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units are determined under the following table:

2 ADM No. Instructional Units

3 1-10 2

4 11-20 2 + ((ADM-10)/5)

5 21 - 60 4 + ((ADM-20)/8)

6 61 - 240 [120] 9 + ((ADM-60)/12)

7 241 [121] - 525 24 + ((ADM-240V14) 114 + ((ADM-120)/15)]

8 * Sec. 3 AS 14.17.041(b) is amended to read:

9 (b) For funding communities that are not included under (a) of this section,
110 (1) instructional units for elementary students are determined by the formula: units
'_iII = 16 [15] + ((ADM-200)/17), where ADM is the number of students in average daily
IJ12 membership in grades kindergarten through 6;
| ¢ (2) instructional units for secondary students are determined by the formula: units

12 118] + ((ADM-200)/13), where ADM is the number of students in average daily

=
I~
1

FI5 membership in grades 7 through 12.

”|6 * Sec. 4. AS 14.17.041 is amended by adding new subsections to read:

17 (e) A district with an ADM of 3,000 or less that consists of one funding community shall
EI;18 increase the elementary and secondary instructional units received under (a) or (b) of this section
Jjip by multiplying the instructional units by a percentage determined under the following table:
120 District ADM Percentage
1121 1- 250 1.12
|22 251 - 525 1.08
123 526 - 1000 1.06
P4 1001 - 2000 1.04
25 2001 - 3000 1.03
LZG (f) Adistrict with an ADM of 1,000 or less that consists of two funding communities
127 shall increase the elementary and secondary instructional units received under (a) or (b) of this
[i28 section by multiplying the instructional units by a percentage determined under the following
| 28] table:
j30 District ADM Percentage
53]. 1- 250 1.08
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251 - 525
526 - 1000
* Sec. 5. AS 14.17.056 is amended to read:
Sec. 14.17.056. INSTRUCTIONAL UNIT VALUE. The instructional unit value is
$63.000 [$60,000].

* Sec. 6. This Act takes effect July 1, 1991.
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New Text Underlined [DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]



STATE OF ALASKA BELL NO. HB53
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: 3/6/91 Department Affected: FdnraHnn
Title: State Aid for Education bRU: K-12 Support
Component: Foundation .

Sponsor:  Mackie
Requestor: House Finance COMPONENT SERIAL N O . i 4

Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dallars)

OPERATING FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 FY 95 FY 96 FY 97
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT
LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIMS 82,810.9 82,810.9 82,8109 82,8109 82,8109 82,810.9

MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING 82,810.9 82,810.9 82,810.9 82,810.9 82,810.9 82,810.9

CAPITAL

REVENUE

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 82,810.9 82,8109 82,8109 82,8109 82,810.9 | 82,810.9

FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER
TOTAL S2811L2 82.810.9  82,810.9 82,810.9 82,810.9 [82,810.9

POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

Estimate of current year impact:: None

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.) This fiscal analysis compares the projected

cost of HB53 with the FY9I authorized level of funding (505,425.1). Section 1. will
result in an increased cost to the State proportionate to any increase in municipal
property values. This is not reflected in the fiscal note since it is impossible to

predict future property valu' ",

Prepared By: Mary Hakala Phone:  465-2800
Divjsion: Commissioner's Office Dater  3/6/91
Approved by Commissioner: _SEEVE no Commissioner

Agency: Education Dete:  3/6/91

Distribution (by preparer): Legislative Finance, Legislative Sponsor, Requestor, OVB, & Impacted Agency(ies).
Rev 10/90 PageJ __ of



HB 53: State Aid for Education
Fiscal Note Analysis
March 5, 1991

Page 2 of 2
FY92 FY93 FY94 FY95 FY96 FY97

FY92 Full Funding

under current law: 541,746.2
HB 53 additional cost 46,489.8
HB 53 Foundation Full (est) 588,236.0 588,236.0 588,236.0 588,236.0 588,236.0 588,236.0
VS.
FY91 Authorized 505,425.1 505,425.1 505,425.1 505,425.1 505,425.1 505,425.1
Difference 82,810.9 82,810.9 82,810.9 82,810.9 82,810.9 82,810.9

t

Note:
* Section 1. will result in an increased cost to the State proportionate to any increase in municipal property

values. This is not reflected in the fiscal note since it is impossible to predict future property values.

* No accommodation is made in this fiscal analysis for anticipated enrollment increases.



ALASKA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION [ t
PROJECTED FY92 FOUNDATION PROGRAM ' . 1
AASA PROPOSED PROGRAM REVISIONS H I rHivV. «f 1
PREPARED 1/2/91 revised 1/18/91 | |
SINGLE/DUAL | SINGLE/QUAL 1
UNIT VALUE AT £60,000 | UNIT VALUE AT 563,000 1
ADDITIONAL COST 1
ADAK $237,000 | 511,850 |
ALASKA GATEWAY 0 | 01
ALEUTIAN REGION £42,600 | 52,130 1
ALEUTIANS EAST 0 | 01
ANCHORAGE 0 | 01
ANNETTE ISLANDS $165,000 ° $8,250 !
BERING STRAIT RO 01
BRISTOL BAY §81.000 | £4.050 '
CHATHAM D1 O i
CHUGACH $0 1 0 |
COPPER RIVER 01 30 |
CORDOVA $187,800 | 59,390 1
CRAIG $165,600 | £8.230 1
DELTA/GREELT $262,800 | 513,140 1
DILLINGHAM $234,000 | 511,700 |
FAIRBANKS 01 0 |
GALENA $150,000 | S7,500 |
HAINES 0 | S0 |
HOONAH $165,600 | 58,280 |
HYDABURG $96,600 | 54,830 |
IDITARCO RO S0 1
JUNEAU 0 | S0 |
KAKE $129,600 | £6,480 |
KASHUNAMIUT $180,600 | $9,030 |
KENAI 0 | 0 |
KETCHIKAN $350,400 | $17,520 |
KLAWOCK $143,400 | $7,170 1
KODIAK s0 | $0 1
KUSPUK so | 01
LAKE ANO PENN. s0 | $0 1
LOWER KUSKCKUIM $0 | $0 1
LOWER YUKON s0 | 01
MATSU 0 | S0 |
NENANA $155,400 | $7,770 1
NOVE $276,600 | $13,830 |
NORTH SLCPE so | 30 |
NORTHWEST ARCTIC so | s0 |
PELICAN $58,200 | $2,910 |
PETERSBURG $189,000 | $9,450 l
PRIBILQF $122,400 | £6, 12f
RAILBELT RO 1
SITKA $291,600 | $14,580 |
SKAGWAY - 111,000 | $5,550 |
SOUTHEAST s0 | $0 |
SOUTHWEST s0 | s0 |
ST MARY'S $127,800 1 $6,390 |
TANANA $122,400 1 120 |
UHALASKA $157,800 | $7,890 |
VALDEZ $228,000 | $11,400 1
WRANGELL $193,200 | $9,660 1
YAKUTAT $126,000 | $6,300 1
YUKON FUTS SO $0 1
YUKCN/KOYUKUK 0 | $0 1
YUPIIT 0 II $0 il
TOTALS £4,751,400 1 $237,570 |

PAGE 2

TOAL
INCREASE
$631.350
$408.570
183.040
$254.100
$10.231 880
$482 460
$1075.500
$368,010
$249/000
$80.040
$431010
$543 630
§474720
$683100
$684.480
$4.037/640
$273210
¥31'310
$379'320
$152460
$324150
$1.431'870
§256.410
$382.800
$3.897/360
$1'181,910
$309,690
$880.740
$346.560
1315330
$1764330
$1'105'170
$3128/070
317220
734010
006,650
172220
$91'890
$511.410
223020
256,650
846'540
180270
364650
367830
$202,680
%197 450
$461'580
$587'610
$481.030
$232'380
$307/920
$396,300
$285.750

1X6.489.830

$
$
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ALASKA OEPARTNSMT OF EDUCATION
PROJECTED FY92 FOUNDATION PROGRAM
AASA PROPOSED PROGRAM REVISIONS

[

PREPARED 1/2./91 revised 1/18./91 <
CURRENT FORMILA 1
! UNIT VALUE AT 563.000 '1
ACAK §222.Ul0 1
ALASKA GATEWAY $242.2£3 1
ALEUTIAN REGION 538.310 !
ALEUTIANS EAST 5192.360 |
ANCHORAGE 510.C6A.r60 !
ANNETTE 1SUNOS S127.U0
BERING STRAIT 5839.250
BRISTOL BAY $122,310 :
CHATHAM 5174.660 1
CHUGACH 530.CA0 1
COPPER RIVER 5265.550 1
CORDOVA $140,430 »
CRAIG $117,510 1
OELTAJGREELY $261,000 |
DILLINGHAM $184,250 |
FAIRBANKS $3,644,520 '
GALENA $74,760 1
HAINES $135,960 1
HOONAH $80,070 1
HYDABURG 151.030 |
IDITARCD 5253.000 |
JUNEAU $1,305,870 |
KAKE $64,260 |
KASHUNAMIUT $92,370 |
KENAI $2,666,340 !
KETCHIKAN $687,990 1
KLAWCCX $72,180 1
KODIAK $743.400 1
KUSPUK $259,620 1
UKE AND PENH. $315,330 1
LOWER KUSKCXWIH $1,666,680 |
LOWER YUKON 5692.520 |
MATSU $2,501220 1
HEHAHA $78,450 !
NOVE $274.740 1
NORTH SLOPE $657,630 |
NORTHWEST ARCTIC $823.2C0 1
PELICAN $30,780 1
PETERSBURG $186,960 |
PRIZILCF $93,870 |
RAILSELT $152.,700 |
SITKA -$414 360 1
SKAGWAT $53,010 1
SOUTHEAST $294,720 1
SOUTHWEST $3,18.060 1
ST MARY'S $68,490 1
TANANA $63,930 1
UNAUSKA $114.450 1
VALDEZ 1208.350 !
WRANGELL *152.220 1
YAKUTAT $63,540 |
YUKON FUTS $266,340 i
YUKON/KCYUKUK $333,930 1
YUPIIT $223,020 1
TOYALS $33,253,340 1

Disiaisu TICJI COPY

d>uvic, 2*-1

PROPOSED TABLES
UNIT VALUE AT 560.000

5152.400
5157,300
$0

$53,300 :
$254,*00 m
$173.4C0
$225,500
$153.500
870.3%0

$157.2CC
$196,200
$174,600
$139.2C0
$241,5C0
$374,400
$39,000
$177.000
$119,4Q$0

0
$63.000
a0

R N S e

559.400 1
$30,600 1

$7.320.400 1

PAGE 1

2. E
PROPOSED TABLES

UNIT VALUE AT $63.000

ADDITIONAL CCBT
$7,620
$7.390

$0
$2,940
$12,720
«.s70

d, 800
$58,620
a.Coo
a .10
a. 50
a .10

$0

a . 650

$19,650
$25,350
$3,600

$8.040

$16,620
$16,620
0

w, 000
$30

a . 950
a. 000
$510
$3,330
$2,370
$0

$0

U .640
a . 660
a . 000
$1.740
$1,980
$2970
$32,130

a;i.s 0

—_
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RAG ALAKA999SL (907) 465-4925
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G-HARVAN
COVMLNITY &REGONAL AFAIRS COMMITTEE
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pjouit of jRepretfentsttoes;

STATEMENT ON HB 53
Relating to Education Funding

| introduced HB 53 as a comprehensive approach to education
formula funding adjustments needed to bring the state's system into
proper balance. It is the result of the collective efforts and
opinions of school hoards and administrators throughout the state.

In my own district the single and dual site problem is the most
pressing. This issue has heen hefore the legislature for several
years with general acknowledgement of the inequity, yet remaining
unresolved. | know the present situation has seriously reduced the
educational opportunities of the major portion of kids in my district.
If not corrected, | fear the results will be a second class education
system. And the damage from that cannot be undone nor excused.

Many school districts across the state are similarly
threatened by other deficiencies in the formula. This concemns me
also. It is my hope that by addressing all schools' funding
situations, we may achieve success.



REFREEENTATIVE ' VHLE INJUNEAU
JERRY MACKIE Alaska E£xtate legislature ePQEXY
CRAIG AL AKASIRL (907) 465-4925
9071 SP6 Q0B CFHCE
%90\/1 826-2930 HUVE

AAAAAAAA .

COVMUNITY &REGONAL AFAIRS COMMITTEE

||||||||||||

gtoude of ftepretfentatttetf

SECTIONAL OF HB 53
Relating to Education Funding

Section 1. AS 14.17.025(a) is amended to freeze state
contributions to_city and borough school districts in the event there
IS an increase in full property values. For those districts who have
reached the cap, it would prevent a reductionin state and local
!je_vetls, ?f) funding to those districts (principally large urban
istricts).

Section 2 and Section 3. AS 14.17.041 (a) and (bE) increases the
instructional unit calculation at the high end of the ADM scales. The
changes favor large multi-site districts with low state support per
ADM yet have several remote, expensive to operate small schools.

Section 4. AS 14.17.041 is amended to add new sections (e) and (f)
relating to single and dual site school districts. The amendment
increases the instructional unit calculation in subsections (a) or (b)
by a sliding scale percentage hased on ADM.

Section 5. The value of the instruction unit,AS 14.17.056, IS
increased 5% to $63,000.



ffE>S3 *
FOUNDATION PROGRAM AS 14.17.025(a) VS SB54 AMENDMENT

MILLIONS

4 MILL REQIURED LOCAL EFFORT  AS 14.17.025(a)

REQUIRED LOCAL EFFORT AS AMENDED BY”"5 4

ASSUMPTION: PROPERTY VALUE INCREASE OVER THE NEXT THREE YEARS WILL MIRROR THE DECREASES BETWEEN FY88 AND FY91.

ALASKADEPARTIVENT OF EDUCATICN



FOUNDATION  UNDING BY SOURCE

MILLIONS HB53 AMENDMENT TO AS 14.17.025(a)

] STATE
] HB53LOCAL
m FEDERAL

FY88 FY89 FY90 FY91 FY92 FY93 FY94 FY95
ASSUMPTION: PROPERY VALUE INCREASE OVER THE NE>CTTHREE YEARS WILL MIRROR THE DECREASES BETWEEN FY88 AND FY91.
ALASKACERARTVENT OF EDUCATION



FOUNDATION FUNDING BY SOURCE
CURRENT FUNDING FORMULA

MILLIONS
800
EHSTATE
[ REQ. LOCAL
|| FEDERAL
10

FY88 FY89 FY90 FY91 FY92 FY93 FY94 FY95
ASSUMPTION: PROPERY VALUE INCREASE OVER THE NEXT THREE YEARS WILL MIRROR THE DECREASES BETWEEN FY88 AND FYOL.
AAKADEPARTIVENT CF EDUCATION



DISTRIBUTION COPY

ALASKA OEPARTHENT OF EDUCATION I
PROJECTED FY92 FOUNOATION PROGRAM |
AASA PROPOSED PROGRAM REVISIONS ~ SPoJ-LtNA S ‘W .Hevi*, 2*%£

PREPARED 1/2/91 revised 1/18/91

1 CURRENT FORMULA PROPOSED TABLES

1 UNIT VALUE AT $63,000 UNIT VALUE AT $60,000 1

1 1
ADAK $222.m) $152.400 |
ALASKA GATEWAY $242 280 $157,800 |
ALEUTIAN REGION $30,310 so |
ALEUTIANS EAST $192 360 $58,800 |
ANCHORAGE $10,064,160 254 400 |
ANNETTE ISLANDS $127,140 5173,400 !
BERING STRAIT $839,250 225,000 |
BRISTOL BAY $122 310 $153,000 |
CHATHAM $174 660 $70,300 |
CHUGACH $80,040 s0 |
COPPER RIVER $265,550 157,200 1
CCRDCVA $140,430 196,200 |
CRAIG $117 510 174,600 1
DELTA/GREELY $261,000 139,200 |
DILLINGHAM $184,390 241,800 |
FAIRBANKS $3,644 520 374,400 1
GALENA $74,760 $39,000 1
HAINES $135,960 177,000 |
HOONAH $80,070 119,400 |
HYDABURG $51,030 $0 |
IDITARCD $258,000 $63,000 |
JUNEAU $l,305,870 $120,000 |
KAKE $64,260 $53,400 |
KASHUNAMIUT $92,370 $96,000 1
KENAI $2 666,340 $1,172,400 |
KETCHIKAN $687.990 $120.000 1
KLAWCCX $72,180 $82,300 1
KODIAK $743,400 $130,800 |
KUSPUK $259,620 $82,800 1
LAKE ANO PENN. $315,330 $0 1
LOWER KUSKCKWIM $1666,680 $93,000 1
LOWER YUKON $692,520 $393,000 i
MATSU $2501,220 $597,000 1
NEMAHA $78,450 $72,000 1
NOVE $274,740 $160,300 |
NORTH SLOPE $657,630 $332,400 |
NORTHWEST ARCTIC $823,200 $332,400 |
PELICAN $30,780 so |
PETERSBURG $186,960 $120,000 1
PRIBILCF $93.870 $600 1
RAILBELT $152,700 $99.000 1
SITKA $414 360 $120.000 |
SKAGWAY $53,010 $10.200 1
SOUTHEAST 5294 720 $66,600 1
SOUTHWEST 5318,060 $47.400 |
ST MARY'S $68,490 $0 1
TANANA $63,930 $0 1
UNALASKA 114,450 $172,300 |
VALDEZ 5208,350 $133,200
WRANGELL 152,220 $120.000
YAKUTAT $63,540 $34,300 |
YUKON FLATS 266,340 $39.600 i
YUKCN/KOYUKUK 333,930 $59,400 |
YUPIT 223,020 $30,600 |

1 ! 1
TOTALS $33,258,840 $7,320,400 I

PAGE 1

s<?e-h.w? 2.1- 1

PROPOSED TABLES
UNIT VALUE AT $63,000
ADDITIONAL CDS';

620
$7,390
$0
$2,940

$12,720
$8,670

$16,620
$0

$30
$4,950
,000
$510
$3,330
$2,370
$0

$0
$8,640
$6,660

$2,970

$32.130
$421,620



ALASKA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
PROJECTED FY92 FOUNDATION PROGRAM
AASA PROPOSED PROGRAM REVISIONS
PREPARED 1/2/91 revised 1/18/91

ADAK

ALASKA GATEWAY
ALEUTIAN REGION
ALEUTIANS EAST
ANCHORAGE
ANNETTE ISLANDS
BERING STRAIT
BRISTOL BAY
CHATHAM

CHUGACH
COPPER RIVER
CORDOVA
CRAIG
DELTA/GREELY
DILLINGHAM
FAIRBANKS
GALENA
HAINES

HOONAH
HYDABURG
IDITAROO
JUNEAU

KAKE
KASHUNAMIUT
KENAI
KETCHIKAN
KLAWTCK
KCOIAK

KIiSPUK

LAKE AND PENN.
LOWER KUSKDKWIM
LOWER YUKON
MATSU

NENANA

NONE

NORTH SLOPE
NORTHWEST ARCTIC
PELICAN
PETERSBURG
PRIBILOF
RAILBELT
SITKA

SKAGUAY
SOUTHEAST
SOUTHWEST

ST MARY'S
TANANA
UNALASKA
VALDEZ
WRANGELL
YAKUTAT

YUKON FLATS
YUKON/KOYUKUK
YUPIIT

TOTALS

SAck-ITYN 4

SINGLE/DUAL
UNIT VALUE AT $60,000

$237,000
0
$42,600
0

0
$165,000
0
$31,000
0

0

S0
$187,800
$165,600
$262,800
$234,000

0
$150,000
0

$165,600
396,600

$0

$129 600
$180'600

0
$350,400
$143,400

$SOO

0

$0

0

0
$155,400
$276,600

0

$58,200
$189,000
$122,400
0

291,600
111,000
0
127,800
122,400
157,800
228,000
*193,200
$126,000
0

0
0

$4,751,400

<j>c™invi H

SINGLE/DUAL
UNIT VALUE AT $63,000
ADDITIONAL CO$§11'

0
$2,130
0

0
$8,250
0
$4,050
0

S0
S0
59,390
$8,280
$13,140
$11,700

0
$7,500
0
$8,280
$4,830
S0
$6,480
"7,030

0
$17,520
$7,170

B888

0

88

$7,770
$13,830

88

$2,910
$9,450
$6,120

$14.580
$5550

$0

$6,390
$6,120
$7,890
$11,400
59,660
$6,300
0

$0

SO

$237,570

PAGE 2

TOTAL
INCREASE
$631,350
$408,570
$83.040
$254'100
$10.331,880
$482 460
$1,075.500
$368.010
$249.000
$80.040
431010
543'630
474720
683,100
5684 480
037,640
273210
321810
379320
152/460
$324.150
$1431 870
$256.410
$382.800
$3,897 360
$1.181,910
$309,690
$880.740
$346.560
€315.330
51,764 330
1'105.170
31128070
$317220
$734.010
1,006,650
11172.220
$91,890
511410
2231020
256,650
846540
$180,270
364650
367,830
202,680
$1921450
5461580
587610
181080
$232.380
307,920
$396.300
$285.750

$46,489,830

$

~




ALASKA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION |
PROJECTED FY92 FOUNDATION PROGRAM
AASA PROPOSED PROGRAM REVISIONS

PREPARED 2/13/91

BASED ON A $60,000 UNIT VALUE

ADAK

ALASKA GATEWAY
ALEUTIAN REGION
ALEUTIANS EAST
ANCHORAGE
ANNETTE ISLANDS
BERING STRAIT
BRISTOL BAY
CHATHAM
CHUGACH
COPPER RIVER
CORDOVA

CRAIG
DELTA/GREELY
DILLINGHAM
FAIRBANKS
GALENA

HAINES

HOONAH
HYDABURG
IDITAROD
JUNEAU

KAKE
KASHUNAMIUT
KENAI
KETCHIKAN
KLAWOCK
KODIAK

KUSPUK

LAKE AND PENN.
LOWER KUSKOKWIM
LOWER YUKON
MATSU

NENANA

NOME

NORTH SLOPE
NORTHWEST ARCTIC
PELICAN
PETERSBURG
PRIBILOF
RAILBELT

SITKA

SKAGWAY
SOUTHEAST
SOUTHWEST

ST MARY'’S
TANANA
UNALASKA
VALDEZ
WRANGELL
YAKUTAT

YUKON FLATS
YUKON/KOYUKUK
YUPIIT

TOTALS

NEW TABLES
AASA SEC. 3
PROPOSAL

$152,400
$0
$0
$0
$240,000
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$139,200
$0
$374,400
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$120,000
$0
$0
$600,000
$120,000
$0
$130,800
$0
$0
$0
$0
$480,000
$0
$160,800
$174,000
$174,000
$0
$120,000
$0
$0
$120,000
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0;
$0!
$133,200
$120,000
$0
$0
$0
$0

$3,358,800

SB54
NEW TABLES
AASA SEC. 2

PROPOSAL

$0
$157,800
$0
$58,800
$14,400
$173,400
$225,000
$153,000
$70,800
$0
$157,200
$196,200
$174,600
$0
$241,800
$0
$39,000
$177,000
$119,400
$0
$63,000
$0
$53,400
$96,000
$572,400
$0
$82,800
$0
$82,800
$0
$93,000
$393,000
$117,000
$72,000
$0
$158,400
$132,000
$0

$0

$600
$99,000
$0
$10,200
$66,600
$47,400
$0

$0
$172,800
$0

$0
$34,800
$39,600
$59,400
$30,600

$4,435,200
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ALASKA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
FOUNDATION FUNDING PROGRAM

PREPARED 2/28/91

ADAK

ALASKA GATEWAY
ALEUTIAN REGION
ALEUTIANS EAST
ANCHORAGE
ANNETTE ISLANDS
BERING STRAIT
BRISTOL. BAY
CHATHAM
CHUGACH
COPPER RIVER
CORDOVA

CRAIG
DELTA/GREELY
DILLINGHAM
FAIRBANKS
GALENA

HAINES

HOONAH
HYDABURG
IDITAROD

JUNEAU

KAKE
KASHUNAMIUT
KENAI

KETCHIKAN
KLAWOCK
KODIAK

KUSPUK

LAKE AND PENINSULI

LOWER KUSKOKWIM
LCWER YUKON
MAT-SU

NENANA

NOME

NORTH SLOPE
NORTHWEST ARCTIC
PELICAN
PETERSBURG
PRIBILOF
RAILBELT

SITKA

SKAGWAY
SOUTHEAST
SOUTHWEST

ST. MARY'S
TANANA
UNALASKA
VALDEZ
WRANGELL
YAKUTAT

YUKON FLATS
YUKON/KOYUKUK
YUPIT

OTHER

TOTALS

FY91 FOUNDATION
STATE AID
100% ENTITLEMENT
$2,083,942
$4,329,618
$680,468
$3,078,324
$156,404,478
$1,170,462
$12,271,870
$1,663,843
$2,554,523
$1,461,376
$5,221,136
$2,301,935
$1,689,191
$4,269,949
$2,936,054
$57,115,905
$1,085,274
$2,374,218
$1,446,196
$956,647
$4,163,521
$20,344,548
$1,083,087
$1,308,396
$37,253,584
$9,952,787
$1,333,158
$12,155,260
$4,716,683
$5,386,950
$27,178,760
$10,288,288
$39,817,389
$1,577,456
$4,912,948
$7,888,743
$13,286,800
$581,637
$2,981,875
$1,344,889
$2,966,307
$6,441,269
$904,356
$4,842,342
$4,667,542
$1,307,241
$1,165,181
$1,616,402
$2,674,681
$2,478,311
$1,131,374
$4,973,684
$5,449,696
$3,491,802
$9,704,648
$526,467,054

PROJECTED FY92
FOUNDATION
STATE AID
100% ENTITLEMENT
$2,173,342
$4,346,718
$680,468
$2,916,674
$162,149,942
$1,305,462
$12,719,470
$1,663,201
$2,556,923
$1,421,776
$5,0B7,336
$2,265,566
$2,138,924
$4,244,749
$2,915,918
$60,237,647
$1,202,673
$2,258,312
$1,405,719
$981,799
$4,386,121
$20,626,989
$1,036,056
$1,390,596
$39,335,955
$10,378,089
$1,290,491
$11,967,600
$4,684,283
$5,474,080
$27,763,760
$9,908,488
$42,994,356
$1,503,966
$4,913,430
$8,057,882
$11,464,556
$561,341
$3,051,475
$1,415,689
$3,013,707
$6,305,158
$822,752
$5,096,142
$5,029,342
$1,304,147
$1,168,693
$1,668,678
$2,699,117
$2,603,887
$1,157,318
$4,788,884
$5,421,496
$3,503,802
$10,285,221
$541,746,166

PROJECTED FY92
FOUNDATION
PRORATION TO
GOV. BUDGET
OF $514,648.9

$1,993,966
$4,150,894
$649,580
$2,761,582
$154,035,162
$1,202,955
$12,042,819
$1,564,588
$2,416,102
$1,357,243
$4,872,912
$2,152,343
$2,044,181
$4,034,316
$2,766,849
$57,299,228
$1,142,397
$2,148,693
$1,341,162
$940,656
$4,178,107
$19,574,123
$984,246
$1,316,122
$37,186,201
$9,823,392
$1,232,295
$11,368,229
$4,474,963
$5,219,843
$26,419,988
$9,350,139
$40,977,731
$1,440,715
$4,691,919
$7,527,663
$10/00,846
$500,524
$2,900,737
$1,340,006
$2,890,592
$5,971,077
$780,012
$4,858,522
$4,772,904
$1,248,926
$1,117,149
$1,576,402
$2,531,133
$2,481,159
$1,106,088
$4,574,146
$5,152,263
$3,323,991
$10,013,119
$514,658,900

COLUMN C
LESS
COLUMN B
$89,400
$17,100
$0
($161,650)
$5,745,464
$135,000
$447,600
($642)
$2,400
($39,600)
($133,800)
($36,419)
$449,733
($25,200)
($20,136)
$3,121,742
$117,399
($115,906)
($40,477)
$25,152
$222,600
$282,441
($47,031)
$82,200
$2,082,371
$425,302
($42,667)
($187,660)
($32,400)
$87,130
$585,000
($379,800)
$3,176,967
($73/90)
$482
$169,139
($1,822,244)
($20,296)
$69,600
$70,800
$47,400
($136,111)
($81,604)
$253,800
$361,800
($3,094)
$3,512
$52,276
$24,436
$125,576
$25,944
($184,800)
($28,200)
$12,000
$580,573
$15,279/. 12

COLUMN D
LESS
COLUMN B
($09,976)
($178,724)
($30,888)
($316,742)
($2,369,316)
$32,493
($229,051)
($99,255)
($138,421)
($104,133)
($348,224)
($149,642)
$354,990
($235,633)
($169,205)
$183,323
$57,123
($225,525)
($105,034)
($15,991)
$14,586
($770,425)
($98,841)
$7,726
($67,383)
($129,395)
($100,863)
($787,031)
($241,720)
($167,107)
($758,772)
($938,149)
$1,160,342
($136,741)
($221,029)
($361,080)
($2,485,954)
($45,113)
($81,138)
($4,883)
($75,715)
($470,192)
($124,344)
$16,180
$105,362
($58,315)
($48,032)
($40,000)
($143,548)
$2,848
($25,286)
($399,538)
($297,433)
($167,811)
$308,471
($11,808,154)



ALEUTIAN REGION SCHOOL DISTRICT

RtAA »» (ATKA and NIKpLSKI)

P.O.Bo* 47050 Aik*. Xlaaka #8547-0050 Dr.Phill Hardy, Buparinlandti
807-858-2255 Fax tOr-139-221

RESOLUTION 91-05

WHEREAS, the Aleutian Region School District is the must
remote and isolated school district in Alaska and as a

result experiences additional financial responsibilities
with the Increased transportation costs associated with
personnel and student travel, and in the costs of
maintenance and operations of the remote rural schools
therein; and

WhEREAS, the Aleutian Region School District has continued
to experience cost increases without Increases from State
revenue for the past 5 years.

WHEREAS, the Aleutian Region School District has taken the
Initiative to follow the Intent of the legislature and
establish cooperative agreements with other districts to
reduce costs; and

WHEREAS, the Aleutian Region School District has taken the
Initiative to reduce administrative costs by having the
Superintendent also assume the role of Principal as well as
teach some classes.

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED; that the Board of Directors of the
Aleutian Region School District supports the Alaska
Association of School Administrators sponsored Senate Bill

relating to the Increase In state aid for education which
wlll be Introduced In the Seventeenth Legislature First
Session.

APPROVED, THIS 27TB DAY OF DECEMBER 1991,

ICT BOARD OF DIRECTORS:

Helen Pletnlkoff, Clerk



ANCHORAGE SCHOOL DISTRICT
LEGISLATIVEREQUESTS

DISTRICT LEGISLATIVE POSITIONS

The Anchorage School District requests that members of the Alaska State Legislature
consider the following priorities as approved by the Anchorage School Board:

Provision for a 5 percent increase in the instructional allotment for school
districts statewide under the Public School Foundation Program.

Adequate funding to provide full reimbursement to school districts, cities and
boroughs for school bonded indebtedness that has been incurred.

Provide early full funding for education, including foundation, pupil
transportauon, tuition, and community school appropriations.

The appropriation of sufficient funds for the School District's highest priority
capital improvement and major maintenance projects.

Supplemental funding for the Alaska Public School Foundation Program in the
current year.

Hold harmless on required local effort.

Legislation that will provide for a review of the funding for single/dual school
sites and small school sites throughout the state of Alask ..



P.O. Box-157v ; (907)945.3611 Hoonah,Alaska 99829

January 30, 1991

Steve McPhetres

A.C.S . A.
326-4th Street Suite 400
Juneau, AK 99801

Dear Mr. McPhetres:

At the last regular Hoonah City Schools Board Meeting,
January 22, the Board of Education wunanimously passed a
motion in support of SB 54, regarding Foundation Program

Revision.

mL. tsyaney wngtit
Superintendent

LSW/jch



CCR-90-12-10-02

WHEREAS A single site district such as exists in the City of Hoonah
is treated unequally in the State school funding foundation
formula; and

WHEREAS Hoonah Public Schools has seen a considerable decrease of
enrollment that has severely aggravated the funding shortage;
and

WHEREAS There exists no alternate sources of funding available to

the district to alleviate the shortage; and

WHEREAS The school district has already instituted severe cuts in
educational programs; and

WHEREAS Further cuts would severely decrease the quality of education
offered to children of the district;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of Hoonah, Alaska request
that the Governor create in Hoonah, state representation, supporting a
more equitable funding formula for the single site district, and further,
that the Governor restore the two percent (2%) funding cut.

PASSED AND APPROVED by a duly constituted quorum of the City of Hoonah
THIS 11TH DAY OF DECEMBER, 1990.

Ul
Albert W Dick, Mayor

Attest:

Carole Christy, (Zi'ty Clerk

City of Hoonah
P.O. Box 360
Hoonah, Alaska 99829



P.O. BOX 450
KAKE. ALASKA 99830
©07) 785-3741

PRIORITY #2

Kake City School District recognizes the discrepancies inherent in the present
foundation funding formula and feels strongly that legislation should be
initiated that addresses this issue. Legislation addressing these inequities
would serve to alleviate the need for supplemental bills that are created or
on "Ad hoc" basis. Piecemeal legislation does not solve these problems. A
long term, equitable solution must be created.

REMEDY -Kake City School District supports AASA's finance proposal as it is
written in bill form. This bill would provide a viable, equitable,
long term solution to funding discrepancies suffused by single/dual
site school districts. Kake City School District supports this
proposal in its entirely.

This proposal must remain intact. Attempts to "gut" this proposal
legislation will "water down" the effect until a solution will not
be achieved.



RESOLUTION S1-07

KASHUNAMIUT SCHOOL DISTRICT

WHEREAS, the public school foundation formula has not been
changed for several years; and

WHEREAS, significant inequities have been identified with the
current formula; and

WHEREAS, inflationary cost increases, cost transfers from the
state to school districts, and increased federal and state statu-

tory and regulatory burdens on school districts have made it
difficult if not impossible for Alaska districts to maintain the
level of service to Alaska's young people; and

WHEREAS, SB54 and EB53 address the issues of formula equity and a
more nearly adequate level of funding for Alaska districts.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of the Kashuriamiut School
District urge the Legislature and the Governor to suooort and

enact SB54/HB53.

THIS RESOLUTION ADOPTED by the affirmative vote of the Board of
the Kashunamiut School D istrict at the regular meeting of January
31, 1991, at which a quorum was present and voting.

C I-' Pt ( 2z
Board President Date B

gv [/ 1 7]
Board Secretary Dat?



KENAI PENINSULA BOROUGH SCHOOL DISTRICT
RESOLUTION 90-91-4
SUPPORT OF AN INCREASE IN FOUNDATION FORMULA

WHEREAS, the Constitution of the State of Alaska (Article VII, Section 1)
requires the state to maintain the public school system; and

WHEREAS, there has been no Increase 1n the foundation formula since 1986,
when the appropriation was cut by 10% and no supplemental appropriation was
passed to restore that amount to school districts; and

WHEREAS, the current appropriation 1s Inadequate to maintain the
educational programs 1n the Kenai Peninsula Borough School D istrict for the
remainder of this fiscal year without a supplemental appropriation; and

WHEREAS, the district finds 1t Increasingly difficult to maintain a
quality educational program with the current foundation formula amount due to
escalating costs, Increased unfunded mandated programs, fixed costs and the
tax cap; and

WHEREAS, this district has an obligation to provide for the needs of
children to take their places as educated skilled adults prepared to function
In the 21st century with Its rapidly changing technology; and

WHEREAS, all districts 1n the state have students at risk whose needs
must be met with improved programs;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Kenai Peninsula Borough School
District strongly urges the 17th legislature to Increase the amount
appropriated per unit in the foundation formula.

ADOPTED BY THE BOARD OF EDUCATION OF THE KENAI PENINSULA BOROUGH SCHOOL
DISTRICT ON THIS 21st DAY DF  January 1991.

ATTEST:

Notary Public



LOWER YUKON SCHOOL DISTRICT

P.O. Box 32089 « MI. Village, Alaska 99632 « (907) 591-2411

KEITH EVANS
Superintendent

RESOLUTION 91-1

Alaska Association of School Administrator's Finance B ill

WHEREAS, The Lower Yukon Regional School Board is the duly elected
Board of the Lower Yukon School D istrict Region, and,

WHEREAS, a stable assured source of funding for public education
provides for an orderly educational planning and budgeting process,
helping to ensure that the monies be available for public
education, and

WHEREAS, the dependence of state oil revenues is not annually
reliable for support of public education, and,

WHEREAS, resources for additional funding for public education is
needed, and that the revenue received from taxable real and
personal property will provide sufficient additional funding for
public education, and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Lower Yukon Regional School

Board fully supports the Alaska Association of School
Administrator's Finance B ill to the Seventeenth Legislature.

Passed and approved by the Regional School Board of the Lower Yukon

School District this day of I -/ 1991.
ATTEST ATTEST: [
Leslie R. Hunter, Chairman Timothy?<Sergie, 3 itar
/
ATTEST: ATTEST
Michael Hunt, Vice-Chair Timothy Kaganak”/Treastre
ATTEST:

.-Keith Evans, Superintendent

Alakanuk Emmonak Hooper Kotlik Marshall MI. Village Pilot Station Pitkas Point Russian Mission Scammon Bay Sheldon Point



NENANA CITY PUBLIC SCHOOLS

P.O0. BOX 00010

NENANA. ALASKA 99760
907-832-5464
FAX 907-832-5625

Resolution #91-5

regarding

Nenana City Public School D istrict's Support of Senate Bill

Relating to State Aid for Education

W hereas, the issue of inadequate f/nding for school children has
been a concern for the past several years, in Nenana and in the State of

Alaska and

W hereas, the programs for ..children and the staffing at our school
has been significantly reduced, even at a time when the student
population is increasing, and

W hereas, the concerns of the Nenana community, the Single/Dual
Site Consortium and the educational organizations in the State have been
put before the legislature numerous times without success, and

W hereas, Senate Bill #54 represents the best interests of the
children in Alaska and is a proposal upon which School Board members,
parents, teachers and administrators can pledge their support,

Therefore, be it Resolved that the Nenana School D istrict go on
record in support of Senate Bill #54 and,

Be it further resolved that the Nenana City Public School District
School Board strongly supports the changes in the Foundation Funding
for Alaska Public Schools as delineated in Senate Bill #54 , and

Be it further resolved that the Nenana City Public School D istr.ct
School Board requests the active support of the Alaska Association of
School Boards, the Alaska Association of School Administrators, and the
Alaska State Board of Education in seeking these changes during this

legislative session, and

“Nenana, Alaska — Home of the Ice Classic”



Fage 2
Resolution #91-5

Be it further resolved that the Nenana City Public School Beard of
Education will actively seek the support of Senators, Representatives
and other State O fficials who may be instrumental in the passace of this
legislation to support the children of Alaska.

Vi
Dated this day of January, 1991

Nenana City Public School Board



NORTH: SLOPE BOROUGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

Pouch 169 « Barrow, Alaska 99723

Office of the
Superintendent
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Aamodt, Superintendent

January 23, 1991

Representative Eileen MacLean
Co-Chair, House Finance Committee

Pouch V
Juneau, Alaska 99811

RE: House Bill 53, Increase State Education Aid

Dear Eileen:

Ahrahaa! Title-chauran naguupaluktuq taiyuaqtuni. As you know, one of
the NSB School District's legislative priorities is to actively support
legislation that would increase the funding level in State Foundation Aid for

schools in Alaska.

My staff and | have reviewed House Bill 53, related to State Aid for
Education, and would like to go on record that the NSB School District
officially SUPPORTS this legislation. In addition, HB 53 appears to be
identical to a draft Senate version which we had examined earlier. The
draft version was supported by the Alaska Association of School
Administrators.

The North Slope Borough officials also are supportive of HB 53 as any
increase in foundation aid would benefit both the District and the Borough.

Thank you for expressing your desire to become a co-sponsor of House Bill
53. | believe this bill is politically viable for all school districts in the State

and hope you can continue supporting HB 53. Please let me know if my
staff and | can be of any assistance to you. BEST OF LUCK AND SUCCESS

as the Session begins!

intendent
PA:BIL

cc: Senator A1 Adams
Ashley Reed, District Lobbyist
eSteve-M cPhettesaA ASA

Carl Rose, AASA



Southwest Region Schools

P.O. Box 90
Dillingham, Alaska 99576

Phone (907) 842-5287
Fax (907) 842-5428

RESOLUTION 91-4

Alaska Association of School Administrators'
Finance Proposal

The Southwest Region School District strongly endorses the finance
proposal put forth by AASA and incorporated into the attached legislative
bill.

Rationale:

1. This proposal represents a united position of the school districts of
Alaska.

2. This proposal will benefit all school districts of the state.

3. This proposal addresses immediate needs of the school districts.

4. It is a first step toward an improved state funding formula for

public school districts.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED BY THE SCHOOL BOARD OF THE
SOUTHWEST REGION SCHOOL DISTRICT THIS DAY OF
, 1891.

ATTESTED, . DATE:
'resident, S.W. Region School Board

DATE:
Board ~fficer-ocr*perintendent



OFFICERS
PRESIDENT
Gene Redden
Fairbanks

PRESIDENT-ELECT
Percy Frisby
Hydaburg

PAST-PRESIDENT
Jean Buchanan
Anchorage

SECRETARY/TREASURER

Carole Huntington
Galena

DIRECTORS
ANCHORAGE
Carol Ctolpe

ANNETTE ISLANDS
Paul Brendible

IDITAROD

Arnold Hamilton

KETCHIKAN

Pamela Hjorteset

KLAWOCK

Jeff Nickerson

MATANUSKA-SUSITNA

Diana Herschbach

NENANA

Terrie Irwin

NORTH SLOPE
Roy Nageak

SITKA
Sandi Hicks

YUKON-KOYUKUK
Luke Titus

YUPIIT
Michael Williams

EX-OFFICIO DIRECTOR
Dick Anderson
Delta-Greely

EXECUTIVE
DIRECTOR
Carl F.N. Rose

A S s O C I A T I O N o F A I A S K A s ¢C H O O L B O A R D s

316 West 11th Street. Juneau. Alaska 99801-1510 « Tel. (907) 586-1C83 =« cax (907) 586-2995

Serving Alaskan Education

POSITION PAPER IN SUPPORT OF
SB54/ HBS53
Acts relating to state aid for education;
and providing for an effective date

The Association ofAlaska School Boards enthusiastically supports SB 54 and HB 53.
identical bills relating to state aid for education. These bills address a number of issues

critical to ensuring adequate and equitable funding for education inAlaska.

The legislature hasn"t increased the level of school funding for five years, the result of
which has been five years of serious cost cutting by school districts. Due to a lack of
inflation proofing and cuts to the foundation program, current levels of funding are
Inadequate to reach expectations set forth by the governor, legislature and the public-at-

laige.

Alaska, like many other states, faces a legal challenge to its foundation funding
formula which has produced inequitable funding between districts, particularly as it

effects single/dual-site school districts and the issue of local taxation.

Due to fluctuating property values and how those values are tied to the current funding
formula, districts find they cannot establish a stable base of funding at the local lewel.

The hold harmless clause found in both bills address this issue.

An increase In the instructional unitvalue from $60,000 to $63,000 would help meet
the expectations that Alaskans have set for education and would allow districts to
protect the necessary school programs that can meet those expectations, as well as to

carry out unfunded or underfunded state and federal mandates.

The Association ofAlaska School Boards believes the proposed legislation addresses
the concerns raised above. The time has come to take a comprehensive approach to
remedying the inadequacies of the foundation funding formula. HB 53 and SB 54
represent the vehicle with which to help us address some of those goals. We encourage

your active support of these efforts on behalf ofAlaska®s children.

2/11/91



NEA-ALASKA

AFFILIATED WITH THE NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION

ANCHORAGE REGIONAL OFFICE JUNEAU OFFICE FAIRBANKS REGIONAL OFFICE
1411 W 33RD AVENUE 105 MUNICIPAL WAY. SUITE 302 2118 CUSHMAN STREET
ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99503 JUNEAU. ALASKA 99801 FAIRBANKS. ALASKA 99701
1907) 274-0536 (907) 586-3090 1907) 456-4435
Feb- 11, 1991
To: Representatives Carney and Lincoln, Co-Chairs

Members; House HESS Committee

Re: HB 53; "An Act relating to state aid for
education; and providing for an effective date."”

NEA-Alaska strongly supports and encourages your favorable consideration of HB 53.

A disparity has existed in the public school foundation formula relative to single and dual site
districts since we returned to the Instructional Unit technique of funding in 1987-88. The result
has been an inordinate financial burden on these communities and the reduction or elimination
of critical programs and services. These districts have uot been able to get back up to prior
levels of funding under the current formula.

Since 1987-88 it has been necessary, each year, for single and rural site districts to seek
additional appropriations from the Legislature. It is not fair that they have had to withstand
additional legislative scrutiny relative to their basic needs under a funding formula that is
supposed to treat all districts equitably.

An increase in the Instructional Unit value is long overdue! Since the return to the current
method of funding public education the Instructional Unit value of $60,000 has not been
changed. The adverse impact of inflation makes it worth $52,361 in todays’ dollars. If it were
to keep pace with inflation for 1991-92, in 1987-77 dollars, the Instructional Unit value should
be set at $74,550.

During this brief period critical programs and services for students have been cut back, and,
unfortunately, in too many instances, eliminated. Employees have subsidized public education
through salary and benefit cuts and freezes and increased workloads. Essential building
maintenance has been deferred at an ever increasing eventual cost.

Also, we have been asking more of public education in terms of more effectively dealing with
increasing problems in our society. It is time to increase the value of the Instructional Unit in
our public school foundation formula.

Thank you for your consideration of our recommendajdqrs.

Respectfully submitted, W/PJi -

\Aa t A
Bob Manners Don Oberg
Executive Director President

cc: Representative Mackie
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Date Referred: March I, 1991 FURTHER REFERRALS:

Date of Committee Action:

The FINANCE Committee considered: HB 54
HOUSE BILL NO. 54 DISTRIBUTION OF NATIONAL FOREST RECEIPTS
"An Act relating to the distribution of national forest receipts; and providing for an effective date."
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H O U S E B 1L L N O . 54 (FIN A N C E)

7-LS0427NV

LN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASTKA
S EV EN TETENTH LEGISLATWUWRTE - FIRST S ES S 10 N
Offered:
Referred:
Sponsor(s): REPRESENTATIVES MACKIE, Grussendorf, C.Davis
A B I L L
F O R A N A C T E N T I'T L E D
[ ]
A n A ct relating to th e distribution o f nation al forest receipts; providing for the
distribution o f national forest receipts to an organized borough in proportion to th e
percentage of the national forest w ithin th e organized borough; establishing an unorganized
i
borough nation al forest receipts fund w ith 75 percent o f th e fund to b e utilized for th e
b enefit o f p u b lic sch ools in th e unorganized b orowugh, and 25 percent o f th e fund to b e
u tilized fo th e b enefit o f p ublic road s in th e unorganized b orough authorizing 1
d istrib u tion s from th e fun d to a hom e ru le or first class city located w ith in th e
unorganized b orowugh and w ith in a nation al forest or w ith in 20 m ile s o f a n ation al fore st
1
on th e basis o f th e proportion o f th e num ber o f children in average d aily m em bership 1
-
i
o f th e city school district com pared to th e to tal num ber o f children in average daily
m e m bership in city sch ool d istricts located w ith in th e unorganized b orowugh an d w ith in a
nation al forest or w ith in 20 m ile s o f a nation al forest an d in re g iomn al educational
CSHB 54(FIN)
Nev Ac Vn-if.-. 7 ."DELETED TEXT 3RACXETED]
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attendance areas that have a school located w ith in th e unorganized borough and w ith in
a national forest or w ith in 20 m ile s of a national forest; authorizing distrib u tion s from
th e fund to a hom e rule city first class city or second class city that exercises road
pow ers and to a m unicipality organized under federal law that exercises road pow ers, that
is located w ith in the unorganized borough and located w ith in a national forest or w ith in
20 m iles of a national forest, on the basis of the proportion of the number of road m ile s
w ith in m uonicipal boundaries over w hich the com m unity exercises road pow ers plus th e
num ber of state road m iles m aintained by the m uonicipality under agreem ent w ith the state
com pared to th e total num ber of road m ile s m aintained by state or lo cal governm ents
w ith in th e unorganized borough and w ith in a national forest or w ith in 20 m ile s o f a
national forest; authorizing th e deposit of the rem ainder of the fun d in th e general fund
to offset state expenses for education androad m aintenance in th e unorganized borough:
and providing for an effective date."
B E T EN ACTETD B Y T H E LEG IS LATURE o F T H E s T ATE o F ALASKA
* section 1. FINDINGS ANUD PURPOSE (a) Federal law, 16 U.S.C. 500, provides that 25 percent
of all m oney received each fiscal year from each national forest shall be paid to the state in w hich the
national forest is located, to be distributed under state law for the benefit of the public schools and roads
of the county or counties in w hich the national forest is located

(b) The intent of this federal law is to provide funds to support roads and schools o f
com m unities affected by national forest activities .

(c) Under present state law , com m unities that are affected by national forest activities, but
located w ithin the unorganized borough, do not receive direct paym ent of national forest incom e

(d) That portion of national forest incom e not distributed to organized boroughs under
AS 41.15.180(a) should be distributed to com m unities w ithin the unorganized borough that are situated
w ithin a national forest or w ithin 20 m iles of a nauonal forest that contribute financially to the provision
of education and road m aintenance and that presently do notreceive funds from national forest receipts.
* Sec. 2 A'S 41.15.180 is repealed and reenacted to read:

CSHB 54(FIN)
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sec 41.15.180 N AT 1O N
com m unity and regional affairs r
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boundaries.

" X

AL FOREST IN CO M E, (a) W hen the com m issioner or
eceives national forest incom e wunder 16 U .S.C. 500. the
y to each organized borough in w hich national forest land is
that forest; an organized borough's share of incom e from a
nal to the area of the national forest located w ith in its

(b) There is created as a separate account in the general fund
national forest receipts fund The fund consists of national forest
Departm ent of Com m unity and Regional Affairs under 16 U.S.C. 50
national forest located w ithin the unorganized borough Seventy-five
be allocated for public schools and 25 percent for public roads.

(c) From the percentage of the unorganized borough nati
allocated to the public schools under (b) of this section, the com m ission
rule or first class city located w ithin the unorganized borough and w
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er shall pay to each hom e
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as the proportion o f the

m em bership of the city school district com pared to the total
ily m em bership in —city school districts located w ithin the
national forest or w ithin 20 m iles of the national forest and
areas that have a school located w ithin the wunorganized
est or w ithin 20 m iles o f the national forest.

of the wunorganized borough nationa forest receipts fund

section, the com m issioner shall pay to each

rst class city, or second class city that exercises road powers,
ed borough and w ithin a national forest or w ithin 20 m iles
com e from the roads allocation of the fund; a home rule city,

s share shall be calculated as the
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(2) m unicipality organized under federal law as a Indian reserve that existed
before the enactm ent of 43 U.S.C 1618(a) and is continued in existence under that subsection
and that has form ed a com m unity developm ent corporation under AS 29.60.365 that exercises
road powers and that is located w ithin the unorganized borough and w ithin the national forest
or w ithin 20 m iles of the national forest a share of the incom e from the roads allocauon of the 1
fund; the share due a m unicipality organized under federal law that exercises road powers shall -
be calculated as the proportion of the number of road m iles w ithin m unicipal boundaries over :
w hich the com m unity exercises road powers plus the number of state road m iles m aintained by I
the m unicipality under agreem ent w ith the state com pared to the total number of road m iles
m aintained by state or local governm ents in the unorganized borough and w ithin the national j

i
forest or w ithin 20 m iles of the national forest; however, the com m issioner m ay pay incom e from j
i
national forest receipts under this paragraph only after the corporation has delivered a w ritten
w aiver of sovereign im m unity from legal action by the state to recover all or a portion o f the
m oney distributed under this section

(e) A distribution m ade under (a) of this section shall be expended for public schools and
public roads. A distribution m ade under (c) of this section shall be expended for public schools.
A distribution m ade under (d) of this section shall be expended for public roads.

f) For the purpose of m aking distributions from the fund, the com m issioner of
com m unity and regional affairs shall consult with the com m issioner of education, for purposes
ofdeterm ining the num ber ofchildren in average daily m em bership in the public schools affected -
by this section, and the com m issioner of transportation and public facilities, to determ ine the total
num ber of road m iles in the unorganized borough affected by this section. :

(g) An organized borough, home rule city, first class city, or second class city, or a
m unicipality organized under federal law that receives a national forest incom e payment or
distribution under 16 U .S .C 500 or this section shall annually report and account to the
com m issioner of com m unity and regional affairs its use of the payment or distribution for the
purposes provided in (a) - (e) of this section The com m issioner of com m unity and regional I
affairs m ay not distribute national forest incc'-" undtr this section to an entity in the unorganized .
borough that has previously failed to report and account as required under this subsection I

(h) For purposes of this section, if a portion of a home rule city, first class city, or j

j

second class city, or m unicipality organized wunder federal law in the unorganized borough is i
)

1

t

J
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

BILL NO. CS HB 54 (FIN)

Community & Regional A ffairs

Revision Date: Department Affected:

Title: Mkg distribution of national BRU: N ational Forest Receipts
forest receipts Component: N ational Forest Receipts

Sponsor: Rep. Mackie

Requestor: HOUSE FINANCE COMMITTEE COMPONENT SERIAL NO.

Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING FY 92 FY 93 FY 94
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL ’
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT
LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS 6000.0 6000.0 6000.0
MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING 6000.0 6000.0 6000.0
CAPITAL -0- | .p- . -0-
REVENUE -0- -0- -0-

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND
FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER Nat'l Forest 6000.0 6000.0 6000.0
TOTAL Receipts tun-

POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME 0 0 0
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

Estimate of current year impact:.

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.)

Revenues to the fund from the federal gov't
25% of the gross revenue from each national
represents continued distribution at the FY

FY 95 FY 96 Fy 97
6000.0 6000.0 6000.0
6000.0 6000.0 6000.0

-0- -0- -0-

-0- -0- [ -0-
6000.0 6000.0 6000 .0

0 0 0

vary year to year®"based wupon
forest. The fiscal note
91 1level of receipt.

Representative Mike Navarre, @dﬂlff\m“_\]%%

Prepared By: Representative Eileen MacLean. Co-ChairC ”~ Phone: 465-3722

Division: HOUSE FINANCE COMMITTEE

Approved by Com missioner:

Date: 4/24/91

Agency:

Date:

Distribution (by preparer): Legislative Finance, Legislative Sponsor, Requestor, OMB, & Impacted Agency(ies).

Rev 10/90

Page J of *



Community
Home Rule
Petersburg
Wrangell

Federal
M etlakatla

1st Class
Hydaburg
Craig
Klawock
Kake
Hoonah
Pelican
Skagway
Y akutat

2nd Class
Thorne Bay
Coffman Cove
Kasaan
Kupreanof
Angoon

Tenakee Springs
Port Alexander

Total Loca

State

Grand Total

Road Miles

12.15
8.03

3.17
19.00
5.83
17.15
14.00
11.15
7.34

22.70
2.92

0 .00

5.18

131.72

243.00

374.72

CSHB 54 (Finance)-Prospective

ADM

681.20
508.90

108.40
310.70
201.90
178.70
234.00
48.20
144.75
150.00

2566.75

1284.90

3851.65

Road Mile $

48.6
32.1

12.7
76.1
23.3
68.7
56.0
4.4
44.6
29.4

90.9

11.7

527.27
972.7

1,500.0

Page 2

distribution

School $

795.9
594.6

126.6
363.0
235.9
208.8
273.4
56.3
169.1
175.2

2998.81
1,501.2

4,500.0

Total

844.5
626.7

139.3
439.1
259.2
277.4
329.4
60.7
213.7
204.6

90.9

11.7

3,526.1

2,473.9

6,000 .0



W HILE IN JUNEAU

JERRY MACKIE Alaska f£s>tate legislature

JUNEAU. ALASKA 99011

P.O. BOX 73
(907) 465-4925

CRAIG. ALASKA 99921
[907] 026-3009 OFFICE
[907] 026-2930 HOME

CHAIRMAN.
COMMUNITY S.REGIONAL AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

VICE CHAIRMAN.
TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE

$ous« of Jepresentatthest

March 8, 1991
MEMORANDUM

To: All members
House Finance Committee

From: Rep. Mackie
Re: CS HB 54 (CRA), relating to forest receipts.

| would appreciate your favorable consideration of CS HB 54 (CRA).
This bill corrects a long standing inequity in the national forest
receipts program.

The state receives from the U.S. Department of Agriculture a
percentage of the earnings derived from timber harvest activities in
the Tongass and Chugach national forests. The purpose of the funds
is to alleviate the fiscal impacts on local government services
resultant from these activities. Use of the funds is restricted to
education and public roads in the "county or counties in which the
national forest is situated.”

In current practice, the state allocates only a portion of these funds
to organized boroughs within the two national forests. The
allocation is based, in accordance to federal law, on the amount of
national forest acreage within the borough's boundaries. The
remaining portion of funds, associated with the forest acreages in
the unorganized borough, is not allocated specifically and lapses
into the state general fund. A recent Legislative Budget and Audit
Report draws attention to this practice as not complying with
federal requirements.

CS HB 54 (CRA) would preserve the intent of tho forest receipts
program and federal law by providing a rationale for allocating the



unorganized borough portion of funds to the appropriate communities
in the Tongass and Chugach. The rationale is a per capita based
distribution that would bring the program into full conformity. In
this manner the program matches other policies of resource revenue
sharing for local impacts such as the raw fish tax revenue sharing
and the NPRA programs.

Attachments: Sectional of CS HB 54 (CRA)
Fiscal history & Example of distribution
Audit Report
Legal Opinion
Revenue sharing research



SECTIONAL FOR CH HB 54 (CRA)

An act relating to the forest receipt program.

Section 1. The intent and provisions of the federal forest receipts
revenue sharing program are described. The purpose of this act is to
include communities which are in the unorganized borough portion of
the nation forests to also receive their share of the federal impact
funds for education and public roads.

Section 2. Current law, AS 41.15.180, on the national forest income
is replace with a new section with the following elements:

1. The responsibility for the national forest receipts program
is changed from the Department of Administration in current law to
the Department of Community and Regional Affairs. AS41.15.180(a).

2. Generally, communities in the unorganized borough portion
of the national forests qualify if located within 20 miles distance
of a national forest.

3. Organized boroughs receive a share of the receipts based on
the percent of forest lands within their boundaries as is current
practice and required by federal law. AS 41.15.180(a)(1).

4. Home rule and first class cities in the unorganized borough
receive a per capita share of the unorganized borough portion. This
portion is also based on the percent of forest lands within the
unorganized borough. AS 41.15.180(a)(2).

5. Metlakatla receives a per capita share. AS 41.15.180(a)(3).

6. Second class cities receive 75% of their per capita share if
they have adopted road powers. AS 41.15.180(a)(4).

7. An unorganized borough national forest receipts fund is
created in the department from the remaining funds not distributed
under (a)(2) - (a)(4) above. REAAs, unincorporated communities, and
second class cities not exercising road "“jwers can apply through
DOT/PF for use of these funds. Education use of these funds is
limited to capital improvement and repair. AS 41.15.180(b).



8. The commissioner is given guidance for the review and
ranking of project applications in 7 above. AS 41.15.180(c).

9. Funds expended under this section can only be used for
public roads and education as required by federal law.
AS 41.15.180(d).

10. The commissioner shall annually determine the population
of communities in the unorganized borough that are eligible for
forest receipts. All local governments receiving forest receipts
shall report their use to the commissioner. AS 41.15.180(f) and (g).



' POSITION
PAPER

B ILL N O : H B 5 4 A PP R ®WETID :

TITLE: Distribution of National Forest b AT E Moaren 5.1981
Receipts

The proposed legislation would direct unassigned forest receipts from the
state to organized boroughs and other communities in the Tongass and
Chugach Forests.

At the present time, only organized boroughs receive funds. The funds
are sent to the boroughs by the Department of Community and Regional
Affairs. Allocations are prorated based on the number of acres of forest
land within each borough. The funds are to be spent, by federal
designation, on education and roads. The state has decided that 25% of the
funds are to go to education, and 75% to roads. In 1990, boroughs received
approximately $2.8 million dollars from the program; $6.2 million dollars
went to the state's general fund.

In areas where direct significant impacts of logging activities occur, such as
Prince of Wales Island, there is no borough government and therefore no
distribution of forest receipts.

HB 54 offers a remedy for fund distribution to communities in timber
harvest impact areas that occur outside the organized boroughs.

HB 54 would allocate funds on the basis of community population for
communities that are not in boroughs but are in the two forests. Grants
would be given to these communities through the Department of
Community and Regional Affairs. These grants would be used in
compliance with the state's formula of 25% for education and 75% for
roads.

For Further Information aontact Katy McHugh et 465-3900.



Department of Transportation & Public Facilities Page 2
BILL NO: HB54

DATE: March 5,1991

The Department of Transportation and Public Facilities proposes that the
major timber harvest impacts to roads outside the organized boroughs are
to highways used by both the public and the logging industry. Funds
allocated to communities in HB 54 for roads may be best used by DOT&PF
to reconstruct and maintain highways heavily used by the timber industry.
Improving the safety and driveability of those roads would be a significant
step toward enhancing safety and community access. A priority system
based on technical data would be developed in cooperation with the local
communities.

Given the lack of federal funds for reconstruction and the diminishing
level of maintenance funds, this source of funding would be a strong asset
to the road systems, communities and people most directly affected by
timber harvesting activities.

DOT&PF supports the concept of HB 54 and asks consideration of the
alternative funding device outlined above.
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DEPT. OF COMIiVTiUBIITY A°. REGIONAL AFFAIRS

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONEFI

February 5, 1991

POSITION PAPER

RE: House Bill 54

SPONSOR: Representatives Mackie,

Program Effects of Bill

This bill
Receipts
Areas,

would expand the
funds to include
cities and wunorganized
borough that are within or
Presently, such funding 1is
a National Forest.

Regional
communities

Comments

The Department has several
regarding the bill in its current form.
federal fiscal year 1991 fund
National Forest using 1990 federal

Grussendorf

distribution
Educational
in the
National

boroughs

adjoin a
limited to organized

concerns and
Comments
distributions within the

census data.

/

of National

general

WALTER J. HICKEL, GOVERNOR

0 P.0. BOXB

JUNEAU. ALASKA 99811-2100
PHONE: (907) 465-4700

0 949 E. 36TH AVENUE, SUITE 400

ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99508-4302
PHONE: (907) 563-1073

Forest
Attendance

unorganized

Forest.
within

comments
are based on
Tongass

The bill would create a disparity 1in funding between organized
boroughs and the unorganized borough (UOB), since boroughs
currently receive funds according to the amount of National
Forest land within their boundaries, whileREAAs, cities and

unorganized communities in the UOB would receive funds on a per
capita basis. Boroughs, which have about 75 percent of the
population in the Tongass, receive approximately 25 percent of
the funds available for distribution. Cities and wunorganized
communities, which have about 25 percent the regional
population, would receive approximately 75 percent of the
funds, or the amount that currently goes into state general

fund because there are no
local level. In per capita

method (acreage for boroughs/per
communities) vresults in funding of
for borough residents and approximately
residents in municipalities,

logging camps in the unorganized

terms, the

borough.

21-P1LH

capita for

approximately $55 per
per person for
communities and

boroughs to capture
split
municipalities and

$400
unincorporated

funds at the
distribution

person

iy ? ptmteiion recvc'tfd pdp>-i I: . C.



Position Paper - HB 54
February 5, 1991
Page two

The legal authority of some of the beneficiaries to expend
funds for road and education purposes is questionable. REAAs
are limited to spending funds only for =educational purposes.
Second <class <cities may have road powers but cannot operate
their own schools. Unorganized communities neither have
municipal powers nor operate schools. The fact that many of
these communities are totally surrounded by Federal property
further complicates the 1issue of road maintenance.

General Concerns

There 1is no definition of the term "community". There are a
number of logging camps that may relocate or close as harvest
activities are concluded or rotated to new locations.

Typically, the camps are privately owned and located on federal
land, with the <camp owner acting as the service provider for
camp residents.

The bill requires that entities in the unorganized borough
receiving National Forest Receipt payments split the funds
between education (25 percent) and roads (75 percent).
However, existing law permits boroughs receiving these funds to
use such payments for schools or roads in any ratio the borough
assembly determines appropriate. The existing law also states
that payments are to be made to local governments, while the
bill states that payments made to municipalities in the UOB for
schools shall Dbe made to the municipal school district. This
conflict should be resolved in the legislation.

Some communitieswould not be eligible for payments even with
the per capita distribution .method envisioned in the bill.
Klukwan, for example, is neither within nor adjoining the
Tongass National Forest. The cities of Haines and Ketchikan
are within boroughs that already receive National Forest
Receipt payments.



Position Paper - HB 54
February 5, 1991
Page three

Conclusions & Recommendations

If the program 1is to be expanded, the Department believes that
National Forest Receipts payments should be made only to first
class and home rule ~cities in the UOB, since these units

typically have road powers and are also school districts. The
distribution to first class and home vrule <cities in the UOB
should not exceed the average per capita distribution to
qualifying boroughs. Second class cities, if they are 1included
within the distribution, should receive funds for roads only to
reflect their lack of education powers. Perhaps they could be
funded at a percent of the share that goes to home rule and
first class cities.REAA"s, which provide for education in

second class cities and unincorporated communities, are already
100 percent state funded and should not receive additional
entitlements.

The requirement for a 25 percent (schools) - 75 percent (roads)
split should be removed, permitting first class cities in the
UOB discretion in the wuse of the funds. Funds should be
distributed to municipalities in the unorganized borough
through agency grants, to permit some oversight and tracking of
the funds. Finally, we would Ilike to see a provision stating

that should a borough form it would become the recipient of all
National Forest Receipt payments for the region.

Edgar Blatchford, Commissioner



QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS

C

HB 54, An act relating to the national forest receipts.

By
Representative Jerry Mackie

1. QUESTION. What are the national forest receipts?

ANSWER: They are a portion of federal earnings, primarily from
timber harvest operations, in the Tongass and Chugach National
Forests that are paid in trust to the state for specified uses. Court
decisions have referred to them as impact funds..

2. QUESTION. Are there any requirements on how these funds are to
be used?

ANSWER: By federal law, the funds from each forest are to be
expended "for the benefit of the public schools and public roads of
the county or counties in which such nation forest is located...."
Also, when the forest is in more than one county, the distributive

share to each shall be proportional to the forest area therein. 16
USCS #500.

3. QUESTION. How does the state administer the national forest
receipts?

ANSWER: When the state receives the funds, it disburses
("immediately”, AS 41.15.180) the appropriate amount to the
Ketchikan, Sitka, Juneau and Haines Boroughs of the Tongass and the
Kenai, Anchorage, Mat-Su, and Kodiak Boroughs of the Chugach. The
commissioner of administration is responsible for expenditures of
the remaining funds, associated with forest acreage of the
unorganized areas of the Tongass and Chugach, for education and
public roads in those areas; but in practice, this has not been done.
These funds co-mingle with general funds, thereby losing their



identity. In effect, they are used for all purposes. (Audit report 02-
6000-91, page 88, Division of Legislative Audit).

4. QUESTION. How much money is involved?

ANSWER: It has fluctuated throughout the years, dependent
primarily on timber prices and harvest volumes. The total receipts
for the Tongass last year was $9,000,000, the most it's ever been.
Four years ago it was zero. In the Chugach, it has always been less
than $150,000. The unorganized borough portions of the two forests
are 69% and 71% respectively.

5. QUESTION. But a borough is akin to a county. Why must the state
acknowledge that the unorganized borough be similarly treated?

ANSWER: The intent and purpose of the federal law is to directly
pay local governments for impacts incurred from national forest
commercial activities. Is the unorganized borough a borough? Yes.
See Article X, para 3 and 6, Constitution of Alaska.

6. QUESTION. Doesn't the state already provide for education and
local public roads in the unorganized portions of the Tongass and
Chugach through the education foundation formula and revenue
sharing programs?

ANSWER: Certainly, as with all local governments of the state.
But the federal funds are impact funds specifically directed to the
forest areas, so the boroughs of Ketchikan, Sitka, Juneau, Haines,
Kenai, Anchorage, Mat-Su, and Kodiak receive extra measure in
accordance with federal law.

The state's own policy of sharing raw fish taxes (earnings) with the
communities where the processing took place is instructive. Up to
50% of these resource harvest revenues are returned to the local
governments as impact funds whether in the organized or
unorganized regions of the state. Last year this was a disbursement
of almost $15,000,000.

7. QUESTION. Does CS HB 54 (CRA) provide a disincentive to borough
formation in the Tongass and Chugach?

ANSWER: To date, denial of the forest receipts certainly has not
stimulated borough formations. On the contrary, three of the



newest boroughs have been formed in areas already receiving
substantial sums of fish tax revenue sharing. The incentives for
borough formation in recent times must also be viewed in terms of
what the local citizens perceive as protection from revenue loss or
other government incursions.

8. QUESTION. Why should the unorganized borough portion of the
forest receipts be uistributed on a per capita basis?

ANSWER: Federal law gives full discretion on how receipts are
expended on education and public roads within a "county". The per
capita basis is a relatively simple and fair rationale for
disbursement to a diverse collection of communities. In this
mar .er, the communities most directly affected by timber harvest
activities in the past, but subsiding now, have a share of the future
receipts.

9. QUESTION: Are there liabilities for the state in the way the
program is administered now?

ANSWER: Any time the state receives federal funds or assets
dedicated to specific purposes, it is obligated to adhere to those
purposes. In part, that is the difficulty currently faced in the
mental health lands dispute. More to the point is the state's
previous experience in administering National Petroleum Reserve-
Alaska federal impact funds for local communities. In a Superior
Court decision in the NPR-A case (brought by three municipalities),
the state was found at fault and the special nature and purpose of
the federal funds sustained.



PAYMENT TO STATE OF ALASKA FROM NATIONAL FOREST RECEIPTS

FEDERAL FISCAL YEARS 1959 TO 1990

FEDERAL
FISCAL YEAR CHUGACH NF TONGASS N F TOTAL PAYMENT
. 193:=8 2q $ 8,205, $ 150,038, n $ 158 .263.
1960 8,466 . 189,655. * 198 . 131,
1961 10,425, 202,006 . 212,431,
1962 10,455, 161,137. 171,59 2.
1963 4,842. 208 ,332. ¢ - 213,174
1964 5,476 . 231,512, 236.988.
1965 4,656 . 212,576 . 217 ,232.
1966 7,323. 276,16 2. 283,485,
1967 5,04 4. 399,923, 404,967.
1968 7,435, 510,12 3. 517,55 8.
1969 17,678. 557,097, 574,775,
11970 23,283, 1,057 ,638. 1,080,921.
1971 20,993. 1,031,200 . 1,052 ,19 3.
258S& 1972 30,806 . 851,337. 882 ,143.
1973 47,692. 926,223. 973,915.
mw&g. 1974 44 811, 643,322. 688 ,133.
H?381975 31,630 1,014 ,448. 1,046 ,078.
1976 31,849 437,689. 469 ,538.
1977 90,066 2,465 ,222. 2,555 ,288.
1978 139,820 2,970,500 . 3,110,320
"NEMIO979 112,596 . 3,461,103 3,573,699.
I—jjv-lg8o 21,957 6,506 ,123. 6,523,080 .
19 81 23,208 3,751,986 . 3,775,194 .
mfIF?- 19 8 2 24,681 5,405,691, 5,430,372.
1983 - 33,589, 1,341,479, 1,341,479,
1-$S 1984 36,299. 1,015 ,797. 1,052,009 6.
;'.'VX'h--st 37,15 4. 52,308. 89,46 2.
«K 1986 53,719, 491,810 . 545,529,
19 87 0. 0. 0.
1988 101,9809. 308,167. 410,156 .
1989 60,241. 5,045,783. 5,106 ,024.
1990 54,558 . 9,002,560. 9,057,119 .
This table o f payments to the State o f Alaska from National Forest receipts
indicates the final payments derived from the National Forests in Alaska for

the period requested 116 u.s.c. 500 as amened by P.L. 94-588).



p: PAYMENTS TO STATES FROM NATIONAL FOREéf RECEIPTS

REGION TOTAL:

Actual Interim Payment Made Effective 10/1/90

Final Payment Made 12/7/90

Total State of Alaska Payment

qlf FISCAL YEAR 1990
OCT 1, 1989 THRU SEP 30, 1990
} o o *———NATIONAL FOREST SUMMARY---*
FY-90
NATIONAL FOREST giéEE QOROUGHi ACRES
CHUGACH * ALASKA  Anchorage 274,290
Kenai Penin. 1,139,903
Kodiak Is. 214,824
Matanuska-Su 43.386
Unorganized 4,009,473
NATIONAL FOREST TOTAL: s 681,876
TONGASS ALASKA Haines o180 -
Juneau 1,654, .8
Ktn. Gateway 748,337
Sitka 1,814,934
Unorganized 11,612,499
NATIONAL FOREST TOTAL: 16,748,460%

22,430,336**

SI

TOTAL
PAYMENT
# »

2,633 .80

10.945.63

2,062.79
416.60 ”

38,499.95 ~

54,558.77*

493.478.14
889,383.22
402,242 .91

975.555-59

6,241,900.96 S'”

$9,002,560.82*

39,057,119.59 "

$ 6,521,913.20
2.535.206.39

$ 9,057.119.59



CHUGACH FOREST RECEIPTS

CS HB 54 (CRA), UNORGANIZED BOROUGH DISTRIBUTION

COMMUNITIES POPULATION

H om e R u le

Ccrdova 26109
Voaldez 4635
W hittier 2 909
1S [ B A N S A
Chenega 76
Evyak 50
Tatitle k 103

T O TA L 77 8 2

%POP.

3 3 6 5
59 .5 6
3 .8 4
2 .9 4

100 .00

$40,000

$13,462

$ 23,824

$1.,153

$1,561

$40,000



TONGASS FOREST RECEIPTS

CS HB 54 (CRA), UNORGANIZED BOROUGH DISTRIBUTION

COMMUNITIES POPULATION % POPULATION $2.,000,000
Home:Rule;::
Petersburg 3,576 20.75 $414,970
Wrangell 2,630 15.26 $305,193
Federal
Metlakatla 1,386 8.04 $160,836
1st <
Hydaburg 457 2.65 $53,032
Craig 1,535 8.91 $178,126
Klawock 897 5.20 $104,091
Kake 682 3.96 $79,141
Hoonah 894 5.19 $103,742
Pelican 290 168 $33,652
Skagway 718 4.17 $83,319
Yakutat 527 3.06 $61,155
Thome Bay 614 3.56 $71,250
Coffman Cove 180 1.04 $20.888
Kasaan 80 0.46 $9,283
Kupreanof 52 0.30 $6,034
Angoon 685 3.97 $79,489
e« Tenakee Sp. 108 0.63 $12,533
Port Alexander 119 0.69 $13,809

SUB TOTAL 15,430 89.53 $1,790,543



DIVISION of legal services

. LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY
1ts STATE OF ALASKA

P.0. Box Y, Juneau, Alaska 99811 Deliveries to: 240 Main Street
“fill; (907) 465-3867 or 465-2450 Court Plaza, Room 500
m "{?&:"F A X (907) 465-2029 Mail Stop 3101

. .
MEMORANDUM January 14, 1991
SUBJECT: b istribution o N atiomal Forest Receipts in the U norganize.d
. Borough (W ork O rder No. 17LS-0427)
K
“ 20-A
TO Representative-elect Jerry M ack.ie
-.f& fcsk
A ttn : D ave G ray
G erald P. Luckhaupt
I s e FR O M

Legislative Counse.l

You requested an opinion as to w heiher current A S 41.15.180(c) com ports w ith the

federal law regulating how national forest receipts are distributed to local govern —
IT «.
m ents. A copy of th e federal law , 16 Uu .s .c . § 500 is attached
VovrfiiViiim,
J - -1
T h e federal law re fers to counties. I'n Alaska, of course, w e d on 't have counties b u t
b oroughs. W e m ust assum e that a federalcourtw ould interpret the federalr reference
to counties to m ean boroughs in Alaska. W e m ust also assum e that the unorganized
VAR AR VA
borough w ould be found to be com parable to a county. K eeping these assum ptions
in m ind, A S 41.15.180 provide s:
» TS .
TV ANKrV - . -
T h e com m issioner s hall d eposit incom e from n ation al forest la n d
outside of organized boroughs in th e general fund o f the state, 25
percent to be used for public schools and 75 percent for roads.
I f th is statute m eans th at the incom e from national forest lands outside o f borowughs
s h all b e used for p ublic schools and road s in th e unorganized b orough, th en it
com ports with the requirem ents o fthe federal legislation. W hile the subsection could
have been drafted m ore clearly, for exam ple including the w ords "in the unorganized
borough®" after roads and before the period, by reading the entire statute together,
and com paring these receipts w ith the distributions m ade to organized boroughs, it

m ight be possible to argue that expenditure ofthe m oney in the unorganized borough

is required by im plication. That, however, really ought to be specifically stated, since

the federal law requires receipts from national forests to be spent in the county

w here the receipts w ere generated

Even if the statute is found to com ply with federal law, AS 41.15.180(c) does not

provide any direction as to how these funds are to be distributed by the com m issioner



Representative-elecv .erry Mackie
January 14, 1991
Page 2

of adm inistration in th e unorganized borough. A s 41.15.180(a) provides for
distribution betw een organized boroughs, butno direction is provided for distribution
w ithin the unorganized borough. A's a result it appears the com m issioner has

unfettered discretion to distribute these funds am ong schools and road projects w ith in

the unorganized borough as he sees fit. W hile the federal statute m erely requires the
receipts to be used for the stated purposes in the county, and it does not require that
the receipts be used in any particular place or area of the county, see, e.g., T rinity
Independent School D istrict v. W alker County. 287 S.W .2d 717 (Texas App. 1956),
arguably, as a m atter of policy som e direction as to distribution showuld be included

in the statute

91-008.m ai

E nclosure



16 USCS §499 Conservation

extension thereof, shall be disposed of as is provided by existing law for
the disposition of receipts from national forests.”

The words of this section reading, “except as provided in sections 500
and 501 of this title” are intended to relate this section to the apparent
exceptions contained in later law.

Amendments:

1928. Act May 29, 1928, deleted a provision which required the
Secretary of Agriculture to make an annual report to Congress of the
amounts refunded under this section.

CROSS REFERENCES

Deposit of proceeds from sale of timber on lands added to Siskiyou National
Forest, 16 USCS §487.

Refunding accounts, 31 USCS § 725q(b)(9)(18).

Trust funds, 31 USCS § 725s(13).

This section referred to in 16 USCS 8§ 508b, 527.

INTERPRETIVE NOTES AND DECISIONS

Jurisdiction of Secretary ai to refunds is exclu- Court of Claims. Utah Power & Light Co. v
sive only as to disputed questions of fact, and his United States (1929) 67 Ct CI 602.
decision upon question of law is reviewable by

8500. Payment and evaluation of receipts to State for schools and
roads; moneys received; projections of revenues and estimated pay-
ments

Oon and after M ay 23, 1908, twenty-five per centum of all moneys received
during any fiscal year from each national forest shall be paid, at the end of
such year, by the Secretary of the Treasury to the State in w hich such
national forest is situated, to be expended as the State legislature m ay
prescribe for the benefit of the public schools and public roads of the

county or counties in w hich such national forest is situated: Provided, 7 hat

w hen any national forest is in m ore than one State or county the
distributive share to each from the proceeds of such forest shall be
proportional to its area therein. In sales o f logs, ties, poles, posts, cord-
wood, pulpwood, and other forest products the am ounts made available for
schools and roads by this section shall be based upon the stum page value
of the timber. Beginning October 1, 1976, the term “moneys received?”
shall include all collections under the Act ofJune 9, 1930, and all am ounts
earned or allowed any purchaser of national forest tim ber and other forest
products w ithin such State as purchaser credits, for the construction o f
roads on the N ational Forest Transportation System w ithin such national

forests or parts thereof in connection w ith any Forest Service tim ber sales
contract. The Secretary of Agriculture shall, from tim e to tim e as he goes
through his process of developing the budget revenue estimates, m ake

available to the States his current projections of revenues and payments

124



les.

National Forests

16 USCS §500

estim ated to be made under the Act of M ay 23, 1908, as am ended, or any

other special Acts m aking paym ents in lieu o f taxes, for their use for local

budget planning purposes.

(M ay

963 ;

§212,

1976,

23, 1903, c. 192, 35 Stat. 260 ; M ar. 1, 1911, c. 186, § 13, 36 Stat.

June 30, 1914, c¢c. 131, 38 Stat. 441; Sept. 21, 1944, c. 412, title

P. L. 94-583, § 16, 90 Stat. 2961.)

HISTORY; ANCILLARY LAWS AND DIRECTIVES

References in text:

The Act of June 9, 1930, referred to in text, is Act June 9,-1930, ch.
416, 46 Stat. 527, popularly known as the Knutson-Vandenberg Act,
which is classified to 16 USCS 576, 576a, and 576b.

The Act of May 23, 1908, referred to in text, is Act May 23,1908,
192, 35 Stat. 251. A portion of that Act appearing at 35 Stat. 260 is
classified to this section.

Explanatory notes:

This section appears in the language of the compilers of the 1976
Edition of the United States Code. For status of the United States
Code as evidence of the law, see 1 USCS 88§ 112 and 204 and notes
thereunder.

“National forest" was substituted for “forest reserve" the first, third
and fourth time appearing, and for “reserve” the second time appear-
ing, and “forest" was substituted for “reserve”, on authority of Act
Mar. 4, 1907, c. 2907, 34 Stat. 1269, which provided that forest
reserves shall hereafter be known as national forests.

Amendments:
1914. Act June 30, 1914, changed the per centum to be paid to each
State from five to twenty-five.

1944, Act Sept. 21, 1944, added sentence relating to stumpage value of
the timber.

1950. Act Apr. 24, 1950, deleted second proviso relating to limitation
paid county.

1976. Act Oct. 22, 1976, added provision that beginning Oct. 1, 1976,
the term “moneys received” would include all collections under the
Act of June 9, 1930, and all amounts earned or allowed any purchaser
of national forest timber and other forest products within such State as
purchaser credits, for the construction of roads on the National Forest
Transportation System within such national forests or pans thereof in
connection with any Forest Service timber sales contract, and that the
Secretary of Agriculture shall, from time to time as he goes through his
process of developing the budget revenue estimates, make available to
the States his current projections of revenues and payments estimated
to be made under the Act of May 23, 1908, as amended, or any other
special Acts making payments in lieu of taxes, for their use for local
budget planning purposes.
125

58 sSstat. 737; Apr. 24, 1950, c. 97, § 17(b), 64 Stat. 87; 0 ct.

ch.



841.15.170 Alaska Statutes 841.15.180

relating to the subject matter of AS 41.15.010 — 41.15.170, the escape
of a fire is presumptive evidence of negligence by the person responsi-
ble for starting the fire and unless rebutted is sufficient to sustain the
recovery. (8 12 ch 138 SLA 1961)

Sec. 41.15.170. Definitions. In AS 41.15.010 — 41.15.170

(1) [Repealed, §43 ch 85 SLA 1988.]

(2) "damages” includes costs incurred in suppressing, controlling or
extinguishing a fire;

(3) "forested land” includes all land on which grass, brush, timber
and other natural vegetative material grows;

(4) "forest fire” includes the uncontrolled burning of grass, brush,
timber and other natural vegetative material. (8 1 ch 138 SLA 1961;
am 8 3 ch 179 SLA 1970; am § 43 ch 85 SLA 1988)

R evisor’'s notes. — In 1983 this section Effect of amendments. — The 1988

was reorganized to place the terms de- amendment repealed former paragraph

fined in alphabetical order. (1), which defined "com m issioner."

Article 2. Forest Reserve Fund.

Section

180. National forest incom e

Collateral references. — 52 Am . Jur.

2d, Logs and Timber, § 65.

Sec. 41.15.180. National forest income, (a) When the commis-
sioner of administration receives national forest income under 16
U.S.C. 500, the commissioner shall immediately pay to every orga-
nized borough in which national forest land is located a share of the
income from that forest. A borough’s share of income from a national
forest shall be proportional to the area of the national forest located
within its boundaries. The payments shall be made under an appropri-
ation made for that purpose.

(b) The national forest income paid to an organized borough under
this section shall be expended for public schools or roads.

(¢c) The commissioner shall deposit income from national forest land
outside of organized boroughs in the general fund of the state, 25
percent to be used for public schools and 75 percent for roads.
(8 47-5-1 ACLA 1949; am § 1 ch 106 SLA 1965; am 5 1 ch 32 SLA
1969)
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MEMORANDUM

To: All committee members
House FinanceCommittee

From: Rep. Mackie /8

Re: Research of natural resource generated revenue sharing similar
to the forest receipts program, HB 54.

At a CommuiYity & Regional Affairs committee hearing on HB 54,
relating to the forest receipts program, there was a request for
information on any other revenue sharing programs that are similar.
In particular, the request was for programs that distributed
revenues derived from natural resource development or use back to
the communities or areas where the development or use occurred.

In addition to the forest receipts program, there are three other
examples of particular interest. They are the state's raw fish tax
refund to local governments, Nation Wildlife Refuge System refunds,
and the National Petroleum Reserve Alaska (NPR-A) exploration
refund.

In the first case, 50% of state revenues collected from taxation of
fish processors and transporters in a local government area are
refunded to the local governments in both the organized and
unorganized boroughs . There are no limitations on the governmental
use of these funds. (See attachment 1).

The National Wildlife Refuge System operates in much the same way
as the forest receipts program. 25 % of the net federal receipts
from a particular refuge are returned to the "counties” on a per



House Finance Committee Members
Page 2
March 8, 1991

acreage allocation. There are no limitations on the governmental
use of these funds. However, county is defined. (See Attachment 2).

50% of federal revenues recieved from oil exploration of NPR-A
were returned to the state to mitigate the effects of potential oil
and gas development in the reserve. The state was to give priority
to those government subdivisions most directly and severely
impacted. (See attachment 3).
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The Honorable Eileen MacLean, Co-Chairman
The Honorable Mike Navarre, Co-Chairman
House Finance Committee

Alaska Legislature

Capitol Building

Juneau, Alaska 99801

Re: National Forest Receipts Distribution:
CS HB 54 (C&RA)

Dear Representatives MacLean and Navarre:

This letter is provided by the City of Craig, Alaska. The
City of Craig supports enactment of CS HB 54 (C&RA).

Alaska statutes, AS 41.15.180, need to be amended so as to
remedy the existing situation under which Federal funds intended
for municipalities impacted by national forest activities have not
actually been reaching those municipalities that are located within
the unorganized borough.

Federal law, 16 USC 500 enacted 1in 1908, provides that 25% of
all money the Federal Government receives each fiscal year from
each national forest shall be paid to the state or territory 1in
which the national forest 1is located, to be distributed for the
benefit of the public schools and public roads of the county or
counties in which each such national forest is located. Obviously
Congress could not have meant the distribution to be strictly
limited to counties as such, as there were no such entities (or
even their equivalents by other names) in the territories.

Under present State law, the State has been distributing about
30% of these national forest receipts monies to the organized
boroughs which have national forest lands within their boundaries,
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for school and road related use. This 1is correct, and no modifi—
cation of the existing State statute 1is recommended which would
change that.

The State, however, has been basically pocketing the other 70%
of the national forest receipts without even accounting for how or
where Lne money 1is spent. This other 70%, arising from forest
acreage within the unorganized borough, was intended by Congress to
be used (for public schools and public roads) to alleviate the
impact upon communities within or near the forest that generated
the 1income. The State statute, as presently written, does not
result in use of the funds as intended by Congress.

There are significant forest related impacts upon communities
in the Tongass National Forest which presently receive none of
these funds. Tom Briggs, the City Administrator of Craig, has
provided the enclosed testimony showing how the City of Craig has
been impacted by forestry activities (partly on nearby Federal
forest lands), without any financial assistance from national
forest receipts to help alleviate the increasing demands upon the
City.

It cannot be too strongly emphasized that these national
forest receipts are not State monies, and that the State should be
acting as a trustee to administer the distribution of national
forest receipts in accordance with the 1intention of Congress in

enacting the Federal statute. Some court decisions interpreting
the statute have even characterized these funds as a "trust" to be
administered by the states. Furthermore there have been a number

of court decisions making it clear that Congress 1intended these
national forest receipt funds to be distributed to communities
where there are impacts from the forestry activities in the forest
which generated the funds. Please refer to the attached opinion
letter dated February 26, 1991.

Therefore it would be fallacious to think of corrective
legislation (such as CS HB 54 (C&RA)) as "removing"” these funds
from the State"s general fund; in fact national forest receipts
never should have been going into the general fund without
accounting and management to assure they would be expended for
roads and schools 1in the national forests which generated the
funds. Also refer to Audit Report No. 02-6000-91 (for fiscal year
ended June 30, 1989), Alaska Division of Legislative Audit, pages
88-89.

When the State 1is entrusted with federal assets to be used for
a particular purpose, the State is obliged to carry out the intent
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of Congress on how those assets are expended or managed. The
present situation with the national forest receipts generated from
lands within the unorganized borough bears a certain resemblance to
the mental health lands dispute with which the State has been so
long entangled, and also a certain similarity to the State's
previous experience in administering National Petroleum Reserve -
Alaska (NPR-A) Federal impact funds for local communities. In the
NPR-A case, (brought by three municipalities), the State was found
at fault and the special nature and purpose of the Federal funds
sustained. City of Barrow v. State of Alaska, 1JU-85-2634 Civ.,
Superior Court Summary Order, dated March 18, 1986. Presumably the
Legislature will, however, vremedy the national forest receipts
distribution problem during the current session.

The Prince of Wales Community Advisory Council includes the
communities of Craig, Hollis, Kasaan, Klawock, Hydaburg, Coffman
Cove, Thorne Bay, and Whale Pass. The Council has adopted a
resolution urging amendment of the State statute so as to require
national forest receipts generated within the unorganized borough
to be distributed to communities within that borough, as the
Federal statute intended. A copy of that resolution Iis attached.

The City of Craig was pleased to note that supporters of CS HB
54 (C&RA) before the House C&RA Committee included the Office of
the Governor, and the Office of the Commissioner for Community and
Regional Affairs. The Alaska Municipal League also expressed its
support for CS HB 54 (C&RA), based in part upon AML"s 1991 policy
statement on national forest receipts shared revenue.

The City of Craig respectfully urges the Finance Committee to

aict upon CS HB 54 (C&RA) favorably, we appreciate the Committee®s
consideration of our views on this subject.

Sincerely,

D. Elizabeth Cuadra
Craig Ci(zy Attorney

DEC/kI11.311
Enclosures: See next page
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Tom Briggs® Testimony for House Finance Committee

Copy of February 26, 1991 letter to Repr. Mackie w/statute

Copy of February 7, 1991 letter from Prince of Wales Comn.
Advisory Council (with resolution)



TESTIMONY FOR THE
HOUSE FINANCE COMMITTEE

Subject: CS HB 54 (C&RA)T Distribution of National Forest

Receipts to Impacted Communities in the Unorganized
Borough

My name 1is Tom Briggs, and 1 am the City Administrator for
Craig, Alaska, a first-class city of 1,535 persons located on
Prince of Wales Island, approximately 60 air miles west of
Ketchikan.

We thank you for the opportunity to comment on this bill that
is so important to so many communities 1in Southeast Alaska.

The National Forest Receipts Program was enacted by Congress
in 1908 in recognition and acknowledgement of the effect management
of the national forests has on communities within these national
forests. The federal law creating the program, 16 USC 500, states:

On and after May 23, 1908, twenty-five per centum of all
moneys received during any fiscal year from each national
forest shall be paid, at the end of such year, by the
Secretary of the Treasury to the State or Territory in
which such national forest is situated to be expended as
the State or Territorial legislature may prescribe for
the benefit of the public schools and public roads of the
county or counties 1in which such national forest is
situated:

Clearly, it is the intent of this federal statute that federal
activities within the national forests are recognized as having
impact on the roads and schools within these same forests. The
federal government also recognizes it has a moral if not legal
obligation to provide assistance to the local governments affected
by these activities. Numerous courts, interpreting 16 USC 500,
have held that Congress intended these funds as impact aid (to
alleviate the impacts of forestry-related activities on
communities) and not as payments in lieu of taxes.

Within the last eleven years, revenues generated by federal
activities within the Tongass National Forest have totaled almost
$132,000,000. The federal government, 1in accordance with 16 USC
500, has paid almost $33,000,000 over these eleven years to the
State of Alaska for distribution to communities within the Tongass
National Forest. Again, the purpose of the distribution is "for
the benefit of the public schools and public roads " within the
national forest. The State has 1in fact distributed only 31% of
these vrevenue rebates, or just over $10,000,000, to organized
boroughs 1in the Tongass National Forest. The balance of almost
$23,000,000 has been retained by the State in the General Fund to
be used for general purposes. The reason given for not distri-



buting the rest of this money is that the revenue was generated 1in
the Unorganized Borough and the State statute, AS 41.15.180, does
not allow the money to be distributed to impacted communities.

Those of us in the Unorganized Borough have heard this before.
Every time inquiries are made as to why revenues collected to
mitigate 1impact on communities affected by resource extraction,
whether it be timber or fish, are not being spent in our
communities, we are told that since we are 1in the Unorganized
Borough, we are not entitled to receive any of these revenues, even
though the resource 1is extracted from our forest or our fish-
management area. Because we are located 1in the Unorganized
Borough, an area comprising nearly 70% of the Tongass National
Forest alone, we are treated as though we have no legitimate claim
to the resources of our area. Whenever we question why we don"t
receive our share, we are told by the executive agencies that
before we can receive these 1impact monies, we must form into an
organized borough and add another -vel of government.

Both the State Constitution and State statutes provide for the

existence of Unorganized Boroughs. In fact, the State Legislature
is empowered by the Constitution to administer the Unorganized
Borough in place of an Assembly. State statute, AS 29.05.031,

enables an area that shares particular things 1in common to
incorporate as a borough, but by no means does either the
Constitution or this statute require borough incorporation. I
emphasize the fact that the Constitution and statutes are enabling
and require the area to petition with 15 percent of the registered
voters as signators in the affirmative. Communities 1in the
Unorganised Borough area of the Tongass National Forest have never
expressed an interest 1in organizing.

The City of Craig today, as I"ve said above, 1is a community of

1,535 residents. Ten years ago, the population was only 500.
Craig is the third fastest growing city in Alaska, and Prince of
Wales Island is the second fastest growing area in Alaska. The

growth is primarily the result of logging activities on the Island.
The Island is covered entirely by the Tongass National Forest and
all of the Island is 1in the Unorganized Borough. The 1impact of
logging for the last eleven years has been tremendous on Craig and
the entire Island community. All of the logging has taken place in
old-growth forests. It 1is estimated that logging at the present
rate can continue for almost another decade, but will decrease
dramatically after the year 2000. The effect of the 1logging
activity, however, 1is considerable now and will continue to be felt
for years to come.

National Forest Receipts
Testimony, City of Craig
Page 2



Evidence of impact can be seen in the fact that the budgeted
expenditures per student in the Craig School District are the
lowest in the State of Alaska. This 1is the result of 1inordinate
growth 1in school populations attributable to logging activities
without commensurate increases of revenues to mitigate the logging
impact. Further impact is evident by the fact that City roads are
unpaved, narrow, are at sub-standard grades resulting in high-tide
storm washouts, and are badly in need of utility and sub-surface
upgrades. Because of the 1inordinate logging-related growth, the
City sewer system has been declared overloaded by DEC and
consequently been classified as sub-standard, preventing approval
of any new, much-needed subdivisions. The only road work performed
in the City of Craig, or for that matter, on the entire Island, has
been done with federal highway funds through joint DOT/Federal
efforts. Requests to the State made by the City or School District
of Craig for funds to assist us in mitigating the impact of the
logging related growth are invariably denied on the basis that no
funds are available. Nothing could be further from the truth,
because the State has, as I"ve said above, received over
$22,000,000 from the federal government for roads and schools
support in the Unorganized Borough of the Tongass National Forest.

This bill, CS HB 54 (C&RA), 1is desperately needed by all of
the communities 1in the Unorganized Borough of the Tongass from
Yakutat to Hydaburg. Without 1it, the many communities of the
Unorganized Borough of Southeast Alaska will continue to be unable
to provide the essential services of adequate roads and schools
mandated by federal and State law. The quality of life in these
communities will continue to be affected if revenues generated by
resource utilization continue to be withheld. We therefore urge
the committee to support this bill in its entirety. Thank you, for
considering these comments.

National Forest Receipts
Testimony, City of Craig
Page 3
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The Honorable Jerry Mackie, Chairman

House Community & Regional Affairs Committee
Alaska Legislature

Capitol Building

Juneau, Alaska 99801

RE: HB 54: Distribution of National Forest Receipts
Dear Representative Mackie:

This is to provide you with certain information concerning the
intent of Congress in enacting the Tfederal statute (including
amendments) which is codified at 16 USC 500. You and the committee
members are already familiar with that statute, but the full text
of 16 USC 500 is attached for convenient reference.

For our purposes, the key portion of the statute reads as
follows

"On and after May 23, 1908, twenty-five per centum of all
moneys received during any fiscal year from each national
forest shall be paid, at the end of such year, by the
Secretary of the Treasury to the State or Territory 1in
which such national forest is situated, to be expended as
the State or Territorial legislature may prescribe for
the benefit of the public schools and public roads of the
county or counties in which such national forest 1is
situated: ...1 [emphasis added]

Several court decisions made it clear that Congress intended
these national forest receipts funds to be a special grant, related
to the impacts which forestry activities have upon the local
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communities, to provide them with a special assistance fund for
road and school purposes; the same court decisions have made it
clear that these monies are not to be construed as "payments 1in
lieu of taxes™ (PILT) funds. The concept behind PILT funds is that
federal property 1is not subject to taxation by state or local
governments, and that therefore (under certain other federal
statutes) the federal government pays PILT funds. A fTamiliar
example would be where the non-taxable land of a military base 1is
located within a municipality.

The question of whether Congress intended national forest
receipts to be impact funds or PILT funds has arisen 1in several
different contexts, but most frequently as part of the question
whether the state or local government has been preempted by the
federal statute from applying some form of state or local taxation.
IT the national forest receipts monies were PILT funds, then the
state and local governments would be federally preempted from
taxation, but if instead they are impact funds, then there 1is no
federal preemption.

For example, an appellate court in Louisiana held that
national forest receipts funds under 16 USC 500 are not payments in
lieu of taxes (PILT), and that therefore a state severance tax on
the activity of gravel mining could lawfully be enforced, where
gravel was being mined from a national forest. Bartlett v.
Collector of Revenue, 285 So.2d 246 (La. App. 1973). The Louisiana
appellate court cited several other court decisions and relied
especially upon Georgia Pacific Corporation v. County of Mendocino,
340 F.Supp. 1041 (N.D. Cal. 1973), affl 515 F.2d 285 (9th Cit.
1974), in which a federal district court had held that payments
made under 16 USC 500 are not payments in lieu of taxes. Instead,
the national forest receipts were intended to be a public grant for
the purposes of roads and schools where the forests are located.
In the Georgia Pacific case, the federal courts upheld the legality
of a property tax on the possessory interest 1in standing timber
(taxed to the purchaser of the timber) in national forests
involving the counties of Mendocino, Siskiyou and Tehama 1in
Northern California.

The ldaho Supreme Court has held that national forest receipts
under 16 USC 500 are not payments 1in lieu of taxes, and that
therefore it 1is not unlawful for a personal property tax to be
applicable to logs harvested from forest service lands. Tree
Farmers, 1Inc. v. Goeckner, 385 P 2d. 649 (ldaho 1963). The 1l1daho
Supreme Court held that, 1instead of being a payment 1in lieu of
taxes, the national forest receipts money was in the nature of an
assistance grant with a special purpose.
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A California appellate court held that the federal statute, 16
USC 500, was not intended to provide money in lieu of local taxes
(payments in lieu of taxes), and went on to uphold an interpre—
tation of the state"s distribution statute (apportioning these
funds to school districts "lying within or adjacent to" national
forests), where the interpretation had extended monies to certain
school districts that were not immediately adjacent to national
forest boundaries but were financially impacted by forestry
activities going on within the national forest. That is, the state
statute had made eligibility for funds dependent upon both
geography and financial 1impact combined. Anderson Union High
School District v. Schreder, 128 Cal. Rptr. 529 (Cal. App. 1976).

These courts have looked to the Congressional intent behind
the federal statute, 16 USC 500, in reaching their decisions. The
implication of these decisions is that a state statutory
distribution scheme for national forest receipts which views the
monies as 1impact funds and sets up some rational criteria for
eligibility (as CS HB 54 does), will be far more in line with what
Congress intended (and thus more Jlawful) than Alaska®s present
handling of national forest receipts generated from forest lands
within the unorganized borough.

A further implication which arguably flows from these judicial
interpretations of 16 USC 500 is that these funds are 1in addition
to any funds available for roads and schools from other sources,
and should not be used to replace or substitute for those other
funds, nor be imbedded in a "priority system”™ that is applied to
other funds and based on other considerations.

On behalf of the City of Craig, let me add that the City does
support the Committee Substitute for HB 54, and wurges your
committee to pass it out (with "do pass" recommendations) without
delay. The existing 1inequitable situation needs to be remedied
during the current legislative session.

DEC\KkII .226
EncJosures: 16 USC 500
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of the national forest*, shall be covered into the Treasury and shall

constitute a special fund, which is appropriated and made available un til

expended, as the Secretary of Agriculture may direct, for the payment of the

expenses of said investigations, protection, or Improvements by the Forest
Service, and for refunds to the contributors of amounts heretofore or
hereaflef paid in by them in excess of their share of the cost of said

investigations, protection, or im provem ents.

(June 30. 1914, ¢. 131, 38 Stat. 430; May 29, 1928, ¢c. 901, ft 1(99), 4J Slat. 993.)

Historical Note

1921 Amrndmaat. Act May 29, 1928 de- report! b* made to Coniraaa of moneys rt-
leted provision which required that annual eelved ai contribution! for oooptntlva worh,

Cross Rafcraaces

Oaxxlficalinn e« trunl funds, appropriation and dliburMmant of fimds appearing on books of
invcrnment at "Cooperative work, Forest Servloa"”, a«a section 1321 of Till* 31, Monay
and Finance.

Conlrihullona received toward rcforeatatlon or for administration or protection of landa within
forcita to be covered Into Trtaaury and constitute special fond which may ba appropriat-
ed for purpose! for which contributed, see section 372 of this title.

Code of Federal Regulations

Administration of forest development tramportatlon lyitem, see 36 CFR 212.1 et atq.

8 499. Disposal of money received by or on account of Forest
Service; refund ef excess and moneys erroneously collect*
ed; receiptsfrom permits

A1l money received byor or, account of the Foreit Service for timber, or

from any other source ofnational-forest revenue, including moneys received

from sale of products from or for the use oflands In national forests created

under section 471(b) of (his title, and moneys received on account of perm its

for hunting, fishing, or camping on lands acquired under authority of

sections 313 to 317 and 321 o f this title, ihall be covered into the Treasury

of the United Stales as a miscellaneous receipt, and except as provided in

sections 300 and 301 of this title, there is appropriated and made available,

us the Secretary of Agriculture may direct, out of any funds In the Treasury

not otherwise appropriated, so much as may be necessary to make reftindi

to depositors of money heretofore or hereafter deposited by them to secure

the purchase price on (he sale of any products or for the use of any land or

resources of the national forests in excess of amounts found actually due

from them to the United States and also so much as may be necessary to

refund or pay over to therightful claim ants such sums as may be found by

the Secretary of Agriculture to have been erroneously collected for the use

of any lunds, or for timber or other resources sold from lands located

within, but not a part of, the national forests, or for alleged illegal acts done

upon such lands, which acts are subsequently found to have been proper
and legal.

(Mar. 4, 1907, c. 2907, 34 Stat. 1270; Mar. 4, 1911, c. *38, 36 Slat. 1233; Mar. 4,
1917, c. 179, 39 Stat. 1149; June 7, 1924, c. 348, ft 9, 43 Stat. 633; Mny 29, 1928, c.

901. § 1(97). 45 Stat. 993.)
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Historical Note

Referencet In Teal. Section 471(b) of this
title, referred to In teat, was repealed by
section 704(a) Or Pub.L. 94-379, Title VII,
Oct. 21, 1976, 90 Stat. 2792. For further
details, lee Codification note below.

Codification. Section is a combination
provision the basis for which Is Act Msr. 4,
1907, which superseded previous provisions
relating to the disposal of money received
from sale of products or use of any land or
retourcea oi’ the forest reaervea, contained In
Act Feb. I, 1903. c. 288. | 5, 33 Slat. 628.

Act Mar. 4, 1911 Is the source of the lan
portion of the section beginning with the
wordi, "and alio so much at may be neces-
aary,"” etc. That Act provide! that an much
or the former Acl "which prnvidci for re-
fumla by llia Secretary nf Agriculture In de-
poallnra of moneyi to secure the purchase
price of limber or the me of landa or re-
sources of the national forests such sums as
may be found to be in cacets of the amounts
found actually due the United States, be. and
is hereby, amended hereafter to appropriate
and to Include to much; ".

The words of this section reading, "includ-
ing moneyi received from sale of products
from or use of lands In nationsl| forests cre-
ated under section 471(b) of this title" were
derived from the fourth sentence of section 9
of Acl of June 7, 1924, which reads as fol-
lows: "All receipts from the sale of products
from or for the use of lands in such national

forests shall be covered into the Treasury as
miscellaneous receipts, forest reserve fund,
and shall be disposed or in like manner as the
receipts from other national forests as provid-
ed by existing law." Section 471(b) of this
title, referred to in teat, was based on the first
and fifth sentences of section 9 of the 1924
Acl. and wu repealed by section 704(a) of
Pub.L. 94-579. Section 503 or this title Is
baaed on the 'ccund anil third sentence! nf
section 9 of the 1924 Act.

The words "iiul moneys received on ac-
count of permits for hunting, fishing, or
camping on lands acquired under authority of
sections 513 to 517 and 521 nf this title," are
from a provision of Act Mar. 4, 1917, which
reads. "Hereafter, all moneys received on ac-
count of permits for hunting, fishing, or
camping, on lauds acquired under authority
of said Acl (Act Mur. |. 1911, c. 186, 36 Slat.
961J or any Amendment or eatcniion thereof,
lhall be disposed of as is provided by existing
law for the disposition of receipts from na-
tional forests."

The words of t.iis section reading, "except
as provided in sections 500 and 501 of this
title" are intended to relate this section to the
apparent exceptions contained in later law.

1928 Amendment. Act May 29. 1928 de-
leted provision which required the Secretary
of Agriculture to make an annual report to
Congress of the amounts refunded under this
section.

Cron References

Conservation programs on military reservations, inapplicability to forest lands administered
pursuant to this section, a< section 670e of this title,

Deposit In "Oregon and California land-granl fund" of proceeds of sale of limber milled to
Siskiyou National Forest, ace lection 487 of (his title.

Payments from sccounl for refond of moneyi erroneously received and covered and authorise-
tlon of appropriation nf aums necexsary, see section 1122 of Title 31, Money slid

Finance.

Notea of Deciilona

I, Scopa of review

The discretion of the Secretary of Agricul-
ture In miking refunds under this section is
absolute only on questions c/ffact; hit rulings

on questions of law are reviewablc in the
court of claims (now Clsims Court). Utah
Power & Light Co. v. 'J. S., 1929, 67 Ct.Cl.
602.

§ 500, Payment; and evaluationof receipts to State or Territory
for ichrvols and roads; moneys received; projections of

revenues and estimated

during any fiscal year from each national forest shall be paid,

payments

On and after May 23, 1908, twenty-five per centum ofall moneys

received

at the end of

189
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such year, by the Secretary of the Treasury to the State or Territory
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in

which such national forest is situated, to be expended as the State or
Territorial legislature may prescribe for the benefit of the public schools and
public roads of the county or counties in which such national forest is
situated: Provided, That when any national forest is in more than one State
or Territory or county the distributive share to each from the proceeds of
such forest shall D@ projKktriionul to Its nrca (herein. In snica of logs, ties,

poles, posts, cordwood, pulpwood, a
made uvailable for schools and roads
stum page value of the timber.

"moneys received"” shall include all

1930, and all amounts earned or allowed any

nd other forest products the amounts

by this section shall be based upon the

Beginning October 1, 1976, the term

collections under the Act of June 9,

purchaser of national forest

lim ber and other forest products w ithin such State as purchaser credits, for

the construction of roads on the N

w ithin such national forests or parts

Service tim ber sales contract. The Secretary

ational Forest Transportation System
thereof in connection with any Forest

of Agriculture shall, from time

to time us he goes through his process of developing the budget revenue

estim ates, m ake available to the States hii current projections o f

and payments estimated to be made under the Act of May 23,

amended, or any other special Acts

revenue>*
1908, as

making payments in lieu o f taxes, for

their use for local budget planning purposes.

Mﬂy 21 IW8. C. 192, 35 siat. 260 Mar. I, 1911, c. 186 } 13, 36 Stat. 963; June

Sepi. 21,

940, c. 412, Title I, | 212, 38 Stat. 737;

s0, 191-1, €. L1L 18 sjat. 4a1;
Apr. 24, 1950. ¢. 97] lY(h), sa Slat. 87 oct. 22, 1976, Pub.L. 94-588. j 10, 90
Siat. 2061)

Historical Note

References In Text. The Acl tif June 9,
19.10. referred to in le«l, Is Acl June 9. 19.10,
i- 4|6, 46 Slit. 527, is amended, popularly
known us lire Knutson-Vundenberg Acl,
which is classified generally to Kclioni 376,
576ii, unit 5766 of tills llllc. For complete
classification of this Acl to the Code, tee
Short Title note .set out under lection 576 of
this title iiml Tuhlrs volume.

The Acl of May 21, 190S. referred lo In
text, is Act May 21, 190S, c. 192, 35 Slat.
251. as Hmcmlird. A portion of that Act
appearing at .15 Stat. 260 ii classified to this
section. For complete classification of this
Acl to the Code, see Tables volume.

Codincalhm, “ National forest" was sub-
stituted for “forest reserve" the first, third
anil fourth lime appearing, and for “reserve”
llic sfcniiil time appearing. uml “fnresl” wxs
substituted fot “reserve”, tin authority of Acl
Mur. 4. 1907. c. 2117, .14 Slut. 1269, which
piovitinl IInti hires! reserves shall hereafter be
known us iiulinilul forests.

Section is n combination of Acts May IS,
I'HIK, ns amended, and Mar. 1. 1911, as
amended

1974 Amendment. Pub.L. 94-518 added
provision that beginning Oct. |, 1976, the
term "moneyi received" would Include all
collections under the A :1 of June 9, 1930, and
all amounts earned or allowed any purchaser
of national forest timber and other forest
products within such State as purchtxer cred-
its. for the construction of roads on the Na-
tional Forest Trsnsportstion System within
such nitinnal forests or pans thereof In con-
nection with any Foreil Servica timber sales
contract, and that the Secretary of Agricul-
ture shall, from lime to time aa he goes
through his process of developing the budget
revenue estimates, make available to Iht
States his current projections of revenues end
peyments estimated lo be merle under the Acl
of Mey 23, 1901, es emended, or any other
special Acts making payments In lieu of taxes,
for their use for local hudget planning pur-
pose*.

1950 Amendment. Acl Apr. 24, 1950 de-
leted second proviso relating to limitation
paid county.

1944 Amendment. Act Sept. 21, 1944
added sentence relating to stumpage value of

the timber.
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Not* 3

1914 Amendment. Acl June 30. 1914 June 28. 1944,c. 296, } |. 58 Stat. 444.
changed the per centum lo be paid to each

Slate from live to twenly-fivc. July 12. 1943,c. 215. § |, 57 Slat. 412.

Savingii Provlalons. Provisions of Federsl July 22. 1942, c. 516, { |, 56 Slat. 680.
Land Policy and Management Acl of 1976,

Pub.L. 94-579. Oct. 21. 1976, 90 Slat. 2743, July 1. 1941. c. 267, { I. 55 Stat. 423.

not to be construed xs effecting the distribu-
tion of livestock grazing revenues to local
governments under this section, see section and purpose of Acl Apr.
701(J) of I'ub.L. 94-579, set out si a note L'.S.Codc Cong Service, p. 2155. See, also,
under section 1701 of Title 43, Public Lands’ Pith L. 94-S8K, 1976 U.S.Code Cong utnl
Similar Provisions. Provisions similar to A I News, p. 6662.
this section were contained in the following
prior appropriation Acts:

INililsllve History. For legislative history
24. 1950, see 19J1I

Cross References

Income received for schools and roads under lids seclhm-
Apportloned with respect lo Olympic National Hark, sec section 253 nf this title.
Expenditure of funds for Pencils of Pcndlcnm und Drain Counties, West Virginia, sec
section 460p-2 of this title.
Inapplicability to nsllonal.forest lends added to or extended in public lands in northern
Minnesota, see sections J77g and 577g-l of this title.
Residue removal credit In pilot wood utilization projects considered ns. see section 1683 of
this title,
UnafTeclcd by establishment of North Cascades National Park, see section 90d of this title.
Nolldcillon by Secretary ol Agriculture of Intention lo Issue regulations, see section 5ROk of
this llllc.
Reduction of payment for entittement land by amounts received under this section, see section
0903 of Title 31, Money and Finance.
Reforestation Trust Fund, distribution of funds for use in stale forestry programs, sec section
1606a of this title.

Code of Federal Regulations

Nondiscrimination in federally-assisted programs of Department of Agriculture, see 7 CFR

15.1 et seq.
Notes of Decisions
Apportionment of fuads 7 3, 18. U.S. v. Griffin, D.C.Va 19J2, 38 F.2d
Constitutionality | 674

Construction
Centrally 2
W ith other lawa 3

2, Construction
this section should be interpreted and con-

Jurisdiction of strued, if possible, primarily from its own
District court 10 language. Trinity Independent School Disl.
Stata court |11l v. Walker County. Tex.Civ Anp. 1956, 287

Lands adjacent to forest | S.w.2d 717, ref. n.r.e.
Moaeys received 4

Penoae entitled to maintain action 1
Psirpoae 4

Queellona for Congreaa 5

Questions of fact 14

Summary Judgment 13

Taxstlun 9

3. Construction with other larva

Provision of thli section that. In salea of
forest products from national forest, amounts
made available for school* and roads of stale
«hall be based upon sluinpage var-e nf the
limber, was Intended In preclude government
from hiving to base percentage payments to
states from sale of certain forest products
I, Conitllutloaality upon receipts representing i return of produc-

This section It constitutional as being au-  tion costs and lo further limit bsse lo which
lhariicd by U.S.C.A.Contl. Art. I, | I, els. percentage would be applied and does not
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March 13, 1991

MEMORANDUM

T0; Representative Eileen MacLean, Co-Chair
Representative Mike Navarre, Co-Chair
Members, House Finance Committee

FROM: Scott A. Burgess, Executive Director

SUBJECT: HB 54 - Distribution of National Forest Receipts

On behalf of the 126 municipal members of the Alaska Municipal League, |
urge your support.of the Community and Regional Affairs Committee Substitute
for HB 54, which would allow for a distribution of National Forest Receipts
for the support of roads and schools of communities affected by national
forest activities.

National Forest Receipts are revenue earned from activity on the national
forests. Federal law provides that each year 25 percent of the gross
revenue Tfrom each forest shall be returned to the state 1in which it is
located. The states, in turn, are to distribute the funds under state law
for the benefit of the public schools and roads of the county or counties
in which the national forest is located.

Under the provisions of AS 41.15.180, Alaska ™ revenue from the" National
Forest Receipts program is distributed to organized boroughs that contain
national forest land, based on the proportion of the forest located within
each borough. The balance.goes to the state for the provision of education
and roads in the unorganized borough. Since 1965, the state statute has
specified that 25 percent of those funds should be used for public education
and 75 percent for roads.

Municipalities located within the unorganized borough in the national forest
are affected by the presence of the national forest and provide public
services to their residents, who include federal employees, logging company
employees, and others whose employment supports the timber industry. Among
those services are education and roads. At the present time, however, these
municipalities receive no tax revenue from the national forest land.

Since the federal legislation was written long before Alaskan statehood and
written to apply to states that were completely organized into counties, no
provision was made 1in federal law to provide revenues to support local
public services in national forests to other levels of local government,
i.e., cities. However, state law can be changed to allow distribution of
these funds in a different way, and this is what HB 54 is intended to do.

Member of the National League of Cities and the National Association of Counties



ALASKA FOREST ASSOCIATION
TESTIMONY BEFORE THE
HOUSE FINANCE COMMITTEE
MARCH 13, 1991

Subject: House Bill 54 - Distribution of National Forest Receipts

My name is Thyes Shaub. I am Government Affairs Director for the
Alaska Forest Association. The Alaska Forest Association
represents the joining together of the former Alaska Loggers
Association and the former Alaska Forest Alliance. AFA now has
128 regular member companies and 185 associate member companies.

I"m here today to express our support for House Bill 54.

Federal law requires that 25% of the gross receipts from National
Forest timber sales be distributed to the state for the benefit of
public schools and public roads of the county in which the
national forest is situated. If there is more than one county,
the share is to be distributed proportional to the acreage of the
national forest contained within each county.

In Alaska, distributions have been made to the organized boroughs
based on national forest acres within the borough boundaries.

This has accounted for approximately one third of the timber
receipts received by the State of Alaska. This bill doesn"t
change that. Their share of receipts from the Chugach and Tongass
National Forest will remain the same.

The problem has been that there has beenno mechanism for
distributing the balance of the funds to the communities within
the national forests which are not contained in organized
boroughs. HB 54 provides a mechanism to fully comply with the
federal law in distributing these funds to the unorganized borough
communities for schools and roads.

In the past, approximately two-thirds of the timber receipts have
simply gone into the general fund with no accounting for how or
where the money 1is spent. It 1s important to understand that
these national forest receipts are not state monies and that the
State"s role is to act as a trustee to administer thedistribution
of the monies as intended by Congress inenacting the federal law.

There have been a number of court cases in other states that have
made it clear that these funds are to be distributed to
communities where there are impacts from forestry related
activities. The State of Alaska has not been distributing these
funds to the affected communities as Congress intended. House
bill 54 remedies that.

The Alaska Forest Association asks that you support this bill.

Thank you.
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March 13, 1991

MEMORANDUM

T0: Representative Eileen MacLean, Co-Chair
Representative Mike Navarre, Co-Chair
Members, House Finance Committee

FROM: Scott A. Burgess, Executive Director

SUBJECT: HB 54 - Distribution of National Forest Receipts

On behalf of the 126 municipal members of the Alaska Municipal League, |1
urge your support.of the Community and Regional Affairs Committee Substitute
for HB 54, which would allow for a distribution of National Forest Receipts
for the support of roads and schools of communities affected by national
forest activities.

National Forest Receipts are revenue earned from activity on the national
forests. Federal law provides that each year 25 percent of the gross
revenue from each forest shall be returned to the state in which it is
located. The states, in turn, are to distribute the funds under state law
for the benefit of the public schools and roads of the county or counties
in which the national forest is located.

Under the provisions of AS 41.15.180, Alaska®"s revenue from the National
Forest Receipts program is distributed to organized boroughs that contain
national forest land, based on the proportion of the forest located within
each borough. The balance.goes to the state for the provision of education
and roads in tne unorganized borough. Since 1965, the state statute has
specified that 25 percent of those funds should be used for public education
and 75 percent for roads.

Municipalities located within the unorganized borough in the national forest
are affected by the presence of the national forest and provide publ -c
services to their residents, who include federal employees, logging company
employees, and others whose employment supports the timber industry. Among
those services are education and roads. At the present time, however, these
municipalities receive no tax revenue from the national forest land.

Since the federal legislation was written long before Alaskan statehood and
written to apply to states that were completely organized into counties, no
provision was made in federal law to provide revenues to support local
public services 1in national forests to other levels of local government,
i.e., cities. However, state law can be changed to allow distribution of
these funds in a different way, and this is what HB 54 is intended to do.

Member of the National League of Cities and the National Association of Counties
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The League s 1991 Policy Statement (p. 19) includes the following statement:

National Forest Receipts Shared Revenue: The League supports the
full funding and distribution of National Forest Receipts to
municipalities within the national forests. The League urges the
Congress or the Legislature to amend the law to require distribution

of the funds currently deposited in the State ™ generalfund forthe

area 1in the unorganized borough within national forests, on a per
capita basis, to incorporated cities located in the national forests
in the unorganized borough for school and road purposes."”

On this basis, then, the League supports the concept of CS HB 54 (CRA). The
League does, however, wish to raise a few specific questions about the
proposed legislation that you may wish to consider:

1. The legislation amends portions of AS Title 41. Since the bill
would authorize the Commissioner of the Department of Community
and Regional Affairs to distribute the forest receipts to
organized municipalities and administer the unorganized borough
national forest receipts fund, it may be that these sections
more properly belong in Title 29.

2. CS HB 54 (CRA) refers to a "second class city that has adopted
road powers" (page 2, line 27). Since all second class cities
have the authority to exercise road powers and do not need to
"adopt" them, we would suggest that the phrase "has adopted
road powers" be replaced with the phrase "exercises road

powers." A parallel change would be called for on page 3,
line 13.
3. Lines 13-17 on page 3 authorize the transfer of grant funds to

second class cities that have not "adopted"” road powers or to
unincorporated communities for "use of the distribution by the
Department of Transportation and Public Facilities for public
roads to benefit the second class city or unincorporated
community."” We would suggest rewording this section to clarify
that the transfer of funds should be made directly to the
Department of Transportation for the benefit of the communities
who applied for the funds.

In summary, then, the Alaska Municipal League supports CS HB 54 (CRA). It
would provide a remedy to an inequitable situation faced by cities located
within the unincorporated borough that are affected by the activity in
national forests in Alaska. These cities provide essential services,
including roads and, in many cases, schools (for which a local contribution
is required by state law) to their residents, who include federal employees,
logging company employees, and others whose employment is related to the
timber industry. At the present time, however, these municipalities do not
receive a fair share, directly, of the federal funds that result from timber
harvesting in the forests, funds that federal law directs are to be used for
the benefit of public schools and roads in areas where the forest is
located.



