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COMMITTEE REPORT

SENATE

FURTHER:
4/4/52

Date:

Mr. President:
The Committee on  FIHATICE has had B k7
Special appropriation to cue Dopavement of Transportation and Public
EtaC|PI|t||es l}?r (cjotnstrucuon of harbor facilities at St. :aorge and
. Paul; cff. date

under consideration and (a majority of the committee) (tl.-e committee)
reports it back with the following™ recommendations:

[ ] do pass [ ]do not pass

f ] do passwith attached amendments(s)

| ] replace with CSfor
and recommends

l same title
new title

[ ] AND attaches a "Letter of Intent” [ ] New Fiscal Note
[ ] reports it back without recommendation
[ ] referred to the Committee
MEMBERS SIGNING MEMBERS _HAVING
DO PASS OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS:
A
| 1

CHAIRMAN
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Original sponsor: Mulcahy i
Funding [nformation ok T o Ve
General Fund ' 1231000,000 e
Other Funds -0- '
$25,00UTW(T -
S VX
IN THE SENATE BY THE FINANCE COMMITTEE
" " CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 87 (Finance)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA w4
o mllii'sW
THIRTEENTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION v c

A BILI.
For an Act entitled: "An Act making a special appropriation to the forest
products business loan gquarantee fund; reappropriat-
ing money from the forest products business loan

WK

guarantee fund; and providing for an effective date."
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. The sum of $25,000,000 is appropriated from the reserve
for emergency operating expenses account in the general fund (AS 37.05.159)
to the forest products business loan guarantee fund (AS 45.94).

* Sec. 2. Money from the appropriation made by sec. 1 of this Act that

is obligated for the purpose of guaranteeing a forest products business
loan is reappropriated to 'the emergency operating expenses account in the
general fund (AS 37.05.159) as the principal of the guaranteed loan is
paid, in amounts equal tothe percentage of the Jloanguarantee multiplied
by the payments on the principal of the loan. . g
* Sec. 3. The unexpended and unobligated portion of the appropriation
made Dby sec. 1 of this Act lapses into the emergency operating expenses
account in the general fund (AS 37.05.159) on the earlier of the following
dates:
(1) one year from the -effective dateof this Act;
(2) the date of a proclamation issued by the governor under
AS 37.05.159(h)(1) requiring that money in excess of the balance in the

emergency operating expenses account be used for operatingexpenses "of
state government; the lapse provisions of this paragraph apply only to the
extent of the difference between the amountrequired by the governor's

-1- CSSB 87 (Fin)
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committee:. report

SENATE

FURTHER -./FINANCE
1/28/83

Date: <3/

Mr. President;

The Committee on TRANSPORTATION has had SB 87

Making a special appropriation to the Department of Transportation
and Public Facilities for construction of harbor facilities at
St. George and St. Paul; eff. date

under consideration anci (a2 majority of the committee) (the committee)
reports it back with the following recommendations:

doAATss [ ] do not pass

[ ] do pass with attached amendments(s) ,

, | same title

[ 1 replace with CS for ] new title
and recommends

[ ] AND attaches a "Letter of Intent" [ ] New Fiscal Note

[ ) reports it back without recommendation

[ 1 referred to the Committee

MEMBERS SIGNING MEMBERS HAVING

DO PASS OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS;
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Introduced: 1/28/83
Referred: Transportation
and Finance
Funding Information
General Fund $20,400,000
Other Funds -0-
$20,400,000
IN THE SENATE BY MULCAHY
SENATE BILL NO. 87
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
THIRTEENTH 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

construction of harbor facilities at St. George and

St. Paul; and providing for an effective date."”
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. The sum of $20,400,000 is appropriated from the general
fund to the Department of Transportation and Public Facilities for con—
struction of harbor facilities at St. George and St. Paul as follows:

St. George boat harbor $ 8,400,000
phase 1 of St. Paul boat harbor 12,000,000

* 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 July 1, 1983.

-1- SB 87



Page 1 of 4

STATE OF ALASKA

FISCAL NOTE |Revision Date; 11/30/8 3~
REQUEST 1. FISCAL DETAIL
Bill/Resolution Mo.: SB 87 Agency Affected: DOI&F
Title: Appropriation to DOI&F for constr of Program Category Affected: Transportation
harbor facilities at St. George & St. Paul RRU, Program or Subproaram(s) Affected:
Sponsor:  Senator Mulcahv Design and Construction

Requestor: Transportation & Finance
Date of Request: 10/.L/83 —~————

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (Thousands of Dollars)
OPERATING Fy &4 Fy 8 FY 8 FYy 87 Fy 8 Fy 89

100 PERSONAL SERVICES

200 TRAVEL

300 CONTRACTUAL

400 COMMODITIES

500 EQUIPMVENT

600 LAND & STRUCTURES

700 GRANTS, CLAIMS, ETC.

TOTAL OPERATING * 0.0 * 0.0 * 0.0 * 0.0 * 0.0 * 0.0
* Maintenance and operations of port and harbor facilities is typically the responsibi]
of the local communities.
CAPITAL 14,000.0 12,900.0 9,000.0 -0- -0- -0-
** See Analysis
| REVENUE 1 1 1 1 1

FUNDING:  (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL AUND 14,000.0 12,900.0 9,000.0 -0- -0- -0-
FEDERAL RUNCB

OTHER (Specify Source)

TOTAL 14,000.0 12,900.0 9,000.0 -0- -0- -0-

POSITIONS:
FIJLL TIME
PART TIME
TEVPORARY
IOTAL -0- -0- -0- -0- -0- -0-
[1. SOURCE OF RINES TO OFFSET FISCAL IMPACT CF BILL:

'Ibis information wes not provided by the sponsor.

IV. ANALYSIS. Attach a separate page for any Analysis

Prepared bv: William R. Snell, Director Phone: 266-1462
Division: Central Region Planning & Programming Date: 11/30/83
Approved by Commissioner: David W Haugen Date: 11/30/83

Department: Denutv Commissioner, Central Region

Distribution:
Copyi to10 ~ fi~ o fl Managementnand Budget (for Legislature introduced bills)
Copy to Department (for Governor introduced bills)

Copv to Sponsor
Copv to Requestor (if different from Sponsor) 9/14/83
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Analysis of the fiscal impact on existing programs:

The amounting of funding required to complete the construction of the St. George
project and Phase | of the St. Paul project may cause the delay ir. funding of
other regional projects.

Aralysis of the fiscal impact on new programs or activities:

The completion of these projects will accomplish a major step in diversifying
the present sinqgle source economy of these two communities. These projects will
also provide a significant commitment for the State to the expansion of the
bottomfishing industry. The projects 'should provide considerable benefits to
the communities of St. George and St. Paul, the Southwest Reqgi.cn, and the State.

The expansion of the bottomfish and existing high value fisheries industry through
the completion of these projects would increase the economic base of the State.
This may encourage investment by the private sector to continue the expansion of
the bottomfish industry in Alaska.

Analysis of how the fiqures in the fiscal note were derived.

St. Paul's total two phase harbor development will cost 220,000.0. A single phase

oroject could be completed for 217,500.0. This fiqure is based on the revised

St. Paul Harbor Design. Ihe degree of accuracy in the cost figures is based on
preliminary design estimate, within the range of -153 to +30%

Sc. George's harbor development cost estimate is $15,900.0. This figure has been
based on the completed St. George Harbor Design. This cost estimate has been
provided by the Buildings and Harbors Section personnel in the Department's
Design and Construction Division. The degree of accuracy in the cost fiqures is
based on a bid document ready, design estimate, within the range of -10% to +20%

Additional information necessary to exp] in the fiscal note:

St. Paul's total two phased harbor development project will cost $20,000.0. FY'84
(Chapter 107/SLA 83) provided $7,000.0 for design and construction of Phase I.
Although the existing $7,000.0 will construct a breakwater that will allow the
initiation of fisheries operations at St. Paul, an additional $4,000.0 would permit
the construction of a far more usable facility. Assuming that an additional
$4,000,000 is provided for Phase |, the total needed for Phase Il would be $9,000.0.
If St. Paul was completed in one contract over two construction seasons, the total
cost would be $17,500.0. This would realize cost savings of $2,500.0.

St. George's harbor development cannot be phased. The latest cost estimate is
$15,900.0 There is an existing construction fund of $7,000.0 which includes
$3,395.0 from Chapter 25/SLA 82 supplemental for Chanter 82/01 port projects for
the construction of this project. This #3,395.0 wes oriqinally programmed by tine
Department to supplement the LaTouche Harbor Project until the Governor terminated
work on LaTouche. An additional S8,900.0 is needed to complete construction of
this harbor project.

Additional information - see attached.
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DEPARTVENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND PURLIC FACILITIES
CENTRAL RESIGN PLANNING AND PROGRAVMING

RE 170 and SB 87 POSITION PAPER

PROPCSED ST. PALL AND ST. CGECRGE HARBCR CONSTRUCTION FUNDING

Introduction

DOT/PF has been invoi.-, =n extensive harbor feasibility and design work
in Die Pribilof comiu- _ies of St. Paul and St. George. Wobrk accom
plished to date has shown that harbor construction is both engineeringly
and economically feasible at both communities. Tie Pribilof Islands are
located in the midst of one of the world's richest yet virtually untapped
fisheries. Development of the high value crab fisheries and the initia-
tion of bottomfish industry is the basis for the economic justification
of the proposed harbor projects. St. Paul is also studyinq the possibi-
lity of developing a marine service industry as a complement fishing
activities.

HB 170 and SB 87 propose! funding the St. Paul Phase | harbor oroiect

at $12.0 million and St. Georae harbor development at $8.4 million.

This paper will present analysis of these funding levels and the relation-
ship of the two harbor developments to each others.

St. Paul Harbor

Tie Current Estimate for a two phased construction project is $20.0
million. A $7.0 million project will construct approximately 1,000' of
breakwater with a 350 spur. If an additional $4.0 million can be added
to the existing $7.0 million, an .1,800' breakwater could be constructed
as Phase I. Phase Il would construct a 600" secondary breakwater and an
access road on top of the entire main breakwater. The completed harbor
will provide a 17 acre mooring basin. The current effort is based on the
St. Paul Habor Design Study. Tie design program is being managed by the
City of St. Paul under a grant fromt he Department.

St. Paul harbor development will effect the local, regional, and state-
wide economics in a positive manner. Tie environmental impact should
be minimal. With proper land use controls, and other zoning require-
ments, the impact on St. Paul's socio-c”..rural environment should not
be significant.

St. Paul's existing physical and governmental intrastructure adds to the
attractiveness of locating a major iiarlior facility. St. Paul as a second
class city with a full time city manager has the capability to manage

and operate a harbor. Tie community is striving to determine the potential
}mﬁa%%e tﬂ?émflsg%” 2 u(i]e}%lso pﬁﬂtllv%lljlrhehaYa?nﬂgrSthat |sI \?vngrklng Wl?h
DCRKCto develop land use control and zonlng regulations that should aid
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in controlling adverse socio-cultural impacts. The existing airport is
capable of handling fully loaded C-130 cargo planes that could fly fish
products to foreign and lower '48 markets.

St. George Harbor

The most recent estimate for the St. Georae breakwater project is $15.9
million. This project cannot be phased. There is an existing construc-
tion fund of approximately $7 million. Approximately $8.9 million more
iIs needed to fund this project. A large recent increase in the St.
George cost estimate is the result'of design changes required to offset
the poorer than expected auality of armor stone actually found on the
island. This single phase project would construct two breakwaters with-
out innerharbor facilities. This project would create a useable 6.5 acre
boat basin. It ‘would cater to a local fleet and processing operation.
St. George fisheries would be of local and regional significance with
strong ties to the proposed larger development at St. Paul. The design of
the breakwaters should be completed by July, 1983.

St. George has minimal physical infrastructure. Its existing airport

is capable of handling light twin engine aircraft. Construction of an
airport capable of handling fully loaded C-130's cargo planes estimated
to cost $17.0 million. Potential environmental impacts of the harbor
development are minimal. This development should have a positive effect
on St. George's socio-economic makeup.

St. George is an unincorporated community. There is a village council
that provides a certain dearee of leadership. The Tanaq Village Cor-
poration is taking the lead in pursuing economic development and private
investment for shoreside facilities. St. George, however, can not
assume maintenance and operation cesposibilities of the harbor until

the community incorporates.

Conclusions

DOT/PF supports harbor developments in the Pribilofs. An earlier analysis
of funding alternatives including private financial and bonding concluded

that State funds are needed to initiate these developments. Such funding

would act as seed monies that could open doors to alternative financing

of subsequent phases and/or encourage private financing of shoreside facil-
ities.

The St. Paul Harbor development is of greater regional and statewide
sionificance than St. George. |If a choice must be made between the two
projects due to reduced state revenues, the St. Paul project should be
given a higher priority than harbor development at St. George.
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RILL SHEFFIELD, GOVERNOR

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC FACILITIES %%M%%ﬂ

5ATLLH

OFFICE OF THECOMMISSIONER

January 10, 1984

Re: Fiscal Note Transmittal

Distribution

The Department of Transportatioom and Public Facilities

hereby transmits the fiscall note and supporting documentation
for the legislation ider fied below. This transmittal
supersedes all previous stributions

Bill No.: SB 87

Title . "...for construction of harbor facilities at St. George
and St. Paul.”

Sponsor Mulcahy

Sincerely,

Ed Cronick

Legislative Liaison

Department of Transportation
& Public Facilities

DISTRIBUTION:

Legislative Finance

Legislative Sponsor

Requestor - N. A

Office of Management and Budget - Lisa Emerson

Impacted Agency(ies) Attn: Legislative Liaison - N.A.
Regional Directors of Administrative Services - J. Merrill
Regional Director P& - R. Snell
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STATE OF ALASKA

FISCAL NOTE Revision Date: 11/30/83
REQUEST Il. FISCAL DETAIL
Bill/Resolution No.: SB 87 Agency Affected: DOI&PF
Title: Appropriation to DOT&F for constr of Program Category Affected: Transportation
harbor facilities at St. George & St. Paul BRU, Program or Subproaram(s) Affected:
Sponsor:  Senator Mulcahv Design and Construction

Requestor: Transportation f Finance
Date of Request: 10/1/83

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (Thousands of Dollars)
OPERATING Fy &4 FY 8 FY 8 Fy 87 FY 83 Fy 89

100 PERSONAL SERVICES

200 TRAVEL

300 CONTRACTUAL

400 COMMODITIES

500 EQUIPMVENT

600 LAND & STRUCTURES

700 GRANTS, CLAIMS, ETC.

TOTAL OPERATING * 0.0 * 0.0 * 0.0 * 0.0 * 0.0 * 0.0
* Maintenance and operations of port and harbor facilities is typically the responsibi]
of the local communities
CAPITAL 14,000.0 12,900.0 9,000.0 -0 - -0- -0-
** See Analysis
REVENLE

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL RUND 14,000.0 12,900.0 9,000.01 -O- -0- -0-
FEDERAL RUNCS 1

OTHER (Specify Source) 1

TOTAL 14,000.0 12,300.0 9,000.0] -0- -0- -0-

POSITIONS:
FULL TIME

PART TIME

TEMPCRARY

TOTAL -0- -0- -0- -0- -0- -0-

[1. SOURCE OF RINDS TO OFFSET FISCAL IMPACT OF BILL:

This information wes not provided by the sponsor.

IV. ANALYSIS: Attach a separate paae for any Analysis

Prepared bv: Will anR. Snell, Director Phone:__ 266-1462
Division: Central Region Planning & Programming Date: 11/30/83

Approved by Commissioner: David W Haugen Date: 11/30/83

Department: Deputy Commissioner, Central Region

Distribution: ) . .
86;59”%8'6%%&%?'%?’@%@8 N Budget (For tegislature introduced oills)
Copy to Department (for Governor introduced bills)

Copv to Sponsor
Copv to Reouestor (if different from Sponsor) 9/14/83
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1. Analysis of the fiscal impact on existing programs:

The amounting of funding reauired to complete the construction of the St. George
project and Phase | of the St. Paul project may cause the delay in funding of
other regional projects.

2. Analysis of the fiscal impact on new programs or activities:

The completion of these projects will accomplish a major step in diversifying
tine present single source economy of these two communities. These projects will
also provide a significant commitment for the State to the expansion of the
bottomfishing industry. The projects should provide considerable benefits to
the communities of St. George and St. Paul, the Southwest Region, and the State.

Tine expansion of the bottomfish and existing high value fisheries industry through
the completion of these projects would increase the economic base of the State.
This nmay encourage investment by the private sector to continue the expansion of
the bottomfish industry in Alaska.

3. Analysis of how the figures in the fiscal note were derived.

St. Paul's total two phase harbor development will cost $20,000.0. A single phase
project could be completed for $17,500.0. This fiqure is based on the revised

St. Paul Harbor Desion. The degree of accuracy in the oust fiqures is based on

a preliminary design estimate, within the range of -15% to +30%

St. George's harbor development cost estimate is $15,900.0. Tnis fiqure has been
based on the completed St. George Harbor Design. This cost estimate has been
provided by the Sui.ldinos and Harbors Section personnel in the Department's
Design and Construction Division. The degree of accuracy in the cost figures is
based on a bid document ready, design estimate, within the range of -10% to +20%.

4. Additional information necessary to explain the fiscal note:

St. Paul's total two phased harbor development project will cost $20,000.0. FY'84
(Chapter 107/SLA S3) provided $7,000.0 for design and construction of Phase |I.
Although the existing $7,000.0 will construct a breakwater that will allow the
initiation of fisheries operations at St. Paul, an additional $4,000.0 would permit
the construction of a far more usable facility. Assuming that an additional--
$4,000,000 is provided for Phase I, the total needed for Phase Il would be $9,000.0.
If St. Paul was completed in one contract over two construction seasons, the total
cost would be $17,500.0. This would realize cost savings of $2,500.0.

St. George's harbor development cannot be phased. The latest cost estimate is
$15,900.0 There is an existing construction fund of $7,000.0 which includes
$3,395.0 from Chapter 25/SLA 82 supplemental for Chapter 82/81 port projects for
the construction of this project. This #3,395.0 wes oriqinally programmed by the
Department to supplement the LaTouche Harbor Project until the Governor terminated
work on LaTouche. An additional $8,900.0 is needed to complete construction of
this harbor project.

Additional information - see attached.
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DEPARTVENT CF TRANSPORTATION AND PURLIC FACILITIES
CENTRAL REGION PLANNING AND PROGRAVMING

HB 170 and SB 87 POSITION PAPER

PROPCSED PALL AND ST. GEORGE HARBCR CONSTRUCTION RUNDING

Introduction

DOT/PF has been involved in extensive harbor feasibility and design work
in the Pribilof communities of St. Paul and St. George. Work accom
plished to date has shown that harbor construction is both engineeringly
and economically feasible at both communities. The Pribilof Islands are
located in the midst of one of the world's richest yet virtually untapped
fisheries. Development of the high value crab fisheries and the initia-
tion of bottomfish industry is the basis for the economic justification
of the proposed harbor projects. St. Paul is also studying the possibi-
lity of developing a marine service industry as a complement fishing
activities.

HB 170 and SB 87 proposed funding the St. Paul Phase | harbor project

at $12.0 million and St. George harbor development at $8.4 million.

This paper will present analysis of these funding levelsand the relation—
ship of the two harbor developments to each others.

St. Paul Harbor

The Current Estimate for a two phased construction project is $20.0
million. A$7.0 million project will construct approximately 1,000 of
breakwater with a 350" spur. |f anadditional $4.0 million can be added
to the existing $7.0 million, an 1,800' breakwater could be constructed

as Phase T. Phase Il would construct a 600" secondary breakwater and an
access road on top of the entire main breakwater. The completed harbor
will provide a 17 acre mooring basin. The current effort is based on the
St. Paul Habor Design Study. The design program is being managed by tine
City of St. Paul under a grant fromt he Department. -V

St. Paul harbor development will effect the local, regional, and state-
wide economics in a positive manner. The environmental impact should
be minimal. With proper land use controls, and other zoning require-
ments, the impact on St. Paul's socio-cultural environment should not
be significant.

St. Paul"s existing physical and novernmental intrastructure adds to the
attractiveness of locatinqg a major harbor facility. St. Paul as a second
class city with a full tine city manager has the capability to manage

and operate a harbor. Tne community is striving to determine the potential

impacts that flsherles development will have on St. Paul and, wavs to,
mitigate them. Paul nas a full time planner that is Worklng with
to develop Iand use control and zoning regulations that should aid
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in controlling adverse socio-cultural impacts. The existing airport is
capable of handling fully loaded C-130 cargo planes that could fly fish
products to foreign and lower '43 markets.

St. Georae Harbor

The most recent estimate for the St. George breakwater project is $15.9
million. This project cannot be phased. There is an existing construc-
tion fund of approximately $7 million. Approximately $8.9 million more
IS needed to fund this project. A large recent increase in the St.
Georoe cost estimate is the result'of desicrn changes required to offset
the poorer than expected auality of armor stone actually found on the
island. This single phase project would construct two breakwaters with-
out innerharbor facilities. This project would create a useable 6.5 acre
boat basin. It ‘would cater to a local fleet and processing operation.
St. George fisheries would be of local and regional significance with
strong ties to the proposed larger development at St. Paul. The de dgn of
the breakwaters should be completed by July, 1983

St. George has minimal physical infrastructure. Its existim airport

is capable of handling light twin engine aircraft. Construction of an
airport capable of handling fully loaded C-130’s cargo planes estimated
to cost $17.0 million. Potential environmental impacts of the harbor
development are minimal. This development should have a positive effect
on St. George's socio-economic makeup.

St. George is an unincorporated community. There is a village council
that provides a certain degree of leadership. The Tanaa Village Cor-
poration is taking the lead in pursuing economic development and private
investment for shoreside facilities. St. George, however, can not
assume maintenance and operation cesposibilities of the harbor until
the community incorporates.

Conclusions

DOT/PF supports harbor developments in the Pribilofs. An earlier analysis
of funding alternatives including private financial and bonding concluded
that State funds are needed to .initiate these developments. Such funding
would act as seei monies that could open doors to alternative financing

of subsequent phase =and/or encourage private financing of shoreside facil-
ities.

The St. Paul Harbor development is of greater regional and statewide
significance than St. George. IT a choice must be made between the two
projects due to reduced state revenues, the St. Paul project should be
given a higher priority than harbor development at St. George.
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BILL SHEFFIELD, GOVERNOR

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC FACILITIES H_rﬁ@).(&}ﬂsj%%ﬂ

OFFICE OF THECOMMISSIONER

January 10, 1984

Re: Fiscal Note Transmittal

Distribution

The Department of Transportation and Public Facilities

hereby transmits the fiscal note and supporting documentation
for the legislation identified below. This transmittal
supersedes all previous distributions.

Bill No.: SB 37

Title . '"...for construction of harbor facilities at St. George
and St. Paul.”

Sponsor : Mulcahy
Sincerely,

(cl iu

Ed Cronick

Legislative Liaison

Department of Transportation
& Public Facilities

DISTRIBUTION:

Legislative Finance

Legislative Sponsor

Requestor - N. A

Office of Management and Budget - Lisa Emerson

Impacted Agency(ies) Attn: Legislative Liaison - N.A.
Regional Directors of Administrative Services - J. Merrill
Regional Director P& - R, Snell

25A-TILH



STATE OF ALASKA
PRELIMINARY STATEMENT OF FISCAL IMPACT

Bill No.  SB87 Date on Bill: January 28 1983
ng p?rop for construction of harbor tacilities at St. George & St. Paul.
Request or Mulcahy

1. Estimate fiscal impact on:

a. Expenditures:
(Thousands _of Dollars)
Y3 & &

. FY 87
Capital 20,400
Operating
Total 20400 0.0* 0.0*
b. Revenues:
Revenue

2. Source of funds to offset fiscal impact of hill:

* DaHK maintenance of port and harbor facilities is typically the responsibility
of the local communities.
Not identified by sponsor

3. Assumptions: See attached Analysis.

4. Disclaimer:
h|s statement has not been reviewed by the OVMB in the Office of the Governor.
It therefor does not represent the final estimate of fical impact.

Prepared By:  Wayne Weeks Phone:  465-4060
Division: = DOT/PF, Planning & Programmng Date:
pproved by Commissioner: Date;

Department:  Transportation abb Public Facilities

5. Distribution:
Or|g|nal to Legislative Finance
Copy  to
Copy to Sponsor
Copy to Requestor
2/15/33



FISCAL NOTE: SB 87

111, ANALYSIS (cont'd)

A $12.0 million allocation should be sufficient to construct the interim
facility at St. Paul.

The proposed $84 million, combined with the $3.66 million remaining from
earlier appropriations, should be sufficient to construct the St. George
breakwater, which is currently estimated at $127 million. This figure

i based on the assumption that suitable armor stone is available on St.
George. A reevaluation of the quarry is currently being undertaken to
confirm this. If an off-island ‘quarry is_needed for suitable armor stone,
the price of the project will increase. The reevaluation of the armor
stone and readjusted "cost estimates if necessary, should be available by

the end of March. 1983



STATE OF ALASKA
PRELIMINARY STATEMENT OF FISCAL IMPACT

Bill No:  SB87 Date on Bill:  January 28 1983
'|S'I'[|EI Approp. Tor construction of narbor facilities at St, George & St. Paul.
pONSar.

Requestor: Muicany

1. Estimate fiscal impact on:
a. Expenditures:

b. Revenues:
Revenue

2. Source of funds to offset fiscal impact of hill:

* Dallx maintenance of port and harbor facilities is typically the responsibility
of the local communities.
Not identified hy sponsor

3. ASSUMPUIONS:  qe attached Analysis.

4, Disclaimer:
This statement has not been reviewed by the OVB in the Office of the Governor.
It therefor does not represent the final estimate of fical impact.

Prepared By: _ Wayne Weeks Phone:  465-4060
Division: ° DOT/PF, Planning & Programmng Date:
pproved by Commissioner: Date:

Department:  Transportation Public Facilities

5. Distribution:
Orlglnal to Legislative Finance
Copy to
Copy to Sponsor

Copy to Requestor
2/15/83



FISCAL NOTE: SB 87

11, ANALYSIS (cont'd)

A $12.0 million allocati® should be sufficient to construct the interim
facility at St. Paul.

The proposed $8.4 million, combined with the $3.66 million remaining from
earlier appropriations, should be sufficient to construct the St. George
breakwater, which is currently estimated at $127 million. This figure
IS based on the assumption that suitable armor stone is available on St.
George. A reevaluation of the quarry is currently being undertaken to
confirm this. [f an off-island quarry is_needed for suitable armor stone,
the price of the project will increase. The reevaluation of the armor
stone and readjusted cost estimates if necessary, should be available by

the end of March. 1983



COMMITTEE REPORT

HOUSE
(11) FURTHER:
Date:
722/ . .A
The Committee on - has had CSSB

"An Act making a sp
business Loan guaran
products businéss lo
effective date."

under consideration and recommends:

ecial appropriation to the forefit products
tee fund, reaPproprlatlng money from the forosst
an guarantee fund; and providifg for an

[>] do pass [ ] do not pass

i ] do pass with attached amendments(s) ! ] ame title

|
[ ] replace with CS for new title

and recommends

| 1 AND attaches a "Letter of Intent" New Fiscal Note
. . . Zero Fiscal Note Attached
[ 1 reports it back without recommendatio
[ ] referred to the Commi ttee
MEMBERS SIGNING MEMBERS HAVING
DO PASS OTHER  RECOMMENDATIONS:
/.11
h
m
A \

[V))LC' 1 —A- \ L

tACt-Ls/) | — 7
CHAIRMAN



BE © o v~ o o0 &~ 0w N -

5 B

14

16

18

20
71
22
23
24
25
76
27
28
29

Offered: 5/16/84
Referred: Rules

Original sponsor: Mulcahy

Funding Information
General Fund $25,080,000

Other Funds -
$25,000,000
IN THE SENATE BY THE FINANCE COMMITTEE
CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 87 (Finance)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
THIRTEENTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act making a special appropriation to the forest
products business loan guarantee fund; reappropriat-
ing money from the forest products business loan
guarantee fund; and providing for an effective date."
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1, The sum of $25,000,000 is appropriated from the reserve
for emergency operating expenses account in the general fund (AS 37.05.159)
to the forest products business loan guarantee fund (AS 45.94).

* Sec. 2. Money from the appropriation made by sec. 1 of this Act that
is obligated for the purpose of guaranteeing a forest products Dbusiness
loan is reappropriated to the emergency operating expenses account in the
general fund (AS 37.05.159) as the principal of the guaranteed loan is
paid, in amounts equal to the percentage of the loan guarantee multiplied
by the payments on the principal of the loan.

*Sec. 3. The unexpended and unobligated portion of the appropriation
made by sec. 1 of this Act lapses into the emergency operating expenses
account in the general fund (AS 37.05.159) on the earlier of the following
dates:

(1) one year from the effective date of this Act;

(2) the date of a proclamation issued by the governor under
AS 37.05.159(b)(1) requiring that money in excess of the balance in the
emergency operating expenses account be used for operating expenses of
state government; the lapse provisions of this paragraph apply only to the

extent of the difference between the amount required by the governor-®s

-1- CSSB 87(Fin)



1 proclamation and the balance of the emergency operating expenses account.
2 * Sec. 4. This Act takes effect on the effective date of an Act that

3 establishes a forest products business loan guarantee program.

CSSB 87(Fin) -2-
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TKIE HE® HUTTMI1 T

LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY

MEMORANDUM May 24, 1984

SUBJECT: Sectional Analysis of CSSB 87 (Rules)

TO: Representative Al Adams ,
Chairman, House Finance Committee

FROM: Linn H. Asper

Legislative Counsel

You have asked for a sectional analysis of CSSB 87 (Rules)
relating to appropriations to and from the forest products
businesS loan guarantee fund.

Section 1approP_riates $25,000,000 from the reserve for
emergency ogera ing expenses account in the general fund
(.ainy day ccount? to the forest products blsiness loan

guarantee’ fund.

Section 2 reappropriates money used for forest products
business loan guarantees from’the forest products business
loan ?uarantee fund to the rainy day accountas the gquaran-

teed Toans are paid off

Section 3 lapses money not used forforest products loan

?uarantees,from the forest productshusiness loan guarantee
und back into the rainy day account after one year or if
the governor declares an emergency and needs thé rainy day
accolnt money back, whichever “occurs first.

Section 4 makes the act effective when the forest products
business loan guarantee program is established.

LILA: Imb
L3/015



© 0O N oo o PP W N

N R SN NN N NN NN PR B PR e B
© ® 4 o5 ;1 R W N R O b oo R BB BB

Offered: 5/16/84
Referred: Rules

Original sponsor: Mulcahy
Funding Information
General Fund 825,000,000
Other Funds -0-
§25,000,000
IN THE SENATE BY THE FINANCE COMMITTEE
CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 87 (Finance)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
THIRTEENTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION

A BILL

For an Act entitled: "An Act making a special appropriation to the forest
products business loan guarantee fund; reappropriat-
ing money from the forest products business loan
guarantee fund; ,i\ providing for an effective date."

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

Section 1. The sum of 25,000,000 is appropriated from the reserve

for emergency operating expenses account in the general fund (AS 37.05.159)

to the forest products business loan guarantee fund (AS 45.94).

* Sec. 2. Money from the appropriation made by sec. 1 of this Act that
is obligated for the purpose of guaranteeing a forest products business
loan is reappropriated to the emergency operating expenses account in the
general fund (AS 37.05.159) as the principal of the guaranteed loan Iis
paid, in amounts equal to the percentage of the loan guarantee multiplied
by the payments on the principal of the loan.

*Sec. 3. The unexpended and unobligated portion of the appropriation
made by sec. 1 of this Act lapses into the emergency operating expenses
account in the general fund (AS 37,05.159) on the earlier of the T llowing
dates:

(1) one year from the effective date of this Act;
(@) the date of a proclamation issued by the governor under

AS 37.05.159(b)(1) requiring that money in excess of the balance in the

emergency operating expenses account be wused for operating expenses of

state government; the lapse provisions of this paragraph apply only to the

extent of the difference between the amount required by the governor3

-1- CSSB 87(Fin)



1 proclamation and the balance of the emergency operating expenses account.
2 * Sec. A. This Act takes effect on the effective date of an Act that

3 establishes a forest products business loan guarantee program.

CSSB 87(Fin) -2-
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Introduced: 1/28/83
Referred: Transportation
and Finance
Funding Information
General Fund $20,400,000
Other Funds -0-
$20,400,000
IN THE SENATE BY MULCAHY
SENATE BILL NO. 87
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
THIRTEENTH 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
construction of harbor facilities at St. George and
St. Paul; and providing for an effective date."
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. The sum of $20,400,000 is appropriated from the general
fund to the Department of Transportation and Public Facilities for con-
struction of harbor facilities at St. George and St. Paul as follows:

St. George boat harbor $ 8,400,000
phase 1 of St. Paul boat harbor 12,000,000
*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 July 1, 1983.

-1- SB 87
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Introduced: 1/31/83
Referred: Finance

IN THE SENATE BY SACKETT AND MULCAHY
SENATE BILL NO. 92
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF. THE STATE OF ALASKA
THIRTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL

For an Act entitled: "An Act repealing an appropriation made to the Alaska

permanent fund; and providing for an effective date."”
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. Section 1, ch. 61, SLA 1981, is amended to read:

Sec. 1. The sum of  $1,2.00,000,000 [$1,800,000,000] is
appropriated from the general fund to the Alaska permanent fund (art.
IX, sec. 15, Constitution of the State of Alaska, AS 37.13.010).

* Sec. 2. Section 2, ch. 61, SLA 1981, as amended by sec. 68, ch. 92,
SLA 1981 and sec. 16, ch. 101, SLA 1982, is amended to read:

Sec. 2. Beginning July 1, 1981, the commissioner of revenue
shall make monthly deposits to the Alaska permanent fund of the appro—
priation made by sec. 1 ofthis Act. A monthly deposit to the Alaska
permanent fund shall be 1inan amount determined by the commissioner of
revenue to be in excess ofthe general fund revenues necessary to
finance state government operation for the month in which the deposit
is made. [NO LESS THAN $800,000,000 SHALL BE DEPOSITED TO THE ALASKA
PERMANENT FUND IN FISCAL YEAR 1982.]

* Sec. 3. This Act takes effect immediately in accordance with AS 01.-

10.070(c).

-1- SB 92



Introduced: 1/31/83

Referred: Finance
1 IN THE SENATE BY SACKETT AND MULCAHY
2 SENATE BILL NO. 92
3 IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
4 THIRTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
5 A BILL
6 For an Act entitled: "An Act repealing an appropriation made to the Alaska
7 permanent fund; and providing for an effective date."
8 BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
9 * Section 1. Section 1, ch. 61, SLA 1981, is amended to read:
10 Sec. 1. The sum of $1,200,000,000 [$1,800,000,000] is
1 appropriated from the general fund to the Alaska permanent fund (art.
12 IX, sec. 15, Constitution of the State of Alaska, AS 37.13.010).
13 * Sec. 2. Section 2, ch. 61, SLA 1981, as amended by sec. 68, rh. 92,

14 SLA 1981 and sec. 16, ch. 101, SLA 1982, is amended to read:

15 Sec. 2. Beginning July 1, 1981, the commissioner of vrevenue
16 shall make monthly deposits to the Alaska permanent fund of the appro
17 priation made by sec. 1 of this Act. A monthly deposit to the Alaska
18 permanent fund shall be in an amount determined by the commissioner of
19 revenue to be in excess of the general fund revenues necessary to
20 finance state government operation for the month in which the deposit
21 is made. [NO LESS THAN $800,000,000 SHALn oE DEPOSITED TO THE ALASKA
2 PERMANENT FUND IN FISCAL YEAR 1982.]

23 * Sec. 3. This Act takes effect immediately in accordance with AS 01.-
24 10.070(c).

-1- SB 92



The following individuals may testify on SB 92:

Commissioner Bob Heath, Department of Revenue

Max Gifford, Aide to Senator Sackett, will be available
to answer questions



M EMORANDUM

TO: Hon. John Sackett
Co-Chairman - Senate Finance Committee
FROM: Milt Barker iscal Analyst

Legislative Finance Division

SUBJECT: FY 1983 Deficit

The subject of the FY" 83 deficit has become of concern for

two purposes. One is whether there are sufficient funds to
deposit the remaining amounts appropriated to the Permanent
Fund. The other is whether a deficit exists which would

allow the Governor to invoke AS 37.07.080(g)(2) to reduce or
withhold appropriations.

I would agree with Attachment il to Senator Rodey™s letter

in which the Department of Revenue states that the unrestricted
General Fund balance available for appropriation as of June 30,
1983 will be $196 million in deficit.

Permanent Fund Contributions

The entire Permanent Fund contribution could be deposited iii
FY S3 by two means:

1) by adjusting FY 84 general fund spending plans as
suggested by Mr. Bushre-®s memo attached to Sen.
Rodey®"s letter, since the deficit does not arise

on a cash flow basis until FY 84 (because of capital
project and other appropriations not requiring Tfunds
until after FY 83);

2) appropriating some of the $670.1 million in un—
distributed Permanent Fund earnings that 1is
estimated to accrue by the end of FY 83 and re-—

pealing a like amount of general fund appropriations
to the Permanent Fund;

0Of course, this decision is not Ilikely to be made without re—
gard to other spending plans. For this reason, it ismere
useful to look at Attachment #f 2 to Sen. Rodey®"s letter, which

gives a more comprehensive look at the fiscal situafc--
both FY 83 and FY £4.



Honorable John Sackett _9_ 2/16/83

J

Although, as Senator Rodey notes, Attachment if2 shows a
positive balance available for appropriation at the end of
FY S3, this balance 1includes amounts from the Rainy Day Fund

and/or Permanent Fund undistributed 1income. These amounts
have not been appropriated for any FY 83 or prior years-
programs or projects. Absent enactment of an appropriation,

amounts from these other funds cannot be considered as cash
which could be deposited 1in the Permanent Fund.

You may note that the concluding balance in the Senate column

of Attachment if2 exceeds $600 million. This might make

repeal of Permanent Fund contributions unnecessary. However,

no allowance has been made for supplementals and other elements
of spending plans are undoubtedly still preliminary. With
budgets as sketched out in the Senate column, deposit of the
additional $600 million to the Permanent Fund would eliminate

the Rainy Day Fund ($14 million a year 1is being transferred

from the Rainy Day Fund for fire suppression and disaster relief)

Executive Impoundment

For purposes of AS 37.07.080(g)(2), amounts 1in the Rainy Day
Fund and Permanent Fund undistributed income account probably
cannot be counted as "estimated “receipts and surpluses"™ since
no appropriations have been made from these funds.

Thus, the deficit of $196 million in the General Fund might
permit executive impoundment.

However, the language attached to the Permanent Fund appro—
priation decreeing monthly deposits only "in excess of the
general fund revenues necessary to finance state government
operation for the month in which the deposit is made™ and the
Governor s apparent intent not to make more than an additional
$100 million in deposits in essence may mean that receipts

;ind surpluses will be sufficient to provide for all other
appropriations and that no further impoundments may be made
(e.g., Seward grain terminal).

Tn other words, the Permanent Fund contributions have to be

impounded first which 1in this case removes the deficit. More
exactly, it would seem deposits could only be impounded to
the extent necessary to avoid a deficit. Thus, an additional

$504 million would have to be deposited in FY 83 ($700 million
less $196 million deficit) if no supplementals were passed
and FY 84 appropriations did not increase the deficit.

Cash Flow Basis

One could argue that both AS 37.07.080(g)(2) and/or the
language attached to the Permanent Fund contributions operate
on a cash rlov basis. That 1is, they require comparison of
receipts only to expenditures for the current month or at
best not beyond the end of the current fiscal vear.



«Honorable John Sackett -3- 2 16/83

In that case, since there are significant amounts of capital
projects and other appropriations that won"t be expended
until succeeding years, no impoundments can be made 1in FY 83
and all S700 million must be deposited in the Permanent Fund
in FY 83.

However, it may be the intent and possibly the legal mandate
of these two pieces of law to look beyond the. end lof the
fiscal year to all amounts appropriated and possibly even
reasonably anticipated to be appropriated. Then we"re back
to the analysis preceding the "cash flow basis™ section of
this memo.

MBB/pw

Attachments
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February 14, 1983

The Honorable John C. Sackett
Senator ,

Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V

Juneau, AK 99811

Re: SB 92 Background
Dear Senator Sackett:

At the requ%st of our aide Max Gifford, | am (g)rovrdrng a brief
history of the DI ||on dollar appropriation to the ermanent Fund
tl) In Chapter 61, SLA 1981, the Legislature approprrate $1.8 hillion
rom the General Fund to the Permanent Fund. this appropriaticn the
Commissioner of Revenue was directed to make monthly deposits as long as
the operatrnd requirements of state government could be met, In his judg
ment Chapter 92 SLA 19 1 the Le |sIature amended this appro-
Prratron %June 20, 1982 no less than | |on of aRSroprra
lon was to De deposrted to the Permanent und and by June 30

balance remarnrnd was to be deposited to the Permanent Fund. burrng
the first half of FY 82, transters to the Permanent Fund on a montth
hasis 1n accordance with the schedule attached, until a total of

$00 million had been deposited by December 1981 Thomas K. Williams,
who was commrssroner at that time, suspended monthly deposrts after
December 31, 1 because of significant declines “In revenue Prorec
tions.  (4) |n SCSHB 148 Frnf the 1982 Legislature amended the pre
vious .amendment, By June 2, the Commissioner of Revenue was to
deposit %00mr|lron (already commrtte) of the appropriation to the
Alaska dPermanent Fund; any reference to’ the balance remaining was

remove

The 1982 action of the Legislature was prompted by a sigpificant
decline In the state's anticipated revenues from petroleum,”but It did
not remove our responsibility to transfer the original amount appro
priated. Durrng the 1982 session, the Legislaturé considered a bill to
repeal the a riation, hut decided against 1t. Failure to. repeal
Chapter @l S created a technical “deficit In the 1983 fiscal year
3E%dependmg on the amount of revenue projected, as much as

m 1



The*Honorable John C. Sackett
February 14, 1983
Page 2

The revenue picture Improved during the first quarter of FY 83, how-
ever, and on November 12, 1982, Commissioner Williams directed the
deposit of an additional $300 million 1n the Permanent Fund, leaving a
balance of $700 million still to be transferred. Based upon the
Department of Revenue forecast dated January 1983, the general fund 1s
still technically 1n deficit by $196 million. It should be noted, how-
ever, that this deficit Includes continuing programs which will be dis-
bursed 1n future years. On a cash flow basis, the shortfall appears 1n
late FY 84.

An opinion of the Attorney General dated August 24, 1982 (also
attached), has concluded that the appropriation remains 1ln effect until
the entire balance has been transferred to the Permanent Fund. Governor

Sheffield 1n his Budget Address committed to paying the balance over the
coming years.

Robert 0. Heath
Commissioner of Revenue

RDOH:JKO:jas

Enclosure
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Chapter 61

AK ACT
Kskir.g £ special appropriatioc to the Alaska permanent
fund, and making eppropriarions to the Department of
and the Deoercmert cf Cc jr.ltt and
Regional Affairs for aid to municipalities end unincor-
porated communitiesj anc providing fcr ar. effective date.

- Section 1. The sun of 61,800,000,000 is appropriated from the general
a fund co the Alaska permanent fund (art. IX, sec. li, Constitution cf the
" E.att of Alaska, AS 37.13.010).
V. * See. 2, Beginning July 1, 19E1, the commissioner of revenue shtll make

f " scrthly deposits to the Alaska permanent fund of the appropriation code by
ditc. 1 of this Act. A monthly deposit tc the Alaska permanent fund shall he

Lin ar, amount determined by the commissioner of Tevenue to he In excess of
the general fund revenues necessary tc finance ctate government operation
fcr the month in which the deposit is cade.

“e * Sec, 3. The sum of $380,000,000 is appropriated from the general fund
to the Department of Administration for payment of entitlements to qualified
lmunicipalities for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1982, in accordance vith
jlegislation authoririr.g the payments.

- Sec. A, The sum of $24,987,000 is appropriated from the general fund

*

A oto the Department of Community end Regional Affairs for payment of encitle-
[(t*.-ts tc unincorporated communities in the unorganized borough for the
? seal year ending June 30. 1962, In accordance vith legislation authori'.ang

-1- FCCSK8 1
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iChapter 61
the payments

* Sec-. 7. The appropriation raoe by sec. 3 of this Act is no'
appropriation and it docs not lapse under AS 37.25.010.
* Sec. ¢ This Act takes effect on the effective cste o' a



genera
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Chapter 92

small scale marketing support $350,000
(2) co the Department of Education for the Alaska
career Information system 160,000

(3) to the Department of Health and Social Ser-
vices, office of alcohol and drug abuse, for
alcohol ebu»e grants 628,613
Set. 67. Tne unexpended and unobligated portions of the appropriationt
in see. 51, ch. 120, SLA 1980, page 36, line E (alcohol and drug abuse)
tr. secs. 89 and 95, ch. 50, SLA 1980, lapse ir.tc the general fund
JS, 1982, The amounts carried forward by this section shall be included
~ slcohsl and drug abuse budget base used tc establish the continuation
incnt o

Section 2, Free Conference CS for House Sill Ko

eot'jrure - First Session) is amended to resd:

Spinning July 1, 1981, the commissioner of revenue shal) make monthly
-tpetits to the Alaska permanent fund of the appropriation msde by
»<t. 1 of this Act, A monthly deposit to the Alaska permanent fund

*‘i)lgg in an amount determined by the commissioner of revenue Co be
L. cicess of the general fund revenues necessary to finance state
itvejT.senC operation for the month in which the deposit is made,

less than $j.400,000.000 shalt be deposited tc the Alaska permanent
seal vetr 1982, end the entire amount shall be deposited no

69. Section 1, Free Conference CS for Senate Bill ho. 26 (Twelfth
shate - First Session) is repealed and reenacted co read:

* Section 1. (a) The sum of $263,900,000 and the interest earned
. t1* investment of that sum are appropriated from the general fund to
 to“ti development fund of the Alaska Power Authority (AS 44.83.400
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Chapter 101
saroent of entitlements to unincorporated cocmunicies in the unorganized

horough for the fiscal year ending June 30, 19B3, inaccordance with

“J lLgislstion authoriring the payments.
*J *Sec. 12.

L& I,
I (c)

Section 4, ch. 61, SLA 1981, as amended by sec. 64, ch. 92,

is c="hlcc! by adding a new subsection to read:

Th: sum of 53,000,000 is appropriated fromthe general fund to

the Department of Community ar.d Regional Affairs tor the payr.ert of

rural development assistance under AS 44.4/.130 for the fiscal year

ending June 30, 1983.

« »Sec, 13, The sun cf 58,200,000 is appropriated rron the general fund to

rm« Department ¢f Commerce and Economic Development for a small grain market-

frt system o _

5 * Sec. 14. {ng appropriations made in ch. 120, SLA 1981 and ch. 10, SLA

odli: are repealed,

h eSee. 15. Section §§ ch. 120, SLA 1960, page 80, as amended by sec. 21,

'si. 52, SU 1961, is améRded to read:
Tne unexpended and unobligated portion of $15,000,000 cf the above
appropriation of 520,000,000 co the Renewable Resources Development
Corporation lapses into the general fund June 30, 1981. The remaining
52,000,000 of (.he above appropriation to the Renewable Resources Develop-
ment Corporation may be used [ONLY] for a purpose [PROJECTS EXPRESSLY]
approved by the governor and any unexpended and unobligated balance of
that part of the appropriation lapses into the general fund June 30,
1983 (1962;.

s-» Sec. 16. Section 2, ch. 61, SLA 1981, as amended by sec. 68, ch. 92,

fU 1981, is amended co read:

See. 2. Beginning July 1, 1981, the commissioner of revenue shall
make monthlydeposits to the Alaska permanent fund of the cppropriatioc
made by aec.l of this Act. A monthly deposit to the Alaska permanent

-3- SCSKE 14S(Fir.)
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Chapter 101

V-*l

fund shall be In an amount determined by the commissioner of leveea*”
he in excess of the general fund revenues necessary to finance stat*'
government operation for the month in which the deposit ia nade.V'l?
less than SBO0.000.000 IS1,400.000,000] shall be deposited to the iiii.
permanent fund in fiscal year 1982 i, AKD THE ENTIRE AMOUNT sw z¢c:

DEPOSITED HO LATER THANIU?E 30, 2583].
* Sec. 17. The following appropriations made to the Department

lll?v~
of lew *-

for the purpose of making permanent f :nc dividend payments ate reapprwrrii'*"

to the Department of Revenuefor the purpose ofmakingpermanentfemd *.-=»-
-tfSp?

payments for 2575 and 1960:

(13 "dr, 330,300 appropriated in sec. 52, ch. 120, ILA JtC. m» -

65, line 6, and continued by Fee. 43, ch. 52, SLA 29811

(2) $349,561,600 appropriated in sec. 28, ch. 82, SLA 2»n, *-* ]

(3) $12,500,000 appropriated in sec. 50, ch. 92.

* Sec.38. Tne sun of $'50,400,000 is appropriated from the
to the Department of Revenue for the purpose of making permanent
payments for 19B1,

* Sec.29. If the United Slates Supreme Court decides that
for any reason invalid, the appropriations and reappropriation
17 and 18 of this Act ate appropriated for and may be exper.ird
manent fund dividend payments under any bill passed by the
State Legislature for that purpose and enacted into law.

* Sec.20. The loans from the general fund to the divide*-/
accordance with AS 43.23.050(c) for the purpose of payisvt -y,
dividends for 1975, 2980, and 1962 are forgiven. These
tht- following appropriations: ‘ !

(1) Section 52, ch. 120, SLA 1960, ?*ge 65. ILrw .*"

by sec. 42, ch. 92, SU 1981 N T
y J;%Jaliﬂd
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Thursday, February 3, 1983

The Honorable Bill Sheffield

Office of the Governor .
Capitol Building

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Governor Sheffield:

As you know, in 1981, Governor Hammond sought and won apP_rovaI
from the legislature a (feneral fund aPproprlatlon depositing

$1.8 billion into the Alaska Permanent Fund. Later in 1981, the
appropriation was amended to provide that at least $1.4_b||f|on
was to be appropriated in fiscal.year 1982, and the entire amount
to be deposited no later than June 30, 1983. In 1982, the legis-
lature again amended the permanent fund appropriation reducing the
amount to be deposited durln% fiscal year 1982, to $800 mi
eliminating the requirement that the Tull $1.8 billion be
by the end of fiscal year 1983,

i
Ilion and
deposited

Currently there remains $700 million %et to be deposited to the
permanent fund to meet the full $1.8 billion required by law in
.1981.  The remainder of the deposit represents approximately one-
fifth, or 20% of the estimated general fund revenues available
for apgroprlatlon for fiscal %/ear 1984, Although we are no Ion%er
bound Dy statute to deposit the remaining mone)é to the permanen
fund Within a certain time frame the debt or obligation remains on
our books and reflects poorly on cur standing wit'n the nation's
financial and banking communities.

As Governor, you have indicated that you desire to place $100 million
into the permanent fund which would reduce the remaining obligation
to $600 million. | am_i)r_oposmg that we clear -the remaining deficit
by a_mendln% the $1.8 Dbillion requirement and reducing it to $1.2
billion. uch action would leave room to deposit the $100 million
you proposed in your budget address to the legislature and free the
state from any further obligations as a result of the 1981 action.
Additional deposits to the permanent fund through legislative action
could be considered as future revenues may be available.



Page 2

I am proposing that we clear the remaining deficit by amending
the original $1.8 billion deposit requirement and reducing it to
$1.2 billion. Such action would leave room to deposit $100 mil-
lion to the permanent fund this year as the Governor suggested

he would 1like to do during his budget address to the legislature.
This action would bring the total deposit to the permanent fund
to $1.2 billion and free the state from any further obligations
under the 1981 appropriation act. Additional deposits to the
permanent fund from the general fund could be considered depend-
ing on the revenue picture in the years ahead.

As co-chairman of the Senate Finance Committee 1 plan to hold
hearings on my proposal in the near future and would greatly ap-

preciate your thoughts and response to this idea as soon as pos-
sible..

John C. Sackett

JC5:jac



Alaska Otate i1Gegislatiirs

SENATOP ’ HOME ADDRESS
dloljn (E. Tackett - PO 30X 1
QO-CHAIRVIAN !ff'l RLBY. ALASKA 9976F
SENATE FINANCE COWMITTEE I"— i ! WHILE N JUNEAU
COMUNITY 6 REG'}ACEI\%_EARFEAIIECDVIVII'I'I'EE £& MEAUPCAL%KVA Pe>*
- TELEPHONE A66-375

LABOR £ COMMERCE COMMITTEE
BUDGET ITCOMWITTEE
REGULATION REVIBNCOMMITTEE Innate

February 3, 1983

George W. Rogers /T#”}I‘flf /A £ Aorp- n

1790 Evergreen Avenue
Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Mr. Rogers:

As you know, 1in 1981, Governor Hammond sought and won approval
from the legislature a general Tfund appropriation depositing
$1.8 billion into the Alaska Permanent Fund. Later in 1981,

the appropriation was amended to provide that at least $1.4 bil-
lion was to be appropriated in Tfiscal year 1982, and the entire
amount to be deposited no later than June 30, 1983. In 1982,
the legislature again amended the permanent fund appropriation
reducing the amount to be deposited during Tfiscal year 1982, to
$800 million and eliminating the requirement that the full $1.8
billion be deposited by the end of fiscal year 1983.

At this time $1.1 billion has been deposited to the permanent
fund leaving $700 million yet to be deposited to meet the full

amount required by law. The remainder of the deposit represents
approximately one-fifth", or 20%, of the estimated general fund
revenues available for appropriation for Ffiscal year 1984. Al -

though we are no longer bound by statute to deposit the remain-
ing money to the permanent fund within a certain time frame the
debt or obligation remains on our books and reflects poorly on
our standing with the nation®s banking and Tfinancial 1iInstitutions.



The Honorable Bill Sheffield
Office of the Governor
February 3, 1983
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I would very much welcome your thoughts about this matter and
would appreciate your response as soon as possible. >r

Thank you very much.

Sincerely,

/ JOHN C. SACKETT
1/ Co-chairman
Senate Finance Committee



STATE OF ALASKA 1984 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
FISCAL NOTE

Revision Date: Dec. 16. 1983

REQUEST FISCAL DETAIL

Bill/Resolution No: SB 92 Agency Affected: Revenue

Title: An Act Repealing an Program Category Affected: Revenue
Appropriation made to the Alaska Collection & Management

Permanent Fund

Sponsor: Sen. Sackett & Sen. Mulcahy BRU, Program of Subprogram(s) Affected:
Requestor: House_ Rules Treasury Management

Date of Request:

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES:  (Thousands of Dollars)

<
&

| 1 Fr8 1F 8 1F 86 1F 8 1 1FY 89
1 OPERATING 1 1 1 1 1 J_
| 100 PERSONAL SERVICES | 1 1 1 1 1
| 200 TRAVEL | 1 1 1 1 1
|] 300 CONTRACTUAL | 1 1 1 1 1
| 400 SUPPLIES | 1 1 1 1 1
| 500 EQUIPMENT | 1 1 1 1 1
|] 600 LANDS & STRUCTURES | 1 1 1 1 1
| 700 GRANTS, CLAIMS | 1 1 | 1 1
1 800 MISCELLANEOUS 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 TOTAL OPERATING 1 1 1 | 1 1
1 CAPITAL 1 1 1 1 1 1
i REVENUE 1 1 1 1 1 1
FUNDING:  (Thousands of Dollars)

| GENERAL FUND | - 1 1 1 1 1
| FEDERAL FUNDS [ 1 1 1 | 1
| OTHER | 1 1 1 1 1
1 TOTAL 1 1 1 1 1 1
POSITIONS:

| FULL- IIME | 1 | 1 1 1
| PART-TIME 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 TEMPORARY 1 1 1 1 1 1
SOURCE OF FUNDS TO OFFSET FISCAL IMPACT OF BILL:

ANALYSIS: Attach a separate

Prepared By: Cathy A. Poe Phone: 465-2350
Division: Date: 12/01/83
Approved by Commissioner: Date: (4 / 9-3

Agency: Revenue

Distribution (by Agency preparing fiscal note):
Legislative Finance
Legislative Sponsor
Requestor
Office of Management and Budget
Impacted Agency(ies)



ANALYSIS (S3 %)

This bill would leave in the General Fund the $400 million balance due to
the Permanent Fund.



COMMITTEE RERORT

SENATE
1/731/83
FURTHER
Date:
Mr. President:
The Committee on FINANC has had SENATE BILL NO. 92

Repealine* an -lppropriauion made to cho .1 ".\ka permanent ¥fund; detf. date

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

[ 1 do pass [ 1 do not pass
[ 1 do pass with attached amendments(s)

[ ] same title
[ replace with CS for [ § new title

and recommends

[ 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:
/ vy /
/
- - - 1S
CHAIRMAN

S 60 (Rev. 12/78)
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Introduced: 1/31/83
Referred: Finance

IN THE SENATE BY SACKETT AND MULCAHY

SENATE BILL NO. 092

IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

THIRTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

A BILL

For an Act entitled: "An Act repealing an appropriation made to the Alaska

BE

permanent fund; and providing for an effective date."
IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
Section 1. Section 1, ch. 61, SLA 1981, 1is amended to read:
Sec. 1. The sum of $1,200,000,000 [$1,800,000,000] is
appropriated from the general fund to the Alaska permanent fund (art.
IX, sec. 15, Constitution of the State of Alaska, AS 37.13.010).

Sec. 2. Section 2, ch. 61, SLA 1981, as amended by sec. 68, ch. 92,

SLA 1981 and sec. 16, ch. 101, SLA 1982, is amended to read:

Sec. 2. Beginning July 1, 1981, the commissioner of revenue
shall make monthly deposits to the Alaska permanent fund of the appro-
priation made by sec. 1 of this Act. A monthly deposit to the Alaska
permanent fund shall be in an amount determined by the commissioner of
revenue to be in excess of the general fund revenues necessary to
finance state government operation for the month in which the deposit
is made. [NO LESS THAN $800,000,000 SHALL BE DEPOSITED TO THE ALASKA

PERMANENT FUND IN FISCAL YEAR 1982.]

* Sec. 3. This Act takes effect immediately 1in accordance with aS 01.-

10.070(c) .



Official Business

SB 92:

1981:

1982:

1983:

Alaska State Legislature

Senate

Pouch V
State Capitol
Juneau, Alaska 99811

Background:

$1,8 billion dollar appropriation to the Permanent Fund;
(Ch 61, SLA 1981)

The original appropriation required the deposit of $1.4
billion dollars in the Permanent Fund during FY 82, with
a final deadline of June 30th, 1983.

In 1982 the legislature reduced the required deposit for

FY 82 to $800 million dollars and eliminated the June 30th
1983 deadline. (Section 16, Ch 101, SLA. 1982)

Presently, $1.1 billion dollars have been deposited in the
permanent fund. SB 92 would reduce the original appropriation
to $1.2 billion dollars and effectively repeal $600 million

of the undeposited $700 million.



Alaska State Legislature

Senate
Official Business Pouch V
State Capitol
Juneau, Alaska 99811

Unrestricted Revenues: ($Millions)
FY 1982:

Revenue Estimates: Jan 81- $4,955.1

(Dept of Rev) Mar 81- 5,175.7

FY 81 Year End General Fund Balance: $821.1

FY 82 Unrestricted G.F. Appropriations: $5,663.1

(enacted)

FY 82 Unrestricted G.F. Revenues: $4,108.4
FY 1983:

Revenue Estimates: Jan 82- $4,133.7

(Dept of Rev) Mar 82- 2,747.7

FY 82 Year End General Fund Balance: ($1,442.1) deficit

FY 83 Unrestricted G.F. Appropriations: $2,875.3
(enacted)



j Chapter 61
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t!I AK ACT

| Making a special appropriation to the Alaska permanent
j fund, and making appropriations to the Department of

Administration and the Deptrtmenr of Community and
Regional Affairs for aid to municipalities and unincor-
porated coamuniriesi and providing for an effective date.

¥ Section 1. The sum of $1,800,000,n00 is appropriated from the general

lfunc to the Alaska permanent fund (arc. IX, sec. 15, Constitution of the
1State of Alaska, AS 57.13.010).
1 *Sec. 2. Beginning July 1, 198.1, che commissioner of revenue shell make
"oonthly deposits to the Alaska permanent fund of the appropriation made by
Ttec. 1 of this Act. A monthly deposit to the Alaska permanent fund shall be
Lin an amount determined by the comissicner of revenue to be in excess of
"the general fund revenues necessary co finance state government operation
'for the month in which the deposit is made.

* Sec. 3. The sum of 5380,000,000 is appropriated from the general fund
!'to the Department of Administration for payment of entitlements to o.ualified
‘mmunicipalities for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1982, in accordance vith
5legislation authorizing the paymenta,

Jj - Sec. 4. Tne sum of $24,987,000 is appropriated from the general fund

" to the Department of Community and Regional Affairs for payment of entitle-
[(oents to unincorporated communities In the unorganized borough for the
iiscal year ending June 30, 1982, in accordance vith legislation authorizing

' -1- FCCSHB 1



Ihepter 61
1 the payments. J

7 * Sec. 5. Tne sum of 573,800 Is appropriated from the general fund to i
3 the Department of Administration for costs of administering the entir.lcoeati
4 for which on appropriation is made by sec. 3 of this Act.

5 - Sec. 6. The sum of $252,800 is appropriated from the general fund to
e the Department of Community and Regional Affairs for costs of administering
7 the entitlements for which an appropriation is made by sec. A of this Act.
f * Sec. 7. The appropriation made by sec. 1 of this Act is not a one-yea:
S appropriation and it does not lapse unoct AS 37.25.010.

D * Sec. 8. This Act takes effect on the effective date of a version of
1L Senate Bill )lo. 166 entitled "An Act relating to state assistance for
7 municipalities and unincorporated communities! and providing for an effectin
B oete.
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Chapter 92

emall scale marketing support $350,000
(2) to the Department of Education for the Alaska
career information cystem 160,000

(3) to the Department of Health and Social Ser-
vices, office of alcohol and drug abuse, for
alcohol abuae grants 626,613
*Sec. 67. The unexpended and unobligated portions of the appropriations
:c sec. 31, ch. 120, SLA 1980, page 36, line 8 (alcohol and drug abuse)
mc sees. 89 and 95 ch. 50, SLA 1980, lapse into the general fund
« ID, 1982. The amounts carried forward by this section shall be included
n* alcohol and drug abuse budget base used to establish the continuation
< (or the fiscal year 1983 budget of the Department of Health and Sociel

Vr.ces.

“$ee. 68. Section 2, Free Conference CS for House Bill Ho. 1 (Twelfth
oilarure - First Session) is amended to read;
spinning July 1, 1981, the commissioner of revenue shall make monthly
seposits to the Alaska permanent fund of the appropriation made by
we. 1 of this Act. A monthly deposit to the Alaake permanent fund
Xill be in an amount determined by the conrnissicncr of revenue to be
— excess of the general fund revenues necessary to finance state
iv¥rn=ent operation for the month in which the deposit is mad',
«« less than S1,400.000,000 shall be deposited to the Alaska permanent
*~d In fiscal year 1982, and the entire amount sh»Il be deposited no
[I-*-' then June 30. 1983.
*t- 69. Section 1, Free Conference CS for Senate Bill Ho. 26 (Twelfth
revstart  First Session) is repealed and reenacted to read:
* Section 1. (a)' The sum of $263,900,000 and the Interest earned

® the investment of that sum are appropriated from the general fund to
—* power development fund of the Alaska Power Authority (AS 44.83.400

-11- FCCSHB 297
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Chapter 101

unincorporated communities in che unorgunired

boro.gh for the fiscal year endinglune 30, 1983, in accordance

legis laticti authnriting the paynencs.
«J »Sac. 12, Section Ch. 61, SLA 1981, as amended by sec. 64, ch. 92,

- mill9l, is amended by adding a new subsection to read:

(c) The sum of 53,000,000 is appropriated from the general fund Co

che Department of Community and Regional Affairs for che payment of

rural development assistance under AS 44.47.130 for the fiscal year

ending June 30, 1983.

¥ sec 130 The sum of $8,200,000 is appropriated from che general
mie Otoartaenc cf Commerce and Economic Development for a small grain
" sy, . |

4 Sec 14, The appropriations made in ch. 120, SLA 1981 and ch. 10, SLA

*

\%

|Ui2 are repealed.

* Sec. 15. Seccion 53, ch. 120, SLA 1980, page 80, as amended by see. 21,

e 82, SLA 1981, is amended co read:
The unexpended and unobligated portion of 518,000,000 of the above

appropriation of $20,000,000 co che F.enfable Resources Development
Corporation lapses Inco the general fund June 30, 1981. The reclining

$2,000,000 of the above appropriation co Che Renewable Resources Develop-
ment Corporation may be used (OKLY) for a pursose (PROJECTS EXPRESSLY]
approved by Che governor and any unexpended and unobligated balance of

Chat part of the appropriation lapses into the general fund June 30,

j983 (1982).
9ec.16, Seccion 2, ch. 61,

[SIA 1981, Is amended to rend:

Sec. 2. Beginning July 1, 1981, the comiissloner of revenue shall
makemonthly deposits co theAlaska permanent fund of Che appropriation
A monthly deposic coChe Alaska permanent

madeby sec. 1 of this Acc.

SLA 1981, as amended by sec. 68, ch. 92,

\
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BILL SHEFHELD, GOVERNOR

aftKPFABKTMHNT OF IKFVFM F e

JUNEAU.ALASKA 99811
OFFICF OF THF COURISSIOKFK PHONE (907)-165-2300

February 14, 1983

The Honorable John C. Sackett
Senator

Alaska State Legislature

Pouch V

Juneau, AK 99811

Re: SB 92 Background
Dear Senator Sackett:

At the request of your aide Max Gifford, 1 am providing a brief
history of the $1.8 billion dollar appropriation to the Permanent Fund.
(1 In Chapter 61, SLA 1981, the Legislature appropriated $1.8 billion
from the General Fund to the Permanent Fund. In this appropriation the
Commissioner of Revenue was directed to make monthly deposits as long as
the operating requirements of state government could be met, 1n his judg-
ment. () In Chapter 92, SLA 1981, the Legislature amended this appro-
priation. By June 20, 1982, no less than $1.4 billion of the appropria-
tion was to be deposited to the Permanent Fund and by June 30, 1982, the
balance remaining was to be deposited to the Permanent Fund. (3 During
the First half of FY 82, transfers to the Permanent Fund on a monthly
basis In accordance with the schedule attached, until a total of
$800 million had been deposited by December 1981. Thomas K. Williams,
who was commissioner at that time, suspended monthly deposits after
December 31, 1981, because of significant declines 1n revenue projec-
tions. (@) In SCSHB 148 (F1ln.) the 1982 Legislature amended the pre-
vious amendment. By June 30, 1982, the Commissioner of Revenue was to
deposit $800 million (already committed) of the appropriation to the
Alaska Permanent Fund; any reference to the balance remaining was
removed.

The 1982 action of the Legislature was prompted by a significant
decline 1n the state®s anticipated revenues from petroleum, but 1t did
not remove our responsibility to transfer the original amount appro-
priated. During the 1982 session, the Legislature considered a bill to
repeal the appropriation, but decided against 1t. Failure to repeal
Chapter 61 SLA 1981 created a technical deficit 1n the 1983 fiscal year
of, depending on the amount of revenue projected, as much as
$906 ml IHon.



The Honorable John C. Sackett
February 14, 1983
Page 2

The revenue picture improved during the Ffirst quarter of FY 83, how-
ever, and on November 12, 1982, Commissioner Williams directed the
deposit of an additional $300 million In the Permanent Fund, leaving a
balance of $700 million still to be transferred. Based u,-on the
Department of Revenue forecast dated January 1983, the general fund 1s
still technically 1n deficit by $196 million. It should be noted, how-
ever, that this deficit Includes continuing programs which will be dis-
bursed In future years. On a cash flow basis, the shortfall appears 1n
late FY 84.

An opinion of the Attorney General dated August 24, 1982 (also
attached), has concluded that the appropriation remains In effect until
the entire balance has been transferred to the Permanent Fund. Governor

Sheffield 1n his Budget Address committed to paying the balance over the
coming years.

Commissioner of Revenue
RDH:JKD:jas

Enclosure
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STA"E OF ALASKA
PRELIMINARY STATEMENT OF FISCAL IMPAC*

Bill “ic SB 92 Date on Sill: 1/31/83

ille: An act repealing an appropriation made to the Alaska Permanent Fund
SporsorSen. Sackett & Sen. Mulcahy
Requestor: Senate Finance

I. £stinetea Fiscal ".muects on:

a. caoenaicures: "Millions
ry 82 r{84 ryocs i1 g6
La piital -n-
Odgrating
Tote i —p-
d . ".overues:
Revenue | T

|. Source of fords to cf set f sca* impact cf Dill:

SUmptlOH; :

This releases $600 million from the Permanent Fund and replaces it into
the General Fund.

4. Disclaimer:

This statement has not been reviewed by the OMB in the Office of the Governor. It doei
not represent the policy of the Sheffield Administration or the final estimate of Tfisct
impact.
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Fy 82
$1.800,000
Permanent Fund Appropriation

TRF Amount Date TRF1d Total TRF"d To Date
$50,000,000 7-24-81 $50,000,000
$50,000,000 7-29-81 $100,000,000
$25,000,000 8-06-81 $125,000,000
$25,000,000 8-13-81 $150,000,00*
$50,000,000 8-25-81 roo.0co.000
$50,000,000 9-10-81 $250,000,000

$100,000,000 9-15-81 $350,000,000
$86,000,000 9-25-81 $436,000,000
$14,000,000 9-30-81 $450,000,000
$50,000,000 10-26-81 $500,000,000
$100,000,000 11-05-81 $600,000,000
$75,000,000 11-25-81 $675,000,000
$25,000,000 11-30-81 $700,000,000
$100,000,000 12-15-81 $800,000,000
Balance carried forward Fy 83 Payments

$300,000,000 11-16-82 $1.100,000,000



2/14/83

SENATE BiILL 105

2-02-83

Summary:

Note:

Identical

(Amending an appropriation made in Chapter 90, SLA 1981,
making an appropriation to the Alaska Power Authority
for the Snettisham Power Project; and providing for an
effective date)

Introduced by Senator Ray
Ref: Senate Finance

Would repeal a $4.5 million appropriation made in 1981 for

the Snettisham power project near Juneau and reappropriates
the money to the Alaska Power Authority for "feasibility
studies, preconstruction design, engineering, and construction
at the Snettisham (Crater Lakes) power project". The 1981
appropriation, contained in Ch. 90, SLA 1981, Sec. 6(7), was
part of a $37,300,000 allocation to the Power Authority for
"feasibility projects, preconstruction design, and engineering
for various projects around the state (specifically did not
include "construction™).

Appropriation is for capital project and is subject to
AS 37.25.020 (it does not laps*,/.

Immediate effective date.

bill introduced January 28 in House.



