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FISCAL NOTE #3

STATE OF ALASKA BILL VERSION: SB 1002
2004 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

ANALYSIS: (continued)

Many responsibilities previously lodged in the AWCB have been reassigned to the Division Director. While some will
be absorbed by the remaining Workers’ Compensation Officers, others require more advanced legal and
administrative hearing skills. Reflecting the increased responsibilities the bill places upon the Division Director, and
the loss of the Chief of Adjudication, the Division will retain one Workers' Compensation Hearing Officer or equivalent
(Range 21) position.

This position will allow the Director to delegate some of the duties for making investigations and determinations to the
incumbent.

The bdi shifts to the Office of Administrative Hearings Administrative Law Judges the requirement to hold any
prehearing conferences needed to plan hearings and to resolve discovery disputes In Anchorage, where there are
currently three WCO IlI's and two technicians, this reduction and shifting other work will require one less Workers'
Compensation Officer Il

Travel Travel costs are reduced by (S36 8) to reflect transfer of travel and Board member stipends (currently $50.00
per day) to the Appeals Commission.

Contractual and Supplies Reflects reductions in fixed costs, space lease in Anchorage and Fairbanks, and other
contractual costs totaling ($70.7) And also reflects transferring ($8 6) for supplies to the Appeals Commission

Funding
Funding for the net cost increase resulung from this legislation will be from the Workers' Safety and Compensation
Administration Account and reserves This assumes passage of legislation to reverse the sweep of the reserve

balance Failure to reverse tho sweep may force a reliance on General Funds for some of these costs as most
recurring WSCA Account revenue is accounted for in the Governor's FY 2005 budget
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number:
2004 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Bill Version: SB 1002
(S) Publish Date: 6/22/04

Revision Dale/Time (Note if correction): Dept. Affected: Administration

Title An act refoming Workers' 'RDU Risk Management
Compensation adjudication Component Risk Management

Sponsor Rules

Requester By request of the Governor Component No. 71

Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009

Personal Services

Travel

Contractual

Supplies

Equipment

Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

ICHANGE IN REVENUES ( )

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Montal Health

Other (Specify Typo--Do not abbreviate)
TOTAL

Estimato of any current yoar (FY20C4) cost: 00
Mark this box (X) If funding for this bill Is Includod In tho Governor's FY 2005 budgot proposal:

POSITIONS
Full-timo
Part-timo
Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separata dogpit nocossarv)

Significant reform to tho adjudication process for workers' compensation claims is proposed in this

comprehensive legislation,

FY 2010

In time, those stroamlining measures are projected to reduce expenses presently incurred in rosolving

disputes in determining claim and benefit obligations.

As an authorized self-insured omployer, the state will experience theso savings In its solf-insurance

program administered by Risk Management In future years.

Risk Management's workors' compensation premium assessments to stato agencies will reflect the
reductions actually realized as premium chargos are developed from actual claims oxponso incurred

Proparodby: J Brad Thompson, Diroctor Phono 465-5723
Division Diroctor Dato/Ttmo 5/21/04 3:23 PM
Approvod by: Rn; Mnimshowskl, Commissioner Date 6/21/2004
Agoncy Dopi‘'lmonl of Administration
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Proposed Workers’ Compensation Reform Bill
Section bv Section Analysis

This legislation substantially reforms the workers’ compensation system.
This year, workers compensation premiums increased by an average of 21% for all types
ofemployers. Premiums for 17 types of employers, including child care and hospital
non-professionals went up over 50%. This legislation addresses claim costs by bringing
consistency and speed to contested cases. This should benefit both employers and
employees. The legislation does not change benefits paid to injured Alaskan workers.

This legislation also makes changes to the agency that protect workers
compensation recipients from nonpayment by insolvent insurers, and protects employers
who purchased insurance from liability in case of insurer nonpayment.

The present system of administering the workers’ compensation act, AS
23.30, is replaced with a new system that divides adjudication of claims and petitions
arising under the act from the executive functions of administration, investigation, and
enforcement. The Alaska Workers’ Compensation Board, (board) composed of seven
panels of volunteer members and the Commissioner of Labor and Workforce
Development, is removed. Its administration, investigation, and enforcement powers are
transferred to a director of a division of worker's compensation. The board's claim
hearing functions are transferred to independent administrative law judges (ALJs) in the
office of administrative appeals in the Department of Administration. This conforms the
workers’ compensation system to that recently adopted by the Twenty-Third Alaska State
Legislature in HCS CSSB 203(FIN).

This legislation also changes the process of adjudication to encourage more
consistency in legal interpretation and increase the speed and accessibility of appellate
review. Cases arc heard first by ALJs, with expertise in workers’ compensation. The
Workers’ Compensation Appeals Commission provides administrative review in place of
the Superior Court. The Commission, composed of a chair with legal experience in
workers’ compensation, and four cili/.cn members evenly divided between
representatives of employers and employees, acts as an administrative appellate body
with broad powers of review. The commission’s visions will be published and arc
binding. The commission’s decisions may be appealed directly to the Supreme Court,
without review by the Superior Court.

This legislation gives the director strong new enforcement tools and direct
power to administer, investigate, and enforce obligations created by the workers'
compensation laws. These include new civil penalties against uninsured employers,
subpoena powers, the power to examine employer books, the power investigate fraud, the



Section by Section Analysis
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power to intervene in disputed cases and the power to file an appeal. The director will be
able to engage in informal dispute resolution outside the adjudication system, and, in aid
of that function, has the power to order independent medical examinations to resolve
differences between medical providers.

In addition to fundamental structural changes, this legislation contains other
systemic improvements. Provisions are made for summary disposition of cases, such as
where there is no jurisdiction or where there are no disputes of material fact.
Compensation paid to non-residents is capped at the rate that would be paid if the
recipient resided in Alaska. Provisions are included that would allow stop work orders to
be issued and civil penalties to be assessed against uninsured employers on short notice
where the employment contains hazards that could reasonably be expected to
immediately cause an employee death or serious physical harm. Finally, adjusters and
risk managers are required to report fraud and persons reporting fraud are granted
immunity for good faith reports.

Because the workers’ compensation act is lengthy, and the board is
responsible for or involved in almost all aspects of the current workers’ compensation
system, this legislation contains a large number of what are essentially conforming
amendments, replacing the board with the director, an ALJ, or the commission, as the
function requires,

Provisions giving effect to the workers’ compensation system reorganization may
be found in Sections 11, 12, 59, 60, 63-66, 10S-110 and 112. Provisions related to new
enforcement tools may be found at Sections 39,40, 42, 84, 85, 98 and 99. Other changes
to current workers' compensation procedures (other than reassignment of function) may
be found in Sections 14, 39-40, 42, and 59. Provisions important to insurance
restructuring, the Assigned Risk Pool, and Alaska Insurance Guaranty Association are
found in Sections 1-7 and 111. The cap on benefits paid to out of stale residents is in
Section 87.

Section 1is a declaration of legislative intent to reform the workers’ compensation
insurance system to ensure payment of benefits when an insurer becomes
insolvent, expand representation of workers compensation on the Alaska
Insurance Guaranty Association, and reduce the costs of workers’
compensation premiums to employers. This declaration of intent applies only
to the first seven sections of this act.

Section 2 amends AS 08.1S.101(1) to remove a reference to the board and transfers the
authority to issue certificates of self-insurance from the board to the director
of the division of workers’ compensation.
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Section 3 creates a new statutory provision, AS 21.09.090(e) which provides that insurers
that transact workers' compensation insurance in this state must maintain in
the state a special deposit of cash or securities for the protection of persons in
Alaska covered under workers' compensation insurance. The insurer must
maintain this special deposit as long as there is any outstanding liability for
workers' compensation. Ifan insurer is unable to pay workers' compensation
because it is an insolvent insurer, the deposit will be immediately available to
the Alaska Insurance Guaranty Association for continuation of claims benefits
to eligible workers. This revision provides additional financial protection for
Alaskan workers in the event that workers' compensation insurer becomes
insolvent and unable to pay claims.

Section 4 creates a new statutory provision, AS 21.09.095 which provides that insurers
who transact workers’ compensation insurance in this stale must maintain in
the stale a special deposit equal to the insurer’s assumed workers’
compensation assigned risk pool loss reserves. This provision requires insurers
to collateralize their quota share of loss reserves from the Assigned Risk Pool.
The director of insurance shall make funds from the pool available to fund an
insurer’s obligations to the pool in the event that the insurer becomes insolvent
or otherwise fails to satisfy it workers’ compensation assigned risk pool
obligations.

Section 5 amends AS 21.24.130(d) to make a technical change regarding the special
deposit described in Section 3 above, indicating it is not subject to an order
transferring it to a receiver.

Section 6 creates a new statutory provision, AS 21.39.155(d) requiring the Assigi ed Risk
Pool to operate on a self-funding basis on a three-year moving average basis.

Section 7 repeals and reenacts AS 21.50.050 relating to the board of governors of the
Alaska Insurance Guaranty Association. The composition of the board of
governors of the Alaska Insurance Guaranty Association is modified by this
provision to include representatives from management, labor and a licensed
insurance provider, agent, broker or manager. This change will expand the
expertise of the board of governors to address workers' compensation issues.
Section 107 below provides for the transition of the terms of the members of
the current board of governors.

Section 8 amends AS 23.30.05.067(a)(1)(B) to remove a reference to the board and to
replace the board by the director of the division of workers compensation as
the recipient of reports. This amendment conforms to the amendment to AS
23.30.155(m) at Section S2 below.

Section 9 amends AS 23.05.067(e) to include fees received by the commission in those
fees deposited in the workers' safety and compensation account. It also adds
new language lo permit the legislature to appropriate funds to the commission
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and for administration and adjudication of claims and petition arising under
AS 23.30.

Section 10 codifies a statement of legislative intent relating to the workers’ compensation
system. This declaration draws upon previous uncodified statements of
legislative intent and adds language regarding the fair, careful and rational
examination of evidence.

Section 11 repeals and reenacts AS 23.30.005. Itcreates, within the Department of
Labor and Workforce Development, a Division of Workers’” Compensation
and a director of the Division, appointed by the commissioner. The director
must have three years experience in the field of workers’ compensation. The
section gives the director general powers and duties regarding administration,
regulation, investigation and enforcement of the workers’ compensation laws
and system. The department has the power to adopt regulations proposed by
the director, instead of the board, regarding medical care and rehabilitation
providers. This provision transfers certain administrative duties previously
assigned to the board to the director, including the obligation to notify the
state, or a political subdivision of the state, if it revokes a contractor’s self-
insurance certificate.

Section 12 adds three new statutory provisions. The first, AS 23.30.007, establishes a
new workers’ compensation appeals commission within the Department of
Labor and Workforce Development, with jurisdiction to hear all
administrative appeals arising under the workers’ compensation act. The
commission consists of five members, appointed for staggered terms of five
years, appointed by the governor and confirmed by a majority of the
legislature. The governor may make appointments to fill vacancies in the same
manner for the completion of the vacant term. A majority of the members is a
guorum. Four members are citizen members, compensated for their sendee at
S200/day. The citizen members arc equally drawn from those who represent
the employees and those who represent the employers. All members must be
residents of Alaska for five years preceding appointment, no convicted of a
felony, and not convicted ofa misdemeanor related to workers’ compensation.
In addition to these qualifications, the Chair must be licensed to practice law
in Alaska and have five years experience of workers’ compensation law. The
chair is a full time exempt sendee employee paid at Range 27. All members
shall take the oath of office. Reasons for removal by the Governor ofa
commission member arc set out, as well as an opportunity to respond to the
Governor’s charges. Reasons for removal include: misconduct in office,
ethical violations, conviction of a felony, conviction of a misdemeanor
regarding workers’ compensation, inability to serve or handle the caseload,
incompetence, etc. A panel of two citizen members (one employee
representative and one employer representative) and the chair will hear
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appeals. To conduct other business, the chair and equal numbers ofemployee
and employer representatives must be present. Reasons for disqualification
for conflicts are set out in detail, as well as a general disqualification if the
member is unable to fair, impartial, and unbiased toward an appeal participant.
If the chair is disqualified, or unavailable for more than ten days, the
commissioner of labor may appoint a chairpro tern. The commission must be
housed separately from the division to mark the separation of the judicial
process in the workers’ compensation system from the administrative and
enforcement process.

Section 12 also, in the new statutory provision AS 23.30.008, sets out the
powers and duties of the new workers’ compensation appeals commission

and, in AS 23.30.009, the powers and duties of the chair of the commission.
The commission replaces the superior court as the body hearing administrative
appeals in the workers’ compensation system, and its decisions will be binding
and have the force of legal precedence. The commission’s decisions are final
and conclusive, except that the Supreme Court may review the commission’s
decisions. The commission indexes and publicizes its formal decisions. The
commission has the power to adopt regulations drafted and proposed by the
chair, as v/cll as rules of procedure for hearings and appeals, to adopt an
official seal, and generally to carry out the powers and duties expressly
granted or necessarily implied by the Act. The commission shall award
attorney fees to successful appellants, but, as currently is the rule, attorney
fees may not be awarded against an employee unless the appeal was frivolous,
unreasonable or taken in bad faith.

The chair of the commission exercises general supervision of the office of the
commission. The chair has the power to employ and supervise staff, assign
work, and members to hearing panels, establish a time management system,
manage the calendar of hearings and prepare the annual budget of the
commission. The chair must prepare and make public an annual report of the
commission’s performance. The chair is barred from other employment and
may not hold any other public or tribal office, nor hold office or position in a
political party.

amends AS 23.30.011(c), which relates to extraterritorial coverage of workers
injured outside Alaska while working for Alaska employers or while under
contract formed in Alaska. It removes references to the board and reassigns
powers and duties to the division. Certificates of insurance issued by other
states must be filed in the division instead oTthe board. The director replaces
the board as the appointed out of state employer’s agent for sendee of process.
The director, instead of the board, shall sen'c notice of claims. Evidence of
self-insurance must satisfy the director, instead of the board; and, the director
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may require the out of stale employer to file satisfactory security to cover the
amount of a claim.

14 amends AS 23.30.012 relating to settlement of claims. Itdivides the current
statute into two subsections. It removes references to the board and transfers
from the board to the director the power to approve the form of settlements. It
requires that settlements be filed in the division. A new provision requires
that in cases where workers are not represented by an attorney licensed to
practice in this state, or where a beneficiary is a minor, the settlement must be
reviewed by an administrative law judge (ALJ) and may be approved when it
is in the best interests of the worker or beneficiary. The ALJ may hold a
hearing and require an impartial medical examination. This is a change from
current law, which requires all workers, regardless of representation or
circumstances, to obtain board permission and approval to settle their claims.

15 amends AS 23.30.015(b), which relates to assignments of rights to recover
damages against third parties. It removes references to the board, changes the
place to file compensation orders from the board to the commission, and
conforms the statute language to modem use.

16 amends AS 23.30.015(e). It removes references to the board and transfers the
power to determine the attorney fee offset in third party settlements from the
board to an administrative law judge. It modernizes the statute language and
assigns the director the duty to prepare a schedule of present values for
determining third-party settlement offsets.

17 amends AS 23.30.015(j) to remove references to the board, to change the
recipient of notice of a third party action for damages from the board to the
division, and to require additional notice to the commission if a hearing has
been requested in the workers’ compensation case.

18 amends AS 23.30.025(a) to remove references to the board and to change the
place where insurance company policy forms are filed from the board to the
division.

19 amends AS 23.30.030(5) relating to effective dates of policy termination by
cancellation. It removes references to the board and reassigns the receip )f
notice of termination from the board to the division.

20 amends AS 23.30.030(6) relating to the power to make orders or awards
against employers, insurers, or both. It removes references to the board and
reassigns making the order or award from the board to an administrative law
judge.

21 amends AS 23.30.040(a) relating to administration of the second injury fund,
which is reassigned from the commissioner to the director. Also, it removes
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references to the board and reassigns the power to order payments from the
fund from the board to the administrative law judge.

22 amends AS 23.30.040(d) relating to refund of a payment made into the second
injury fund. It removes references to the board and reassigns the power to
direct a refund from the board to the director.

23 amends AS 23.30.041(a) to remove references to the board and reassign
employment of the reemployment benefits administrator and authorization for
his staff from the board to the director.

24 amends AS 23.30.041(b) to remove references to the board and reassign from
the board to the department the adoption of regulations implementing the
reemployment benefits section and setting standards for rehabilitation
specialists.

25 amends AS 23.30.041(d) to remove references to the board and reassign from
the board to an administrative law judge the power to review the decisions of
the reemployment benefits administrator.

26 amends AS 23.30.041(h) to remove references to the board and to include a
physician appointed by the director, instead of by the board, as a possible
source of a prediction of medical stability for a reemployment plan.

27 amends AS 23.30.041 (j) to modernize statute language, remove references to
the board, and replace board with an administrative law judge as the reviewer
of reemployment benefits administrator decisions on rehabilitation plans.

28 amends AS 23.30.041 (o) to remove reference to the board and replace the
board with an administrative law judge as the reviewer of decisions made by
the reemployment benefits administrator on non-cooperation by an employee.

29 amends AS 23.30.041 (p) to remove references to the board. It replaces the
board with the director as the holder of a public meeting to select a propr "d
date on which a new edition of the US Department of Labor’s Dictionai jf
Occupational Titles shall be implemented. The department replaces the b~a’d
as the agency selecting the date proposed and the director replaces the board
as the person giving notice of the selected date.

30 amends AS 23.30.041 (q) to remove references to the board and replace the
board with the division as the agency receiving filed waivers of rehabilitation
benefits and serving notices of the waivers. The amendment also replaces the
board with the director as the agency proscribing or approving the form of
such waivers.

31 amends AS 23.30.045(d) relating to the requirement that awardees of
contracts from the state or political subdivisions of the state have workers’
compensation insurance. The amendment removes references to the board
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and changes the agency that furnishes proof of insurance from the board to the
division, and the agency that grants certificates of self-insurance from the
board to the director, conforming to Section 13 above.

Section 32 amends AS 23.30.045(e) relating to the obligations of contracting agencies of
the state or political subdivision of the state if a contractor has lost coverage.
The amendment removes references to the board and replaces the board with
the director as the agency notifying the state or political subdivision of the
revocation of self-insurance, conforming to Section 13 above.

Section 33 amends AS 23.30.065 to remove references lo the board and to replace the
board with the division as the agency with the power to require and inspect
employer records of injury.

Section 34 amends AS 23.30.070(a) to remove references to the board and to replace the
board with the division as the agency where employer reports of injury to or
death of an employee are filed and which may require certain information in
reports of injury or death.

Section 35 amends AS 23.30.070(b) lo modernize language, to remove references to the
board, to replace the board with the division as the agency where
supplemental reports of the employee’s condition are filed, and to replace the
board with the director as the agency with power to require such reports.

Section 36 amends AS 23.30.070(d) to remove references to the board and to provide
that compliance with the reporting requirements of the section are met by
mailing to the division instead of the board.

Section 37 amends AS 23.30.070(1) to remove references to the board, to replace the
board with an administrative law judge, who after a hearing, may require an
employer to pay the penalties for failure or refusal to report as provided by
this section.

Section 38 amends AS 23.30.075 to remove references to the board, to replace the board
with the divisioi as the agency which must be provided satisfactory proofof
financial ability to pay compensation and as the source of the copy of the
certificate of self-insurance. The director replaces the board as the agency that
may exercise discretion to require acceptable security, indemnity or bond from
an employer to secure payment of compensation liabilities.

Section 39 amends AS 23.30.0S0(d) regarding proceedings to obtain stop work orders
against uninsured employers. The amendment provides that the director may
petition for a stop work order, replacing the general grant of authority of the
board to issue a slop work order. The hearing must be held within 20 days
after service of the director’s petition. The hearing to be held on short notice
if the director presents evidence that a hazard in the employment constitutes a
danger that could reasonably be expected to cause an employee of the
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uninsured employer death or serious physical harm. The administrative law
judge must issue a decision within seven days of the hearing. Finally, the
amendment removes references to the board and transfers the power to assess
a civil penalty from the board to an administrative law judge.

Section 40 creates two new statutory provisions relating to penalties against uninsured
employers. AS 23.30.080(e) authorizes the director to petition an
administrative law judge to order a civil penalty of SI 00 for each uninsured
employee for each day the employee is employed without coverage. The
penalty is payable lo the state. As in AS 23.30.080(d) relating to stop work
orders, failure to file evidence ofinsurance with the division would create a
rebuttable presumption of failure to insure. In addition, as in 23.30.080(d),
time periods for proceedings are shortened. The hearing must be held within
20 days ofservice of the director’s petition on the employer and a civil penalty
hearing may be held on short notice if the director presents evidence that a
hazard in the employment constitutes a danger that could reasonably be
expected to cause an employee of the uninsured employer death or serious
physical harm. A decision must be issued within seven days of the hearing.
AS 23.30.080(f) authorizes the director to declare an employer in default if the
employer fails to pay a civil penalty under subsection 080(d) (failing to
comply with a stop work order, S1000 per day) or subsection 080(1) (failure to
insure employee S100 per employee per day) within seven days of the date
ordered. Upon filing a certified copy of the penalty order and a declaration of
default with the clerk of the superior court, the court shall enter judgment for
default. The attorney general, as requested by the director, shall take
appropriate action to collect on the default judgment, and a writ of execution
may be issued on the judgment. The person against whom the judgment is
issued may seek court review of the judgment as allowed by the Civil Rules.

Section 41 amends AS 23.30.085(a) relating to filing evidence of compliance with
workers’ compensation insurance requirements. The amendment removes
references to the board, replaces the board with the division as the agency with
which evidence is filed and which may provide copies of the certificate of
self-insurance. The amendment also replaces the board with the director as
the person who prescribes the form of evidence of insurance.

Section 42 amends AS 23.30.090 to remove reference to the board and substitute the
director for the board as the agency that issues certificates of self-insurance.
This section adds a provision for a hearing conducted by an administrative law
judge before revocation ofself-insurance certificates, within 20 days of
service of the petition for revocation on the employer. The administrative law
judge must issue a proposed decision within 14 days. The director may
amend, adopt or reject the administrative law judge’s proposed decision. This
shortens the existing period for decisions in these cases.
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Section 43 amends AS 23.30.090 to add a new statutory provision, AS 23.30.090(b), that
testimony in a self-insurance revocation hearing shall be recorded but not

transcribed unless further review is initiated.

Section 44 amends AS 23.30.095(a) to conform language to modem usage. Italso
removes references to the board and replaces the board with an administrative
law judge as reviewer of employee claims for medical benefits beyond two
years from the date of injury, and authority for continued care or treatment.

Section 45 amends AS 23.30.095(c) relating to reports and claims for medical treatment
by removing references to the board and reassigning its functions. This
section replaces the board with the division as the agency that receives filed
physician reports; replaces the board with the director as the agency that
approves the form for reports; and, replaces board with an administrative law
judge as the agency that decides lo excuse failure to give notice and makes
awards of medical benefits. This section also transfers authority to make
regulations from the board to the director, who proposes regulations, and the
department, which adopts the proposed regulations.

Section 46 amends AS 23.30.095(d) to remove references to the board and transfer
authority from the board to an administrative law judge to order suspension of
payment of compensation during a period of unreasonable refusal to obtain
medical treatment.

Section 47 amends AS 23.30.095(e) relating to independent medical examinations. It
removes references to the board and transfers from the board to an
administrative law judge the authority to make orders for medical
examinations, suspend or forfeit compensation during a period of refusal to
attend an examination. The director is given authority to order autopsies in
cases of death, in view of the necessary speed associated with such orders. It
also modernizes the language of the statute and conforms it to current usage.

Section 48 amends AS 23.30.095(f) relating to regulation of fees charged for medical
treatment. The amendment removes references to the board. It transfers
authority to regulate charges for medical treatment to the department and
adopt, by regulation, fee schedules. It transfers to the director authority to
determine usual, customary and reasonable fees in the community and p.oposc
fee schedules to the department for adoption.

Section 49 amends AS 23.30.095(h) to remove references to the board and replaces the
board with the division as the place pleadings and physician reports are filed.
The amendment also modernizes language in the statute to current usage.

Section 50 amends AS 23.30.095fj) to remove references to the board and to reassign
from board to the director authority to appoint a medical services review
committee or contract with organizations lo assist and advise the director,
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instead of the board, in matters respecting medical care under the workers’
compensation act.

Section 51 amends AS 23.30.095(k) to remove references to the board and transfers
authority to the director to require a second independent medical examination
from a list maintained by the director. The report of the examination is sent to
the division instead of the board.

Section 52 amends AS 23.30.100(a) to remove areference to the board and substitute the
division as the recipient of notice of an injury or death. The amendment also
modernizes the statute language.

Section 53 amends AS 23.30.100(c) to remove reference to the board and substitute the
division’s office as the recipient of filed notices of injury or death.

Section 54 amends AS 23.30.100(d) to remove references to the board and to transfer
authority to an administrative law judge to determine that an employer has not
been prejudiced by failure to give notice or to excuse the failure to give notice.
The amendment also modernizes the language of the statute.

Section 55 amends AS 23.30.105(a) to remove references to the board and transfers to an
administrative law judge the authority to determine if an employee who fails
to file a claim within the time allowed by the statute has full right to claim
compensation, time limitations notwithstanding.

Section 56 amends AS 23.30.107 to remove references to the board and to replace the
board with the division as the agency where a petition for protective order
must be filed and where workers’ compensation files are maintained. The
amendment also replaces the board with the division, the commission and the
office of administrative hearings as agencies that may release records as
provided by the statute and replaces the board with the commission, the
director or an administrative law judge as authorized to discuss records in a
decision and order.

Section 57 amends AS 23.30.108(a) to remove a reference to the board and replace the
board with the division as the agency where a petition is filed. The
amendment also conforms language to correct usage. This section also amends
AS 23.30.10S(b) to remove references to the board and substitute the
administrative law judge, assigned at the request of the office of the
commission, for board as the agency scheduling prehearing conferences, and
replacing the board’s designee with an administrative law judge us the person
conducting the prehearing conference. In addition, the division is required to
notify the commission of petitions for protective orders. Finally, this section
amends AS 23.30.108(c) to authorize an administrative law judge, instead of
the board’s designee, to direct parties to release or produce documents and
make rulings on discovery matters. It creates a new provision for an expedited
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review of an administrative law judge’s discovery rulings by the commission
and sets deadlines for response to a petition for review by the commission.

Section 58 amends AS 23.30.110 to remove references to the board throughout the
statute and to transfer certain powers and duties to administrative law judges
in the office of administrative hearings and the office of the commission. The
amendment also adds petitions to the statute to regularize procedure for claims
and petitions into a single process, and adds the phrase “opposing party” to
include persons other than the employer who require service of aclaim or
petition. This section substitutes service by certified mail for registered mail.
It provides that the office of the commission is the place to file an affidavit of
readiness for hearing. An administrative law judge, instead of the board or
board designee, is authorized to conduct pre-hearing conferences, plan
discovery and other preliminary matters, and set a reasonable hearing date if a
party opposes a hearing request. An administrative law judge, instead of the
board, shall schedule unopposed hearing requests within 60 days, and give
notice to the parties. This section transfers authority to prescribe
controversion forms from the board to the director. This section also transfers
authority to make decisions and grant continuances from the board to the
administrative law judge. The word “parties” replaces “claimant and
employer” as persons who may present evidence at a hearing. In addition to
the authority to award benefits, the amendment adds authority to dismiss a
claim, after an employee’s death. Finally, the language of the statute is
conformed to current usage.

Section 59 creates two new statutory provisions, AS 23.30.110(i) and (j), which authorize
the dismissal of certain claims before a hearing on the merits and the grant of
summary decisions in certain instances. Dismissal of claims, described in AS
23.30.110(i), may occur when the claim is for reliefthat cannot be granted
under the workers’ compensation act, there is a lack ofjurisdiction over the
subject of the claim or the person requesting dismissal, there is improper
service of the claim, the claim has not been prosecuted or a hearing not
requested within two years as required by the statute, or, the claim is barred by
a statute of limitation. If defects in jurisdiction, service or the requested relief
arc cured within 60 days, the order of dismissal may be vacated. Grantof
summary decision on petition, authorized in AS 23.30.110(j), is permitted at
any time if an administrative law judge determines that all reasonable
discovery has been made on the issues presented in the petition, and the record
shows there is no genuine issue of material fact and the petitioner is entitled to
a decision as a matter of law. The administrative law judge may file a
compensation order in favor of the petitioner if the summary decision disposes
of all issues in the claim regarding the petitioner. This provision establishes a
means of obtaining final rulings on matters of law where the facts are not
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disputed, without forcing parties to proceed together to a full hearing on the
merits.

Section 60 creates two new statutory provision, AS 23.30.112, relating to the additional
gualifications and authority of administrative law judges beyond those in AS
44.64, created by HCS CSSB 203(FIN), and AS 23.30.113, relating to
hearings before administrative law judges. This amendment provides that
administrative law judges employed by the office of administrative hearings
will hear claims and petitions. The amendment provides that administrative
law judges must be licensed to practice law in Alaska and have three years of
experience in workers’ compensation or a similar field of practice. This
amendment sets standards for performance of their duties. Authority
previously granted to the board is transferred to administrative law judges: to
issue subpoenas and request enforcement of their subpoenas by the superior
court, require reports of treatment, and arrange hearings to preserve testimony
in other states. The new provision AS 23.30.113 transfers to hearings by
administrative law judges certain provisions regarding standards for hearings
previously conducted by the board. A new provision makes specific which
portions of the Alaska Administrative Procedure Act apply to hearings. New
provisions set standards for impartiality, performance of duties and
disqualification from a hearing, incorporating by reference AS 44.64.070.
Another new provision prohibits ex parte communications with the
administrative law judge. Finally, this amendment transfers from the board to
the administrative law judge the requirement that the hearing be recorded and
be public.

Section 61 amends AS 23.30.115 relating to witness fees and subpoenas to appear as a
witness. This section removes references to proceedings before the board and
substitutes hearings before an administrative law judge or the commission.
This section substitutes the word “hearing” for “proceeding” because
witnesses (as distinct from parties) are not required by subpoena to appear at
other forms of proceedings before the commission or an administrative law
judge. A new provision is added to allow the commission clerk to issue
subpoenas for hearings, depositions, and production of records, and to direct
the superior court to enforce the subpoenas at the request of the commission as
provided in AS 44.62.590.

Section 62 amends AS 23.30.120(b) to remove a reference to the board and transfer to an
administrative law judge the authority to excuse failure to give notice. This
amendment conforms to Section 54 above. There is no change lo the
substance of AS 23.30,120, which contains the presumption that “a claim
comes within the provisions" of the workers’ compensation act.

Section 03 repeals and reenacts AS 23.30.122, relating to determinations of the
credibility of witnesses. The former statute provided that the board had the
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sole power to determine credibility of witnesses and that the board’s findings
concerning the weight of a witnesses testimony, including medical testimony
and (unsworn) reports were conclusive. The amendment transfers to the
administrative law judge only the sole power to determine the credibility of a
witness who appears before the administrative law judge in hearing. Section
66 includes provisions transferring to the commission the authority to make
conclusive findings concerning the weight of evidence. A new provision is
added to require specific findings when credibility is disputed.

Section 64 creates a new statutory provision, AS 23.30.124  ‘hich clarifies the process
and time for reconsideration of a compensation on. *(administrative law
judge’s decision) and limits the delay of finality of a compensation order by
limiting the time for reconsideration. Reconsideration may be ordered upon
the administrative law judge’s own motion or on petition of a party filed
within 15 days of mailing of the compensation order. The administrative law
judge’s power to order reconsideration expires 30 days after the compensation
order. Ifthe administrative law judge docs not file an order of reconsideration
within 30 days of the date the compensation order was mailed, any pending
petition for reconsideration is denied. However, if an administrative law
judge issues an order of reconsideration, then the compensation order which is
being reconsidered is stayed until the decision on reconsiderati nis filed by
the administrative law judge. The administrative law judge must file his or
her decision on reconsideration within 30 days of when the order for
reconsideration was filed. This amendment also provides that reconsideration
is made on the record and any additional argument allowed by the
administrative law judge.

Section 65 repeals and reenacts AS 23.30.125 relating to review of compensation orders.
It replaces superior court review of board decisions with commission review
of compensation orders (administrative law judge decisions). The amendment
sets a date on which compensation orders arc final unless review is
undertaken. It makes explicit that the commission has the power to review
administrative law judge decisions and orders, and that orders may not be
suspended, reconsidered or set aside except through the commission process.
This amendment also creates a provision for stays of orders pending appeal. It
requires a party seeking a stay to produce evidence of irreparable damage. Ifa
party seeks a stay of continuing periodic compensation payments, the party
seeking the stay must demonstrate that the appeal is likely to be decided
adversely to the compensation recipient. The commission may allow a
hearing on the stay on three days notice to the parties and director.

Section 66 creates four new statutory provisions relating to commission review of
director decisions, commission procedure on appeal, commission authority to
review and judicial review of commission proceedings. The first, AS
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23.30.126, establishes commission review of director decisions that affect a
right, privilege, benefit or duty under the act. It describes the method of
undertaking review and allows 30 days for a director decision to be appealed
to the commission. This provision also establishes the same standard for
obtaining a stay of appeal of a director decision as of a compensation order;
the party seeking a stay must demonstrate irreparable damage.

The second new statute, AS 23.30.127, establishes the basic procedure for
appeal to the commission. This provision allows the director to intervene in
an appeal. Ifa party does not have legal representation and the order appealed
concerns an unsettled question of law, the director may file an appeal to obtain
a ruling. This provision sets a 30-day period for appeal of a compensation
order or a director decision. It describes the documents that must be filed with
the commission to initiate an appeal and a cross-appeal. It authorizes the
commission to charge a fee up to S100 for filing appeals and cross appeals,
but exempts the state and political subdivisions of the state from the filing fee.
It authorizes the commission to require an appellant to pay costs of preparing
a transcript and preparing the record on appeal. Cross appellants and
intervenors may be required to share in the costs. This provision grants the
commission general authority to make rules and orders for the prompt fair and
just disposition of appeals and authorizes the commission to require written
briefs.

The third new statutory provision in Section 66, AS 23.30.128, establishes the
commission’s authority to review and act on appeals. The commission hears
appeals in panels of three members, the chair and one citizen member
representing employees and one citizen member representing employers. The
panel decision is the decision of the commission. The commission may
review de novo all exercises of discretion, factual findings, and legal
conclusions below, except that an administrative law judge’s findings
regarding the credibility of a witness who appeared in the hearing is binding
on the commission. Any other finding, including the weight given expert
evidence, may be set aside by the commission. If not set aside, the
administrative law judge’s findings arc conclusive. This statute provides that
the commission review will be on the record, except that briefs and argument
shall be allowed. The exception is that the commission may receive evidence
in applications for a stay of a decision below (sec section 65 above), attorney
fees and costs of appeal, waiver of fees for indigent appellants, and dismissal
of appeals for failure to prosecute or settlement. This provision also gives the
commission wide discretion to act on appeal. The commission may expedite
appeals. It may affirm, reverse or modify a decision; remand matters il
determines were improperly or insufficiently developed, or remand for further
action without relinquishing jurisdiction. The commission members who
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heard an appeal must decide whether to grant reconsideration. The
commission may reconsider its decisions on specific grounds listed in
subsection (1): misapplication or failure to apply directly controlling law;
overlooking or misconceiving a material fact; misunderstanding a material
guestion in the case presented on appeal; or, applying law that has
subsequently changed. AS 44.62 docs not apply to proceedings of the
commission. This provision balances shorter time for appeal and
reconsideration (30 days) with sufficient time for collegial consideration of the
merits of the appeal before a commission decision (90 days). This provision
sets out clearly when a decision of the commission is final, lo avoid confusion
as to dates of finality.

The fourth new statutory provision exempts the commission from the grant of
superior court jurisdiction over judicial appeals of administrative agency
decisions contained in AS 44.62.590 and stales that commission orders may
not be otherwise appealed to the superior court. The purpose of this provision
is to eliminate appeal to the superior court, and lo provide that decisions of the
commission may be appealed directly to the Supreme Court. This provision
withdraws workers’ compensation appeals from the jurisdiction of the
superior court, which the legislature may do by law. Sec, Art. 1V, See. 1of
the Alaska Constitution, see also AS 22.10.020(d). Itdocs not encroach on
the judicial power reserved to the courts under Art. 1V, See. 15, because
incidental effects of substantive change do not trigger Art. 1V, See. 15
requirements. See, Wiencgardner v. Greater Anchorage Borough Bd. Of
Equalization, 534 P.2d 541, 547 n. IS (Alaska 1975). This provision docs not
affect the right to seek declaratory judgment in superior court on matters
affecting workers’ compensation law, as, for example, lo declare a regulation
invalid or to require coverage under an insurance contract. This provision also
establishes the standard of review for commission findings of the weight to be
accorded witness testimony and commission findings of fact, which must be
supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record.

Section 67 amends AS 23.30.130 to remove references to the board, transfer the authority
of the board to modify decisions to an administrative law judge, conform the
statute language to modem usage, and to add the director to those who may
petition for modification of a compensation order. This provision also limits
modification based on mistake of fact to mistake of material fact. This
provision docs not limit the type of fact that may be the subject of mistake, but
docs require that the mistake be one that is important to the outcome.

Section 68 amends AS 23.30.135 regarding investigation proceedings before the division
to remove references to the board, transfer the authority of the board to make
investigations under the act, take testimony and hold hearings to the director,
give the director power to issue subpoenas and examine records relating to the
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investigation and requires the superior court to enforce the director’s
subpoenas.

Section 69 amends AS 23.30.140 to remove reference to the board and transfer the
authority of the board to require appointment of a guardian to receive
compensation to the director.

Sections 70 amends AS 23.30.145(a) to remove references to the board, transfer the
authority of the board to award attorney fees to an administrative law judge,
and conform the language of the statute to modem usage.

Sections 71 amends AS 23.30.145(b) to remove references to the board, transfer from the
board to an administrative law judge the authority to award costs and attorney
fees and conform the language of the statute to modem usage.

Section 72 amends AS 23.30.155(a) to remove a reference to the board and transfer the
authority to prescribe forms from the board to the director.

Section 73 amends AS 23.30.155(b) to remove a reference to the board and transfer from
the board to an administrative law judge the authority to vary periodic
payments from the biweekly standard.

Section 74 amends AS 23.30.155(c) to remove references to the board, transfer the
authority of the board to prescribe forms to the director, and replace the board
with the division as the agency receiving notices and filings of compensation
reports. The language of the statute is also conformed to modem usage.

Section 75 amends AS 23.30.155(d) to remove references to the board and replaces the
board with the division as the agency whcic controversion notices are filed.
The amendment also conforms language to modem usage.

Section 76 amends AS 23.30.15 i(c) to remove a reference to the board and transfer the
authority to excuse nonpayment of compensation from the board to an
administrative law judge.

Section 77 amends AS 23.30.155(0 removes a reference to stay of payment on appeal
issued by a court and substitutes a reference lo stay of payment by order of the
commission. This conforms to the provisions of Section 65 above.

Section 78 amends AS 23.30.155(h) to remove references to the board, transfer the
authority to initiate investigations, order independent medical examinations,
and take other action to protect the parties’ rights from the board to the
director. The provision also gives the director the authority to file petitions in
disputed matters for a hearing before an administrative law judge. The
provision also conforms the language of the statute to modern usage.

Section 79 amends AS 23.30.155(i) to remove references to the board and transfer the
authority to require the employer to make deposits with the Department of
Revenue to secure payment of compensation from the board to the director.
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80 amends AS 23.30.155(j) lo remove a references to the board and transfer the
authority to approve offset of overpayments exceeding 20% of periodic
compensation payments from the board to an administrative law judge.

81 amends AS 23.30.155(k) to remove reference to the board and transfer the
authority to inspect receipts from the board to the director.

82 amends AS 23.30.155(m) to remove references to the board. This provision
transfers to the director the authority of the board to prescribe forms; the
authority of the commissioner to review the timeliness of insurer and adjuster
annual reports; and the authority of the commissioner to give notice of
penalties. This provision also replaces the board with the division for the
agency receiving annual reports.

83 amends AS 23.30.155(0) to remove references to the board. It transfers the
obligation to notify the division of insurance of frivolous or unfair
controversion determinations from the board lo the director, and the authority
to make such determinations from the board to an administrative law judge.

84 amends AS 23.30.170(a) to remove references to the board, modernize the
language of the statute and conform it to other usage in the act, replace the
board with the division as the recipient agency for petition filings, transfer the
authority to make investigation from the board to the director, and transfer
authority to make supplementary orders to an administrative law judge.

85 amends AS 23.30.170(b) to remove references to the board, transfer the
authority to declare awards in default from the board to an administrative law
judge, and transfer authority to request collection of defaulted payments by the
attorney general from the commissioner to the director. The provision also
makes a technical amendment, replacing applicant with petitioner to conform
to current usage.

86 amends AS 23.30.175(a) to remove references to the board and transfer the
authority to determine spendable weekly wages, order adjustment of
compensation rates, and direct deduction of prior payments from unpaid
compensation from the board to an administrative law judge.

87 creates a new statutory provision, AS 23.30.175(b)(5), which caps
compensation paid to non-resident recipients at the compensation rate the
recipient would receive if residing in Alaska. The effect of the amendment is
to allow compensation rates paid to a non-resident to decrease by cost of
living adjustments for the recipient's area of residence, but not to allow the
compensation rate to rise higher than the Alaska rate if the cost of living is
higher in the recipient’s area of residence.
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88 amends AS 23.30.175(c) to remove a reference to the board and transfer the
authority to provide cost of living comparisons from the board to the
department.

89 amends AS 23.30.180 to remove a reference to the board and transfer the
authority lo determine inflation adjustments and reductions of permanent total
compensation for prior payment of permanent partial disability compensation
from the board to an administrative law judge. This amendment also conforms
the language of the statute to modern usage.

90 amends AS 23.30.190(b) to remove a reference to the board and transfer the
authority to adopt a schedule for injuries that cannot be rated by use of the
American Medical Association Guides from the board to the department.

91 amends AS 23.30.190(d) to remove references to the board, transfer from the
board to the director the requirement to hold open hearings on the adoption
date for new editions of the American Medical Association Guides and the
authority to select and publish a date that new editions will be used for

impairment ratings.

92 amends AS 23.30.200(b) to remove a reference to the board and transfer the
authority to fix wage-earning capacity from the board to an administrative law
judge.

93 amends AS 23.30.205(e) to replace the commissioner wiih the director for
receipt of notice of award or adjudication respecting the second injury fund.

94 amends AS 23.30.205(0 to replace the commissioner with the director as the
recipient of notice of possible claim against the second injury fund.

95 amends AS 23.30.215(d) to remove references to the board, transfer the
authority of the board to an administrative law judge to commute payments of
future compensation to persons residing outside the United States or Canada,
and conform the language of the statute to modern usage. This amendment
also adds the director and employer to the persons who may petition for
commutation.

96 amends AS 23.30.220(a) to remove references to the board, transfer the
authority to determine matters relating to gross weekly earnings from the
board to an administrative law judge and conforms the language of the statute
to modern usage.

97 amends AS 23.30.240 to transfer the authority to approve executive officer
waivers of coverage from the commissioner to the director.

98 creates a new section relating lo fraudulent acts or false or misleading
statements in workers’ compensation. Provisions for civil reimbursement for
benefits obtained through fraudulent acts or false or misleading statements
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formerly in AS 23.30.250(b), are moved to this section, and the standard of
proof of fraudulent acts or false or misleading statements is clarified. The
form of the statute conforms to modern usage. This section also provides civil
immunity for a person who furnishes information regarding fraud in good
faith to law enforcement officials, the division, the division of insurance in the
Department of Commerce, Community and Economic Development, or an
insurer or risk manager of a self-insured employer. The immunity is not
extended to those whose liability is the result of reckless, willful or intentional
misconduct. In addition, an insurer, adjuster or risk manager is required to
report information about suspected fraud to the director, and is immune from
civil liability for making such a report. The provision grants the director
authority to investigate reports of fraud, and, if the director finds credible
evidence of fraud, to refer the facts to a prosecutor and to the affected insurer.
If the fraud was perpetrated against the division, the director may seek an
order of forfeiture against the person, precluding the person from future
benefits. The director’s investigations are made confidential, unless a court
directs public inspection. The director is given power to obtain information
outside the state, through other state’s officials, and to cooperate with officials
outside the state. Definitions are provided of “fraudulent acts”, which include
actions by persons other than an employee.

Section 99 amends AS 23.30.250, relating to criminal penalties for fraudulent acts or

false or misleading statements. The section is reserved to the criminal statute,
incorporating former AS 23.30.250(a), and civil restitution is moved to a new
section. (See Section 9S, above.) A new subsection (b) incorporates
definitions to assist the prosecution of fraud under this section.

Section 100 amends AS 23.30.260 to remove a reference to the board, transfer the power

to approve fees for representation to an administrative law judge and
commission, clarifies that the statute refers to representation or advice with
respect to a claim, and conforms the language of the statute to modern usage.

Section 101 amends AS 23.30.260 to add a new subsection (b) that provides that an

attorney may charge up to S300 for one-time only consultation with a
claimant. This provision gives statutory authority for a regulation that
presently exists allowing such fees.

Section 102 amends AS 23.30.395(2S) to remove a reference to the board and replaces

the board with the division as the agency which is furnished proofof financial
ability to make direct payments.

Section 103 amends AS 23.30.395 to add new' subsections defining the commission,

director, division and administrative law'judge. The administrative law judge
is “employed or retained by the oft.ee of administrative hearings (AS
44.64.010)".
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104 amends AS 39.25.1 10 to include the chair of the commission in the exempt
service.

105 amends AS 39.25.120(c)(14) to remove a reference to the board and
substitute the division as the employer of the rehabilitation administrator.

106 amends AS 39.50.200(b)(31) to remove a reference to the board and
substitute the commission.

107 amends AS 44.62.330(a)(15) to remove a reference to the board and to
substitute the division and director. This provision also modernizes the
reference to the act by substituting the statute citation.

108 amends AS 44.64.020(a) to add a provision that exempts the commission
from the authority of the chief administrative law judge to devise hearing
procedures.

109 includes the workers’ compensation act (AS 23.30) in the list of subject
jurisdiction of the office of administrative hearings.

110 establishes the rate of pay of administrative law judges within the office of
administrative hearings who do workers’ compensation hearings and other
proceedings under AS 23.30 at Range 24.

111 repeals AS 21.39.155(c), relating to the assigned risk pool.
112 repeals AS 23.30.395(3), defining the board.

113 creates a new provision of uncodified law that provides that the cap on rates
paid to . ut of state claimants shall apply only to injuries occurring after the
effective date of the provision establishing the cap.

114 creates a new provision of uncodified law that establishes a transition period
during which the director of insurance will name members of the board of
governors of the Alaska Insurance Guaranty Association to serve staggered
initial terms, sets dates of expiration of the current board of governors and
permits a member of the current board of governors to continue to serve until
a successor is appointed.

115 creates a new provision of uncodified law that establishes a transition period
during which matters pending before the board may be completed, setting an
expiration date for the terms of members of the board, and providing for
continuation of effect notwithstanding a transfer of function from the board to
the commission or director. This provision also continues in force all
regulations, orders, decisions, or certificates issued by the board until revoked,
modified or vacated under the provisions of this bill; continues in effect all
contracts, rights, liabilities or obligations; and transfers the property of the
board or other state agencies to implement the provisions of this bill.
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Section 116 creates a new provision of uncodified law setting the initial terms of the

commission to achieve staggered terms as provided in AS 39.05.055.

Section 117 creates a new provision of uncodified law permitting the director to lend

staff temporarily to the commission for a period of six months after the
effective date of the provision creating the commission.

Section 118 creates a new provision of uncodified law providing for general transition

authority, the continuance of litigation, investigations, and other proceedings
notwithstanding a transfer or amendment provided above. Certificates,
decisions, and orders remain in effect and contract, rights and liabilities
created by law remain in effect notwithstanding the passage of this act, and
records, appropriations, and other property is transferred with the functions of
the affected agency, so as to implement this act.

Section 119 creates a new provision of uncodified law permitting the director of

Section

Section

insurance in the Department of Community and Economic Development and
Department of Labor and Workforce Development to proceed to adopt
necessary regulations to implement this bill, but not before the effective date
of the bill.

120 creates a new provision of uncodified law establishing that those sections

transferring authority to or establishing authority, duties, qualifications, or
otherwise affecting administrative law judges and the commission is
conditioned upon enactment of HCS CSSB 203(FIN), passed by the Twenty-
Third Alaska State Legislature.

121 provides an immediate effective date for Section 119(a), relating to the

power of Department of Labor and Workforce development and the
Department of Commerce, Community and Economic Development to
develop regulations to implement this act.

Section 122 provides an effective date of September 1, 2004 for all the provisions

Section

relating to the division of insurance reforms.

123 provides all Sections remaining, relating toreorganization and reform of the

workers’ compensation system an effective date of July 1, 2005.
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WORKERS’ COMPENSATION

Significant differences between CSSB 311(JUD) and Special Session bill

Initial hearings on disputed claim hearings no longer before 3-member
hearing panel. (Range 24 attorney “Hearing Examiner” employed by Appeals
Commission with one labor and one industry member.) Hearings now before a
single “administrative law judge.” (Range 24 attorney ALJ employed by
independent Office of Administrative Hearings created by HCS CSSB
203(FIN)). Effective dale of new system moved forward (7/1/05) to match that
of the Office of Administrative Appeals.

Intermediate appeals still heard by Workers’ Compensation Appeal
Commission rather than individual Superior Court judges but make up of
Commission changed. Rather than three full-time attorney Commissioners
(Chair Range 30 and members Range 29) there are one full-time attorney Chair
(Range 27) and four citizen members (two representing employees, two
representing employers (each receiving $200/day for time spent in hearing
appeals). Each appeal will be heard by a panel consisting of the Chair, one
employer member, and one employee member. Final appeal still to the Alaska
Supreme Court.

Conflicts of interest now limited by Chair restriction on outside employment
and Chair/member restrictions on political activity and relationships to parlies.
Commissioner of Labor and Workforce Development may appoint a pro tern
Chair when there is a conflict or a prolonged period (not to exceed six months)
during which the Chair is unavailable for duty.

Anti-fraud provisions now included allowing director to investigate fraud,
immunizing “good faith” fraud reporters, broadly defining fraudulent acts,
clarifying civil reimbursement statute, and providing improved definitions
required for criminal fraud prosecutions.

Stay of award provisions clarified to maintain protection for continuing
payments of periodic benefits during an appeal.

Assigned Risk Pool provisions include requirements for insurers to make
deposits covering reserves for insolvencies, for pool to operate on self-funding
basis calculated using three-year average.

Uninsured employer provisions toughened by establishing new civil penalties
(up to $1()()/day/employee) and shortened time frames for hearings on defaults.

Prepared by DOL, DOLWD and DCED

June 22,2004



WORKERS’ COMPENSATION REFORM BILL

A MEASURED RESPONSE TO INCREASED CLAIM COSTS AND INSURANCE
PREMIUMS IMPACTING ALASKAN BUSINESSES AND WORKERS

Premiums, benefits paid, and claim costs rising.

In 2002 Alaska workers’ compensation benefits and claims costs exceeded s 210
million, including $11 million in legal fees and costs.

From 1997-2002 the insurance companies in the Alaska workers’ compensation
market paid out an average of $1.24 in benefits and claim costs for each dollar in
premiums collected.

This year average workers compensation premiums increased 21% but premiums
for 17 types of workers went up over 50%. (The increases exceeding 50% affect
workers in positions such as hospital non-professional, household appliance
installation &repair, day nurseries, child care &day camps, barber shops and hair
salons, building &property management, and geophysical seismic exploration.)

Bill does not change benefits paid to injured workers residing in Alaska, while
capping payments to outside residents at the Alaska rate.

No change to compensation rates or benefits, including rehabilitation and medical

benefits.
Compensation rates for total disability paid to non-residents capped at the rate

they would receive if residing in Alaska.

Bill addresses claim costs and speeds final determination of workers’
entitlement to benefits by making initial adjudication of disputed claims and
subsequent appeals process more efficient.

Disputed claims heard and resolved by single administrative law judge (ALJ)
rather than current 3-member Board panel. ALJS' availability increases flexibility
for scheduling hearings.

ALJs will be required to have special expertise and will be employed by the
independent Office of Administrative Hearings created by SB 203.

Intial appeals will be heard by a five member Appeals Commission, rather than
individual Superior Court judges. To minimize administrative costs, and maintain
citizen participation, the Commission is composed of four citizen members (2 from
labor, 2 from industry) and one full-time, experienced attorney serving as Chair. A
panel consisting of the Chair plus one industry and one labor member will hear
appeals. The Chair will administer the Commission and advise the members on
the law

The Commission has 90 days to decide an ?I)peal; half the time allowed the
Superior Court. Record preparation costs and delays (sometimes a year or more
over the six months appeal time limitation in Superior Court) will be decreased.
Commission can also schedule hearings more rapidly than the Superior Court.
Specific provisions insure Commission impartiality, including prohibiting political
activity by the Chair and prohibiting conflicts of interest of the members.



Claim costs and benefit entitlement uncertainty reduced by increasing

consistency and predictability of appeal decisions and making them legal

precedent.

 Single Commission with expertise plus citizen participation will decide all appeals.
Appeals decided by a single entity, rather than dozens of different Board hearing
panels and Superior Court judges, will increase predictability and consistency in
the interpretation and application of the law.

» Commission decisions are bindirg legal precedent (unlike current Superior Court
decisions) and may be appealed directly to the Alaska Supreme Court.

Insurance code amendments strengthen Insurance Guaranty Fund and
Assigned Risk Pool for protection of employers, insurers, and workers.

» \Workers’ compensation insurers required to deposit special cash or securities to
provide protection beyond the Insurance Guaranty Association.

 Assigned Risk Pool made self-funding by lifting the surcharge cap.

» Assigned Risk Pool loss reserves collateralized.

Active, accountable and experienced Division Director given new enforcement
tools to protect employers and workers by enforcing insurance requi/ements &
investigating fraud.
» Takes enforcement power and responsibilities of the Board and gives them to
experienced Workers’ Compensation Division Director with:
Investigation powers, including subpoena and record inspection;
Power to intervene in hearings directly;
Power to make decisions affecting enforcement; and
New powers to investigate fraud.
o Director may seek new penalty (up to $1OO/day/uninsured employee) ag.
uninsured employers and obtain default judgment in faster, streamlined proofs
to stop defaulting employers from leaving the state and their liabilities behind.

New workers' compensation fraud provisions.

» Persons who report fraud are given immunity for good faith reports and reports
fromworkers’ compensation industry are required if fraud is known.

» Fraud claims cover health care providers, insurers and other industry participants,
not just employee claimants.

COVMPLAINTS REGARDING PRIOR LEGISLATION (SB 311) ADDRESSED

Appeals Commission too expensive.
*  Only one full-time Commissioner.
o Administrative costs are reduced.

Appeals Commission de novo review power reduces influence of lay members.

e Lay members added to Appeals Commission exercise (€ NOVO review of hearing
Cers.

» Lay members at appellate level give greater influence on outcomes than current

system.

Commission Members should be vetted by Alaska Judicial Council.
Unconstitutional intrusion on executive branch appointment powers in violation of
separation of powors doctrine and Article 3, Section 26 of the Alaska Constitution.
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J
Senator Gene Therriault
State Capitol - Room 111
Juneau, AK. 99801-1182

I

t
DesrSeoator Therriault,

ABcjofAlaska, represents 155 member companies employing over 6,000 individual* throughout the
state.! Our members regularly deal with the Workers’ Compensation system and they have found that,
as structured, the system encourages long delays In returning to work or In settling claims vsgularly
falls to investigate fraudulent claims, and provides no consistent set of rulings thart may be relied upon
for evaluating liabilities. Inshort, this is a system that is inefficient, expensive, and one in which the
business community has lost all confidence. With premiums regularly Increasing (an average of 21°/o
this year) the system slowa economic growth and investment and impacts businesses' ability to provide

jobs. ];L

ABC of Alaska’s Legislative Review Committee strongly recommends and requests your support for
SB 1602, an act which will go a long way toward providing consistency and predictability In Workers’
Compensation; a first step in system overhaul and something all Alaskans deserve. With rising
insurance costs across the board, it is critical that the legislature pxrs this bill and affect meaningful
changie to the Workers' Compensation system in Alaska.

Specifically, this legislation will:
» Accelerate the appeals timeframe, reducing cogts and administrative burden on individuals

! and business.

; » Provide specific enforcement and fraud investigation authority Ina single office, ensuring
better protection under the law for both employors dealing with fraudulent claims and

; workors employed by uninsured employers.

. * Increase predictability and consistency in the interpretation and application of the law
through appeals review by asingle entity rather than a series of hearing panels and judges.

Please support SB 1002 to ensure Alaskan workers and Alaskan buaioestcs receive fair and timely
hearings with a comprehensive review and appeal* procedure in place.

|
Sincoely, = ----——--

> 0 x L~ - - -

D. Eden Larson
President & CEO
1
cc: Mpmbers of the Mouse
|
i
|
90 Wtmon BMLBuie 200+ Anchonp*, AK e Bt , 1654600« Fif («T) » Efll: Infetdrd—n nrg



Frank H. Murkowski X 110001
Governor Juneau Alfska 1I000|

QOBERNIQOVSTAICAKUS TA@@ 465- 3532
State of Alaska

Office of the Governor
Juneau

June 21, 2004

The Honorable Gene Therriault
President of the Senate

Alaska State Legislature

State Capitol, Room 111
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear President Therriault:

Under the authority of article Ill, section 18, of the Alaska Constitution, |
am transmitting a bill relating to the workers’compensation system. This bill
is based on the many discussions and hearings conducted during the Second
Session of the Twenty-Third Alaska State Legislature on Senate Bill 311. The
bill preserves lay participation in the workers’compensation system, while
increasing consistency in decision making and strengthening enforcement. It
seeks to improve the market for existing workers’compensation insurers and
attract new insurers, without immediate reductions in benefits to injured
Alaskan workers.

Despite the Legislature’s best efforts over the years, our current workers’
compensation system has not proven responsive to the pressures caused by a
growing, changing workforce and increasing costs. In order to respond to
complaints about the delay in hearings, the Legislature has steadily increased
the number of members of the current Alaska Workers’Compensation Board
(board) to make up more hearing panels, and removed the requirement that a
fully balanced panel be available for hearings. What was originally a three-
member board has grown to include 14 volunteer members residing around the
state. The original three-member board heard all claims; now panels, whose
composition can vaiy in as many as 300 combinations, hear claims. As a
result, the consistency of a single three-member board has been lost. The
increased size of the board makes it difficult to assemble as a body for holding
meetings and adopting regulations. While 1appreciate the dedication, public
service, and hard work that the board members and division of workers’
compensation (division) staff provide, many members of the board lack legal
training or background, and division hearing officers are not required to be
lawyers. The division is also hampered by the design of the "unified board"


http://WWW.GOV.STATE.AK.U5

The Honorable Gene Therriault
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system. The division has no authority to respond aggressively and quickly to
non-compliance and fraud —and the board itself is now too unwieldy to take
such action in any but singular cases.

This bill would replace the current system with one more like the most
common form of workers’compensation system in the rest of the United States.
Three new components of the system wall bring more consistency and
predictability in decisions, and more agility and pow'er of enforcement: (1) a
Workers’Compensation Appeals Commission (commission); (2) qualified and
experienced administrative law judges; and (3) an accountable division director
with additional administrative authority and duties. The only change to
benefits remains the cap on the cost-of-living adjustment paid to out-of-state
claimants. While claimants who reside in areas wdth a lower cost of living than
Alaska’s would continue to receive an adjustment, those residing in a higher
cost-of-living area would be capped at the amount paid to in-state claimants.
Otherwise, the bill does not alter benefits available to injured workers or the
method of delivering them.

Under the bill, an administrative law judge in the office of administrative
hearings in the Department of Administration W'ould conduct initial hearings
on disputes. Last session the Legislature ovenvhelmingly approved of the use
of independent administrative law judges centrally located in an office of
administrative hearings and supervised by a chief administrative law judge to
hear and adjudicate administrative hearings. Among other qualifications, all
administrative law'judges must be admitted to practice law in Alaska, and have
been admitted in Alaska for at least two years. They are subject to a code of
hearing officer conduct. The bill requires that the administrative law judges
who are appointed to conduct workers’compensation hearings have specific
expertise in the area of workers’compensation.

The commission w'ould replace the Superior Court at the appeals level.
The commission is composed of five members: one attorney experienced in the
practice of workers’compensation law (who will be an employee of the
Department of Labor and Workforce Development) and four lay, volunteer
members. The lay, volunteer memL.rs would be appointed from both labor
and industry and for any given matter, one from each side w'ould sit on the
appeal together with the attorney member of the commission. The
commission's decisions w'ould be binding legal precedent unless and until
overturned on appeal to the Alaska Supreme Court.
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This bill also adds new' duties and accountability to the administration of
the system. Currently, the director has little authority to act because all power
rests in the board. This bill would establish a division of w'orkers’
compensation in the department. The director, appointed by the
commissioner, would be personally accountable for the performance of the
division. The director would have expanded authority to administer the second
injury fund (AS 23.30.040), obtain stop work orders, investigate uninsured
employers, seek civil penalties for an employer's failure to insure workers,
investigate complaints of fraud in w'orkers’compensation, propose regulations
to the commissioner, intervene in cases and file appeals, supervise
rehabilitation of injured workers, and administer the Alaska Workers’
Compensation Act. The director's formal decisions may be appealed to the
commission.

The bill also provides a powerful tool to further the department's current
approach of "zero tolerance"” for employers that fail to carry legally required
w'orkers’compensation liability insurance. Under this bill, the department
gains authority to levy civil penalties against employers w'hose choice to operate
w'ithout the required insurance coverage places their employee's financial and
physical well being at risk. Such employers also gain an unfair competitive
advantage over employers w'ho act responsibly by complying with the law and
purchasing insurance.

The bill also authorizes, for the first time, the director to investigate fraud
in workers’compensation. Until now', Alaska has relied on insurers to
investigate fraud in w-orkers’compensation claims, with the result that
investigations are not necessarily consistent with the public’s interest is
preventing w'orkers’compensation fraud, as opposed to an insurer's monetary
interest in a particular case. The cost of fraud is borne by the public in the
increased cost of the system—it has an interest in preventing a range of
fraudulent acts, such as obtaining payments beyond the benefit amount
allowed, kickbacks, and threatening witnesses, that is not limited to obtaining
reimbursement of benefits from a single dishonest claimant.

The bill would also revise AS 21, the insurance code, regarding how' the
state regulates the w'orkers’compensation insurance industry. Under the bill,
insurers that transact w'orkers’compensation insurance would be required to
maintain in this state special deposits of cash or securities for the protection of
persons covered by workers’compensation insurance. In addition, insurers
must provide collateral in this state for their assumed share of the assigned
risk pool. This revision provides additional protection in the event of insurer
insolvency.
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The Alaska Insurance Guaranty Association's Board of Governors would
be modified to include representatives from employers, labor, and insurance
licensees. This change will expand the expertise of the Board of Governors to
better address workers’compensation market issues.

Finally, the assigned risk pool is altered to ensure that it is self-funding,
instead of relying on periodic assessments against insurers and consumers.
The current pool is unable to generate sufficient premium to pay the claims
made against it. The additional burden on insurance companies is a factor
making the Alaska workers’compensation insurance market unattractive to
insurers. Eliminating the cap on the assigned risk pool surcharge, and
mandating a self-funding pool, should increase deposits available to protect
insureds, improve the market for Alaska insurance companies, and ensure that
employers have access to workers’compensation insurance.

This bill represents a major step forward in modernization or the Alaska
workers’compensation system and addressing the significant workers’
compensation crisis in Alaska. This bill would professionalize the hearing
process through the use of administrative law judges located in the office of
administrative hearings. This will improve the process of making workers’
compensation decisions, increase predictability in the hearings, and strengthen
enforcement powers of the division. These features should make Alaska more
attractive for businesses to remain here or to relocate their operations to this
state.

lurge your prompt and favorable action on this measure.

Sincerely vours,

Prank H. Murkowski
Governor

Enclosure
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was referred to the
Senate Finance
Committee

Hearing(s) were held

The bill did not move
from Committee



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA
2004 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date/Time (Note if correction):

Title Dist. Of Approps from PermFund
Sponsor Rules
Requester Governor

Expenditures/Revenues

Fiscal Note Number: 1

Bill Version: SB 1003
(S) Publish Date: G/22/04
Dept. Affected” Revenue

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2006
Personal Services

Travel

Contractual

Supplies

Equipment

Land & Structures

Grants & Claims

Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING

FY 2005

0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

[CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) |

FUND SOURCE

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Othe' (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate)
TOTAL

0.0 0.0

Estimate* of any current yoar (FY2004) cost: 00

Irdu AK Permanent Fund Corporation
Component ~ AK Permanent Fund Corporation
Component No. 109
(Thousands of Dollars)
FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
i |
(Thousands of Dollars)
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Mark this box (X) If funding for this bill Is included In tho Governor's FY 2005 budget proposal:

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page itnecessary)

This bill would change the Alaska statutes that address distributions from the Permanent Fund to conform
to a Percent of Market Value payout limit. It would not change the management or the cost of operations of

the Fund.

See the attached schedule for financial projections of the Fund comparing the "Status Quo" to a 5%

POMV spending limit.

Proparod byRobert D Storor. Exccutivo Director
Division Alaska Permanent Fund Corporation

Steve Porter. Doputy Commissioner
Department of Rovonuo

Approved by
Agency

Phono 465*2047
DatofTimo C/19/2004/1 09 PM

Date 6/19/2004

[«r Ay di:[TMIW <]

COMMITTEE C

Page 1of 3
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Current Statutes
Contributions & appropriations (principal)
Unroalizod apprcciation/doproclatlon on assots
Realizod oarnings account (REA, after payouts)
Total markot value end of year (after payouts)

Total lump sum dividend appropriation
For person dividond under current statute

Transfer status quo Inflation-proofing (REA to Principal)

POMV - 5% (beginning in FY05)
Contributions &appropriations (principal)
Unroalizod appreciation/depreciation on assots
Roalizod oarnings account ( REA, after payouts)
Tolal markot value ond of year (aftor payouts)

5 year avorago markot value lagged ono yoar

Total 5% lump sum avorago markot valuo avallablo
for appropriation

Assumptions:

Alaska Permanent Fund Corporation
Financial projection comparison of the Alaska Permanent Fund under
current statutes versus POMV 5% lump sum payout, median case. All
dollars in millions except per person dividend.

FY05

24,452
1,683
1,297

27,433

512
$ 790 5

620

FYO05

23,840
1.683
1,173

26,695

25,851

1,293

FYOG

25,383
1,913
1,879

29,176

576
890

643

FYOG

24,128
1.892
1,687

27,707

25,902

1,295

-YO07

26,278
2,160
2,375

30,814

750
$ 1,160

666

FYO07

24,358
2.103
2,243

28,703

26,508

1,325

FYO08

27,189
2,425
2,778

32,393

924
5 1,420

G89

FY08

24.580
2.322
2,809

29,712

27,614

1,381

FY09

28,120
2,702
3,185

34,007

1,002
$ 1,530

713

FYO09

24.800
2.548

3.382
30,730

28,846

1,442

FY10

29,077
2,993
3,617

35,688

1,058
$ 1,600

737

FY10

25,021
2.781
3,965

31,768

30,012

1,501

FY11

30,053
3,304
4,074

37,431

1,114
$ 1,670

762

FY11

25.237
3,026
4,561

32,824

31,066

1,553

FY12

31,049
3,624
4,568

39,241

1,170

FY13

32,061
3,965
5,092

41,118

1,228

$ 1,740 $1,810

787

FY12

25.447
3,274
5.179

33,900

32,140

1,607

Callan Associates 2004 Csplt.il Market Assumptions, APFC 2004 assot allocation, Spring 2004 rovonuo lorocast, financial statomonts through
00/30/03. All payouts aro assumod to happttn at fiscal yoar and, ail dollar volues In millions.

POMYV payout assumes calculation methodology Is 5% of tho ending markot valuo (pro payout) for tho first five of tho last six fiscal yoars

r«f istttoooir S

Katuio.Arfciur,,., " n n <« <

812

FY13

25.648
3.532
5.811

34,991

33,234

1,662

FY14

33,090
4,317
5,658

43,065

1,288
1,880

839

FY14

25.841
3.793
6.465

36,099

34,344

1,717

I IEPMLKH/IMA [ M

34,139
4,684
6,263

45,087

1,350
$ 1,950

865

FY15

26,026
4.059
7,139

37,224

35,472

1,774

FN #1
SB 1003

FYO05-FY15
Totals

45,087

10,972
$ 16,440

8,132

FY05-FY15
Totals

37,224

16,549

N il pigi I



Alaska Permanent Fund Corporation
POMV payout, split 50% to tho Dividend, 45% to puolic sorvices and 5% to tho municipal dividond FN Ul SB 1003

FY05 FYOG FYO07 FYO08 FY09 FY10 TY11 FY12 FY13 FY14 FY15 FY05-FY15
POMYV - 5% (beginning in FY05) Totals
Contributions &appropriations (principal) 23,840 24.128 24,358 24,580 24.800 25.021 25,237 25,447 25,648 25,841 26,026
Unrealized approclation/dapreclallon on assats 1,683 1,892 2,103 2,322 2.548 2,781 3,026 3,274 3,532 3,793 4,059

Roaiixed aarnings account ( REA, altar payouts) 1,173 1,687 2,243 2,809 3,382 3,965 4,561 5,179 5,811 6,465 7,139
Tolal rnarkat value end of year (attar payouts) 26 695 27,707 28,703 29,712 30,730 31,768 32,824 33,900 34,991 35,099 37,224 37,224

5yoar avorago markot valuo lagged one yoar 25,851 25,902 26,508 27,614 28,846 30,012 31,066 32,140 33,234 34,344 35,472

Total available for appropriation 1,293 1,295 1,325 1,381 1,442 1,501 1,553 1,607 1,662 1,717 1,774 16,549
AFPC management costs (43) (44) (45) 47) (48) (50) (51) (53) (54) (56) (57) (547)
payout 50% aftor APFC costs ¢ lump sum dividend 625 626 640 667 697 726 751 777 804 831 858 8,001
payout 45% aftor APFC costs for govornmont
services 562 563 576 [coo] 627 G53 676 699 723 748 772 7,201
payout 5% after APFC costs for municipal
dividend G2 63 64 67 70 73 75 78 80 83 86 800
Por porson dividend S990 $990 $1,000 $1,040 $1,090 $1,130 $1,160 $1,200 51,230 $1,270 $1,310 $12,410
Total available for appropriation 1,293 1.295 1,325 1,381 1,442 1,501 1,553 1,607 1,662 1,717 1,774 16,549
AFPC management costs (43) (44) (45) (47) (48) (50) (51) (53) (54) (56) (57) (547)
payout 50oafter APFC costs « lump sum dividend 628 631 640 667 co7 726 751 777 804 831 858 8,009
payout 45% after APFC costs for govornmont
services 559 558 576 600 627 653 676 699 723 748 772 7,193
payout 5% aftor APFC costs for municipal
dividend 62 63 64 67 70 73 75 78 80 83 86 800
Guarantoo $1.000 minimum dividond $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,040 $1,090 51,130 51.1G0 51,200 $1,230 $1,270 $1,310 $12,430
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p.o. BX 110001
G Juneau, Alaska s9s11-0001
evernor (907) 465-3500

FAX (907) 465-3532
governorSgov.state.ak.us VIANEDVSTATEAL LB
state of Alaska

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
JUNEAU

Frank H. Murkowski

June 21, 2004

The Honorable Pete Kott
Speaker of the House

Alaska State Legislature
State Capitol, Room 208
Juneau, AK99801-1182

Dear Speaker Kott:

Under the authority of article Ill, section 18, of the Alaska Constitution, I am
transmitting a joint resolution proposing amendments to the Alaska Constitution
relating to and limiting appropriations from the Alaska Permanent Fund based on an
averaged Percent of Market Value (POMV) approach. The question presented to
legislators by the joint resolution is whether to allow Alaskans to decide if
management of the Alaska Permanent Fund should be modernized to a POMV
approach. The POMV approach limits annual spending to five percent of the Alaska
Permanent Fund's market value.

Ifadopted by the voters, the constitutional amendments in thisjoint resolution
would change the way ;n which amounts available for appropriation from the Alaska
Permanent Fund are determined. Thejoint resolution contains the same provisions as
CS House Joint Resolution 26(FIN), which passed the House of Representatives during
the second session of this Legislature. Under the provisions of this joint resolution,
the Legislature could appropriate an amount that would not exceed five percent of the
averaged market values of the Alaska Permanent Fund for the first five of the six fiscal
years immediately preceding the fiscal year in which the money is appropriated. The
provisions do not allocate the amount available for appropriation for a specific
purpose.

I remain convinced that Alaskans expect us to resolve the state’s long-term
fiscal problem this year. This resolution is an important part of what must be a bi-
partisian solution to the state’ fiscal gap.

| urge your prompt and favorable action on this measure.

Sincerely yours,

H. Murkowski
Governor
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was referred to the
Senate Finance
Committee

Hearing(s) were held

The bhill did not move
from Committee



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number: 1
2004 SPECIAL SESSION Bill Version: SB 1004
(S) Publish Date: 6/22/04
Revision Dale/Time (Note if correction): Dept. Affected: Revenue
Title General Obligation Bonds for RDU Revenue Programs Services
University Projects "Component Treasury Management
Sponsor Rules Committee
Requester Governor Murkowski Component No. 121
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual 205.0 30.0 21.0 16.0 8.0 6.0
Supplies
Equipment

Land & Structures

Grants & Claims

Debt Service 3,8509 3,850.9 3.8509 3,8509 3,850.9
TOTAL OPERATING 205.0 3,880.9 3,871.9 3,866.9 3,858.9 3,856.9

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES | |

ICHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) | | | |

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF 205.0 3,8809 3,871.9 3,866.9 3.858.9 3,856.9
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health
Other (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate)
TOTAL 205.0 3,880.9 3,871.9 3,866.9 3,858.9 3,856.9

estimate of any current year (FY2004) cost: 0.0
Check this box (X) If funding for this bill Is Included in the Governor’s FY 2005 budget proposal: [

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary)

Authorizes the issuance of 539,3 million in general obligation bonds to p3/ for cost of design, construction,
and major maintenance of University of Alaska facilities.

If the hill is passed by the legislature the proposal would be included on the ballot for voter authorization in
the fall of 2004. Assuming voter approval the entire authorization of bonds would be issued in the spring ol
2005. However, the State Bond Committee would determine the actual timing, amount, and term cf the
bond sales based on project demand and market conditions. InFY '05 5205.0 will be appropriated from
the general fund of the state to forward fund the costs of issuing the bonds including rating agency,
printing, public notice, travel, financial advisor, and bond counsel fees. InFY '06 and following the
contractual charges are for money management fees and paying agent fees. The general fund will be
reimbursed from fund bond proceeds following the bond sale.

Prepared by Deven Mitchell, State Debt Manager Phone 465-3750
Division Treasury Division DatoH'ime 6/21/2004/3 21 PM
Approved by: Tom Boutin, Deputy Commissioner Date 6/21/2004
Agency Department of Revenue
Page 1of2

COMMITTEE COPY



FISCAL NOTE U\

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. SB 1004
2004 SPECIAL SESSION

ANALYSIS CONTINUATION

However if state general obligation bonds for other purposes (such as Transportation projects) were
approved at the same time, issuance of all bonds would likely take place at one time. In that instance,
issuance costs would be largely combined. However, this fiscal note must contemplate issuance of only
these bonds in order to provide for issuance costs in the event only this authorization is approved.

These bonds would be sold on a competitive basis with the bonds being awarded to the bidder offering the
lowest true interest cost. The bidder would be given the option of purchasing bond insurance. This
structure almost always results ina net bond premium. The bonds would be remarketed, with the
premium used to pay the underwriter's sales force and expenses.

Assuming an interest rate of 5.25% (approximately 50 basis points higher than current rates) and a 15
year term, level annual debt service would be approximately S3.9 million per year beginning in FY 2006.
With current interest rates, annual debt service would be reduced to 53.7 million.

The interest rates in this fiscal note require the maintenance of the State's credit ratings through this
additional bonds issuance, a probable scenario since adoption of a fiscal plan would be concurrent with
voter approval of this bond authorization. The Stale is currently on negative outlook from Moody's
Investors Service. Standard and Poor's and Fitch Services have indicated mid-term concern related to the
disparity between ongoing recurring revenues and expenditures and the continuing and projected
depletion of the State's short term reserves. Ifno steps had been taken to balance recurring revenues
with expenditures by the time these bonds were issued, it is likely that the cost of capital would increase
for all issuers of Alaska public debt when the state credit ratings were downgraded by at least one of the
agencies.

Page 2 of 2



Law Log 04-0182 Bill Analyses

BILL ANALYSIS
DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE

Section 1 Pledges the full faith, credit and resources of the state for payment of
principal, interest and premium of not more than S39,304,000 of bonded debt as allowed
by Art. IX, Section 8, of the Constitution provided that a majority of the qualified voters
voting on the question must approve the debt unless the purpose is repelling invasion,
suppressing insurrection, defending in war, or meeting natural disasters. Refinancing
pre-statehood debt is also an exception to the voter requirement but there is no longer any
pre-statenood debt outstanding. Section 1also requires issuance in accord with AS 37.15
which directs terms and procedures for debt issuance.

Section 2: Establishes a fund to receive the bond proceeds. Provided the bonds are
issued as tax-exempt bonds under the Internal Revenue Code, the Code requires that
proceeds must be kept in this state fund until spent, and that earnings of this fund be
subject to rebate of arbitrage earnings to the LRS.

Section 3. Lists the public projects to be funded with bond proceeds. All of the projects
are University of Alaska projects.

Section 4. Provides that up to S400.000 is appropriated for issuance costs, and to be
reimbursed from bond proceeds. A breakdown and explanation of estimated issuance
costs can be provided by the Department of Revenue/Stale Bond Committee.

It’s worth noting that ifboth bond bills passed, and if all bonds were issued at one time,
the issuance costs would aggregate lo less than S400,000 for all bonds, and the issuance
costs would be only incrementally more for all bonds than they would be for only one
issue. However this language is necessary to provide for an instance where only one
bond issue was approved and an instance where all bonds were not issued at one time.

Section 5. Provided the bonds arc issued as tax-exempt bonds, so long as some bond

proceeds arc unspent they must be invested, and the investment earnings arc subject to
rebate of arbitrage earnings to the IRS. This section provides for investment costs and
the cost of complying with arbitrage requirements provided the funds arc appropriated.

Section G Provides for reimbursement of planning costs from bond proceeds once bonds
arc issued.

Section 7. Allows the any bond proceeds not needed for project completion to be used lo
redeem bonds. If there arc bond proceeds not needed for project completion and all
bonds have been redeemed, the amount can be used to reimburse the general fund for
debt service paid on the bonds.

Section S. States the question to be asked of votcts in the next general election so far as
whether the general obligation is approved for these projects in the amount of
539,304.000,



Proposed University of Alaska G.O. Bond Projects

1 Integrated Science Facility (Anchorage) $9,500,000
Design and construction of a new Integrated Science Facility, which incorporates the
existing science facility into expanded instructional, student, and administrative space.
The project is in response lo a critical shortage of fundamental core science, instructional,
and laboratory space. Current facilities are insufficient and inadequate to meet the current
demand of 450 science majors and 4,000 non-majors each semester. The new facility will
feature state-of-the-art science academic labs and technology associated with distance
delivery. The facility will be designed to incorporate program growth in integrated
sciences, including integrated science instruction for majors and non-majors,
environmental studies and systems research, biomedical research, and complex system
studies to prepare students to meet the employment needs of the State of Alaska.

2. School of Fisheries and Ocean Science Research Facility

Design and Construction (Juneau) $7,000,000
Located at Lena Point, the facility will provide long-term support for the School of
Fisheries and Ocean Sciences and its academic and research mission. The facility is a
thrce-story building consisting of approximately 41,500 square feet and programmed to
provide space for 14 faculty members and their associated research assistants and
graduate students. The academic space consists of two classrooms, one teaching lab, and
a seminar room with a capacity for 120 people. The research space consists of 19
laboratories for a multitude of scientific disciplines, which range from computer labs for
statistical analysis to wet labs with large salt-water tanks.

3. Biological and Computational Sciences Research Facility

Design and Construction (Fairbanks) S1 2,000,000
The Biological and Computational Sciences Facility will provide instructional and
research lab space for Biology and Computational Science programs, the State of Alaska
Virology Labs, and affiliated classrooms and offices. The Arctic Region Super Computer
staff will also reside in this new facility. Phase | of theproject, funded by the passage of
the 2002 GO Bond, includes construction of theutilidor; a new CentralAnimal Facility
(CAF) with provisions for an incinerator and necropsy lab; relocation of three existing
structures on the proposed CAF site; and revised B1CS programming/concept design.
Phases 1Lthrough 1V in this request will complete the design, contract documents,
construction, and build-out of the facility.

4. Safety Code and Americans with Disability Act

Improvements (System-wide) 52,941,000
Will fund crucial projects aligned with maintaining current operating effectiveness at the
University of Alaska system. Projects will include code compliance, life hcaltli/safety
renovations and repairs, as well us capital improvements dealing with Americans with
Disabilities Act compliance.
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5. Lucy Cuddy Center Renewal (Anchorage) S1,000,000
Will renew building infrastructure in a 30-year-old facility, which houses the Culinary
Arts and Hospitality academic programs and is the dining venue for students, faculty, and
staff on the west campus. Recent increases in student enrollment and changes in student
dining plans have shifted dining patterns and increased utilization of the Cuddy facility
dramatically. Upgrading the building to contemporary use will improve space efficiency,
the ability to responding to growing student enrollment, and assist faculty in delivering
cutting edge instruction. The Culinary Arts and Hospitality programs support major
economic engines in the State of Alaska - hospitality and tourism.

6. Bristol Bay Classroom Expansion S1,000,000
Construction of an addition to the existing classroom facility, which will include new
vocational instructional areas, administrative offices, registration and student support
services, and an independent learning area.

7. Paul / Zcigler Classroom Renovation (Ketchikan) $500,000
Renovations include general building system upgrades; renovation and addition of
classrooms for the dynamic and expanding curriculum offerings; faculty offices; and
common study space for students.

8. Sitka Campus Improvements S250,000
Construct area separations and install code complying mechanical, electrical, and fire
systems in the open hangar area of th™ Sitka Campus facility. This area currently serves a
number of uses that are incompatible under current building and life safety codes.
Vocational programs for welding, construction, and small engines are interspersed in this
single area without fire separations. Other uses such as general storage, art, vehicle
parking, and fire exits also coexist in the hangar.

9. Tatiana Valley Classroom improvements (Fairbanks) S1,000,000
Replaces the aged mechanical and electrical systems within the old Fairbanks
Courthouse, upgrades the exterior envelope, and completes seismic corrections, as well as
revitalizes the interior spaces to meet '1VC's rapidly expanding program needs.

10. Hendrickson Remodel and Renovation (Juneau) $1,213,000
Renew and remodel the Hendrickson Building and the Hendrickson Annex to provide
more effective use of the space, provide building code mandated toilet rooms and fire
sprinklers, and replace or renew building systems and finishes.

11. Homer Campus New Facility Classroom Construction $500,000
Completion of the Kuchemak Bay campus classroom facility, which was begun with
funds from the 2004 GO Bond package.
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12. Prince William Sound Facilities Classroom Construction (Valdez) $1,000,000
Construction of a classroom/thcatrc/museum addition to the existing PWSCC facility.
Funds will supplement the 2002 General Obligation Bond package and allow the
completion of the renovation of an existing facility as well as add classroom space and a
theatre/museum complex in which a significant collection of Alaska historical artifacts

will be housed.

13. Additional Rural Campus Needs $1,000,000
Provide for the upgrade, renovation, and repair at rural campuses on an as-needed basis
consistent with the Board of Regents on-going priorities to maintain rural campuses.

Total S38,904,000
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number: 1
2004 SPECIAL SESSION Bill Version: SB 1005
(S) Publish Date: 6/22/04
Revision Dale/Time (Note if correction): Dept Affected: Revenue
Title General Obligation Bonds (or RDU Revenue Programs & Services
State Transportation Projects Component Treasury Management
Sponsor Rules Committee
Requester Governor Murkowski Component No. 121
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual 381.9 49.9 34.0 24 0 9.0 6.0
Supplies
Equipment

Land & Structures

Grants & Claims

Debt Service 7,552.9 7,553.7 7,555.0 7.556.0 7,556.3
TOTAL OPERATING 381.9 7,602.8 7,587.7 7,579.0 7,565.0 7,562.3

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

CHANGE IN REVENUES ( JZL

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF 381 9 7.602.8 7.587.7 7,579.0 7,565 0 7,562.3
1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specily Type--Do not abbreviate)

TOTAL 381.9 7,602.8 7,587.7 7,579.0 7,565.0 7,562.3
Estimato of any current year (FY2004) cost: 00
Check this box (X) If funding for this bill Is included in tho Governor's FY 2005 budget proposal:
POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page ifnecessary)

Authorizes the issuance of $77.1 million in general obligation bonds to pay for state transportation capital
improvement projects.

Ifthe bill is passed by the legislature the proposal would be included on the ballot for voter authorization in
the fall of 2004. Assuming voter approval the entire authorization of bonds would be issued in the spring
of 2005. However, the State Bond Committee would determine the actual timing, amount, and term of the
bond sales based on project demand and maiket conditions InFY '05 up to $381.9 will be appropriated
from the general fund of the state lo forward fund the costs of issuing the bonds including rating agency,
printing, public notice, travel, financial advisor, and bond counsel fees. In FY '05 and following the
contractual charges are for money management fees and paying agent fees. The general fund will be
reimbursed from bond proceeds following the bond sale.

Prepared by Devon Mitchell. State Dobt Manager Phone 465*3750

Division Treasury Division Date/Time 6/21/2004/3 13 PM
Approved by  Tom Boutin, Deputy Commissioner Date 6/21/2004

Agency Department of Revonuo

[Ire»M!i;?2f00WO | Page 10of2

COMMITTEE COPY



FISCAL NOTE #1

STATE OF ALASKA DILL NO. SB 1005
2004 SPECIAL SESSION

ANALYSIS CONTINUATION

However if state general obligation bonds for other purposes (such as University projects) were approved
at the same time, issuance of all bonds would likely take place at one time. In that instance, issuance
costs would be largely combined. However, this fiscal note must contemplate issuance of only these
bonds in order to provide for issuance costs in the event only this authorization is approved.

These bonds would be sold on a competitive basis with the bonds being awarded to the bidder offering the
lowest true interest cost. The bidder would be given the option of purchasing bond insurance. This
structure almost always results ina net bond premium. The bonds would be remarketed, with the
premium used to pay the underwriter's sales force and expenses.

Assuming an interest rate of 5.25% (approximately 50 basis points higher than current rates) and a 15
year term, level annual debt service would be approximately S7.5 million per year beginning in FY 2006.
With current interest rates, annual debt service would be reduced to S7.3 million.

The interest rates in this fiscal note require the maintenance of the State's credit ratings through this
additional bonds issuance, a probable scenario since adoption of a fiscal plan would be concurrent with
voter approval of this bond authorization. The State is currently on negative outlook from Moody's
Investors Service. Standard and Poor's and Fitch Services have indicated mid-term concern related to the
disparity between ongoing recurring revenues and expenditures and the continuing and projected
depletion of the State’s short term reserves. Ifno steps had been taken to balance recurring revenues
with expenditures by the time these bonds were issued, it is likely that the cost of capital would increase
for all issuers of Alaska public debt when the state credit ratings were downgraded by at least one of the
agencies.
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Proposed Surface
Transportation G.O. Bond
Package

Project

Anchorage - Abbott Loop Upgrade
(Tudor Road to Abbott Road)

Anchorage - Lake Otis & Tudor
Intersection Improvements

Anchorage - Dowling Road East
Extension

Fairbanks - Cowles Street and 21st
Avenue Upgrade

Fairbanks -Van Horn Road -
Cushman to Pegcr

Amount

$15,000,000

$8,500,000

$14,600,000

$1,200,000

$6,100,000

Project Benefits

4

Description and scope of work

Supplements existing funding for a new roadway
and bridges. Project was one of the November
2002 GO Bond Projects. The additional funding
is needed to upgrade the intersection with Tudor
Road and provide a project contingency. New
alignment to be transferred to local ownership.

Relieves congestion at one of the most congested
intersections in the state. MOA has begun ROW
acquisition with $3 million of municipal funds.

Extends Dowling Road east from Lake Otis to the
new Abbott Loop Road. State traffic engineers
believe that this project, combined with the
ongoing Abbott Loop extension, will provide
significant congestion relief on Lake Otis and at
the Lake Otis and Tudor intersection. New
alignment to be transferred to local ownership.

Upgrades Cowles Street and 21st Avenue in the
vicinity of the hospital. Project is needed to
accommodate new traffic patterns resulting from
hospital expansion. The total project budget is
$2,900,000 and FMATS anticipated to
supplement project funds to achieve full scope.

Widens and upgrades the existing road,
including shoulders, turn lanes, and other safety
improvements. This road serves Fairbanks’
primary industrial area and has a high volume of
truck traffic.
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Proposed Surface
Transportation G.O. Bond
Package

6 North Slope - Bullen Point Road EIS
& Design

7 Mat-Su - Bogard Road East
Extension, EIS, design and ROW

8 Kenai Peninsula - Area Road Paving

9 Alcknagik - Wood River Bridge
Design

10 Sitka - Sawmill Creek P.oad

$3,700,000

$6,600,000

$4,000,000

$1,000,000

$1,000,000

0%

Enhances the economic viability of oil deposits
located cast of Prudhoc Bay on State land. The
50-60 mile road is from Prudhoc Bay east
toward Pt. Thompson and ANWR.

Extends Bogard Road easterly to provide a new
east-west route between Palmer and Wasilla and
alleviate traffic problems on the Palmer Wasilla
Highway. This is much less expensive than a
major upgrade of the P-W Hwy. Requested
funding will get the state through an EIS and
ROW acquisition and get the project ready for
STIP funding and construction. New and
upgraded alignment to be transferred to local
ownership

Provides for a variety of road upgrade projects
after which maintenance responsibility is to be
transferred to the local government. If
negotiations arc not successful, the funds will be
used to repave other state highways in the Kenai

Peninsula area.
Connects Alcknagik with the Dillingham road

system. Currently residents and school children
cross the river by boat and snow machine with
an average of one resident drowning each year
due to an accident. The NEPA environmental
assessment for this project has been recently
completed and the department is waiting for
funding. It is presently in the STIP as an
potential earmark project estimated at $12-14
million.

Supplements existing funding from the 2002
GO Project which was not sufficient for full
reconstruction of the roadway and paving.
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Proposed Surface
Transportation G.O. Bond
Package

Southeast Alaska Road Construction

Yukon-Kuskokwim Rivers
Transportation Corridors EIS &
Design

Kodiak - Pasagshak Road Paving

Noatak Airport to Red Dog Mine EIS
and Design

Total

$8,000,000

$2,000,000

$1,500,000

$3,500,000

$76,700,000

/

4

4

r

Will implement one or more of the road segments
of the new Southeast Alaska Transportation

Plan. The plan includes many new road
segments connecting USFS roads that will
increase community access and access to
resources.

Supplements other funding to examine and build
a resource transportation corridor from the
Kuskokwim River north to the Yukon River, and
take in the Donlin, Ophir, and other mining
districts. Current funding for portions of this
route includes $4 million in the 2002 bond issue
and $10 million in the Federal 2004 Omnibus
Appropriations bill for Donlin Creek Road.

Supplements other funding intended to
reconstruct tire 13 mile road to the Kodiak
Launch Facility. The launch facility has national
significance and is a major new economic
activity in the state.

Funds designh of a new road lo connect the Red
Dog transportation system to the community of
Noatak. Construction of this approximately 19
mile link will provide Red Dog with access to
Noatak's airport and will give the village access
to the Red Dog port.
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Law Log 04-0171

BILL ANALYSIS
DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE

Section 1: Pledges the full faith, credit and resources of the state for payment of
principal, interest and premium of not more than 577,100,000 of bonded debt as allowed
by Art. IX, Section 8, of the Constitution provided that a majority of the qualified voters
voting on the question must approve the debt unless the purpose is repelling invasion,
suppressing insurrection, defending in war, or meeting natural disasters. Refinancing
pre-statenood debt is also an exception to the voter requirement but there is no longer any
pre-statehood debt outstanding. Section 1 also requires issuance in accord with AS 37.15
which directs terms and procedures for debt issuance.

Section 2: Establishes a fund to receive the bond proceeds. Provided the bonds are
issued as tax-exempt bonds under the Internal Revenue Code, the Code requires that
proceeds must be kept in this state fund until spent, and that earnings of this fund be
subject to rebate of arbitrage earnings to the IRS.

Section 3. Lists the public projects to be funded with bond proceeds.

Section 4. Provides that up to 5400,000 is appropriated for issuance costs, and to be
reimbursed from bond proceeds. A breakdown and explanation of estimated issuance
costs can be provided by the Department of Revenue/State Bond Committee.

It’s worth noting that if both bond bills passed, and if all bonds were issued at one time,
the issuance costs would aggregate to less than $400,000 for all bonds, and the issuance
costs would be only incrementally more for all bonds than they would be for only one
issue. However this language is necessary to provide for an instance where only one
bond issue was approved and an instance where all bonds were not issued at one lime.

Section 5. Provided the bonds are issued as tax-exempt bonds, so long as some bond

proceeds are unspt it they must be invested, and the investment earnings arc subject to
rebate of arbitrage earnings to the IRS. This section provides for investment costs and
the cost of complying with arbitrage requirements provided the funds arc appropriated.

Section 6. Provides for reimbursement of planning costs from bond proceeds once bonds
are issued.

Section 7. Allows any bond proceeds not needed for project completion to be used to
redeem bonds. If there are bond proceeds not needed for project completion and all
bonds have been redeemed, the amount can be used to reimburse the general fund for
debt sendee paid on the bonds.

Section 8. States the question to be asked of voters in the next general election so far as
whether the general obligation is approved for these projects in the amount of
S77.100,000.



Law Log 04-0171

Section 9. Immediate effective date for Section S.

Section 10. Sections 1through 7 above become effective when the lieutenant governor
certifies that constitutional amendments relating to and limiting appropriations from the
permanent fund under the POMYV and this bond proposition were approved by a majority
of the qualified voters who voted.



Frank H. Murkowski P.O. BOX 110001
JUNEAU. ALASKA 9901 1-0001
(907) 465-3500
FAX (907) 465-3532
WWW.GOV.STATE.AK.US

Governor

GOVCnNnNOR®GOV.5TATE.AK.US
State of Alaska

Office or- the Governor
Juneau

June 21, 2004

The Honorable Gene Therriault
President of the Senate

Alaska State Legislature

State Capitol, Room 111
Juneau, AK99801-1182

Dear President Therriault:

Under the authority of article Ill, section 18, of the Alaska Constitution, |
am transmitting a bill authorizing the issuance of general obligation bonds to
finance surface transportation capital improvement projects.

The projects included in this bill address a variety of important surface
transportation needs across the state, ranging from congestion reliefin
Anchorage and Fairbanks, to safety improvements, betterment of driving
conditions, and access to critical resource and industrial projects. Some of
these upgrades are being included to facilitate transfer to local ownership.

Investment in transportation pays both short- and long-term dividends to
the state’s economy. Immediately, it would put Alaskans to work in the design
and construction of these surface transportation projects. Long-term, it
ensures that workers and commodities can move efficiently, and enables new
economic activity to occur that in turn creates new family-.vage jobs. As such,
I consider this bond package a stimulus to the state’s economy, and part of the
budget solution.

One key advantage of this bill is that it provides an additional level of
transportation financing during a period of reduced federal funding for
highways. Since statehood, the flow of federal dollars has typically grown each
year, but since 2002 this trend has changed and we now face two consecutive
years of decline in federal funding levels. Supplementing the state’s capital
program with general obligation bond money would ensure that the state's
infrastructure would keep pace with growth in traffic and other uses.
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The Honorable Gene Therriault
June 21, 2004
Page 2

| view this bond package as an important plank in the state’s long-range
financial plan. Ensuring that we have a sufficient and effective surface
transportation system is an important duty of the legislative and executive
branches. The bill also requires that the money in the bond package only be
available once a constitutional amendment establishing the percent of market
value approach to determining amounts available for appropriation from the
Alaska Permanent Fund, and the bonds, have been approved by the voters.

I welcome your support of this important measure.

Sincerely yours,

frank H. Murkowski
Governor

Enclosure
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SENATE finance committee report

DATE: 2/19/03 RURTHER

DATE TURNED
INTO OHHCE

Finance Committee considered  SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO 1
SCR 1 SUPPORT ROADS/HOT SPRINGS LOCOP ROAD

Relating to economy development generated by new road construction and to the design and construction of
the Haot Springs Logp Road to connect Chena Hat Springs and Gircle Hat Springs.

t'l ;W

and recommends: Senate Bill:
: ] same title
be replaced with CS 'S ¢RI ( Ikl ) [whewtitle
1 adopt previ - ) ouse Blllt:_tI
revious : same title
PIEVIOS - ( E technical fitle
] attached amendment(s) new. SCR#
] adopt Letter of Intent by Committee
] further referral to Committee
NEW HSCAL NOTHS): PREMIOUS HSCAL NOTE(S):
Department Dete Hscal Zero H\# Department Date Hscal Zero FN\¢
Dc5T4.PF  Jiolcfi *\

[ 1 APPROPRIATION <« no fiscal note



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA
2003 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision DaterTime (Note if correction):
Title Support Roads/Hot Springs Loop Road

Sponsor Wilken

Fiscal Note Number:

97

1

Requester STEA

Expenditures/Revenues
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2004
Personal Services

Travel

Contractual

Supplies

Equipment

Land & Structures

Grants & Claims

Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0

|CAPITAL EXPENDITURES |
[CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) |

FUND SOURCE

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Tyoe-Do not abbreviate)
TOTAL 0.0

Estimato of any curront yoar (FY2003) cost:

Bill Version:

(S) Publish Date:

Dept. Affected
BRU
Component

Component No

SCR1
2/12/03

DOT&PF

Commissioner's Office
Commissioners Office

530

(Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted beiow

FY 2005 FY 2006

0.0 0.0

FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009

0.0 0.0 0.0

(Thousands of Dollars)

0.0 0.0

00

0.0 0.0 0.0

Mark this box (X) if funding for this bill Is Included in tho Governor’s FY 2004 budget proposal: 1

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Attach o separate page it necessary)

Donms R Posnard
Special Assistant to Commissioner

Prepared by
Division
Approved by Commissioner Mike Barton

Agency

MdfcVECIOWM

COMMITTEE COP'

Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities

Phone 465-3900
Date/Time 2/10/03 3 09 PM

Date 2/10/2003
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SENATE FINANCE
COMMI

TTpf
Amendm
Bill Nurri
Amendment Sponsonugjrvi® pat

Logged In By: _

G

Offered In Senate Finance By: Senator Hoffman

To: CS SCR 1(STA)

Insert: page 3 line 12

Whereas the Donlin Creek Road project lias been a project identified as
a project that will greatly enhance economic development and establish a
transportation corridor in the Kuskokwim area, which will have a profound
effect on future development in the region.

Insert: page 3 line 28

Further Resolved that the Alaska State Legislature supports the
continued effort for construction of the Donlin Creek Road.



SENATE FINANCE COMMITTEE

vy, f? ~/2003 COMMITTEE ACTION

Bill Number
Amendment
Motion

Motion bv

Removed
Second Objection by
Committee Member
Senator AttttermarTT~udor
Senator Bunde
Senator Hoffman
Senator Olson
Senator Stevens
Co-Chair Green
Co-Chair Wilken

Tally
Yea
Nay

Absent

B3F 1
t'o !
| p/-

"I'Tom isn

t
UKIIdO/)

Y

\Vote

N



AMENDMENT By OLSON

In Senate Finance SENATE FINANCE
COMMITTEEA -n
To: SCR 1, Economic Development Roads Amendment Number” C-

Bill Number: £)C.£? |
SponsonQVvACO PatQ "™ J™ cyb

. L d In By.
Ins.rt on page 3 the following new resolved clause: cgged n BY

"FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature supports the design and
construction ofa road to Rock Creek, bypassing Moon Light Springs, for the

development of mineral extraction operations on the Seward Peninsula.”



SENATE FINANCE COMMITTEE
L- 2003 COMMITTEE ACTION

Bill Number
Amendment
Motion
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Removed

Second Objection by

Committee Member Y \Vote
Senator Bunde
Senator Hoffman
Senator Olson
Senator Stevens
Senator*AaS£fman'TdJuirv
Co-Chair Green c\
Co-Chair Wilken

Tally
Yea
Nay

Absent
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23-1.50228\Q

CS FOR SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 1(FIN)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF .ALASKA

TWENTY-THIRD LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

j BY THE SENATE FINANCE COMMITTEE

|
| Offered:
| Referred:

i Sponsor(s): SENATORS WILKEN, Therriault, Seekins

A RESOLUTION
Relating to economic development generated by new road construction and to the design

and construction of the Hot Springs Loop Road to connect Chena Hot Springs and

3 J Circle Hot Springs, of a highway along the Bradfield/Iskut Rivers transportation

4

10
1
12
13
14
15

corridor, of the Knik Arm Crossing, of a road from Iliamna Bay to Pile Bay, and of

other roads and highways.
BE Il RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

WHEREAS new roads arr needed to connect communities with the resources that
create me increased potential for commercial, industrial, recreational, and social activities for
residents and visitors; and

WHEREAS new local roads will allow Alaskans to get to local schools and health
facilities and to quickly respond to local emergency situati ins; and

WHEREAS improving the transportation infrastructure in Alaska is vital to the
economic growth and prosperity of the state; and

WHEREAS Alaska is the largest state in the Union, comprising one-fifth of the total

area of the continental United States, yet Alaska has barely 2,000 miles of roadways, less than

-1- CSSCR I(FIN)
Now Toxc Undorlinad [DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]
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the state of Vermont; and

WHEREAS the proposed Hot Springs Loop Road from Chena Hot Springs to Circle
Hot Springs will complete a transportation loop connecting Fairbanks and the two resort areas
and will open areas of Interior Alaska for residents and visitors to explore, enjoy, and
develop; and

WHEREAS the Hot Springs Loop Road would connect the Steese Highway with the

Chena Hot Springs Road either through or around the Steese National Conservation Area; and

WHEREAS the Hot Springs Loop Road will allow residents and tourists an
opportunity to drive the scenic loop between Fairbanks and the resort areas at Chena Hot
Springs and Circle Hot Springs; ana

WHEREAS the Hot Springs Loop Road will faster increased outdoor activities, new
tourism ventures, and economic growth in Interior Alaska; and

WHEREAS construction of a highway along the Bradfield/Iskut Rivers transportation
corridor would increase the traffic flow between Southeast Alaska and the Alaska marine
highway to British Columbia by permitting a more efficient flow of travelers into and cut of
the region; and

WHEREAS a transportation corridor between Southeast Alaska and British Columbia
would generate recreational growth benefiting Alaskans and British Columbians; and

WHEREAS communities in southern Southeast Alaska have suffered immense and
catastrophic declines in their economic base due to removal of the timber industry as a key
component of their economies by the previous national administration; and

WHEREAS the Alaska marine highway system is placing severe constraints on the
shipment of fresh seafood to United States and Canadian markets because it has a policy to
maximize revenue in the summer period at the expense of reserved deck space for fresh
seafood containers, because the capacity to transport shipping vans has been severely
curtailed due to international SOLAS shipping standard requirements, and because the Prince

i Ruperttransfer bridge is not of sufficient weight carrying capacity; and

WHEREAS the shipment of fresh seafood, both caught and processed domestically,

| byway of airlines is both capacity constrained and expensive, thu< denying efficiencies and

potential markets for high margin fresh seafood products; and

1 WHEREAS a land transportation link to the North American highway system could

CSSCR I(FIN) 2
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provide viable development of new vocations resulting from new economic growth; and

WHEREAS the southern region of Southeast Alaska has been negatively affected in
recent years with individual fishery quota (IFQ) landings moving to road-conncc*ed
communities such as Haines and Prince Rupert; and

WHEREAS the people of southern Southeast Alaska wish to increase trade with our
Canadian neighbors; and

WHEREAS the Knik Arm Crossing project has been identified as a project that .
would have a profound effect on future development in Southcentral Alaska; and

WHEREAS construction of a road from lliamna Bay to Pile Bay on Lake Iliamna will i
provide a greatly enhanced transportation route to Lake Iliamna, Newhalen, Lake Clark, the
upper Bristol Bay area, several mineral deposits, and unparalleled recreational opportunities
and will provide for more economical transportation of food, fuel, and materials to the several
villages in the area; and

WHEREAS the Donlin Creek Road project has been identified as a project that will
greatly enhance economic development and establish a transportation corridor in the
Kuskokwim area, which will have a profound effect on future development in the region;

BE IT RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature recognizes that the economic
development activity generated by the construction of new roads is important to the growth
and prosperity of the state; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature supports the design and
construction of the Hot Springs Loop Road to provide a scenic loop route to connect
Fairbanks and the resort areas at Chena Hot Springs and Circle Hot Springs; and be it

FURTHER kKESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature supports the efforts of
Governor Frank Murkowski and the City of Wrangell to continue their work with the
Province of British Columbia, and Cassiar and Yellowhead Highways communities in their
efforts to reach an agreement to construct a highway along the Bradfield/Iskut Rivers
transportation corridor; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature supports the pre-National
Environmental Policy Act scoping and environmental impact statement process and the
design and construction of a highway along the Bradficld/Iskut Rivers transportation corridor

to connect southern Southeast Alaska to British Columbia; and be it
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FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature supports the design and
construction of the Knik Arm Crossing and a road from Iliamna Bay to Pile Bay; and be it
FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature supports the continued

effort for construction of the Donlin Cieek Road; and be it

(
FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature supports the design and L yy)d/Id

construction of a road to Rock Creek, bypassing Moon Light Springs, for development of

mineral extraction operations on the Seward Peninsula.
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