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(e) An arbitration board 1is entitled to compensation by the pa

ties for its services as follows:

(&) public members shall receive per diem and travel allow—
ances as provided by law for members of srate boards and commissions;

(2)» the professional arbitrator serving as chairperson shall
be compensated on terms that the parties determine to represent fair
value for such professional services.

Sec. 12. AS 23.40.250(1) is amended to read:

(¢D) "collective Dbargaining”™ means the performance of the
mutual obligation of the public employer or his designated representa-*
tives and the representative of the employees to meet at reasonable °
times, 1including meetings 1in advance of the budget making process and
negotiate in good faith with respect to wages, hours and other terms and
conditions of employment, or, for employees who are teachers, to negoti—
ate in good faith with respect to matters pertaining to the employment
and the fulfillment of the professional duties of teachers, or the
negotiation of an agreement, or negotiation of a question arising under
an agreement and the execution of a written contract incorporating an
agreement reached if requested by either party, but these obligations do
not compel either party to agree to a proposal or require the making of
a concession;

Sec. 13. AS 23.40.250(5) is amended to read:

(5) "public employee™ means any employee of a public employer,
whether or not 1in the classified service of the public employer, except
elected or appointed officials or administrative employees of school
boards [TEACHERS] or noncertificated employees of school districts;
Sec. 14. AS 23.40.250(6) 1is amended to read:

(6) "public employer” means the state or a political sub-
division-of-the.-.-state-, -including -.withoutelimitation, a [TOWN, ] city,

-8- . CSSB 653(Fin)
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1 borough, district, board of regents, city, borough, or regional school

2 board, public and quasi-public corporation, housing authority or other
3 authority “stablished by law, and a person designated by the public

4 employer to act 1in 1its 1interest 1in dealing with public employees;

5 * Sec. 15. AS 23.40.250 1s amended by adding new paragraphs to read:

6 _ (8) "district”” means a district as defined by AS 14.12.°010;

7 9 "teacher” meansa person employed by aschool board who

8 serves in a teaching or counseling capacity and is required to be certi—
9 ficated in order to hold the position”®.

* Sec. 16. AS 23.40.040 is repealed.
* Sec. 17. (@) A school board, including a regional educational atten—
dance area school board, may not reject having the provisions of the Public
3 Employment Relations Act apply to its relations with its teachers.
4 (b)The provisions of sec. 4, ch. 113, SLA 1972 do not apply to allow
5 organized boroughs and other political subdivisions of the state, home rule

6 or otherwise, to reject having the provisions of the Public Employment Rela-—

7 tions "Actapply to its relation with those school employees of the municipal—
g8 ityincluded under the provisions of that Act.
9 ._ *>* Sec. 18. Nothing 1in this Act terminates or modifies a collective bar—

gaining unit, recognition of exclusive bargaining representative, or col—
1 lective bargaining agreement 1if the unit, recognition, or agreement 1is 1in

effect on the effective date of this Act.

-9- CSSB 653(Fin)
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THE- LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE
FISCAL NOTE_

. REQUEST . _ .
Bill/Resolution No. Senate CS for CS for House Bill No. 174 (Finance)

Title "An Act relating to public employees subject to collective bargaining.”
Requested bv  Senate finance Committee pate4/21782

n. FISCAL DETAIL
Agency Affected _ Labor _ _
Program Category Affected.. Public Protection
BRU, Program, or Subprogram(s) Affected Labor Standards and Safety
(Note: If more than one budget component is affected, separate line-item amounts and funding for each
component in the analysis section.) A 4} **A

EXPENDITURES  (Thousands of Dollars)

FY 82 FY 87 FY 84 FY 85 FYS5' FY87

100 PERSONAL SERVICES 87.0 95.7 105.3 115.8 127.4
200 TRAVEL 22.9 25.2 21.7 30.5 33.5
200 CONTRACTUAL 43.0 47.3 52.0 57.2 63.0
400 COMMODITIES gg 5-9 61.2 61.7 8.2

500 EOUTPMENT
600 LAND & STRUCTURES

700  GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC.

TOTAL
0 159.0 172.1 189.2 208.2 229.1

FUNDING  (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 1 0 159.0 172.1 189.2 208.2 229.1

FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER (Soecifv Fund Source) i

..... "1 1
1 1
POSITIONS
PART TIME l
TEMPORARY 1

[Il.  ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section I11)

Other states which have enacted PERA type laws that cover teachers have advised us
that during the first few years the laws were in effect, management or employee repre-
sentatives of 50% of the affected school districts filed unfair labor practice charges
each year which resulted in hearings before the labor relations agency. The average
hearing lasted six hours (or one day).

Assuming that the contracts of approximately 26 of Alaska's 52 school districts come
up for renegotiation each year and that our experience would be comparable to that of
other states, we can expect that 13 of the school districts will generate unfair
labor practice charges requiring hearing before the labor relations agency.

Assumes the Department of Labor is not responsible for conducting elections provided
in Section Il (AS 23.40.202).

IV. DATE April 23, 1982 .PREPARED BY ¢ Nico.Bys
AGENCY Labor,

Original: Legislative Finance PHONE 465-2720

cc: Budget and Management

Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named)

33-001 (Rev. 12/81)



The Legislature of the State of Alaska
Twelfth Legislature

Fiscal Note

Bill/Resolution No. CS SB 653 (Finance)

I11. Analysis (Continuation)

In addition to the charges associated with the two Wage and Hour Investigators are
costs to contract for a hearing officer on 13 occasions ($9,750) and court reporting
services including transcripts ($5,325), plus printing ($1,600) and legal costs
($6,000). A total of $5,600 has been included in travel for the hearing officer’s

transportation and per diem (10 trips of 2 days each = (400 + 80 [2]) 10 = 5,600).

Assumes an inflation rate of 10% per annum.

Assumes an effective date of July 1, 1982.



TYPE Or POSITION STAFF MONTHS, RP No.
JEL 12 * 1SJSL.&51
TYPE OF EXPENDITURE
1
PERSONAL SERVICES:
salary 2838/nonth 34.056
BENEFITS 1592 5.J22.
SBS 2,088
FIXED BENEFITS + ..
TOTAL PERSONAL SERVICES 01
9  TRAVEL 02
10 CONTRACTUAL 02
"I comMODITIES @
12 EQUIPMENT CF
13 OTHER
14 TOTAL COST
RECEIPT CODE FUNDING SOURCE
15 FED RCPTS.  m0?2
11 GFMATCH. 1002
09 1D0 GEN. FUND 1001
18 I-ARCPTS. .Q0B
0 PGM RCPTS HJ2B
170 OTHER
i CONTINUATION
2 APOTIQN
AA?:
ca/Cy Labor
13 REQUEST FOR NEW
POSITION,

j HUSITIUN TITLE

Wage and Hour Investigator 11

PCN No.

I MQLJiS3.ijanel.

AMOUNT

A1AM.
infib5n
-LJ5Q
1,300

65,326

> i

PROGRAM

bru

component

Paa]

"HINGFSIFP JmAMUJ unit. | LUCA RON A'frtOV;  UIUAPP.
J 18A I G Anchorage gov;
PRIORITY FORM 12 PAGE/LINE
"LEO"<
JUSTIFICATION;
This position will conduct investigations and informal

héarings of unfair labor practices complaints filed

with this agency. The

Investigator will travel

exten—

sively throughout the state performing these investiga—

tions and hearings.

Personal
schedule effective 3/16/82.

Travel

Services calculations are based on the salary

funds allow for 12-4 day trips costing an average

of $400 & for transportation and per diem of $320 (4 days

X $80)

Contractual
charges,

equipment rent, word processing costs,

services costs are comprised of telephone

management

services support of $3,900, and $3,200 for space rent.

The equipment costs for a desk, file,
and bookcase are one-time charges.

criber, partitions,

Worker Protection
Jtege and Hour Administration
Wage and Hour Adrninsitration

1 ol 2 REVIS%BNTF _

recorder, trans—

FY 83



ru:;i riON title
Wage and Hour Investigator 11
TYPE Or POSITION STAH MONTHS  RP No.

PFT 12 o CS SB 653
TYPE OF EXPENDITURE
PERSONAL SERVICES:
* salary 2838/month 34,056
BENEFITS .1592 5.422
. SBS 2,088
7  FIXED BENEFITS 1,920
4 TOTAL PERSONAL SERMCES 01
9 TRAVEL 02
0 CONTRACTUAL 0J
I covwoDITES 01
TT EQUPVENT
13
14
IENCY Labor

REQUEST FOR NEW
POSITION,

13

DL-27
i HiUJGE/STFP A-frtOV;  DIBAPP.

J 18A i G
PRIORITY

UNIT.

| LUCAQON

Anchorage
FORM 12  PAGELINE

gov;
RN No.

AVIOUNT JUSTIFCATION:

This position will conduct investigations and informal
hearings of unfair labor practices complaints filed

with this agency. The Investigator will travel exten—
sively throughout the state performing these investiga—

tions and hearings.

43,486
8,640
10.150
1.750
1.300

Personal Services calculations are based on the salary
schedule effective 3/16/82.

Travel funds allow for 12-4 day trips costing an average
of $400 @ for transportation and per diem of $320 (4 days
X $80) -

Contractual services costs are comprised of telephone
charges, equipment rent, word processing costs, management
services support of $3,900, and $3,200 for space rent.

The equipment costs for a desk, file,
criber, partitions,

recorder, trans—
and bookcase are one-time charges.

PROGRAM Worker Protection

Wage and Hour Administration

- FY 83

COMPONENT Wage and Hour Adminsitration

F%E;) 2 ol 2

BRU

REVISED
OATF
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DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Elj?\II:BA%( QE%SKA 99B11

APR 19 7982 LABOR STANDARDS AND SAFETY DIVISION PHONE:
465-4870

April 19, 1982

The Honorable Don Bennett
Chairman

Senate Finance

Pouch V

Juneau, Alaska 99811

RE: CS for SB 653 (Finance)
Dear Chairman Bennett:

At the conclusion of my testimony today, 1 agreed to discuss the new
language in Section 12 with the Attorney General 3 office to ascertain
whether or not that language in any way changed the fiscal note presented
to the committee today. | have just discussed the bill with Deputy
Attorney General, Ron Lorensen, and it is still my opinion and that of
Mr. Lorensen that the language of Section 12 does not appreciably change
the amount of work or the costs to the department. Therefore, the fiscal
note presented and dated April 19, 1982 is the department s position on
this bill.

IT I may be of further service to you in this matter, please advise.
Very truly yours,

Dale Cheek
Director
Labor Standards and Safety

cc: Commissioner Orbeck
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POSITION PAPER

ON

604 ch-P H F c -
CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 174 (Finance)

"An Act relating to aid to families with dependent children; and providing
for an effective date.”

CSHB No. 174 is intended to increase payments to families receiving Aid

to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC) monthly cash assistance, and to
add AFDC coverage for pregnant wcmen with no other qualified children. The
bill, as amended in both the House Ccnmittees of Referral, has been informally
reviewed by Federal AFDC program authorities and appears to them to ccmply
with regulations and case law. However, the amended current wording of

Sec. 3, offered before House Finance by the sponsor, may not clearly autho—
rize the payment levels intended by the sponsor. We have asked for a legal
interpretation of Sec. 3; pending receipt of that interpretation, we are
assuming that the following chart does accurately present the increases
intended by the bill. (This chart was presented to the House Finance
Committee as part of our position paper on CSHB 174 (HESS). In testimony,
the sponsor concurred that the chart accurately presented his intent.)

Payment Payment if
after 7/1/81 CSHB 174
Current Payment w/out CSHB 174 enacted
First child, with
non-needy relative $200 $222 $247 (+25%)
Second child $200 $223 $248 (+25%)
Each additional xl
child $ 57 $ 63 $ 78 (+15%)
One child and
needy relative $457 $508 $551 (+43)
Second child $ 57 $ 63 $ 78 (+15%)
Each additional
child $ 57 $ 63 $ 78 (+15%)

I"PER/Department d Heath & Social Services

This position paper and attached fiscal note assume that CSHB 174, as
amended, calls for the increases described above. (We are being particu—
larly careful to state all increases precisely, for AS 47.25.320 is a very
complicated statute, and the legislative amendment made to it last year was
in fact subject to differing interpretations.)

The current maximum payment levels for children in the home of non-needy
relatives (such as living with grandparents or aunts and uncles) are half,
or less than half, the payment levels determined by the Department to be
necessary to provide for the direct costs of maintaining foster children in
licensed private foster homes. Even after the July 1, 1981 cost of living
increase, the maximum AFDC payment made to a mother and one child will be

GSITION



PAPER/Department d Heath & Social Services

POSITION

approximately $83.00 less per month than the federal CSA poverty guideline
for an Alaskan non-farm family of two. Maximum payments to a two person
family in AFDC are currently $16 a month less than is paid to a single
needy blind, disabled, or elderly adult. By those simple measurements, an
AFDC maximum payment increase would seem justified.

Coverage for a needy pregnant woman is optional under federal AFDC regu—
lations; 34 states currently*offer this coverage. Until the option was
deleted in 1976 as a cost-containment legislative action, Alaska®"s AFDC
program included pregnant eligible wcmen. The 7/1/81 single person AFDC
maximum payment, set administratively will be $286. With the $20 special
needs allowance established by Sec. 2 of CSHB 174, a pregnant woman V/.ith no
other income would receive a $306 AFDC payment each month. In addition to
these regular monthly payments, each AFDC-eligible woman would be auto—
matically entitled to Medicaid coverage. Mandating this optional coverage
would accomplish by a different method the expansion of pregnancy-related
health care proposed by Sec. 1 of House Bill No. 330 and by HB 41.

Almost all of the 34 states offering this AFDC coverage pay a pregnant

woman a special needs allowance for such items as clothing, diet and vitamins,
and/or layette items. The arguments used most often by these states to
support offering both this coverage and a special needs allowance tend to

be supported by our own experience when Alaska®s AFDC program had this
coverage: pregnant single women tend to be young and without income.

Without financial assistance, this group of women tend to be especially f
liable to abuse-producing living situations and dependency. " Obviously,

lack of adequate income can also create health problems caused by stress,

poor living conditions and inadequate diet.

The Department does support the concept of increasing AFDC benefit levels,
and it does support the concept of improving the availability of pregnancy-
related health care to needy Alaskans. i

Recommended by

Assistance

Date:

Approved by:
Helen~5.1lielrne Commissioner
Dept, of Health and
Social Services

Date:



e - * THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

FISCAL NOTE

REQUEST

Bill/Resolution No. CS House Bill No. 174 (Finance)

Title An At-, relating to aid to families with dependent children

Requested bv  Clocksin Date 5/18/81

FISCAL DETAIL

Agency Affected Heal& and Social Services

Program Category Affected  Soc. and Econ. Assistance for the Genefal Pop, etc.___

BRU, Program, or Subprogram(s) Affected See analysis: 4 BRUs affected

(Note: Ifmore than one budget component isaffected, separate line-item amounts and funding for each
component in the analysis section.)*

EXPENDITURES  (Thousands of Dollars)

FY 81 FY 82. FY 83 FY 84 FY .85 .FY 86

100 PERSONAL SERVICES 29.3
2000 TRAVEL 2.0
300 CONTRACTUAL 10.0
400 COMMODITIES 1.5
500 EQUIPMENT
600 <eLAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC. 6life-._,,

TOTAL 6162.7

FUNDING (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 3014.5
FEDERAL FUNDS 31/18.2

OTHER (Specify Fund Source)

POSITIONS
FULL TIME 1
PART TIME 0
TEMPORARY 0

ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section HI)

(1) Existing Cases

(@ The FY 82 budget request calls for 7078 families to receive an
average payment of $521.22. 25% of these families consist of an
average of 1.60 children living with a non-needy relative. Each of
these families would experience a $40 per month payment increase
(.$5 for the first child, + .60 x $25 = $40). The total FY 82 cost
of these families would be 849.6 (%40 per month per family x 1770
families x 12 months).

IV. DATE SL _PREPARED BY
AGENCY
Original: Legislative Finance PHONE */d;~37V7
cc: Budget and Management Sp s”
Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named) " /fan C/***E/** 9

33-001 (Rev. 12/80)



Bill No. CSHB No. 174 (Finance) FISCAL NOTE Continuation

(b) 75% of the anticipated families, or 5308 families, consist of a
needy relative and children, an average 2.80 persons per family.

Each of these families would experience $70 per month payment increase
($43 for the first person + $15 for the second + .80 x $15 = $70).

The total FY 82 cost of these families would be 4,458.7 ($70 per month
per family x 5308 families x 12 months).

(c) The total AFDC BRU cost for payment increases for existing cases
would be 5308.2 (2654.1 state, 2654.2 federal).

(2) New cases: Payment Increases

(@ In the AFDC program the statutory maximum payment levels are also
the qualifying standards for entry into the program. CSHB 174 would
increase sane of these standards. . For example, the maximum countable
income a needy applicant with two hhildren can have and still qualify
for AFDC payment is currently $514. (This also would be the recipient”s
AFDC payment if he or she had no other countable incone.) The effect
of CSHB 174 and of the existing cost-of-living provision in statute
would establish a new qualifying limit of $629 for this 3-person

family.

It is reasonable to assume that there are Alaskan families who have
countable incomes over the current standrds but under the higher proposed
standards, and to assume that seme of these families would choose to
apply and would meet all other eligibility factors. However, there is

no data, either within the past ten years of AFDC program utilization

or fran any other source, that indicates whether new families would

enter the program, or if they would, in what numbers.

Indeed, the payment increases during the current year were almost the
same size as those proposed in CSHB 174. Actual program utilization

figures since July 1, 1980, show no growth in number of cases beyond

what was anticipated without the payment increases. For this reason,
we have no grounds to assume any new cases will enter the program if

CSHB 174 were to be enacted.

(3. New Cases; Pregnant Wcmen

Addition of pregnant wcmen to the AFDC program would add new cases.

No data exists to provide anything but an "informed guess™ estimate
of 286 new cases in FY 82. (See fiscal note, HB 330) This new case—
load would impact 4 BRUs as follows:

@... AFDC BRU:

286 new cases per year x $306 average payment per month x 6 months
per case = 525.1 in FY 82 costs (50% federal, 50% state funds).

The $306 payment consists of the $286 maximum individual payment plus
a $20 special needs allowance for dietary needs. (See Position
Paper). We assume the maximum payment to each recipient based on

our pre-1976 pregnant wanan caseload, in which most recipients had

no earned or unearned non-AFDC income.

()_MEDICAID BRU:
Each of the 286 new cases would receive Medicaid coverage at an

average cost per case of $1500, increasing Medicaid expenditures by
429.0 (214.5 State, 214.5 federal).

Page 2 of 3



Bill No. CSHB No. 174 (Finance FISCAL NOTE Continuation
(c) General Relief BRU: -
Approximately 95 of the 286 cases added to Medicaid would have
been covered under the existing General Relief Medical program,
which is totally state-funded. Therefore, GRM BRU FY 82
expenditures would decrease by 142.5 (95 x $1500 = 142.5).
This shift in program coverage would therefore increase federal
fund expenditures by 214.5 but state expenditures would increase
by only 72.0 (214.5 Medicaid-142.5 GRM = 72.0)
(d Eligibility Determination BRU"
i
In addition to adding 286 new AFDC cases, additional work would
be involved in providing medical coverage and, for a majority, Food
Stamp benefits. This workload would require the addition of one
Eligibility Technician Il, with related costs to the Eligibility
Determination BRU. Total cost will be 42.8 (25.9 state funds,
16.9 federal funds).
4. Summary
Item State Funds Federal Funds Total
(@ AFDC Payment Increase
Adult Not Included 424.8 424 .8 849.6
(b) AFDC Payment Increase
Adult Included 2229.3 2229.4 4458.7
(c) AFDC New cases,
Pregnant Wcmen 262.5 1262.6 525.1
(d) Medicaid New cases 214.5 214.5 429.0
(e) General-Relief
Medical caseload
decrease (142.5) 0 (142.5)
() Eligibility

Determination, new

Worker 25.9 16.9 42 .8

Total 3014.5 3148.2 6162.7



PAPER/Department d Heath & Social Service!

POSITION

Position Paper
House Bill No. 174

"An Act relating to Aid to Families with Dependent Children, and providing
for an effective date."

This act would provide for a $100 per month increase in the maximum
payment paid to some faimilies found eligible for Aid to Families with
Dependent Children (AFDC). This increase would apply only to families
which consist of a needy caretaker relative and children; it would not
apply to families consisting of children who live with a non-needy
relative. (The payment maximums specified in AS 47.25.320(a) are also
the maximum countable income limits which are used to determine if an
applying family is eligible for AFDC assistance.)

However, under sec. (d) of AS 47.25.320, the cost of living increase
already applied to the S400 maximum payment stated in sec. (a) of the
statute means that a parent and one child with no other income can now
receive a maximum payment of $457 per month. Under the automatic cost-
of-living increase provision added last year, the anticipated maximum

AFDC payment for a two-person family will increase July 1, 1981, to

$522. The federal CSA poverty guideline for Alaska for 1981 for a two-
person non-farm family is $582.50 per month. Fven this simple measurement
would indicate that, at best, AFDC maximum payment levels are barely
adequate to fulfill the statutory purposes of the AFDC program.

The Department knows of no measurements of AFDC payment adequacy which
would indicate that it would be inappropriate to propose payment increases
additional to those passed last year. However, HB 174 appears to present
two significant problems:

(1) Actual Increase Amount. As drafted, we do not clearly understand
if the intent of the bill is to grant a simple $100 per month
increase to all adult-included cases, effective July 1, 1981, or
to grant these cases a $43 increase, or to apply the provisions of
sec. (d) to either of these two amounts (making them either approxi—
mately $114 or $54). The fiscal note assumes the bill intends a
$100 increase.

(2) Compliance with Federal Requirements. In last session®s work on
versions of HB 968, which passed as SCSCSHB 968, 14 chl33 SLA 1980,
one version was introduced which proposed the exact amount and type
of increase as proposed by HB 167. This version was modified when
federal AFDC program authorities presented a written objection, in
which they demonstrated to the Department®s and to the Legislature®s
satisfaction that federal law, federal regulations, and case law
precedence would not allow them to approve raising only the adult-
included families®™ maximum payments. A copy of that letter is
attached.



Thus it is clear to us that passage of HB 174, as it is currently
written, v/ould seriously jeopardize all of the 50/4 federal matching
funds in the AFDC program by placing the program out of compliance with
federal requirements. This could co”™t the State over S$22,000,000 in
federal matching funds. Apparently, the only way to avoid this very
real financial threat would be to increase both the adult-included and
adult-not-included statutory maximums by the same dollar amount.

Because HB 174 would not comply v/ith federal AFDC program requirements,
and because of its fiscal impact, the Department cannot support passage

of this bill. However, the Department does support the concept of
increasing AFDC benefits levels.

Recommended by:
Rod Betit, Director

Date: /7S "/

Approved By:
Commissioner

Date:



THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

FISCAL NOTE

1L REQUEST
Bill/Resolution No. House Rill No. 174
Title An Act relatino to aid to families with dependent children

Requested bv  Clocksin . pate 2/2//81

Il. FISCAL DETAIL
Agency Affected Health ft Social Services ,

Program Category Affected Social and Economic Assistance for the QeneraTTublic

BRU, Program, or Subprogram(s) Affected Assistance Payments, (AFPF.)

(Note: Ifmore than one budget component isaffected, separate line-item amounts and funding for each
component in the analysis section.)

EXPENDITURES  (Thousands of Dollars)

FY 81 FY 82 FY 83 FY 84 FY 35 FY 86

100 PERSONAL SERVICES
200 TRAVEL

300 CONTRACTUAL

400 COMMODITIES

500 EOUIPMENT

600 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC. "S87/0.8 /00/.9  //08./ 932/.b

TOTAL
6370.8 7007.9 7708.7 8479.6 9327.6

FUNDING  (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 3185.4 3504.0 3854.3 4239.8 4663.8
FEDERAL FUNDS 3185.4 3503.9 3854.4 4239.8  -5UK3.8~

OTHER (Specify Fund Source)

POSITIONS

FULL TIME
PART TIME
TEMPORARY ¢

. ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section III)
(1) Existing Cases

The FY82 budget request for the AFDC program calls for 7078 families
to receive an average monthly payment of $521.22. Seventy five
percent of these families, or 5309 families, consist of both a

needy adults and children. HB No. 174 would require an increase of
S100.00 1in the average monthly payment for each of these families.
Thus the cost of this measure would®be 6,370.8 (5309 families Xx

$100 monthly payment increase, x 12 months). Fifty percent, 3185.4,
would be federal matching funds, and 3185.4 would be state matching
funds.

IV. DATE ,"MAly/

v [/ AGENCY
Original: Legislative Finance PHONE _
cc: Budget and Management ? / y
Prime Sponsor (First Legislator NamedH&B Approval S A& i < Date H/?/$"/

1 1 7/
33-001 (Rev. 12/80)



)

®

)

111 Hoe House Bill 17* FISCAL NOTE Continuation

New Cases

In the AFDC program the statutory maximum payment levels are also
thn qualifying standards for entry into the program. HB 174 would
increase some of these standards. For example, the maximum countable
income a needy applicant with two children can have and still
qualify for AFDC assistance is currently $514. (This would also be
the recipient®s AFDC payment if he or she had no other countable
income.) The provision of HB 174 would establish a new qualifying
limit of $614 for this 3-person family.

4

It is reasonable to assume that there are Alaskan families who have
countable incomes over the current standards but under the higher
proposed standards, and to assume that some of these families would
choose to apply and would meet all other eligiblity factors.
However, there is no data, either within the past ten years of AFDC
program utilization or from any other source, that indicates
whether new families would enter the program, or if they would, in
what numbers.

Indeed, the payment increases during the current year were approxi—
mately the same size as those proposed in HB 174. Actual program
utilization figures since July 1, 1980, show no growth in number of
cases beyond what was anticpated without the payment increases.

For this reason, we have no grounds to assume any new cases will
enter the program if HB 174 were to be enacted. (Note that even

the smallest addition of new AFDC cases results in significant new
expenditures in 3 BRUs. For example, only 400 additional AFDC

cases would add approximately 2,981.9 to AFDC expenditures, 443.5

to Medicaid BRU expenditures, and 90.0 to the Eliaiblity Determination
BRU.)

Assumptions: (&) FY82 projected costs assume that the annual cost
of living increase provided under existing statutes would not apply
to the $100 increase in payment maximums. (b) FY83 and later
years® costs assume a 10% annual inflation increase.

Non Compliance: As noted in the Position Paper on HB 174, federal
program authorities will not approve this payment increase. FY82
funding request for AFDC includes 22,135.1 in federal matching
funds. This amount would probably be withheld if HB 174 were
passed, making the total fiscal impact of this bill 22,320.5. (We
cannot predict if the withholding would occur during FY82 or would
occur 1in FY83.)
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Dear Dr. Beirne: =-

He have analyzed Alaska House Bill 968, dated"Hay 1, 1960 and wish to
comment on certain of its provisions which, if enacted, vould raise
compliance"issues with respect to Federal regulations.

Alaska House Bill 968 provides an Aid for Dependent Children (AFDC)

benefit payment increase of $100 for a family household consisting of

a caretaker parent and one child under age eighteen. If enacted, this
legislation would®"increase the current payment provided under

AS 47.25.320(a)(2)(A) from $350 to $450. The Bill v/ould also provide

a benefit payment increase of $25 for each additional child in the home
(after the second child) vmder the age of eighteen. This v/ould increase the
current payment provided to those children, under AS 47.25.320(a)(2)(C)

from $50 to $75. " eV im

The increases provided under House Bill 968 do not appear to apply to
the category of children living with non-needy, non-legally responsible
relatives.” This category is described under AS 47.25.320(a)(1). The =
omission of provision of these benefit increases to the category of
recipient children living with non-needy relatives, vzhile provided for
the category of recipient children living with needy parents, appears
to be based on the assumptions that: e "

(1) children who live with non-needy, non-legally
responsible relatives are less needy than children
who live with needy relatives; and,

(2) non-legally responsible, non-needy relatives
automatically provide some support for tho
childls(rcn) needs; and,

(5) raich childls(ren) needs are reduced by shared
costs.
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These assumptions are in direct conflict with Federal Regulations:

@

(b)

> individual; and the agency will not assume |
.1. <« any contribution from such individual for

o4
To treat groups of children differently because
of living arrangement based on legal responsibility
or not of non-needy caretaker relatives distinguishes
the groups on an arbitrary basis thereby creating an
unreasonable classification which is expressly pro-
hibited at 45 CFR 233.10(a)(1) which states:

(a) State plan requirements. A State
plan under title I, IV-A, X, XIV, or
XVl, of the Jocial Security Act must:

) Specify the groups of individuals
based on reasonable classifications,
that will be included in the progranm,

~ . and all the conditions of eligibility
" that must be met by the individuals in
" the Yroups. The groups selected for in-.
elusion in the plan and the eligibility .
m. conditions imposed must® not exclude LT ..
individuals or groups on an arbitrary
or unreasonable basis, and must not
result in inequitable treatment of indi-
viduals or groups in the light of the
provisions and purposes of the public
assistance titles of the Social Security .

V ;% .Act.

The assumption that non-legally responsible caretaker
relatives automatically provide some support for the
dependent child(ren) and a grant reduction based on that
assumption (in this instance, a different and reduced
standard as compared to needy children in other circumstances)
is expressly prohibited at 45 CFr. 233.20(a) (2) (viii) which
gotates:.” . = R M\ e e o vz R \
: : SR - *t te *-
. Provided that the money amount of
any need item included in the standard .
. will not be prorated or otherwise reduced o/
solely because of the presence in the
household of a non-legally responsible

the support of the assistance unit.".



The assumption that a child"s(ren) needs are reduced
by shared costs and a gradt reduction based on that
assumption clearly constitutes proration which 1is
expressly prohibited at 45 CFR 233.90(a) which states
in part:
" nor may the State agency prorate
or otherwise reduce the money amount for _......
any need item, included in the standard on
the basis of assumed contributions from
hon-legally responsible individuals living
in the household." *

Further, the Supreme Court case of Van Lore v. Hurley
"(1975) prohibits assumption of income for AFDC children

in a household with non-needy individuals. A State may

not have a separate and reduced standard of living for a
child with non-needy, non-legally liable caretaker relatives
than with needy caretakers. A State is required to have a
single statewide standard, expressed in money amounts, to

be used in determining on an objective and equitable basis
the needs of applicants and recipients and the amount of

the assistance payment (/5 CFR 233.20(a)(1) and (2)). To
assign two different values to the same item or items of
need (ouch items collectively constitute the standard)"for

a child based solely on whether or not the child lives with
a non-needy, non-legally liable caretaker relative Iis,
arbitrary, bearing no relationship to the needs of the child
who is receiving the lesser payment®. - -

A State standard may have different dollar amounts for food
‘or clothing for different reasonably defined age groups since
older individuals may generally have more costly needs than
younger individuals. Differing shelter amounts inay result
from a State"s election to have shelter differentials but this
is permitted only when there is objective evidence that there
are actual differences in shelter costs between geographic .
areas and such differences are appreciable, however, such
differences appear reasonably based.” But this bears no
relation to an assumption of income on the unsubstantiated
basis that a non-needy. non-lcgnlly liable caretaker relative
is contributing income towards the support of the needy child
in his care and custody. = *~ 1 -

These rules prohibiting the assumption of income apply to
non-legally liable relatives, and to."legally liable relatives”
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other than spouse for_spouse <r parent for mipor child

¢ qs specified above. Thus* except for spouse for spouse
or parent for minor child, a State ma?/ not assume that
the income_ of other legally respansible relatives under
State law is available™to the child.

Notwithstanding, a prant reduction (not a standard reduction), is permitted
In these instarices where a documented voluntary contribution Is made by
the non-needy, non-legally responsible caretaker relative.

The following table illustrates the effect of H.B. 968 without the
cost-of-livimg adjustment on State AFDC standards:

Family ©  Children with Weedy Relatives Children with I\Jon-NeedZ,,
Size ‘ ‘ l Won-Lenally Responsible Relatives.
Current  Proposed Standard Current” Proposed Standard
Standard ~ Under H.B. 968 Standard ~ Under H.B. 968
1 $150" '+ $150
2 . $350° $450 $300 oo
3 o - $400 $525 N v $350 $350
4 $4-50 $600 $400 $400
Plus $50/month ~ Plus $75/month »  Plus $50/month  Plus $50/month
for egch addi-  for each addi- for each addi- for each addi-
tional child tional child tional child tional child
under 18 under 18 under 18 under 18

Note that for the cate?ory of children living with needy relatives, there
is no identification of the amount of the standard that'is attributable
o0 the adult cargtake,r relative. It merely says that for family size of
two, a grant of $350 is made.. For two”children living with non-needz,
non-legallK resRonsmI_e_relatwes, a 8rant of $300 is”made. .It may be
reckoned that the additional $30 (8350-50) provided to the needy rélative
situatjon is reasonable due to increased costs of shared standard items
for adults (this would not hold true for shelter). This was the rationale

for Federal approval of the current standard.

Under the proposed il.B. 968 standard, no standard increment is provided

to the category of children with non-needy, non-legally responsible
caretaker r Ia%ves. A difference of 3158 betweengt%eytwo F():ategorles

—
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of recipients is too great to @ccount for an addition based on shared
costs that v/ould require an amount of that magnitude for the adult. The
bill did not even address the non-needy, non-legally responsible caretaker
relative category. It v/ould appear clear that legislative intent v/as

to increase the needy caretaker relative group, per sc.

It must, therefore, be concluded that the new standard rcsu3.tr, in pro—
ration and assumes the availability of income for the non-needy, non-
legally responsible caretaker relative category. " In no event may income
be assumed or shelter costs be prorated.

In summary, should Alaska House Hill 968 be enacted, the State agency,
upon implementation, would be out of compliance with Federal regulations
as cited herein. In addition, a new or revised State plan submitted to

implement such legislation would be unapprovablc.

We would be pleased to offer technical assistance including testifying
before the legislature on this Bill if so desired.

Sincerely,

Donald C. Sutcliffe
Regional Commissioner

Enclosures

cc:
Rod Botit
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BY THE HEALTH, EDUCATION AND
IN THE HOUSE SOCIAL SERVICES COMMITTEE

CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 968
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
ELEVENTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION
A BILL

For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to maeximum benefits paid as aid to

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
* Section 1. AS 47.25.320(a)(2)(A) is amended to read:

(A)for a parent and one child under 18, a meximum of

' $450 [$350]; . .

* Sec. 2. AS 47.25..320(a)(2)(C) is amended to read: . V'V
(C) for each additional child under age 18, $75 [$50]

) e * x

*

month per child.

e | N S
* Sec. 3. AS 47.25.320 is amended by adding a new/ subsection to read:
(d) If benefits under Title XVI of the Social Security Act (42.

¢

a

e U.S.C. 1381 - 1385) are increased because of an increase in the cost of

living, the department shall increase the monetary maximums in (a) of
this section by a percentage equal to the percentage increase in b-—
fits under Title XVI. .
e * See, 4. AS 47.25.320(c) is repealed.
* Sec. 5. Thin Act takes effect July 1, 1980.
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§47.25.310 W el fare ,Social Services and Institutions 547.25.320

Article 3. Aid lo Families with Dependent. Children Act.

Section Section
310 Hligibility for assistance 30 Recorsideration and  alteration  of

0. Ampurt of assistance assistance
33, Duties of 300. (Repealed)
3tQ Application for assistance 333 Alienation and attachent
' 350 Investigation of gpplication 400. Purpose

3 Granting of assistance 408. Reporting change of status

6. Retraining of parent or famly 405 Obtaining assistance by fraud
menber A0, Definitions

"Cv. -Vp-eal 420, Short title

See. 47.25.310. Eligibility for assistanee. The department shall grant

assistance lo the family of each dependent child ttdetermines iseligible .

for assistance under AS 47.25.310 — 47.25.420, or to employers under
awork incentive program established by AS 23.15.G50, and by &433(c)
(D of the Federal Social Security Act (42 USC GO1 el seq.), as amended.

(B51-2-32 ACLA 1040; am & di 57 SLA 1919; am S 1eh 73 SLA 29G3;.

am 82 eh 134 SLA 1068)

Editor's note. — The federal ision- residents equal protection of the laws.
referred to in this Mdumwes hya Shapirov. M US. AS KSS. Gt

01 of the Social Security Amendirents of
197 (1L o218 S St 20).

A statutory prohibition of welfare
berefit*, to residents of less than a year
creates adassificationwhich constitutes an

132 22 L. Ed. 2d A1) (UF).

Gited in Public Defender Age ncy V.
Superior Court, Third Judicial Disl.,
d. 0> No. ]140(F|Ie No. 207D, al P2d

117 (1975).

inidious  discrimination  denying  such

See. 47.25.320. Amount of assistance.” (@ The department shall
edetermine the amount of assistance for a dependent child and the
relative with whom the dependent child is living, with regard to the
resources and necessary expenditures of the family and the condition
existing ineach ease. Assistance issufficient if, when added to all otlicr
;income and support available to the child, the child and relative have
reasonable subsistence compatible with decency and health. However,
the amount of assistance may not exceed the following: * . e. e

(D dependent child livingwith nonneedy relative: for a child under age-
18 who 1is living in the home of a nonneedy relative, $150, plus an
additional $150 for the second child, and $50 a child for the third and each
additional dhild; “ "o :

(@ dependent child livingwith parent: V. o _ee<7im R

(A) for a parent, and one child under 18, a maximum of $350;- </

(B) (repealed) > e y\ " °
m (C) for each additional child under age 18, $50 a month per chlld

(®) The monetary maximums in (@ uf this section do not apply to
payments made under this program for the care of a dependent child in »
a foster family home. The payment shall conform lo foster care rales as -

provided by the department. ™%~

91
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POSITION PAPER
ON
CS House Bill No 174 (HESS)

"An Act relating to aid to families with dependent children; and providing
for an effective date."

CSHB No. 174 1is intended to increase payments to families receiving Aid
to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC) monthly cash assistance, and
to add AFDC coverage to pregnant women with no other qualified children.
Unfortunately, an error seems to have been made in drafting Sec. 3 of

the bill: The current wording of this section would suspend the July 1
cost of living increases required by AS 47.25.320(d) and impose lower

payment maximums than recipients would otherwise be entitled to receive,
in effect lowering payments made to each family by between $22 and $58.

We understand that the sponsor will offer an amendment to the current
bill which will clarify that the intent of CSHB No. 174 is to increase
payments as shown 1in this chart:

Payment Payment 1if
after 7/1/81 CSHB 174
Current Payment w/out CSHB 174 corrected

First child, with
non-needy relative $200 $229 $254 (+25)
Second child $200 $229 $254 (+25)
Each additional
child $ 57 $ 65 $ 80 (+15)
One child and
needy relative $457 $522 $565 (+43)
Second child $ 57 $ 65 $ 80 (+15)
Each additional
child $ 57 $ 65 $ 80 (+15)

This position paper and attached fiscal note assume that CSHB 174 will
be amended to call for the increases described above.

The current maximum payment levels for children in the home of non-needy
relatives (such as living with grandparents or aunts and uncles) are
half, or less than half, the payment levels determined by the Department
to be necessary to provide for the direct costs of maintaining foster
children in licensed private foster homes. Even after the July 1, 1981
cost of living increase, the maximum AFDC payment made to a mother and
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one child will be $60.50 less per month than the federal CSA poverty
guideline for an Alaskan non-farm family of two. Minimum payments to a
two person family in AFDC are currently $16 a month less than is paid to
a single needy blind, disabled, or elderly adult. By those simple
measurements, an AFDC maximum payment increase would seem justified.

Coverage for a needy pregnant woman 1is optional under federal AFDC
regulations; 34 states currently offer "this coverage. Until the option
deleted in 1976 as a cost-containment legislative action, Alaska®s AFDC
program included pregnant eligible women. The 7/1/81 single person
maximum payment level, set administratively, 1is expected to be $294. In
addition to these regular monthly payments, each AFDC-eligible person is
automatically entitled to Medicaid coverage. Mandating this optional

coverage would accomplish by a different method the expansion of pregnancy-

related health care proposed by Sec. 1 of House Bill No. 330.

However, CSHB 174 Sec. 2(a)3 as currently worded may not comply with
federal program requirements. This opinion was informally conveyed by
Region X Office of Family Assistance program experts who briefly studied
a copy of the current bill. Though their preliminary opinion 1is open to
argument, the Department basically agrees that changing the bill would
avoid a major non-compliance question that could actually threaten the
entire 50% federal matching funds of the AFDC program.

The issue involves the "reasonable assessment of needs" of eligible
persons in the AFDC program. Federal statutes require us to provide
AFDC coverage to a single adult whose only child is disabled and receives
federal Supplemental Security Income disability assistance payments.

The 6 to 10 Alaskan parents in this category receive $257 per month
maximum AFDC payments. This amount is set by the Department; it is
derived by subtracting the one child maximum ($200) from the parent and
one child maximum ($457).

Almost all of the 34 states pay a pregnhant woman more than they pay a
parent of a disabled child, most by declaring that a pregnant woman has
special extra needs for which an extra allowance should be paid, such as
clothing, diet and vitamins, and/or layette items. It is hard to argue
against the reasonablenss of recognizing these legitmate extra needs.

The Department therefore proposes that CSHB 174 be amended by changing
line 9 of page 2, Sec. 2(a)(3) to read "department, plus special

needs allowance not to exceed $20 per month."” This amendment would add
$34,320 ($16,160 in state funds) to the total cost of this bill. The
attached fiscal note includes the budgetary effect of this suggested
amendment.
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The Department does support the concept of increasing AFDC benefit
levels, and it does support the concept of improving the availability of

pregnancy-related health care to needy Alaskans.

Recommended by:

Date:

Approved by:

Date:

Rod Betit, Director
Division of Public Assistance

Helen D. Beirne
Commissioner
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THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

FISCAL NOTE

REQUEST

Bill/Resolution No. CS House Bill Mo. 174 (HESS)

Title. An Act relating to aid to families with dependent children
Requested bv Clocksin Date 4/2/81

FISCAL DETAIL

Agency Affected Health and Social Services

Program Category Affected Soc. and Econ. Assistance for t.hp Qpnpral Pnp Ptr

BRU, Program, or Subprogram(s) Affected See analysis: 4 BRUs affected

(Note: Ifmore than one budget component isaffected, separate line-item amounts and funding for each
component in the analysis section.)

EXPENDITURES  (Thousands of Dollars)

FY .81 FY 82 FY 83 FY 84 FY .85 FY.86

PERSONAL SERVICES 29.3
TRAVEL 2.0
CONTRACTUAL 10.0
COMMODITIES 1.5
EOUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES

GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC. 6133.6
TOTAL 6176.4

FUNDING  (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 3021.4
FEDERAL FUNDS 3155.0

OTHER (Specify Fund Source)

POSITIONS
FULL TIME 1
PART TIME 0
TEMPORARY 0

ANALYSIS (Sec Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section HI)
(1) Existing Cases

(@) The FY82 budget request calls for 7078 families to receive an
average payment of $521.22. 25% of these families consist of an
average of 1.60 children living with a non-needy relative. Each of
these families would experience a $40 per month payment increase
($25 for the first child, + .60 x $25 = $40). The total FY82 cost
of these families would be 849.6 ($40 per month per family x 1770
families x 12 months).

Budget and Management ya//aP 0
Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named) M&B Approval Date j w

33-001 (Rev. 12/00)
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Bill, No. CSHB No. 174 FISCAL NOTE Continuation

(b) 75% of the anticipated families, or 5308 families, consist of a
needy relative and children, an average 2.80 persons per family.
Each of these families would experience $70 per month payment
increase ($43 for the first person + $15 for the second + .80 x $15
= $70). The total FY82 cost of these families would be 4,458.7
($70 per month per family x 5308 families x 12 months).

(c) The total AFDC BRU cost for payment increases for existing
cases would be 5308.2 (2654.1 state, 2654.2 federal).

New cases; Payment Increases

(a) In the AFDC program the statutory maximum payment levels are
also the qualifying standards for entry into the program. HB 174
would increase some of these standards. For example, the maximum
countable income a needy applicant with two children can have and
still qualify for AFDC assistance is currently $514. (This would
also be the recipient®s AFDC payment if he or she had no other
countable income.) The provision of CSHB 174 and of the existing
cost-of-living provision in statute would establish a new qualifying
limit of $725 for this 3-person family.

It is reasonable to assume that there are Alaskan families who have
countable incomes over the current standards but under the higher
proposed standards, and to assume that some of these families would
choose to apply and would meet all other eligibility factors.
However, there is no data, either within the past ten years of AFDC
program utilization or from any other source, that indicates whether
new families would enter the program, or if they would, in what
numbers.

Indeed, the payment increases during the current year were almost
the same size as those proposed in CSHB 174. Actual program
utilization figures since July 1, 1980, show no growth in number of
cases beyond what was anticipated without the payment increases.
For this reason, we have no grounds to assume any new cases will
enter the program if CSHB 174 were to be enacted.

New Cases: Pregnant Women

Addition of pregnant women to the AFDC program would add new cases.
No data exists to provide anything but an "informed guess" estimate
of 286 new cases in FY82. (See fiscal note, HB 330) This new
caseload would "impact 4 BRUs as follows:

(a) AFDC BRU:

286 new cases per year x 314 average 538.8 payment per month x 6
months per case = 538.8 in FY82 costs (50% federal, 50% state
funds). The $314 payment consists of the $294 maximum individual
payment plus a $20 special needs allowance for dietary needs. (See
Position Paper). We assume the maximum payment to each recipient
based on our pre-1976 pregnant woman caseload, in which most
recipients had no earned or unearned non-AFDC income.

(b) MEDICAID BRU:
Each of the 286 new cases would receive Medicaid coverage at an

average cost per case of $1500, increasing Medicaid expenditures by
429.0 (214.5 State, 214.5 federal).
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(c) General Relief BRU:

Approximately 95 of the 286 cases added to Medicaid v/ould have
been covered under the existing General Relief Medical program,
which is totally state-funded. Therefore, GRM BRU FY82
expenditures would decrease by 142.5 (95 x $1500 = 142.5).

This shift in program coverage would therefore increase
federal fund expenditures by 214.5, but state expenditures
would increase by only 72.0 (214.5 Medicaid-142.5 GRM = 72.0)

(d) Eligibility Determination BRU:

In addition to adding 286 new AFDC cases, additional work
would be involved in providing medical coverage and, for a
majority, Food Stamp benefits. This workload would require
the addition of one Eligiblity Technician Il, with related
costs to the Eligiblity Determination BRU. Total cost will be
42.8 (25.9 state funds, 16.9 federal funds).

Summary
Item State Funds Federal Funds Total
(a) AFDC Payment Increase

Adult Not Included 424 .8 424 .8 849.6
(b) AFDC Payment Increase

Adult Included 2229.3 2229.4 44587
(c) AFDC New cases,

Pregnant Women 269.4 269.4 538.8
(d) Medicaid New cases 214.5 214.5 429.0

(e) General-Relief
Medical caseload
decrease (142.5) 0 (142.5)

e) Eligibility
Determination, new
Worker 25.9 16.9 42 18

Note: AFDC BRU figures are based on the assumption that the annual
cost-of-living increase effective July 1, 1981, will be 14.3%.

This percentage is announced by the Social Security Administration

in late April oV early May. Preliminary COLI estimates by SSA are
traditionally quite close to, but slightly lower than, the final
percentage. SSA has just announced their preliminary estimate of
11.6%. If the final percentage v/ere 12.0% rather than 14.3%, the

total funding for this fiscal note would only decrease by approximately
10.3 (5.1 state, 5.2 federal).

Page 3 of 3
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BY THE HEALTH, EDUCATION AND
1IN THE HOUEE . n SOCIAL SERVICES GOVMTTEE

2 CS KR HOUEE BILL NO. 174 (HESS)

3 IN THELEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

4 TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

S A BILL

6 For anActentitled:"An Act relating to aid to families with dependent
7 children; and providing for an effective date."

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

9 * Section 1. AS 47.25.310 is amended to read:

10 Sec. 47.25.310. ELIGIBILITY KR ASSISTANCE. The department shall
n grant assistance to the family of each dependent child and each pregnant
2 woman it determines is eligible for assistance under AS 47.25.310 -
3 47.25.420, or to employers under a work incentive program established
1 by AS 23.15.650, and by sec. 433(e)(1) of the Federal Social Security
5 Act (42 UC 601 et seq.), as amended.

16 * Sec. 2.AS 47.25.320(a) is amended to read:

17 (@) The department shall determine the amount of assistance for a
B dependent child and therelative with whom the dependent childis

B living, with regard to the resources and necessary expenditures of the
2 family and the condition existing in each case. Assistance is sufficient
2 if, when added to all other income and support available to the child,
2 the child and relative have reasonable subsistence compatible with
2z decency and health. However, the amount of assistance nmay not exceed

2 the following:

L (1) dependent child living with nonneedy relative: for a
% child under age 18 who is living in the hore of a nonneedy relative,
2 $200 [$175], plus an additional $200 [$175] for the second child, and
3 $65 [$50] a child for the third and each additional childj™ [.]

2

(2) dependent child living with parent:
-1- CSHB 174 (HESS)
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(A) for a. parent and one child under 18, a meximum of
$500 [$400] i
(B) (repealed)
(C) for each additional child under age 18, $65 [$50] a
month per childj®
(3) pregnant women who is otherwise eligible for assistance
under this section; an amount equal to the assistance received by a
single-person household under this section as determined by the
department.

* Sec. 3. Notwithstanding AS 47.25.320(d) the amount of iTssistance
payable to a recipient under AS 47.25.320 on July 1, 1981, nmy not exceed
the amounts in AS 47.25.320(a) as amended in sec, 2 of this Act.

* Sec. 4. This Act takes effect July 1, 1981.

- CSHB 174(HESS)
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1 IN THE HOUBE BY THE ANANCE COVMTTEE
2 CS KR HOEE BILL NO. 174 (Finance)

3 IN THE LEGISLATURE CF THE STATE OF ALASKA

4 TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

5 A BILL

6 For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to aid to families with dependent

7 children; and providing for an effective date.”

8 BE IT BNACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

S * Section 1. AS 47.25.310 is amended to read:

10 Sec. 47.25.310. ELIGIBILITY FOR ASSISTANCE. The department shall
n grant assistance to the family of each dependent child and each pregnant
V] woman it determines is eligible for assistance under AS 47.25.310 -
13 47.25.420, or to employers under a work incentive program established
1 by AS 23.15.650, and by sec. 433(e)(1) of the Federal Social Security
15 Act (42 USC 601 et seq.), as amended.

16 * Sec. 2.AS 47.25.320(a) is amended to read:

17 (a) The department shall determine the amount of assistance for a
18 dependent child and therelative with wom the dependent child is

19 living, with regard to the resources arid necessary expenditures of the
20 family and the condition existing in each case. Assistance is sufficient
2 if, when added to all other income and support available to the child,
2 the child and relative have reasonable subsistence compatible with
23 decency and health. However, the amount of assistance nmay not exceed
2 the following:

2 (1) dependent child living with nonneedy relative: for a
26 child under age 18 who is living in the hore of a nonneedy relative,
27 $200 [$175], plus an additional $200 [$175] for the second child, and
28 $65 [$50] a child for the third and each additional childj™ [.]

2 (2) dependent child living with parent:

-1- CSHB 174(Fin)



1 (A) for a parent and one child under 18, a meximum of

2 $500 [$400];

3 (B) (repealed)

4 (C) for each additional child under age 18, $65 [$50] a

5 month per child j.

6 (3) pregnant woman who is otherwise eligible for assistance
7 under this section: an amount equal to the assistance received by a

8 single-person household under this section as determined by the depart-

9 ment plus a special needs allowance not to exceed $20 a month.

10 * Sec. 3. The amount of assistance payable to a recipient under AS 47.-

n 25.320 on July 1, 1981, nmay not exceed the amounts in AS 47.25.320(a) as
12 amended in sec. 2 of this Act as increased under AS 47.25.320(d).

3 * Sec. 4. This Act takes effect July 1, 1981.
1
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COMMITTEE REPORT

HOUSE
3/17/81 FURTHER:
(11)
Date:
Mr. Speaker:
The Committee on FINANCE has had ~~ HB 176

"An Act relating to general relief assistance; and providing for an
effective date."”

under consideration and reports it back as follows:

[ 1 do pass [ 1 do not pass
[ 1 do pass with attachedamendments(s)
.- , m_ N [ 1 same title
[ >0 replace with CS for /</r, t"1li™ 1 H ttSS \ [ Y] new title
and recommends T/~vANXt)\A un. \ fcr/
[ 1] AND attaches a "Letter of Intent” L New Fiscal Note

[ 1 reports it back without recommendation

[ 1 referred to the Committee
MEMBERS SIGNING MEMBERS HAVING
DO PASS OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS:
f J- o T=-[~>~< s
[/ VNV =«
J
/
CHAIRMAN

H 60 (Rev. 3/81)



Original sponsor: Clooksin Offered: 3/17/81
Referred: Finance

BY THE HEALTHEDUCATION AND

1 IN THE HOUSE SOCIAL SERVICES COVMMTIEE
r CS FOR HOUBE BILL NO. 176 (HESS)

3 IN THE LEGISLATURE CF THE STATE COF ALASKA

. TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

E A BILL

e For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to temporary relief assistance; and
7 providingfor aneffective date."”

8 BE ITENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE CFTHE STATE COF ALASKA:

g * Section 1. AS 47.25.250 is amended to read:

10 Sec. 47.25.250. TEVPORARY RELIEF. When a needy person is not
1 entitled to assistance under AS 47.25.120 - 47.25.300 and has no rela-
2 tives in the state liable for his support under AS 47.25.230 and 47.25.-
13 240, the needy person may receive temporary assistance in the form and
4 amount which the department considers necessary. Temporary assistance
15 for needs other than transportation and medical care may not exceed
16 $160 [$80] per person per month.

7 * Sec. 2. This Act takes effect July 1, 1981.
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THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

FISCAL NOTE

REQUEST
Bill/Resolution No.  CSHB 176 (HESS)

jitie An Ac; relTating 10 general reliref assistance
Requested by. Date V30/S1

FISCAL DETAIL
Agency Affected Health & Social Services

Program Category Affected Social ana economic Assistance 1i"or General Population

BRU, Program, or Subprogram(s) Affected Assistance Payments, General Kelieil Assistance

(Note: Ifmore than one budget component isaffected, separate line-item amounts and funding for each
component in the analysis section.)

EXPENDITURES (Thousands of Dollars)

FY 81 FY 82 FY 83 FY 84 FY .85 .FY 86

100 PERSONA!. SERVICES
200  TRAVF.T.
300 CONTRACTUAL
400 COMMODITIES
500 EOUIPMENT
600 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC. 600.0

FUNDING (Thousands of Dollars)
GENERAL FUND 600.0

FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER (Specify Fund Source)

POSITIONS

FULL TIME 8
PART TIME

TEMPORARY n

ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section III)

Sam Cotten, Chairman

IV. DATE v30/81 _PREPARED BY _ House Finance Commitete
AGENCY

Original: Legislative Finance PHONE M5=3X5Z

CcC: Budget and Management

.33-001.(Rey. 12/80)

Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named)



U u

fi-d

POSITION PAPER
N

Committee Substitute for HOUSE BILL NO. 176

"An Act relating to General Relief Assistance; and providing for an
effective date."

This Act would revise AS 47.25.250, raising the maximum payment made on
behalf of eligible persons for subsistence needs from $80 per month to
$160. The original $80 maximum payment limit was established over 20
years ago, when the costs of subsistence items were far lower than they
are today. (Note that the maximum payment limit is established by
statute. It is much lower than the qualifying standard for receiving
assistance, which is the maximum income an applicant can have and still
receive assistance. These maximum income limits are set administratively
and vary by family composition.)

The effect of the current maximum payments and qualifying limits is best
illustrated by a typical General Relief case example:

An urban family consisting of two parents and a child applies.

They temporaily have no income. They present an eviction notice
showing that their rent of $450 is overdue. The family has no
housing alternative.”™ Under the current maximum, a General Relief
vendor payment of only $240 can be made to the landlord (3 persons
times $80 per person). A Department staff member must call the
landlord and attempt to "deal"™, to find if he will allow the family
to remain in its apartment with only this partial payment. In some
cases, the landlord will not agree. If he doesnot, there is no
point in making any payment to him. The family can only use the
alternative of a very short motel stay.

No statistics are kept on how frequently the $80 maximum falls so short
of actual need as to render the program useless to the applicant.
However, since over 85% of General Relief Assistance is paid for rent
needs, It is obvious that current rental costs are such that increasing
the maximum payment per person to $160 would virtually eliminate the
program®s occasional 1inability to meet shleter emergencies.

In addition to the maximum payment issue, the Department wishes to raise
the concern that the General Relief statute have not been reviewed for
over 20 years. We believe they are too vague and outdated to allow the
Department adequate guidance in determining who is eligible and what
types of assistance they should receive. It is clear to us that funding
limitations over the years, coupled with significant changes 1in other
assistance programs and in the needs of low-income Alaskans, have
resulted in a General Relief program that may be significantly different-
from what was originally intended in the 1953 Session Laws.



We would therefore welcome a comprehensive legislative study of the
current General Relief program and any resulting changes in

AS 47.25.120-300 that would more specifically define the Legislature’s
wishes concerning the program.

The Department supports the concept of an increase in the maximum
General Relief payment.

Recommended by:

Rod Betit, Director
Division of Public Assistance

Date: 3T -/ .T -

Approved by: 0 3

Helen D. Beirne
Commissioner

Date: s f/



THE LEGISLATURE OF THI- STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

FISCAL NOTE

|, REQUEST
Bill/Resolution No. Committee Substitute for House Bill No. 176

Title An Act Relating to General Relief Assistance
Requested bv  Clocks in Date 3/18/81"

Il. FISCAL DETAIL
Agency Affected Health & Social Services _
Program Category Affected Social and Economic Assistance for the General Population
BRU, Program, or Subnrogram(s) Affected Assistance Payments , General Pelief Assistance
(Note: Ifmore than one budget component isaffected, separate line-item amounts and funding for each
component in the analysis section.)

EXPENDITURES  (Thousands of Dollars)

Fy 81 FY 82 FY 83 v 8 FY 85 FY 86
100 PERSONAL SERVICES
200 TRAVEL
300 CONTRACTUAL
400 COMMODITIES
500 BOUIPMENT
600 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC. 821.4 903.9 993.9 1093.3 1202.6
TOTAL 821.4 903.9 993.9 1093.3 1202.6

FUNDING (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 821.4 903.9 993.9 10093.3 1202.6
FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER (Specify Fund Source)

POSITIONS
FULL TIME 0
PART TIME 0
TEMPORARY 0

HI. ANALYSIS (Sec Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section III)

FY82 request calls for 1015 perso;s per month to receive cash or vendor
payments averaging $67.44 per person, for a total of 821.4 (1015 x
(m67.44 x 12 months). Doubling the maximum allowable monthly payment
from $80 to $160 per person v/ould have no effect on the number of
persons found eligible. A "worst case" assumption is that all eligible
persons would experience a doubling of their payments, from $67.44 to
$134.88 per month. This would simply double program expenditures for
all items except burials, adding 821.4 in new expenditures.

IV. DATE PREPARED BV
AGENCY . Vi/SS
Original: Legislative Finance PHONE 33.V?
cc: Budget and Management
Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named) M&B Approvals/ / < Date

33-001 (Rev. 12/80)

° - - 1 S M I oo



However a number of households receiving payments under the current
payment maximum have their full emergency need met. The amount of their
payments would not therefore increase with an increase in the maximum”
payment limit. No data is captured to indicate how many households fit
in this category or how many households have "unmet needs"™ under the
current maximum. .However, based on a., informal 1980 survey of actual
case situations, a "best case" assumption could be made that only 50% of
all recipients would experience a doubling of payments under CSHB No.
176. This would result in an additional cost of only 410.7.
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» POSITION PAPER
VA ON
Committee Substitute for HOUSE BILL MO. 176

"An Act relating to General Relief Assistance; and providing for an
effective date."

This Act v/ould revise AS 47.25.250, raising the maximum payment made on

behalf of eligible persons for subsistence needs from $80 per month to
J{a\ $160. The original $80 maximum payment limit was established over 20

years ago, when the costs of subsistence items were far lower than they
are today. (Note that the maximum payment limit is established by

03 statute. It is much lower than the qualifying standard for receiving
s assistance, which is the maximum income an applicant can have and still
x receive assistance. These maximum income limits are set administratively
and vary by family composition.)
13
The effect of the current maximum payments and qualifying limits is best
G illustrated by a typical General Relief case example:

An urban family consisting of two parents and a child applies.
‘ They temporaily have no income. They present an eviction notice
M showing that their rent of $450 is overdue. The family has no
housing alternative.” Under the current maximum, a General Relief
vendor payment of only $240 can be made to the landlord (3 persons
g_ times $80 per person). A Department staff member must call the
’ landlord and attempt to "deal™, to find if he will allow the family
(g to remain in its apartment with only this partial payment. In some
cases, the landlord will not agree. If he doesnot, there 1is no
point in making any payment to him. The family can only use the
alternative of a very short motel stay.

uJd No statistics are kept on how frequently the $80 maximum falls so short
of actual need as to render the program useless to the applicant.
Hov/ever, since over 85% of General Relief Assistance is paid for rent
needs, it is obvious that current rental costs are such that increasing
the maximum payment per person to $160 would virtually eliminate the
program®s occasional inability to meet shleter emergencies.

In addition to the maximum payment issue, the Department wishes to raise
the concern that the General Relief statute have not been reviewed for
over 20 years. We believe they are too vague and outdated to allow the
Department adequate guidance in determining who is eligible and what
types of assistance they should receive. It is clear to us that funding
bt limitations over the years, coupled with significant changes in other
assistance programs and in the needs of low-income Alaskans, have
resulted in a General Relief program that may be significantly different
[ird2j from what was originally intended in the 1953 Session Lav/s.

oD



We would therefore welcome a comprehensive legislative study of the
current General Relief program and a/iy resulting changes in

AS 47.25.120-300 that would more specifically define the Legislature®s
wishes concerning the program.

The Department supports the concept of an increase in the maximum
General Relief payment.

Recommended by:

Rod Betit, Director
Division of Public Assistance

Date:

Approved by: o) &

Helen D. Beirne
Commissioner

Date: 1?2-/7*? -



THE LEGISLATURE OE "IIH STATE OE ALASKA

TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

FISCAL, NOTE.

I. REQUEST
Bill/Resolution No. Committee Substitute for House Bill

Title An Act Relating to General Relief Assistance

Requested bv ~ Clocks in

Il. FISCAL DETAIL <
Agency Alfccted Health & Social Services

3/18/

81

Program Category Affected Social and Economic Assistance
BRU, Program, or Subprogram(s) Affected Assistance Payments,

for the General

Population
Relief Assistance

(Note: Ifmore than one budget component isaffected, separate line-item amounts and funding for each

component in the analysis section.)
EXPENDITURES  (Thousands of Dollars)

FY 81 FY 82 FY 83

100 PERSONAL SERVICES
200 TRAVEL

300 CONTRACTUAL

400 COMMODITIES

500 EOQOUIPMENT

600 LAND & STRUCTURES

700 GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC. 821.4 903.9

TOTAL 821.4 903.9

FUNDING (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 821.4 903.9
FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER (Specify Fund Source)

POSITIONS

FULL TIME
PART TIME
TEMPORARY

[oNeNe]

HI. ANALYSIS (Sec Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section III)

FY 35

1093.3

1093.3

10093.3

FY 86

1202.6

1202.6

1202.6

FY82 request calls for 1015 persons per month to receive cash or vendor

payments averaging $67.44 per person, for a total

of 821.4 (1015 x

667.44 x 12 months). Doubling the maximum allowable monthly payment
from $80 to $160 per person would have no effect on the number of

persons found eligible. A "worst case" assumption
persons would experience a doubling of their payments,

is that all
from $67.44 to

$134.88 per month. This would simply double program expenditures for

all items except burials, adding 821.4 in new expenditures.

IV. DATE PREPARED BY
AGENCY . JD//SX
Original: Legislative Finance PHONE W
oc: Budget and Management «< N

Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named) M&B Approval:,//

33-001 (Rev. 12/80)

wy/

eligible

Date ?/-



However a number of households receiving payments under the current
payment maximum have their full emergency need met. The amount of their
payments v/ould not therefore increase with an increase in the maximum
payment limit. No data is captured to indicate how many households fit
in this category or how many households have "unmet needs"™ under the
current maximum. However, based on an,informal 1980 survey of actual
case situations, a "best case" assumption®could be made that only 50« of
all recipients v/ould experience a doubling of payments under CSHB No.
176. This v/ould result in an additional cost of only 410.7.



Original sponsor: Clocksin Offered: 3/17/81
Referred: Finance

BY THE HEALTH, EDUCATION AND
1 IN THE HOUSE SOCIAL SERVICES COMMTTEE

2 CS FOR HOLEE BILL NO. 176 (HESS)
IN THE LEGISLATURE CF THE STATE CF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL

providing for an effective date.”
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE CF THE STATE CF ALASKA:

3
4
5
6 For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to temporary relief assistance; and
.
8
9 * Section 1. AS 47.25.250 is amended to read:

10 Sec. 47.25.250. THVPORARY RELIEF. When a needy person is not
n entitled to assistance under AS 47.25.120 - 47.25.300 and has no rela-
12 tives in the ,<tate liable for his support under AS 47.25.230 and 47.25.-
13 240, the needy person may receive temporary assistance in the form and
1 amount which the department considers necessary. Temporary assistance
15 for needs other than transportation and medical care may not exceed
18 $160 [$80] per person per month.

17 * Sec. 2. This Act takes effect July 1, 1981.

18
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Introduced: 2/18/81
Referred: Health,Education &
Social Services and Finance

IN THE HOUSE BY CLOCKSIN
HOUEE BILL NO. 176
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWEFTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to general relief assistance; and
providing for an effective date.”
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
* Section 1. AS 47.25.130 is amended to read:

Sec. 47.25.130. AVONT CF ASSISTANCE. The amount of assistance
for a needy person shall be determined by the departmentwithregard to
the resources and needs of the person and the conditionsexisting in
each case. Where possible, assistance shall be sufficient to provide
the applicant with reasonable subsistence according to standards of
assistance established by the department. However, the amount of assist-
ance for subsistence needs nay not exceed $160 [$80] a person a calendar
month. i

* Sec. 2. This Act takes effect July 1, 1981.

HB 176



COMMITTEE REPORT

SENATE
5/13/81 FURTHER: None
Date: - N
Mr. President:
The Committee on FINANCE has had HE 177 an

making a special appropriation to the Dept of Transportation & Public
Facilities for resurfacing of highway from Yukon River to the Arctic Ocean

under consideration and (a majority of the committee) (the committee)
"reports it back with the following recommendations:
[ 1 do pass [ ] donot pass

[-its] do pass with attached amendments(s)
[ ] same titl

1X) replace withSCS for Al//l% [/*2¢7 [><f3 new title
and recommends Z2<2 a>ss
[ 1 AND attaches a "Letter of Intent” [ 1 New Fiscal Note
[ 1 reports it back without recommendation
[ 1 referred to the Committee
MEMBERS SIGNING MEMBERS HAVING
DO PASS ) OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS:
/
-
. f - -
CHAIRMAN

S 60 (Rev. 12/78)
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Funding Information Introduced: 2/18/81
General Fund  $3,000 1000 ~oo Referred: Transportation and

Other Funds -0- Finance -
6&)000r QM- /7 (sos*, acrt>
EY SMITH, ROGERS, BROAN,
DARNEGT BETTIGUORTH,
IN THE -HQUSS— FANNING- AN&- ftANDQsPH—

HOUSE BILL NO. 177 am
IN THE LEGISLA'I;LSJRE CF TI;E S'I;;ATE CF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
AW /Il £ B Opztateer) |
For an Act entitled: An k™ ma-epd M | apprnprd-ar-inn.i-o_r,hp..rippar.r*-
mant -of Transportati on-and—Publi c—FaciJdj-ti ~sfinr...the—
nmyyn-rfing nE. rhc hi gvmay f.T-nm-r.hp yj.ikon.. River, to the.
Arctic—OoeafH—and providing-for-an—ef-f-eet-ive—dat&l!
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. The sum of $8,000,000 is appropriated from the general fund
to the Department of Transportation and Public Facilities for resurfacing
thiaé‘)ﬁlljg/ﬁ\fv;y from the Yukon River to the Arctic Ocean .

NG-r- Who appropriation—ode—by -tM-0 'Act—i-0 for m—eopjfea).- projaedr
mnd ic cubjeat to-AS-37, 25t020.

* Sec.. \. This Act takes effect immediately in accordance with AS 01.10.

070(c).

_1- HB 177 am



Mc*y 19, 1981

SENATE FINANCE COMMITTEE SUBSTITUTE FOR HB 177

New Title - "An Act making appropriations to the Department
of Transportation and Public Facilities related

to the Dalton Highway and the Petersburg Airport;

and providing for an effective date."

Sec. 2. The sum of $305,000 is appropriated from the general
fund to the Department of Transportation and Public Facilities,
interior region maintenance and operations, for the purpose

of paying costs associated with opening the Dalton highway.

Sec. 3. The sum of $3, 000,000 1is appropriated from the general
fund to the Department of Transportation and Public Facilities,

for runway paving at the Petersburg Airport.

Sec. 4. . The appropriations made by Secs. 1 and 3 of this

act are for capital projects and subject to AS 37.25.020.

Sec. b. The unexpended and unobligated part of the appropriation
made in Sec. 2 of this Act lapses into the general fund June 30,

1981.



PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL 177am

BY: SENATOR BENNETT FOR: THE SENATE FINANCE COMMITTEE

Page I, lines 6 thru 9: Delete all language. Replace with new title:

"An Act making appropriations to the Department of Transportation
and Public Facilities related to the Dalton Highway; and pro—

viding for an effective date.”

Page 1, line 13: Between the words "the"™ and "highway"™ 1insert
"Dalton"
Page 1, line 15: Add new Section 2 to read:

"The s\om of $305,000 is appropriated from the general fund
to the Department of Transportation and Public Facilities,
interior region maintenance and operations, for the purpose

of paying costs associated with opening the Dalton highway."

1, line 17: Delete language in Section 3 and replace with: n
"The appropriation made by sec. 1 of this Act is for a capital
project and is subject to AS .37.25.020." [

ew Section 4 to read:
"The unexpended and unobligated part of the appropriation made
in sec. 2 of this Act lapses into the general fund June 30,

Add new Section 5 to read:
"This Act takes effect immediately 1in accordance with

AS 01.010.070(c).
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1 i
i.ii-i1 19 Lomliort ) . -h] Bluclinn Olsltirls Siuvnd Start Deta Caiit:! tin Dilu
IVi.tNT. luiro IUmwny Paving Petersburg 2-0 July 1901 Sept. 1901
Opuralion.il Gogt = ltiinat GOVENNOIT*S HLfur.SI
1 ACSINCY  MEQUGST ft No. Persomel OPUI-'S[t'ng it Approvoil ( Dlrrrod; Oi"_ipiirunl
Inociso - (Qooroisu) Year 1901 Year ] ED o |Z?1J
il cili'fil Hi Rnlnml moniplt 1002  Fodaral mealpti
1 ofr M.in It Funding Gonrrnl Fund 1003 G/F Match
1D01 IrTi" 3,000.00 SCUF(D toon Gonarol Fund 3 030_ O
O ofF /A MiipK tous  I/A rtecolpts
G.0. Ihifls Total Animal Oporgtiaiia® Cost G.0. Oondi
Position (PTE) L. ..
§ Previous Yor-1 fiority Agoncy Priority Govormor sProrty
Toki 3,000.00 3V-| Tl 3¢00-0

PnOJECT DESCRIPTION

This paving project is proposed to enable Alaska Airlines to serve the community of Petersburg with the Doeing 737-200
type aircraft which they will reportedly have in service in the spring of 1901. Only the northeast 5000* of runway
will be paved with A" of asphalticconcrete in the scope of this project; the remaining 1500°, because of subsurface

stability problems, Will be surface treated with a BST surface preparation. Paving the southwest 1500" 1is not possible
at this time os this portion of the runway is experiencing differential settlement which wou3>d cause asphaltic concrete

to buckle and heave, and become dangerously broken and unusable in a very short period of time.

Alaska Airlines will be able to serve Petersburg with the Boeing 737-200 if the maximum aircraft takeoff weight: is at, or
under, 106,000 pounds; this is 10,000 pounds under maximum aircraft takeoff weight. Operating weight restiction duo lo
the 5000° runway length may not be agreeable to Alaska Airlines.

This project will consist of placing 4" of asphaltic concrete on the northeast 5000° of runway; a BST overlay on the
southwest 1500 of the existing runway as a paved overrun area; and miscellaneous marking and possible extention of

existing runway lights

category l1ransportation FY 02

P.O. 1 o

«---W S b/oo 00001

AGENCY DOT/PF
PITOJECT DBSCIUPTIQN

35S .PROPOSED CAPITAL orogran  Aviation

) “PKOJECT
N*TE i «fii/eml




HOUSE JOURNAL

IETIER OF IL"IEIST
HB 177 am
dalton HIGHWAY

FY "82 REPAIR WORK

It is the intent of the House of Representatives that appropriations for
the Dalton Highway for FY 82 be used in conjmotion with each other.

House Bill 177 am appropriates the sum of $8,000,000 for FY 82. 1t is the
House®s understanding that last year the legislature approved $2.6 million
in General Obligation Bonds for culvert repair along the Dalton Highway
(highway fron the Yukon River bridge to the Arctic Ocean, AS 19.40).
Further, that this money is available for FY 82, and the Governor in his

FY 82 budget has requested $6 million for repairs to the Dalton Highway.

The House of Representatives intends that the $8 million appropriation to
DOT/PF be used for road repairs along the existing highway. This repair work
is to include a six-inch lift and crown of crushed base. The worst areas

shall be completed first.

If the $6 million dollar Governor®s request is appropriated, the House of
Representatives intends it should be spent to complete road repairs from
Antigun north along the existing highway. This work shall include a six-inch

lift and crown of crushed base. The worst areas shall be completed first.

The House of Representatives recognizes the need for certain culvert repairs
and understands that a $2.6 million General -Obligation bond established by
Ch 118 SLA 80 to the Department of Transportation and Public Facilities for
the Dalton Highway culvert repairs has not yet been spent. It is the intent
of the House that the appropriation be used in FY 82 to repair the following
culverts:

, Milke Creek
Arthur Creek
Stout Creek
Spoiled Creek
Char Creek
.Climb Creek
Terry Creek
Oksrukyik Creek
Polygon Creek
Sylvia Creek
Nina Creek
Sten Creek

If the $2.6 million does not meet the cost for all of the above culvert
repairs, any additional monies needed shall be drawn from the Governor®s

requested $6 million Dalton Highway appropriation if that appropriation is
adopted.

HOUSE LETTER OF INTENT - May 8, 19BT "



HOUSE JOURNAL

LETTER OF INTENT

HB 177

The sum of $8,000,000. is appropriated from the general fund

to the Department of Transportation and- Public Facilities for
resurfacing of the highway from the Arctic Ocean to the Yukon
River, beginning at mile 360 (adjacent to the Deadhorse airport)
to approximately mile 238 (Antigun River Bridge crossing). The
scope of the project shall include the restoration of the highway
to the original 281 design width, culvert replacements, and a

6" lift of gravel.

Rep. bette Cato, Chairman
House Transportation Ccranittee



HOUSE JOURNAL

HOUSE FINANCE COMMITTEE

LETTER OF INTENT FOR HB 177

The Department of Transportation and Public Facilities
shall begin work on culverts on the North Slope Haul

the following

locations:

Milke Creek
Arthur Creek
Stout Creek
Spoiled Mary Creek
Char Creek
Climb Creak
Terry Creek
Oksrukyik Creek
Polygon Creek
Sylvia Creek
Nina Creek

Sten Creek

Sam Cotten,

C

T

Chairman

Road at

House Finance Committee

April

21,

1981
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Original sponsors: Smith, Rogers,
Brown, et al

Funding Information
Gereral FUd  $11,305,000
Fuds

Other -0
$11,305,000
IN THE HOLEE By THE ANANCE COVMITTEE
SENATE G5 KR HOLEE BILL N 177 (Finance)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act neking appropriations to the Department of
Transportation ad Public Facilities for costs related
to the Janes Dalton Highway ard for inprovenments at
the Petersburg Airport; and providing for an effective
date.""
B IT BENACIED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE (F ALASKA

* Section 1. The sumof $8,000,000 i1s appropriated from the general fund
to the Departmrent of Transportation ard Public Facilities for resurfacing
the Janes Dalton highway.

* Sec.2. Thesumof $305,000 is appropriated from the general fund to
the Departnent of Transportation and Public Facilities, interior region
maintenance ard operations, for costs associated with opening the Janes
Dalton highway.

* Sec. 3. The sumof $3,000,000 is appropriated from the general fund to
the Departmrent of Transportation and Public Facilities for runway paving at
the Petersburg Airport.

* Sec.4. The appropriations mack by secs. 1 ad 3 of this Act are for
capital projects ad are subject to AS 37.25.020.

* Sec. 5. The urexpended ad unobligated portion of the appropriation
mack by sec. 2 of this Act lapses into the general fund Jure 30, 198L

* Sec. 6. This Act takes effect inmrediately in accordance with AS O1.10.-

070(c).

-1- SCSHB 177(Fin)



HOUSE BILL 177 am (making a special appropriation to the DOT-PF

2-18-81

3-30-81

4-12-81

4-27-81

4-29-81

5-13-81

Note

for the resurfacing of the highway from the Yukon
River to the Arctic Ocean)

Introduced by Representatives Smith, Rogers, Brown, Barnes,
Bettisworth, Fanning and Randolph
Ref: House Transportation and Finance

H. Transportation reported bill back with 4 *do pass®™ reco—
mmendations and 3 "no recs® (Zharoff, Hurlburt and Buchholdt)
and attaches a letter of intent (See Attachment A)

H. Finance reported bill back with 6 "do pass®™ recommendation
2 "no recs" (Adams and Carney) and 1 "no rec - put pike trail
along haul road® .(Buchholdt) and attaches a House Finance
letter of intent (See Attachment B)

House considered bill. An amendment by Bettisworth was
proposed and adopted which deleted the language "necessary
to bring up to secondary road standards”™ from the original
bill.

House passed the bill with amendment - 38-0. Neither the
Transportation nor Finance committee letters of intent were
adopted. (Transportation letter not moved for adoption...
objection on Finance letter of intent and motion to adopt
withdrawn)

Notice of reconsideration served by Rogers, Reconsideration
not taken up next day.

Ref: Senate Transportation, Finance

S. Transportation reported back with 2 "do pass®™ and 2
"no rec"(Sackett and Gilman) recommendations

5-7-81 House Transportation Committee offered Letter of
Intent to full House. It was unanimously adopted under
Unfinished Business (See Attachment C) and transmitted
to Senate.
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HB 59

The Judiciary Committee has had HOUSE BILL NO. 59 (relating
to election law violations) wunder consideration and reports
it back without recommendation. Concurring: ClockslIn,
O'Connell, Anderson and Phillips. Not concurring: Brown
(Chairman), Miller and Chuckwuk recommend do pass.

HB 59 was referred to the Rules Committee for placement
on the calendar.

HB 174

The Health, Education & Social Services Committee has had
HOUSE BILL NO. 174 (aid to families with dependent children;
effective date) wunder consideration and recommends it be
replaced with COMMITTEE SUBSTITUTE FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 174
(HESS)(same title) and that it do pass. Concurring: Clocksin
(Chairman), Beirne, Duncan, Martin and Cato.

HB 174 was referred to the Finance Committee.

HB 177

The Transportation Committee has had KGI'SE BILL NO. 177
(special appropriation to che Department of Tranjporcation
and Public Facilities for che resurfacing of Che highway
from che Yukon River to the Arctic Ocean; effective date)

under consideration, recommends it do pass and attaches
a lecter of intent. Concurring: Cato (Chairman), Hayes,
Fanning and Metcalfe. Not concurring: Zharoff, Hurlberc

and Buchholdt have no recommendation.
HB 177 was referred to the Finance Committee.
t

The letter of intent follows:

LETTER OF EHENT

HB 177

Ir.1e surrwf $8,000,00€k is appropriated from Che general fund
to the Department of Transportation and Public Facilities for
resurfacing of the highway from the Arctic Ocean to the Yukon
Fiver, beginning at die 360 (adjacent to the Deachorse airport)

to approximately mile 238 CAncigun Fiver Bridge crossing). The
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HB 177 continued

scope of die project shall Include the restoration of die highway
to die original 28' design width, culvert replacements, and a

6 1ift of gravel. "

Rep. Bette Cato, Chairman
Hcuse Transportation Ccnndttec

HB 277

The Transportation Committee has had HOUSE BILL NO. 277
(special appropriations to the Department of Transportation
and Public Facilities and the Department of Community and
Regional Affairs for erosion control and assessment pro-
jects; effective date) wunder consideration and recommends
it be replaced with COMMITTEE SUBSTITUTE FOR HOUSE BILL
NO. 277 (Transportation):

"An Act making special appropriations for

erosion control assessment and seawall

construction projects; and providing for

an effective date."”
and that it do pass. Concurring: Cato (Chairman), Hayes,
Hurlbert, Buchholdt, Metcalfe and Zharoff. Not concurring:
Fanning recommends do not pass.

HB 277 was referred to the Finance Committee.

EO 50

The following report was received from the Judiciary Committee:

JUDICIARY
CtMUmM E INEXEUTMVE GROR DO

March 28, 1981

The Honorable Jim Duncan
Speaker of the House
lean 214, Capitol Bldg.

Dear Mr. Speaker:
As you have noted informally, the time has now expired during which the

legislature could have acted to nullify Executive Order 50 by resolu-
tion.



1010 « HOUSE JOURNAL April 21, 1981

HB 177

The Finance Committee has had HOUSE BILL NO. 177 (making
a special appropriation to the Department of Transportation
and Public Facilities for the resurfacing of che highway
from the Yukon River to the Arctic Ocean; effective dace;
under consideration and recommends it do pass and attaches
a letter of intent. Concurring: Cotten (Chairman), Freeman,
Moss, Rogers, Haugen and Montgomery. Not concurring: Adams
and Carney have no recommendation. Buchholdt has no rec-
ommendation, "put bike trail along haul road."

HB 177 was referred to che Rules Committee for placement on
Che calendar.

The letter of intent follows:

HOUSE FINANCE COMMITTEE

LETTER OF INTENT FOR HB 177

The Department of Transportation and Public Facilities
shall begin work on culverts' on the North Slope Haul Road at
the following locations:

Milke Creek
Arthur Creek
Stout Creek
Spoiled Mary Creek
Char' Creek
Climb Creek
Terry Creek
Oksrukyik Creek
Polygon Creek
Sylvia Creek
Nina Creek

Sten Creek

Sam Cotten, Chairman
House Finance Committee
April 21, 1981
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HB 177am continued

LETTER OF INTENT
HB 177am
DALTON HIGHWAY '

FY '82 REPAIR WORK~"

It is che intent of the House of Representatives that appropriations for
the Dalton Highway for FY 82 be used in conjunction with each other.

House B ill 177 am appropriates the sun of $8,000,000 for FY 82. It is the
House's understanding that last year the legislature approved $2.6 million
in General Obligation Bonds for culvert repair along the Daltai Highway
(highway from the Yukon River bridge to the Arctic Ocean, AS 19.40).
Furthe., that this money is available for FY 82, and the Governor in his

FY 82 budget has requested $6 million for repairs to the Dalton Highway.

The House of Representatives intends that the $8 million appropriation to
DOT/PF be used for road repairs along the existing highway. This repair work
is to include a six-inch lift and crown of crushed base. The worst areas

shall be completed first.

If the $6 million dollar Governor's request is appropriated, the House of
Representatives intends it should be spent to complete road repairs from
Antigun north along the existing highway. This work shall include a six-inch

lift and crown of crushed base. The worst areas shall be conpleted first.

The House of Representatives recognizes the need for certain culvert repairs
and understands that a $2.6 million General Obligation bond established by
Ch 118 S1A 80 to the Department of Transportation and Public Facilities for
the Dalton Highway culvert repairs has not yet been spent. It is the intent
of the House that the appropriation be used in FY 82 to repair the following
culverts:

Milke Creek

Arthur Creek

Stout Creek

Spoiled Creek

Char Creek

Climb Creek

Terry Creek

Cksrukyxk Creek

Polygon Creek

Sylvia Creek

Nina Creek

Sten Creek

If the $2.6 million does not meet the cost for all of the above culvert
repairs, any additional monies needed shall be drawn from the Governor's

requested $6 million Dalton Highway appropriation if that appropriation is

Chairman, Transportation Committee
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RSN HB 17

TitleSpecied Appro, ic DQT/~pF for resurfacing Hicnwsy. ~Yttor, Rive =
Reauested bv Fed. Srri"tm, ez a Date -1-J?& <

AffECtEd Hiohwav Design & Construction

() .
Note: If hore trenare L conporent saifecied, Sparate lire-temenounts ad furding for eech
( ninﬂe%%m) "
BEPENDITURES  (Thousaros of Dillars)

Fra & H&8 & FIHS® &

PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL

C('J\II'RACTFI%SAL ........

FEOUPVEND
LAND &STRUCTURES
GRANTS. QAM, EIC

TOTAL

588888

FUNDING  (Thousardcs of Dllars)

FERER FUlEs e A
OTHER (cify Furd Soure)

PCHITIONS

HUL TIME
PART TIVE
TEVPORARY

. ANALYSIS (S Fisel Note Rreperation Irstructiars, Sction [11)

IV. DATE - 2/%/8l PREPAREDeY  Dae Tni

. o AGENCY Planning & Programing, DOT/PFT intertor Region
Quird: Lgyislaie Arae FHONE 24 CJi
cc: Budget and Management”

Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named)

33-001 (Rev. 12/80
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Funding Informatj Introduced: 2/18/81
General Fund agglﬁ)O0.000 Referred: Transportation and
Other Funds -0- Finance

$8,000,000
* BY SMITH,ROGERS,BROWN,
BARNES,BETTISWORTH,
IN THE HOUBE FANNING AND RANDOLPH

HOUSE BILL NO. 177 am
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act making a special appropriation to the Depart-
ment of Transportation and Public Facilities for the
resurfacing of the highway from the Yukon River to the
Arctic Ocean; and providing for an effective date.”
BE IT ENACTED BY Ti.J LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. The sum of $8,000,000 is appropriated from the general fund
to the Department of Transportation and Public Facilities for resurfacing
the highway from the Yukon River to the Arctic Ocean .

* Sec. 2. The appropriation made by this Act is for a capital project
and is subject to AS 37.25.020.

* Sec. 3. This Act takes effect immediately in accordance with AS 01.10.-

070(c).

-1- HB 177 am
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(11)

Mr. Speaker:

The Committee on

"An Act. making a special

FINANCE

HOUSE

FURTHER:

has had HB 177

appropriation to the Department of Transportation

and Public Facilities for the resurfacing of the highway from the Yukon

Pviver to the Arctic Ocean;

and providing for an effective date.”

under consideration and (a majority of the committee) (the committee)
reports it back with the following recommendations:

[ys] do pass

[ THo not pass

[ 1 do passwith attached amendments(s)

[ 1 replace with CS for

and recommends

[y 1 AND attaches a

[ 1 reports it back without

[ 1] referred to the

MEMBERS SIGNING
DO PASS ’\/7

A (R GRS i A

H 60 (Rev. 12/78)

[ Jsame title
[ Jnew title

"Letter of Intent” [ 1 New Fiscal Note

recommendation

Committee

MEMBERS HAVING
OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS:

Fooawn i [it fW o0

I ‘ww'ksziy "
P - JcqL fc
/0" -V /

i >

i c,x »
CHAIRMAN
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Funding Information Introduced: 2/18/81
General Fund $8,000,000 Referred: Transportation and
Other Funds -0- Finance
ANFJXCTO ; Wg
BY SMITH,ROGERS,BROWN,
BARNES,BETTISWORTH,
IN THE HOUSE FANNING- AND RANDOLPH
HOUSE BILL NO. 177
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act making a special appropriation to the Depart—
ment of Transportation and Public Facilities for the
resurfacing of the highway from the Yukon River to the
Arctic Oceanj and providing for an effective date.
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. The sura of $8,000,000 is appropriated from the general fund
to the Department of Transportation and Public Facilities for resurfacing
necessary to bring the highway from the Yukon River to the Arctic Ocean up
to secondary road standards.

* Sec. 2. The appropriation made by this Act is for a capital project
and iIs subject to AS 37.25.020.

* Sec. 3. This Act takes effect immediately in accordance with AS 01.10.-

070(c).

'1‘ HB 177
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HOUSE FINANCE COMMITTEE

LETTER OF INTENT FOR HB 177

The Department of Transportation and Public Facilities

shall begin work on culverts on the North Slope Haul

the following

locations:

Milke Creek
Arthur Creek
Stout Creek
Spoiled Mary Creek
Char Creek
Climb Creek
Terry Creek
Oksrukyik Creek
Polygon Creek
Sylvia Creek
Nina Creek

Sten Creek

Sam Cotten, Chairman
House Finance Committee

April

21,

1981

Road at
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HOUSE FINANCE COMMITTEE

LETTER OF INTENT FOR HB 177

The Department of Transportation and Public Facilities
shall begin work on culverts on the North Slope Haul Road at
the following locations:

Milke Creek
Arthur Creek
Stout Creek
Spoiled Mary Creek
Char Creek
Climb Creek
Terry Creek
Oksrukyik Creek
Polygon Creek
Sylvia Creek
Nina Creek

Sten Creek

Sam Cotten, Chairman
House Finance Committee
April 21, 1981






TO: REP. ADAMS
FROM: MARLA

April 20, 1981

RE: CULVERTS ALONG THE NORTH SLOPE HAUL ROAD WITHIN THE
NORTH SLOPE BOROUGH NEEDING REMEDIAL ACTION

I got these cost estimates from Larry Sodin, DOT/PF .Fairbanks.
He said these estimates were based on current work being done

on culverts this past year.

No work has been done on these areas

-ft* M«rft £{fopt tW . (Ur.

Milke Creek
Arthur Creek
Stout Creek
Spoiled Mary Creek
Char Creek

Climb Creek
Terry Creek
Oksrukuyik Creek
Polygon Creek
Sylvia Creek
Nina Creek

Sten Creek 1

220.
254.
581.
4.
145.
364.
-, 218.
254.
254.
109.
181.
123.

Total 2,707.



Funding Information Introduced: 2/18/81

General Fund  1,U00,000 Referred: Transportation and
Other Funds -0- Finance
BY SMITH,ROGERS.BROW,
BARNES, BETTISWORTH,
IN THE HOUEE FANNING AND RANDOLPH

HOUSE BILL NO. 177
IN THE LEGISLATURE COF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act making a special appropriation to the Depart-
ment of Transportation and Public Facilities for the
resurfacing of the highway from the Yukon River to the
Arctic Ocean: and providing for an effective date.
BE IT BENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
* Section 1. The sum of $8,000,000 is appropriated from the general fund
to the Department of Transportation and Public Facilities for resurfacing
necessary to bring the highway from the Yukon River to the Arctic Ocean up
to secondary road standards.
* Sec. 2. The appropriation made by this Act is for a capital project
and is subject to AS 2?.25.020.
* Sec. 3. This Act takes effect immediately in accordance with AS 01.10.-
070(c).

'1' HB 177



NORTH SLOPE BOROUGH
p. 0. box €©
BARROW. ALASKA ©0723

TELEPHONE (907) SS2.2S.1l ',

April 16, 1981

Tho Honorable Al Adams
House of Representatives
Pouch V

Juneau, Alaska 99811 e

Dear Sir:

Detailed below is a schedule of estimated costs involved in the
Borough®s monitoring, planning, management and environmental protection
program for the Haul Road. Please note that we have differentiated be —
tween basic administrative work and emergency support (i.e., medical
services and public safety) but this in no way implies that the emergency
support receives lesser priority. V.

STAFF AND RESPONSIBILITIES SALARY

1 PLANNER - Update comprehensive plan,
zoning, historic analysis $65,000

1 EPO OFFICER - Monitor spills, streanms,
culverts, camp clean-up and operation,
and gravel use 60,000

2 SUBSISTENCE 4 WILDLIFE OFFICEESt- -Analyze
caribou migration patterns and impact of
road and corridor use on all subsistence
species and habitat 120,000

1 VILLAGE LIAISON - Establish and maintain
2-way communications on haul road uses with
villages of Anaktuvuk Pass, Nuigsut and
Kaktovik 50,000

SUBTOTAL: $295,000

TRAVEL - Per diem, etc. 50,000
VEHICLES, FIELD EQUIPMENT, ETC. 75,000
SUBTOTAL: $420,000



Representative Al Adams -2- April 16, 1981

CONTRACT WORK CONTRACT COSTS

1. Finish nomination of at least 10-20 cultural sites
for the National Register of Historic Places $100,000

2. Establish base-line data on environment, pollution,
subsistence, user patterns and impact, etc. with
literature research, limited field work, analysis of
records, and interviews. Use various combinations of
written and audio-visual material to communicate the-
results and findings. 180,000

SUBTOTAL: $280,000

PUBLIC SAFETY 8 EMERGENCE MEDICAL SERVICES SUPPORT COSTS
,4 PUBLIC SAFETY/EMS OFFICERS - Provide emergency
and medical support as needed 200,000
TRAVEL - Per diem, etc. 50.000
VEHICLES, FIELD EQUIPMENT, ETC. 75.000
SUBSISTENCE AND SUPPORT SERVICES 65.000

SUBTOTAL: $390,000

To provide the staff, complete the contract work, and provide emergency
and public safety services, the grand total will be $1,090,000.

If you need additional information, please call me at your earliest
possible convenience.

cc: Conrad Bagne
Borough Attorney

JA:eap

(CONFIRMATION COPY: TELECOPIED ON 4/16/81)



THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

m-ISCAL NOTE

. REQUEST

Bill/Resolution No. H»B. 177 ]
TitleSpecial Appro, to DOT/PF for resurfacing Highway, Yukon River to Arctic Ucean

Requested bv Rsp. Smith, et al Date 4/20/81

Il.  FISCAL DETAIL
Agency Affected DOT/PF

Program Category Affected Highway Design & Construction

BRU, Program, or Subprogramy(s) Affected
(Note If more than one budget component is affected, separate line-item amounts and funding for each

component in the analysis section.)
EXPENDITURES  (Thousands of Dollars)

FY 81 FY 82 FY 83 FY 84 FY .85 FY 86

LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC.

100 PERSONAL SERVICES
200 TRAVEL

300 CONTRACTUAL

400 COMMODITIES

500 EOUIPMENT

600

700

TOTAL

FUNDING  (Thousands of Dollars)
GENERAL FUND 8,000.00d

FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER (Specify Fund Source)

POSITIONS

FULL TIME
PART TIME
TEMPORARY

I1l. ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section III)

IV. DATE ,2/26/81 PREPARED BY Dawve Tr . ] ] ]
AGENCY  Planning & Profiraffifriing, DOT/PF, interior Region

Original: Legislative Finance PHONE

(0 0 Budget and Management

Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named)

33-001 (Rev. 12/80
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HOUSE JOURNAL

LETTER OF INTENT

HB 177 4

The sum of $8,000,000. is appropriated from the general fund

to the Department of Transportation and Public Facilities for
resurfacing of the highway from the Arctic Ocean to the Yukon
River, beginning at mile 360 (adjacent to the Deadhorse airport)
to approximately mile 238 (Antigun River Bridge crossing). The
scope of the project shall include the restoration of the highway
to the original 281 design width, culvert replacements, and a

6”7 lift of gravel.

Rep. Bette Cato, Chairman
House Transportation Corrmittee
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THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASQXf\C C<5

TWELFTH LEGISLATURE CI£LC& yA pevr\y
FISCAL NOTE Amended 2/18/82

REQUEST

Bill/Resolution No._ ~ HB 180

Title An Act..Revising the Drug-Laws.
u

Requested by House diciary .Date 2/18/82.
1. FISCAL DETAIL

Agency Affected- Alaska Court System

Program Category Affected- Administration of Justice

BRU, Pro?ram, Or Subprogram(s) Affected Trial Courtis
(Note: more than one budget component is affected, separate line-item
amounts and funding for each component in the analysis section.)

BEXPENDITURES (Thousands of Dollars)
Fy 82 F 8 F 8 F 8 F 8 F &

100 PERSONAL SERVICES 97.8 106.0 116.0 127.0 139.0
200 TRAVEL

300 GCONTRACTUAL

400 COMVODITIES

500 EQUIPVENT 6.7

600 LAND & STRUCTURES

700 GRANTS,CLAIMS,ETC.

TOTAL 104.5 106.0 116.0 127.0 139.0

FUNDING  (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL AUND 104.5 106,0 116.0 127.0 139.0
FEDERAL RUNCS
OHER (Specify Source)

POSITIONS

FULL TIVE 4 4 4 4 a
PART TIVE
TEVPORARY

I11. ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instruction, Section I11)

The original fiscal note for HB 180 stated that there is no apparent fiscal
impact on the Court System from revising the drug laws.

However, in discussing this bill with the Anchorage Police Department, we have
been informed that they are adding 9 new officers and asking for 16 additional
officers, largely in response to the drug bill. This will lead to a greater
number of arrests, particularly on misdemeanor possession charges. W have

also learned that the District Attorney expects to prosecute more cases under
the new law than in the past. The impact of these increased prosecutions will
be primarily in the metropolitan locations. While the number of additional
cases are not expected to be sufficient to support additional judicial resources,
the increase in filings and trials will create additional paperwork, files,

and clerical support requirements.

Therefore, it is estimated that the Anchorage court will need two additional
clerk I's and one additional clerk 11, and that the Fairbanks court will need
an additional clerk 1. The cost of these positions is broken out below.

(Continued)

Page 1 of 2 N

Iv. DNTE ~ 2/18/82 PREPARED BY Richard P. Barrier \] (
. . . . AGENCY Alaska Court System

Original: Legislative Finance PHONE -264-0545

CcC: Budget and Management

Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named)
33-001 (Rev. 12/81) ( g



COMMITTEE REPORT

HOUSE
0)
FURTHER:
i/r/82
Date oi-1 A\
Mr. Speaker:
The Committee on ri . has had 1

Act revising the drug laws and T-aZird amendments to the criwin:

laws 0" the state; and oi-oviding far an effective elite.””

under consideration and reports it back as follows:

[

]

do pass [ ] do not pass

do pass with attached amendments(s)
[ ] same title

replace with CS for emf oA A O [ 1 new title
and recommends di _
AND attaches a "Letter of Intent” [ 1] New Fiscal Note

reports it back without recommendation

[ ] referred to the Committee
VMEVBERS SIGNING VMEVBERS HAVING
DO PASS OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS:
| 5
Jy! X 1
A V- )
CHAIRMAN

H 60 (Rev. 3/81)



THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

- FISCAL NOTE

I, .REQUEST . .
Bill/Resolution No. House Bill 180 7

Title "An Act revising the drug laws and making amendments to the “criminal Taws of
/ Requested bv Representative Barnes Date 1/8/82 the State

1. FISCAL AlL
Aaencv AFgected Department of Health & Social Services,

; Program Category AffectedOffender Confinement.

Division o% Adult Corrs.
Reformation and Supervision e ~e

BRU, Program, Or Subprogram(s) Affected ArinTt Confinement; Probation &JCcnnnmity
i (Note IT .more than one budget component is affected, separate line-item Programs
C"viSz- ..7amounts and funding for each component in the analysis section.) . ......
i, o= o -V - Tox o Jeo o o &
“v EXPENDITURES. (Thousands of Dollars) * v 4 fid
o K- e . eoo, .
\Vj qﬁL-; FY- 82 FY 83 8f FY 8 FY 86. FYy 87
%
100 PERSONAL SERVICES - 112.5 739.2 788.3 844.1  .903.1.
200 travel | |:’ b4 ii.b 12.6 e 18.4 20.1
300 CONTRACTUAL™ . 18.7 122.7 171.9 204.9 242 .2
400 COMMODITIES 23.9_ 111.9 122.0 132.9 144 .9
500 EQUIPMENT - 4.0 12.0 .
600 LAND & STRUCTURES 26026 :9r! * t
700 GRANTS,CLAIMS,ETC. _—
TOTAL -i*.;  '6188.2¢ 992.2 1,095.3 1,200.3 1,31~.3 ¢
FUNDING (Thousands of Dollars)
GENERAL FUND -0- _ 992.2 1.095.3 1.200.3 1.310.3
FEDERAL FUNDS -
OTHER (Specify Source) » & _
POSITIONS
FULL TIME *-0- 3 19 19 19 -19 -
PART TIME .
TEMPORARY
tjll. ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instruction, Section 111):~”
—A_. PrdgTart®"Impact ee ; o <

It is predicted that enactment of this proposed legislation would

have a significant fiscal inpact on the Division of Adult Corrections.
It is inpossible to estimate the fiscal inpact from historical data
alone. This fiscal note was developed by using Department of Law
“estimates for projected rates of arrest and conviction and by analysis
of the limited data of the Division of Adult Corrections. The current
building program is capable of housing inmates projected under

current statutes and policies. In-state facilities are currently
operating at close to emergency levels and beds made available by the
Federal Bureau of Prisons are essentially full, therefore new beds and

staff would be required in order to care for the predlcted additional,
inmates. ©

«lV. DATEJanUary 19, PREPARED BY _ R<yer

AGENCY_ Division of Adult Correcti0
PHONE_I  465-3376

1982 -

Originals Legislative Finance

cc: Budget and Management
Prime Sponsor (First- Legislator Named)

33-001 (Rev. 12/81) <



institutional staffing requirements will be 11 Correctional

«Officers Il, 1 Correctional Officer 111, 2 Psychological Counselors 11
, and 2 Clerk Ill"s. Two additional Probation Officer 1l positions
".*ewould be required to assume the workload increase of pre-sentence

reports and street supervisionof probationers and parolees, with one .

e Clerk Typist 11l for necessary.clerical support. The projected impact
is in three program areas: ; increased sentenced felons; increased

AN A ? e
INCREASEQWSENlEQCED n.%Lth / ? eV o
Attachmentmh i s a matrix displaying a representative assessment of felony-1
drug offenders as affected by, current law, and as impacted by provisions

It is noted that- the first year impact is predicted to be 16;. second -
year impact raises the total to .55; fouirth year to 80, and long termY,; ; oy
eimpact a total, of 86//See graphattachment 2. Planning and fiscal '/;
realities indicate need for all 86 beds; to be funded in the first fiscal ;y
year.- Consideririg the approximate three year planning-construction _ .F
cycle/the inpracticality of adding a srall number of cells at a time, -

and considering."the overall inflationary- impact, all.beds should be 7/

funded.at one-time, .- 5 : o "V.-V"

INCREASED BOOKINGS AND WSDEMEANANTS: widl 0"-/V . , 3

The equivalent of two beds (man years) would be necessitated in order to =
house those additional numbers of persons booked for drug offenses and

for those who would now be sentenced to misdemeanor offenses as a result

of this proposed legislation. <This two bed increase (full time equivalent
of .two offenders) would accoomodate the expected increase of up to 250
arrestees per year, and up to 100 misdemeanants serving an average of

five days each."..../: - T e MU
INCREASED PRQBATIQN/PARQLE *TORKDQADS: ; ; V X7~ "« “'me"
Probation/parole workloads would be impacted. It is assumed®"that two"

additional probation officers would be required to complete the 86
additional pre-sentence reports, plus additional caseload supervision,
related reports and other activities. . - .

B.- Fiscal Impact
1. Capital Costs. =V,

. **onstruction of 88 additional beds. The fiscal note has been
developed with the assumption that the 88 beds would be added
to the 300 bed facility in the Division®"s FY 1983 capital
budget. By adding the beds to an existing project, the cost
per. bed is estimated to be $70,900 rather than the estimated
$136,600 per bed when all core facilities (heating plant,
kitchen, administration, recreation, etc.) are included in a
totally new institution. Therefore, the estimated capital
costs would he $6,239,200.

2. Operating Costs =
a. Personnel * e

- Correctional Officer 111

- Correctional. Officer 11 .
- Psychological Counselor Il

Probation Officer 11 «

- Clerk 111

- Clerk Typist 111

¥ =

PN R RP
1



Personal Services costs are based on the FY 1982 salary
schedule, with an annual inflation rate of 7%. The staff
for probation/parole activities would be required in FY 1983.
The institutional staff would, be hired upon completion of
the new beds, estimated to be in FY 1984.

b. Other costs included are those related directly to the
physical and health Tieeds of the additional inmate case- .. /
load.. These costs reflect the increase in.the inmate <y
population over the period covered by this fiscal note. /-;.
M inflation factor of 9% was used for costs included-in "my e’
the categories of. travel, contractual services, coonodities
;- and grants.//-;1*: \

Caution should be taken when considering the fiscal impact identified
in this fiscal note."; 'lIt is impossible to predict with any certainty
the course of each of the variables resulting from this proposed legis
lation. Any changes in the variables or the assumptlons could signi—
ficantly change the fiscal impact of H.B. 180.
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THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

FISCAL*NOTE

REQUEST .
Bill/Resolution No. House Bill 180

TitleAn Act Revising the Drug laws and Making Amendﬁénts to the Criminal Laws of
Requested bv douse Judiciary Cormittee Date .1/18782 .. the stab

FISCAL DETAIL " C e e, -

Agency Affected Department of *

Program Category Affected Administration of Justice

BRU, Program, Or Subprogram(s) Affected Prosecution

(Note: If more than one budget component is affected, separate line-item
amounts and funding for each component in the analysis section.)

EXPENDITURES (Thousands of Dollars)
~ & FY 83 ™ g FY 8 FY 8 FY 87 m

100 PERSONAL SERVICES 13/.0  "1/B.2 lyz.5 zu/.y 224.5
200 TRAVEL 4bh.2 11.8 30.0 32.4 35.0
300 CONTRACTUAL 5977 47.2 51.0 55.1 59.5
400 COMMODITIES 11.3 3.7 4.0 A9 A R
500 EQUIPMENT 15.7 0 9 0 0

600 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS,CLAIMS,ETC.

TOTAL 270.4 256.9 277.5 299.7 323.6

FUNDING (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 276.4“< 256.9 277.5 299.7 323.6
FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER (Specify Source)

POSITIONS
PULL TIME - 470- 4.0 14."0 4.0 4.0
PART TIME 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
*TEMPORARY
111, ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instruction, Section IIl)

Three distinct fiscal impacts will occur as a result of
passage of this bill, and are reflected in this fiscal note.

First, because the bill constitutes a complete and comprehensive
revision of existing drug laws, it will be necessary to

conduct a statewide training program for law enforcement
officers, prosecutors and other effected members of the

criminal jJjustice system prior to the effective date of the

bill. The training program for law enforcement officers

will include an updated review of the law of search and

seizure in addition to the substantive changes 1in the criminal
law made by this bill. A similar program was conducted by

the criminal division of the department prior to the effective

rv. PATE January 18, 1982 PREPARED BY Daniel W Hickey, Prosecutor

AGENCY

Original: Legislative Finance PHONE
cc: Budget and Management

Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named)

33-001 (Rev. 12/81)



Bill/Resolution No. House Bill 180
.Title": : An Act Revising the Drug Laws and Making Amendments to
the Criminal Laws of the State
Requested by: House Judiciary Committee
Date: January 18, 1982

ANALYSIS (continued)

date of the revised criminal code. This program involved 3
day training sessions for in excess of 1300 police officers
throughout the state. In addition, separate training sessions
were conducted for judges, prosecuting attorneys, probation
officers and members of the Alaska Bar Association. The
program was very successful and resulted in fully preparing
persons involved in the criminal justice system for the many -
wide-ranging changes which were made by the code.

The training program envisioned under this bill will not be

.as complex, nor require as many sessions as that required for °
;the revised criminal code. Sessions will be restricted to
between eight and twelve principal locations in the state

and it is assumed that both state and municipal agencies

will provide whatever funds are necessary to send personnel

to one of the sessions. Direct training costs include

.travel expenses for instructors for the sessions, the prep—
aration of materials and those costs associated with conducting

the sessions themselves. Those costs are as follows:
100 Personal Services -0-
200 Travel 20.5
300 Contractual 16.0
400 Commodoties 4.0
500 Equipment -0-
4075

Second, the department has requested two additional support
positions to assist in its efforts to vigorously prosecute
offenses involving the unlawful trafficking in controlled
substances. Last legislative session, as a consequence of
increased funding recommended by the House Task Force on
Violent Crime, the department was able to fund an attorney
position whose primary emphasis and expertise is in the area
"of. prosecuting complex drug offenses. In addition for the
ongoing prosecution of major drug cases, the position provides
assistance to law enforcement agencies throughout the state
during the course of complex drug investigations and assists
in developing ongoing training programs and investigative
procedures.

This fiscal note includes funding for a paralegal and secre—
tarial position assigned to the drug attorney position. The
paralegal will be responsible for assisting the attorney 1in
case preparation and appellate research, for presenting
public education programs on controlled substance offenses
and abuse upon request by interested civic groups and schools,
and for assisting in the effort to provide continuing legal
education programs for police officers on drug offenses,
particularly in rural Alaska. The secretarial position will
provide support services for the attorney and paralegal and
will be responsible for preparing complex legal briefs for
the appellate courts.

The department has not requested any additional attorney
positions to handle the increase in prosecution that 1is
likely to result from enactment of this bill. This increase
will result primarily from the fact that cases that had
previously been viewed as not prosecutable because of defects
in current law can be prosecuted under this bill. We will
closely monitor the actual effect of the bill on our caseload
during the initial two year period it is effective, and
should our caseload increase significantly it may become
necessary to request additional positions in future years.



Bill/Resolution No. House Bill 180

Title: An Act Revising the Drug Laws and Making Amendments to
the Criminal Laws of the State

Requested by: House Judiciary Committee

Date: January 18 f 1982

ANALYSIS (Continued) eee- .

It also should be noted that no new positions have been
requested to handle pre-trial diversion of appropriate cases
under this bill. Existing positions in the pre-trial
diversion component will be adequate to handle any increase
in workload attributable to this legislation.

Costs for the positions are:

Paralegal Asst. Legal Secretary
100 Personal Services”® 28.9 22.8
200 Travel ... 6.0 3.6
300 Contractual . N 11.0 .6
400 Commodoties 2.5 2.7
500 Equipment ... 1.2 12.9
TOTALS: 49.6 42.6

Included in the foregoing are single-time new position
purchases of $14.1 in equipment and $2.4 in commodities,.
The largest expense is 12.2 for an IBM word processor.

The final area of fiscal impact under the bill relates to

the work of the Controlled Substances Advisory Committee
under proposed Secs. 11.71.100, 11.71.110 and 11.71.120.
Under the bill, the committee is charged with the respons—
ibility of providing policy coordination for all activities
relating to drug use and abuse. At present, these activities
are not coordinated and law enforcement programs, treatment
programs and legitimate industry enforcement efforts are
often pursuing competing goals and objectives.

Minimal staff resources will be required to support the work
of the committee concerning the classification of controlled
substances and the development of policy and program coord—
ination in the area of drug abuse. A Criminal Justice
Planner (PFT), a Research Analyst 11 (PFT), and a parttime
Clerk Typist 111 would provide the necessary staff to the
committee in meeting the statutory duties soecified in AS
11.70.110.

The Committee would meet quarterly alternating between
Anchorage and Juneau.

Costs for the positions and the Committee would be reflected
as additions to the Office of Justice Assistance®"s FY 83
Budget.

Committee Staff

100 Personal Services -0- 85.8
200 Travel 11.1 5.0
300 Contractual -0- - 32.1
400 Commodities. -0- 2.1
500 Equipment -0-- 1.2
TOTAL: 11.1 126.2

Included in the foregoing are single-time new position
costs of 1.2 for equipment and 1.5 for commodities.

FY 83 new position costs have been calculated on the basis
of 10 mohth funding. Consequently, cost projections for FY
84 and beyond have been calculated on the basis of full year
funding and through our annual inflation adjustment of 8%,
after removing single-time non-salary new position costs and
single-time training expenses.



THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

FISCAL NOTE - WPDATE

. REQUEST
Bill/Resolution No. C3B 180 "An Act revising the drug laws and meking
Title angndmnnt-s to the criminal laws nf the St.atp: and providing for an effertive
Requested by +woikp FinanrP rnrmrittPP Date2-2-82 date."
. FISCAL DETAIL
Agency A ffected Department of Commerce & Economic D evelopment
Program Category Affected Public Protection ~

BRU, Program, Or Subprogram(s) Affected rppniation ft licensing nf professions: adm
(Note: If more than one budget component is affected, separate li.ne-item boards
amounts and funding for each component in the analysis section.)investigatio

EXPENDITURES (Thousands of Dollars)

FY 88 fy a4 FY 85~ FY 8& FY FY 8%
100 PERSONAL SERVICES 115.9 115.9_ 80.7- 80.7  80.7 80.7
200 TRAVEL 17.4 19.1 18.4 20.2 22.2 24 .4
300 CONTRACTUAL 12.7 13.8 15.1 15.4  17.9 18.5
400 COMMODITIES n n. n n ) n
500 EQUIPMENT 5.0 n n 0 n n
600 LAND & STRUCTURES 3.7 3.7 274 2.4 2.4 2.4

700 GRANTS,CLAIMS,ETC.

TOTAL 155.6  152.5  116.5  119.7 12%.2  126.0

FUNDING (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL AUND 155.6 152.5 116.5 119,7 123.2 126.0
FEDERAL RUNDS
OTHER (Specify Source)

POSITIONS

FULL TIME 3 3 2 2 2 2
PART TIME .
TEVPORARY

I1l1. ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instruction, Section I11)

PERSONAL SERVICES - FY'82 salary schedule.(according to budget directions, no inflation
factor to be projected)

2 Investigators, (1 inAnch, 1 in Southeast), range 18, 12 mos.

gen. govt.(costs areif investigators are hired by Dept, of Commerce,

rather than if hired by Public Safety). $ 80,969.00
1 Regulations Specialist,range 16, 12 mos. gen. govt. (FY'82 - FY' 83

only, as needed to research and formulate necessary regulations with

the Board of Pharmacy) . e 35,252.00

Total $ 115,948.00
TRAVEL - 10% inflation factor projected.

Patient Qualification Review Committee, to be appointed by Board of
Pharmacy. 4 members (2-Anch, 1-Fbks, 1-Southeast), 3 meetings per yr.,

(1 ea. in Anch, Fbks, &SE), 3 days ea., travel costs plus per diem 4,188.00

@ $80/"ay DATE 2-2-82 prepared (Cont.
Original: Legislative Finance B%ﬁg_&l,glﬁf;gg'nf Occupational - Licensing
ccC: ‘Budget and Management

Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named)
33-001 (Rev. 12/01)
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CSHB 180 continued. Fiscal Note

Board of Pharmacy, 7 members, travel costs and per diem @ $80/day for
2 licensing/disciplinary hearings in Anchorage (this is in addition to
appropriated funds budgeted for regular board meetings and hearings in

FY'82 detail budget) * 3,022.00
Investigators - travel costs and per diem @ $80/day to attend Board
of Pharmacy meetings and licensing/disciplinary hearings as necessary
due to additional regulatory and enforcement activities of the Board
of Pharmacy as mandated by C3B 180. Estimate 3 trips per year for
each investigator, 1 day ea. 2,486.00
Investigators - travel costs and per diem @ $80/day to perform
inspections throughout the State (approx. 90 facilities) 7,000.00
Regulations Specialist - travel costs and per diem @ $80/day,
to attend Board of Pharmacy meetings and proposed regulation
hearings as neccessary due to additional regulatory and enforce-
ment activities of the board. Estimate 3 trips per year in FY'82-
FY'83, Iday each (Anch, Fbks, and Southeast) 700.00
Total $17,396.00
CONTRACTUAL - 9% inflation factor projected.
Duplication and mailing costs of new registration forms and
regulations; publication costs for proposed regulations and
hearings, and general operating and computer costs to imple-
ment new registration process. $ 7,000.00
Licensing/Disciplinary Hearings - Costs estimated from past
Guide Board hearings held in Decenber 1981. Anticipate 3 hearings
per year. In estimating one day hearings, the following costs are
considered:
~Average 6 hour days.
Hearing Officer @$75/hour 450.00
Court Reporter @ $25/hour 150.00
10 exhibits, .45 ea 4.50
3 witnesses, 1/2 day ea., @12.50 " 37.50
1 expert witness, 2 hours@$150/hr 300.00
Transcript, avg. 210 pages @.50/page 945.00
1,887.00
** Other costs such as transportation of witnesses, taking of 3
depositions and other special handling can increase cost. $ 5,661.00
EQUIPMENT - one time expense in FY132
3 desks, double pedestal (60x30) $ 1,280.76
3 chairs, exec., swivel with ams 706.62
2 typewriters, correcting selectric, dual pitch 2,057.62
2 file cabinets, 5 drawer, legal with lock 617.66
1 file cabinet, 4 drawer, legal without lock 252.60
2 typewriter tables 203.84
3 chairs, side without ams (contour) 285.48
3 calculators, desk, printing 10-digit 534.78
Initial equipment needed for 3 Positions. Total $ 5,939.40
LAND & STRUCTURES
3 positions, FY1B2-FY183, 60 sq.ft @ $1.70/no. X 3 positions,
12 mos. $ 3,672.00
2 positions, FY'84-FY'87, 60 sq.ft @ $1.70/mo.“X 2 positions,
12 mos. $ 2,448.00



FISCAL NOTE

,R5QU&T .
Bill/Resolution No.* HOUSE BILL #180 (NO- 1) _—

TitleRevising the Drug Laws and making amendments to criminal laws
Requested bv -Bill-Cook Legislative Counsel Date Jan. 8. 19S2

FISCAL DETAIL L:-

Agency Affected Department of Public Safety

Program Category Affected m6tate Troopers

BRU, Program, or Subprogram(s) Affected Narcotics Unit

(Note: If more than one budget component is affected, separate line-item amounts and funding for each
. component in the analysis section.)

EXPENDITURES (Thousands of Dollars)

FY 31 " FY 82 FY 83 FY 84 FY .85 FY86

m. PERSONAL SERVICES Q
J0. TRAVEL" = 0
OA-CONTRACTUAL.. 0
10 COMMODITIES- 0

O_ -EQUIPMENT .

0_ LAND & STRUCTURES
0  GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC.

TOTAL

FUNDING ‘(Thousands of Dollars)

L

m

)
~
w
©

@

Q.
<

Fund Source)

POSITIONS

LL TIME
T TIME
IPORARY

ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section IlI)

Basically this Bill consolidates and revises the Alaska Drug Laws and patterns
them after the Uniform Controlled Substances Act and the Federal Controlled
Substances Act of 1970. It also enacts uniform penalities to conform with

the 1978 Revision of Alaskas Criminal Code. Passage of this Bill will not

i pact the Department of Public Safety fiscally.

DATE January 12. 1982 PREPARED BY Captain Lowell Parker
GENCY Alaska State Troopers
al: Legislative Finance '*PHONE 269-5620

Budget and Management
Prime Sponsor (First* Legislator Named)

01 (Rev. 12/30)



