p lac em en t program 5 20 ,0 0 0
• Para tra n s it/tra n s it vehicle program 9 6 ,0 0 0
• Support vehicles 2 0 ,0 0 0
• Transit fle e t e xpansion /rep lacem ent 1 10 ,0 00
• Transit -  roof, rem odel, im provem ents 6 4 0 ,0 0 0

PROPOSITION 5: ANCHORAGE EQUAL RIGHTS INITIATIVE
P ro p o s itio n  5 is an in it ia t iv e  t h a t  asks "shall c u r re n t  M u n ic ip a l C o d e  se c tio n s  p ro v id in g  leg a l p ro te c tio n s  

a g a in s t d is c r im in a t io n  o n  th e  basis o f  race , c o lo r, sex, re lig io n , n a tio n a l o r ig in , m a r ita l s ta tu s , a g e , 

p h y s ic a l d is a b ility , a n d  m e n ta l a b il ity  be a m e n d e d  to  in c lu d e  p ro te c tio n s  o n  th e  basis o f  s exu a l 

o r ie n ta t io n  o r  t r a n s g e n d e r  id e n t ity ."

PROPOSITION 6: (A O  2 0 1 2 - 1 1 )  SHALL THE ANCHORAGE MUNICIPAL CHARTER SECTION 17.13, 
DEFINITION OF "PUBLISH" BE AMENDED TO READ AS FOLLOWS:

(underlined text is new , capitalized and blocked te x t is deleted)
" P u b lis h  m e a n s  to  cau se  to  b e  p o s te d  on  a m u n ic ip a l w e b s ite  d e s ig n a te d  fo r  p u b lic  n o tic e s  [ P R IN T E D  A T  

LEAST O N C E  IN  O N E  N E W S P A P E R  O F G EN ER A L C IR C U L A T IO N  W IT H IN  TH E  M U N IC IP A L IT Y  O F  

A N C H O R A G E ,] th e  m a t te r  re q u ire d  b y  la w  to  b e  p u b lis h e d . U n less  o th e rw is e  p ro v id e d  b y  th e  a s s e m b ly  

p o s tin g  s h all b e  m a in ta in e d  fo r  s ev en  c o n s e c u tiv e  d ays . T h e  a s s e m b ly  shall p ro v id e  fo r  a d d it io n a l m o d e s  

o f  d is s e m in a tio n ."

PROPOSITION 7: (A O  2012-1) -  PROPERTY TAX EXEMPTIONS TO WIDOWS AND WIDOWERS OF 

PEOPLE KILLED IN MILITARY SERVICE

P ro p o s itio n  7  w o u ld  a llo w  a m e n d m e n t  o f  A n c h o ra g e  M u n ic ip a l C o d e  s e c tio n  1 2 .1 5 .0 1 5 ,  R eal P ro p e r ty  

T a x  E x e m p tio n s , to  g ra n t a re a l p ro p e r ty  ta x  e x e m p tio n  o n  th e  f irs t  $ 1 5 0 ,0 0 0  o f  assessed v a lu e  to  an  

e lig ib le  w id o w  o r  w id o w e r  o f  a p e rs o n  k ille d  in U n ite d  S ta te s  M il ita r y  s erv ic e . .

I f  a p p ro v e d , th e  e x e m p tio n  w o u ld  n o t  ta k e  e f fe c t  u n til AS 2 9 .4 5 .0 3 0 (e )  is a m e n d e d  by th e  A lask a  

L e g is la tu re  to  a u th o r iz e  th is  e x e m p tio n .
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PROPOSITION 8 : ( A 0 2 - 1 2 - 9 ) :  APPROVING ANNEXATION OF PORTIONS OF LOMA ESTATES 

SUBDIVISION TO THE SOUTH GOLDENVIEW RURAL ROADS SERVICE AREA, EFFECTIVE RETROACTIVE TO 

JANUARY 1, 2012.

P ro p o s itio n  8  w o u ld  a lte r  th e  S o u th  G o ld e n v ie w  R ura l R o a d  (RRSA) b o u n d a r ie s  by a n n e x in g  L o m a  

E s ta tes  S u b d iv is io n  B lock  1 Lo t 6 A , B lock 1 Lot 7 , B lock  1 L o t 8 , B lock 2 Lot 1 , B lock 2 Lo t 2 ), B lock  2 Lot 

3 A  , B lock 2 L o t 5 , B lock 3 Lo t 5 ) ,  a n d  B lock 3 Lot 11  to  th e  S o u th  G o ld e n v ie w  RRSA a n d  by a m e n d in g  

A n c h o ra g e  M u n ic ip a l C o d e  S e c tio n  2 7 .3 0 .7 0 0  a c c o rd in g ly , e f fe c t iv e  re tro a c t iv e  to  J a n u a ry  1, 2 0 1 2 .

P ro p e r ty  o w n e rs  in th e  re fe re n c e d  Lom a E sta tes  S u b d iv is io n  w ill in c u r a n  in c re a s e  in p ro p e r ty  ta x e s  

b e g in n in g  w ith  th e  ta x  y e a r  2 0 1 2 .

To be voted on by qualified voters in the South Goldenview RRSA and the Loma Estates Subdivision.

BONDED INDEBTEDNESS:

T h e  c u rre n t G e n e ra l O b lig a tio n  (G .O .)  b o n d e d  in d e b te d n e s s  o f  th e  M u n ic ip a lity  o f  A n c h o ra g e , 
in c lu d in g  a u th o r iz e d  b u t u n -is s u e d  bon ds, b a s e d  on  b o n d s  o u ts tan d in g  a s  o f  D e c e m b e r  31, 
2 0 1 1 , is a s  fo llow s:

G en era l O b lig a tio n  Bonds G en era l Purpose School T o ta l

Issued a n d  O u ts ta n d in g $ 4 8 4 ,6 3 0 ,0 0 0 $ 6 4 3 ,5 3 5 ,0 0 0 $ 1 ,1 2 8 ,1 6 5 ,0 0 0

A u th o r iz e d  b u t U n -iss u e d $ 6 3 ,4 8 6 ,0 0 0 5 25,845,000 $ 8 9 ,3 3 1 ,0 0 0

T o ta l $ 5 4 8 ,1 1 6 ,0 0 0 $ 6 6 9 ,3 8 0 ,0 0 0 $ 1 ,2 1 7 ,4 9 6 ,0 0 0

B onds  P aid  o f f  in 2 0 1 1 $ 2 6 ,0 5 0 ,0 0 0 $ 5 7 ,6 6 5 ,0 0 0 $ 8 3 ,7 1 5 ,0 0 0

D e b t Service P aym ents Principal In te res t T o ta l

To be m ade in 2 01 2  on a ll G. O. bonds $ 8 9 ,4 4 5 ,0 0 0 $ 5 2 ,6 7 2 ,4 8 0 $ 1 4 2 ,1 1 7 ,4 8 0

The L e a g u e  o f  W o m e n  V o te rs  o f  A n c h o ra g e , w h ich  p re p a re d  th is B a llo t  R e v ie w , is a
n o n -p a rtis a n  o rg a n iz a tio n  th a t  p ro m o te s  p o lit ic a l res p o n s ib ility  th ro u g h  

in fo rm e d  a n d  a c tiv e  p a rt ic ip a tio n  in g o v e rn m e n t. 
P O  Box 1 0 1 3 4 5 , A n ch o ra g e , A K  9 9 5 1 0 -1 3 4 5  

9 0 7 -2 7 4 -8 4 7 7  
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Proposition 7 on April Ballot Touches Military 
Widows’ and Widowers’ Lives
KTVA
By Alexis Fernandez

Story Created: M ar 30, 2 0 1 2  at 8 :06  AM  AKST  

Story Updated: M ar 30, 2 0 1 2  at 8 :06  AM  AKST

ANCHORAGE - For most people, home is where the heart is. And for 
Theresa Dayton it's no different, even without her other half. Dayton’s 
husband Master Sergeant Tom Cicardo with the Alaska Air National Guard, 
was one of four killed in a C-17 crash that happened back in July of 2010 
on Joint Base Elmendorf-Richardson.

Since then, life has been anything but easy, especially financially.
“To live on 20 percent of the income that I had prior to his death is an 
incredible feat,” said Theresa Dayton, widow of Cicardo. Dayton works 
part-time, and receives a monthly military stipend that will run out in five 
years. She won't qualify for her husband's pension until she's 62.

She’s one of many widows or widowers who struggle to keep their homes. 
“It’s the only thing I have left that was his,” she said. Dayton is supporting 
Proposition 7 on the April municipal ballot, which would give a widow or 
widower of a person killed while on active duty a property tax exemption on 
the first $150,000 of their home.

Assemblymen Dick Traini thinks the proposition is important so people who 
call Anchorage home won't be forced to leave. “There’s a few people this 
will affect every year; the vast majority of people here either live on base or 
rent or lease, because they don't know if they’re going to stay here,” said 
Traini.

Anchorage Assembly Chair Debbie Ossiander said the measure is too 
broad and could end up costing taxpayers a lot more in the long run.
But for Dayton it’s not about the money. “My family lives on this street, my 
sister and my brother live on this street, and so I have family right here,” 
she said.

If the proposition is passed on Tuesday, it will still have to be approved by 
the Alaska Legislature before it can go into effect.



Ken Truitt

le n t:
To:
Subject:

om: Edra M o r le d g e
M o n d a y , A p ril 08, 2 0 1 3  1 0 :3 7  A M  
Ken T ru itt
FW : SB 7 3  - S ta te  A ffa irs  C o m m itte e

K en ,

B e lo w  is th e  re s p o n s e  fro m  th e  M u n ic ip a l i ty  o f  A n c h o ra g e 's  A ssesso r in s u p p o rt o f  th e  b ill. H e 'll be  c a llin g  in to  m e e t in g  
t o m o r r o w  a t  a b o u t  9 :1 5 . T h a n k s

E dra

B eg in  fo r w a r d e d  m es s a g e :

F ro m : " M c G e e ,  M a r ty "  < M c G e e D M (5 )c i.a n c h o ra g e .a k .u s < m a ilto :M c G e e D M @ c i.a n c h o r a g e .a k .u s »
D a te : A p ril 5 , 2 0 1 3 ,  4 :3 8 :1 0  P M  A K D T
T o : " H a r r in g to n , S h a lo n "  < H a rr in g to n S (5 > c i.a n c h o ra g e .a k .u s < m a ilto :H a rr in g to n S (5 )c i.a n c h o ra g e .a k .u s »
Cc: " M a h o n e y ,  Luc in d a  M ."  < M a h o n e v L M (5 )m u n i.o rg < m a ilto :M a h o n e v L M (5 )m u n i.o rg »
S u b je c t: RE: SB 7 3  - S ta te  A ffa irs  C o m m it te e

l e a d  th e  A G  o p in io n  a n d  th e  a t ta c h e d  b e lo w  c o m m e n ts . I d o  n o t k n o w  th e  a n s w e r  to  ite m  7  ju s t  as th e y  d o  n o t  k n o w  
tn e  a n s w e r  a b o u t  re q u ir in g  a n e w  v o te .
I th in k  t h a t  a ll o f  th e  issues h a v e  b e e n  a d d re s s e d  to  m y  s a tis fa c tio n . I d o n 't  see a p ro b le m  w ith  A n c h o ra g e  c re a tin g  a n  
a p p lic a t io n  p ro ce ss  o r  in th e  g e n e ra l a d m in is tra t io n  o f  th is  e x e m p tio n . In o th e r  e x e m p tio n s  w e  h a ve  used la n g u a g e  like  
" a p p lic a t io n  m u s t b e  m a d e  o n  a fo rm  p re s c r ib e d  by th e  assesso r". T h is  re m o v e s  a m b ig u ity  a b o u t  w h a t  " th e  
M u n ic ip a l i ty "  m e a n s .

I h a v e  n o  fu r th e r  q u e s tio n s  o n  th is  b ill a n d  I h a v e  no o b je c t io n  to  its p assage in th is  fo rm .

mailto:McGeeDM@ci.anchorage.ak.us%c2%bb
mailto:HarringtonS(5)ci.anchorage.ak.us%c2%bb
mailto:MahonevLM(5)muni.org%c2%bb


Edra Morledge

Subject: FW: letter of support

From: Theresa M Dayton f mailto:tadavtQn@gci.net1 
Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2013 11:34 AM 
To: Edra Morledge 
Subject: letter of support

As the widow of the late SMSgt Thomas E. Cicardo, Alaska Air National Guard, who died 28, July, 2010, my 
world was turned upside down.
Besides the death of my beloved husband, the 2nd greatest impact was financial.
I whole heartedly support SB 73 as there is a need to assist those who are the surviving spouses.

Of the 5 widows created from the 2 Military air craft crashed in 2010,2 widows have permanently moved away 
from Alaska. I know for one it was partially do to the cost of living here.

Most Military are families, the death of the Military spouse, in the Line of Duty, leaves this terrible, sudden 
emotional & financial impact that as much as we think we are prepared for it is still greater that you can 
imagine.
For a few years the Military puts you in a Survivor status, & your benefits pretty much don't change but at the 
end of the 3rd year, after the spouse's death, you are put in Retired Status & the out of pocket cost for the same 
benefits increases by as much as 300%. Yet the pension payments from DFAS only increase by $10 a 
month/year & eventually those payments stop.

By passing this Bill, Alaska would saying to the families of the Fallen, thank you for sacrifice & we are here & 
would like you to make Alaska your home!

Sincerely,
Theresa M. Dayton

t

mailto:tadavtQn@gci.net1

