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Article IV (pages 6-8) - provides the Powers and Duties of the Interstate
Commission, the most important of which include: rule-making authority which shall
be binding on the compacting states; oversee, supervise and coordinate the interstate
movement of offenders; enforce compliance with compact provisions; appoint
committees and hire staff; provide for dispute resolution among the compacting
states; report annually to the legislatures, governors, judiciary and state councils of
the compacting states concerning the preceding year’s activities of the Interstate
Commission; coordinate education, training and public awareness regarding
interstate movement of offenders; and establish uniform standards for reporting,
collecting and changing data.

Article V (pages 8-10) - Organization and Operation of the Interstate Commission.
The Interstate Commission shall, within 12 months of its first meeting, adopt by-laws
to govern its conduct and carry out the purposes of the Compact; lists several areas
that must be addressed in by-laws.

Article VI (pages 10-12) - Activities of the Interstate Commission. Highlights
include: each member state shall have one vote; authorizes Interstate Commission
to adopt by-law to provide for telephonic or telecommunication or electronic
participation in meetings; all meetings shall be open to the public with public notice
given, with limited exceptions.

Article VII (pages 12-14) - Rulemaking Functions of the Interstate Commission.
Mandates the Interstate Commission to adopt rules to effectively achieve the
purposes of the Compact, including transition rules during the period in which the
Compact is being considered and enacted by the states. Rulemaking shall
substantially comply with the federal Administrative Procedure Act. A majority of
the compacting states can reject a rule through legislative action. Proposed rules
must be published, a hearing provided and the opportunity for public comment
before they may be enacted.

This section also provides what subjects must be addressed through rulemaking
within 12 months of the first meeting oftire Interstate Commission, including: notice
to victims; offender registration; transfer procedures; restitution; level of supervision;
transition rules between effective date of the Compact and date on which the last
eligible state adopts the Compact; and mediation and dispute resolution between the
member states.

Provides that the existing rules for the current Interstate Compact will remain in
effect only until 12 months after the first meeting of the Interstate Commission.

Article VIII (pages 14-15) - Oversight, Enforcement and Dispute Resolution by the
Interstate Commission. Requires the Interstate Commission to oversee interstate
movement of offenders in compacting states and monitor these activities in non-
compacting states that may significantly affect compacting states. Directs the courts
and executive agencies in member states to enforce the Compact; and provides that



«

the Interstate Commission is entitled to receive service of process, and has the right
to intervene, in all judicial or administrative proceedings that pertain to the Compact
and that may affect the powers, responsibilities or actions of the Interstate
Commission (implemented by two court rule changes in section 6 of this bill (pages
21-22)).

Provides procedures for the Interstate Commission to resolve disputes between
states, and to enforce the provisions of the Compact using any of the enforcement
mechanisms set out in Article X1 (pages 16-19).

Article IX (pages 15-16) - Finance. Obligates the Interstate Commission to pay for
the costs it incurs, to levy and collect annual dues from each compacting state to
cover operational costs based upon a formula focusing on population of the state and
the volume of interstate offender movement [Alaska is projected to be in the group
of states with the lowest annual assessment]. Provides that the Interstate
Commission must follow usual responsible rules of finance and accounting, and
requires an annual audit by a certified or licensed public accountant to be included
in annual report,

Article X (page 16) - Compacting States’ Effective Date and Amendment  rovides
that the Compact shall become effective after 35 states have enacteu it. No
amendment to the Compact shall become effective unless it is enacted into law by
unanimous consent ofthe compacting states.

Article X1 (pages 16-19) - Withdrawal, Default, Termination and Judicial
Enforcement. A compacting state may withdraw from the Compact by enacting a
statute repealing the statute that enacted die Compact. Provides authority for the
Interstate Commission io impose penalties on a member state that defaults in any of
its obligations under the Compact, the by-laws or duly adopted rules, including fines,
suspension and termination of membership in the Compact, and judicial enforcement
of compliance with Compact requirements.

Article X1l (page 19) - Severability and Construction. Standard language re
enforceability of remaining provisions if any particular provision is found to be
unenforceable.

Article XIIl (pages 19-20) - Binding effect of Compact and other laws. Clarifies
relationship between the Compact and any conflicting laws.

Section 3. AS 33.36 is amended to add sections to imnlement provisions of the Compact in Alaska.

AS 33.36.130 provides that the governor shall appoint the compact administrator in
Alaska, and describes the responsibilities of the compact administrator to manage the
state’s supervision and transfer of offenders, and to report to the State Council under
AS 33.36.140.



Section 4.

Section 5.

Section 6.

Section 7.

Section 8.

Section 9.

e AS 33.36.140 creates the State Council to implement the provisions of the Compact,
the State Council is composed of seven members including five voting members: the
commissioner of corrections, the compact administrator, an attorney employed in the
Department of law appointed by the governor, two members appointed by the
governor from citizens of Hie state, at least one of whom must be a representative
from victim’s groups; and cue ex officio nonvoting member from the legislative
branch selected by the legislature and one ex officio nonvoting member from the
judicial branch selected by the judiciary. (Note: The makeup of the State Council
is consistent with the requirements of Article 111 (b) of the Compact on page 5 ofthe
bill.)

The commissioner of corrections or the commissioner’s designee serves as the chair
of the State Council. The citizen members of the State Council serve for three year
terms, and these members and the Department of law representative serve at the
pleasure of the governor.

This section sets out the duties of the State Council, including: designating the
compact administrator as the state’s commissioner to the Interstate Council,
exercising oversight and advocacy concerning the state’s participation in the
Interstate Commission, and making recommendations to the legislature to facilitate
the implementation of the Compact and its rules and bylaws.

Amends AS 39.25.120(c) to place the compact administrator in the partially exempt
service.

Repeals As 33.36.120, the definition section of the current Interstate Compact.

Amends Civil Rule of Procedure 4 to require sendee of process on the Interstate
Commission as required by Article VIII(a)(2) of the Compact (page 14), and makes clea-
that this section of the Compact takes effect only if it receives a two-thirds majority of
each house.

Amends Civil Rule of Procedure 24 to give the Interstate Commission standing to
intervene in ajudicial proceeding as required by Article VIII(a)(2) of the Compact (page
14), and makes clear that this section of the Compact takes effect only if it receives a
two-thirds majority ofeach house.

Instructs the revisor of statutes to change the name of the Compact to the Interstate
Compact for Adult Offender Supervision..

Effective date. Provides that this Act takes effect only if at .east 34 other states ratify tire
Compact, and the effective date will be the day the commissioner of corrections notifies
the revisor of statutes that at least 34 other states have ratified the Corm ct, or July 1,
2001, whichever is later.









SE.ATE FINANCE COMMITTEE RL. ORT
REPORTED OUT

DATE: 5/6/01 FURTHER:
F1e 14 2002 DATE TURNED
SENATE FINANCE INTO OFFICE: L u t/fOZL
COMMITEE
Finance Committee considered HOUSE BILL NO. 52 am

HB 52 COMPACT FOR ADULT OFFENDER SUPERVISION

"An Act relating to the Interstate Compact for Adult Offender Supervision and the State Council for Interstate
Adult Offender Supervision; amending Rules 4 and 24, Alaska Rules of Civil Procedure; and providing for an

effective date."
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FISCAL N >TE
FPR 14 2002
g&éTEE%FI éAII_AA'I'SI\lié SESS] ON SENATE FINANGE Fiscal Note Number:
Bill Version:
M~ COMMITEE (S) Publish Date: 13 >£,
Revision Date/Time (Note if correction): Dept. Affected: CORRECTIONS
Title: Compact for Adult Offender Supervision 'BRU: Adiministration & Operations
Component: Community Corrections

Sponsor: Rules Committee
Requos*r: Governor Component Number: 1382
Expenoitures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2002  FY 2003 FY2004 FY2005 FY2006 FY 2007
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment
Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous 18.0 18.0 18.0 18.0 18.0 18.0

TOTAL OPERATING 18.0 18.0 18.0 18.0 18.0 18.0

ICAPITAL. EXPENDITURES"

(CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) T

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF 18.0 18.0 18.0 18.0 18.0 18.0
1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Menlal Health

Other (Specify Type)

TOTAL 18.0 18.0 18.0 18.0 | 18.0 18.0
Estimate of any curront year (FY2001) cost: 0.0
POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS:  (Attach a separate page ilnocossory)

Tho note reflects fees tentatively assessed to the Stato for joining the Interstate Compact for Adult Offender Supervision.

Prepared by:  SENATE FINANCE COMMITTEE Phono: 465-2327

Senator; SENATOR PETE KELLY.CO- CHAIR Date: 2/13/2002
SENATOR DAVE DONLEY,CO-CHAIR
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number:
2002 LEGISLATIVE SESSIOIN Bill \Version: HB 52 am
() Publish Date:
Revision Date/Time (Note if correction): Dept. Affected] Corrections
Title "An Act relating to the Interstate Comp BRU Administration & Operations
Adult Offender Supervision; amending Rules 4 and 24... Component Community Corrections
Sponsor Rules Committee
Requester Senate Finance Committee Component No. 133
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Noie: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY2003  FY2004 FY2005 FY2006  FY 2007  FY 2008
Personal Services
Tfuruh™- —&4-0 -34-0 -*4-0 -84-CO -*4-0 —*4-0
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment

Land & Structures

Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous 18.0 18.0 18.0 18.0 18.0 18.0

TOTAL OPERATING 1 2% “rV4af  -2+r4 -2 +tf- -2+4 -2-14 .

ICAPITAL EXPENDITURES I

CHANGE IN REVENUES ( )

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF \2>.0 -01& -£44- 1244— 214- -244- -21.4-
1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate)

TOTAL I<£.0 2+4- 244- -244 244 -244
Estimate of any current year (FY2002) cost: 0.0
Chock this box (X) If funding for this bill is Included in the Governor's FY 2003 budget proposal: |
POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS:  (Attach n soparato pogo if nocossary)

All states joining the Interstate Compact for Adult Offender Supervision will be assessed a fee depending
on the size of the offender popula‘ion, etc. The State of Alaska has been tentatively assessed at 518,000
per year. These fees will pay hr tne administrative costs of tho Compact as well as travel to Washington
D.C. for the compact -ommissioners to attend meetings.

The travel component in this fiscal note reflects the cost for two meetings of the State Council twice in the
first year. Itincludes 4 people at 5500 each for airfare as well as 5115/day per diem for 3 days each. The

subsequent years reflect one meeting.

Prepared by: Candace Brower Phono 465-4652
Division Commissioner's Office DatofTime 2711/02 8:18 AM
Approved by: Margaret Pugh. Commissioner Dale_2/11/02

Agency Doparlmont of Corrections
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Senator Green
Senator Hoffman
Senator Leman
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Tally
Yea

Nay
Absent
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Sectional Analysis of HB 52

(An Act Relating to the Interstate Compact for Adult Offender Supervision)

Section 1.

Section 2.

Legislative findings that: (1) the existing Interstate Compact (ICSPP) is the oldest
corrections compact amrng the states and has not been amended since its adoption 63
years ago; (2) the ICSP" currently has jurisdiction over more than a quarter million
offenders and is inadequate to address problems associated with interstate movement of
probationers and parolees; and (3) acknowledges national ecommendations to change the
ICSPP to effectively manage interstate movement of probationers/parolees to better address
public safety and offender accountability.

Repeals and reenacts AS 33.36.110 (current Interstate Compact) as the Interstate Compact
For Adult Offender Supervision. [This Compact was drafted by a group sponsored by the
National Institute of Corrections.]

e Article I (pages 2-3) - usses Purpose and Policy of Compact to promote public

safety and protect victin.o rights through better management, control, and tracking of
movement of interstate offenders, and to equitably distribute the costs, benefits and
obligations of the Compact among participating states.

Discusses creation of Interstate Commission that will establish uniform procedures to
manage and track interstate movement of offenders, improve information systems that
will assist in goals of public safety and victim notice, report on activities of Compact to
all branches of government, and coordinate training of officials monitoring offenders.

Article Il (pages 3-5) - definitions of terms used in the Compact.

Article Ill (pages 5-6) - creates the Interstate Commission for Adult Offender
Supervision, which consists of representatives from each member state (commissioners)
appointed by a State Council from each state. Discusses membership of the State
Council, which is created in Alaska through AS 33.36.140 in section 3 of this bill (page
20).

Provides that, in addition to the commissioners from each state, who shall be the voting
members, the Interstate Commission shall include cx-officio non-voting members,
including representatives from governor’s organizations, legislators, state chiefjustices,
attorneys general, and crime victims.

Each compacting state has one vote on the Interstate Commission, which sha 1meet at
least once each year. The Interstate Commission shall establish an executive committee
to act on its behalfwhen not in session, except for rule-making and amending the
Compact.

Article IV (pages 6-8) - provides the Powers and Duties of the Interstate Commission,
the most important of which include: rule-making authority which shall be binding on
the compacting states; oversee, supervise and coordinate the interstate movement of



offenders; enforce compliance with compact provisions; appoint committees and hire
staff; provide for dispute resolution among the compacting states; report annually to the
legislatures, governors, judiciary and state councils of the compacting states concerning
the preceding year’s activities of the Interstate Commission; coordinate education,
training and public awareness regarding interstate movement of offenders; and establish
uniform standards for reporting, collecting and changing data.

Article V (pages 8-10) - Organization and Operation of the Interstate Commission. The
Interstate Commission shall, within 12 months of its first meeting, adopt by-laws to
govern its conduct and carry out the purposes of the Compact; lists several areas that
must be addressed in by-laws.

Article VI (pages 10-12) - Activities of the Interstate Commission. Highlights include:
each member state shall have one vote; authorizes Interstate Commission to adopt by-
law to provide for telephonic or telecommunication or electronic participation in
meetings; all meetings shall be open to the public with pubiic notice given, with limited

exceptions.

Article VII (pages 12-14) - Rulemaking Functions of the Interstate Commission.
Mandates the Interstate Commission to adopt rules to effectively achieve the purposes of
the Compact, including transition rules during the period in which the Compact is being
considered and enacted by the states. Rulemaking shall substantially comply with the
federal Administrative Procedure Act. A majority of the compacting states can reject a
rule through legislative action. Proposed rules must be published, a hearing provided
and the opportunity for public comment before they may be enacted.

This section also provides what subjects must be addressed through rulemaking within
12 months of the first meeting of the Interstate Commission, including: notice to
victims; offender registration; transfer procedures; restitution; level of supervision;
transition rules between effective date of the Compact and date on which the last eligible
state adopts the Compact; and mediation and dispute resolution between member states.

Provides that the existing rules for the current Interstate Compact will remain in effect
only until 12 months after the first meeting of the Interstate Commission.

Article VIII (pages 14-15) - Oversight, Enforcement and Dispute Resolution by the
Interstate Commission. Requires the Interstate Commission to oversee interstate
movement of offenders in compacting states and monitor these activities in non-
compacting states that may significantly affect compacting slates. Directs the courts and
executive agencies in members states to enforce the Compact; and provides that the
Interstate Commission is entitled to receive service of process, and has the right to
intervene, in all judicial or administrative proceedings that pertain to tne Compact and
that may affect the powers, responsibilities or actions of the Interstate Commission
(implemented by two court rule changes in section 6 of this bill (pages 21-22).



Section 3.

Provides procedures for the Interstate Commission to resolve disputes between states,
and to enforce the provisions of the Compact using any of the eirorcement mechanisms
set out in Article XI (pages 16-19).

» Article IX (pages 15-16) - Finance. Obligates the Interstate Commission to pay for the
costs it incurs, to levy and collect annual dues from each compacting state to cover
operational costs based upon a formula focusing on population of the state and the
volume of interstate offender movement [Alaska is projected to be in the group of states
with the lowest annual assessment]. Provides that the Interstate Commission must
follow usual responsible rules of finance and accounting, and requires an annual audit by
a certified or licensed public accountant to be included in annual report.

» Article X (page 16) - Compacting States’ Effective Date and Amendments. Provides
that the Compact shall become effective after 35 states have enacted it. No amendment
o the Compact shall become effective unless it is enacted into "aw by unanimous
consent of the compacting states.

e Article Xl (pages 16-19) - Withdrawal, Default, Termination and Judicial Enforcement.
A compacting state may withdraw from the compact by enacting a statute repealing the
statute that enacted the Compact. Provides authority for the Interstate Commission to
impose penalties on a member state that defaults in any of its obligations under the
compact, the by-laws or duly adopted rules, including fines, suspension and termination
cf membership in the Compact, and judicial enforcement of compliance with Compact
requirements.

e Article XII (page 19) - Severability and Construction. Standard language re
enforceability of remaining provisions if ai.y particular provision is found to be
unenforceable.

» Article XIII (pages 19-20) - Binding effect of Compact and other laws. Clarifies
relationship between the Compact and any conflicting laws.

AS 33.36 is amended to add sections to implement provisions of the Compact in Alaska.

e AS 33.36.130 provides that the governor shall appoint the compact administrator in
Alaska, and describes the responsibilities of the compact administrator to manage the
state’s supervision and transfer of offenders, and to report to the State Council under AS
33.36.140.

» AS 33.36.140 creates the State Council to implement the provisions of the Compact, the
State Council is composed of seven members including five voting members; the
commissioner of corrections, the compact administrator, and attorney employed in the
Department of Law appointed by the governor, two members appointed by the governor
from citizens of the state, at least one of whom must be a representative from victim’s
groups; and on ex officio nonvoting member from the judicial branch selected by the
judiciary. (Note: The makeup of the State council is consistent with the requirements of
Article Il (b) of the Compact on page 5 of the bill.)



Section 4.

Section 5.

Section 6.

Section 7.

Section S.

Section 9.

The commissioner of corrections or the commissioner’s designee serves as the chair of
the State Council. The citizen members of the State Council serve for three-year terms
and these members and the Department of law representative serve at the pleasure of the
governor.

This section sets out the duties of the State Council, including: designating the compact
administrator as the state’s commissioner to the Interstate Council, exercising oversight
and advocacy concerning the state’s participation in the Interstate Commission, and
making recommendations to the legislature to facilitate the implementation of the
Compact and its rules and bylaws.

Amends AS 39.25.120(c) to place the compact administrator in the partially exempt service.
Repeals AS 33.36.120, the definition section of the current Interstate Compact.

Amends Civil Rule of Procedure 4 to require sendee of process on the Interstate Commission
As required by Article VIII(a)(2) of the Compact (page 14), and makes clear that this section
of the Compact rakes effect only if it receives a two-thirds majority of each house.

Amends Civil Rule of Procedure 24 to give the Interstate Commission standing to intervene
in ajudicial proceeding as required by Article VIlI(a)(2) of the Compact(page 14), and
makes clear that this section of the Compact takes effect only if it receives a two-thirds
majority of each house.

Instructs the reviser of statutes to change the name of the Compact to the Interstate Compact
for Adult Offender Supervision.

Effect;vc date. Provides that this Act takes effect only if at least 34 other states ratify the
Compact, and the effective dale will be the u y the commissioner of corrections notifies the
reviser of statutes that at least 34 other states have ratified the Compact, or July 1, 2001,
whichever is later.
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Interstate Compact now enacted in 25 states
e 4 million adults are on parole or probation in the U.S.
e 200,000 will cross state lines this year
m\VHO are they?
. WHERE are they?
* WHO is responsible for them?

e WHY is change necessary?

2002 State Legislative A ctivity

Click on your state for more information
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The Council of Slate Governments, in callaboration with the National Institute of
Case Studies Connectiors, is currently supernvising the introduction of the Interstate Compact
for Adult Offender Supervision. At issue are the ITBW monitoring and
supervision of adult parolee and probationers in states than where they
were sentenced. The ament Interstate Compact, having been in place for more
than 60 , has been found to no longer support an evolving criminal justice
Rosters system coneerms, raised by both the public and corrections practitioners,
have alloned CSG totake a lead role in amending the existing Interstate
. CSG is committed to ensuring thet it remains an effective
ement tod for those adlit parolees and probationers who travel to, or are
supervised in, states other than where they were sentenced.
Resqlutions_&

Endorsements Primary changes to the Original Interstate Compact (1937) include:

» The establishment of an independent compact operating authority to
administer ongoing compact activity, including a provision for staff
Original Compact support.
Language (1937J

e Gubernatorial appaintment representations of al member states ona
national governing commission which meets annually to elect the conmpact
operating authority members, and to attend to general business and rue

) meking procedures.
Jgadgrl
You must have Adobe » Rule making autharity, provision for significant sanctions to support

Acrobat Reader to view these essential compact operations.
documents, If vou do not havo
this software, you may

download rtfor free. = Mandatory funding mechanism sufficient to support essential compact
operations (Staffing, data callection, training/education, etc.)

Compel callection of standardized infoimation.

YAy Governor Bill Owens signs the
| Interstate Compact for Adult
Offender Supervision, meking
Colorado the first state to enact the
law (4/10/00).

Links
National Institute of Corrections: Adult Compact 2001
Parole & Probation Compact Administrat -s' Association

American Probation and Parole Association

http://lwww.statcsnews.org/clip/policy/isc.htm 2/5/02
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CSG’s Interstate Compact Directory
If you would like information on the Interstate Compact for Adult Offender

Supervision, please contact John J. Mountjoy at (859) 244-8256 or
Jmountjoy@csaj>g

Home | Daily News | Nows Archives | FAQs
Online Store | Policy Priorities | Stato Trends | Who's Who al CSG
STARS | Regions | Contact Us

Copyright C 2002, The Council of Stato Governments
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Mr. Morris L. Thigpen

Director

National Institute of Corrections
320 First Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20534

Dear Mr. Thigpen:

The National Center for Victims of Crime strongly supports the proposed Interstate
Compact for Adult Offender Supervision. With an estimated quarter of a million
probationers and parolees crossing state borders each year, and no unified national
system to monitor their interstate movement, many offenders have been able to move
without notification to the receiving state and reside in new communities with little or
no supervision.

As you know, the current Interstate Compact for the Supervision of Parolees and
Probationers has not been amended ,ince its adoption over 62 years ago. Since the
Compact predated most of the state laws enacted to give victims basic rights to be
notified, present, and heard during the criminal justice process, and to receive
restitution from convicted offenders, we arc especially pleased to see that the
proposed Compact addresses the implementation of victims’ rights-along with public
safety concerns and offender accountability.

Wc applaud the victim representation on both the task force that investigated the need
for an amended Compact and the drafting committee. The proposed Compact gives
victims meaningful roles in the membership of each State Council and on the national
Interstate Commission. By including victims in the activities of these governing
bodies, wc arc confident victims’ perspectives will be considered as the new Compact
is implemented nationwide.

The National Center for Victims of Crime encourages all fifty states and affected
territories of the United States to adopt the new, amended Interstate Compact for

Adult Offender Supervision.

Best wishes,

Susan Herman

2111 Wilton Boulaverd « Suita 300« Arlington, VA22201  Tel. 7031270-200  Fax 703/ 776-2W9 « wwwr.ncvc.org
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International
Community Corrections Association
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BOARD RESOLUTION
INTERSTATE COMPACT

Whereas: The interstate compact for the supervision of Parolees and
Probationers was established in 1937, it is the earliest corrections
“compact” established among the states arid has not been amended
since its adoption over 62 years ago;

Whereas: This compact is the only vehicle for the controlled movement
of adult parolees and probationers, and it currently has jurisdiction
over more than a quarter of a million offenders;

Whereas: 'Die complexities of the compact have become more difficult
to administer, and many jurisdictions have expanded supervision
expectations to include currently unregulated practices such as sex
offender registration and victim notification requirements.

Whereas: After hearings, national surveys, and a detailed tidy by a
task force appointed by the National Institute of Corrections, the
overwhelming recommendation has been to amend the’document to
bring about a more effective compact that addresses the public safety
concerns and offender accountability;

Be it resolved: That Mie International Community Corrections
Association endorse and pledge its support to this effort-to amend the
compact.

Passed by unanimous vote of the Board
on March 10, 1999.
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AMERICAN CORRECTIONS ASSOCIATION (ACA)

RESOLUTION RELATING TO THE
INTERSTATE COMPACT FOR THE SUPERVISION
OF PAROLEES AND PROBATIONERS

W hereas: The interstate compact for the supervision of Parolees and Probationers was
established in 1937, it is the earliest corrections “compact” established among the states
and has not been amended since its adoption over 62 years ago;

W hereas: This compact is the only vehicle for the controlled movement of adult parolees
and probationers across state lines, and it currently has jurisdiction ever more than a
quarter million offenders;

W hereas: The complexities of the compact have become more difficult to administer,
and many jurisdictions have expanded supervision expectations to include currently
unregulated practices such as sex offender registration and victim notification
requirements;

W hereas: After hearings, national surveys, and a detailed study by a task force appointed
by the National Institute of Corrections, the overwhelming recommendation has been to
amend the document to bring about a more effective compact that addresses public safety
concerns and offender accountability;

Be is resolved: That the ACA endorse and pledge its support to this effort to amend the
compact.

Passed: January 1999



RESOLUTION OF THE
AMERICAN PROBATION AND PAROLE ASSOCIATION

W hereas, The interstate compact for the supervision of Parolees and Probationeis was
established in 1937, it is the earliest corrections “compact” established among the states
and has not been amended since its adoption over 62 years ago;

W hereas, This compact is the only vehicle for the controlled movement of adult parolees
and probationers across state lines, and it currently has jurisdiction over more than a
quarter million offenders;

W hereas, The complexities of the compact have become more difficult to administer,
and many jurisdictions have expanded supervision expectations to include currently
unregulated practices such as victim input, victim notification requirements and sex
offender notification;

W hereas, After hearings, national surveys, and a detailed study by a task force appointed
by the National Institute of Corrections, the overwhelming recommendation has been to
amend the document to bring about an effective management capacity that addresses

; ublic safety concerns and offender accountability.

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED,

That the Board of Directors of the American Probation and Parole Association hereby
endorses and recommends adoption of the amended and newly titled Interstate Compact
for Adult Offender Supervision by 50 suites and affected territories of the United States
of America on this, the first day of November, 1999.



The Council of State Governments
Executive Committee

“Interstate Compact for Adult Offender Supervision”

W hereas, The interstate compact for the supervision of Parolees and Probationers was
established in 1937, it is the earliest correct.ons “compact” established among the states
and has not been amended since its adoption over 62 years ago; and

W hereas, This compact is the only vehicle for the controlled movement of adult parolees
and probationers across state lines, and it currently has jurisdiction over more than a
quarter million offenders; and

W hereas, The complexities of the compact have become more difficult to administer,
and many jurisdictions have expanded supervision expectations to include currently
unregulated practices such as victim input, victim notification requirements and sex
offender registration; and

W hereas, After hearings, national surveys, and a detailed study by a task force appointed
by the National Institute of Corrections, the overwhelming recommendation has been to

amend the document to bring about an effective management capacity that addresses
public safety concerns and offender accountability.

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED, That the Council of State Governments’

Corrections and Public Safety Task Force endorse and recommends a option of die
Interstate Compact for Adult Offender Supervision by all member states and territories.

Adopted December 199, CSG Annual Meetiing & State Leadership Forum
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Summary and Status
The Interstate Compact for Adult Offender Supervision must be enacted by 35 states to
take effect. The compact has already become law in 25 states. It has become law or is
actively receiving legislative consideration in a total of 46 states, with still more
introductions expected during 2002 sessions. Given the number of states positioned to
favorably act on the legislation, it is likely that the threshold of 35 states will be reached by

March or April. Therefore, it is anticipated that the initial Interstate Commission meeting
will be scheduled for the fall of 2002.
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January 10. 2001

The Honorable Brian Porter
Speaker of the House
Alaska State Legislature
State Capitol

Juneau. AK 99801-1182

Dear Speaker Porter:

With this bill I transmit today, Alaska has the opportunity to increase supervision of
criminal offenders who travei across state lines, thereby contributing to the growing
national interest in protecting victims' rights. This bill allows Alaska to participate in the
Interstate Compact for Adult Offender Supeivision, joining other states in replacing the
now-outdatcd Interstate Compact on Probation and Parole.

The current compact was enacted in 1937 and can no longer adequately deal with the
more than four million offenders on probation and parole, 250.000 of which will cross
state lines this year. The proposed new compact provides for an interstate commission to
coordinate the transfer and supervision of probationers and parolees between states, as
well as enforcement mechanisms for states who fail to abide by the rules of the compact.
A uate council would also be created to exercise oversight and advocacy concerning the
stale’s participation in the Interstate Commission as well as to make recommendations to
the legislature to facilitate the operations and procedures of the compact within the state.

I urge your prompt and favorable consideration of this bill.

Sincerely

Governor

Y



HB 52-COMPACT FOR ADULT OFFENDER SUPERVISION
SENATE FINANCE COMMITTEE
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Alaska State Legislature

Legiilalive Committees: 119 N. Cushman Street Suite 2
Mouse Finance Committee Fairbanks, Alaska 99701
_ , 901) 456*8172
Legisi‘ati. e Budget Subcommittees: FAX (907) 451-9293
University of Alaska
Department of Natural Resources While in_Session
Department of Environmental Conservation State Capitol
Juneay, Alaska 99801-1182
907)0465-4457
FAX (907) 465-3519

Representative John Davies

D istrict 29

SPONSOR STATEMENT

House Bill 53
“An act establishing the Alaska Seismic Hazards Safety

Commission”

A Seismic Hazards Safety commission needs to be established to address the
pressing need to provide a consistent policy framework and a means for
ongoing coordination of programs and public safety practices related to
seismic hazards. Currently this need isnot being addressed by any
continuing state government organization. The seismic Hazard Safety
Commission would encourage long-term progress toward mitigating the

effects of earthquakes.

Alaska ison the edge of the Pacific Plate, which acts like a relentless
conveyor belt, moving about six centimeters a year. Itis inevitable that
there will be large earthquakes, the only question iswhen will they occur,
not if they will occur. Although the state has made great improvements in
disaster preparedness there has been little corresponding improvement in
measures to reduce the disaster potential of major earthquakes and,
consequently, to reduce dependence on disaster relief. Creating a seismic
commission patterned after those in California, Oregon, Washington and
other states on major fault lines will help address the issues. Ifyou prepare
for a major earthquake ahead of lime and prepare appropriately, when the
earthquake does occur less damage will result, less lives will be lost and the
cost of recovery will be less.

Through ten years of experience as state seismologist | have extensive
knowledge in this subject area. lhave first hand experience with the
difficulty ifcoordinating earthquake information for the university and state,
federal, and municipal governments. Anchorage docs have an active geo-
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tech advisory commission, but the state needs to strengthen that work while
broadening efforts throughout the state. A Seismic Safety Hazards
Commission can provide that strength.

The scientificcommunity isworking hard on earthquake prediction, but itis
not yet a reality, except in the most general sense. We can predict ina
probabilistic way where earthquakes are likely to occur so we can focus
resources in those areas, but in terms of knowing the date and time of
occurrence of earthquakes we will not have that information for some time,

ifever.

The state can mitigate possible effects of earthquakes by encouraging
appropriate land use and building design so itcan reduce loss of life and
property, as well as the costs of recovery when earthquakes occur. It costs a
lotofmoney to rebuild after a large earthquake and, of course there is no
way to replace lost lives; so 1t isclearly worth spending some time and
money before earthquakes occur to prepare for them. Ifmitigation efforts
are undertaken at the time a building or subdivision is in the planning stages,
the costs are relatively minor compared to retrofit or rebuilding. This
commission would help our state be better prepared.

Members of the commission would be appointed by the governor to
represent the university and governmental agencies, as well as members of
the public who are knowledgeable in earthquake hazard mitigation. The
commission would recommend to the public and governmental sector goals
and priorities for reducing earthquake effects. The commission may accept
grant contributions and appropriations from public agencies, private
foundations, and individuals. The authority and responsibilities of other state
agencies, boards, councils, commissions or local governments are not
intended to transfer to the Alaska Seismic Hazards Safety Commission.
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1988 TO 1998 INCLUDING LARGE HISTORIC EARTHQUAKES
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'""Recent Earthquakes in Alaska
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March 14, 2001
W.O. D00001

The Honorable John Davies
House of Representatives
State Capitol Building
Room 422

Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

Subiject: House Bill 53
Alaska Seismic Hazards Safety Commission

Dear John:

As a practicing civil engineering in the State of Alaska, | wholeheartedly support HB 53 pertaining to
the establishment of a state Seismic Hazards Safety Commission. | have been practicing my
profession in Alaska for over 25 years. My technical specialties are geotechnical engineering and
earthquake engineering, so | routinely deal with the problems associated with seismic hazards and their
mitigation throughout the state. Moreover, | have been a member of the Municipality of Anchorage
Geotechnical Advisory Commission (GAC) for over 20 years (currently Vice-Chairman). In that role,
my fellow commissioners and | have routinely advised the Municipality regarding identification and
mitigation of seismic hazards in Anchorage.

Although major earthquakes seemingly are "rare" events, their consequences literally can be
disastrous, as was demonstrated by the 1964 great Alaska earthquake. Because of the damage and loss
of life that occurred in Anchorage in 1964, and due to the concerns of local engineers and earth
scientists, Anchorage established the Geotechnical Advisory Commission to advise our local
government officials and citizens about earthquake hazards that can affect our community. The GAC
generally has been the only real resource in those matters Anchorage has been able to rely upon
consistently and effectively through tl ¢ years. | believ : the commission has had a positive effect on
how our community has developed, and how it has taken appropriate steps to mitigate the seismic
hazards with which we must live. Most of these efforts have been, and continue to be, through
identification and mapping of the local hazards, and recommending mitigation measures to preserve
life safety and to minimize economic impacts when the next major quake impacts our city.

Recent earthquakes in California and the February 28, 2001, earthquake near Seattle underscore the
consequences even moderate earthquakes can have in urban areas. Moreover, the benefits to a
community of understanding regional and local seismic issues and taking steps to mitigate the
associated hazards were clearly demonstrated again during the Nisqually (Seattle) earthquake.

I believe it is imperative that the State Legislature of one of the most scismically active regions in the
world establish a statewide Seismic Hazard Safety Commission to help its citizens and those
responsible for their general well being understand the seismic environment in which they live, and
how best to deal with the hazards that can affect them.

4040 mBTMRT + ANCHOHAQ!I « AIAIKA 00003 «007/008*0000 «I*AX 007/003*3003



The Honorable John Davies
House of Representatives
March 14, 2001

Page 2

John, | applaud your sponsorship of this bill and give it my full support. If there is anything else |
do for you in this matter, please feel free to call me.

Sincerely,

Davkl A. Cole, P.E.
Project Manager

DOOOOI RepDavies.DAC.03 MO1.mas



HOUSE COMMITTEE REPORT

E)l;t)e Referred to Committee: April 25,2001 FURTHER REFERRALS:
Date of Committee Action:: 1

The FINANCE Committee considered: HB 53
HOUSE BILL NO. 53 SEISMIC HAZARDS SAFETY COMMISSION

"An Act establishing the Alaska Seismic Hazards Safety Commission."

Recommends it be replaced with CS ( ) () Same Title [ ]New Title

For Senate Bills with new title: [ ] Technical Title /| | New Title: NCR
[ ] attach amendments
[ ] add new referral to Committee
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number: 1
2001 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Dill Version: CSHB 53(MLV)
(H) Publish Date: 3/3C/01

Revision Datc/Timo (Nolo if correction): Dept. Affected: OfTce of the Governor
Title: “An Act establishing the Alaska Seismii 'ORU: Comm'ssior.s and Special O'fices

Hazards Safety Commission,' Component: Seismic Hazards Safety Commission
Sponsor: Representatives Dav'es, Hudson, Kertt
Requester: HSC.VWA Component Number:
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Nolo: Amounts do not include infation unless otherwise noted bc'ow.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004 FY 2005 FY 2006 FY2C07
Personal Services Bo 134 134 13.4 13.8 138
Travel 70 7.0 7.0 7.0 7,0 7.0
Contractual 8.0 80 8.0 8.0 8.0 8.0
Supplies 05 05 0.5 0.5 05 05
Equipment

Land & Structures
Grants & Claims

Miscel'anoous
TOTAL OPERATING 335 28.9 28.9 28.9 29.3

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES
CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) f

1002 Fcdoral Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF 330 204 28.4 23.4 28.8

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Vcntal Health

Olhcr(SpocTyTypo)
TO

TAL 335 28.9 28.9 28 9 29.3
Estimate of any current year (FY2001) cost: 0.0
POSITIONS
FU-llme
Part-time 1 1 1 1 1
Temporary

ANALYSIS:  (Attach o separate papo if necessary)

Fiscal note assume* 1/4 lime clerical ilaff to support commission activity as technical support needs will be mot by existing staff In
Department of Natural Resources; quarterly commission meeting* - 2 face-to-face and 2 tclcconferencod.  Travel cost* reded
estimated meeting costs for 9 total commission member* and one staff. Contractual reflect* estimated postage, communicator),
advertising, and teleconference costs.

Fiscal r.clo assume™ existing departmental office tpacc/equipmenl va* be available for use by the part-time clerical staff position.

Preparcdby; f/'chocl A Nizich/man Phono 465-3876
Division Adm'nistralivo Services Date/Time 1/30 01 12 3QPM
Approved by: David Rwmseur Onto 01/30/7001
Agency Qlflca of Iha Governor

Fof distrAul'on infomration acfl the Govermor'™* Leaisintive Office

29.3

70.8

29.3

0> 100M00OMD Pngo 1 of 1



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number
2001 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Oill Version: CSH8 53(MLV)
(H) Publish Dete: 3/30/01
Revision Dale/Time (Note if correction): Dept. Affected: Natural Resources
Title: An Act establishing the Alaska Seismic ADRU: M.ncra's, Land &Waler
Hazards Safety Commiss'on Component: Geolocical Development
Sponsor; Davies
Requester: (H) MLV Component Number: 1031
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Nolo: Amounts do not include inftalion unless otherwise noted fce'ow.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY?2002  FY2003 FY 2004 FY 2005  FY 2006 FY 2007
Personal Services
Travel 12 12 12 12 12 12
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment

Land &Structures
Grants &Claims
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 12 12 12 12 12 12
CAPITAL EXPENDITURES
CHANGE INREVENUSS ( ) |
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dol'ars)

1C02 Federal Receipts

1C03 GF Match

1004 GF 1.2 12 12 12 12 1.2
1005 GF/Prcgram Receipts

1037 GF/Mcntal Health

OthcrfSpec V Typo)
TOTAL 1.2 12 1.2 1.2 1.2 12
Estimato of any current year (FY2001) cont: none
POSITIONS
Full-time
Pari time
Temporary

ANALYSIS:  {Attache separate page ildecenary)

Costs to DGGS resulting from HBS53would bo for modest staff time (approximately one-half person-month
per year) plus travel associated with meetings. Salary costs would be covered under an existing position

in DGGS which has rosponisiblitles In geologic hazards that are consistent with work on this commission.

Tho travel costs indicated above (51.2C0 annually) assume two trips per year at an average cost of $600

por trip.

Prepared by;  Milton Whs* Phone 907-451-5001
Division GceetoQic.nl & Geophysical Surveys Datc/Tirne O1-Feb-01
Approved by:  Pal Pourrhot Onto 01-Fcb-01
Agency N.ili.m| Resources
for d I tribe’.10N Information, tall Iho Governor's Legislative Oftice
kes>17000aum Pago 1 of 1
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REPOH'TEO OUT

St,,ATE FINANCE COMMITTEE Rbr-ORT MAY () i) 2002
DATE:  4/30/02 FURTHER: JJE
DATE TURNED
INTO
Finance Committee considered CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 53(STA)

HB 53 SEISIMIC HAZARCS SAFETY COVMMISSION
"An Act establishing the Alaska Seismic Hazards Safety Commission.™

and recommends:
[ ] bereplaced with. CS
[v~adopt previous cs -AS
[ 1 attached amendment(s)
[ 1 adopt Letter of Intent by

[ J further referral to

[ 1] APPROPRIATION - no fiscal note

SIGNA'I('U)?ES AND REC(L)lMMENDATIONS:

| Cochair:

Senate BiIll:
( ] same title

( ) [ ] newtitle

House BiIll:

S 3 1f7) [ ] sametitle
[ ] technical title
[ ] new: SCR #_

Committee

Committee

PREVIOUS FISCAL NOTE(S):
(Department Date Fiscal Zero FN# |

jCboJizThoT y&idz 355 %

Do DoNot \oRoc Amend |

Pass Pass



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number:
2002 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Bill Version: CSHB 53 (STA)
(S) Publish Date: 4/30/02

Revision Date/Time (Nole if correction): Dept. Affecte d : Office of the Governor
Title "An Act establishing the Alaska BRU Commission and Special Offices

Seismic Hazards Safety Commission," _Component Seismic Hazards Safety Commission
Sponsor Representatives Davies. Hudson. Ken
Requester (H)STA Component No.
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2003 FY 2004  FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007  FY 2008
Personal Services 18.0 13.4 13.4 13.4 13.8 13.8
Travel 7.0 7.0 7.0 7.0 7.0 7.0
Contractual 8.0 8.0 8.0 8.0 8.0 8.0
Supplies 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
Equipment

Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 335 28.9 28.9 28.9 29.3 29.3
CAPITAL EXPENDITURES
CHANGE IN REVENUES ( iz e
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF 33.5 28.9 28.9 28.9 29.3 29.3
1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate)

TOTAL 335 28.9 28.9 28.9 29.3 29.3
Estimate of any current year (FY2002) cost: 0.0
Check this box (X) If funding for this bill is Included in the Governor’s FY 2003 budgot proposal: |
POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time 1 1 1 1 1
Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Atachasgaatapepo ifrecessry)

Fiscal note assumes 1/4 time clerical staff to support the commission activity as technical support will be met by
existing staff in Department of Natural Resources; quartorly commission meetings - 2 face-to-faco and 2
teloconferenceo. Travel costs reflect estimated mooting costs for 9 total commission members and one staff.
Contractual reflects estimated postage, communication, advertising and teleinference costs.

Fiscal note assumes existing departmental office spar i/equipmont will bo available for use by the part-time clerical
staff position.

Proparod by;  Michael A. Nizich, Adm.nistrativo Director Phono 465-3B76

Division Administrative Services Dalo/Timo 4/19/02 2:5B PM
Approvod by:  David Ramsour, Chief of Staff Date 4/19/2002

Agency Office of the Governor

(Htvaad ivOOI OVB) PaQ0 1 of _1_
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Alaska State Legislature

Le&lslallve CommltteeS: 110 N. Cushman Street Suite 207
Mouse Finance Committee Fairbanks, Alaska 09701
. . (007) 456*8172
Legislollve Budqet Subcommittees: FAX (007) 451-9293
University of Alaska
Dﬁ)artm nt of Natura Fiesources , Mtile in Session
Department of Environmental Conservation State Capitol

Juneau, Alaska 99B01-UB2
(907) 465-4457
FAX (907) 465-3519

Representative John Davies
District 29

SPONSOR STATEMENT

House Bill 53
“An act establishing the Alaska Seismic Hazards Safely
Commission”

A Seismic Hazards Safety commission needs to be established to address the
pressing need to provide a consistent policy framework and a means for
ongoing coordination of programs and public safety practices related to
seismic hazards. Currently this need is not being addressed by any
continuing state government organization. The seismic Hazard Safety

Commission would encourage long-term progress toward mitigating the

effects of earthquakes.

Alaska is on the edge of the Pacific Plate, which acts like a relentless
conveyor belt, moving about six centimeters a year. It is inevitable that
there will be large earthquakes, the only question is when will they occur,
not if they will occur. Although the state has made great improvements in
disaster preparedness there has been little corresponding improvement in
measures to reduce the disaster potential of major earthquakes and,
consequently, to reduce dependence on disaster relief. Creating a seismic
commission patterned after those ir ‘’alifomia, Oregon, Washington and
other stales on major fault lines wii. elp address the issues. If you prepare
for a major earthquake ahead of time and prepare appropriately, when the
earthquake does occur less damage wiill result, less lives will be lost and the

cost of recovery will be less.

Through ten years of experience as state seismologist | have extensive
knowledge in this subject area. | have first hand experience with the
difficulty if coordinating earthquake information for the university and state,
federal, and municipal governments. Anchorage does have an active gco-
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tech advisory commission, but the state needs to strengthen that work while
broadening efforts throughout the state. A Seismic Safety Hazards

Commission can provide that strength.

The scientific community is working hard on earthquake prediction, but it is
not yet a reality, except in the most general sense. We can predict in a
probabilistic way where earthquakes are likely to occur so we can focus
resources in those areas, but in terms of knowing the date and time of
occurrence of earthquakes we will not have that information for some time,

if ever.

The state can mitigate possible effects of earthquakes by encouraging
appropriate land use and building design so it can reduce loss of life and
property, as well as the costs of recovery when earthquakes occur. It costs a
lot of money to rebuild after a large earthquake and, of course there is no
way to replace lost lives; so it is clearly worth spending some time and
money before earthquakes occur to prepare for them. If mitigation efforts
are undertaken at the time a building or subdivision is in the planning stages,
the costs are relatively minor compared to retrofit or rebuilding. This
commission would help our state be better prepared.

Members of the commission would be appointed by the governor to
represent the university and governmental agencies, as well as members of
the public who are knowledgeable in earthquake hazard mitigation. The
commission would recommend to the public and governmental sector goals
and priorities for reducing earthquake effects. The commission may accept
grant contributions and appropriations from public agencies, private
foundations, and individuals. The authority and responsibilities of other state
agencies, boards, councils, commissions or local governments arc not
intended to transfer to the Alaska Seismic Hazards Safety Commission.
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Buildings constructed on uncompactedfills and soft soils arc especially
\ndncrable to earthquake shaking damage. In this photo, takenfour hours after
the 1989 Loma Prieta, California, earthquake had struck, homes in San
Francisco's Marina District still burn out ofcontrolfrom fires started by
broken gas lines. The district was built on artificialJill that included rubble
from the great quake o f 1906. Scientists can identify areas where such shaking
damage is likely to be especially severe. (Photo by Marlin Klimek, Marin
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identification ofseismic-hazard zones along faults. In these zones, special geologic studies are required
before structures can be built for human occupancy. This law has successfully prevented homes, schools,
and offices from being built across active faults.

The major cause of earthquake damage, however, is strong ground shaking, not the rupture of the ground
surface by faulting. Strong shaking damages or collapses weak structures over wide areas. It also triggers
ground failures (fracturing, sliding, and slumping), which in turn damage or destroy structures and
disrupt utility and transportation systems. In the mid-1970%, the USGS published an innovative map of
the ground-shaking hazard for part of the San Francisco Bay region. This map was used by local and
regional government bodies to develop seismic safety policies. The map predicted that shaking on soft
ground would be several times as intense as that on nearby rock. Some engineers and scientists were
skeptical ofthese predictions, but records of strong shaking and patterns of damage in the 1989 Loma
Pricta earthquake verified the predictions. The map had correctly showed the Marina District and the
area of the Cypress freeway structure as being subject to violent shaking during earthquakes.

(Click on imagefor afull size version - 83K)

Seismic hazard mapsfurther legislation to reduce earthquake losses:
This map sequence illustrates the shaking hazard in San Franciscofor a
possible repeat ofthe great 1906 earthquake. Such maps provide
information essentialfor developing effective seismic safety policies and
laws.

1 -Effect o fdistance on shaking: Expected ground shaking on bedrock
decreases rapidly with increasing distancefrom the San Andreas Fault,
Ufrom very violent (red) to moderate (green).
2-Effect ofground type on shaking: The capability ofground type to amplify shaking variesfrom very
highfor mud and uncompactedfill, to moderatefor sandy soil, to lowfor soft rock, and to nonefor hard
rock.
3 -Expected ground shaking: This map combines informationfrom Maps 1 and 2 to show expected
shaking levels throughout San Francisco.
4 -Areas o fmostintense shaking: This map, derivedfrom Map 3, shows in red the areas o f most intense
shaling where efforts to reduce earthquake losses should befocused.

Faced with the disastrous losses from the Loma Pricta shock, the California Legislature realized that
stronger measures were needed to combat earthquake hazards, hi 1990, the Legislature passed the
California Seismic Hazards Mapping Act to assist cities and counties in protecting public health and
safety against such hazards. This law requires the State Geologist to make maps of seismic hazard zones,
identifying areas prone to violent shaking and ground failure. It also requires that evaluation of these
potential hazards precede approval of construction projects within defined hazard zones and that buyers
of real estate be notified when the property lies within such a zone. This act builds on the success of both
the 1972 law and the early maps of predicted ground shaking.

(Click on imagefor afull size version = 72K)

hxpencncc m many states reveals that seismic hazard maps serve diverse audiences. Users of these maps
include buyers and owners of real estate, geotechnical consultants and engineers, financial institutions,
utility and transportation companies, emergency managers, and government planners.

Mapping seismic hazards is especially important in urban areas of earthquake-prone regions of the
United States. Such areas have large populations and huge investments in structures and lifelines that arc
at risk from earthquakes. Potential losses from future urban earthquakes arc staggering. For example, a
repeat of the 1886 Charleston, South Carolina, earthquake today would cause an estimated 2,000
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fatalities and $5 billion of damage. In the central Mississippi Valley region, projected losses from a
repeat of an 1811 earthquake are 6,000 lives and S50 billion ofdamage.

Crucial to reducing these potential losses is sound geologic knowledge leading to effective seismic
safety policies and legislation.

%ﬂ%‘e[))/ |Forcherdt, Robert B. Brown, Robert A. Page, Carl M. Wentworth, and James W.
COOPERATING AGENCIES, COMPANIES, AND INSTITUTIONS

Association of Bay Area Governments California Division of Mines and Geology City of San Francisco

For more information contact:

Earthquake Information Hotline (415) 329-4085
U.S. _eolo?_lcal Survey, MS 977

345 Middlefield Road, Menlo Park, CA 94025
USGS Menlo Park Earthquakes Home Page

U.S. Geological Survey Fact Sheet-097-95, March 1995
Web page by Will Prescott « 1996 April 9
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March 14, 2001
W.0. D00001

The Honorable John Davies
House of_ReE)resent_atlves
State Capitol Building
Room 422

Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

Subject ﬁg&‘g%@m Hzartk Sfety Gommission

Dear John;

As a practicing civil engmeermg in the State of Alaska, | wholeheartedly support HB 53 pertaining to
the establishment of a state Seismic Hazards Safety Commission, ~ | have been practicing my
profession in Alaska for over 25 years. My tcclmical specialties are geotechnical engineering and
earthquake engineering, so | routinély deal with the Broblems associated with seismic hazards and their
mltlgatlon_ throughout the state. Moreover, | have been a member of the Municipality of Anchora?e
Geotechnical Advisory Commission (GAC) for over 20 years (currently Vice-Chairman). In that role
my fellow commissioners and | have routinely advised the Municipality regarding identification and
mitigation of seismic hazards in Anchorage.

Although major earthquakes seemmglg are “rare” events, their consequences literally can be
disastrous, as was demonstrated by the 1964 great Alaska earthquake. Because of the damage and loss
of life that occurred in Anchorage in 1964, and due to the concerns of local engineers and earth
scientists, Anchorage established the Geotechnical Advisory Commission to advise our local
government officials and citizens about earthquake hazards that'can affect our community. The GAC
generally has been the anly teal resource in those matters Anchorage has been able ‘to rely upon
consistently and effectively through the years. | believe the commission lias had a positive effect on
how our community has developed, and how it has taken appropriate steps to mitigate the seismic
hazards with which we must live. Most of these efforts have been, and continue to be, through
identification and mapping of the local hazards, and recommending mitigation measures to preserve
life safety and to minimize economic impacts when the next major quake impacts our city.

Recent earthquakes in California and the February 28, 2001, earthquake near Seattle underscore the
consequences even moderate earthquakes can have in urban areas. Moreover, the benefits to a
community of understandln? regional and local seismic issues and taklnq steps to mitigate the
associated hazards were clearly demonstrated again during the Nisqually (Seattle) earthquake.

| believe it is imperative that the Slate Legislature of one of the most scismically active regions in the
world establish a statewide Seismic Hazard Safety Commission to help its citizens and those
responsible for their %eneral well being understand the seismic environment in which they live, and
how best to deal with the hazards that can affect them.

<*0*0a ITRKHT ¢« ANCHOR AOB « ALASKA «BOBOS «B07/888.B000 «PAX B07/B03-3B83



The Honorable John Davies
House of Regresentatlves
March 14, 2001

Page 2

John, | applaud your sponsorship of this bill and give it my full support. If there is anything else | can
do for you in this matter, please feel free to call me.

Sincerely,

David A. Cole, P.E.
Project Manager

D00001 RepDavics.DAC 031401 nui
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March 14, 2001
W.0. D00001

The Honorable John Davies
House of Reﬁ)res_ent,atlves
State Capitol Building
Room 422 _
Juneau, Alaska 9900i-1182

Subject: House Bill 53 o
Alaska Seismic Hazards Safety Commission

Dear John:

As a practicing civil engineering in the State of Alaska, | wholeheartedly support HB 53 pertaining to
the establishment of a state Seismic Hazards Safety Commission. ~ | have been practicing my
profession in Alaska for over 25 years. My technical specialties are geotechnical engineering and
earthquake engineering, so | routinély deal with the %roblems associated with seismic hazards and their
mItI?atlon throughout the state. Moreover, | have been a member of the Municipality ofAnchora?e
Geotechnical Advisory Commission (GAC) for over 20 years (currently Vice-Chairman). In that role
my _fellow commissioners and | have routinely advised the Municipality regarding identification and
mitigation of seismic hazards in Anchorage.

Although major earthquakes seemlnglg arc “rare" events, their consequences literally can be
disastrous, as was demonstrated by the 1964 great Alaska earthquake. Because of the damage and loss
of life that occurred in Anchorage in 1964, and due to the concerns of local engineers and earth
scientists, Anchorage established the Geotechnical Advisory Commission to advise our local
government officials and citizens about earthquake hazards that'can affect our community. The GAC
generally has be'm the only real resource in those matters Anchorage has been able to rely upon
consistently and effectively through the years. | believe the commission has had a positive effect on
how our community has developed, and how it has taken appropriate steps to mitigate the seismic
hazards with which we must live. Most of these efforts have been, and continue to be, through
identification and mapping of the local hazards, and recommending mitigation measures to preserve
life safety and to minimize economic impacts when the next major quake impacts our city.

Recent earthquakes in California and the February 28, 2001, earthquake near Seattle underscore the
consequences even moderate earthquakes can have In urban areas. Moreover, the benefits to a
community of understandlngi regional and local seismic issues and taking steps to mitigate the
associated hazards were clearly demonstrated again during the Nisqually (Seattle) earthquake.

| believe it is imperative that the Slate Legislature of one of the most smsrmcal!%/ active regions in the
world establish a statewide Seismic Hazard Safety Commission to help its citizens and those
respansible for their qeneral well being understand the seismic environment in which they live, and
how best to deal with the hazards that can affect them.
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The Honorable John Davies
House of Representatives
March 14, 2001

Page 2

John, 1applaud your sponsorship of this bill and give it my full support. If there is anything else |
do for you in this matter, please feel free to call me.

Sincerely,

David A. Cole, P.E.
Project Manager
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Buildings constructed on uncompactedft Is and soft soils are especially
vulnerable to earthquake shaking damage, hi this photo, takenJour hours alter
the 1989 Loma Prieta, California, earthquake had struck, homes in San
Francisco\ Marina District still hum out ofcontrolfrom fires started h\
broken gas lines. The district Uas built on artificialJill that included rubble
from the great quake of 1906. Scientists can identify areas where such shaking
damage is likely to be especially severe. (Photo by Martin Klimek. Mann

F(Click on imagefor a full size version = 101K)

Independent Journal.)

] e B ‘%? D et T o D A
T i e
O nethock |05ﬁ59rgatﬁnqprga%8;myn e

e e D
n avreonrgtre

(L



http://quakc./vr.usgs.go/vprcparc/factsheets'ScisMa%7c%3es

Seismic Maps Foster Landmark Legislation http://quakc.wr.usgs.gov/preparc/factshects ScisMaps/

identification of seismic-hazard zones along faults. In these zones, special geologic studies are required
before structures can be built for human occhancy. This law has successfully prevented homes, schools,
and offices from being built across active faults.

The major cause of earthquake damage, however, is strong ground shaking, not the rupture of the ground
surface by faulting. Strong shaking damac[;es or collapses weak structures over wide areas. It also triggers
8_round failures (fracturing, sliding, and slumping), which in turn damage or destroy structures and

isrupt utility and transportation systems. In the mid-1970's, the USGS published an innovative map of
the ground-shaking hazard for part of the San Francisco Bay region. This map was used by local and
regional government bodies to develop seismic safety policies. The map predicted that shaking on soft
ground would be several times as intense as that on nearby rock. Some engineers and scientists were
Skeptical of these predictions, but records of strong shaking and patterns ot damage in the 1959 Loma
Pricta earthquake verified the predictions. The map had correctly showed the Marina District and the
area of tne Cypress freeway structure as being subject to violent shaking during earthquakes.

(Click on imagefor afu Il size version - S3K)

,V\EEB Seismic hazard mapsfurther legislation to reduce earthquake losses:
This map sequence illustrates the shaking hazard in San Franciscofor a
possible repeat o fthe great 1906 earthquake. Such maps provide
information essentialfor developing effective seismic safety policies and

laws.
M I 1 -Effect o fdistance on shaking: Expected ground shaking on bedrock

decreases rapidly with increasing distancefrom the San Andreas Fault.

r

m em

2-Effect ofground type on shaking: The capability ofground type to amplify shaking variesfrom very

highfor mud and uncompactcdfill, to moderatefor sandy soil, to lowfor soft rock, and to nonefor hard
rock.

3 -Expected ground shaking: This map combines informationfrom Maps | and 2 to show expected
shaking levels throughout San Francisco.

4-Areas ofmostintense shaking: This map. derivedfrom Map 3. shows in red the areas o fmost intense
shaking where efforts to reduce earthquake losses should hefocused.

Faced with the disastrous losses from the Loma Piicta shock, the California Legislature realized that
stronger measures were needed to combat earthquake hazards. In 1990, the Legislature passed the
California Seismic Hazards Mapping Act to assist cities and counties in protecting public_health and
safety against such hazards. This law requires the State G,eoloqlst to make maps of seismic hazard zones,
iden |fy|nI%1 areas prone to violent shaking and ground failure. 1t also requires that evaluation of these
potential hazards precede approval of construction projects within defined hazard zones and that buyers
of real estate be notified when the Prope_rt%/ lies within such a zone. This act builds on the success o both
the 1972 law and the early mans of predicted ground shaking.

(Click on imagefor afull size version - 72K)
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~-.Xxpenence in many states reveals that seismic hazard maps serve diverse audiences. Users of these maps
include buyers and owners of real estate, geotechnical consultants and engineers, financial institutions,
utility and ‘transportation companies, emergency managers, and government planners.

Ma,ppmg seismic hazards is especially important in urban areas of earthquake-prone reglo_ns of the
United States. Such areas have large populations and huge investments in structures and lifelines that are
at risk from earthquakes. Potential losses from future urban earthquakes arc staggering. For example, a
repeat ofthe 1886 Charleston, South Carolina, earthquake today would cause anestimated 2,000
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fatalities and S5 billion of damage. In the central Mississippi Valley region, projected losses from a
repeat of an 1811 earthquake arc 6,000 lives and S50 billion of damage.

Crucial to reducing these P_otential losses is sound geologic knowledge leading to effective seismic
safety policies and’ legislation.

%%%ﬁe[))/.lForcherdt, Robert B, Brown, Robert A. Page, Carl M. Wentworth, and James \V.

COOPERATING AGENCIES, COMPANIES, AND INSTITUTIONS _ _
Association of Bay Area Governments California Division of Mines and Geology City of San Francisco

For mcie information contact:

Earthquake Information Hotline (415) 329-4055
U.S. _eolog%_lcal Survey, MS 977

345 Middletield Road, Menlo Park CA 94025
USGS Menlo Park Earthquakes Home Pane

U.S. Geological Survey Fact Sheet-097-95, March 1995
Web page by Will I'cNom -1996 April 9

Jof3 11t J 4nI’'M


http://quukc.wr.usgs.gov.prepare/factslieets

HAY-09-02 THJ 01:31 PH FBX LEGIS INFORHATION FAX NO 9074563346 P 01/01

HAY-03-02 THJ QLill PH ALASKA GEOLOGCAL SREY FAX NO 9074515060 P 01/01
rl TONY KNOWLES, GOVERNOR
: \VC n* UNnVEAITY aveh™ . sure»
r; | L.D A\\ | n\ C fAIH%MS.ALAg‘}\!EM7NS-E«eS 0
AMONS, (007)4]t.»00
BW'AUXMINT OF NATURAL RESOURCES Fax. (07 S0
D,VISION OFOCOLOOIOAL | GEOPHYSICAL SURVEYS Q OCtXOQW MATMIAia CEHTE/1

A.O. 50 772504
CAGLE AYST], ALASKA 8847MS9S
HONt HA

TAX(»O7)iio»0e]

May 9, 2002 —
%\l_\ﬁ%(); CODLZ PA’ T%IHEN HNA; 0 éogg
SAETYCOMEN

Ta oafldonantmsof (leAskaSree Rrae Grmitise

Trakyaufoyararsdsaionofnyanmars antishll,
DCtOS IntornAt silo  hltp /Al\lm enf,sl»l#.ak u*



Ol/ol/0l  THJU 14:17 FAX 107 177 17J6 _CHM HILL ANCH

WS el oo

Z appreciat vin tho ortunity to express jry support of House Bill
PCP esta} % e)s% éjers%rc Hazgrgs S]a¥et IO&ar Jtsion 8r
avres sh ou e e asen or on oing rnteres rn elsmic rrsk

| and his years of e In~attemptin et this Bill
X({ é rren y y sarva aé Eﬂarrman 0 "H”% unrcr aIrtX I Anchora e
0 na

eot c nrca Advrsorg znrocron the qﬁ/an afl ersmrc
%ron ? It ae and n% eismic
|croron ton A ave wrtnﬁssed the

can e* that eoae %Qﬁt e rgutse%? gr%rcrltrlr%ﬁs work together
a lon } n effl vu@w ag se'?smrc risk miti atron {‘gﬁate t ese
Eave ee omew at concentrated In t A chora eIce ?orA State

ers azards ommrssrl?n Would rovr the ve
coor |nat| re- ear uake ris orts an 0st- earth uali
recover otrn/q assage o \a/ dr e in

rg W 8 d|n 00 drnate ort n r ssrn uture
ear %ua saf v rrs mrt}gatr n, an ost earthquake r cover){
lssue 1 urge ovote r thic measure, it Is one that will go a
ong way toward ma ing Alaska a safer place In which to

J Ah
B L

vice esrdent and Principal Project Manager

672Q 697 iC6 'ON XWJ Qi0 QNI SI0BL QW Hd i0:ro fHi 20-60-AW



09-02 THU 03:14 PNV FBX LEGIS INFORWTION ' Fffl NO 9074563346
HAY-09.02 THU 02127 PH ALASKA GEOLOGICAL SIREY  FAX NO 9074515060 P, 02

TONY KNOWLES, GOVERNOR

4 7MUN|VSHS%VAH\\%%%N3T4<5IOO

rHaMeii»«7i46i»00

WUMIITMKttT OF NATUItAI, RIJfIOI UCKS _FAXIOO/IM1-WM
OIVISION OF GEOLOGICAL 4 GEOPHYSICAL SURVEYf rl WSUNT{A
NyQ2A0P irert sl

13 Senate Finance Committee
r<;  Written Testimony for 111)53

I amwwriting in tuppoil of House Bill 53, “An Act establishing the Alaska Seismic llorard Safety Commission.'1
Alaska fuscs numerous conmplex policy, mitigation, and insuiun'ce issues with regard to seismic haxrd*. Dealing
effectively Will) reifunio hezards is w inherently complex pioblcnt thet requires tire octivo participation of many
publie and private seclor organizations. Response to seisimic eventts, no miiltar how well executed, Is only pert of
tin effective program, P.qunlly inportant is the com gi\vn to mitigation nicasures that prepare conmrunities lo
tvilltslitnil seismic events with less damege and greater safety.
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Sincerely,

- G m jrectar
R A S G Snes
f«  Jot I'uurehot, Comm. DNR

M.irty Rutherford, Deputy Comm. DNR
Carol Citnmll, Director Sujiport Services DNR

IMtrnlop, Comrrve, ,\nd £nh»nr< N *lur*l Ketourcx* hr Preterits id future Alttkint



SENATE COMMITTEE REPOR.

DATE: 4/19/02 FURTHER: Finance

DATE TURNED
IN TO OFFICE:

Resources Committee considered CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 53(STA)
HB 53 SHSMIC HAZARDS SAFETY COMMISSION

"An Act establishing the Alaska Seismic Hazards Safety Commission."

and recommends: Senate BUI:
[ ] same title
] be replaced with. CS J [ ] newtitle
House Bill:
] adopt previous CS J [ ] sametitle
( ) technical title
] attached amendment(s) [ ] new: SCR #_
] adopt Letter of Intent by Committee
] further referral to Committee
NEW FISCAL NOTE(S): PREVIOUS FISCAL NOTE(S):
Department Date Fiscal Zero R\# Department Date Fiscal Zero FN#
#H
CnnJ Woz- 3 , V

[ 1] APPROPRIATION - noflical not#



SENATE COMMITTEE REPOR.

DATE: 5/1/01

State Affairs Committee considered

FURTHER: Resources
Finance

DATE TURNED

IN TO OFFICE: ~ hijo a -

CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 53(STA)

"An Act establishing the Alaska Seismic Hazards Safety Commission."

and recommends:
] be replaced with CS
] adopt previous CS
] attached amendment(s)
] adopt Letter of Intent by
] further referral to

NEW FiscAL NOTE(S):

Department Date Fiscal Zero

FIVE fodkgar+iy?

[ J APPROPRIATION e no fiical not*

SIGNATURES AND RECOMMENDATIONS:

X p JI/A u u

Senate BiIll:
[ ] same title

( _ ) [ ] newtitle
House Bill:

( ) [ ] same title
[ ] technical title
[ ] new:. SCR #

Committee
Committee

PREVIOUS FISCAL NOTE(S):

Department Date Fiscza Zero RN\NA#
! : T S

DO Do Not N

Pass Pass oRec  Amend



sITE: FAIRBANKS LIO

COMMITTEE: (S)FINANCE

DATE: 05/09/02

PRI NT

Rod Combellick

M ilt Wiltse

YOUR NAME

Em ail

Em ail

Em ail

Em ail

Em ail

Em ail

Em ail

address:

address:

address:

address:

address:

address:

address:

DO YOU WANT

ADDRESS

(MAILING & ZIP)

REPRESENTING

AK DNR/DGGS

AK DNR/DGGS

TO TESTIFY?

Y or N
Y -1iB 53
Y -HB 53



SITE: Kodiak LIO

COMMITTEE: Senate Finance

DATE: 05-09-02

P R I N T Your NAME

Gary Carver
Email address:

Email address:

Emnit address:

Email address:

SUBJECT OF MEETING:

HB 53 - Seismic Hazards
Commission

UPDATE: #!

E S I G N I N

ADDRESS (MAILING & ZIP)

Self

REPRESENTING

DO YOU WANT
TO TESTIFY?
Y or N

Y (HB 53)









FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number:
2001 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Bill Version: CSHB 54(EDU)
(H) Publish Date: 21' 6/01
Revision Date/Time (Note if correction): 2/14/01/4:00PM Eoucation
Title: An Act relating to the rate of interest applicable BRU: ACPE
to student loans: and providing for an effective date. Component” Student Loan Operation
Rep. Davies
Requester: (H) HESS Component Number: 213
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004 FY 2005 FV2u06 FY 2007
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment

Land & Structures

Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous 0.0 177.6 3608 549.5 743.5 942.3

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 177.6 360.8 549.5 743.5 942.3

ICAPITAL EXPENDITURET

ICHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) f |
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF 0.0 177.6 3608 549.5 743 5 942 3
1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Type)

TOTAL 0.0 177.6 360.8 549.5 743.5 942.3
Estimate of any current year (FY2001) cost: 00
Check this box (X) if funding for this bill Is included In the Governor's FY 2002 budget proposal:
POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Tempo'ary

(Attach a separata paqo il nocessary)
This legislation protectively changes the terms and conditions d loans issued under the Alaska Student Prcgrom to allow |Cra']

interest rate roductlon |(1any borrower who has complelod a career education program or #oceived an undergr iduale dogreo and it
employed within Iho stato
1054 recognizes Hint Alaska Student Loans ore made available through the sale of bonds issued and subjec to the li la

Trust Indenture Bond covenants would prevent use of corporation rash to fund the reimbursement proposed

Operationally, o dots management process would need to be dewloped and staff designated to track the em iloyment status of
borrowers remaining in or returning to Alaska

To estimate the cost of this legislation. *oan original ons are assumed to bo $60,000,000 each year beginning with the 2001-2002
c.udomic year Bated on 35% eligibility, two scenarios are provided to show funding rogui/aments for a 50 bar is pomt and tOo
basis point reduction as provided m this legislation Costs shown nbova ore the more conservative ostimotes o 100 basis points

Propared by  Sheila King. Finance Officor Phono 465-6757
Division Finance Dote/Time 2/14/C 14 00 PM
Approved by  Diane Barrans Exocutivo Diroctor > 1" ——- Date 2/14/2001
Agoncy Alaska Commission on Postsocondary Education

For dutnbiAiOn information, call the Governor's leoislativo OfTica
(Rrr 270001 OUY Pogo lof2

COMMITTEE COPY



ANALYSIS: (continued)
Estimate of funds requ'red to fund the interest rate reduction on loans originated on or after July 1, 2001,
assuming S50 million in new loans issued each year:

Assumes 35% eligibility:

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
50 basis poini reduction 00 89.0 181.3 276.9 375.6 4775
100 basis point reduction 0.0 177.6 360.8 595 7435 2.3

Based on these assumptions, the costs would peak at year 15 (2017) at $1.6 million (50 basis points)/
$2.9 million (100 basis points).

Pago 2 of 2



Alaska State Legislature

Ltfiilaliv* Commlite*f: 119 N. Cushman Street Suite 207
Horn* Finance Committee FalrbanLa, Alaska ” 9701
(907) 450*0172
Isgulaliv« Budjel Subcommittee!: FAX (907) 451*9293
Univenily o( Aluk*
Department of Natural Reeourcea While In Session
Urpartmer.t of Environmental Conservation State Capitol

luneau, Alaska 996010162
(907) 465-4437
FAX (907)4650519

Representative John Davies
District 29

Sponsor Statement
CSHB 54

This legdlation is cesiged oeoourace Aadas blive adwark in Aadadter
framapostssoochry sdod arumasty. Qurstiucht leen hes tie
of eroouraging e randan franAladaby rdping o firee ar
stuchris Who ated au-ofstae saools. Srteslmsaelllelym@nmpdwm
rear tresdnod franvinidn trey gradLete, by eljaing themstudy autsice, we repttem
SayauSice
Thishll provds afiredd incentive farstiuohrns tostay inar rumto Alaska by
offering aredLoed inferest rle antrar siuchrt leenif they droose endoynent in Alada
dtergad /i As logas aperson renairs inAsdatie loner raewaud ke ineffect;
treloerte resicee, tre gedartreaefit Itisexqoedted tret tre pesat led
caatalizationof the stuoart loen pragrannooud firence this loner interest rate
While it nay red.e ardimirete tre dvicrd et tre proyampays to tre grerd furd
itwould i reuire any e gererd furdsuady,

This inoontr cwill encourage aur s ts tossskendoynat inAada After
iInesting in 2arnure declﬂmfuqrmdmmesrnjda%m
uilizz their ddlls ad datdose tohone Thiswill prodck anore siade wark fare
uid el to kegp famlies doser togetier:
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=
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(IIENA « ESTER « FARMERS LOOP « CEI5S5T « COLDSTREAM « UNIVERSITY CAMPUS « UNIVERSITY HILLS « UNIVERSITY WEST
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LEGAL SERVICES

DIVISION OF LEGAL AND RESEARCH SERVICES
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY

(907) 465-3867 or 465-2450 STATE OF ALASKA Slate Capitol
FAX (907) 465-2029 Juneau. Alaska 99801 -1182
Mail Stop 3101 Deliveries to: 129 6th St.. Rm. 329

MEMORANDUM January 30, 2001

SUBJECT: Sectional Summary of HB 54 - student loans.

T0: Representative John Davies

Attn: Amy
FROM: Michael F. Ford

Legislative Counsel

You have requested a sectional summary of the above-described bill.

As a preliminary" matter, note that a sectional summary of a bill should not be considered
an authoritative interpretation of the bill arc! the bill itself is the best statement of its
contents. If you would like an interpretation of the bill as it may apply to a particular set
ofcircumstances, please advise.

Section 1. Technical amendment.

Section 2. Provides for a reduced interest rale tor individuals who receive a student loan
and who return to work in Alaska. Requires the Commission on Postsccondary
Education to determine the exact interest rate. Provides that a reduced rale of interest
may not be granted if the reduction affects administration of the student loan program.

Section 3. Provides that the Act applies to loans and to employment occurring after
July 1,2001.

Section 4. Effective dale.

MFF.glc
01-076.9lc



Uaska Student Loan partial foregiveness bill

ate: Sat, 27 Jan 2001 12:07:45 EST
rom: Astridrider@ aol.com .
T0: Representative_John_Davies@ legis.state.ak.us

SutH'ect: Alaska Student Loan partial forcgivencss bill
f

Rep. Davies,

| support your efforts to offer incentives to people in all professions

regarding the fogiveness clause in keeping qualified people in the State
Alaska. In our case,our son will graduate from college this coming May and
is applying to Medical Schools. He has expressed a desire to stay in Alaska
upon graduation. | do not know how your bill applies to graduate students,
but | do think what you are trying to accomplishment is indeed a worthwhile

effort.

Sincerely,
Mrs. Patrick Rider

1/29/01 5:54 PN
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