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4fiuv\£t' the safe communities {MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCE] fund to all municipalities must be

4  2 made onU?i iTffiYFEI3RUARY I] of the state fiscal year for which the appropriation to

3 the fund is made. A municipality that incorpormcs after .Inly I [DECEMBER 31] of a

4 state fiscal year is not eligible for a distribution under this section until the following

5 state fiscal year.

6 * Sec. 9. AS 29.60.350 is amended by adding new subsections to read:

7 (c) Money from the revenue sharing for safe communities program distributed

8 to a municipality shall be used by that municipality only for the following services in the

9 following ranking of priority:

10 (1) police protection and related public safety services;

11 (2) fire protection and emergency medical services;

12 (3) water and sewer services not offset by user fees;

13 (4) solid waste management;

14 (5) other services determined by the governing body to have the highest

15 priority.

16 (d) Subsection (c) of this section may not be construed to require a

17 municipality to fund all requests it receives for services in a category with a higher

18 ranking of priority before funding services in a category with a lower ranking of

19 priority.

20 * Sec. 10. AS 29.60.360 is amended to read:

21 Sec. 29.60.360. BASE AMOUNT ACCOUNT DISTRIBUTIONS [OE

22 ASSISTANCE], (a) The base amount to be distributed from the base amount account

23 [MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCE FUND] to each municipality for the fiscal year shall be

24 the amount received by the municipality during fiscal year 1978 under AS 43.70.080 as

25 that section provided before the 1978 amendment. A city incorporated within a borough

26 after June 30, 1977, shall receive as a base amount a share of the amount distributed lo

27 the borough in which it is located based on the ratio of population in the city to the total

28 population in the borough. A city incorporated outside a borough after June 30, 1977.

29 shall receive as a base amount the amount received by the city in the stale most closely

30 approximating it in population at the time of its incorporation. A borough incorporated

31 after June 30, 1977. shall receive as a base amount the amount received by the borough

32 in the state most clearly approximating it in population at the time of its incorporation,
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excluding each borough with a per capita full and true property value exceeding 

$500.000. The base amount to be distributed to each municipality organized under 

federal law shall be the amount received as a base amount by the city most closely 

approximating it in population on June 30, J977.

(b) If the amount in the base amount account Irom allocation of 

appropriations [APPROPRIATED] to the safe communities [MUNICIPAL 

ASSISTANCE] fund [BY THE LEGISLATURE] during a fiscal year is insufficient for 

distribution of the full base amount to each municipality, the department shall prorate the 

amount available for distribution [ON THE BASIS OF AMOUNTS RECEIVED 

DURING THE FISCAL YEAR 1978 UNDER AS 43.70.080].

* Sec. II. AS 29.60.370(a) is amended to read:

Sec. 29.60.370. PER CAPITA ACCOUNT DISTRIBUTION [INCREASED 

ASSISTANCE], (a) The [IF THE) amount allocated to the per capita account in the 

safe communities [MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCE] fund [AT THE TIME OF 

DISTRIBUTION EXCEEDS THE BASE AMOUNT TO BE DISTRIBUTED UNDER 

AS 29.60.360, THE EXCESS AMOUNT] shall be distributed to each municipality on 

the basis of population. 1 opulation for the purpose of this section shall be as certified 

by the commissioner of community and regional affairs. In determining Ihc population 

of a borough, the population of all cities in the borough shall be deducted from Ihc total 

population of the borough.

* Sec. 12. AS 29.60 is amended by adding new sections to read:

Sec. 29.60.372. MINIMUM PAYMENT. If a municipality qualifies for a 

payment during a fiscal year under AS 29.60.010 - 29.60.080, 29.60.100 - 29.60.180, 

29.60.290, or 29.60.350 and if the total amount payable to the municipality under those 

sections is less than $40,000, the department shall pay m the municipality a minimum 

payment in an amount equal to the difference between the total amount payable under 

those sections and $40,000 as adjusted under AS 29.60.373.

Sec. 29.60.373. ADJUSTMENT OF PAYMENTS. Adjustment of payments 

shall be determined by prorating amounts payable under AS 29.60.360, 29.60.370, and 

29.60.372 by a factor that, when applied, reduces all payments in equal proportion so 

that total payments equal the amount appropriated to the safe communities fund.

* Sec. 13. AS 29.60.370(b) is repealed.
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1 * Sec. '  I. This Act takes effect July 1, 1996.
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OFFERED IN THE HOUSE 

TO: CSSSSB 20(FIN)

1 Page 4, following line 2:

2 Insert a new bill section to read:

3 "* Sec. 6. AS 29.60.140(a) is amended to read:

4 (a) The department shall pay to each unincorporated community an

5 entitlement each fiscal year to be used for a public purpose. The department with

6 advice from the Department of Law shall determine whether there is in each

7 unincorporated community a nonprofit corporation organized under the laws of the

S state [AN INCORPORATED NONPROFIT ENTITY OR A NATIVE VILLAGE

9 COUNCIL] that will agree to receive and spend the entitlement. If there is more than

10 one qualified nonprofit corporation [ENTITY] in an unincorporated community, the

11 department shall pay the money under the entitlement to the nonprofit corporation

12 [ENTITY] that the department finds most qualified to receive and spend the money.

13 [THE DEPARTMENT MAY NOT PAY MONEY UNDER AN ENTITLEMENT TO

14 A NATIVE VILLAGE COUNCIL UNLESS THE COUNCIL WAIVES IMMUNITY

15 FROM SUIT FOR CLAIMS ARISING OUT OF A CTIV m ES OF THE COUNCIL

16 RELATED TO THE ENTITLEMENT. A WAIVER OF IM M U N nY  FROM SUIT

17 UNDER THIS SUBSECTION MUST BE ON A FORM PROVIDED BY THE

18 DEPARTMENT OF LAW.] If there is no qualified nonprofit corporation

19 [INCORPORATED NONPROFn ENTITY OR NATIVE VILLAGE COUNCIL] in

20 an unincorporated community that is willing lo receive money under an entitlement,

21 the entitlement for that unincorporated community may not be paid. [NEITHER THIS

22 SUBSECTION NOR ANY ACTION TAKEN UNDER IT ENLARGES OR

23 DIMINISHES THE GOVERNMENTAL A U TH O RnY  OR JURISDICTION OF A

24 NATIVE VILLAGE COUNCIL.] If at least $41,472,000 is appropriated for all

25 entitlements under AS 29.60.010 - 29.60.310 for a fiscal year, the entitlement for each
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1 unincorporated community under this subsection for that year equals $40,000.

2 Otherwise, the entitlement equals $25,000."

3 Renumber the following bill sections accordingly.
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AMENDMENT
TO: CS FOR SS FOR SB 20 (FIN) 

BY: PARNELL

P. 2, In 15 DELETE “SAFE”

P. 3, In 1 DELETE “SAFE”

P. 4, In 18 DELETE “SAFE"

P. 4, In 19 DELETE “safe”

P. 4, In 20 DELETE “safe”

P. 4, In 22 DELETE "safe"

P. 4, In 28 DELETE “safe”

P. 5, In 1 DELETE “safe”

P. 5, In 7 DELETE “safe”

P. 6, In 6 DELETE “safe”

P. 6, In 14 DELETE “safe"
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AMENDMENT ^  3
TO: CS FOR SS FOR SB 20 (FIN)

BY:-PARNELL T 7 \ e m O . U l ( -

P. 5, lines 6-19 DELETE ALL MATERIAL



(1) Payments municipalities would receive if the FY 97 appropriation to Municipal Assistance was the same as the FY 96 appropriation

^ ^ P a ^ e n t^ m im icip a litie s w ill receive under the existing program if the FY 97 appropriation for Municipal Assistance is 8 percent less than the FY 96 appropriation (Governor's 
request). The existing program funds the base amount of assistance in its entirety and takes the reduction out of increased assistance.

Comparison of an 8 % Cut to Municipal Assistance Payments Under Existing Formula vs. "Base Amounts" Not Held Harmless

(3) Amount each municipality's allocation is reduced from it's FY 96 allocation under the existing program
(4) Percent reduction each municipality realizes under the existing program.

(5 )1 P a vm ^ ts m u ^ ^ a lftie s would receive if FY 97 if the base amount of assistance and the increased assistance are both reduced by the same percentage as the overall appropriation
reauction between FY 96 and FY 97 >< 4. , . . .  . ,

(6) Amount each municipality's allocation would be reduced from it's FY 96 allocation with the hold harmless removed.
(7) Percent reduction each municipality would realize.

Relative Differences
(8) The difference in each municipality's FY 97 allocation under the existing program and by removing the hold harmless
(9) The percent difference in each municipality's FY 97 allocation under the existing program and by removing the hold harmless

Municipality
ILL

Comparison o f an 8%  Cut lo  Municipal Assistance Paymanta Under Existing Formula vs.

Estlmatad FY 97 
MA Paymanta

City of Akhlok 
City of Akiak 
City of Akulan 
City of Alakanuk 
Cily of Aleknaqik

S 3 ,2 7 4  
S 1 1 ,4 8 6  
$ 1 5 ,7 0 1  
$ 2 6 ,6 9 9  
S 6 .9 1S

-LSI
MA Paymanta
With 8%  Cut

U 1

$$ D lffsrancs

ryrnani

% Olffaranca

$ 2 ,9 3 4
$ 1 0 ,1 2 4
$ 1 3 ,8 4 6
$ 2 4 ,1 2 8
$ 6 ,1 4 0

($ 3 4 0 )  
( S I . 3 6 2 ) 
(S 1 .6 5 5 ) 
(5 2 ,5 7 1 )  

(S 7 7 5 )

• 10 .38%  
-11.86% 
•11 .81%
•9 .63%

• 11.2 1 %

Ing Form
l £ i

Base Amounts
- i £ L

Not Held Harm less

MA Baas Amounts 
Not Held Harm less 

W ith 8% Cut
$ 3 ,0 1 2

$ 1 0 ,5 6 7
$ 1 4 ,4 4 5
$ 2 4 ,5 6 3
$ 6 ,3 6 2

irm less
m

$$ O lffaranca

1 $ 2 6 2 )  
($ 9 1 9 )  

($ 1 ,2 5 6 )  
($ 2 ,1 3 6 )  

($ 5 5 3 )

%  O lffaranca

- 8 .00%

- 8 .00%

• 8 .00%

-8.00%
-8.00%

Relative 
$$ Difference

Relative 
%  Difference

S 78 2 .3 8%
S 4 4 3 3 .8 6%
$ 5 9 9 3 .8 1%
$ 4 3 5 1.63%
$ 2 2 2 3 .21%

Aleutians East Borough 
City o f Attakaket 
Cily o l Ambler 
City of Anaktuvuk Pass 
Municipality of Anchorage
City of Anderson 
City of Angoon 
City ot Anlak 
City of Anvik 
City of Atka
City of Alqasuk 
City of Barrow 
City of Bathel 
City o l Battles 
City of B rerlq Mission

5 1 0 ,8 7 5 S 10 .4 20 ($ 4 5 5 ) •4 .18% $ 1 0 ,0 0 5 ($ 8 7 0 )
$ 5 ,7 0 5 $ 5 ,0 3 7 ($ 6 6 8 ) -11 .71% $ 5 ,2 4 9 ($ 4 5 6 )

$ 1 1 ,5 9 4 $ 1 0 ,2 7 9 ($ 1 ,3 1 5 ) •1 1 .3 4% $ 1 0 ,6 6 6 ($ 9 2 8 )
5 1 0 ,4 6 1 $ 9 ,2 1 8 ($ 1 ,2 4 3 ) -1 1 .8 8% $ 9 ,6 2 4 ($ 8 3 7 )

$ 1 4 ,0 6 1 ,5 3 0 5 1 2 .9 6 4 .3 8 2 ($ 1 ,0 9 7 ,1 4 8 ) -7 .80% $ 1 2 ,9 3 6 ,6 0 8 ($ 1 ,1 2 4 ,9 2 2 )

-8.00%
•8.00%
•8 .0 0 %

-8.00%
•8.00%

$ 2 3 ,5 5 8
5 2 4 ,2 7 5
$ 2 3 ,8 5 3
$ 3 ,5 0 9
$ 3 ,5 4 4

5 2 0 ,8 9 4 ($ 2 ,6 6 4 ) • 11 .31% $ 2 1 ,6 7 3 (5 1 ,8 8 5 )
$ 2 1 ,7 1 8 ($ 2 ,5 5 7 ) • 10 .53% $ 2 2 ,3 3 3 ($ 1 ,9 4 2 )
$ 2 1 ,3 8 0 ($ 2 ,4 7 3 ) • 10 .37% $ 2 1 ,9 4 5 ($ 1 ,9 0 8 )
$ 3 ,1 0 0 ($ 4 0 9 ) -11 .66% $ 3 ,2 2 8 ($ 2 8 1 )
$3 ,131 ($ 4 1 3 ) -11 .65% $ 3 ,2 6 0 ($ 2 8 4 )

-8 .00% 
•8 .00% 
•8 .00% 
■8 .00% 
• 8 .00%

$ 2 5 ,5 6 3
$ 1 7 4 ,2 0 5
$ 2 5 0 ,2 6 2

$ 1 ,7 2 2
$ 9 ,5 7 3

$ 24 ,5 71
$ 1 5 6 ,1 8 5
$ 228 ,1 51

$ 1 ,5 7 7
$ 8 .4 4 5

($ 9 9 2 )  
(S 1 8 ,0 2 0 ) 
( $ 2 2 , 1 1 1 ) 

( $ 1 4 5 )  
($ 1 ,1 2 8 )

-3 .8 8%
-10 .3 4%
-6 .8 4%
-8 .4 2%

-11 .7 8%

$ 2 3 ,5 1 8
$ 1 6 0 ,2 6 9
$ 2 3 0 ,2 4 1

$ 1 ,5 8 4
$ 8 ,8 0 7

($ 2 ,0 4 5 )
($ 1 3 ,9 3 6 )
($20,021)

( $ 1 3 8 )
($ 7 6 6 )

-8.00%
-8.00%
-8.00%
-8.00%
-8.00%

( $ 4 1 5 )
$212
S 3 8 7
S 4 0 6

1 5 2 7 .7 7 4 )
$ 7 7 9
$ 6 1 5
$ 5 6 5
$ 1 2 8
$ 1 2 9

($ 1 ,0 5 3 )
$ 4 ,0 6 4
$ 2 ,0 9 0

$ 7
$ 3 6 2

-3 .82%
3 .7 1%
3 .3 4%
3 .88%

-0.20%
3 .3 1%
2 .53%
2 .3 7%
3 .66%
3 .65%

-4 .1 2%
2 .34%
0 .8 4%
0 .4 2%
3 .7 8%

Bristol Bay Borough 
City of BucWand 
City of Chufomak 

jjcity of Chevak 
City o f Chlqnik

$ 6 0 ,2 7 0
$ 1 5 ,1 2 3
$ 1 3 ,7 1 5
$ 2 4 ,4 3 0
$ 5 ,3 3 0

$ 5 4 ,7 1 8 ($ 5 ,5 5 4 ) -9 .2 2%
$ 1 3 ,3 5 6 (5 1 .7 6 7 ) •1 1 .6 8%
$ 1 2 ,1 3 6 ($ 1 ,5 7 9 ) -1 1 .5 1%
$ 2 1 ,5 2 8 ($ 2 ,9 0 2 ) -1 1 .8 8%
$ 4 ,7 3 0 ($ 8 0 0 ) -1 1 .2 6%

$ 5 5 ,4 4 8 ($ 4 ,8 2 2 ) •8 .0 0%
$ 1 3 ,9 1 3 ($ 1 ,2 1 0 ) •8 .0 0%
$ 1 2 ,6 1 8 ($ 1 ,0 9 7 ) •8 .0 0%
$ 2 2 ,4 7 6 ($ 1 ,9 5 4 ) -8 .0 0%
$ 4 ,9 0 4 ($ 4 2 6 1 -8 .0 0%

$ 7 3 2
$ 5 5 7
$ 4 8 2
$ 9 4 8
$ 1 7 4

1.22% 
3 .6 8%  
3 .5 1%  
3 .8 8%  
3 .26%

City o f Chuathbaluk 
City o f Coffman Cove 
City of Cold Bay 
City o f Cordova 

j City of Craig
City o f Dealing 
City o f Delta Junction 
Danas Borough 
City of Dillingham 
City o f Ok)made

$ 4 ,7 6 2
$ 9 ,1 1 7

$ 1 1 ,9 1 0
$ 1 3 6 ,3 3 4
$ 7 4 ,0 2 3

$ 4 ,2 3 0
$ 8 ,0 3 5

$ 1 0 ,9 7 3
$ 1 2 5 ,4 0 5
$65 ,741

($ 5 3 2 )
($ 1 ,0 8 2 )

($ 9 3 7 )
($ 1 0 ,9 2 9 )

($ 6 .2 8 2 )

-1 1 .1 7%
•11 .8 7%
-7 .67%
•8.02%

-11 .19%

$ 4 ,3 81
$B,3SB

$ 1 0 ,9 5 7
$ 1 2 5 ,4 2 7
$68,101

( $ 3 8 1 )
($ 7 2 9 )
($ 9 5 3 )

($ 1 0 ,9 0 7 )
($ 5 .9 2 2 )

-8.00%
-8.00%
-8.00%
•8.00%
•8.00%

$ 5 ,6 9 3
$ 5 8 ,6 5 3
$ 6 1 ,7 2 4

$ 1 0 6 ,7 3 5
$ 5 ,5 5 2

$ 5 ,2 4 2
$ 5 5 ,1 2 9
$ 5 5 ,9 9 5
$ 9 7 ,1 6 8
$ 4 ,8 9 6

($ 6 5 1 )
($ 3 ,5 2 4 )
($ 5 ,7 2 9 )
($ 9 ,5 4 7 )

($ 8 5 8 )

-1 1 .0 5%
-0.01%
■9.28%
-8 .9 4%

-11 .8 2%

$ 5 ,4 2 2
$ 5 3 ,9 6 1
$ 5 8 ,7 8 6
$ 9 8 ,1 0 6
$ 5 ,1 0 8

($471)
($ 4 ,6 9 2 )
($ 4 ,9 3 8 )
($ 8 ,5 3 9 )

($ < « )-

$ 1 5 1
$ 3 5 3
($ 1 6 )
$22

$ 2 ,3 6 0

3 .1 7%
3 .8 7%

•0 .13%
0.02%
3 .1 9%

-8 .0 0% $ 1 8 0 3 .0 5%
-8 .0 0% ($ 1 ,1 6 8 ) -1 .9 9%
•8 .0 0% $ 7 9 1 1 .28%
•8 .0 0% $ 1 ,0 0 8 0 .9 4%
-8 .0 0% $ 2 1 2 3 .8 2%

City of Eagle $6,012 $ 5 ,391 ($ 6 2 1 ) •10 .33% $ 5 ,5 31 ($ 4 8 1 ) -8.00% $ 1 4 0 2.33% |



Comparison of an 8 % Cut to Municipal Assistance Payments Under Existing Formula vs. "Base Amounts" Not Held Harmless

(1) Payments municipalities would receive if the FY 97 appropriation to Municipal Assistance was the same as the FY 96 appropriation

(2) Payments^municipalities will receive under the existing program if the FY 97 appropriation for Municipal Assistance is 8 percent less than the FY 96 appropriation (Governor's 
request). The existing program funds the base amount ot assistance in its entirety and takes the reduction out of increased assistance.

(3) Amount each municipality's allocation is reduced from it's FY  96 allocation under the existing program
(4) Percent reduction eacn municipality realizes under the existing program.

(5)*1Paymentsmuridpalhies would receive if FY  97 if the base amount of assistance and Mie increased assistance are both reduced by the same percentage as the overall appropriation
reduction between FY 96 and FY 97 .

(6) Amount each municipality's allocation would be reduced from it's FY 96 allocation with the hold harmless removed.
(7) Percent reduction each municipality would realize.

Relative Differences
(8)
(9)

The difference in each municipality's FY 97 allocation under the existing program and by removing the hold harmless 
The percent difference in each municipality's FY  97 allocation under the existing program and by removing the hold harmless

,  . Comparison o l sr. 8%  Cut to Municipal A ss lsUnca Paymanta Under Ea ltling  Formula v s . ‘ 1
(i) (j l) < • *  r < y )  m

la t e  Amounts* Not Held Harmless
/ 7 ) ( e )  . ( ? )

Municipality
Estimated FY 97 

MA Payments
MA Paymenla 
With 8%  Cut $$ D lllerence % D llteronce

MA Ba ta  Amounts 
Not Htld Harmless 

With 8% Cut
$$ D itlerenco %  Difference

Relative 
$$ D llle rence

Relative 
% D lllerence

City ol Eek 
Cily o l Ekwok 
City ol Ellm 
City ol Emmonak

$ 1 0 ,3 2 1
$ 3 ,6 9 6

$ 1 0 ,3 2 7
$ 3 0 ,1 1 8

$ 9 ,1 1 7
$ 3 ,2 6 1
$ 9 ,1 3 1

$ 2 6 ,8 7 4

($ 1 ,2 0 4 ) 
($ 4 3 5 ) 

($ 1 ,1 9 6 ) 
(S 3 .2 4 4 )

-1 1 .6 7%
-1 1 ,7 7%
•11 .58%
-10 .7 7%

$ 9 ,4 9 5
$ 3 ,4 0 0
$9 ,5 0 1

$ 2 7 ,7 0 9

($ 8 2 6 )
($ 2 9 6 )
($ 8 2 6 )

($ 2 ,4 0 9 )

•8 .00%
-8 .00%
•8 .00%
-8 .00%

$ 3 7 8
$ 1 3 9
S 3 7 0
$ 8 3 5

3 .6 7%
3 .7 7%
3 .5 8%
2 .7 7%

City ol Fairbanks $ 2 ,2 0 5 ,9 5 9 $ 2 ,0 6 6 ,9 7 5 ($ 1 3 8 ,9 8 4 ) -6 .3 0% $ 2 ,0 2 9 ,4 8 2 ($ 1 7 6 ,4 7 7 ) ■8.00% ($ 3 7 ,4 9 3 ) -1 .7 0%
Fairbanks NS8 $ 2 ,3 4 2 ,7 5 7 $ 2 ,1 2 9 ,6 2 7 ($ 2 1 3 ,1 3 0 ) •9 .10% l $ 2 ,1 5 5 ,3 3 6 ($ 1 8 7 ,4 2 1 ) •8 .00% $ 2 5 ,7 0 9 1 .10%
City oI Falsa Pass $ 3 ,2 8 1 $ 2 ,9 1 0 ($ 3 7 1 ) -1 1 .3 1% $ 3 ,0 1 9 ($ 2 6 2 ) •8 .00% $ 1 0 9 3 .3 1%
City ol Fort Yukon $ 3 0 ,2 2 8 $ 2 7 ,4 0 7 (5 2 ,8 2 1 ) •9 .33% $ 2 7 ,8 1 0 ($ 2 ,4 1 8 ) -8 .00% S 403 1 .33%
City ol Galena $ 2 5 ,6 3 7 $ 2 3 ,3 9 4 ($ 2 ,2 4 3 ) •8 .75% $ 2 3 ,5 8 6 ($ 2 ,0 5 1 ) -8 .0 0% $ 1 9 2 0 .7 5%
Cily ol Gambell $ 2 3 ,7 0 5 $ 2 1 ,0 3 2 ($ 2 ,6 7 3 ) -1 1 .2 8% $ 2 1 ,8 0 9 ($ 1 ,8 9 6 ) -8 .0 0% $ 7 7 7 3 .2 8%
City ol Golovin $ 6 ,1 7 7 $ 5 ,5 1 3 ($ 6 6 4 ) -1 0 .7 5% $ 5 ,6 8 3 ($ 4 9 4 ) •8 ,00% $ 1 7 0 2 .7 5%
City o1 Goodnews 8ay $ 9 ,0 7 4 $ 7 ,9 9 2 ($ 1 ,0 8 2 ) -1 1 .9 2% $ 8 ,3 4 8 ($ 7 2 6 ) •8 .00% $ 3 5 6 3 .9 2%
City ol Grayllnq $ 7 ,9 2 3 $7 ,0 2 1 ($ 9 0 2 ) -1 1 .3 8% $ 7 ,2 8 9 ($ 6 3 4 ) ■8.00% $ 2 6 8 3 .3 8%
City ol Halnas $ 6 9 ,5 0 5 $ 6 3 ,5 7 2 ($ 5 ,9 3 3 ) •8 .54% $ 6 3 ,9 4 5 ($ 5 ,5 6 0 ) -8 .0 0% $ 3 7 3 0 .5 4%
Haines Borough $ 4 0 ,6 6 2 $ 3 6 ,8 3 1 ($ 4 ,0 3 1 ) •9 .86% $ 3 7 ,5 9 3 ($ 3 ,2 6 9 ) •8 .00% $ 7 6 2 1 .86%
City ol Holy Cross $ 1 1 ,1 3 4 $ 9 ,9 0 4 ($ 1 ,2 3 0 ) -1 1 .0 5% $ 1 0 ,2 4 3 ($ 8 9 1 ) -8 .0 0% $ 3 3 9 3 .0 5%
City o l Homer $ 2 0 8 ,6 2 6 $ 1 9 1 ,0 3 7 ($ 1 7 ,5 9 1 ) -8 .4 3% $ 1 9 1 ,9 3 8 ($ 1 6 ,6 9 0 ) -8 .00% $901 0 .4 3%
City ol Hoonah $ 3 9 ,0 3 2 $ 3 5 ,1 8 9 ($ 3 ,8 4 3 ) •9 .85% $ 3 5 ,9 0 9 ($ 3 ,1 2 3 ) • 8 .00% $ 7 2 0 1 .85%
City o1 Hooper Bay $ 3 7 ,7 8 8 $ 3 3 ,5 4 9 ($ 4 ,2 3 9 ) -1 1 .2 2% $ 3 4 ,7 6 5 ($ 3 ,0 2 3 ) -8 .0 0% $ 1 ,2 1 6 3 .2 2%
City o l Houston $ 3 5 ,5 5 9 $ 3 1 ,4 9 0 ($ 4 ,0 6 9 ) •1 1 .4 4% $ 3 2 ,7 1 4 ($ 2 ,8 4 5 ) -8 .0 0% $ 1 ,2 2 4 3 .4 4%
City o l Hughes $ 2 ,8 4 7 $ 2 ,5 1 5 ($ 3 3 2 ) •1 1 .6 6% $ 2 ,6 1 9 ($ 2 2 8 ) • 8 .0 0% $10 4 3 .6 6%
City ol HusHa $ 9 ,6 9 6 $ 8 ,6 1 1 ($ 1 ,0 8 5 ) -1 1 .1 9% $ 8 ,9 2 0 ($ 7 7 6 ) •8 .00% $ 3 0 9 3 .1 9%
City o l Hydaburg $ 1 6 ,3 0 3 $ 1 4 ,5 7 5 ($ 1 ,7 2 8 ) -1 0 .6 0% $ 1 4 ,9 9 9 ($ 1 ,3 0 4 ) -B .00% $ 4 2 4 2 .6 0%
City & Borough ol Juneau $ 1 ,4 2 7 ,6 6 6 $ 1 ,3 0 1 ,0 2 7 ($ 1 2 6 ,6 4 2 ) •8 .87% $ 1 ,3 1 3 ,4 5 5 ($ 1 1 4 ,2 1 4 ) -8 .00% $ 1 2 ,4 2 8 0 .8 7%
City o l Kachtmak $ 1 4 ,8 2 0 $ 1 3 ,1 0 0 ($ 1 ,7 2 0 ) -1 1 .6 1% $ 1 3 ,6 3 4 ($ 1 ,1 6 6 ) -0 .0 0% $ 5 3 4 3 .6 1%
City o l Kake $ 2 7 ,1 4 2 $ 2 4 ,1 8 0 ($ 2 ,9 6 2 ) -1 0 .9 1% $ 2 4 ,9 7 1 ($ 2 ,1 7 1 ) •8 .00% $791 2 .9 1%
City o l Kaktovlk $ 8 ,5 3 3 $ 7 ,6 3 9 ($ 8 9 4 ) -1 0 .4 8% $ 7 ,8 5 0 ($ 6 8 3 ) -8 .00% $211 2 .4 8%
City o1 Keltag $ 9 ,1 1 5 $ 8 ,0 2 1 ($ 1 ,0 9 4 ) -1 2 .0 0% $ 8 ,3 8 6 ($ 7 2 9 ) •8 .00% $ 3 6 5 4 .0 0%
City o1 Kasaan $ 1 ,4 8 4 $ 1 ,3 1 0 ($ 1 7 4 ) •1 1 .7 3% $ 1 . , ,9 5 ($ 1 1 9 ) -8 .00% $ 5 5 3 .7 3%
City ol Kenai $ 3 9 4 ,4 4 5 $ 3 6 4 ,6 2 6 ($ 2 9 ,8 1 9 ) -7 .5 6% $ 3 0 2 ,8 8 9 ($ 3 1 ,5 5 6 ) -8 .0 0% ($ 1 ,7 3 7 ) •0 .4 4%
Kanal Peninsula Borough $ 1 ,3 4 7 ,3 7 2 $ 1 ,2 2 7 ,3 4 9 ($ 1 2 0 ,0 2 3 ) •8 .91% $ 1 ,2 3 9 ,5 8 2 ($ 1 0 7 ,7 9 0 ) •8 .00% $ 1 2 ,2 3 3 0 .9 1%
City ol Kalchlkan $ 5 1 2 ,4 0 8 $ 4 7 5 ,9 8 8 ($ 3 6 ,4 2 0 ) -7 .11% $ 4 7 1 ,4 1 5 ($ 4 0 ,9 9 3 ) • 8 .00% ($ 4 ,5 7 3 ) -0 .8 9%
Kalchikan Gateway Borough $ 2 4 9 ,7 7 3 $ 2 2 3 ,7 1 2 ($ 2 6 ,0 6 1 ) •1 0 .4 3% $ 2 2 9 ,7 9 1 ($ 1 9 ,9 8 2 ) •8 .00% $ 6 ,0 7 9 2 .4 3%
City ol Klana $ 1 6 ,1 4 5 $ 1 4 ,3 7 0 ($ 1 ,7 7 5 ) •1 0 .9 9% $ 1 4 ,8 5 3 ($ 1 ,2 9 2 ) •8 .00% $ 4 8 3 2 .9 9%
City o1 King Cove $ 3 3 ,0 1 6 $ 2 9 ,2 7 8 ($ 3 ,7 4 1 ) • 1 1 .33% $ 3 0 ,3 7 7 ($ 2 ,6 4 2 ) -8 .00% $ 1 ,0 9 9 3 .3 3%
Cily o l lOvaiina $ 1 2 ,5 3 6 $ 1 1 ,0 5 2 ($ 1 ,4 8 6 ) -1 1 .8S% | $ 1 1 ,5 3 5 ($ 1 ,0 0 3 ) •8 .00% $ 4 6 3 3 .8 5%
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(1) Payments municipalities would receive if the FY 97 appropriation to Municipal Assistance w as the same as the FY 96 appropriation

Existing  palities w ill receive under the existing program if the FY 97 appropriation for Municipal Assistance is 8 percent less than the FY  96 appropriation (Governor's
request). The existing program funds the base amount ot assistance in its entirety and takes the reduction out of increased assistance.

(3) Amount each municipality's allocation is reduced from it's FY  96 allocation under the existing program
(4) Percent reduction each municipality realizes under the existing program.

(5°*Paym ents^m i^^°alities would receive if FY  97 if the base amount of assistance and the increased assistance are both reduced by the same percentage as the overall appropriation
reauction between FY  96 and FY 97 ... . , , ,  . .

(6) Amount each municipality's allocation would be reduced from it's FY 96 allocation with the hold harmless removed.
(7) Percent reduction each municipality would realize.

differaicehi each municipality's FY 97 allocation under the existing program and by removing the hold harmless 
(9) The percent difference in each municipality's FY 97 allocation under the existing program and by removing the hold harmless

,  . Compart io n  o f an 8% Cul to Municipal Aaslatanca Paymanta Under Existing Formula vs. ‘ Base Amounfa* Not Held Harm less /  „  v f n \

Comparison of an 8 % Cut to Municipal Assistance Payments Under Existing Formula vs. "Base Amounts" Not Held Harmless

Municipality
Estimated FY 97 

MA Payments
MA Payments
With 8%  Cut $$ O lffaranca %  O lffaranca

MA Base Amounts 
Not Held Harm less 

With 6% Cut
S$ Difference %  Difference

Relative 
$$ Difference

Relative 
%  Difference

City o l Klawock 
Cilv o l Kobuk

$ 2 8 ,4 5 9
5 2 ,8 7 3

$ 2 5 ,2 2 9
$ 2 ,5 3 3

($ 3 ,2 3 0 )  -1 1 ,3 5%  
($ 3 4 0 )  -1 1 .8 3%

$ 2 6 ,1 8 2  ($ 2 ,2 7 7 ) -8 .0 0%  
$ 2 ,6 4 3  ($ 2 3 0 )  -8 .0 0%

S953  3 .3 5%  
S I tO 3 .83%

Cily o l Kodiak 5 4 3 2 ,7 7 0  
j Kodiak Island Borough 5 2 5 9 ,7 9 0  
City o l Kotlik 5 2 0 ,5 3 2  
City o l Kotzebue 5 1 3 8 ,4 6 5  
City o l Koyuk 5 1 0 ,1 5 0

$ 4 0 0 ,3 3 8  ($ 3 2 ,4 3 2 )  -7 .4 9%  
$ 2 3 1 ,1 1 2  ($ 2 8 ,6 7 8 )  -1 1 ,0 4%  
$ 1 8 ,1 9 9  ($ 2 ,3 3 3 )  -1 1 ,3 8%  

$ 1 2 5 ,9 2 3  ($ 1 2 ,5 4 2 )  -9 .0 6%  
$ 8 ,9 6 3  ($ 1 ,1 8 7 )  -1 1 .6 9%

$ 3 9 8 ,1 4 8  ($ 3 4 ,6 2 2 ) -8 .0 0%  
$ 2 3 9 ,0 0 7  ($ 2 0 ,7 8 3 ) -8 .0 0%  

$ 1 8 ,8 8 9  ($ 1 ,8 4 3 ) -8 .0 0%  
$ 1 2 7 ,3 8 8  ($ 1 1 ,0 7 7 ) -8 .0 0%  

$ 9 ,3 3 8  ($ 8 1 2 )  -8 .0 0%

($ 2 ,1 9 0 ) -0 .51%  
$ 7 ,8 9 5  3 .0 4%  

$ 6 9 0  3 .3 6%  
$ 1 ,4 6 5  1 .06%  

S 3 7 5  3 .69%
City o l Koyukuk 5 4 ,8 7 8  
City of Kupreanol 5 8 5 1  
City o l Kwethluk $ 2 5 ,8 1 7  
Lake and Peninsula Borough $ 4 5 ,5 5 8  
City o f Larsen Bay 5 4 .6 1 1

$ 4 ,3 4 6  (5 5 3 2 )  -1 0 .9 1%  
$ 7 4 9  ( $ 1 0 2 )  -1 1 .9 9%  

$ 2 2 ,8 6 9  ($ 2 ,9 2 8 )  -1 1 .3 4%  
$ 4 1 ,6 0 8  ($ 3 ,9 5 0 )  -8 .6 7%  
$ 4 ,0 5 7  ($ 5 5 4 )  -1 2 .0 1%

$ 4 ,4 8 8  ($ 3 9 0 )  -8 ,0 0%  
$ 7 8 3  ($ 6 8 )  -8 .00%  

5 2 3 .7 5 2  ($ 2 ,0 6 5 ) -8 .0 0%  
$ 4 1 ,9 1 3  ($ 3 ,6 4 5 ) -8 .0 0%  

$ 4 ,2 4 2  ($ 3 6 9 )  -8 .0 0%

$ 1 4 2  2 .91%  
$ 3 4  3 .9 9%  

$ 8 6 3  3 .34%  
$ 3 0 5  0 j7 %  
$ 1 8 5  4 .0 1%

City o f Lower Kalskag $ 1 1 ,1 3 2  
City of Manokotak $ 1 4 ,5 7 7  
City of Marshall $ 1 1 ,0 9 2  
Mat-Su Borough $ 1 ,5 4 0 ,3 0 7

$ 9 ,8 2 1  ($ 1 ,3 1 1 )  -1 1 .7 8%  
$ 1 2 ,8 6 6  ($ 1 ,7 1 1 )  -1 1 .7 4%  
$ 9 ,8 2 4  ($ 1 ,2 6 8 )  -1 1 .4 3%  

$ 1 ,3 6 6 ,3 6 2  ($ 1 7 3 ,9 4 5 )  -1 1 .2 9%

$ 1 0 ,2 4 1  ($ 8 9 1 )  -8 .0 0%  
$ 1 3 ,4 1 1  ($ 1 ,1 6 6 ) -8 .0 0%  
$ 1 0 ,2 0 5  ($ 8 8 7 ) -8 .00%  

$ 1 ,4 1 7 ,0 8 2  ($ 1 2 3 ,2 2 5 ) -8 .00%

$ 4 2 0  3 .78%  
$ 5 4 5  3 .7 4%  
$381  3 .43%  

$ 5 0 ,7 2 0  3 .2 9%
City o l McGrath $ 2 0 ,3 3 9  
City o l Makoryuk 5 7 ,7 5 4  
City o f Mountain Village $ 2 9 ,1 9 7  
City of Napaklak $ 1 3 ,1 0 9  
City of Napasklak $ 1 4 ,3 4 4

$ 1 8 ,3 0 0  ($ 2 ,0 3 9 )  -1 0 .0 3%  
$ 6 ,8 5 2  ( $ 9 0 2 )  -1 1 .8 3%  

$ 2 5 ,9 7 1  ($ 3 ,2 2 6 )  -1 1 .0 5%  
$ 1 1 ,7 2 2  ($ 1 ,3 8 7 )  -1 0 .5 8%  
$ 1 2 ,8 2 4  ($ 1 ,7 2 0 )  -1 1 .9 9%

$ 1 8 ,7 1 2  ($ 1 ,6 2 7 ) -8 .0 0%  
$ 7 ,1 3 4  ($ 6 2 0 )  - 8 .0 0 "  

$ 2 6 ,8 6 1  ($ 2 ,3 3 6 ) -8 .00%  
$ 1 2 ,0 6 0  ($ 1 ,0 4 9 ) -8 .00%  
$ 1 3 ,1 9 6  ($ 1 ,1 4 8 ) -8 .0 0%

$ 4 1 2  2 .03%  
$ 2 8 2  3 .6 3%  
$ 8 9 0  3 .0 5%  
$ 3 3 8  2 .5 8%  
$ 5 7 2  3 .9 9%

City of Nenana $ 2 9 ,9 1 4  
City o f New Sluyahok $ 1 5 ,3 1 0  
City of Newhalen $ 8 ,2 4 0  
City o f Nlghtmute $ 8 ,7 2 3  
City o l Nikolai $ 4 ,4 4 8

$ 2 7 ,8 2 8  ($ 2 ,0 8 6 )  -6 .9 7%  
$ 1 3 ,5 1 8  ($ 1 ,7 9 1 )  -1 1 .7 0%  
$ 5 ,5 1 7  ($ 7 2 3 )  -1 1 .5 9%  
$ 5 ,9 1 9  ($ 8 0 4 )  -1 1 .9 6%  
$ 3 ,9 1 6  ($ 5 3 2 )  -1 1 .9 6%

$ 2 7 ,5 2 1  ($ 2 ,3 9 3 ) -8 .0 0%  
$ 1 4 ,0 8 5  ($ 1 ,2 2 5 ) -8 .0 0%  
$ 5 ,7 4 1  ($ 4 9 9 )  -8 .0 0%  
$ 8 ,1 8 5  ($ 5 3 8 )  -8 .0 0%  
$ 4 ,0 9 2  ($ 3 5 6 )  -8 .0 0%

($ 3 0 7 )  -1 ,03%  
$ 5 6 6  3 .7 0%  
$ 2 2 4  3 .5 9%  
$ 2 6 6  3 .96%  
$ 1 7 6  3 .96%

City o l Nome $ 1 9 4 ,3 6 3  
City o f Nondalton $ 8 ,8 3 3  
City of Noon ik 5 2 2 ,1 8 7  
City o f North Pole $ 8 9 ,8 2 7  
North Slope Borough 5 1 ,2 9 4 ,7 7 0

$ 1 7 7 ,4 0 7  ($ 1 6 ,9 5 6 )  -8 .7 2%  
$ 7 ,8 2 4  ($ 1 ,0 0 9 )  -1 1 .4 2%  

$ 1 9 ,6 9 3  ($ 2 ,4 9 4 )  -1 1 .2 4%  
$ 8 2 ,8 0 8  ($ 7 ,0 1 9 )  -7 ,8 1%  

$ 1 ,2 8 3 ,8 3 2  ($ 1 0 ,9 3 8 )  -0 .8 4%

$ 1 7 6 ,8 1 4  ($ 1 5 ,5 4 9 ) -8 .0 0%  
$ 8 ,1 2 6  ($ 7 0 7 )  -8 .0 0%  

$ 2 0 ,4 1 2  ($ 1 ,7 7 5 ) -8 .0 0%  
$ 8 2 ,8 4 1  ($ 7 ,1 8 6 ) -8 .0 0%  

5 1 ,1 9 1 ,1 8 8  ($ 1 0 3 ,5 8 2 ) 8 .0 0%

$ 1 ,4 0 7  0 .7 2%  
$ 3 0 2  3 .4 2%  
$ 7 1 9  3 .2 4%  

($ 1 6 7 )  -0 .19%  
($ 9 2 ,6 4 4 ) -7 .16%

Northwest Arctic Borough $ 2 6 ,7 1 1  
City o f Nutqsut 5 1 4 ,5 7 1  
City o l Nulalo $ 1 3 ,3 8 2  
City o l Nunapltchuk $ 1 6 ,4 8 6  
City o l Old Ha/txw $ 1 1 ,3 4 8

$ 2 4 ,3 7 8  ($ 2 ,3 3 3 )  -8 .7 3%  
$ 1 2 ,8 2 6  ($ 1 ,7 4 5 )  -1 1 .9 8%  
$ 1 1 ,8 5 4  ($ 1 ,5 2 8 )  -1 1 .4 2%  
$ 1 4 ,5 4 5  ($ 1 ,9 4 1 )  -1 1 .7 7%  
$ 1 0 ,0 2 8  ($ 1 ,3 2 0 )  -1 1 .6 3%

$ 2 4 ,5 7 4  ($ 2 ,1 3 7 ) -6 .0 0%  
$ 1 3 ,4 0 5  ($ 1 ,1 6 8 ) -8 .0 0%  
$ 1 2 ,3 1 1  ($ 1 ,0 7 1 ) -8 .0 0%  
$ 1 5 ,1 6 7  ($ 1 ,3 1 9 ) -8 .0 0%  
$ 1 0 ,4 4 0  ($ 9 0 8 )  -8 .0 0%

$ 1 9 6  0 .7 3%  
$ 5 7 9  3 .9 8%  
$ 4 5 7  3 .4 2%  
$ 6 2 2  3 .7 7%  
$ 4 1 2  3 .6 3%



Comparison of an 8 % Cut to Municipal Assistance Payments Under Existing Formula vs. "Base Amounts" Not Held Harmless

(1) Payments municipalities would receive if the FY 97 appropriation to Municipal Assistance was the same as the FY 96 appropriation

Existing Program
(2) Payments municipalities w ill receive under the existing program if the FY 97 appropriation for Municipal Assistance is 8 percent less than the FY 96 appropriation (Governor's 

request). The existing program funds the base amount of assistance in its entirety and takes the reduction out of increased assistance.
'3) Amount each municipality's allocation is reduced from it's FY 96 allocation under the existing program 
4) Percent reduction earn municipality realizes under the existing program.

( 5 ) 'P a y ^ t r m u ^ d p a i it k s  would receive if FY 97 if the base amount of assistance and the increased assistance are both reduced by the same percentage as the overall appropriation
reduction between FY 96 and FY 97 . j

(6) Amount each municipality's allocation would be reduced from it's FY 96 allocation with the hold harmless removed.
(7) Percent reduction each municipality would realize.

Relative Differences . . . . .  .
(8) The difference in each municipality's FY 97 allocation under the existing program and by removing the hold harmless
(9) The percent difference in each municipality's FY 97 allocation under the existing program and by removing the hold harmless

f .  Com pad to n  o l tn  S% Cut to Municipal A ttlttan ca  Paym an lt Under Existing Fc in u la  va. ’ B a ta  Amounte’  Not Held Harmless

Municipality
Estimated FY »7 

MA Payments
--------------y * 1 IMA Payments

With 1% Cut $$ D lllerence %  D lllerence
MA B a ta  Amounts 
Not Held Harmless 

With 8%  Cut
$$ O lffaranca % D lllerence

Relative 
$$ D llle rence

Relative j 
% Difference j

C.ty o l Ouzinklt S 9 .5 1 7 $ 0 ,4 1 5 ($ 1 ,1 0 2 ) •1 1 .5 8% $ 8 ,7 5 6 ($ 7 6 1 ) •8 .00% $ 3 4 1 3 .58%
City o l Palmer S 2 0 0 .9 0 7 S 1 8 3 ,2 8 2 ($ 1 7 ,6 2 5 ) •8 .77% $ 1 8 4 ,8 3 4 ($ 1 6 ,0 7 3 ) -8 .0 0% $ 1 ,5 5 2 0 .7 7%
Cily o l Pelican $ 1 0 ,3 1 8 $ 9 ,4 2 8 ($ 8 9 0 ) •8 .63% $ 9 ,4 9 3 ($ 8 2 5 ) -8 .0 0% $ 6 5 0 .63%
Cily o l Petersburg $ 1 6 2 ,4 6 2 $ 1 4 8 ,2 0 4 ($ 1 4 ,2 5 8 ) •8 .78% $ 1 4 9 ,4 6 5 ($ 1 2 ,9 9 7 ) -8 .00% $ 1 ,2 6 1 0 .7 8%
Cily o l Pilot Point $ 3 ,7 7 8 $ 3 ,3 7 8 ($ 4 0 0 ) -1 0 .5 9% $ 3 ,4 7 0 ($ 3 0 2 ) -8 .0 0% $ 9 8 2 .59%
City o l Pilot Station $ 1 8 ,8 2 5 $ 1 6 ,5 9 9 ($ 2 ,2 2 6 ) -1 1 .8 2% $ 1 7 ,3 1 9 ($ 1 ,5 0 6 ) •8 .00% $ 7 2 0 3 .82%
Cily of Platinum $ 2 ,0 7 7 $ 1 ,8 8 9 ($ 1 8 8 ) •9 .0 5% 3 1 ,9 1 1 ($ 1 6 6 ) •8 .00% $ 2 2 1.05%
C'ty o l Point Hope $ 2 9 ,0 9 8 $ 2 6 ,0 2 1 ($ 3 ,0 7 7 ) • 1 0 .5 7% $ 2 6 ,7 7 0 ($ 2 ,3 2 8 ) •8 .00% $ 7 4 9 2 .57%
City o l Port Alexander $ 4 ,1 9 4 $ 3 ,7 2 6 ($ 4 6 8 ) •1 1 .1 6% $ 3 ,8 5 8 ($ 3 3 6 ) •8 .00% $ 1 3 2 3 .16%
City o l Port Heiden $ 4 ,7 0 7 $4 ,1 7 1 ($ 5 3 6 ) •1 1 .3 9% $ 4 ,3 3 0 ($ 3 7 7 ) •8 .00% $ 1 5 9 3 .39%
City o l Port Uons $ 9 ,6 61 $ 8 ,5 4 1 ($ 1 ,1 2 0 ) -1 1 .5 9% $ 8 ,8 8 8 ($ 7 7 3 ) •8 .00% $ 3 4 7 3 .59%
City o l Oulnhagak $ 2 0 ,1 6 4 $ 1 7 ,8 2 8 ($ 2 ,3 3 6 ) •1 1 .5 9% $ 1 8 ,5 5 1 ($ 1 ,6 1 3 ) ■8.00% $ 7 2 3 3 .59%
City o l Ruby $ 8 ,2 1 5 $ 7 ,3 2 1 ($ 8 9 4 ) ■ 10 .8 8% $ 7 ,5 5 8 ($ 6 5 7 ) -8 .0 0% $ 2 3 7 2 .88%
City o1 Russian Mission $ 1 0 ,5 0 8 $ 9 ,2 5 2 ($ 1 ,2 5 6 ) -1 1 .9 5% $ 9 ,6 6 7 ($ 8 4 1 ) •8 .00% $ 4 1 5 3 .9 5%
City o l Sand Point $ 3 9 ,5 2 2 $ 3 5 ,3 1 2 ($ 4 ,2 1 0 ) -1 0 .8 5% $ 3 6 ,3 6 0 ($ 3 ,1 6 2 ) -8 .0 0% $ 1 ,0 4 8 2 .65%
City o l Savoonga $ 2 3 ,7 6 3 $ 2 1 ,1 9 2 ($ 2 ,5 7 1 ) -1 0 .8 2% $ 2 1 ,8 6 2 ($ 1 ,9 0 1 ) •8 .00% $ 8 7 0 2 .8 2%
City o l Saxman $ 1 5 ,3 8 5 $ 1 3 ,6 7 4 ($ 1 ,7 1 1 ) •1 1 .1 2% $ 1 4 ,1 5 4 ($ 1 ,2 3 1 ) -8 .00% $ 4 8 0 3 .12%
City o l Scammon Bay $ 1 5 ,9 4 5 $ 1 4 ,0 9 7 ($ 1 ,8 4 8 ) -1 1 .5 9% $ 1 4 ,6 6 9 ($ 1 ,2 7 6 ) -8 .00% $ 5 7 2 3 .59%
Oty o l Selawik $ 2 4 ,0 3 4 $ 2 1 ,2 7 6 ($ 2 ,7 5 8 ) •1 1 .4 8% $ 2 2 ,1 1 1 ($ 1 ,9 2 3 ) •8 .00% $ 8 3 5 3 .48%
City o l Seldovla $ 1 7 ,3 0 3 $ 1 5 ,6 8 1 ($ 1 ,4 2 2 ) •8 .2 2% $ 1 5 ,9 1 9 ( S t , 3 8 4 ) -8 .0 0% $ 3 8 0 .22%
City o l Seward $ 1 5 3 ,2 4 0 $ 1 4 0 ,3 2 7 ($ 1 2 ,9 1 3 ) -6 .4 3% $ 1 4 0 ,9 8 1 ($ 1 2 ,2 5 9 ) -8 .0 0% $ 6 5 4 0 ,43%
City o l Shageluk $ 5 ,2 7 8 $ 4 ,6 6 3 ($ 6 1 3 ) • 1 1 .6 2% $ 4 ,8 5 4 ($ 4 2 2 ) -8 .0 0% $ 1 9 1 3 .62%
City of Shakloolik $ 7 ,1 6 8 $ 6 ,3 1 9 ($ 8 4 7 ) •1 1 .8 2% $ 6 ,5 9 3 ($ 5 7 3 ) •8 .00% $ 2 7 4 3 .82%
City o l Sheldon Point $ 5 ,8 9 5 $ 5 ,2 0 1 ($ 6 9 4 ) •1 1 .7 7% $ 5 ,4 2 3 ($ 4 7 2 ) •8 .00% S 2 2 2 3 .77%

?n § a f a $ 1 9 ,9 8 0 $ 1 7 ,6 9 9 ($ 2 ,2 8 1 ) •1 1 .4 2% $ 1 8 ,3 8 2 ($ 1 ,5 9 8 ) •8 .00% $ 6 8 3 3 .42%
City o l Shungnak $ 9 ,8 1 9 $ 8 ,7 0 9 ($ 1 ,0 3 0 ) •1 0 .4 9% $ 9 ,0 3 3 ($ 7 8 6 ) •8 .00% $ 2 4 4 2 .4 9%
City and Borough ol Sitka $ 4 5 7 ,7 2 1 $ 4 1 8 ,5 9 0 ($ 3 9 ,1 3 1 ) -8 .5 5% $ 4 2 1 ,1 0 3 ($ 3 6 ,6 1 8 ) ■8.00% $ 2 ,5 1 3 0 .55%
City o l Skagway $ 5 0 ,3 4 3 $ 4 6 ,8 9 2 ($ 3 ,4 5 1 ) •6 .85% $ 4 6 ,3 1 6 ($ 4 ,0 2 7 ) ■8.00% ($ 5 7 6 ) •1 .15%
City o l Sddotna $ 2 4 4 ,5 3 6 $ 2 2 7 ,5 5 4 ($ 1 6 ,9 8 2 ) •6 .9 4% $ 2 2 4 ,9 7 3 ($ 1 9 ,5 6 3 ) •8 .00% t$2 s i ; •1 .06%
Cily o l S t  George $ 7 ,0 5 3 $ 6 ,2 2 3 ($ 8 3 0 ) -1 1 .7 7% $ 6 ,4 8 9 ($ 5 8 4 ) •8 .00% $ 2 6 6 3 .77%
City o l S t  Mary's $ 1 7 ,6 0 6 $ 1 5 ,5 6 7 ($ 2 ,0 3 9 ) -1 1 .5 8% $ 1 6 ,1 9 8 ($ 1 ,4 0 8 ) •8 .00% $ 6 3 1 3 .58%
Cily o l S t  Michael $ 16 ,2 0 1 $ 1 4 ,7 5 0 ($ 1 ,4 5 1 ) -6 .96% $ 1 4 ,9 0 5 ($ 1 ,2 9 6 ) •8 .0 0% $ 1 5 5 0 .96%
City o l S t  Paid $ 2 7 ,7 0 7 $ 2 4 ,4 4 2 ($ 3 ,2 6 5 ) •1 1 .7 6% $ 2 5 ,4 9 0 ($ 2 ,2 1 7 ) •8 .0 0% $ 1 ,0 4 8 3 .78%
City of Stebbins $ 1 7 ,1 6 4 $ 1 5 ,1 4 2 ($ 2 ,0 2 2 ) •1 1 .7 8% $ 1 5 ,7 9 1 ($ 1 ,3 7 3 ) •0 .0 0% $ 6 4 9 3 .78%
City o l Tanana $ 1 4 ,6 9 6 $ 1 3 ,2 0 4 ($ 1 ,4 9 4 ) •1 0 .1 6% $ 1 3 ,5 2 2 ($ 1 ,1 7 6 ) -6 .0 0% $ 3 1 6 2 .1 6%
[City o l Telltr $ 9 ,8 S 0 $ 8 ,7 2 4 ($ 1 ,1 6 6 ) ■11.79% $ 9 ,0 9 9 ($ 7 9 1 ) -8 .0 0% $ 3 7 5 3 .79%
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Comparison of an 8 % Cut to Municipal Assistance Payments Under Existing Formula vs. "Base Amounts" Not Held Harmless

Relative 
%  D ifference

Relative 
$$ Difference%  O lffaranca

$ 4 7
$ 8 3 2
5 8 0 9

(1) Payments municipalities would receive if the FY 97 appropriation to Municipal Assistance was the same as the FY 96 appropriation

Existing Program
(2) Payments municipalities w ill receive under the existing program if the FY  97 appropriation for Municipal Assistance is 8 percent less than the FY 96 appropriation (Governor's 

request). The existing program funds the base amount of assistance in its entirety and takes the reduction out of increased assistance.
(3) Amount each municipality's allocation is reduced from it's FY 96 allocation under the existing program
(4) Percent reduction each municipality realizes under the existing program.

H old  H arm less  Removed
(5) Payments municipalities would receive if FY 97 if tire base amount of assistance and the increased assistance are both reduced by the same percentage as the overall appropriation 

reduction between FY 96 and FY 97
(6) Amount each municipality's allocation would be reduced from it's FY 96 allocation with the hold harmless removed.
(7) Percent reduction each municipality would realize.

R ela tive  D ifferences
(8) The difference in each municipality^ FY 97 allocation under the existing program and by removing the hold harmless
(9) The percent difference in each municipality's FY 97 allocation under the existing program and by removing the hold harmless

f . Comparison o f an 8%  Cut to Municipal Aaalalanca Paymanta Under Existing Formula vs. 'B asa  Amounts* Not Held Harm lasa
f 7 )

Estimated FY 97 
MA Payments

MA Paymanta
With 8%  Cut :S$ O lffaranca % Olffaranca

MA Baaa Amounts 
Not Held Harmlasa $$ Difference

........... With 8%  Cut
Municipality

jfClty ol Tenakee Springs 
SCity of Thome Bay 
jc ify  o l Toqiak
City o l Toksook 8ay 
City of Unalakluel 
City ot Unalaska 
City of Upper Kalskag 
City of Valdei

$ 2 4 ,1 8 0
S 29 .S 2 1
$ 1 9 ,3 4 6  
$ 3 1 ,1 9 6  

$ 1 5 2 ,3 0 7  
$ 7 ,8 0 4  

$ 5 2 6 .7 1 8

$ 2 1 ,4 1 4
$ 2 6 ,3 5 0
$ 1 7 ,1 3 2
$ 2 7 ,9 4 4

$ 1 3 4 ,9 2 9
$ 7 ,0 21

$ 5 0 7 ,6 9 7

(5 2 ,7 6 6 )
($ 3 .1 7 1 )
($ 2 ,2 1 4 )
($ 3 ,2 5 2 )

($ 1 7 ,3 7 8 )
($ 7 8 3 )

($ 1 9 ,0 2 1 )

$ 2 2 ,2 4 6
$ 2 7 ,1 5 9
$ 1 7 ,7 9 8
$ 2 8 ,7 0 0

$ 1 4 0 ,1 2 2
$ 7 ,1 8 0

$ 4 8 4 ,5 8 1

( S I . 9 3 4 ) 
($ 2 .3 6 2 )
(S 1 .5 4 8 )
($ 2 ,4 9 6 )

($ 1 2 ,1 8 5 )
($ 6 2 4 )

($ 4 2 ,1 3 7 )
City ot Wainwrlght 
City of Wales 
City o l Wasilla 
City of While Mountain 
City o l Whittier

$ 1 9 ,6 5 5
$ 8 ,1 3 7

$ 2 1 8 ,9 2 3
$ 7 ,4 4 3

$ 1 7 ,3 4 4
$ 5 ,4 0 0

$ 1 9 9 ,1 9 6
$ 6 ,5 5 3

$ 1 0 .4 9 8

($ 2 ,3 1 1 )
($ 7 3 7 )

($ 1 9 ,7 2 7 )
($ 8 9 0 )

($ 1 ,2 0 9 )

$ 1 8 ,0 8 3
$ 5 ,6 4 6

$ 2 0 1 ,4 0 9
$ 6 ,8 4 8

$ 1 0 ,7 7 0

(SI, 5 7 2 ) 
($ 4 9 1 ) 

($ 1 7 ,5 1 4 ) 
($ 5 9 5 ) 
($ 9 3 7 )

City of Wrangell
City and Borough of Yakutai $ 4 2 ,3 9 5

$ 1 2 4 ,9 1 5
$ 3 8 .9 8 6

($ 1 1 ,7 3 8 )
($ 3 ,4 0 9 )

$ 1 2 5 ,7 2 1
$ 3 9 ,0 0 3

($ 1 0 ,9 3 2 )
($ 3 .3 9 2 )

11*1 All



o o o  N a t i v e  A m e r i c a n  R i g h t s  I: u n d  o o oMEMBER ALERT
TO: NARF Members ASFROM: John Echohawk, Executive Director

Native American Rights Fund T j

DATE: January 1996 * ^

SUBJECT: LEGAL BATTLE TO SAVE ALASKA NATIVE RIGHTS

I am writing immediately, because I knew you'd be concerned. The 
U.S. District Court of Alaska has handed down a devastating ruling 
that spells disaster for Alaska's 225 Native Villages.

In a decision that defies logic. the Court stripped Alaska Natives 
of nearly all their governmental powers. The. Court ignored legal 
precedent -- including court decisions affirming the governmental 
powers of tribes in the Lower 40 states -- and essentially created
an underclass of Native Am e r i c a n s .

The decision is blatantly wrong and NARF must appeal it.

I am writing today because I urgently need your support to fight 
this battle. It's a battle we must win. The future of Alaska's 
85,000 Natives hinges on the outcome.

To give you an idea of what happened, I need to go back a bit. For 
eight years, NARF represented the Village of Venetie, fighting for 
their right to tax a company building a school on tribal land.

Like every other self-governing town, county and city in the U.S., 
Venetie wants to levy taxes to generate income to provide services 
their people need. But the minute Venetie tried to levy a tax, the
State told the construction company not to pay. Essentially, the
State said " tribes can't tax because in Alaska, tribes d o n ' t exist 111

That was when NARF went to Court to prove that Venetie is a tribe. 
Eight years and hundreds of thousands of dollars later, the U.S. 
District Court finally admitted that Native Alaskan Villages like 
Venetie are tribes.

Which means they can tax, right?

Wrong. Because the same court that reluctantly said the Village 
was a tribe turned around and revoked its basic tribal powers by 
saying the tribe's land is not what is known as "Indian Country." 
Without Indian Country status, a tribe has virtually no significant 
governmental powers.

Without Indian Country status, a tribe cannot tax or zone or even 
enforce its tribal lav/s intended to protect the health and safety 
of the community. No power to control alcohol or drugs. No way 
to enforce lav/s against assault, larceny or disturbing the peace.
In short, no power to maintain peace and civility in the community.

The upshot? Our earlier victory that proved Venetie is a tribe is 
a hollow victoiy -- a cruel hoax that reduces Native Villages to 
nothing more than "social clubs," precisely as the State wishes.

What exactly does this ruling mean for the people of Venetie? 
understand, you need to picture how and where they live.

To

The tribal Village of Venetie is north of the Arctic Circle - - a n  
isolated dot on the map without roads or train tracks linking it to 
more populated areas. Life in Venetie is often a struggle against 
a hostile climate, and as you might imagine, the villagers are very 
independent. They subsist primarily by hunting and fishing -- as 
their ancestors did for hundreds of years before them.

And, like their ancestors, they govern themselves. Their tribal 
government makes and enforces laws to regulate hunting, fishing, 
and environmental concerns; provides police and fire protection;



prohibits alcohol; and provides other public services such as the 
small airport which is a vital link to the outside world.

But this recent U.S. District Court decision changes everything. 
Deprived of the power to tax, the people of Venetie won't be able 
to undertake urgenc projects. Venetie was counting on tax revenue 
to build sewer facilities and bring clean water and indoor plumbing 
to Village homes. They need tax income to buy the fuel that runs 
their generators -- a major expense because it must be brought in 
by airplane.

Even worse than these hardship , this awful decision renders the 
people of Venetie helpless in i way they have never known before. 
Without Indian Country status, 'enetie has no way to enforce their 
laws or keep peace in their own Village. If a non-Native is drunk 
and disorderly, assaults a villager, or commits some other crime, 
all the tribe can..now do is try to enlist the help of the nearest 
state trooper 150 miles away in Fort Yukon I

This is intolerable -- especially for a proud, independent people. 
NARF must fight this misguided decision and p r e v a i l .

We' must show that this recent decision is riddled with errors -- 
and believe me, it is. We must prove that it contradicts itself 
-- and I assure you, it does.

And, we must prove that in its zeal to find that Indian Country 
does not exist, the Court applied the wrong legal test -- which 
is absolutely the case.

Even with the truth of tne law on our side -- we face an enormous 
battle and enormous costs.

To appeal, NARF must prepare exhaustive briefs that show how the 
U.S. District Court wrongly interpreted prior rulings -- and how 
it ignored Congress' assumption that Alaska tribes possessed Indian 
Country status in the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act of 1971.

Your emergency gift will also support our work with other Indian 
groups and with tribes in the Lower 48 to enlist their help in 
filing amicus briefs. The Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals, where 
we will appeal, needs to know that many others are alarmed that 
Alaska Natives have been stripped of most all governmental powers.

Travel will also be a major cost in this case. The Ninth Circuit 
sits in San Francisco. And unavoidably, there will be many trips 
from our NARF office in Anchorage to Venetie and to San Francisco.

So I urge you, please make your emergency gift as generous as you 
possibly can and send it right away.

And remember, NARF is fighting for the rights of every single one 
of Alaska's 225 Native Villages. Because if Venetie doesn't have 
Indian Country status, then no Native Village does. All of them 
will have tribal status ...

But none of them will have the critical powers of self-government. 
And Alaska Natives - - b y  cruel comparison to tribes in the Lower 
48 -- will continue to be second-class Native Americans.

There is not a moment to lose. In the weeks immediately ahead, 
we must file our brief. We argue it this summer. And by fall, 
we expect a decision -- the decision that will determine the fate 
of Alaska Natives.

Please help us win thi3 battle. The Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals 
is truly the court of last resort; for Alaska's 225 Native Villages. 
Sometimes NARF can turn to Congress to right a wrong, but right now, 
Alaska's congressional delegation is so hostile to tribal rights 
that winning in the legislative arena would be virtually impossible.

We must win in the Court of Appeals -- or not at all.

For Alaska's Natives, it's now or never. Please support this effort 
as generously and wholeheartedly as you can. Thank you.
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Effects of CSSSSB20 (CRA) on FY 97 SRS/MA Payments 
(Based upon Governor's Budget; No base amount held  harmless, $40,000 overall m inim um  entitlem ent

Explanation of Colum ns

Existing Program
(1) Payments municipalities will receive from revenue sharing under the FY 97 budget request
(2) Payments municipalities will receive from municipal assistance under the FY 97 budget request
(3) Total payments municipalities will receive from the two program s under the FY 97 budget request.

CSSSSB 20 (CRA)
Hold Harmless
(4) Payments municipalities will receive from revenue sharing under the FY 97 budget request (no change from existing 

program  shown on column 1)
(5) Payment municipalities will receive from the Safe Communities Fund w ith the hold harmless provision of the base

am ount removed (may be compared w ith column 2)
(6) Total payments municipalities would receive from the two program s if only the hold harmless provision were enacted

(may be compared with column 3)
(7) Percent difference in what would be received under CSSSSB 20 (CRA) and existing program  if only the hold harmless 

provision were enacted

M inimum  Entitlement
(8) Additional funds needed for each community to receive a m inim um  of $40,000. This amounts to $238,909 or .45 percent of

the total appropriation request of $53.6 million
(9) Additional funds tnat would actually be received after pro rating
(10) Am ount municipalities receive from the Safe Communities Fund after proration is m ade to make up the $238,909 needed 

for minimum entitlements (may be compared w ith column 5)
(11) Actual payment municipalities would receive from the Safe Communities Funds (may be compared to Columns 2 and 5)

CSSSSB20(CRA) in its Entirety
(12) Total payments municipalities will receive from both revenue sharing and safe communities fund (may be compared to 

Columns 3 and 6)
(13) Percent difference in what would be received under CSSSSB 20 (CRA) and existing program  (may be compared with 

column 7).

Potential Interest
(14) Amount of interest that could be earned because of the earlier payout of Safe Communities funds at 5 percent
(15) Total amount received by municipalities from revenue sharing, safe communities and earned interest
(16) Percent difference in what would be received under CSSSSB 20 (CRA) with interest and the existing program.
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All Safe Communities money must be 
used in the following order of priority:
1. Police protection
2. Fire protection A  EMS
3. Water A Sewer
4 .  Solid Waste Mgmt
5.  Other services

Same provisions as 
State Revenue Sharing

above

$
.  (  <>ns<iji11 ;itc11 -l*io\ . 

♦

1. $ 4 0 ,0 0 0  minimum entitlement for the total ofboth programs (may be prorated if funding is 
! reduced after FY 9 7 ).

2. Date of distribution for both programs adjusted to July 31 (Municipal Assistance is currently
distributed on February 1). i. 

1 3. "Hold harmless" provision removed.



WHAT ARE THE FOUR “LEGS” OF SB 20 
“ SAFE COMMUNITIES” BILL?

1. Requires that the funds received under this program (the old 
M unicipal Assistance Program) be used for public safety/health  
basic services. Changes program to “Safe Communities”.

2. Creates a new $40,000 m inim um  payment for small incorporated 
municipalities. (Larger communities contribute about $238,000 o f  
their allocation to raise minimums for small communities.
Anchorage, Fairbanks, Fairbanks North Star Borough, Juneau, Kenai 
Peninsula Borough, Mat-Su Borough, and all other large 
municipalities support this provision to reduce dissolutions o f  small 
municipalities.)

3. Rem oves the ‘hold harm less”which is about half o f  the funding o f  
the current Municipal Assistance Program. The “hold harmless” 
provision creates wide variations among communities for no good 
reason. (For example, currently an 8% cut to Municipal Assistance 
may account for a 2.5% to 9.9% actual individual cut to a city.)

4. A dvances the paym ent date for Municipal Assistance from February 
1 to July 31, the same date on which Revenue Sharing payments are 
made. This provision creates the in ternal equity  in the bill that 
allows support from all municipalities.
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Columns 3 and 6)
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Date Referred to Committee:

Date of Committee Action: _

The COMMUNITY AND REGIONAL AFFAIRS Committee considered: CSSSSB 20{FIN)

CS FOR SPONSOR SUBSTITUTE FOR SENATE BILL NO. 20(FIN)
ALASKA MUNICIPAL BASIC SERVICES PROGRAM

“An Act relating to certain programs of state aid to municipalities and recipients in the unorganized borough; and 
providing for an effective date.”

HUUOt, CUMMAi ifcfc K fc n r j T

April 2, 1996 FURTHER REFERRALS:

1/ '  / ‘ 

^ F in a n c e ^

recommends it be replaced [ ] the same title
with the following committee substitute______________________________________ [ j a n£w title

[ ] additional referral t o ______________________Committee
[ j attached amendments)

ADOPTS:_____________________________ Letter of Intent

ATTACHES NEW FISCAL NOTE(s): tD* , APPROVES PREVIOUS:

( ] fiscal notefs) ______________________  [^ ^ ^ ^ n ote(sT

YQfVl-1-C
[ I zero fiscal note(s) _______________  L \ fiero fiscal note(s) T X ‘ CL f \ j  3 -I ft -7L
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City of Soidotna
177 North Birch •  Soidotna, Alaska 99669 •  Phone: (907) 262-9107

April 11, 1996

Representative Ivan M, Ivan, Co-Chairman 
House Community & Regional Affairs Committee 
Room 124, State Capitol 
Juneau, Alaska 99601-1182

Fax No. 405*4589

Dear Representative Ivan:

The City of Soidotna supports the passage of Senate Bill 20 as it was passed by the 
Senate. We were unable to send someone to the scheduled teleconference at 1:00 
PM today and ask that this letter be entered as testimony. Accompanying this is a letter 
from Mayor Ken Lancaster to Senator John Torgerson which also reflects the City’s 
support for this legislation.

We thank you for the opportunity to express our views.

Sincerely,

Thomas R. Boedeker 
City Manager

cc: Representative Gary Davis
Representative Gail Phillips, Speaker



CITY OF HOONAH

P.O. Box 360 • Hoonah, Alaska 99829 • (907) 945-3663 • FAX (907) 945-3445

March 1 ,1996

Honorable Tony Knowles 
Governor o f the State of Alaska 
Po Box 110001 
Juneau, Alaska 99111*0001

Re: Support for SB 20 - "Sale Communities" Dill.

Dear Governor Knowles:

Ihc City o f Hoonah cannot afford any more cuts in our Municipal Assistance and Slate Revenue 
Sharing as proposed by the administration. The City of Hoonah is in full support of SB 20 as 1 
have testified at the last hearing. By passuge of this bill it enables the community to effectively 
project their fiscal year budgets. 1 am at a loss as why the Administration would be in opposition 
u> this bill. Ihis bill enables the small communities to receive much needed support from the 
larger communities with the larger communities taking the larger cuti

Ihc Alaska Conference of Mayors have worked for the past two years to develop a bill that is not 
only good for the communities but also for the State o f Alaska. Small communities use these 
funds tn provide essential services to their communities and without these funds they will be 
required to start cutting services or even completely dissolving their governments.

Over the past ten years we have had more than 50% cuts in our Municipal Assistance and State 
Revenue Sharing that has a serious impact on our budget As the Mayor of Hoonah it has been 
hard taking these cuts. By changing Municipal Assistance to "Safe Communities" il enables the 
state to prioritize stale revenues to be spent on critical municipal services.

I am requesting for you as Governor to please consider supporting and signing Senate Bill 20 in 
its present form.

Sincerely,

aa
Albert W. Dick 
Mayor o f Hoonah

cc: Senator Zharoff
Representative Mackic 
Alaska Municipal League

•‘ A t  J*
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P.O. Sox 360 • Hoonah, Alaska 99829 • (907) 945-3663 • FAX (907) 945-3445

CITY OF HOONAH

RECEIVED

* 0 * 2 * 3 9 5

A l A * *  aAbUk

August 21, 1995

Long Range Fiscal Planning Commission 
Brian Rogers, Chairperson 
716 West 4th 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Mr. Rogers:

For the past three yean small communities such as Hoonah have fought hard to keep the 
Legislature from cutting Municipal Assistance and State Revenue Sharing completely. In the past 
six years they have cut the Rinding for both Municipal Assistance and State Revenue Sharing 
more than 50%. As a small community with only a 4% sales tax for revenue we would be unable 
to continue providing services to the people of Hoonah if they Himinate these two progra m.

The City o f Hoonah feels that it would be a major mistake to completely efimtnafe the Municipal 
Assistance, State Revenue Sharing, Capital Matching Grants, and other Municipal Grants and 
Programs. Every year when our Finance Committee works on our budget k gets more 
complicated to find the money needed just to provide basic services.

As the Mayor o f Hoonah I have been working on finding the needed resources from both the 
State o f Alaska and from the Federal Government to build a much needed water treatment plant.
In the past three years we have had little to no success and with each passing day it continues to 
get harder to provide treated water to our community.

As I stated in my first paragraph without these programs, small communities wfl be forced too 
dissolved. If that happens the cost to the State to provide these services wfl ba much higher. 
Small government issues are not an easy task. Any cuts to the School Foundation Funding 
Programs affect the local government. The local fishermen are having a very slow if not bad year 
and the effects will show in our Raw Fish Tax. The Subsistence issuea, the IFQ issue, aO these 
affect the City along with the cut backs in the fishing season. The total lost offcrat service 
receipts will also drastically effect th* City and the School. Generators generals our powv and 
without the power equalization flind most o f our citizens cannot afford power to thair homes,
Our community is also going to have to face what the Welfare Reform Act w 3  do to soma of our 
citizens.



Page 2
Long Range Fiscal Planning Commission

So what I am asking you, when the committee is sitting around making suggestions to the 
Governor concerning long range fiscal planning. Please do not forget what the effects are going 
to be not only to the State, but also the small local governments.

( would like to think the committee for taking the time in reading this letter, and to ask that they 
keep us informed concerning any recommendations your commission may develop.

Sincerely,

( j  C U fc

Albert W. Dick, Mayor

cc: Governor Tony Knowles
Senator Fred Zharoff 
Representative Jerry Mackie 
Kevin Ritchie, AML Executive Director 
Senator Tun Duncan
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October 24, 1995

Tony Knowles 
Governor 
State of Alaska 
Juneau, AK 99801

RECEIVED
- 7 1 9 9 5

MWIWMT/U. U A iU t

Dear Governor Knowles,

We fully understand the need to make cuts In the state budget, but 
we are writing to request that you do not do it on the backs of the 
incorporated cities, though we do need to assist you in balancing 
the budget. Our community is small, but we do have taxes and we 
work to provide basic services to all the residents. The cuts that 
have been made in the state revenue sharing over the past years are 
disproportionately felt in our rural towns.

We support the proposal to maintain the revenue sharing appro­
priation to 3% of the state operating budget. Our city needs this 
stability in order to carry on our basic programs. With this com­
promise, we could all share and work together in balancing the 
state budget.

We also support setting a $40,000 minimum funding level for incor­
porated coninunities. This would encourage the smaller areas to 
incorporate and maintain that status which I understand is one of 
the state's goals. More attention also needs to be given to assure 
that all communities get a fair share now and in the future.

We would be very appreciative if you would support the above 
recommendations.

Sincerely,

'3 £ v G L/ > S c o tt

Blva Scott, Mayor 
Eagle City Council

cc: Alaska Municipal League
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Februiry 14,1996 OmCK Of TO MAYOK

FAX: 465-2779
Senator John Torgerson 
State Capitol 
Room 427
Juneai, AK 99801-1182 
Dear Senator Torgerson:
I have reviewed, and strongly support, the latest work draft o f Senate BUI 20. 
Your - jfforts have produced a bill which will benefit all Alaskan communities.
For tco long, Alaska's municipalities have had to bear the brunt o f state budget 
cuts. From 1986 to 1996, the Municipality of Anchorage has seen a 62H drop in 
state i ssistance. During this same ten-year period, the state op«vting budget has 
actual y increased by about 4H. Other Alaska communities have iked similar 
reductions. As these state revenues decreased, the taxes paid by local residents 
have i icressed.
SB 20 emphasizes a Safe Communities approach, and will prioritize state revenues 
be spent on critical municipal Safe Communities services. It will redefine the 
state * hared revenues formula so citizens will tatar uodmand its goals and tha 
role si ate dollars play in creating and maintains^ Safe Communities. I believe 
this a|<proach wiU make these critical local basic services more visible.
Thank you for your continued assistance in initiating and supporting this 
impor legislation. Your efforts help make our communities saftr and better 
places in which to live, work, and raise our families.
Sincci ely,



1 Submitted by: Assembiymembers Murdy, Wuerth and
2 1 Aboey
3 I C LU E ’S o m c s  Praparad by: Assembly Policy & Budget Office
* A W 9 Y P *  For raiding: February 27, 1996
5 Datr ---------------
6 ANCHORAGE, ALASKA
7 I AR M-_.iL—
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!
A RESOLUTION O f THE ANCHORAGE MUNICIPAL ASSEMBLY REQUESTING 
THAT THE GOVERNOR AND STATE LEGISLATURE CEASE MAKING 
OISPROPORTIONATE CUTS TO EXISTING MUNICIPAL REVENUES ANO PROGRAMS 
THAT FORCE HIGHER LOCAL TAXES OR CUTS TO 8ASIC LOCAL PUBLIC SERVICES

  _________________________________________________________________________________________________

WHEREAS, ofl revenues ara colected by tha State government but do not belt’tg to 
the State Government 09 revenues belong to a l of tha people of the State to ensure s basic 
level of public services in a l communities, whether provided by State of Municipal government 
•nd

WHEREAS, State revenue sharing with munteipaWet is not unique to Alaska and is not 
an o i boom program. According to a federal research agency, every state in the United States 
provides some form of revenue sharing. Alaska is now below the average among the western 
states for sharing state revenue with its municipalities; and

WHEREAS, the percentage of the State budget appropriated for municipal revenue 
iharing has now been cut to the same level as in 1972. wefl before the o l boom, when many 
nunlcfcaSlies lacked the finances to construct and support basic services such water, sewer, 
idequate public safety services, and healh services; and

WHEREAS, since 1986 the State has shifted an estimated 1200 rriRon of coats to local 
axpayers through cuts to municipal revenue sharing, trawlers of State service reeponsfoWes. 
md unfunded State mandates on munldpalWes. Since 1986, a l sales and property tax 
ncreases among municipal governments total only S IM  m*on par year. Therefore, a l or 
noet sales and property tax increases paid by Alaska dtlzens since 1966 went to balance tha 
State's budget; and

WHEREAS, since 1966, the Stats has cut the Municipal AssJetancafRevenue Sharing 
y $83 m*on, which Is approximately twice the amount of any "new tax* proposed by the long 
Eange Financial Pfenning Commission for implementation during this cenhay; and

.
WHEREAS, the in tact of the State's cuts in revenue sharing, cuts in other municipal 

rograme, and new unfonded mandates on munidpaBJes since 19M is rough* equal to taking 
way the value of one Permanent Fund Dividend check from every fomly that pays proparty 
ix; and

WHEREAS, approximately had (or S10 mBfon) of the actual reductions in the State's 
roposed budget for next year simply "passes the budr* to local taxpayers; and

WHEREAS, the proposed State budget for next year would cut the Stole operator* less 
an 1% while the proposed cut to direct municipal revenue sharing is 8%; and
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WHEREAS, aits in municipal revenue sharing and the rtsdtog fiscal pressures h a *  

baan a major factor in municipal dissolution*. Many smalar oommunitJss ara considering 
unincorporating and giving tha responsibility for providing local sarvicaa bad  to tha State 
government. Tha cost to tha State to provide services wifl ba much higher than the cost of 
municipal revenue sharing; and

WHEREAS, in the explanation of the proposed State budget it states that tha "Overal 
reduction in State aid to local governments/school districts is 1.2%*. Schools are not a 
municipal aid program. Tha Alaska Constitution states. *The legislature shall by general law 
establish and maintain a system of public schools...*. It is dearly a State rssponsfoiMy to 
provide for education. Tha actual proposed overall reduction in State aid to local governments 
is actualy 8-10%; and

WHEREAS, a l municipal governments balance their budgets and that many municipal 
governments use long range fiscal planning toola: and

WHEREAS, the Alaska Municipal League and tha Alaska Conference of Mayors have 
adopted resolutions supporting th* development of a Long Range Financial Plan for Alaska, 
and have offered to work in partnership with tha State to develop tha plan (see attached AML 
Resolution 96-3).

NOW. THEREFORE. Th* Anchorage Municipal Assembly resolves:

That tha Governor and State Legislature ara requested to:

1. Carafuly study tha impact of Stat* budget action* and avoid passing a 
disproportionate share of cuts, transfers, and unfonded mandates on local 
taxpayers.

2. Support tha Implementation of th* *Rav*nua Sharing for Safe Communibaa* 
program developed by tha Alaska Municipal League (AML) and the Alaska 
Conference of Mayors (ACoM) to improve snd itsbtos the current Municipal 
Assistance and Revenue Sharing Programs (sea attached background 
information).

3. Work in formal partnership with munic ipals* ss proposed by tha AML and 
ACoM to develop a StatafMunidpa! Long Range Financial and Sarvioea Pton for 
AJaska in rocognMon of the fed that the State and Municipd governments joMy 
provide Alaska’s pubic services and fcat both serve Via same dttzens/taxpeyaro.

PASSEO AND 
 .1996.

APPROVED by the Anchorage Assembly tola _day r*

Chair
ATTEST:

Municipal Cierk
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February 27, 1990

Senator John Torgerson 
State Capitol, Rm. 42 /  
Juneau, AJaska 99101-1112

Dear Senator Torgerson'
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The City of t /nalxlrlect strongly urges tha passago of Senate Dill 2 0 »  "Sufit Cummwtlrlu", 
It has become increasingly difficult over recent years for our community to make cuts in 
keeping with the cuts susiained to Municipal Assistance and Revenue Sharing. We ire not 
alone in this situation because as 1 talk to members of other communities I find that they 
are also hurting and in many rases are on the brink of dissolving local government entirely.

We are constantly working lo improve our tax base. Here in Unalakleal we are making 
in cotgunaion with the local Native Corporation, the local IRA and other groups to 
replace our old fish plant with emphasis not only on market-ready fresh fish but with 
value-added products as woll. We are supporting the tourism efforts o f the Uaalakieet 
Native Corporation with their Unalaklaot River lodge. Wc arc making to expand our 
couanunity across a narrow slough which is the only place to expand, as we sk on a spit of 
landl currently with water on throe sides and the airport on the other. In tort, we art 
working very diligently and in harmony with all the various community groups to mtks 
our community a thriving place to live. Wo need the “Safe Comm, we" support lo 
sustain us in our efforts.

Public Safoly is something that, in our second dass city, is not sustained by any parlicubr 
revenue source other than the current Municipal Assistance and Rcvmw Storing aod the 
minimal amount o f protective custody fe« . So the City runs a Bmgo/Pultab game of 
which 100% of all revenues derived go directly to support the pokes department.
However, that amounts to J25,000-130, OOfVyr With ■ Chief; two officers and support 
dispatchers^aikrt, our current Public Safety budget is J 179,311. Tbs Qty ooBacti a 5% 
Saks Tax, 2% o f which Is dedicated to support our new solid waste bflfar ftdfoy. The 
Sales Tex revenue that was not dedicated to the baler operation in FY93 was SI39,131.
The City docs not receive revenues from Ash I axes as do many medal commuokiee it  
Southeast Alaska or Bristol Bay. So as you can see, with the cun b  MA/RS, our general 
fond revenues continue to shrink while demand for services continues. Staffing turnover ii 
high because of the workload, job stress and low pay. It is difficuk to budd a credfelt 
workforce when salaries remain static.



Page 2
February 2T, IW
Tha above icenario ii not unique lo linalalrle*! only It i* happening flatewtdc. but the 
mott immediate impact! art on imall community wrth limited revwue-feneratlnt 
capacity Wc wmply miiM have, ihc amiaunce in order to wrvtv*.

Thank you fur the opputtunity to piuvitfc input on SD20. I urge you *x to dctny in iu 
paiugc

Henry IvenolF, Sr. 
Mayor

cc: City Council 
file

7
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FEBRUARY 21 , 199S

SENATOR JOHN TQACERSOH 
STATB CAPITOL 
JUNRAO, AK 99101-1112

RE» THE "SAFE COMMON ITT ■ BILL

DEAR SENATOR TORCIRSON,

Tha C ity  o f  014 Harbor i s  w riting  la  support of SB 2 0 , tbs  
"Safa C oaaunity* B i l l .  Tbs C ity sepporta tb la  b i l l  fo r  savaral 
ia p o r ta n t raasoos*

•  T O  AMOOVT OF STATB IIA U O  REVENUES TO  c m  RICIIVBS HAS DECLINED' DRASTICALLŶ  
OVER THE PAST 10 TEAKS. THIS BILL BILL 
RAI8B TO AMOORT RBCIEVBD BY OLD BABBOR 
AND SET A PUVDINO LEVEL MB CAN COOT ON 
POR TEAKS TO COKSf aod

• THIS BILL WILL OIVI THB CITY TO  STATB 
SBARED RSVENUBS SOON AFTBR TBB FISCAL 
TEAK NSSM TO CITY OFBRATIONS IS H  HOST 
NBSD OF PODS.

Tha C ity  argas you and your fa llo w  l e g i s la t o r s  to  pass th is  
B i l l .  Thanb yoo fo r  yoar a ffo r ts  to  h a lp  Rural m a ie ip a i l t la s .

ifa— .  A .  '7 Z t+ * «
jamm a t t i c ,  n < «  M tfo r  
014 larbor# Ak
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Kodiak Island Borough
7 lOMJUlAYIOAD 

KOCMAX, AIASXA 994154)99
(9071444*9500

February 20,1994

Senator John Torgertoo. Chair 
Cofiiauaiiy A Regional Affiun Comnioaa 
Room 477 Sum capital 
Juneau AK 99101*1112

VIA FAX: 445*4779

Dear Senator Targcrsoe:
The Kodiak Island Borough heartily endorses the revised version of Senas Bin 20 for 
'Safe Communities* in Alaska. The chances made to SB 20 ia the Revenue Sharing and 
Municipal Assistance Programs am critical to (be continued viability of the muntajpetitiw 
throughout the stale. In particular, (ba S40.000 mirnimiw funding will ba a —k ailer 
bteak-it kvd for the very small communities in rural Alaska, which have no other m l 
funding source other than Municipal Assistance and teveaaa Sharing* The concept at 
'Safe Communities' in main earning viable rural coram unities is vary important an AladDL 
Tha Act that a number of dm e cotnmunMm ham dissolved ia dtopaai year, with ameal 
more dhsoiutiocs pending, and reports of 30 to 90 mom awtkhrtog db solutkm, h  a ih I 
waraiag bell for all of as.
Another sron| feature of tha MU ia (he aooounmbtfity feature wham 9m mmfafctidai 
must inform die public whit dm money is used flv. as «eD as requiring Mas 9m momy H 
used for high priority public safety ana Mil community projects. AddttonaQy, A t fm m  
allowing the distribution of the funding at (be bagimiag of tha fiscal year will enbio 
coma unities to plan around the actual amount of fentiag, as Qppoaad to gvseang Ar fmt 
of die year, only to discover that tha atowamd figures U  Mart of piaaaad ttpawfitum 
which creates m^or obstacles »  sound plaaoing and budptiog for ti*  mmidpMMcs.
1 w>oi roooouaaad you for the oun taming work that you h m  done oa 3130  to briag m 
io Mis pniai sad urge yon and your coOaagoas to pass ids bin iaia law ttfa aemtoe an 6m 
wo cat briag soma nabiliiy to dM ooemaaitici throughout 9m ta m  of Alarim. Sabfc 
ooaunuaities s it critical M successfaDy ptoe far tha fiscal dManaa «Mt will be n r i HW) M 
dose 9m fiscal gap and briag Alaska mto a snoag baahby pomdon goinf into toa iw m ^ 
first century. IMcaa provide yo« with any addktoeal iefarmaaoa, pease don't heaflMi to 
give aw a call

Tlncemly,
EODlAg ISLAND 90KOUGH

Borough Mayor



C i t y  o l  L o w e r  R a l i k t g

L o w ir  l U l e k a f ,  A K  Q W fH  
(0 0 7 )  4 7 1 .3 2 2 *

I

roh ru n rf X I, I f 16

n ea r  S e n a to r  T o rg o ro o o ;

We th o  C i t y  o f  L over to U k e j t  a re  a a p o o r e la t S I2 0  th o  
S a fe  C o w o o n lt la a  h i l l .  Our e o a a u n lty  lo  •  M aker o f  th e  
A la e k e  M u n ic ip a l L ee*u a ,' and vo a r a  u n ited  on th to  io o u o .  
Vo b o l io v e  c h io  lo  a fo o d  h i t t . v o  th o r o fe r a  onpport" S o fa  
c o a a u n lt io o "  L a j lo t a t I o n -  S l2 0 .

( j  lE e jr o e  ~



City of Ouzinkie 
P.O. Box 109 

Ouzinkie, AK 99644 
Ph# (907) 680-2209 
Fax (907) 680-2223

F ebruary  21, 1996

Senator John Torgerson 
State Capitol 
Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Senator Torgerson:

The City of Ouzinkie supports SB20 the Safe 
Coamunities Bill. Like many Alaskan Villages, or small 
cities with populations less than 1,000.00 and no revenue 
base, this bill if passed could save us from dissolving.

To many times Municipal Assistance is interpreted 
wrong or confused with welfare, which it is not, it is the 
coamunities share of Alaska's resources.

These monies are generally used for the Health and 
Safety of the people of the coamunities, without revenues 
from the State, the Public Safety Department does not have 
operating funds.

The amount of revenues allocated* in SB20 will make a 
considerable difference for smaller coamunities to operate 
without impacting the larger cities.

As I said, before, we definitely support SB20 and ask 
the legislature to pass it, the bill makes al location more 
equitable among municipalities.

Sincerely,

Zack Chichenoff 
Mayor



21 February 1996 FAX 465-4779
I

Senator John Torgerson 
State Capital, Room 427 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

RE: SB 20 • “SAFE COMMUNITIES" '
I

Dear Senator Torgerson: j

}l

1 support SB 20 - the “Safe Communities” bill. The concept of stable and 
predictable municipal revenue sharing is essential to long range community 
planning in Alaska. j

Thank you for your support f
Sincerely,

CITY OF HOMER

Acting City Manager

HBAk



HAjWlt iOWOUQH Box 1200, Hlinsi, Alntki99M7 (907)768̂ 711 FAX 796471 $

F e b r u a r y  2 0 , 1990

S e n a t o r  Joh n  T o r g e r so n  
A la s k a  s t a t e  L e g i s l a t u r e  
S t a t e  C a p i t o l ,  Hoorn 
J u n e a u , AK 9 9 0 0 1 -1 1 * 2

R e: L e t t e r  o f  S u p p o r t f o r  SB 20 -  " S a fe  On— u n l t i e e "  B i l l

D e a r  S e n a to r  T o r g e r so n :

I  am w r i t i n g  t h i e  l e t t e r  in  su p p o r t  o f  SB 20 -  t h e  r e v i s e d  " Safe  
C om m un ities"  B i l l .  Xt i s  a y  o p in io n  t h a t  th e  p a s s a g e  o f  t h i s  b i l l  
w i l l  p r o v id e  f o r  t h e  s t a b i l i s i n g  and s t r e n g t h e n in g  o f  o u r  c o p ain l t y  
a lo n g  w it h  many o t h e r  c o m m u n it ie s  in  t h e  s t a t e .

T h e B a in e s  B orou gh  d o e s  n o t  w ant a  r e d u c t io n  i a  fu n d in g  f o r  road  
m a in te n a n c e ,  h e a l t h  c a r e  f a c i l i t i e s ,  e t c . ,  s o  we s t r o n g l y  su p p o rt  
S e n a t e  B i l l  2 0 ,  b e c a u s e  i t  d o e s  n b t r e d u c e  t h i s  fu n d in g .  Be a r e  
p l e a s e d  t o  know t h s t  t h i s  b i l l  w i l l  n o t  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  r e d u c e  any  
i ii— i m l T |‘ a fu n d in g ,  b u t  s a k e  a l l o c a t i o n s  w ore e q u i t a b l e  aaoog  
m u n i c i p a l i t i e s .

T h is  b i l l  d i r e c t l y  t i e s  s t a t e  a i d  t o  p u b l ic  s a f e t y  s e r v i c e s  w hich  
i s  o n e  o f  t h e  p r i o r i t i e s  o f  t h e  c i t i s e n a  i a  o u r  b o r o u g h .

T hank y o u  f o r  y o u r  e f f o r t s  o n  o u r  b e h a l f .

S i n c e r e l y ,

J    ly o r
B a in e s  B orough

JL L /jn
c c :  S e n a to r  Z h a r o f f

J te p r e a e n ta t iv e  K a c k ie



F eb ru ary  19, 1994

T 9; S tnar.nr T o rg erso n

FROM: U v a  S c o t t ,  Mayor 
E a g le  C ity

FAX 4 4 5 -4 7 7 9

'S & O J  S c A C

FAX 5 4 7 -2 2 3 2

SUBJECT: SB 20

We h a v e  j u s t  r e c e iv e d  Che in fo r m a t io n  r e g a r d in g  8 1  2 0 , Che r e v i s e d  
" S a fe  C o o n u n it ie s"  b i l l .  I  u n d e r s ta n d  you a r e  in c e r e n te d  i n  
l e a r n in g  t h e  r e a c t io n  o f  t h e  s m a lle r  in c o r p o r a te d  c c m m m ltie a  t o  
t h i s  b i l l .

Me w ou ld  su p p o r t  SB 2 0 . Me h a v e  a  p r o p e r ty  t a x ,  b u t  w ith  o n ly  145  
r e s i d e n t s ,  i t  i s  a r e a l  s t r u g g l e  j u s t  t o  p r o v id e  f i r e  p r o t e c t i o n  
an d  a  s o u r c e  o f  o a f e  w a t e r  p lu s  M e e tin g  unfu n ded  m andates and  
f e d e r a l  m a n d a tes. Any a s s i s t a n c e  w ould  b e  w elcom ed.

Me l i k e  t h e  name ch a n g e  from  " M m ic ip a l A s s is ta n c e *  t o  " S a fe  
C o o n u n it ie s " .
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TO:

City and Borough of Sitka
Marlao* Cempbel 

Special Project* Officer 
100 Unco* Street • Sitka, Alaska 99833 

TEL (907) 747-1855 FAX (907) 747-3158

COMPANY/AGENCY:

CITY: S L * U l

FAX NO:

FROM:

NUMBER OF PAGES NCLUDNG THIS COVER SHEET:
i

MESSAGE: _________ _____________________

PHOffi 747-1855 M4EDIATELY F  NOT RECEIVED PROPERLY.
«

THANK YOU

DATE SENT:  i l i+ L t i-------------------- —

TME SENT: ______---- -----------------------
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WALRUS CAPITAL OF THE WORLD 
SAVOOMOA, ALASKA

CITY O f  SAVOOMOA 
» M  9 t 

M V O O H M M M M M M t

m .  i c .  i m

SENATOR JONN TORGERSON 
STATE CAPITOL 
AJNCAUAX.m il
OCAA SENATOR TOT MSON,
ON REHALf OF TX  CTTY Of SAVOONGA. I AM WRmNQ TO SUPPORT »  20. 
DC  NEW W C  COMMJMTO RLL Wt B&KVf TMR IfQCLAOQN WU. CO 
A UONC WAT TO LIT PCORU KNOW HOW RCORTANT TMS MONEY •  TO 
SMALL C7TCS.
WC ESPECIALLY SUPPORT DC PROVISION TO RAJSC TIC MMNUM TO 
140,000.00. IT TAXES EVEN MORI THAN THAT TO KKP OUR DOORS OPEN. 
RUT TUB WU. CERTAMLT MLR.
THAMC YOU POR SP0NS0RN8 THI M i. AMD FOR ML/MG TO SAVE SMALL 
a rcs M TM RURAL ALASKA.

JERRY wONQnmjM SR. 
MAYOR



ALEUTIANS EAST BOROUGH
■  OMO COW ■  tAMO 90MT ■  AKUQN ■  COLD M U I MSI ■  WL*ON UOOQN

Son. John Torgaraon 
Room 427 
State Capitol 
Junaau, AK 99001'11i2
R£ $a20-*$eteCommunWee*iil
Dear 6on. Torgoraon;
Tho Aleutians East Borough Assembly ia pleased to oiler our aupport 
of your endeavors on behalf of 08 20 and we thank you tor your 
energetic support of ftis Important legislation.

Tha term 'Municipal Aaaiatanea* tends to ba eonfuaad wdh a 
"giveaway program* rafter Own our communities' ohaia of Alaska* 
resources, and the Aleutians East Borough agrees wfft changing fte 
program title to "Safe Communtitee*. This term imples support of 
important and needed sorvtoes In our eommurtitios. Wsebonghr 
support tea dbeet publo safety sqpendRures that thla Mi wB 
provide under Banov tide.
Otetrtoution of tha fundteg under Mo bS should ooour near tea 
beginning of tea Stela fiscal year (July 31) whan ll la appropriated 
rafter ftan tha fofiovring February. We understand fundng wB not 
ba algnifleanlly raduood for My oommunby. and wM in tad, make 
aXocetfona more equitable among muntipaWlea.
For fta above reasons —  <m>fnmmina in ***!«%*•a w  w r v  r a i f v i t e i  v w  v i i w  w i  ■■ a t^ fp M a  im

SB 20, fto "Sofa Oommuntiteo" Lagiatei nn. If we con beef former 
Mafctenoe. oteaaa tet ua know.

acnvMO r>« com ustu  or

February 10,1999

Borough Administrator

a p w u a a i
ftOSOIM

a o a o u o iiA O M a tm T o w
MM«gTNHT.aUT«Mi p & a o K m

rm ta o m tc to *

m a i C M t M i t n w w i w n i w i a n t U M  — n - * v o a c i M . u a u N M

m n m - t m m
w m m
. n n a » a r M m n v t-m i m i



CITY OF BETHEL
PO.BCK3M

W M ^ Z B t 
FAX ISO -4171

February 21,1996

Mr. Kevin C. Ritchie 
Executive Director 
Alette  Municipal Lttgitt 
217 S«oond Street, Suite 200 
Juneau, AK 99601

Oear Kevin:
The City Council of Bethel, at their February 13,1996 regular meeting, adopted a 
Resolution in support of the *Safti Communities* legislation. This resolution wee drafted 
and adopted before the Fax Alert from AML reganflng Senate Bl 20, so It simply refers 
lo  "the AML's Revenue Sharing for Safe Communities Program.* I have faxed «w 
re^ Xrtion to Senator Torgerson.
The vote in favor of this Resolution was unanimous, and a copy H enclosed tor you- 
records.

Sincerely,

LJ. Tanner 
CttyOerfc

mDo*p Sm Port mU TmportoOon Conior of tko KuAokmm'



CITY OF BETHEL
* 0 . t a  311 I tM , *■** M M

«0744M3t 7
fax# $43-4171 Introduced\ff. Coeadl Mmte* MD*

Du* Ftorawy 13,19M 
AcdflL Pan* 

V o * 4 -Y * U fc

RESOLUTION # » M

A Resolution fio tzstd io  O ic u a io  in the State's Municipal Amotancx and 
Revenue Sharing, Afth m in oSuppoit Fob T he AML1 "Revenue Shaiing Fob 
Sate Communttiks* Pio g ia m * Am> UKomo r r t  ADomoic

WHEBZAR municipal governments provide w dl over half o f  all direct 
governm ent eervice* to the d ozens of Aiasxa; and

WHE1EAR the state baa steadily raiaed local municipal taxes over the past tan 
y e a n  by diaproportionately reducing municipal government's ahare o f  Alaska's oil wealth 
and indirectly mandating state service responsfoilities to mu nickel government* and

W hebear the Local Boundary Commission found that dtias and boroughs are 
'penalized* by the atate for incorporating because the atate baa withdrawn revenues end 
aervioes promised at tbs time of incorporation; and

WHEBEAR u» rural munidpelitie* revenue sharing ia critical In »«g the
moat basic public safety and health services; and

WHEBEAR according to the Advisory Commission on Intergovernmental 
Relations, in 19M the average state flovermaK&t contribution to local g w n — t 
revenues was 34.1% in the entire UX, and 44. l % in the Far West States, including 
Alaska. The average state support to muniroal governments in Alaska is 34.5% despite 
Alaska's extremely wide variation in local wealth and taxable resources; and

WHZJLIAR the SAFE COMMUNITIES program is a rational method of 
implementing tha state's Long Haags Financial Plan, and

WHEBEAR tha mqfor goals o f tha SAFE COMMUNITIES program are toe

l. Stnbtliao the revenue aharhig money to  oar coam unfckn Und* the prupcwd 
program, the state revenue sharing appropriation wouid new* be teas th a  1% cf 
&  state operating budget This compromise will show that mualnfrallHaa, an
willing lo help belanoe the state budget but not should* a dfapnyurtinaate 
shara.7ln the nu t tea years. MA/R9 has been cut by over M l whfle the state 
operating budget baa stayed about tha same.) Stability far ftiadbg revenue 
snaring is the primary goal of the AML/ACoM.

i. Consolidate end simplify theMunicipal Assistance and Revenue Sharing
statutes.

5. Prove that all the money is qwat for critical menli, Ipal bade pub Be earvtoeu

4. Ensure that our oommunltiaa get a M r share now and fatten fWtarx (The
proposed changes eliminate 'winner and loser* communities)

Cfaef Bated

mD**p 5as Pori and Trmtportohom Center of As Kutkokmm^ * * 1 **  ̂



IatredBadbr ComdlMwterMQkr
D a* Hbntty 13, I f *  

Actio* fmmi 
Vo* 4 -Y * W *

5 Set a f  40.000 iwli>ll"ulil fa o ding level for incorporated com m  uni tiee.

^ j B f f i f f i j a t a s s s s a s B B a a a s r -
pro gram

Passed and approved this isth Day or Furuart. i b k .

ATTEST:

f a p la r ifa p a



1ENALI BOROUGH
0.9m  • Mm*, MMki M741

Phone (007) M3-1330 • FAX 007) 10-1340

February 20,1996
JokmCGmdm, M*m 

9.0. t e  JUT 
AM 99744

Senator John Torgenoa 
Alaska Municipal League 
217 Second St., STE#200 
Juneau, AK 99101

RE: Supporting SB 20 - tha 'S ift Communities" BiH

Dear John,

Please consider this letter u  aupport of SB 20, - tha Safe Communities ML I find that thia bil is ftr better 
than the bill that was prea«ted last year.

By tryiiy to keep municipalities all equal, no losen, I feel it would make aO muadpaibea agreeable to the 
contents of the bill. The (fistributxxti of all o f the ftinds near the beginiaflf of the Stele fiscal yaw is very 
appealing.

I know you will probably grt support of this bill 6x>m ooet of the naoidpaSde^ «td wfl probably henr
the same issues over and over again, I wifl make my wpport short If I nay be of any hdp to you pk*M 
contact me at my ofifica at any tana.



City of Port Lions
AAm iaktnthm  O ttkm

P.O. Bam 110 
Part Liam*, AK 99S504IIO

<XTT\ 454-2332 th  i) 454-2420

February 16,1996

Mr. Joe Murdy, President 
Alaska Municipal League 
217 Second Street, Suite 200 
Juneau, Alaska 99801

iv ,

RE: Letter of ruppoct for SB 20

Dear Mr. Murdy,

TbeC ity o f Port Lions strongly supports Senator John Torgcnoo's efforts ia passing SB 20.

Throughout the past few yean our communities Municrpal Assistance haa been reduced 
drastically. By changing the — of Municipal Asaistaace to Safo Communities we foal Aa 
ftmding will not be confoaed with welfare or s type of "give away fonding", but m /act make H 
more dear to those that do not understand that it is our communities abate of Alaska's resources 
that ALL communities are entitled to receive.

With the ftmding being cut by 60S over the past ten years, the City of Foil Lions supports the 
assured minimum (W ing level of $40,000 diat this bill provides. It cannot oontinue m be cut 
year after year by even another small percentage and be able, nor expected toooctmus 
providing safe programs that sigmftandy impacts met and every one of our community 
members.

We also support the idea of receiving our municipalities (W ing new the begimdng of As 
Stales fiscal year frf w l  of the following February. This is not only the practical thing to do but 
is the most sensible as our fiscal year also begins in July.



We cannot stress enough the importance in the passing of SB 20. The impact will tremendously 
help not only Pott Lions, but all the small communities throughout the greet State of Alaska.

We appreciate anything you can do to help pass this much needed Senate Bill.

If you need further information on why we would like to see the passage of this Bill, please fed 
free to give me a call at your convenience.

Thaa'c you for your assistance on this important issue.

oc: Governor Knowles 
Senator Zharoff 
Rep. Aosterman
Kodiak Island Borough Mayor Selby



February 21, 1996

Mr. Kevin C. Ritchie 
Executive Director 
Alaska Municipal League 
217 Second Street, Suita 200 
Juneau, AK 99601

Deer Kevin:

The City Council of Bethel, at their February 13,1996 regular meeting, adopted e Resolution 
In support of the ‘Safe Communities* legislation. This resolution was drifted and adopted 
before the Fax Alert from AML regarding Senate BiS 20, so it simply refen to the AML's 
Revenue Sharing for Safe Communities Program.* I have faxed the resolution to Senator 
Torgerson.

The vote in favor of this Resolution was unanimous, and a copy to enclosed tor your records. 

Sincerely.

L.J. Tenner 
City Clerk



City of Sand Point

February 16,1996

Senator John Torgerson
Chairman, Community and Regional Affairs
State of Alaska
State capltol
Room 427
Juneau, Alaska 9980M 182 

RE: SB 20 Safe Communities 

Dear Senator Torgerson,

As a past local elected official and past president of the Alaska Municipal 
League, you personally are very aware of the continuing problems local 
governments faced every fiscal year.

Over the past several years, Municipal Assistance and Revenue Sharing 
have been reduced by over 6096 which has placed and enormous burden 
on local government to pick up the slack. Very few communities have 
been able to bear the full burden without reducing the level of services the 
provide Irregardless of how basic.

The City of Sand Point, being a one industry town, fishing, is In the same 
plight as many other communities whereby the level of services has been 
greatly reduced. Further reduction in state shared revenues will 
necessitate the elimination of Jobs and reduction of the level of service to 
minimal at the most

CS for CSSB 20 is a bill which we support because of the early funding and 
che requirement that it be used for essential services such as public safety. 
Being a full service community as well as a community whose BveUbood is 
predicated upon the fishing industry, we feel this bill will assist in our 
needs of a timely cash flow during our peak periods.

The City of Sand Point supports CS for CSSB 20 and particularly your 
efforts as well as the Community and Regional Affairs Committee to hear

)
a t r O O fP.O. Box249 MOOA»twtW t> IW
8 u 4 P r f n t . A i M k . w M i

(W 7 1 J M .M W



the voices from the wilderness on such an important matter to all the 
municipalities In the State.

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact m e

Yours truly,

Alvin b. Osterback 
Mayor
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City of Point Hope
M » m W

r r n H m A U m f t m
JSMS97

February 15,199$

Honorable, Govenor Toriy Knowles

□ovenor Tony Knowles 
P.O. Box 110001 
Juneau, Ak 99811-0001

> a r Govenor Knowles,
During yoir last live Alaskan talc show on ARCS, I asked you a question about tot 

State's Revenue and Munich I Ass Wane# program. I understand that you tifp o rt an 8% cut 
on both state and municpai revenues tor 95-97 and that there have been tak of even higher 
cuts to these programs in the legislature. I don't believe that dbes can tobtain even these cuts 
atthtstime.

As you know the Cty governments are having serious problems editing to the state 
cits in the past few years. We are also experiencing cuts on the federal level and locally 
through the boroughs. The reeuftiMUbetantiaflyiete revenues to operito cty services.

Diring the past year, five cty governments hsve dissolved. I am maty concerned that 
the continuing cuts are trrettonfng the existence or cty governments and cty services in many 
villages throughout Alaska.

One of the most commonly used private sector economic terms ot the pest few years has 
been downsizing. Corporations have found ways to squeeze profits out of their services by 
cutting the number of employees. Termination and release has become a much mors common 
experience in recent yean for middle managmert and production employees. This is a 
dangerous trend but the levels are minimal compered to the levels ofenempJoymenttiet 
villages have continouusly experienced.

Therefore, I cannot support a planned 8% cut in the Munic^ai Assttancc and Revenue 
Sharing plans. I must denemd that the state attempt to hold the line wChoUthstiercuto to the 
municipal governments at this time. To do otherwise means completely dispnoportionato 
impacts from the cuts In rural villages, 

vceneiy.

Mr. Ray Koonuk. Sr. Mayor 
c.c. Alaskan mayors



Mirth and Northwest Mayor's 
Sen. Al Adame 
Rep. Don Long
NS 0 Mayor Geerge Ahmaogak 

Lon Sonealla 
Enoch Oktolllc 
Herman Kignak 
Michael Neakok, Sr.
Paul Hugo 

NW Mayors: Miles Cleveland, Sr. 
Willie Thomas 
GltertS.Sa/r 
Oscar Sage,Sr.
Frank Greene 
Lee BalloL Sr.
Ben Atonic 
Minnie Mayer 
Tommy Ballot Sr.
Levi Cleveland 
Bob Foot 

IRA: Frank Adams, Sr.

Joe Murdy,President AML 
Senatcr John Torgerson



City and Borough of Sitka
tOO LINCOLN STREET • SITKA, ALASKA 99639

February 20, 1996

Senator John Torgerson, Chair 
Community and Regional Affairs Committee 
AJaska State Senate 
FAX. 465-4779

Dear Senator Torgerson and Community and Regional Affairs Committee:

The City and Borough o f  Sitka supports Senate BiO 20, the revised "Saft Communhiea" bill. This 
bit provides for greater equity and better use o f  Municipal Assistance flmds. Sitka strongly supports 
distribution o f  all funds to municipalities early in the fiscal year. This b l  is •  'win-win* that will 
strengthen municipalities.

Your support for passing this bill out o f  Committee will be greatly appreciated. We especially 
appreciate Senator Torgerson's past support on this bill.

Thank ynu for ihc opportunity to comment.

\V«f J  A* r « A l l d l

Administrate!

cc: Alaska Municipal League 
Senator Taylor 
Representative Grussendorf



City of False Pass
P.O. Box 50 • Pi Im  P its, Alaska 99563-0060 
T tlephoo* (907) 944-231 f  • f t *  (007)

F e b r u a r y  16# *996

S e n a t o r  John T o r g e r s o n  
S t a t e  C a p ito l#  Room 4 27  
J u n e a u #  A la sk a  9 9 8 0 1 - 1 1 8 2

^ *H t’ U»n4iMrwwieu<m*me7l7l I

B*. P M f

K»T _ J

D e a r  H o n o ra b le  T o r g e r s o n :

T h e  C i t y  o f  F a l s e  P a s s  w o u ld  l i k e  t o  e x p r e s s  I t s  s u p p o r t  
f o r  SB 2 9 - t h e  " S a f e  C o m m u n it ie s"  B i l l .  T h is  b i l l  
a d d r e s s e s  e e t h o d o  t o  m ake t h e  fo rm er  M u n ic ip a l A s s i s t a n c e  
p r o g r a m  more s g u i c x o i e - t o  i»r - 9
e q u i t a b l e  p r o r a t l o n .  T h i s  b i l l  a l s o  h e lp s  c u r b  t h e  I m p e tu s  
f o r  s m a l le r  m u n i c i p a l i t i e s  t o  d i s s o l v e  a s  c o n t in u e d  f u n d i n g  
c u t s  h ave  r e n d e r e d  th em  u n a b le  t o  p r o v id e  p u b l i c  s e r v i c e s .

T h e  C i t y  o f  F a l s e  P a s s  r e l i e s  on  th e  M u n ic ip a l A s s i s t a n c e  
p a y m e n t  t o  fu n d  t h e  V o lu n t e e r  F i r e  O epartm ent an d  t h e  
E m e r g e n c y  M e d ic a l  R e s p o n s e  Team w h ich  a r e  th e  o n l y  s u c h  
s e r v i c e s  a v a i l a b l e  l o c a l l y .  The S a f e  c o m m u n it ie s  p ig m e n t  
w o u ld  a l s o  b e  u s e d  t o  s u p p le m e n t  w a te r  and l a n d f i l l  s e r v i c e s  
w h ic h  a r e  n o t  s u p p o r t e d  w i t h  u s e r  f e e s .  L o c a l r e v e n u e  
s o u r c e  i s  d e r i v e d  fro m  s a l e s  t a x  w h ich  f l u c t u a t e s  a n n u a l ly  
a c c o r d i n g  t o  f i s h i n g  in c o m e .  L o c a l r e v e n u e  h a s  d e c l i n e d  
s t e a d i l y  in  r e l a t i o n  t o  new  f i s h i n g  r e g u l a t i o n s .  L o c a l  
r e v e n u e  c a n n o t  c o n t i n u e  t o  s u p p o r t  b a s i c  p u b l le  s e r v i c e s  
w i t h o u t  a d d i t i o n a l  " s a f e  C o m m u n ities"  a s s i s t a n c e .

We a p p r e c i a t e  y o u r  c o n t in u e d  s u p p o r t  o f  SB 2 0 .  T he p r o p o s e d  
c h a n g e s  a l lo w  t h e  C i t y  o f  F a l s a  P a s s  t o  rem ain  a s e c o n d  c l a s s  
c i t y  p r o v id in g  b a s i c  p u b l i c  s e r v i c e s  and t o  p r o v id e  a  h e a l t h y  
a n d  s a f e  e n v ir o n m e n t  t o  e l l  i t s  r e s i d e n t s .

S i n c e r e l y #

B o r g e  L a rsen  
M a y o r



Nancy E, Caoolngton 
P. O. Baa 14 

Unalakleet, Alaska 99614

Fcbruajy 26, 1996

Senator John Torgerson 
State Capitol, Rm. 427 
Juneau, AJuka 99101-1112

Dear Senator Torgerson:

Senate Bill 20, the “Safe Communities’' Bill, is most urgently needed in order for small 
Alaskan villages to survive. As a member of the Local Boundary Commission I am very 
concerned that we are seeing so many requests for information on dissolution. As these 
small communities are allowed to dissolve, certain obligations and liabilities are stil going 
to be the responsibility of the State. If these communities can continue to operate as smdl 
cities with the assistance of “Safe Communities" Hindi, then why do we free such 
opposition from the legislature? Common sense dictates that old adage that "You can pay 
now, or you can pay later". 1 urge you not to let it be later.

One other distressing comment that I heard during the first hearing on SB20 on 
Wednesday, February 14, was Sen. Kelly’s statement that be always considered the 
education funding as Municipal Assistance and Revenue Sharing toward the total 
community contribution. In areas of the State outside organised boroughs, the local 
communities never see the education funding boeauae it ia handled through the REAA for 
each area Our municipal Hinds received through MA/RS arc used to provide the safrty 
for our communities.

In Unalakleet, our police department receives no ether Hintfing other than what in k  ia 
collected for protective custodies, yet it b  necessary to run a Hill-tisia poficc departmmtl 
How would you like to Bve m a community without police protection? In the aeveaywi 
that I have been manager here, our police department has been cut from 6 HiB-tima 
officers to three with utilization of a VPSO to cover for the fourth position. They weak 
four 10-hour days no, four off That ia one officer, working alone. There ere four hours 
o f each 24 hour period that we have no officer on doty because we Just cannot afford k. 
We Utilice specie! officers (tliusc with Umlted Of Only Oft-the-jOt) trattQg) bOCSUM bumouf 
creates turnover before we can send them to the trooper academy for training.

The legislature continue to cut, cut, ait, and pest it oe to the munidpefitice. The end 
result ia that the smaller communities are looting at dissolving, (o rJ v * fu tto p trah n ^ , 
cities in organized boroughs are looking to detach, and organized boroughs art having aa 
increasingly hard time justifying the taxes vs. services they are able to provide. Yet (he



legislature continual to Assume that thry are doing an a*c«ll«iii jub as long as they can 
balance tha State's budget on the backs o f  local governments tluuugh cuts.

With the Stale facing continuing declining revenues, T feel il is time for the legislature to 
approach utilizing the interest earnings on (he Permanent Fund to balance the budget. Just 
how rainy does it have to get before we reap some benefits from this “Rainy Day 
Account"? I am certainly not advocating a raid on the principal, but it would never have 
to be touched When w c talk to people from other states about our budget woee they 
laugh at us because we have this roughly 19 billion dollar fundi

I do hope the legislature will act responsibly and pass SB20 to show some support for the 
grassroots governments that provide the service* to the legislators' constituents. Thank 
you, Sen. Torgerson, for having the foresight to sponsor this Bill.



Joa Murdy, President 
Alaska Municipal Laagua,
217 Sacood Straac 
Suita 200
Junaau, Alaska 99801 

February 22, 1996 

Daar Joa,

I a  vrlc ln g  to support Sanator Torgaraon In SB 20 b i l l  * tha "Safa C asualties” b i l l .  
Which would changa tha prograa c ltla  tram Municipal Asalseaitcc to "Safa Consul t ie s”.
This would 1st tha public know how laportant services ara supprtad by tha funds. Also 
tha public strongly supports dlract public aafaty axpandlturas and raqulras accountability 
And tha "Safa Conaunities" prograa, tatalna tha foraar two allocation foraulaa, but 
•akaa tho prograa noro aqultabla by allowing aqultabla proration. And funding for 
"Safa C osunltlaa" and "Priority Ravanua Sharing for Munlepal Sarvlcaa" w ill ba 
d lstrlbutad  closa to tha beginning of tha s ta ts  f la ca l yaar (on July 31) tot provide 
■ u n lc lp a llt ls s  with aora f le x ib ility , and; and tha practlca of tha atata bolding part 
o f tha funds u n til aid flacal yaar. I would Ilka to aaphaslaa that tha c ity  of Dloasda 
atrongly supports tha SB 20 b i l l .

RECEIVED

FEB 231996
AL/v***

Ha lan Iyapana sy t* im x+ T  .



___________ACoM tud AML M llW M L A L J J JK Y E X
I (P in *  ttk i  l  few mint*#  incomplete mid return ASAP by FAX «• )

MiOltliiaKir Until* rempMrrf by * City Hanagar

)■ Since 1915, have stale eul* in Municipal A.wi.ttanr.c' Me venue Sluiiug nod odttr 
municipal aid piograou, i/mnifw? nf auic servicx responsibilities, unflmded maorUfta*, 
and underfunding Hate programs (such as schools), been a m ĵor ta u t  tn local:

a tax or fee inuMase? j< N<» Vex, If yes. plea* nivc examples.
b. service ciubaefcs. ,—No » Yes. If yes. pkiM giro examples: 

J)w_Clty offioa cut bach on tha hours tftac the office uaually
cu t. — -----  —  — -------

2. If the stale continues che trends described m quest loo I. wlmi do you feel the impede 
nn your conummicy will be over the next several ye.vs: __  _  ___
_  City u ff i o  nayjayg tp leuan *ll.th<iu«iploi««a hcxirs lL O w a

is  more cute.

3. Slnca 1915, in addition Co J*b» and property taxes, has your municipality had lo 
impJemeat other taxes or fees to maintain services? x ...Nu ..Y es, tlw nwvx signsflcaot
SIS)’

4 .1 Vscribe sometliu* your municipality accomplished (Jut you arc especially pmad ot 
especially over liie past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a w*y to do more with lass.

Sinoo tha cut hack* otfttr organ lia t iuna have oee ie ta l iin »  i u ___.  tfla oraant m ; . ^  ---------------------
5. In a sentence, wanmann tha n**t*e you wmikl tike to give the Mate regarding 
municipal government _*>rther cut j j g j g  on^th* - ^ i c i f e l j w e l i y g c i  an) 
ttafanrevenue TflM g u m  >wwi«h(p tn , tbo

tho meaxtity. Tho cuto will Che polim  foroo »ip*» i» fle  y l l1*?—
1tfe"p3EHb 3onpa*5R  m o t on the loosl govenwont.
THANK YOU, from tha Alaak* Onftrcncs uf Mayors and Alaska Municipal League



ACoM and AML MUNICIPAL SURVEY

(Please taka a few minutes to complete and ratum ASAP by PAX to 463>546m

Municipality Citvot Bethel_____________  Completed by Haver ‘uth Pkhardsen

1. Sinca 1965, hava data cuts in Municipal Aun lw cW Ravanua Sharing and other municipal 
aid programs, transfers of stata service responalbiHlee. unfunded mandat aa, and undarftjndtag 
stata programs (such as schools), baan a major factor in local:

a. tax or foe increases? x N o________ Yaa, Xyas. please give samples:
b. service cutbacks?  No _ _ i _ _ Y e s ,  if yes, please give examples:

It is vary difficult to keep up with tha services needed bv our growing population. I.e.. 
w ittL H w r . w K t .  f r t . ratdL -------------------------------------------------------------------

2. If tha state continues tha trends described in question 1. what do you teal tha impacts on your 
community wM ba over tha next several years:
 inyHMt in tht Stitt Iix---------------------------------------------------------

Degradation of Roads and Pubtic SfYtett---------------------------------------------------------
Savers imoact on the Bethel Bank Sfobfaston Project. which mar resd t in further 

____________ lota of rtvarbank. hornet, and raeda.-----------------------------------------------

3. Sinca 19S5, in addition to salaa and property tans, has your munidpafty had to knptamart 
other taxes or fees to maintain servicea? No _ _ |_ _ Y a a ,  tha moat signlteant ara:

Fuel througfHXA Tax on all ftiel crnealna thi f  Wit

4. Describe something your municipality accomplishad that you ara espacialy proud of, aipacialy 
over the past yaar or so. For example, a new program to promote community economic growth, 
or a way to do more with lest.

The C*y orivattoed the operations of the LxmdmraL

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would lira to give tha state reganfing municipal 
government.

Seriously look at other areas of the State Government for aAbacfa betas aAtino 
Munjdmt riititinn Revenue Sharing----------------------------------------------

THANK YOU, from tho Alotko Cor/orooco of Mayors ond Alooko Hunki> oi Looguo



j —

d x t .  iL

'
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f n r



_______________ ACqM tad AML m u n ic ip a i s i m v p v __________
| (Please cite a ftw minutes io complete and rtlum ASA? by FAX to 4 0 -5 4 4 0 )

M unicipality Ketchikan CempWtedbp *ot" rt l ' W<w* l t » J r -

I. Since 1913, hav* state cud ia Municipal Assistance  ̂Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers of sun service responsibilities, unhanded misdates, 
•nd underfunding state programs (suck ts schools), been • major Actor ia local;

a. tax or foe increases? X No Yes, if vts. please dva exempli:
b. sendee cut becks.  No ~ Y cs. if yes, please give samples:

C apita l Improvement program h it  be»n seeled  back s lq n l f l .a n t ly

2. If (he state eoadauai the treads described in question 1, what do yoo feel (he impacts
on your community will be over the next several years:________________________

Prooartv and /or sa te s  tax Increases

3. Since 1915, ia addition to sales aad property taxer, n u  yow municipality had to 
implement other taxes or Ace to maintain services? __.No i  Yee. Aa most dgaiflcem

s iara:   .
S o lid  w aste  d isp o sa l fa ai and harbor USSC. ff#S---------------------------------------

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you are teperlally proud of, 
especially over the peat year or so. For cxm pk anew  program la promote community 
economic growth, oc e way io do more with leas.

Expanded the Kori oT~Ketchikan In 1394 to further pronote growth In 

our tourlaai industry

3. la a sentence, summarise the message yoo would like lo give (he Mala ragvdbg
municipal govewawL  ______  _________________________________

S ta ta  oovorm eent1 a e f f o r t s  to contain I ts  opera tio n  coa ts and
b alan ce i t s  hudaat should not be dOM J t  thq ftfa n s.f_ a f ! • € • ! _  .-------
m u n i c i p a l i t i e s . ________________ ■ —  ,

THANK YOU. from the Alaska Conftreoe# of Mayon aad Alaska Manklpel League
C S n k H M l X i r i a



__________ ACoMADdAML MUNTOPAL X tm V K V ____________
(Pleas* take a few minutes to complete and return 5 t f  by FAX ro 5 - 5 B ) 1

Municipality Hoonah Coaplatedby Hobart fjnard. *«■'!. Adan./Traos

1. Since 1915, have state cuts la Municipal Assistance Ravanue Sharing and othnr 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state service responsibilities, unflinded aandaSss, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a mqj*  factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? u  No Yea, if  yes, please give examples:
b. serv ice cutbacks. No xx Yes, if yes, please give examples:

Tha City of Hoonah has reduced Public Works, fo licc and Canarel Operation 
Personnel to tha »«r*nt chat i t  h*» reduced the Quality of sarvlca aad 
protection w  arc able to provide.

2. If the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you fsel the impacts
on your community will be over the next several years: Continued reduction ot 

anrvicc and nrntaclion. Lika ooat predominantly war.lva co—u n ities thor . 
do not feel they xliould support aovarnuBt service throuth incrraaad taxes.

3. Since 1915, in addition to sales and property taxae, has your munkipaUty had in
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? X No Yes, the renal
are: Va hav* a ttcp p fd  on cy occasions co raise salca taaaa. iocaoaa
o l the problcn wifh re stric ted  deads sad HUP Mousinaa aropcrtv_rxx ia not 

uquitabla in th is co«—u n i t y . _____________________ ___________________

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished th* you art especiaUy proude< 
especially over the past yera or so. For example, a new program to prooora community 
ecoooaiic growth, or a way to do more with lira.
W aaically, to do murr. with leas sod a tU l be able m oaarnta tha City in  
th» Slack.________ _

5. In e senleoee, summarira the messngs you would Iflce to give the Kara seganfieg
munkipnl gOvernCDCOL Plcast do not M l. tha Steen arable— an tm-----
co u u n iriee  that a rt pr«do»i»anelv natlva. M tia ted  ebovo thev faaJ- 
Kovcrn—nt ows thc» wot thaw owiwt xovtra— wt.

THANK YOU, from the Alaska Conference of Mayors and Alaska Municipal League
Otovfa IWn r  . In



A f nM tni AML Ml rNIClPAL SUBVEY_____________
(Please take a few minutei to complete and return ASAP by WAX to 443-5480) J

Munlclnalltv.01 d Completed by ^ •’uJrij.-'

1. Since 1985, have state cuts io Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sbann| and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfViflding state programs (such as schools), been a major fhctor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? N o \. Yea, if yea, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  N o ^ Y e s, if yea, please five examples:

C u_-f t>  L-1 .'-u. C< K/--
S J lG2. -J &  -

2. I f  the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feal the impacts 
on your community will be over the nertt several yearr

■ Z T K * -  Q 4 y  o f  C tlD  ^ k j y ^ r  \C  p  U » ;4 n  * *■ » -

J 2 p > / c  m i N  * t t * m
A  *lLJ M. < 4~tJ. +1 .  ._______________

3. Since 1985, in additioq to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had lo 
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? Nbv 1 Y u  the mott significant
m: J IwW_ku* f

4. D«»cnbe eoraaduag your municipality accompli shad that you a rt especially proud ot 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with lass.
— ^ y . ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ~ A k x .  — — £ l 6. 'Z la  , f  -  ------
S. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to five the male ragtrdmg 
municipal government « c » y s c ^ tt__ J,Sb fla.-rslnfn̂ ŵ— —f <yw t * a f n̂ <
THANK YOU, ora the AJaska Conference of Mayors and Alaska Mtmkipal League



iu •• kT.ii v i t o r  i i i t u t  r« awi i x t a f  *♦« boo ta ix  n i u a  t r o i m i

ACoM and AMI. MlfNICIPAL SURVEY
(flew  take • few minutes te complete i d  mum ASAP by FAX t» «3-54M )

fMff g l U f t .  CompU.rf kr / f o / W  ^  / f y l g

1. Sine* 19*3, have sum  eats in Municipal A niiiax*' Revenue Shari n f rod other 
muaidpel aid programs, transfers o f sum service responsibilities, unfunded outdares, 
aad underfkmdinf suto programs (such aspchools), been a maior fecaor in local:

a. tax or ft* increases? v  Ho Yes, if  yea, please give m m p iar
g  . b. service cutbacks. No w/Yea, if  yea, please give examples;

 ( V y  / o — A / V  ' W - l — ' / & X .  A -------
n , i  ^  u U j J b - ----------- -------

2 If the state continues the trends described in question l.whm do you fu l the impacts 
on your community ŵ JI be ov*r th* next several years hJ* 4. ̂

S l r V / 'A K  L t . llin e s n c - u  A tn J i- r ' _ J i S t y J g A i t l U . -  t f t f Z k '& L -

U /id f 6t  ° n  M +  A E S j& m c c * . A f i l  X d fr f/  ____________
tM & t V r / r i u U i  t x , A  - A v u ^ c t r  ._____

3. Since 19*5, in addition to salts and property taxes, has your mnnidpality had I* 
implement other taxes or fees 10 maintain services? ✓ ftp Yea, tha meal AgnMceot

4. Describe tomrthmg your municipality accomplished that you ara especially pmud a l  
especially ova the past year or so. For example, a new program 10 promote community 
economic gmwdi. or a way 10 do more wifeless.
_ i t i _ / k r i f -  fo s id s i - 4  T * 2 ta s x s > a £ , --------------

, u  x.Z /t'M /..  W iA  / ;  * / k &  r t r t c 'T / K M M n  r*

3. In a sentence, summarise the message you would like to give (he sou  rigerriiag 
ounfcipeJ government. /h if s n * y . u / , /L

l d h r r t  f  i  1S "4 r4 ? *

tcunfctpal fovemmme. X Jhssno r* . (O, *6*? f t  tu t,/ I 
C A  O U r ( 't n v n m * ; * ' ? 4 r Z  A  A > .
L tA * *  V » k « .y . «  S ts n - n A  / / l  .

jV .S fr*  ifl<* -2 t f r . r fe  r b '  rift. //refrrttfVx^-
THANK YOU. from fee Alaska Conference of Msyon and Alaska Mtmicipal League
C W * rm m  II------- *



________________ACoM jg d  a m l  MUNICIPAL SUEMBY____________
| (Pka* taka a ftw ainu tg  to compkaaaod return ASA? ky FAX Ii 443-3411) j

MiokipaUty --------- C t ■pW  *  Pi. J u  V

nidpal A asbtaM  R iv m  SW m  mi oAar
.    , > * N  .

I. Sinc« l94S,b«v«iM cuti bM unidpd  A adjtadoa/IU vnifSM agatfotbar c 'vl 
municipal aid programs, transfer! o f stale service respoosiMitka, anfendsd m m ittm tffi j  
and underfUnding sttfspopranif (such as sctools). been arnqfarftctor in loml: V

a. tax or fcs increajes? N o N  Yet, if m . ok— riveaxMapka:
b. service cutbacks. No ^  Yw. if

2. «♦» Inan Hm titodi *~rr(h*r1 hi 1, wtttt 4o you M  fee impacts
on your community wfflbs over the next several years: W. uii 11 A i *

T i i A a

, t u  k u  a lu .  L i

y  i A i L t l i u f l

W u J U f r U *
rtyfkcaa.haivm

implement odartaxss or fees lomalMaiaaanricae? No n  Yaninmoitrianfficara

^ a . 1  /«  ' f t I r .  b i V 7 >  , /

-&TTj ?t.f,IAAln ijtnrhfofi

4. Describe sooaetbfag year awmfcipalJtyancoovlishod that yoa are a^daflyproadeC 
especially over the past yev or so. F o r o n p k , to e w p n y to p ro a o C ir n w k y  
economic growth, or a any tp do aose wMI lass.  ̂ .
-S lv T lfJ i tT^K Hu ^ A i U  T i4L  A in . l ( aA*rn m  Hft
-AfcgA^L V r^ A U u  U iH .a r l t l  ft*<i 1W ? n o r  L y  W .fw Lt
—v ^ q  -t-YvU ma ktfijp/  S2--L_

5. In a sentence, ■■— rii a fee mcanya yoa would tike to rive tw  stale icp riN l . . 
municipalgoveranMaL O h e y - to *  /U * ju ,L A a » A iA a i f t i\ * fA A X l

-^ A M iiqC A P tU iJh  U  11*0144 I f r J ^ t . t ' M

■ I . 1  . I  .1 I I  1 ™  -  I
THANK YOU, float fee AhafcaCoofcrancf o f Mayors and AkAaMnricJpalLaafBe



  A C o M  A N / T T  .  I v n j T » a

^ p l e a s e  t a k o  a  O i w  m f n u f »  t o  c o m p l f  i n d  i

M U B i « i p * I i t y     C u u i p U t a d  t r y

1 . 1 Ha v »  n tn r«  m itf l  l a  M u n i c i p a l  A f ll i t
m n n i n i p n l  a i d  p r o g r d m t ,  t r o n a f t r c  o f  o ta ta  t a r v i c c  
a n d  u n d c r T u n d i n a  s t a t e  p i o g t u n i  (w itch  a s  s c h o o l

a .  t a x  o r  f s s  t n o r a a s a s ?  W e ____
b. i s r v i e s  cu tbacks. W e ___

Nu. not yol

S. Iff tb« iu ta  oondnuM Cm mod* A iacd M  in fUMiloa I. wfc* do you (In I the 
« a  your aonuounity vvtil bo ovor tfw n o n  M vm l yu w  _

If they aren't going to fund local governments then they need to let local governments have more 
authority to conduct fund raising on their o*n, such as ra**ng the payout limits tor
municipal run gaming activities Let communities deade on their own how much gaming e  too 
muoh for their community We only a to* Dingo evenings * there «  no school the next day.

a n t

The cay of Tatorheehneninvotved in gaming a coupto of different bmeeeince19W. Lately we 
starred again m 1994 in 1995 *e  wers able to rant about $160,000 through the method, which 
*« have used to pay off peat debts and suooort other oistc cty sarvicaa.

a .  u a i a r t k a  ( o m a t i u a e  y o u r  m u t t l u t ^ u i v  M a w n y U a h a a  * m  y r a r a  w «  l a y a a l a l V  r  
a a y a a t a U y  a w «  a k a  | « * a «  y w  a *  ra e  o « .  f a *  n n a w p t a .  *  a  » a r y a a p a m  « a  p r « w i u  a e i  
« * o i » M M a  i m w t h .  u r  »  - n y  •*»  d e  m e r e  » i < f c  U a a .

When I became Mayor in December of 1993 the Cty wet on tha brink of collapee due to poor 
management. Wa instituted the 0C*A model accounting system, started operating our own 
b»ngo\puHtjDt permit to benefit cffy operations and began a pr campaign amphaaiting colection 
of tne accounts recetvetiie m order to keep our city dean Ev*rynna that has traveled bush 
Alaska muchcommenta on how dean 4 •  m Te«er We reKhadutod our debt paymanta, 
survived a couple of iftS aana, and took over tha finding for tn# annual Chrietmaa Hofidty 
•vents. Stability at the top hae attracted some competent offica staff, wt have a water 4 sewer 
toaetMity study going on, fending for phase 1 ie in the current capital budget, a reindeer 
slaughterhouse Should oe buft this summer wUi e C06Q gran*

5 . l u  •  i i r W H ,  f U i S M H M  t h a  r a u i s e t  y o u  w e u i d  U lca 09  f i v e  sk a  e u t e  i h « t
• * * « u O u le a 9 l -  . -  ______

a f e

Most of us have a greater concern about our environment than any agency could possibly 
regulate Thar* are soma regulations that don't make sense m our rum aattinge that coat a greatdeal to moot OoM make uo ha«e to moot them unke«« tho otota lo wWftj to pick up the tab for 
it on e or tne Digest prodeme »e enping competent oersorvwM for edoA s in rural
«rM« womeAjHy inadequate. Where is the netogeneralion of leaders guing io coma from? I 
hooe that true fiscal year we wd be able to develop a pay scaie tor our employees that iaoompweUw tw lira pivMo sector in otoer to toop enreefcng quoWy mytom Aut «• need N



p * b -  i  -*

iM ^ « n i lA M L M U N I C l f A L .S U R V E X
F - (P ics*  uk< > few minute, to complete «nd return ASAP by FAX to 4&H4M )

■ i s \T»* ^
Municipality CHUA.THBALUK Completed by stove Bennli -  Mayor

• \  t * %

1. Since 1982, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state service responsibilities, unfolded mandates, 
and underfunding suite programs (such u  schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? fio Yes, if yes, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  No u  Yes, if yes, please give examples:

Municipal Asoc./Rov. Sharing cues havo reeulted tn 1 m  beura_budg^cta_for 
our City Cl ark and Maintenance Han. Aa a rosulc ot cuea wa*va alao allalnated
he C ity 's  aalaa of hoae hoatini fyoj. gasoline end traMM. Alao the.£lty

haa had to otop hauling hontybwekee earvig* and uf -t9.jrafldam .

2. !f the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feel the impacts
on your community will be over the next several years: »1) Job lota foe a City Clark 
and houro cue on Malnc«nf"fl« x*»y 82) Loot of tha a b ility  for our CltT to 
function proparlv aa a. 2pd claoo city  and oalat _ln neat.only. #3) Our 
coamunlty w ill  oorlouolv look at wlthdroutny nonborahlp la  AML and
ex letln g  aa on IRA council _on4 propose exlg-.lne vtrh 'rm OVO council aad 
Ju d icia l aystea.
3. S ioce 1915, in addition to sales and property taxes, haa your municipality bad to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No n  Yes, the moat significant
are: Iocrtaaa coat of c i ty provided aarvjeaa In a l l  area* for f

roaldanea auch aa lauadronat fe e 's , squlpaent rancala and to ceeae een <«•*«• inn 
aorvlca of honaybu<A«t h iu lln i and l eave t> ua. rn rhe _________

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you are especially pro*id o£ 
especially  over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote commi ̂ ty 
econom ic growth, or a way to do more with lass.
Our M unicipality^!undine hat baan cut »o d r* « ts ^ iir  >k» our a trv lcscaga 
now In "bare-bonea existence. frankly, there l s a 't  env » teaMn . h - i t  
recen tly  v . can look upon * lth  pride and In fac t th .r .  s , ^  o ra r-r lllig  
fe e lin g  of reaantnant and r . contderatlon of aeaklni a lte rn a tiv e  
err—u n ity  government.
5. In a  sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the state regarding 
municipal government. Bural coaaun ltlea  awd c l t iaa  In Alaaka have baan

~ ? ? i * - r r g-  d- by Ttl u-1^ - * y 1A aa5lum d-U xanua.ahaifng em barks ,  re su ltin g  In condnuoua fuctloaal dacreaaea and naae o n lv  existence.
WTari ia~T ~reli danger of c ltle a  looklnt a t a l t e rn a te s  forma of env.r— . 
THa NK YOU from the Alaaka Conference of Mayors and Alaska Municipal League
C . l n k M a : I N M « iK

i
i

f i r m  o« -l ». I -I



_________ ACoM ind  AM1- m u n ic ip a l  s ir n v w v
(F le w  tai> i  few minute* to complete tad return ASAP by FAX te W -54M ) j

Municipality CITT OF PALMER C om ph ttd  ^  HENERT F, GUDtOTTE

1. Sine* 1915, have state cuts in Municipal Anuuacc/ Revenue Sharing tad other 
municipal aid programs, transfer* of stale service responsibilities, 4 maodaiM, 
aad underfunding state programs (such as schools), ben  e major fetor in local:

a. taxor fee increases? No i  Yea, if yea, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks. No X Yes, if yes, pkess give cxempter.

The c ity  sales tux was Increased froo 21 to 31. Ws have Increases fees
for  water hookups, butldlm  Inspections.airport It i n c .  airport t ie  Same. 
u t i l i t y  services. WE have cut fiv e  employees, public works 2, library 2 ,

accounting 1. Wa have delaved atreet repairs. WS hew cur lihrxmr K™.r.

2. If  tha state continues the trends described in question 1, w hctdoyoufelthe impeds 
on your community will be over the ocxt severe! yean:

U« W ill need. to lncreaae local taxes. We can't cut euch sore and be 
a v ia b le  c ity . Ve fee l we are down to alalauBS. Population la increasing
wTEK tne deaand for aor* serv ices . TeTirH ■aadacaa have taken aoneyTroe
other local protects. Th* itn tor r «  #,ma«Wg_______

3. Since 1915, in addition to sales and property taxes, haj your municipality had io
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No * Yes, tha most «
ere: Fees as listed  above . _________________________________________

4. Describe something your municipality accomplished that you an  wpadaDy proud of 
espacially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to prompts community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with lam.

We continue to support the o f f ic e  of Paloer Economic de v i o l ent. Mt
have ueed nrtvere r» .AA *xfr h»11 f u l l .  have ----
l aodacaned | H  r" r Ma—
Club purcahaed costly holiday lig h ts  for tha city and repaired sxlxtlaa oaea.

5. In a santaoQstMoimariat the message yoo would Hka to give the m e  lagmdBng 
municipalgoveroaeaL please pom' t  saiaxce the state MPCXT Dt A WAT

THAT t f i u  mCIEASE THE LOCAL TAJm. We will start a public Information 
s e r ie s  to alert the voter* to the rdason for"the Increase ia taxes and
mi riaueaa city nrvidii. —

THANK YOU. from tha Alaska Confarenca of Mayors and Alaska Municipal L eaf*
O w A * —Qt lX w v d M

total p .a i



______________ ACoM Mod AML MUNICIPAL SURVEY_____________
| (P lcw  takea few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX It  *43-54— ) |

M unicipality KCnAt Completed hr J o h n  P . S w e e n ty , f i n a n c e  D lr o c to r

I. Since 1915, have state cuts in Munidpal Asristanee/Revenue Shidngad ofer 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state soviet respond  btlftfe, mxflmdad aandmm, 
and undcriVmding state programs (such as schoobX bean mayor fetor in loeal:

a. tax or fee increases? No x Yea, if  vwl okas* she rtsm pke
b. service cutbacks.  No Yea, if  yet, pleam gfrs ■

- P r o p e r t y  t a x  r a i e a d  0 .8  m l l i e #  f r o n  2 .7  .to  3 .S  a l l l s .  I n  FT 1 9 9 3 .
T h ie  made t h a  t o t a l  e f f e c t i v e  p r o p e r t y  ta x  1 2 .0 5  m l l l a  In  FT 1993 . 

- P r o p a r t y  t a x  r a i s e d  0 .8  a i l l s ,  fro m  l . t  t o  3 .7  m i l l e #  In  FY 1817 . 
- I m p o s e d  S» H o t e l / H o t e l  Room Tax I n  FY 1> 93 .
- I m p o s e d  a m b u la n c e  f e e s  in  FT 1 9 9 6 .

2. If the state continues the trends described in question 1, what doyoofel f e  hapten
on your community will bs over tbe next several yean: K sn a l l a  r e a c h in g  a  p o in t  
w h a r a  p r o j e c t e d  r e v e n u e s  w i l l  no l o n g e r  a u a ta in  th a  c u r r a n t  
l e v e l  o f  m u n ic ip a l  s e r v i c e s ,  much l a t e  fund g ro w th . K c n a i  
m ay s o o n  b e  f a c e d  w it h  t h e  p r o e p e c t a  o f  e i t h e r  r a l e  I n c  t a x e s  
o r  r e d u c i n g  s e r v i c e  l a v s l a .

3. Since 1915, in addition to sales and property taxes, has yoorarmfcferity fed to 
implement other taxes or fee  to maintain services? Wo X Yes, f e  most sk a if ic t 
art:  _________  .
- I m p o s e d  S I R o t a l /K o t a l  Room Tax In  FY
- I m p o s e d  a m b u la n ce  f e e s  in  FT 1 9 9 8 .________________________________

4. Describe something your municipality enxsnptithad that you ere especially proad <  
especially over tha pest year or so. For example, a n ew  program to p ra m *  oomcxmfcy 
econom ic growth, or a way io do mow with last
-B e c o m in g  a n  A l l  A m erican  C l t v  In  1 9 9 2 .
- C o n s t r u c t i n g  a  c o n g r e g a t e  h o u s in g  ( u n a s s i s t e d  l i v i n g )  

c o m p le x  f o r  a e n lo r  c i t i s e n a .  We f e e l  ou r s e n io r  c i t i e e n e  
p r o g r a m  H  t h e  b e e t  in  t h e  a t a t e .

5. In a sentence, summarize (he message yon would like to ghft lbs su tm gM dhg  
municipal govcrnnoaoL A m a jo r  r o l e  o f  s t a t e  govern m en t l e  t o  
a s a l s t  l o c a l  g o v e r n m e n t , e i t h e r  w i t h  d i r e c t  c a p i t a l  f u n d in g  o r  
i n d i r e c t l y #  th r o u g h  p r o f e s a i o n a l  e e r v l c a a / a a a l a t a n c e .  Tha 
s t a t e  o f  A la a k a  m u st n o t  f o r g e t  t h l a  r o l a l

THANK YOU, fiom the Alaska Confaaocf of Mayors and Ahdta Ifedcfcal le a p s
CtnlaxM: I Mot* 4m
S i n c e  f i s c a l  y a a r  1986# t o t a l  S t a t a  o f  A laak a  M u n ic ip a l A s s i s t a n c e  
a n d  R e v en u e  S h a r in g  p r o v id e d  t o  th e  C i t y  o f  X en a l haa d e c l i n e d  by 
64 .3%  fro m  a  h ig h  o f  8 1 ,3 9 1  #692 in  FY I6 t o  a  p r o j e c t e d  low  o f  
9 5 6 7 ,  708  i n  FY 97, f o r  a t o t a l  d e c l i n e  o f  |1 # 0 2 3 # 9 8 4 .



ACoM m d AML MUNICIPAL SURVEY
( ? lc m  a k j  .  few m inuet to oom pleti t fd  ratum ASA? by FA X  t»  4 iy$ 4 $ 6 ) |

M u iU d n d h y ^ ^ f Completed

1. Since 1985, have state cuts in Mraridpal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and cKhif 
municipal aid programs, transfers o f state scrrica responsibilities, lmfhndad mandsifia, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major frctor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? V  No  Yts, if yes, please give rram piar
b. service cutbacks.  Nd _XY«, if yes, please give examples:

~ ( 2 u T — 3 r t C 7 *>■* " ~ 7 t t  t t r t  T P ^ T ^ ^ T T r  —

_____________________________ . ___________________________________________________i---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------1
   I ___________  _________________

2. If the state continues the trends described ip question 1, what do you fed  the impacts 
on your community will be over the n ett several yrars: —TT>« ^ e u T r
— ^  > V  A *  +  o ___ I Z 3 2 ---------------

— Q m .  i 3 L i £ r  r * l i P  . . J t a e  T j i — . J A e ,
  S3. Mf < ?

3. Since 1985, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your tmtaioipdhy bed lo
implement other taxes or ftes to maintain savioca? j£_No Yea, the most rigmflnant
are:

4. Describe something your municipality accjomplishid that you are eqpedaDy prood o£ 
especially over the pas year or so. For exantpk, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do mors with Jaaa.
— — y f C j f — t jm - Z Z d J u z  _____________________

j

5. In a smtence, summarize the message you would like to give tha state ragarding 
municipal govanunent .Z Z jU  * ^ 7 ?  4 + x .

f 'Q ic X ir r  **>  J ^ C a I  

* * * * *  > V A i ^ J r  - 7 3

J t e + t t + ~ * i i r M i 7 7 n r t ! •_______________
THANK YOU. from the Alaska Conference of Mayors and Alaaka Kfonidpd Leagoa

d r



Municipality Q M JU U  I f l lQ U M  Completed by 1 0 M U C T  CLEtt AND HAT01 CONZA1I 3

1. Since 19IS, have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other
municipal aid programs, tnnsftrs of state sendee responsibilities,
and underftading state programs (such as schools), been s aqjor fbctor In local;

a. tax or the increases? _JLNo Y i. If yes, pletM five
b. service cutbaoks. No * Yes, If yes. Dfaeea rive txamrlea: 

SERVICES WAVE le w  COT II THE FOLLOWHC AREAS: Bti/MM _
.LOCAL LISRAIIM ami mental ctaltw.___________________________________

__________ ACoM indAML MUNICIPAL si jrvrv_____________
1 (Please takes few minutes to complete m drecua ASAP by FAX la 4Q-S4H)

2. Ifthe state continues the trends described In question 1, whet do you fo l the impects 
on your community will be ovw the next several yeers: tm sg  a ta v rrn  tm  ? 
.COKilMUE TO DECREASE AND OTHlt TAXIS WLL HAVE TO 11 M f L im P .  -
th is  V ill ro ic t opt loca l'co fnm m r to tax th  p ron i m W W W f 
n o  the s u n  ow  oftaiA tio><-• «

3. Since 1915, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your muaidpaUtir had lo 
implement other taxae or fees to mafntaln service*? No Yea, the mod dfMemt* 
are: th i denaii ioiooch l a i  only » m  n  ixcorporaiiob ro t n n _
YEARS AND THIS DOIS HOT APPLY MOV, BUT WILL IN THE FUTURE.

4. Describe something your nuBdcjpaUgr accomplished that yon are aspedaPy prood oC 
especially over tbs past year or so. For example, stvm  program to promote community 
eeonomio growth, or e way to domoro with lees.
«  n n  m  Y t t o t v i  i M i a g r  W » i m  wtnrteffal i i s i i M j p ^ -----------
w i l l  c t i A m n f t n  A T w f t m R i r J O M  a m p  t o w n  T i p p i k  r t U l f  

'd U I  I l l U U f l . "

3. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give As state rsgsrdlnf 
municipal govaasMOL whih th i s ta t i S23SSBB IS claiming h a t
THERE WILL IE HO TAXIS IMPOSED IN ITS RESIDENTS, TOT AM II u S T
TAXING TIE PIOPLE TMOCCi T ttt l IPCAL OOVlllitlMT IT 1PPCINC 
REVENUE SHARING AND MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCII _____  _________

THANK YOU, ftom the Alaska Conftrmo# of Mayors and Alaska M snk^al League
CktvOvMML I H im  4m



__________ ACaM ia^ AML mt rsnrrPAL su r v e y
(Please take t  few minutes to complete and return ASAP by FAX to «3-S4IO ) ~|

M viltlpality P etersbura C o o p lild  by J o d e ll Jones_________________

1. Sine* 1915, have state oats in Municipal Assistance/ Ravaoua Sharing and ocher 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state service responsibilities, unftadad mandasaa, 
and underftoding state programs (such as schoolsX bean a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increases? No xx Yea, if  yes, please give examples.
b. service cutbacks. No xx Yet. i f  yes, plcasa give cxamplae:

Sales tax race Increeee free 5t to i l  la  Auaoat Of l f i t :  Foil** ru»* 
personnel o«t«:, L ibrary budgut end f ir e  Dept, budget. cutm Kj«b 
rcacciccsu Ju lla re  availab le for cap ita l laprov—snt projccta to c ity  
ln trss tru ccu re . b o ile rs mint go to operation aod — intansnce lantsnd.

2. I f  the stata continual the trends described in question 1, what do you ftel the hnpacn
on your community will be over the next several years: C ity of Pctarabure Has property  
ta x  cap o f  10 a i l l e ;  u n less  the vocera agree to  rsvoka the cep , sn  Increase to
s a l e s  ta x  or d e c r e e se  o f ssg v tcsn  la  o n ly  recourse .

3. Since 1915, in addition lo salts and property taxes, has your munldpelHy hid lo 
implement other taxes or fees to maintain service*? __N o£_Y ai, tha moec significant
an: Parks 1 Rec fees increased to faelo m aw rt i t w k u .  lu lid lM
porelt fees, sebolence fcea, elacallaueuua adnlaIterative fees end 
enterprise tund charges tuve a ll been Increased.

4. Describe somethin your municipality accomplished that you are especially proud o t 
especially over the past ye« or ao. For example, a new program to promote community
economic growth, ore way to do more with lias. .............

Co-opted u lc trtfl Forest Service end ooo-profite u  ptevlda funding 
fo r acv c rrt'rttA a  tec projects

5. In a sentence, summaria the message you would tike lo give the atate regarding
munioipel government. m u a s a la ta a  h i they
I n p e l r  the c l t r ’a e b l l f t Y  to c o b s  vith reviiMe sherlne and i s l e  las 1 
• s s l s t a n c c  r a t e .  Leek of funding for Sr. C ities* property tax exception 
crcatce ea undue burdso.
THANK YOU, from the Alaaka Conference of Mayors sod Alaska Municipal League
r-% « ilM iis e H lw r ' h s



M un ic ipa lity  Northwnt Arctic Borouflh Complatad By Chuck Graana, Mayor

1. S in ce  1MC, have State cu te In Municipal AaalatanceHavenue Sharing end ether 
Municipal eM program*, trenefere e l  elate eervlce reeponalblliSee, unfunded 
mandate*, and underfundlnf atate program# bean a major factor In local:

ACoM and AML MUNICIPAL SURVEY

a. Tea or Fee Increaeee? X I He  . . .  Yea
b. Service Cutback*?  No jflL  Yea

X. If the Stale continue* the trenda deacdbed In question 1, what do you feel wIM be 
the Impact* on your community over the next several years:

iWaw ot commun*— in mnairMQftofl fMlSlgWrtl Ifl hif*Ao own Mfaira-
on economic devetonmani- wnlna cntaroamart. Mfcrttel BftVMtim Itrrtn flM  hnrthi-M c. 
Swearing chanoee In tha adwri avteni oroanl/Mlon al a MM IQ fMlid M to threaten or inbae fta aaSv

9. S in ce  19S9, In addition lo  sale* and property taxes, haa your community had te
implement ether taxae and feee to  maintain service*  No Yea. Tha aieat
sign ificant are:

4. Oaacrlbo aomathlnf your community aecompllahcd over the peat yaar or two that 
you ara e  a pec I ally proud of. For example, a new profram te promote community 
econom ic growth, or a way te  d o  more wfth leea:

f , In a  eentanee, auneiertxe the mcaeago you would like te  five  the alale retarding 
m unicipal governm ent
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______________ACoM and A M I MUNIC1EALSURVEY_____________ ■
(Please taks I  few minutes to compUta and return ASA? by PAX ft 443-5410)

Municipality _ Completed by A ^ u  ^  {rkn 1
1. Since 1913. have state cuts in Municipal Assistance/ Revenue Sharing and other 
municipal aid programs, transfers of atate service responsibilities, unfunded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as schools), been a major factor in local:

a. tax or fee increase*? No XYas. if yea, please give examples:
b. service cutbacks.  [No X Yes, if yes, please give examples:

2. If the state continues the trends described in question 1, what do you feej 
on your community will be over the next several years: p  Aj m j . 

. t t j U )  x & u r t f f  <y
A n n

3. Since 1915, in addition to sales and property taxes, has your municipality had to 
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No X , Yes, the most significant 
a n :  < *  ____________ ______

4. Describe somethin yow municipality accomplished that you are especially proud a t  
•specially over the p u t year or so. For example, a new program io promote community

: growth, or •  wayjta do more with less.
C t &

> 2 M

3. In a sentence, rommarixethe message you would like to give the sttie regmiij* 
municipalgovemroepL i K t ,  ( i P i x & r ' * -

f t
THANK YOU, from the Alaska Conference of Mayors aad Alaska Municipal League
C k o k a M  IM f t *  Am



A rn M  and AM L MUNICIPAL SURVEY

• f / t l / t l  10:41 © 1HT 4I0I4II a l UK I LL«K f t f l  g«<

(Please takaa few minutci te complete and return ASAP by FAX t»44J-S<tfO) |

Municipality Completed by A/a CA t i* ^ .

1. Sine* 1915, have state cuts ia Municipal Assistance  ̂Revenue Sharing and odicr 
municipal aid programs, transfers of state service respooslbUitles, tmflinded mandates, 
and underfunding state programs (such as achoolsX been a mqjar factor m local:

a. tax or fee increeies? No X  Yes, if vet, plot— five eattmplea:
b. service cutbacks. No X  Yes, if yea please live examples:

2. If  the stats continues the trends described in question 1, ’ 
on your community wiil be over the oextseycral years:

do you feel the impacts

3. Since t$g$, A addition to sales and property taxes, has your muafcipelity had to
implement other taxes or fees to maintain services? No J fY a . the mpst
are: ^  ^

4. Describe somrthing your municipality accomplished (hat you are especially proud ot, 
especially over the past year or so. For example, a new program to promote community 
economic growth, or a way to do more with lies.

t li*  A fu * tC (fo L
-T b  * / >  * * * * * *  '* * * -

* * * * *  / o ^  J L V C + * . _____________

5. In a sentence, summarize the message you would like to give the stole regarding 
municipal government "Xbt * / a j u l

C d * / r 7 4 * /e ,  r *  iS A X c s *  S r ^  T C  1 4 ± \ t _  A y * ____

A i l  f U M L  tJATUrmJ e * * u i n C £ t  fO S / rU J i/ a
r t >  & £ & £  u ir A M f  A t o a .    ---------

THANK YOU, from the Alaaka Conference of Mayors aad Alaaka Municipal League
C'J»v4ft:MM



ACoM m il AM L MUNICIPAL SUttVKV___________
| (Plwuc toko o fcw ninutoo to c o a p if ond rotura ASAf by f  AX it « H 4 H )

MuiUipiUfy

1. Since 1915, hovoititi cutiio Municipal Aooiitono^RovM oShiriaf ond 06*  
municipal old propoai, tnostev o f no* oeHeo nspceribfltte, oaftndad 1 
tod undcrfU&diof Kate piofnuaf (ouch 00 ic joolsi baon a mqjor ftolor la Im l:

a. tn  or (m  faoaaaoo? _  No * ftoa . If m  ahaoa riv i oao-lao;
b.iorvteo cutback*.  No /  ro c if  m i

— J J p d f  g f t T  / A c t u r e t  A J U l

 A *  A f A f r y i ' J

 0 2 6S£_________________

2. If the stote cootim** tbe (roodo dcaoribod in queotioo l,w bn do youftol io  imp** 
on your community will bo over tho a o t  Mvonl y ew :,

4 /U  DC A u f  v *  A t* u >  £ r t r e  G A j -
yfrti (SqUC 46U Z _____

3. Sioco 1915, iaoddida tootle edprop*tytewv boo jrurwefaipatiir bid *
imnlononiotfr*tax* or fc— tom aiattii —viooot No t/froQLiomooi

£ tttr . jO C zs. &»■ **•*■* & m jgi tu u a .
A * * ‘ T V  J j i  M m '  t o * * * f t  '  v

4. DoMfibemne&lafymriB'aidpofiQroceoaipUahaditfyMmioqpoolaQypoad^ 
oopoaaUyovorthipaftyavorto For example, ooowprofnit IcpoaoHi 
ecoeoek groMk or • wv •» do mew wi* i i*

5.1a t  OOntOOOO, fQBOBAlixO tho 
D uaidpol govoracBML

THANK YOU. ta te A lu k d C a a fc o a o f of MoyonoodAlMkilteMpolLoofM



_________ ACaM t a d  AML m i i m c i p a l  s u r v e y _____________
(Plcu< a k . .  few aim... to compictt «nd return A SA ? b j TAX 19 4 4 3 -5 4 0 )

Municipality C ity  of 'IhoraccoM lsttd  by K«y HcHaster, Mayor
Bay

1. Since 1915, have state cuts m Municipal Assistance/Rsvtnua Sharing aad ocher 
municipal aid programs, tnosfan  o f  state service ropoosibilitk* unfondsd manrimri, 
•ad underfunding state prognms (such as schools), been a major fteaor is local:

a. tax or fee increases? No x Yas. if yes, phase giv* cxampUe:
b. service cutbacks.  No « Yea, if yes, plats* give exampiee:

■ U t i l i t y ,  c l in ic #  and harbor uear fe e  in c r e a se s ;  s a le s  ta x  in cr ea se
imJ:e up fa r  reduced funding to r  c l i n i c  ana ------ ,— # ---------- - -» --------------
Ro^ic^.ions in  part:* and r e c r e a tio n  eein ten an oe and op era tion a l recuosn road
nwL"V:»j;r»r.cn. Wavier' e.’.xmc ~cmts or ‘ ‘ funding for"

c a c v ic s s .

2. If the state continual the trends described in question l,w hn do you fed the impacts
on your community will be over the next several yean: _______

C ontinued in cx ea ses  in  f e e s  and ta x es  and/'or x u r tm r  
xA"*MdffUIl MWiei
pollution con tro l#  etc.T

3. Since 19S5, in addition io sales and property taxts, has your munfcjpaliqr had lo  
implement other taxes or fees »  maintain services? N o x * Y o , the moat agntifcaat 
are: I ncreased  u t i l i t y  r a t e s  f o r  tetter# sew er> refuse# and e l e c t r i c  se r v ic e s ;  

i n i t i a t i n g  a n isn l l i c e n s in g  feaa  and in crea sed  fin es*  in i t i a t in g  teas  
fo f 'ad iunisfcrative M M £ t s ,  id  dOff/UV, f lX lfQ . IB U SiiiU U # --------

4 . Describe something your municipality accomplished that you ara especially proud o t  
especially over the past yem or so. For example, a new program to prances community 
econom ic growth, or a way to do mors with lam.

C onstructed  w ith  s t a t e  and fed era l a s s is ta n c e ,  th e  f i r e t  r eg io n a l so li* , v e s ts  
treatm en t and d is p o sa l f a c i l i t y  on t t in c e  of"'*

o t  11 a d d it io n a l in d o i t r ia l  lcfcs~ to  tha
u an sra l i 
n as ev er

3. In a 
m u n id

M e m m d i M  ,
ro sm u e a n a r in g and PCE: in a i m \j T im m jn .  —— --------- —w _________

p rogram  do not reduce g o u e r r a n t 'a  co a ts  to e  aerv id as a x  m d  U  reduct the 
pufelic c o a ts  fM  t M i*  a*avi«r -  u  m r tiv  u r n s  itw n u u . - J t o  o f  the

TH A N K  YOU, ftom the _   ___________  ..._____. . .
Cifk'M isiNiHtiM  o e n s u u t ie a  v e t s  revenue gsneri 

prograa funds helped  support high psr c a p ita  o u sts  
and op eration  o f  w ater, sew er, and r e fu se  s e r v ic e s  
pay f o r  operation  and la in ta n sn o e  o f  th e s e

.ted and 
e i t h  s a in t  arvanc 

m no 1 
S ystsn  f a i l

° ° » t  aany m r s  d o lla r s  th a t  any sav ings th e  le g is la tu r e  p eroeim a  to  oocur t  
red u ction  in  th ese  program fundings t o  o o a a u n itiea .


