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JAY S HAMMOND

COVCMMO*
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OFFICE OF DIE COMMISSIONER POUCH F ALASKA OFFICEBUILDIHC
JUHEAU SSSII

June 9, 1978

William L. Stormer, Director

SAFA-U.S. Office of Education

400 Maryland Avenue, S. W., Room 2107
Washirb r-u D. C. 20202

Dear Mr. Stormer:

The Alaska Department of Education considers the provision of adequate school fac-
ilities to be basic and essential to the successful delivery of educational programs,

and to this end | wish to focus attention on the need for additional facilities at two of
the on-base school locations in Alaska.

The absence of adequate physical education, auditorium, and cafeteria space at the
Fort Greely School has been discussed by various federal and state officials for some
ten years. The sharing of physical education and auditorium space with the troops
causes obvious schedulii g problems and leaves both students and the troops with less
than sufficient space for these activities. The absence of a cafeteria has caused the
school to offer only a soup nd sandwich lunch program, while most schools of this
size have a full hot lunch program. The Dclta/Greely School District would offer a
full hot lunch program if facilities were available.

Another on-base school which is lacking adequate facilities is at Adak. The elemen-
tary school is currently overcrowded, with many classes being held in portable units
which have surpassed their useful life expectancy, especially considering the very
harsh climate at Adak. The basement of the main school floods, and the building has
many other deficiencies. The present site is very restricted in size, indicating need
for a new site for the facility. | understand that the number of dependents at Adak
will be increasing in the near future, which will further crowd the school.

The need for the above facilities is well documented, and I urge you to make these
facilities a high priority for funding as soon as possiblj, so that these federally-
dependent children will have adequate school buildings, thus enabling teachers and
administrators to expend more of their time and resources toward education.

Sincerely,

Commissioner of Education
cc: Senator Ted Stevens

Senator Mike Gravel



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
HEADQUARTERS. 172D INFANTRY BRIGADE IALASKA|
FORT RICHARDSON. ALASKA 99505
Office of the Director of Personnel and Community Activities

2 8 X\V 1973

AFZT-PA-H

SUBJECT: Improvements at Fort Greely School

Post Commander/Commander, Special Troops, Fort Greely, APO Seattle 98733
Deputy Commander, Reserve Components, Fort Richardson, Alaska 99505

The inclosed letter is forwarded for your information and action, if
appropriate.

1 Incl L. R. TASSIE
as COoL, GS
DPCA
.jl
Jci. 1878

s CSv/
S| o
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May 30, 1978

James G. Boatner

Brigadier General, USA
Commanding

172D Infantry Erigade

Fort Richardson, Alaska 995J5

Dear General Boatner:

Senator Stevens 1is in Alaska and asked that 1
respond to your letter regarding needed improvements
at the Fort Greely school. We contacted the Impact
Aid office at HEW and were advised that Fort Greely
is currently on HEW"s highest priority list for needed
repairs and i1mprovement. However, the Attorney General®s
office 1In Juneau 1s reviewing a proposal that may put
Fort Greely in a lower category. We have contacted the
Attorney General®"s office to provide us with their comments
on this matter.

With best wishes,
Cordial

Mary Ann Simpson
Staff Assistant to
Senator Ted Stevens



AFFR-PSE 24 May 1978

Dear General Boatner:

I have forwarded your letter of 24 April 1978 regarding construction
of a cafeteria and gymnasium for the Fort Greely dependent school, to
the Chief of Staff, Army (copy inclosed).

I do not expect any imnediate action on your request as the Department
of Health, Education and Welfare (HEW) has a construction and repair
baclclog for dependent schools, including Fort Greely, in excess of
$200 million. They expect only $16 million in Fiscal 1979 with which
to attack the probl*m. 1 support Department of the Ainy 3 recoomenda-
tion to the Secrete > of HEW that die $16 million J?% spread among
schools at five Army installations with an average daily attendance
far exceeding building design capacities. Four of these are PORSCCM
installations -- Forts Bragg, Campbell, Stewart and Riley. Hie $16
million, 1f spread among these installations, will only partially
relieve the extreme inadequacy of facilities.

These schools have handled double sessions and severe overcrowding
only because the installation conrvinders were able to furnish under—
utilized or excess \rmy buildings to house the extra students. |
realize the extreme cold and isolation of Fort Greely may preclude
your adoption of a similar interim solution for a cafeteria and gym—

nasium,

Even though | cannot give you a lot of hope for immediate resolution,

I appreciate your letter which helps us to continue building a case
for upgrading the inadequacy of dependent schools on military instal—
lations,

1 \g\C A
as General, U, S. Army
Carmanding

Brigadier General Janes G. Boatner
Commander

172d Infantry Brigade (Alaska)
Fort Richardson, Alaska 99505



JAY S HAMMOND

COVIMNOH

E»;S»/AHBSt:NT OF FOFFATIOX

offict of rilF cowvssioncRr POUCH r ALASKA office building
JUNEAU 99811

June 9. 1978

William L. Stormer, Director
SAF.\-U.S. Office of Education

4f'9 Maryland Avenue, S. W., Room 2107
Washington, D. C. 20202

Dear Mr, Stormer:

The Alaska Department of Education considers the provision of adequate school fac-
ilities to be basic and essential to the successful delivery of educational programs,

and to this end | wish to focus attention on the need for additional facilities at two of
the on-base school locations in Alaska.

The absence of adequate physical education, auditorium, and cafeteria space at the
Fort Greely School has been discussed by various federal in state officials for some
ten years. The sharing of physical education and auditorium space with the troops
causes obvious scheduling problems and leaves' both students and the troops with less
than sufficient space for these activities. The absence of a cafeteria has caused the
school to offer only a soup and sandwich lunch program, while most schools of this
size have a full hot lunch program. The Delta/Grccly School District would offer a
full hot lunch program if facilities were available.

Another on-base school which is larking adequate facilities is at Adak. The elemen-
tary school is currently overcrowded, with many classes being held in portable units
which have surpassed their useful life expectancy , especially considering the very
harsh climate at Adak. The basement of the main school floods, and the building has
many other deficiencies. The present site is very restricted in size, indicating need
for a new site for the facility. 1 understand that the number of dependents at Adak
will be increasing in the near future, which will further crowd the school.

The need for the above facilities is well documented, and |l urge you to make these
facilities a high priority for funding as soon as possible, so that these federally-
dependent children will have adequate school buildings, thus enabling teachers and
administrators to expend more of their time and resources toward education.

Sincerely,

Commissioner of Education
cc: Senator Ted Stevens

Senator Mike ''‘ravel



Dear General Boatner:

General Kroesen has asked me to keep you informed on the dependent
school facilities situation-.

In his letter of 24 May 1978, General Kroesen informed you that he
had forwarded to General Rogers your letter of 24 April 1978 request-
ing assistance in upgrading the Fort Greely dependent school facility.
General Rogers® reply, including correspondence from the Commissioner
of Education to LTG Smith, is at inclosure 1.

In his letter, the Commissioner indi./ates a willingness to consider
giving higher priority to upgrading our unsafe and inaccessible school
facilities in Fiscal 1979 and 1980. This recognition of the problem
can help Lne :ort Greely situation in the long run by reducing deplor-
able conditions at other military installations.

Currently the FY 79 Health, Education, and Welfare budget that will
partially fund high priority construction is before the House
Appropriation Committee and the Senate Appropriation Committee. |1
will keep you informed of progress that seems likely to impact upon

your situation.

<€ Sincerely,

27
1 Incl =+ ROBERT A. HOLUGUAIT, 111
qb Brigadier General, GS
Acting Deputy Chief of Stoff,
Personnel

Brigadier General James G. Boatner »  \w_jf er'i- =N
Commander »
172d Infantry Brigade (Alaska) o-1 6-7 ~"h *

Fort Richardson, Alaska 99505



THE CHIEF OF XISTAFF
19 June 1978

SUBJECT: Fort Greely Dependent School Facilities

Commander
U.S. Army Forces Command
Fort McPherson, Georgia 30330

1. Reference your 24 Kay 78 letter concerning the need for additional
facilities for the dependent school at Fort Greely, Alaska.

2. A copy of a recent letter from the Commissioner of Education on
this subject is inclosed. For the past several months Army Staff
members have had many discussions on the condition of these schools
with staff members of the Senate and House Committees on Education
and Labor, with staff members of the Office of Management and Budget,
with civilian aides to the Secretary of the Army, and with members of
Congress representing areas where the schools are located. In
addition, this situation was mentioned in my posture statement sub-
mitted to the Congress with the President®s budget for FY 79.

3« The situ.t tion at Fort Greely .2d other Army installations with
regard to dependent schools maintained under Section 10, PL 81-815 is
understood by the staff of Department of He. 1th, Education and Welfare.
We ore advised that the recently completed survey of these facilities
will reinforce requests to Congress for funds to correct unsatisfactory

conditions at Section 10 schools.

4. When Congressional action on the FY 79 HEW appropriation is
announced, we will ask the Secretary of Defense to chair an inter-
departmental meeting on these schools. We hope to develop a memorandum
of understanding with the Department of Health, Education and Welfare
and the Office of Management and Budget on these schools and develop a
strategy to solve the problems. Your Headquarters will be kept advised

of progress and developments.

1 Incl
as General, U.S. Army

Chief of Staff



Lieutenant General Dewitt C. Smith, Jx. .
Deputy Chief of Staff for Personnel
Office of the Deputy Chief of *
Staff for .Personnel
Department of the Array .
Washington, D.C. 20310

Dear General Smith:

Secretary Califano has asked me to thank you for your letter
concerning our mutual problem of dependent schools on Army
installations. ,

v . I<
The Secretary has recently forwarded to the Congress our
completed indepiih study of Section 10 facilities. I am
enclosing a copy for your information. As we conducted

the study, it became very evident to me that a number of

the Section 10 facilities represented particularly deplor—
able life/safety conditions. These are the very same
situations for which you indicated concern in your letter.

I have recommended to the Secretary that we consider revising
our current funding priority system to make possible the
immediate funding of the projects. As you know, our current
priority system places a higher priority on the funding of
projects which have been accepted for transfer by a local
education agency. Although we remain committee to a policy
of local education agencies accepting responsibility for

the education of military dependents whenever possible,
insuring a safe and accessible educational environment must
take priority. The change.in the priority system (outlined
on page 21 of the indepth study) would allow us to direct
the limited funds that we have available in the manner which
you requested.

With respect to the future appropriation picture for Section 10
we will review the cost estimates contained iIn the study in
developing our Fiscal Year 1980 budget and in considering
possible adjustments to out Fiscal Year 1979 budget. We will
be sure to keep you and your staff officers apprised of our
progress.



Page 2 - Lieutenant General Dewitt C. Smith, Jr.

IT you have any further questions please don"t hesitate to
let me know. I N

Cordially,

mA' . Boyer
U.S." commissioner
of Ecucation

Endrrsnru. ujf<y



"UICrtifch "Maics *>cualc

WASHINIi ION. D C. JOS10

July 17, 1978

The Honorable Marshall Lind
Commissioner of Education
State of Alaska

Pouch F

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Marshall:

Thank you for sending me the copy of your letter to
Mr. Stormer, regarding Llie need Cor additional educational
facilities at two of the on-base school locations 1in Alaska.
Specifically Fort Greely and Ada.c.

After contacting Mr. Stormer®s office, it is my under—
standing that under the present priority system there are
seventeen projects with projected total costs of approximately
$100 million which are above Adak and Greely in priority. I
am, however, assured that a Mr. Chase has been in tou”u with/
your office and in fact lias been in the state of Alaska and
conducted on-site visits to both locations. Because of his
awareness of the problems being faced in both locations, 1
am certain that wherever and whenever possible these schools
will get additional funding to assist in financing their up- =
grading.

Once again, th ink you for expressing your concerns to me
Iin this regard. Should there be any other way in which 1 or
any member of my staff might be of further assistance, please
do not hesitate to let me know.

Best regards.

Sincerely ,

Mike Gravel



THF FOLLOWING DOCUMENT(S) MAY NOT FILM
LEGIBLY BECAUSE OF POOR QUALITY OF THE
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Page 2 - Commissioner Marshall L. Lind

On the basis of the Secretary's statement, therefore, we will use our
appropriated Section 10 funds to bring as many of the Section 10 buildings
up to those standards as soon as possible. The balance of the unobligated
FY 78 funds will .take care of about cne-half of the facilities and the
rest will be accomplished with FY 79 appropriations. The majority

of the buildings in this category will require relatively minor repairs

and upgrading.

Certain Section 10 facilities, however, cannot be made life safe. An
example is old wooden buildings with "unacceptable burn rates.” Therefore,
construction cf replacement facilities is required. Since the current
regulatory priority system precludes the Commissioner from targeting
money toward this effort, steps are being taken to revise the regulations
When this is done and additional appropriations authorized, the needed
construction can take place. -- e

In keeping with Secretary Califano's directive, the facilities at Fort
Greeley and Adak are scheduled to be adapted for the life safety and
handicapped requirements in FY 79. The additions to the Fort Gecley
building and the new construction and repair and remodeling at Adak

are scheduled to occur after the emergency needs are met and additional
funding is made available by the Congress.

We will keep you informed as we progress with this work.
Sincerely yours,

ffl/ Killlwn L. Stormer

William L. Stormer
Director, School Assistance
in Federally Affected Areas
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AFZT-PA-H

Honorable Jay S. Hammond
Poach A
Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Governor Ha.mmondj

Ag my departure from Alaska nears, | feel obligated to ask for your help
In getting estate support 'or long-recognised and much-needed Improvements
for the Fort Groely School*

As you are probably aware, the Fort Greoly School is a Health, Education
and Welfare School staffod by the State of Alaska, Funding for the schooll*
physical plant Is through HEW and Congress. The school serves all
military dependent* In grades kindergarten through eight as well as local
Delta Junction students in grades seven and eight.

A significant disparity exists between the Fort Greely and Delta Junction
Schools. The Delta Junction School Is adequate in all vital areas while the
present Fort Greely School physical plant does not meet needed requirements
for physical education, auditorium space, or cafeteria facilities. Through
mutual agreoment, Fort Greely facilities are used by the echool for i 4hiotic
training and competition and auditorium space as an interim measure. Post
facilities for troop use, however, are limited and this arrangement Impacts
on post moralo and efficiency. The hot lunch program oerved In moot
schools Is not provided at Greely, and a Class A soup and sandwich lunch

is fed in lieu of this. Construction of a gymnasium and cafeteria io a vital
requirement If the ochool is to meet tho educational need* of the children
that use the school.



AFZT-FA-H
Honorable Jay S. Hammond

I am told that Mr. William L. Stormer, Director of School Assistance

In Federally Affected Area*, Department of Health* Education and Welfare
(HEW), has been aware of the construction need* for Fort Greely School
since 1969, An exten*\v© study vr-a made In July 1975 by a team headed

by Mr. James Woofter. then Acting Chief of School Construction cl HEW.
This study group recommended numerous construction needs to the
Department. Despite numerous letters a-bout the study in 1976 to and by
Senators Mike Gravel and Ted Stevens, Congressman Don Young, plus

Mr. Stormer and others, littlo progress has been made In improving the
Fort Greely School. Earlier this year, | brought this matter to the attention
of my commander at US Army Force* Command, Fort McPherson, Georgia,
who in turn forwarded my letter to Headquarters, Department of the Army.
I was informed that although our needs wore rocognlzed, the priority for
limited HEW construction money was higher at other Installations, 1| am
prohibited by Army regulations, based on Federal statutes, from expending
A-my construction funds to improve the Fort Greely SchooL Colonel

Be r/iard Jones, tho representative on the State Board of Education, informs
me that the Alaska State Commissioner on Education, Dr. Marshall L.
Lind, visited the Fort Greoly School this summer and has agreed to pursue
a program to encourage state officials to upgrade the Fort Greely School
even though it is an HEW facility. 1 am Lnformcd that the state has provided
funds previously to urgrado other HEW school facilities in Alaska.

At the presont time, | am convinced this is the only course of action that

offer# any possibility for near term, upgrading. It ie out hope that the
stato will eventually accept responsibility for the school from HEW.

I solicit whatever assistance you may deem appropriate to gain state
financial assistance in upgrading the Fort Greely SchoolL

My family and | have thoroughly enjoyed our assignment In Alaska and
hope some day to return.

Sincerely,

Major General, USA



AFZT-PA-H ( 1978

SUBJECT: Improvements for the Fort Greely School

Senior Army Advisor
MacKay Building

338 Denali Street
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Post Commander

Fort Greely, Alaska
APO 98733

1. Reference letter, AFZT-PA-H, 3 October 19.8, subject CG's
request to Governor Hammond for Fort Greew School.

2. Inclosed is a copy of the Governor's response for your information
and appropriate action.

FOR THE COMMANDER:

1 Incl L. R. TASSIE
as Colonel, GS
DPCA



iTUKCAL)

November 17, 1978

Major General James G. Boatner

Headquarters, 172d Infantry
Brigade "“Alaska)

Fort Richardson, Alaska 99505

Dear General Boatner:

Your letter of October 3, 1978 concerning the construction needs at the Fort
Greely School was appreciated.

The Alaska Department of Education and this office have been aware of the needs
at Fort Greely for some time, and have recently been working toward acquiring
the facilities from the Department of Health, Education and Welfare. As you have
noted, federal funds have long been awaited, and the near term availability of
such funding appears bleak in light of the nationwide demand for the limited

congressional appropriations for fhis purpose.

Therefore, in an effort to upgrade the facilities to a stafus which is minimally
acceptable under state codes, thereby clearing the path for state ownership, the
Department of Education has requested. $150, 000 for code upgrade at Fort Greely
as their Number Four statewide priority for FY-80. In addition, $2,500,000 has
been requested for a multipurpose room/kitchen and an additional $300,000 for

major maintenance.

lam expecting a funding level recommendation for FY-80 from the Budget Re-
view Committee within a month. At that time we will be better prepared to say
how many of the Department of Education's project requests this office will be
able to recommend for legislative appropriation in FY-80. Unfortunately, the
FY-80 funding level will be necessarily low, as our major construction programs

are funded in odd-numbered fiscal years.

Dr. Marshall Lind, Commissioner of Education, has lent his support to the Fort
Greely needs. The State Board of Education toured the facilities on September
8, 1978, at which time Colonel Bernard Jones stated his concerns for upgrad-
ing the facilities. Additional discussion of these needs took place at the October
19-20, 1978 State Board meeting in Anchorage.



Major General James G. Boatner -2- November®17, 1978

Please be assured that I will give these needs my attention in preparing the
FY-80 and future capital budgets.

I would likt to take this opportunity to congratulate you on a most successful
command assignment in Alaska, and to thank you for your contribution to the
future of Alaska. Again, thank you for your support, and best wishes in your
next assignment.

Hammond
rernor of Alaska



January 9, 1980

Frank Ferguson
Box 131
Kotzebue, Alaska 99752

Re: Proposed Swimming Pool Complex - Kotzebue
Dear Frank:

As requested, we have prepared an exhibit demonstrating the
cost effectiveness of utilizing this proposed pool as a
sprinkler system water supply for all H-.gh School properties.

Assumptions made are those outlined in the exhibit: values,
rates, continuing inflation.

Frojecting rate* ten years 1is exteme"y difficult, due to
cyclic pricing changes within the insurance industry. Pre—
sently property rates are at bottom and the trend to increas—
ing rates is expected.

Of the comparative rates shown in the exhibit, the "current
rate” 1is subject to the pricing pressure to increase. Sprin-
klered rates tend strongly to remain stable.

Summarizing the estimated premium savings over ten years, 1if
the High School properties were to be sprinklered:

Comparison Savings
Standard Rate - Sprinklered Rate $2,150,000
Current Rate - Sprinklered Rate $1,075,000

These may be considered the minimum and maximum premium savings,
with actual savings greater than the minimum due to expectations
of 1increased pricing.

2525 C STREET. SUITE 507, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99503  «  TELEPHONE (907) 279-0555 . TELEX 26-609



Frank Ferguson
January 9, 1980
Page 2

We have noted major considerations other than premium savings.
Those are property conservation; greatly reducing the probability
of a major fire loss and life safety, a most important consider—
ation .

Do let us know i1f we can be of additional assistance.

RMC:Imb

enc.

2525 ¢ STREET. SUITE 50?7 . ANCHORAGE. ALASKA H503 . TELEPHONE 19071 279-05s5 +  TELEX 25 609



INSURANCE

Proposed Swimming Pool Complex - Kotzebue
and

Cost Effectiveness Of Its Utilization as Sprinkler System Reservoir

Assumptions:

1. -Pool complex value $2,000,000.
-Capacity 100,000 gallons +
-To include necessary pumps for sprinkler system, and sprinkler
system within pool building.

2,. -Present value of High School Complex $15,000,000.
-All to be sprinklered

3. Values will iIncrease at 10 percent per year

4. Comparitive rates will remain stable.

Comparitive Rates:

Standard 1SO Fire $1.11
Current .65
Estimated Sprinklered Rate .20

Premium Savings If Sprinklered based on Comparitive Rates:

High School Complex Pool Complex

Tear Standard Rate Current Rate Standard Rate Current Rate
1 $135,000. $67,500. $13,000. $9,000.
2 148,500. 74 ,250. 19,300. 9,900.
3 163,350. 81,675. 21.800. 10,900.
4 179.635. 89,840. 24,000 12,000.
5 197,650. 98,830. 26,300. 13.200.
6 217 ,400. 108,700. 29,000. 14 .500.
7 239,200. 119,580. 31,900. 16,000.
8 263,100. 131,540. 35,100. 17.500.
9 289,400. 144,690. 38,600. 19,300.
10 318,300. 159,160. 42,400. 21.200.
Total $2,151,585. $1,075,765. $286,900. $143,500.

Other Major Considerations;

- Life Safety
- Property Conservation

2595 C STREET. SUITE 507 ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99503 TELEPHONE (907) 279-0555 TELEX 25-



THE LE= MATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
EVENTH LEGISLATURE

FISCAL NOTF,

l. REQUEST .
Bill/Resolution No. HOUSE S||| 561

Title An Act providing tor issulnce ot General Obligation bonds

Requested by House HESS Date 1/26/80

II.  EISCAL TAI .
A enC}/nA'?FectedL Education
Program Category Affected Education
BRU, Program, or Subprogram(s) Affected
(Note: If more than one budget component is affected, separate line-item amounts and funding for each
component in the analysis section.)
EXPENDITURES (Thousands of Dollars)

FY 80 ey 81 Fy 82 Fy 83 FY 84 FY 85
100 PERSONAL SERVICES 22.3 24.8 21.5 30.5 33.9
20Q  TRAVFE.T. -0- -0- -Q- 0- -(-
200 CONTRACTUAL 0. o 4 f: o
400 ~ COMMODITIES 8 6 T 8 9
oo  ...EQUIPMENT 2 -0- -0- -0- -0-

600 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC.

TOTAL 8 54 282 313 348

FUNDING (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 24.8 254 28.2 31.3 34.8

FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER (Specify Fund Source)

POSITIONS

E

POLARY

A
TEM

IIl. ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section 1)

SEE ATTACHMENT 1

IV. DATE February 4, 1980 PREPARED BY M i ThomsonVoUeP-«tVXommi ssioner
AGENCY Education

Original: Legislative Finance PHONE 465-2800

cc: Budget and Management

Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named)

33-001 (Rev. 12/79)



ATTACHMENT 1

Project (1) - no cost, administration can be done by existing staff.

Projects 2-23
1. Fiscal Impact FY 81

Accounting Technician I, Step A

Object Code 100 Personal Services
Salary and Benefits 22.3
400 Commodities 5
500 Equipment 2.0
24.8

2. Assumes 11% inflation in succeeding fiscal years (equipment considered as
one-time item in FY 81).

Rationale

The magnitude of the i"inber of projects requires one position for
financial accounting of capital projects for rural schools. Such
project funds would be transferred by reimbursable services agreement

to the Department of Transportation/Public Facilities per the provisions
of AS 35.15.080.

Project 29 - No cost for administration. Administered cy Department of
Education, Division of State Libraries/Museum per the provisions of
AS 14.56.065.



Name Address and Phone Organization/Self For/Against or
Observing
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MATCHING GRANTS
COMMUNITY LIBRARY CONSTRUCTION  ($3,000,000.)

Fund Status

Bond Sales Costs $22,750
GRANTS
Kenai $366,406
Bristol Bay 5,319
Coffman Cove 1.700
Delta Junction 5,965
Kodiak 142,500
Kenny Lake 4,800
Seward 78,525
Skagway 225.000
Dillingham 57,014
Wasilia 320.000
Seldovia 150.000
Eagle 35,300
Soldotna 122,256
Nome 225.000
Valdez 500,0U0
Galena 40.000
Craig 175,606
Anderson 40.000
Homer 270.000
Nondalton 30.000
Haines 149,394
Fort. Yukon 6.700
Port Lions 4,635

TOTAL $2,978,870.

Remaining balance 21,130.

REGIONAL RESOURCE LIBRARIES

Anchorage $2,900,000. Local vote, Fall 1979
Fairbanks $2,000,000. Completed
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DEPARTMENT OF REVEXIE /

0 ,U (' THE COMMISSIONR I POUCHS - JUNEIU S9811

February 6, 1980

The Honorable Thelma Buchholdt

Chairman

House Health, Education &
Social Services Committee

Room 112 - Capitol Building

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Ms. Buchholdt:
Re: House Bill. No. 561

House Bill No. 561, an Act providing for the issuance of general obligation
bonds in the amount of $22,060,900 for the purpose of paying the cost of
capital improvements for educational and library facilities, was introduced
in the House on January 18, 1980 and was referred to the House Health,
Education and Social Services Committee and the House Finance Committee.

For the consideration of the House Health, Education and Social Services
Committee, 1 am enclosing a copy of a letter from Mr. Eric E. Vfohlforth,
Vfohlforth and Flint, Anchorage, State Bond Counsel for the State Bond
Committee which concerns in part House Bill No. 561.

Mr. Vfohlforth also indicates that the amount of bonds authorized be

rounded to the nearest $5,000. General obligation bonds of the State and
nearly all other state mid local governments are issued iIn the denomination
of $5,000, the standard unit.

Using House Bill No. 561 as an example, this would result in issuing
less than the total amount of bonds autliorized or in issuing one odd
bond in the denomination of $900 along with 4,412 bonds in the usual
denomination of $5,000.



The Honorable Thelma Buchholdt February 6, 1980
Page two

Issuing a bond in an odd denomination requires extra time and expense
and confusion in the printing of the one odd bond with all of its
special coupons and all of the paying activities.

Sincerely,

R. D. Stevenson
Special Assistant

cc: Puss lieekins
Chairman
House Finance Committee

Thomas K. Williams
Conrmissioner of Revenue
Secretary, State Bond Committee

Eric E. Wahlforth
Wahlforth and Flint
Anchorage, Alaska



LAW OFFICES

WOHLFORTH & FLINT

ERIC E. WOHLFORTH A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

Telcphone
ROBERT B. FLINT 900 WEST 5TH AVENUE. SUITE 505 A c 907
TIMOTHY G. MIDDLETON rea ode
ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99501 276-6401

PETER ARGETSINGER
SARAH FORBES

January 31, 1980

Mr. R. D. Stevenson
Special Assistant
Department of Revenue
Pouch S

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Re: Bond Bills - State Bond Committee - Our File No. 3610.

Dear Bob:

In H. B. 560 providing for the issuance of general obligations
bonds in the amountof $18,100,000 for State facilities, 1 question the
purpose of the bond issue which is stated as'paying the cost of energy
conservation, code upgrade, and architectural barrier removal'”. These
terms, no doubt, have meaning to architects or engineers but | think are
not understandable to most of the general public. Accordingly, 1 would
suggest the language be amended to words in more commonly accepted usage
such as, for 'code upgrade', if this is its meaning, "life and safety

improvements to state facilities". I have no suggestion for "archi-
Lectural barrier removal" as | do not knowwhat 1is intended by this
phrase.

In S. B. 3U3, "An Act providing for the issuance of general obli-
gation bonds in the amount of $20,550,000 for the purpose of paying the
costs of capital improvements for University of Alaska facilities”, |
question the item under Project entitled ""(2) Perform major maintenance
and repairs - Statewide - 950,000". Depending on the nature of the
items iIn fact contemplated, this purpose may not be comprehended within
the term "‘capital improvements'™ which is stated in the bond proposition.

In H. B. 561, "An Act providing for the issuance of general obliga-
tion bonds in the amount of $22,060,900 for the purpose of paying the
cost of capital improvements for education and library facilities”, |
question the item under Project entitled "(7) Construct arctic entry
and paint school - Nelson Island - 265,000". Painting would only, it
seems to me, be an appropriate capital improvement in connection with
the original construction of a building which may be the case here.



R. D. Stevenson
January 31, 1980
Page Two

In this bond bill, as well as iIn S. B. 342 and H. B. 563, th®
amount of the bonds authorized should be rounded to the nearest $5,000.

Very truly yours,

WOHFORTH & FLINT
By s'*N\NU u iA
forth TT

EEW.jr
cc. C. Richard Walker, Esg.



PROJECT TITLE

Shishmaref Hiah School Reroofinc.
OBJ. NO(S) OPERATING

3.3 & 4.1 BUDGET BRU(S)

PROJECT NARRATIVE

NAME(S)

I. Project Need Statement:
Present roof is beyond repair.

Il. Project Description:

This project provides for a new roof to replace

the existing roof.

I11. Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost:

The figure of $200.0 was provided by the school
This figure should be verified by a

district.
qualified engineer.

IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational Expense:
The school
expenses.

V. ldentification of Alternatives Considered:

1. Do nothing; rejected because of potential
damage to facility by weather.

2. Postpone; rejected because of the effect of

inflation on construction costs.

CATEGORY. Education AGENCY.

01-1035a (7/79)

35a

LOCATION (S)
Shishmaref

is operated by the school district under
A.S. 14.17, Public School Foundation Program, and
therefore, the project will not impact operation

Education

AREA SERVED

Local 22
BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS START DATE COMPLETION DATE
Mav, 1982 Dec., 1982
PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUEST
1002 FED. RCPTS.
O:) Building Construction (C) 1003 G/F MATCH
(3 Othor Improvement (1) 1004 GEN. FUND
D Equipment (E) 1005 I/A RCPTS.
D Land () G.0. BONDS 200.0
O:) Professional Services (P)
] Other (O)
TOTAL 200.0
PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROJECT PURPOSES
03 Totally Now Facility O:) Protect Human Health & Safety
09 Addition to Existing Facility GI Protect Capital Assets
G:) Rcno/ation of Existing Facility O:) Protect Natural Resources or Natural
CD Major Maintenance or Repair Environment
03 Supplement Previously Authorized CD Improve Efficiency & Economy of State
Funds to Enable Completion Government
CD One of Sevoral Phases 03 Improve Servicos or Accommodate Incrcnsod
O) Major E xtornni Funding Sourco Pemand for Services
CD Othor 03 Accommodato Now Program Requirements
03 Rospond to Legal or Policy Mandato
D Improve Efficiency & Economy of
NO YES SITE MATURES Alaskan Infrastructure
O:) Sito Currently Ownod? CD Othor
] 05 All Utilities Avolloblo?
GJ (B Access Already Avoilablo?
OPERATIONAL COST FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
&NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL YR-PRIORITY

INCREASE (DECRFARF) vear FY 83 vear FY 83
FED. RCPTS. N/A N/A

FUNDING GEN. FUND

SOURCE

TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST
POSITION IFTE)

procram  Rural Education

PROPOSED CAPITAL

PROJECT REVABED 11726/79

ELECTION DISTRICT(S)

AGENCY
PRIORITY

81-18

GOVERNOR'S
PRIORITY



PROJECT TITLE

LOCATION(S)

AREA SERVED

ELECTION DISTRICT(S)

Renovation - Kongiganak Elementary School Koniganak Local 17
OB,],NOtS) OPERATING NAME(S) BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS START DATE COMPLETION DATE
3.3 & 4.1 BUDGET BRU(S) N/A N/A June, 1981 Jan., 1982

PROJECT NARRATIVE PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUEST
1002 FED. RCPTS.
. Project Need Statement: KD Building Construction (Cl 1003 G/F MATCH
The existing school building is an old log struc D other improvement (@) 1004 GEN. FUND
ture which 1is substandard, and the proposed renova— D equipment (g) 1005 I/A RCPTS.
tion 1is necessary to house adequately the elemental y D Lana (1) G.0. BONDS . 200.0
school program at this location. O Professional Services (P)
_ _ _ m] Other (O)
II. Project Description: TOTAL 200.0
Renovation of Kongignak Elementary Schoul.
PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROJECT PURPOSES
|||, DOFU[nentatlon of _EStlmated Capltal COS‘E: m] Totally New Facility KD Protoct Humon Health & Safety
Original cost estimate of $750.0 was given by the o, iiion to existing Facility @  Protect Capital Assots
S(_:hOOI dIStrICt' Th? :flgure on 353. and 35b were K1 Renovation of Existing Facility CD Protect Natural Resources or Natural
given by DOT/PF Condition Survey. L Major Maintenance or Repair Environment
_ _ CD Supplement Previously Authorized KD Improve Efficiency & Economy ol Stato
IV. Analyses of Estimate of Operational Expense: Funds to Enable Completion Government
The SChOOI IS Op?ratEd by the SChQOI dIStrICt Under CD One of Several Phases CD Improve Services or Accommodate Increased
A.S. 14.17, Public School Foundation Program, and > Malor External Funding Sourca Demand for Servicot
herefore, the project will not impact operation ’
t ’ D  Other (D Accommodate Now Program Requirements
eXpenSES. KD Respond to Legal orPolicy Mandela
R - - - (D Improve Efficiency fc Economy of
V. ldentification of Alternatives Considered: NG YES SITE FEATURES Alaskan Infrastructure
Do nothing or postpone; rejected because renovatior T site currontly owned? D otmor
is necessary in order to house adequately the ele B Al Utilities Avellablo?
mentary program and to protect the structure. Dﬁ -
Accoss Already Available?
OPERATIONAL COST FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
& NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL YR-PRIORITY
INCREASE (DECREASE) VEAR LY 83 YFAR  FY 83
FED. RCPTS. AGENCY
FUNDING Q'cN. FUND I I PRIORITY
SOURCE I I 81-20
: : GOVERNOR'S
TOTAL ANN,UAL OPERATIONAL COC? I I PRIORITY
POSITION IFTEI e !
Education Education Rural Education
CATEGORY. AGENCY. PROGRAM.
o 10358 178 35 PROPOSED CAPITAL
a PRO\]ECT rReviseo  11/26/79

DATF



PROJECT TITLE LOCATION(S)

AREA SERVED

ELECTION DISTRICTISI

Major Maintenance & Repair Kongiganak H.S, Kongiganak Local 17
0BJ. No (s> OPERATING NAMEISI BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS START DATE COMPLETION DATE
3.3 & 4.1 BUDGET BRU(S) N/A N/A June, 1981 Jan., 1982
PROJECT NARRATIVE PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUEST
1002 FED. RCPTS.
| Project Need Statement: |$j Building Conttruction (CI 1003 G/F MATCH
Problems related to the design and construction of Ofhar Improvement {1 1004 GEN. FUND
the existing facility have been a reocurring issue 3 Eauipment (el 1005 VA RCPTS.
on an annual basis since the building has been 0 tena G.0. BONDS - 600.0
occupied. The requested funds are necessary to mai e [] Professional Servient (P)
needed repairs to the building and its support Other (0)
systenm. TOTAL 600.0
PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROTECT °URPOSES
II.  Project Description:
Major maintenance and repairs to the Kongiganak [ rotally New Facility Protoct Human Health & Safety
High SChOOI_ D Addition to Exliting Facility Protoct Capital Atsotl
Renovation o( Existing Facility Protect Na al Resources or Natural
IIl.  Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost: Malor Maintenance or Repair Environmew.
Original cost estimate of $1160,0 was provided by ] Supplement Provloutly Authorlied Improve Efficiency & Economy of State
the school district. The figure on 35a and 35b Fundt to Enable Completion Government
were provided by DOT/PF Condition Survey_ L] one nf several Phaiet L] Improve Servicot or Accommodate Increased
I:] Malor External Funding Source Demand for Servicos
IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational Expense: LI otnar []  Accommodato Now Program Requirements
The school 1is operated by the school district under D Respond to Logal or Policy Mandato
A.S. 14.17, Public Sclivol Foundation Program, and [ impriva efficiency & Economy of
therefore, the project will not impact operation No ves  SITE FEATURES Alaskan Infrastructure
expenses_ 0 [J3 Sitn Currently Owned? I:l Other
m] 09 All Utllitlot Avallablo?
V. Identification of Alternatives Considered: O 05 Accntt Already Available?
DO_nOthlr_]g or pOStpone; re-!eCted because the OPERATIONAL COST FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
major maintenance and repairs are necessary to 8. NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL YR—PRIORITY
prOtECt StrUCture' INCREASE (DECREASE) YEAR FY 83 YEAR £ 01
FED. RCPTS. AGENCY
FUNDING GEN. FUND PRIORITY
SOURCE 81-21
GOVERNOR'S
rOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST PRIORITY
POSITION (FTEI
Education Education Rural Education
CATEGORY- AGENCY. PROGRAM.
pp— 353 PROPOPSRE(% éZéA\TPITAL

revt-~ 11/26/79
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PROJECT TITLE LOCATI(?NS) AREA SERVED ELECTION DISTRICT(S)
Shishmaref Voc. Ed. Addition Shishmaref Local 22
OBJ. NO(S) OPERATING NAME(S) BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS START DATE COMPLETION DATE
3.3 &4.1 PUPGET BRUE) N/A i} m MBY..19B2 mmfiRn. 1382.
PROJECT NARRATIVE PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUEST
1(D2 FED. RCPTS.
- Buildi Constructi (©) 1003 G/F MATCH
|.  Project Need Statement: é% Hreng enstretion
= - Other Improvement (1) 1004 GEN. FUND
The program offers vocational education to secondar C1 eau
- Equipment (E) 1005 I/A RCPTS.
students and to some elementary students. There is
- - - I tand @) G.0. BONDS 406.0
no existing facility to house this program.
D Professional “"services (P)
[T other (0)

11. Project Description:
- - - - - - TOTAL 406.0
This project will provide a vocational education
classroom and shop, wood frame facility with ade— PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROJECT PURPOSES
quate heating, lighting systems.

Totally New Facility Protect Human Health & Safety

—

Ac . lon to Existing Facility Protoct Capital Assets

I11.  Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost:
The figure of $525.0 was provided by the school
district. The figures on 35a and 35b were provided
by DOT/PF"s LCC analysis.

Renovation ol Existing Facility Protoct Natural Resources or Natural
. . . Environment
Maior Maintenance or Ropair
Improve Efficiency & Economy of State
Government

Supplemo. t Previously Authorized
Funds to Enable Completion

= O

Improve Services or Accommodate Increased
Demand for Servicos

One of Several Phases

IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational Expense:
The school is operated by the school district under
A.S. 14.17, Public School Foundation Program, and
therefore, the project will not impact operation
expenses. NO YES SITE FEATURES

Major External Funding Source

(0 O00OeO

Othor Accommodato New Program Roquiromonts
Rospond to Logoi or Policy Mondoto

Improve Efficiency BI Economy of
Alaskan Infrastructure

O Od

. - - - 0 1z Slto Currontly Owned? Othor
Identification of Alternatives Considered: . _
- - (o] All Utilltios Available?
1. Do nothing; rejected because the program
- - - - O 13 Acco.s Alrondy Avallablo?
cannot be conducted without this facility.
- H OPERATIONAL COST FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
2.' Po§tpone, reJected_because of the effect of 8. NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL YR-PRIORITY
inflation on construction costs.
INCREASE (DECREASE) vear  FY 83 YEAR FY 83_
FED. RCPTS. N/A N/A AGENCY
FUNDING GEN. FUND I i PRIORITY
SOURCE f i 81_30
t g GOVERNOR'S
TOTAL ANNUAL OPER ATIONAL COST " " PRIORITY
POSITION (FTEI . .
Education Education Rural Education

CATEGORY- AGENCY- PROGRAM.

PROPOSED CAPITAL
35a PROJECT revisep 11/26/79

DATE 1

OM035n (7/791



PROJECT TITLE LOCATION(S) AREA SERVED ELECTION DISTRICTIS)

Vocal ional Education Shop, Togiak Togiak Local 16
OBJ. NO<S) OPERATING NAME(S) BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS START DATE COMPLETION DATE
3.3 &4.1 BUDGET BRUIS) N/A N/A May, 1981 Sept.
PROJECT NARRATIVE | PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUEST
I(IQ FED. RCPTS.
| H - IS Building Construction (C) 1003 G/F MATCH
. Project Meed Statement: 1004 cen. FUND
The high school program was designed to offer Voc, o Other improvement (1) '
H H H EI Equipment (E) 1005 I/A RCPTS.
Ed., however, previous construction project could
El Lana () G.0. BONDS 347.0

not provide funding for a shop.

EI Professional Services (P)

11, Project Description: 0 Other () i 10T/ 347 0
The proposed project will provide a one story, wood -
frame building with a total of 1600 sg. ft, with PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROJECT PURPOSES

equipment.

Totally Now Facility Protect Human Health & Safety

Addition to Existing Facility Protoct Capital Assets

I11. Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost:
Original cost estimate of $600.0 was provided by
the school district. The figures provided on 35a
and 35b rflect DOT/PF"s LCC analysis.

Protect Natural Resources or Naturol
Environment

Renovation of Existing Facility
Major Maintenance or Ropoir

improve Efficiency & Economy of State
Government

Supplement Previously Authorized
Funds to Enable Completion

O O o=

Improvo Sorvices or Accommodate Increased
Domand for Services

One of Several Phases

IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational Expenses:
The school is operated by the school district under
A.S. 14.17, Public School Foundation Program, and
therefore, the project will not impact operation Improve Efficiency & Economy of

eXpenses- NO Y-S SITE FEATURES Alaskan Infrastructure

Major External Funding Source

o0 Ooofo

Other Accommodato Now Program Requirements

Respond to Legal or Policy Mondoto

HIN

a Sito Currontly Ownod? I:‘ Other

O

V. ldentification of Alternatives Considered:
1. Do nothing; rejected because of vocational ed

03 All Utilltios Availablo?

- O a Accoss Alroody Available?

program requires ShOp space to meet standards.
2. Postpone; rejected because of the effect of OPERATIONAL COST FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
inflation on construction costs. Bt No. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL YR-PRIORITY

INCREASE (DECRFASF) vear FY 83 vear FY 83
FED. RCPTS. m N/A AGENCY
FUNDING GEN. FUND PRIORITY
SOURCE 81-31

GOVERNOR’S
rOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST PRIORITY

POSITION (FTE)

Education Education Rural Education

CATEGORY. AGENCY- PROGRAM.

PROPOSED CAPITAL
35a PROJECT

01-1035a (7/79)

Rdateen 11/26/79



PROJECT TITLE LOCATION(S) i AREA SERVED

ELECTION DISTRICT(S)

Nulato Classroom Addition Nulato Local 18

0BJ. NO(S) OPERATING NAME(S) BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS START DATE COMPLETION DATE

3.3 & 4.1 BUDGET BRU(S) N/A . .N/A Mav. 19E1 Octo.. 1981

PROJECT NARRATIVE PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUEST
1002 PED. RCPTS.

I- PI’OjECt Meed Statement- DX Building Construction 1C) 1003 G/c MATCH
The school uses a relocatable classroom that is 10 EB Other improvement (1 188: o e
years old and substandard. They have replaced all D Equipment (E) cprs: 315 .0
but. this building with new construction completed tand 1L) 6.0 BONDS ’
this year. ED professional services P)

O Other (O)

Il1. Project Description: TOTAL 315.0
This project will provide a classroom addition to PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROJECT PURPOSES
the new building as called for in the additive al— N 0
ternate called for when new building was bid but @ Totally Now Facility 0D Protect Human Health & Safety
fundS were inSUffiCient. ThiS iS an elementary iXI Addition to Existing Facility Protoct Capitol Assets
building. ED Henovation of Existing Facility ED Prot_ect Natural Resources or Natural

ED Major Maintenance or Repair Environment
IIl. Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost: D supplement previously Authorizes E)  imprave Etficiency & Economy of Stato
Original cost estimate of $200.0 was provided by S _
the SChOOI diStriCt. The figure provided Ol‘l 35a ED On(.) of Several Phases. ::)rr;;r)nr;lr\:s fS(;)rrvS:Zc:\flcoorSA(:commodate Increased
and 35b reflect DOT/PF"s LCC analysis. FD Major External Funding Source
ED Othor ED Accommodate Now Program Requirements

IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational Expense: EB Tesp‘)"d ‘:ﬁ_Le_ga' °';°E"°y Ma”da:e
The school is operated by the school district under . ... SITE FEATLRES D ooy o conemy e
A.S. 14.17, Public School Foundation Program, and

- - - - ED 03 Slto Currently Owned? ED Othor
therefore, the project will not impact operation 7 D0 Aul bsilities Avaiiab
ilities Availably?
eXpenseS. ED Ql Access Already Availoblo?

V. ldentification of Alternatives Considered: OPERATIONAL COST FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
1. Do nothing; rejected because existing classroom &NO. PERSONNEL OPERéJ”\:% ANNUAL VR-PHIORITY
is overcrowded and substandard in condition. INCREASE (DECREASE) YRAR YFAR —_ELS3— AGENCY
2. Postpone; rejected because of the effect of FED.RerTS: N/A fiza. PRIORITY
inflation on building costs. FUNDING — GEN. FUND ) ”i

SOURCE f 81—32
I 1 GOVERNOR'S
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST I 1 PRIORITY
POSITION (FTE) 1 !
CATEGORY.  Education AGEN' Education PROGRAM.  Rural Education
o110 (19 355  PROPOSED CAPITAL
PROJECT

REVISED 11/26/79



PROJECT IITLE LOCATIONISI AREA SERVED ELECTION DISTRICT(S)
Elementary School - Shishmaref Shishmaref Local 22
0ri.ng:si OPERATING NAMEIS) BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS START DATE COMPLETION DATE
3.3 & 4.1 BUDGET BRUISI N/A N/A May, 1981 Dec., 1981
PROJECT NARRATIVE PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUEST
1002 FED. RCPTS.
|. PI’OjeCt Need Statement: a Building Construction (C) 1003 G/F MATCH
The original school V/as constructed many years ago L] other improvement (1) 100<1 GEN. FUND
by the BIA. The school consists of old buildings L] Equipment (€l 1005 I/A RCPTS.
not connected together. They are substandard in L] tand ) ¢.0. BONDS -450.0
size and in poor condition. [ professional Servicos (P)
[1 other (1
Il. Project Description: TOTAL 450.0
This project will provide a remodeled elementary PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROJECT PURPOSES
building to house the K-8 program approximately
9750 sq- ft. —Single story wood frame construction. O Totally Now Facility L] protoct Human Heaith & Safety
I:l Addition to Emitting Faclll.y I:l Protect Capital Assort
I11.  Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost: 5} Renovation ot Existing Facility O Protoct Natural Resources or Nature.
Original cost estimate of $3207.0 was provided by Major Maintenance or Reralr Environment
the school district. DOT/PF"s LCC analysis gave ] Supplement Previously Authorized Improvo Efficiency ft Economy ol State
the figure of $2491.0. The figures provided on Funds to Enable Completion government
35a and 35b were given from a Survey done by DOT/PF I:l One of Several Phases Improvo Services or Accommodate Increased
D Malor External Funding Source Demand for Services
IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational Expense: LI other []  Accommodate Now Program Requirements
The school 1is operated by the school district under (] Respond to Legal or Policy Mandato
A.S. 14.17, Public School Foundation Program, and SITE FEATURES LI improve Etficior.cy ft Economy of
therefore, the project will not impact operation NO YES Alaskan Infrastructure
expenses. 0 K] Site Currently Ownod? D Othor
O [m] All Utilities Available?
V. Identification of Alternatives Considered: o fO  Access Already Available?
1. Continue as is; rejected because of building OPERATIONAL COST _FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
condition and overcrowding. ft NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL YR-PRIORITY
2. Remodel existing; rejected because of costs. INCREASE (DECREASE) YEAR N 83 YEAR FY 83 _
3. Postpone; rejected becuase of effect of infla— FED. RCPTS. N.iA N/A AGENCY
tion on construction costs. FUNDING  GEN, FUND , I PRIORITY
SOURCE _I'; i 81-35
. - ! GOVERNOR'S
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COS7 ' o PRIORITY
i POSITION (FTE)
CATEGORY. Education _ AGENCY. Education PROGRAM. Rural Education
e 35 PROPOSED CAPITAL
a
PROJECT 11/26/79

REVISED



PROJECT TITLE

mSB

LOCATION(S)

"'y.:'- X

AREA SERVED

School Addition - Cold Bay Cold Bay Local
OBJ. NOIS) OPERATING NAME(S) BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS
3.3 &4.1 BUDGET BRU(S) N/A N/A
PROJECT NARRATIVE PROJECT TYPE
- Building Construction (C)
. Project Need Statement: [ otmer mprovement (0
The present school facility does not adequately O equipment )
serve instructional program needs of the 65 student Land (L)
in K-12th grade at this location. Lacking suf— [ broressional services (¢)
ficient space, program offersings are diminished. O owmer (o)

Project Description:

The design and construction of a 14,825 square
feet addition to the Cold Bay School to include
classroom, library-media, vocational education,
and multipurpose space.

Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost:

Original cost estimates of $2,965.0 was provided by
the school district. The figure provided on 35a
and 35b reflect DOT/PF"s LCC analysis.

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

Totolly Now Facility

Addition to Existing Facility
Renovation of Existing Facility
Major Molntononce or Ropolr
Supplement Previously Authorized
Funds to Enable Completion

|:| Ono of Several Phases

Major Extornal Funding Sourco

Othor

n J 1

ELECTION DISTRICTS)

15

START DATE COMPLETION DATE
May, 1981 May, 1982

APPROPRIATION REQUEST
1002 FED. RCPTS.
1003 G/F MATCH
1004 GEN. FUND
1005 I/A RCPTS.

G.0O. BONDS 3106.0

T'TAL

PROJECT PURPOSES

Protect Human Hoalth & Safoty
Protoct Capital Assets
Protoct Notcm! Resources or Natural

Environment

Improvo Efficloncy & Economy of State
Govornmont

Improvo Services or Axcommodoto Increased
Demand for Servicos

Accommodflto New Pru.-ram Requirements

IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational Expense: Respond to Legol or Policy Mandate
The school is operated by the school district under Improvo Effisioncy & Economy of
A.S. 14.17, Public School Foundation Program, and NO YES SITE FEATURES Alaskan Infrastructure
therefore, the project will not impact operation M Sito Currently Ownod? L1 omor
eXpenses. ‘P . All Utilities Avnlinblo?
- - - - - Accost Alrondy Available?
V. ldentification of Alternatives Considered:
Do nothing or postpone; rejected because the exist— RN SO ot RMOIE e
ing facility is so inadequate that a satisfactory CEAR R B 83
INCREASE (DECRFASF) pv YEAR
elementary/segondary program cannot be offered at CeD RepTS. M/A N/A AGENCY
the present time. FUNDING GEN. FUND f it PRIORITY
SOURCE f H 81—36
f i GOVERNOR'S
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COS! " H PRIORITY
POSITION IFTEI f i
catecory, Education AGENCY. Education orocray . RUral Education
11035 1 35g  PROPOSED CAPITAL
PRO\]ECT Hev'sep  11/26/79



w' j)

PROJECT TITLE LOCATION(S) AREA SERVED ELECTION DISTRICTIS)
Emmonak Classroom Addition Emmonak Local 18
0BJ. NO(S) OPERATING EtS) BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS START DATE COMPLETION DAT:
3.3 & 4.1 BUDGET BRU(S) WA N/A Nay, 1981 Sept,, 1981
PROJECT NARRATIVE PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUEST
1002 FED. RCPTS.
I- ProjeCt Need Statement: EJS Building Construction (C) ]]:ggj G/F MATCH
Othor Imorovotnent (I) GEN. FUND

The present facility was not designed to handle

the present enrollIment =0 Fauipment (&) 1065 VA RerTS.

O Land (L) G.O. BONDS

Professional Services (P)

I1. Project Description: i
This project will provide classroom space for 0ot @ oL 750"
approximately 60 students, grades 7-9.

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROJECT PURPOSES
I11.  Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost: D rocat Now racit 0 sroect ot & Safer
- - - - rotec uman oa are
Original cost estimate of $750.0 was provided by o A‘;:"_ Y °WEa_°'_'tyF . D e Y
= = - - t t t t rotoc apita
the school district. The figures provided on 35a rion fo Fristng Tactiy 0 prtel Aeses
C Ronovatlon cf Existing Facility Protect Natural Resources or Natural

and 35b rEfIECt DOT/PF'S LCC analySiS. CD Environment

Major Maintenance or Ropair

R . R D i i ) ffici
IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational Expense: B oo Enanio o o o7 e o ey & Feonomy of State
The SChOOI iS Operate*’ by the SChOOI diStriCt under C] [¢] fs | Ph CD Improvo Sorvicos or Accommodate Increased
- - - no o evoro ases
A.S. 14.17, Piblic School Foundation Program, and _ _ Domand for Services
- - - - O Major Extornal Funding Source
therefore, the project will not impact operation _
CD Other K1 ~Accommodato Now Program Requirements
expenses. (D i
Respond to Legal or Policy Mandate
- - - - D . Effici & E f
V. ldentification of Alternatives Considered: NO YES STE FEATURES Alaskan Infrastructare
il. Do nothing; rejected becasue of overcrowding, ) Sito Currently O/vnod? D otmor
Postpone; rejected because of the effect of %) Al Utilitios A alloblo?
inflation on construction cost. 0 N N
Accoss Alrordy Available?
OPERATIONAL COST FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
fir NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL YR—PRIORITY
INCREASE (DECREASE) YFAR FY 83 vrar F.Y.83.
FED. RCPTS. N/ZA N/A AGENCY
FUNDING GEN. FUND n i PRIORITY
SOURCE i n 81_37
i i GOVERNOR'S
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST n i PRIORITY
POSITION (FTE) i i
iducation Education Rural Education

CATEGORY. AGENCY- PROGRAM.

PROPOSED CAPITAL
35a PROJECT EL

01 1035a 17/79)
revisep 11/26/79

. DATF



>

PROJECT TITLE LOCATIOM(S)

AREA SERVED

ELECTION DISTRICT(S)

Industrial Education Shop - Ekwok Ekwok Local 16
OBJ. NO(S) OPERATING NAME(S) BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS START Dm COMPLETION DATE
3.3 & 4.1 BUDGET BRU(S) N/A N/A hay, Sept,, 1981
PROJECT NARRATIVE PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUEST
1002 FED. RCPTS.
. ] D(! Building Construction (C) 1003 G/F MATCH
I' PrO_]eC'IE Need Statemen_t'_ _ - CD Othor Improvement (I) 1004 GEN. FUND
There s no shop facility at this site. The secon— =~ _ . = 1005 A RCPTS.
dary program started here requires shop in its pro— ¢ = 60 BONDS 192.0
gram' CD Professional Services (P)
- - - CD Other (O)
Il.  Project Description: TOTAL 192.0
This project will provide a single story shop room
of 800 square feet with equipment. PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROJECT PURPOSES
- - - CD Totally New Facility CD Protect Human Hoalth & Safety
III- (D)O(_:U[_nenitat'on Of .EStlmatid$ggglgal COSt' _d d b 0(1 Addition to Existing Facility CD Protect Capital Assets
rlglna COS‘:. es'.tlmate 0 - ) was prOVI e y CD Renovation of Existing Facility CD Protect Natural Resources or Natural
the school district. The figures provided on 35a _ _ _ Environment
- - O Major Maintenance or Repair
and 35b reerCt DOT/PF S LCC anaIySIS' CD Supplement Previously Authorized CD Improve Efficiency & Economy of State
Funds to Enable Completion Govornmont
IV' AnaIySIS Of_EStlmate Of Operatlonal Expense_: O Ont. of Several Phases CD Improvo Servicos or Accommodato Increased
The school is operated by the school district under Major External Funding Source Domand for Sorvices
A'S' 14'17’ PUbIIC_SChOOI_ Foundatlon Program’_and CD Othor 51 Accommodoto New Program Requirements
therefore, the project will not impact operation (D Respond to Legal or Policy Mandato
eXpenseS- CD Improve Efficiency & Economy of
NO YES SITfc FEATURES Alaskan Infrastructure
V. ldentification of Alternatives Considered: D P sitocurronty owneds 0 other
1. Do nothing; rejected because the shop is neces— | . .| Uiities available?
Sary tO the educa_'tlonal program' CD LK] Access Already Available?
2. Postpone; rejected because of the effect of
= - T TH OPERATIONAL COST FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
inflation on bU|Id|ng costs. & NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL YR-PRIORITY
INCREASE (DECREASE) vears FY 83 vear .FY 83
FED. RCPTS. N/A N/A AGENCY
FUNDING GEN. FUND g i PRIORITY
SOURCE I i 81-38
f i GOVERNOR'S
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST I i PRIORITY
POSITION IFTEI I i
cattcory  Education AGENCY. Education PROGRAM. Rural Education
01 1034 (117 35 PROPOSED CAPITAL
a‘ PROJECT revisep  11/26/79
DATE 1



LOCATION(S)

Ekwok

PROJECT TITLE

Classroom Remodel - Ekwok
OBJ. NCMS) OPERATING

3.3 & 4.1 BUDGET BRU(S)

PROJECT NARRATIVE

NAME(S)

N/A

. Project Need Statement:
The existing facility K
ter or office space.

resource cen-

Il. Project Description:

The project will result in remodeli of existing
classroom into a media center, office space, &
teacher work space.

111. Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost:

Original cost estimate of $320.0 was provided by

the school district. The figures provided on 35a

and 35b reflect DOT/PF"s LCC analysis.

IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational Expense:
The school is operated by the school district under
A.S. 14.17, Public School Foundation Program, and
therefore, the project will not impact operation
expenses.

V. Identification of Alternatives Considered:
1. Do nothing; rejected as program space IS re—
quired for media center.
2. Postpone; rejected because of the effect of
inflation on building costs.

Education

35a

Education

CATEGORY. AGENCY.

01 1035a (7/79)

POSITION

AREA SERVED
Local

BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS

N/A

PROJECT TYPE

Building Construction (C)
Other Improvemant (1)
Equipment (E)

Land (L)

Professional Services IP)

ooood

Other (O)

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

Now Facility

m to Existing Facility
ft.novation o< Existing Facility
Major Maintononco or Ropoir
Supplement Previously Authorized

Funds to Enable Completion

I:l Ono of Soveral Phases
|:| Major External Funding Source

Othor

MO YES SITE FEATURES

6a Slto Currently Ownod?

-operrlfood Vool

OPERATIONAL COST
& NO. PERSONNEL
INCREASE (DECREASE)
FED. RCPTS.
FUNDING GfcN. FUND

SOURCE

TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST

(FTEI

Rural

PROGRAM.

PROPOSED CAPITAL

PROJECT

YEAR

START DATE

1002
ﬁfff

1005

]
[l
0

ELECTION DISTRICTIS)

16

COMPLETION DATE

Sept. i
APPROPRIATION REQUEST

FED. RCPTS.
G/F MATCH
GEN. FUND
I/A RCPTS.

320.0

G.0. BONDS

TOTAL

PROJECT PURPOSES

Protect Human Health & Safety
Protect Capital Assets
Protect Natural Rosourcos or Natural

Environment

Improve Efficiency & Economy of Sttte
Govornmont /

Improvo Sorvlcos or Accommodate Incroaiod
Demand for Services

Accommoda’'o Now Prog/im Requirements
Roipond to Legal or Pj/ticy Mnndnto

Improvo Efficiency / F.conomy of
Alaskan Infrastruct/ro

E3 Other
FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
OPERATING /ANNUAL YR-PRIORITY
A f YEAR FY-£3-
i/A. JUL AGENCY
PRIORITY
8J.40Q_
GOVERNOR'S
PRIORITY
Education

RNYirpP  11/26/79



PROJECT TITLE

Pitkas Point El ementar.y School Replacement
0BJ. NO(S) OPERATING NAME(S)
3.3 & 4.1 BUDGET BRU(S) fjlA

PROJECT NARRATIVE

Project Need Statement:

The existing facility was poorly constructed and is

subs ndard iIn size.

Project Description:

The proposed project will provide an elementary

school facility for 35 students, grades 1-8.

Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost:

LOCATION(S)
Pitkas Point

BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS
fA 1A
PROJECT TYPE

Building Construction (C)
Other Improvement (1)
Equipment IE)

Lund (L)

Professional Servicos (P)

o0~ 0o

Other (O)

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

) AREA SERVED
1 Local

ELECTION DIST.f.CT(S)

18
START DATE COMPLETION DATE
Mav, 1981 Dec., 1981
APPROPRIATION REQUEST
1002 FED. RCPTS.
1003 G/F MATCH
1004 GEN. FUND
1005 I/A RCPTS.
G.0. BONDS 600.0
TOTAL 600.0

PROJECT PURPOSES

Original cost estimate of $600_0 was prOVided by 0 Totally New Facility Gl Protect Human Her'rh & Safety
the school district. The figures prOVided on 35a Addition to Existing Facility G Protoct Capital Assott
and 35b reflect DOT/PF"s LCC analySiS. @ Ronovatlon of Existing Facility c Protect Natural Rcsourcos or Natural
8 Major Maintenance or Repair Environment
V. AnalySiS of Estimate of Operational EXpense: Supplement Previously Authorized QP  improve Efficiency & Economy of State
The school is operated by the school district under Funds to Enable Completion Government
A_S_ 14_ 17, Publ iC SChOOI FOUndation Program, and o Ono of Several Phases cl Improvo Sorvicos or Accommodnte Increased
therefore, the project will not impact operation Gl major Extornal Funding source bemand for Servicos
eXpenseS_ G] Oth'jr C) Accommodato Now Program Requirements

na Rospond to Legal orPolicy f.'andato

L\] Improvo Efficiency &Economy of
Aloskan Infrastructure

V. ldentification of Alternatives Considered:
NO YES

1. Continue with present facility; rejected becaust g SITE features

existing facility is substandard and overcrowded. Site Currontly Ownod? D Other
2. Postpone; rejected because of the effect of Gl 0 A uuntios Available?
inflation of construction costs. Cl 0 Accoss already Available?
OPERATIONAL COST FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
8. NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL YR-PRIORITY
INCREASE (DECRFASE) YEAM[ 83 YEAR —FY. 83.
FED. RCPTS. ML AGENCY
FUNDING GEN. FUND PRlORlTY
SOURCE 81-42
GOVERNOR'S
PRIORITY

rOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST

posiTioN |FTEI

Education Rural Education

35a

Education PROGRAM.

PROPOSED CAPITAL
PROJECT REV

S
DAT

CATEGORY. AGENCY.

01-1035a (7/79)
ED 11/26/79



PROJECT TITLE LOCATION(S) AREA SERVED ELECTION OISTRICTIS)
School Addition - Atka Atka Local 15
OBJ. NO(S) OPERATING NAME(S) BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS START DATE COMPLETION DATE
3.3 &4.1 BUDGET BRU(S) N/A M/A May, 1981 May, 1982
PROJECT NARRATIVE PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUEST
1002 FED. RCPTS.
- DO  Buildi ¢ i (c) 1003 G/F MATCH
I. Project Need Statement: uiding Gonstruction
A o Othor Improvameit (l) 1004 GEN. FUND
The present school facility does not adequately _
- - Q Equipment (E) 1005 I/A HCPTS.
serve instructional program needs of the 25 student
- b N ; Q Land (LI G.0. BONDS 1548.0
in grades K-12 at this location. Lacking needed _ _
- - = = Cl Professional Services (Pl
space, program offerings are diminished.
O Other (O)
3 .. TOTAL 1548.0
I1. Project Description:
The design and construction of a 6,834 square feet PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROJECT PURPOSES
addition to Atka School to include secondary class— 3
room 1ibrar media and multi Urpose space Totally New Facility DO Protect Human Health & Safety
? y ’ p p p ) Addition to Existing Facility 03 Protect Capital Assets
Ronovatlon of Existing Facility [e] Protect Natural Rosourcos or Natural

Environment

I11.  Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost:

Original cost estimate of $1,366.8 was provided by

Major Maintenance or Repair

Supplomont Previously Authorized [e] Improve Efficiency & Economy of State

oo ooo O

the school district. The figures on 35a and 35b Funds to Enable Com pletion Government
revlect DOT/PF"s LCC analysis.
One of Sovoral Phases 03 Improvo Sorvicos or Accommodate Increasod
) _ _ Mai Ext | F di s Domand for Servicos
IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational Expenses: Hlon merhal Tunding moRree _
- - - Othor 03 Accommudato Now Program Requirements
The school is operated by the school district under 6 Respond to Legal or Policy Mandato
A.S. 14.17, Public School Foundation Program, and N
- - - - [H Improve Efficiency & Economy of
therefore, the project will not impact operation NO YES STE FEATURES Alaskan Infrastructure
EXpenses. i (/i site Currently Ownod? (D othor
- - - - - 03 All Utilitl Avnlinblo?
V. Identification of Alternatives Considered: i [ e b
- - 0O Q3 Access Already Available?
Do nothing or postpone; rejected because of the
existing facility cannot meet present program de— OPERATIONAL COST FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
8 NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL YR-PRIORITY

mands.
INCREASE (DECRFASF) YFAR FY 83 YFAR (m 8-3

FED. RCPTS. n/a . AGENCY
FUNDING GEN. FUND i n PRIORITY

SOURCE n " 81-43
GOVERNOR'S
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST PRIORITY

POSITION (FTE)
CATEGORY. Education AGENCY- Educatior. crocram  Rural Education
s e 35 PROPOSED CAPITAL
a’ PRO\]ECT rReviseo N/26/79

DATE s 1



PROJECT TITLE

LOCATION(S)

AREA SERVED

ELECTION DISTRICT(S)

Nikolai Elementary Reo"lacement Nikolai Local 18
OBJ. NO(S) OPERATING NAME(S) EUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS START DATE COMPLETION DATE
3.3 8 4.1 BUDGET BRU(S) ft/fr Mav, 1982 Dec.. 1982
1002 FED. RCPTS.
I PI’OjeCt Need Statement: \m Building Construction: (C) 1003 G/F MATCH
The present elementary structure is very old and o Other Improvement () 1004 GEN. FUND
lacks proper space for elementary program. The ©  Equipment (E) 1005 /A RCPTS. 607.5
facility is difficult to heat & maintain. o tand () 6.0 BONDS .
0 Professional Servicos (P)
Il1. Project Description: 0 Other (O)
J p TOTAL 607.5

This project will provide 2430 sq. ft.
school space of two classrooms, restrooms,
lated space.

I11.  Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost:
The figure of $607.5 was provided by the school
district and should be verfied by a qualified
engineer.

IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational
The school
A.S. 14.17, Public School
therefore, the project will
expenses.

Expense:
not impact operation

V. ldentification of Alternatives Considered:
1. Continue as 1is; rejected because of the in—
adequacy of the program offering limitations.
2. Postpone; rejected because of the effect of
inflation on construction costs.

Education

35a

Education

CATEGORY- AGENCY.

01 1035a (7/79)

of elementary
and re—

is operated by the school district under
Foundation Program, and

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

PROJECT PURPOSES

Protoct Natural Resources or Natural

Totally Now Facility CD Protect Human Health & Safety
CD Addition to Existing Facility CD Protect Capital Assets
8 Renovation of Existing Facility CD

Major Maintenance or Repair Environment

CD Supplement Previously Authorized 1D

Funds to Enable Completion Government

Improvo Efficiency & Economy of State

CD One of Sovoral Phases (@] Improve Servicos or Accommodoto Increasod
CD . , Demand for Servicos

Major Extornol Fum' >tgSourco
CD Other CD Accommodato Now Program Requirements

CD Respond to Logoi or Policy Mondate

O Improvo Efticiorcy & Economy of
NO YES SITE FEATURES Aloskon Infrastructure
CD 03 Slto Currontly Owned? CD Othor

C1 @ An utilitios Available?
|:| QQ Accost Alroady Avoilablo?

OPERATIONAL COST FIRST ULTIMATE
& NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL
INCREASE (DECRFASF) vf.h FY 83 vyear FY 83
FED. RCPTS. m
FUNDING GEN. FUND
SOURCE
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST
POSITION (FTE)
Rural Education
PROGRAM.

PROPOSED CAPITAL

PROJECT rEVEBED 11/26/79

PREVIOUS
YR-PRIORITY

AGENCY
PRIORITY

81-44

GOVERNOR’S
PRIORITY



PROJECT TITLE LOCATION(S) AREA SERVED ELECTION DISTRICT(S)
Elementary/Secondary School - Rampart Rampart Local 19
0BJ. NOIS) OPERATING NAMH () BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS START DATE COMPLETION DATE
3.3 &4.1 BUDGET BRU(3) M/ZA N/A June, 1981 Sept., 1982
PROJECT NARRATIVE PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUEST
1002 FED. RCPTS.
| PrOjeCt Need Statement: il Building Construction (CI 1003 <5/F MATCH
" LTt Cl 1004 GEN. FUND
Present school facility is substandard and repre— :m?r“““°fmem ® e e
t .
sents a health and safety hazard for the 21 students e © o
in grades K-12 at this location. Moreover, because =~ " F).s o > JASCLQ_
of inadequate space, program offerings are diminish— Oﬁe“:;a ervices )
[m] er
ed. ToTAL T43THT

I1. Project Description:

The design and construction of a new 5100 squa—"?
feet elementary/secondary school at Rampart to in—
clude classroom, library-media, vocational education
and multipurpose space.

I11.  Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost:

Original estimate of $2,600.0 was provided by the
school district. The figures provided on 35a and

35b reflect DOT/PF"s LCC analysis.

Analysis of Estimate of Operational Expense:

The school is. operated by the school district under
A.S. 14.17, Public School Foundation Program, and
therefore, the project will not impact operation
expenses.

Identification of Alternatives Considered:

Continue to use existing facility; rejected because
of health and safety factors and inadequacy of
space with respect to demands of instructional

program.

Education

35a

Education

CATEGORY. AGENCY-

011035a (7/79)

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

Totally New Facility

PROJECT PURPOSES

Protect Human Hoalth & Safety

Q Addition to Existing Facility Protect Copital Assets
t Renovation of Existing Facility CI Protoct Natural Resources or Natural
. . . Environment

Major Maintenance or Repair
Cl Supplement Previously Authorized ~1 Improve Efficiency & Economy of Stoto

Funds to Enable Completion Government
Cl One of Several Phases f/i Improve Services or Accommodate Increased

. . Demand for Servicos
D Major External Funding Sourco
CI Other 8 Accommodato New Program Requirements
Respond to Legal or Policy Mandoto
CI Improve Efficiency & Economy of

NO YES SITE features Alaskan Infrastructure
G Site Currontly Owned? CI Other
(D O All Utilities Available?
CI U) Accoss Already Availablo?

OPERATIONAL COST FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS

& NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL YR—PRIORITY

INCRE«.” (DECREASE) YFAR FY 83 YFAR FY 83

FED. RCPTS. N/A N/A AGENCY
FUNDING GEN. FUND f n PRIORITY
SOURCE f n 81-45
. i GOVERNOR'S
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST I i PRIORITY
POSITION (FTE) f n
Rural Education

PROGRAM

PROPOSED CAPITAL

PROJECT

RaateeD H/26/79



PROJECT TITLE LOCATIONIS) AREA SERVED ELECTION DISTRICT(S)

Library Media Center - Levelock Levelock Local
0BJ. NO(S) OPERATING NAMEIS) BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS START DATE COMPLETION DATE
3.3 & 4.1 BUDGET BRU(S) N/A N/A Mav. 1981 Sent.. 1981
PROJECT NARRATIVE PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUEST
1002 FED. RCPT?.
T. Project Need Statement: 03 Building Construction (C) 1003 G/F MATCH
The school program is designed to include the use d  other Improvement () 1004 GEN. FUND
of resources to be contained in the Library/Media d  equipment (E) 1005 I/A RCPTS.
Center. d  Land ) G.0. BONDS 234.0
d Professional Services (P)
Il1. Project Description: O Othor (0)
This project will provide a single story, wood TOTAL m)M
frame structure of 1100 square feet with equipment. PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROJECT PURPOSES
I11.  Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost: O Totally New Facility [J  Protect Human Health & Safety
Original cost estimate of $350.0 was provided by D3 Addition to Existing Facility d  Protect capital Assets
the school district. The figures provided on 35a d  Renovation of Existing Facility O Protect Natural Resources or Natural
and 35b reflect DOT/PF"s LCC analysis. d  Major Maintenance or Repair Environment
d Supplement Previously Authorized d Improve Efficiency & Economy of State
IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational Expense: Funds to Enable Completion Government
The SChOOI iS Operated by the SChOOI diStriCt Under O One of Several Phases O Improvo Sorvices or Accommodate Increasod
A.S. 14.17, Public School Foundation Program, and (D Major external Funding sourco bemand for Services
therefore, the project will not impact operation d  otnor DO Accommodoto Now Program Requirements
eXpenseS. d Respond to Legal or Policy Mandato
d Improvo Efficiency & Economy of
V. Identification of Alternatives Considered: NO YES SITE FEATURES Alaskan Infrastructure
1. Do nothing; rejected because of need for center d [l sitocurrenty ownoar d  othor
in conducting educational program. O Iyl Al Utilities Available?
2. Postpone; rejected because of the effect of in— o 61 Access Already Avalloblo?
flation on building costs. OPERATIONAL COST . FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
& NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL YR-PRIORITY
INCREASE (DECRFASF) vear, Y-R3 YEAR _..FY 83
FED. RCPTS. M E M L AGENCY
FUNDING GEN. FUND PRlORlTY
SOURCE - = —
GOVERNOR'S
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST PRIORITY
POSITION (FTE)
CATEGORy- Education AGENCY. Education PROGRAM. Rural Education
35g  PROPOSED CAPITAL
PROJECT REVISED 11/26/79



. myy4 Ir V. SLVVX S -
PROJECT TITLE LOCATION(S) AREA SERVED ELECTION DISTRICT(S)
Vocational Education Shop - Levelock Levelock Local 16
0BJ. NO(S) OPERATING NAME(S) BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS START DATE COMPLETION DATE
3.3 & 4.1 BUDGET BRUIS) N/A N/A May. 1981 Seot.. 1981
PROJECT NARRATIVE PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUEST
1002 FED. RCPTS.
I. Project Need Statement: Building Construction (C) 1003 G/F MATCH
Existing facility Goes not have space for shop (D other improvement () 1004 GEN. FUND
classes as required iIn new secondary program. (D equipment (&) 1005 I/A RCPTS.
Ci Lend (L) G.0. BONDS
I1. Project Description: (D rrofessional services (P)
Project will provide one story structure of 600 O Othor (0)
square feet with equipment. TOTAL 144.0
- - - PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROJECT PURPOSES
I11. Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost:
Original cost estimate of $200.0 was provided by lyl  Totally New Facility (D protect Human Health & safety
the SChOOI district- Tie figureS prOVided on 35a CD Addition to Existing Facility CD Protect Capital Assets
and 35b refleCt on DOT/PF.S LCC analySiS. CD Renovation of Existing Facility CD Protect Natural Resources or Natural
CD Malor Maintenance or Repair Environment
IV. AnalySiS Of EStimate Of Operational Expense: CD Supplement Previously Authorized CD Improve Efficiency & Economy of Stato
The school 1is operated by the school district under Funds to Enable Completion Govarnment
A.S. 14.17, PUinC SChOOI Foundation Program, and CD Ono of Sovoral Phases CD Improvo Sarvicos or Accommodato Increased
therefore, the project will not impact operation (D major external Funding Source Demand for Servicos
expenses. CD Other [yl Accommodato Now Program Hequiromonts
CD Respond to Legal or Policy Mandate
V. ldentification of Alternatives Considered: (D improve Efficiency & Economy of
1. Do nothing; rejected as the shop is reugired no ves  SITE FEATURES Alaskan Infrastruc.uro
in the program. |:||S Slto Currently Ownod? CD Other
2. Postpone; rejected because of the effect of CI1@  An utilitios Avallablo?
inflation on bujjding, costs. CID0  access Alroady Available?
OPERATIONAL COST FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
&NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL YR—PRIORITY
INCREASE (DECREASE) YFAR 83 YFAR FY 83
FED. RCPTS. R7A N/A AGENCY
FUNDING GEN. FUND . ‘ PRIORITY
! 81-47
- P [ ] l,m- -- -
GOVERNOR'S
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST t o PRIORITY
POSITION IFTEI ir e
cattcogy.  Education ncency. Education srocray. Rural Education
PROPOSED CAPITAL
01 -1035a (7/79) 35a
PROJECT REVISED 11 1100

DATE _



L *1

PROJECT TITLE LOGATION(S) AREA SERVED ELECTION DISTRICTS)

School Addition - Nelson Lagoon Nelson Lagoon Local 15

OBJ. NO(S) OPERATING NAMEISI BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS START DATE COMPLETION DATE

3.3 &4.1 BUDGET BRU(S) N/A N/A May. 1981 May, 1982

PROJECT NARRATIVE PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUEST

1002 FED. RCPTS.
I. Project Need Statement: Building Construction (C) 1003 G/F MATCH
The present school facility does not adequately O Other Improvement (1) 1004 GEN. FUND
serve instructional program needs of the 30 students o cquipment () 1005 I/A RCPTS.
in grades K-12 at this location. Moreover, lacking © ‘tana ) G.0. BONDS 826.0
needed space, program offerings are diminished, O Professional Sorvices (P)
O Other (O)

Il. Project Description: TOTAL F20“*
The_d?SIgn and ConStrUCtlon Of 3’944 Squqre feet PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROJECT PURPOSES
addition to the Nelson Lagoon School to include
library-media, vocational education, and multipur— e Totaiy New Facility Al Protoct Human Health & Safoty
pose space. Addition to Existing Facility Protoct Capital Assots

ED Renovation of Existing Facility ED Protect Natural Rcsourcos or Natural
I11. Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost: ED  Major Maintenance or Repair Environment
Original cost estimate Of $788_8 was prOVided by ED Supplement Previously Authorized ED Improve Efficiency & Economy of Stato
the school district. The figures provided on 35a Funds to Enabla Completion Government
and 35b reflect DOT/PF.S LCC anaIySiS_ ED Ono of Several Phases ™ Improvo Services or Accommodate Increased
ED Major External Funding Sourco Domand for Sorvicos

IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational Expenses: ED  Othor () Accommodate Now Program Requirements
The school is operated by the school district under ED  Respond to Lognl or Policy Mandate
A.S. 14.17, Public School Foundation Program, and ED Improvo Efficiency & Economy of
therefore, the project will not impact operation No ves  SITE FEATURES Alaskan Infrastructure
expenses_ I:lW Slto Currently Ownod? ED  Othor

All Utilities Available?
)f. Identification of Alternatives Cons idered., NE ATratt Alronri.. Asmilnblp?
Do nothing or postpone; rejected because~~the existin< OPERATIONAL COST FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
facility cannot meet present program demands. « NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL YR-PRIORITY
INCREASE (DECREASE) vyeEar FY-.83- vear J.Y--83-
FED. RCPTS. M L M L AGENCY
FUNDING GEN. FUND PRIORITY
SOURCE 81-48
GOVERNOR'S
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST PRIORITY
POSITION (FTE)
r.T.r.fi.v Education Education Rural Education
T, al PROPOSED CAPITAL
PROJECT REVISED

/7.9,

DATE



PROJECT TITLE LOCATION(S) AREA SERVED ELECTION DISTRICT(S)
Vocational Education Shop - Koliganak Kol 1ganak Local 16
OBJ. NO(S) OPERATING Nﬁﬁf(s) BUDGET cov\ff/fNENT NUMBERS START DATE COMPLETION DATE
3.3 & 4.1 BUDGET BRU(S) Mav. 1981 SeDt.. 1981
PROJECT NARRATIVE PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUEST
1002 FED. RCPTS.
I. Project Need Statement: ) Building Construction (C) 1003 G/F MATCH
The school program is designed to include Vocation— d oter mprovement () 1004 GEN. FUND
al Ed. The program is designed to meet terms of (D Equipment () 1006 I/A RCPTS.
Consent Decree. O Lend (L) G.0. BONDS 400.0
d Profossionol Servicos (P)
Il1. Project Description: O othor (0)
The project will provide a single story wood frame TOTAL 400.0
structure of 1200 square feet with eqUipment- PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROJECT PURPOSES
I1l.  Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost: Totally Now Facility d  protect Human Health & safety
Original cost estimate of $400.0 was provided by the d addition to existing Facility d  protect capital Assets
SChOOI diStriCt_ The figures prOVided on 35a and d Renovotion of Existing Facility Protoct Natural Resources or Natural
35b reflect DOT/PF"s LCC analysis. d  Mmajor Maintenance or Repair Environment
d Supplement Previously Authorized d Improvo Efficiency & Economy cf State
IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational Expense: Funds to Enable Completion Government
The SChOOI iS Operated by the SChOOI district under d One of Several Phases d Improvo Services_or Accommodato Increased
A.S. 14.17, Public School Foundation Program, and EB Mojor External Funding Sourco bemand for Services
therefore, the project will not impact operation Othor il Accommodato Now Program Requirements
eXpenseS. d Respond to Legal or Policy Mandoto
d Improve Efficiency & Economy of
V. Identification of Alternatives Considered: no ves  SITE FEATURES Alaskan Infrastructure
1. Do nothing; rejected because the program is [18  sito curronty ownoa: d  owor
required_ DW All Utllitios Available?
2. Postpone; rejected because of the effect of Access Already Available?
inflation on building costs. OPERATIONAL COST FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
& NO. PERSONNEL OPERA.TIN_G__. ANNUAL YR-PRIORITY
INCREASE (OECREASF) YLAR WX\ II]J YEAR]
FED. RCPTS. N/A AGENCY
FUNDING GEN. FUND 1l 1] PRIORITY
SOURCE I I
I " GOVERNOR'S
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COS! I I PRIORITY
POSITION (FTEI l I
CATEGORY. Education AGENCY. Education PROGRAM. Rural Education

PROPOSED CAPITAL
PROJECT

0L 10354(7/79)

35a

nev"SEP 11/26/79



PROJECT TITLE
Elementary Remcdel - Koyuk

LOCATION(S)
Koyuk

OflJ. NOISI OPERATING NAME(S)
3.3 & 4.1 | BUDGET BRU(S) N/A
PROJECT NARRATIVE
I. Project Need Statement: 83

This facility was designed as an elementary school
A secondary program has been developed for implem—
entation. The facilities require remodeling to n
provide space for the high school program. -

Il. Project Description:
This project will provide remodeling of existing
space to accomodate, shop, science lab, business

and math instructional areas.

o

I11. Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost:

Original cost estimate of $1500.0 was provided by
the school district. DOT/PF*s LCC analysis pro—
vided the figure of $12211.0. The figures on 35a

and 35b were provided by DOT/PF"s Condition Survey.

>

IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational Expense:

The sr'-_jol 1s operated by the school district under
A.S. 14.17, Public School Foundation Program, and
therefore, the project will not impact operation

expenses.

NO

V. ldentification of Alternatives Considered:
1. Do nothing; rejected because existing space is

)
@

AREA SERVED

Local
BU3GETCOMPONENT NUMBERS

N/A
PROJECT TYPE

Eillding Construction (Cl
Ot ter Improvement (17
Equipment |E)

Land (L)

Prcl tsslonal Sarvleri (P)
Othe’ (0)

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

Totali\ Ne.v Facility

Addltit n to Exliting Facility
Renova lon ol Existing Facility
Major iVelnlenance or Repair
Supolen-ont Previously Authorized
Fu'ids to Enable Completion

One of Several Photos

Major Extarnal Funding Sourco
Other

YES S,TE features

O Site Currently Ownod?
0 Ml utilities Available?
0  Accoss Already Available?

ELECTION DISTRICTISI
22

START DATE COMPLETION DATE
May, 1982 Dec., 1982
APPROPRIATION REQUEST

1002 FED. RCPTS.

1003 G/IF MATCH

1004 GEN. FUND

1005 I/A RCPTS.
G.0. BONDS _700.0
TOTAL 700.0

50

PROJECT PURPOSES

Protect Human Health ft Safety
Protoct Capital Assotc

Protect Natural Resources or Natural
Fnvironmont

Improvo Efficiency ft Economy of State
Government

Improvo Servicos or Accommodate Increosod
Demand for Services

Accommodato Now Program Requirements
Respond to Legol or Policy Mandate
Improve Efficiency ft Economy of

Alaskan Infrastructure

CD Othor

OPERATIONAL COST FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
not adequate for secondary program. & NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL YR-PRIORITY
2. Postpone; rejected because of the effect of in INCREASE (DECREASE) YyEAR FY M YeEar FY 83
flation on construction costs. FED. RCPTS. N/A N/A AGENCY
3. Replace with new structure; rejected because FUNDING  GEN. EUND I L — PRIORITY
remodeling existing structure will provide service oy rce I I 81-55
needed. I I GOVERNOR'S
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COS T ooneen 1 PRIORITY
POSITION (FTE) I I
cATEGORy. Education AGENCY - Education PROGRAM. Rural Education

Of -1035a (7/70)

3ba

PROPOSED CAPITAL

PROJECT

rRevisep 11/26/79
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PROJECT TITLE LOCATIONIS) AREA SERVED ELECTION DISTRICTIS)
Wales Elementary School Remodeling Wales Local 22
OBJ. NOISI OPERATING NAMEIS) BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS START DATE COMPLETION DATE
3.3 & 4.1 BUDGET BRUIS) N/7A N/A May, 1982 Dec., 1982
PROJECT NARRATIVE PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUEST
} 1002 FED. RCPTS.
. PrOJeC'l_: N?ed Sta"_:enjent: B Bulletin., Construction (C) 1003 G/F MATCH
The existing facility was constructed in 1962 and Othoi Improvement (1) 1004 GEN. FUND
IS In poor condition and does not meet present code Equipment IE) 1005 A RCPTS.
- - - Land (L) G.0. BONDS ) .
Il. Project Description: aB Professi 579-0
- - _ - - rofessional Servicot (P)
This project will provide for the remodeling of O other (0)
existing structure to provide for new building TOTAL 570 0
systems, realignment of floor space and provide '
new equipment_ PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROJECT PURPOSES
- - - (D Totally New Facilit Protect H Health & Safet
I11. Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost: Y SR rolee’ Tuman Tiea™h & SaEY
o - ~ O  Addition to Existing Facility Protect Capital Assets
Original estimate of $1200.0 was provided by the . - .
- - - (X] Ronovotion o Existing Facility Protect Natural Resources or Natural
school district. The figures on 35a and 35b were Maior Mai Renai Environment
rovided by Budget & Management 8b ajor Maintenance or Repair
P ) Supplement Previously Authorized IX*  Improve Efficiency & Economy of State
Funds to Enable Completion Government

IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational Expense:
The school 1is operated by the school district under
A.S. 14.17, Public School Foundation Program, and
therefore, the project will not impact operation

One of Several Phei is Improve Services or Accommodate Increased

O
Major External Funding Sourco Demand for Services
Other 8 Accommodate New Program Requirements
0

Respond to Legal or Policy Mandate

expenses. R
Improve Efficiency & Economy of
e - - _ _ NO YES S,TE FEATURES Alaskan Infrastructure
V. ldentification of Alternatives Considered: O ®
Slto Currently Owned? Q  Other

1. Do nothing; rejected because the present fac—
lity represents life safety and code violations.

i O HI  All Utilities Available?
2. Postpone; rejected because of the effect of
i

O a  Access Alrondy Avalloblo?

nflation on construction costs. OPERATIONAL COST . FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS

& NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL YR-PRIORITY
INCREASE (DECREASE) vear FY.JL vear FY. 81

FED. RCPTS. M A M A AGENCY

FUNDING GEN. FUND PRIORITY

SOURCE -81-56.

GOVERNOR'S

TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST PRIORITY

POSITION (PTE)

CATFnnnv  Education ARENCY Education PROGRAM Rural Education

01-1035. (7/79) 3 5 a PROPOSED CAPITAL

PROJECT revise
DATE

d n/26/79



AHEASERVED

PROJECT TITLE LOCATION(S)
lihrarv ConsV.ruct.inn Grants Local Communities

C/BI. NO(S) OPERATING NAME(S) BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBER'S
1j-3 BUDGET BRU(S) State Library 05-13-70-20

PROJECT NARRATIVE
1.

CATEGORY

011035a (7/79)

Project Need Statement

Many communities throughout Alaska have inadequate or
no community library facility. State grants matched
by local communities under AS 14.56.065 and .240
enable communities to establish or to remodel
facilities for public library use. Funds made
available for grants through SLA 1974 chapter 116
have a current balance of $21,130. Needs exceed

the balance available. As more communities are

becoming aware of health, safety, and access require—

ments for public buildings and as more library-
related programs are implemented, more communities
are expressing a need for a community library
facility which may be separate or part of another
community facility such as a school, community
college, or municipal building. Library - related
programs include community collegj extension courses,
literacy and G.E.D, programs, pre-school and public
school education, satellite courses, Native Cor—
poration training workshops, etc. All of these and
regular information and recreation or cultural re—
sources needs are part of community library services.
Attached sheets contain a summary of community needs.

Project Description

The project consists of a variety of local projects

to remodel or construct and equip community library
facilities. Communities in applying for grants in—
dicate project cost estimates, plans for service

and operating funds as well as grant and local

match funds needed and/or available. Projects may

FUNDING

PROJECT TYPE

Building Construction (C)
Other Improvement (I)
Equipment |E)

Lend (L)

Professional Services (P)
Other (O)

ofggeee

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

Totally New Facility

Addition to Existing Facility
Ronovatlon of Existing Facility
Major Maintenance or Repair
Supplement Previously Authorized
Funds to Enable Completion

One of Sevoral Phases

Malor External Funding Source
Other

000 Obe=-°

D o Site Currently Ownad7
O All Utilities Available?
BH H Accoss Already Available?

OPERATIONAL COST
& NO. PERSONNEL

INCREASE (DECREASE)
FED. RCPTS.
GEN. FUND

SOURCE

be in communities of less than 300 people if a need |51a ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST

Education

35a

EduCFlti o AGENCY.

POSITION (FTEI

PROGRAM.

PROPOSED CAPITAL

PROJECT

State

ELECTION DISTRICTIS)

All
START DATE COMPLETION DATE
7/80 6-81
APPROPRIATION REQUEST

1002 FED. RCPTS.
1003 G/F MATCH
1004 GEN. FUND 500.0
1005 I/A RCPTS.

G.0. BONDS

TOTAL 500.0

o [ [oo

FIRST
OPERATING

YFAR

State Library

REVISED

PROJECT PURPOSES

Protect Human Health & Safety
Protect Capital Assets

Protect Natural Resources or Natural
Environment

Improve Efficiency & Economy of State
Govo: nent

Improve Services or Accommodate Incraasad
Demand for Sorvicos

Accommodate New Program Raquliaments
Respond to Legal or Policy Mandate
Improve Efficiency & Economy of

Other

ULTIMATE
ANNUAL

YFAR

PREVIOUS
YR-PRIORITY

[ | N | HH—'H————
AGENCY

PRIORITY
81-1

GOVERNOR'S
PRIORITY

DATE _



AREA SERVED

PROJECT TITLE LOCATIONS)

Secondary School (New) - Nightmute Nightmute Loc
OBJ.NOISJ OPERATING NAME(S) BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS
3.3 & 4.1 BUDGET BRUIS) N/A N/A

PROJECT NARRATIVE
I. Project Need Statemen®-:
No secondary school facility presently exists at
this location, and the yillage has requested a
secondary school prograu, The proposed building
therefore, is needed in order to house this pro-
gram.
Il. Project Description:
Project is for the construction of a new secondary
school facility for approximately 25 unhoused
students, and will include classrooms, library-
media center, multipurpose room, and related space.
I11.  Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost:
Original cost information, $3,350,0 was provided b>
the school district based on its cost-per-square-
foot results for like facilities in the bidding on
Chapter 131/76 and Chapter 134/78 schools in the
region. The figures provided on 35a and 35b re—
flect the "Hootch™ attorneys agreement,

IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational Expense:

The school is operated by the school district under
A.S. 14.17, Public School Foundation Program, and
therefore, the project will not impact operation

expenses.

Identification of Alternatives Considered:

1. Rent or lease space; rejected because space is
unavailable,

2. Use old BIA facility; rejected because of over®
crowding and/or double-shifting,

Education

3ba

Education

CATEGORY. AGENCY.

01 -1035a (7/79)

PROJECT TYPE

PROGRAM.

PROPOSED CAPITAL

PROJECT

ELECTION DISTRICT(S)

al 17
START DATE COMPLETION DATE
June, 1981 August, 1982

APPROPRIATION REQUEST

1002 FED. RCPTS.
(iP Building Conitructlon (C) 1003 G/F MATCH
Cl other Improvement (1) 1004 GEN. FUND 2465.0
D Equipment (E) 1005 I/A RCPTS.
D Lend (L) G.O. BONDS
D  Professional Service, (P)
O Other (O)
TOTAL 2465.0"
PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROJECT PURPOSES
Q Totally New Facility 0 Protect Humen Health & Safety
@ Addition to Existing Facility G Protect Capital Assets
@ Renovation CfExisting Facility G Protect Naturel Resources or Natural
O  Major Malntanance or Papalr Environment
O  Supplament Previously Authorized 0) Improve Efficiency & Economy of Stete
Funds to Eneble Completion Government
One of Severe! Phases 0} Improve Services or Accommodate Increased
Malor External Funding Source Demand for Services
Other 09 Accommodate New Program Requirements
0 Respond to Legal or Policy Mandela
G Improve Efficiency & Economy of
NO YES SITE MATURES Alaskan Infrastructure
fO  Site Currently Owned? G Other
All Utilities Available?
Kl Access Already Avalloble?
OPERATIONAL COST FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
& NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL YR-PRIORITY
INCREASE (DECREASE) YEAR FY 83 vear FY 83
FED. RCPTS. Wk --N_ A___ -_ AGENCY
FUNDING OEN. FUND PRIORITY
SOURCE 81-1
8 I GOVERNOR'S
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST i L PRIORITY
POSITION (FTE) i f
Rural Education

REVISED 11/26/79



PROJECT TITLE LOCATIONS AREA SERVED ELECTION OISTRICT(S)
Little Diomede Secondary School Little Diomede Local
OBJ. NOtS) OPERATING NAME(S) BUDGET COMPONENT NUMSERS START DATE COMPLETION DATE
3.3 &4.1 BUDGET BRU(S) N/A N/A May, 1981 Dec., 1981
PROJECT NARRATIVE PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUEST
1002 FED. RCPTS.
I. Project Need Statement: K) Building Construction (C) 1003 GIF MATCH
The state has assumed the responsibility to con— O Other Improvement (1) 1004 GEN. FUND 1932.0
struct a new secondary facility. Existing funding o Equipment (E) 1005 /A RCPTS.
IS 1nadequate to complete the project. O Lend (L) G.0. BONOS
O  Professional Services (P)
Il. Project Description: O Other (0)
This project will provide a secondary school build— TOTAL - rg?>:
ing of wood frame to provide a compadable education PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROJECT PURPOSES
for 1uuul students who previously had to leave the
island. El Totally New Facility CD  Protect Human Health & Safety
O Addition io Exiiting Facility CD  Protect Capital Assets
I11. Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost: O  Ranovatlon of Exiiting Facility (D Protect Natural Resources or Natural
The figure of 1932.0 was pI’OVide by DOT/PF and the o Major Malntananca or Rapalr Environment
architects as what i1s needed to insure completion O Supplement Previously Authorized O Improve Efficiency & Economy of State
of the pI’OjECt. Funds to Enable Completion Government
CD  ono of Several Phases 0 Improve Services or Accommodate Increased
IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational Expense: D Major External Funding Source Domend for Services
The school 1s operated by the school district un— CD  other DO Accommodato New Program Requirements
der A.S. 14.17, Public School Foundation Program, O Respond to Logel or Policy Mandate
and therefore, the project will not impact opera— (D Improve Efficiency & Economy of
tional expenses. NO YES S,TE FEATURES Alaskan Infrastructure
0 CD site Currently Owned? O  Other
V. ldentification of Alternatives Considered: 0 @ All Utilities Available?
1. Do nothing; rejected because the project has DO (D Access Already Available?
been approved. , Or*RATIONAL COST FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
2. Postpone; rejected because of the effect of & NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL YR-PRIORITY
inflation on construction costs. INCREASE (DECRFASF) vFAR FY 83 vear FY.83._
FED. RCPTS. AGENCY
runoing  GIN. Funp WA MﬁA PRIORITY
SOURCE I H 81-2
I H GOVERNOR'S
TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COS7 I n PRIORITY
POSITION (FTE) I n
caTEcory.  Education AGENCY. Education orocray.  RUral Education
01-103Se (7/79) 3 5 a PROPOSED CAPITAL
PROJECT

REVISED  11/26/79
DATE _



fROJECT TITLE fif LOCATIONS) AREA SERVED

Secondary School (New) - Kasigluk Kasigluk Local 1 17
00J.NOIS1 OPERATING NAME(S) BUDGETbOMPONENT NUMBERS START DATE COMPLETION DATE
m8.3 & 4.1 BUDGET BSTUtSI N/A N/A June, 1981 August, 1982
PROJECT NARRATIVE PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUEST
1002 FED. RCPTS.
1. Project Need Statement: (1 Bul'ding Construction (C) 1003 G/F MATCH
No secondary school facility presently exists at (1 Other Improvement (1) 1004 GEN. FUND 3162.4
this/location, and the vial lage has requested a L1 Equipment IE) 1005 /A RCPTS.
secondary school program. The proposed building, L1 Lend (L) G.0. BONOS
therefore, is needed in order to house this pro— [ Prolenlonel Services (P)
gram. 1 Other (0)
TOTAL 31607
Il. Project Description: PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROJECT PURPOSES
Project is for the construction of a new secondary
school facility for approximately 40 unhoused sec— to Totally New Facility Protect Human Health & Safety
ondary school student®;, and will include classroom: [ Addition to Existing Facility 1 Protect Capital Assets
library-media center, multipurpose room, and re— 1 Renovation of Existing Facility 1 Protect Natural Resources or Natural
lated spaces. [ Melor Maintenance or Repair Environment
[1 Supplement Previously A iprited 0 Improve Efficiency & Economy of State
I11. Documentation of Estimated Capital Cost: Funds to Enable Complel un Government
Original cost information, $3735.0 was provided by [ One of Several Phases ® improve Services or Accommodate Increased
the school district based on its cost-per-square- [ Melor External Funding Source Demand for Services
foot results for like facilities in the bidding of [ other 0 Accommodate New Program Requirements
Chapter 131/76 and Chapter 12A//8 schools in the KJ  Respond to Legal or Policy Mandela
region. The figures provided un 35a and 35b re— 1 Improve Efficiency & Economy ol
flect the "Hootch" attorneys agreement. NO YES SITE FEATURES Alaskan Infrastructure
She Currently Owned? 1 oOther
IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational Expense: 0 O Al Utilities Available?
The school is operated by the school district under o ki Accois Already Available?
A.S. 14'17’ PUbIIC-SChOOI. Foundat_lon Program,_and OPERATIONAL COST . FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
therefore, the project will not impact operation 8. NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANNUAL YR-PRIORITY
eXpenses. INCREASE (DECREASE) vEaR FY 8). vyear FY 83
o i i FED nCPTS. N/A N/A AGENCY
V. ldentification of Alternatives Considered: _ FUNDINO  OEN. FUNO I i PRIORITY
1. Rent or lease space; rejected because space IS  gqoyrce I n 81-3
unavailable. o ) | I GOVERNOR'S
2. Use old BIA facility; rejected because of Over ;,ra annuaL oPERATIONAL coST i r PRIORITY
crowding and/or double-shifting. POSITION (ETE) I 1
catccory.  EOUCAtion AGENCY. Education ROGRAM. Rural Education
oMO3Se 17179) 35a PROPOSED CAPITAL
PROJECT REVISED Il /oc /in
...... nm - 11/1?5/79



PROJECT TITLE

Shaktoolik Secondary School - Overrun
OBJ. NO(S) OPERATING

3.3 X4.1 BUDGET BRU(S)

PROJECT NARRATIVE
I. Project Need Statement:

NAME(S)

N/A

This project was started with a combination of State
Revised cost estimates indicate

and Federal funds.
a need for additional funding.

Il. Project Description:
A single story wood framed elementary/secondary

LOCATIONIS)
Shaktookik

school to replace existing facility would provide =

additional secondary program. Hootch Site.

Documents “on of Estimated Cost:
The figure of $450.0 was provided by the district,
architects, and engineers.

IV. Analysis of Estimate of Operational
The school
A.S. 14.17, Public School Foundation Program, and
therefore, the project will not impact operation
expenses.

Expense:

V. ldentification of Alternatives Considered:

1. Do nothing; rejected because the project is part D

of a legal agreement.

Education

3ba

Education

ATEGORY - AGENCY.

011035a (7/79)

iIs operated by the school district under

AREA SERVED
Local

usffiSSs

ELECTION DISTRICTIS)
22

BUDGET COMPONENT NUMBERS START DATE COMPLETION DATE
N/A Sept., 1979 979 —
PROJECT TYPE APPROPRIATION REQUES

1002 FED. RCPTS.
[23 Building Construction (C) 1003 G/F MATCH
ED Other Improvement (1) 1004 GEN. FUND 450.0
Equipment (E) 1005 I/A RCPTS.
Land (L) G.0. BONDS
P-ofessional Services (P)
m] Other (O)
TOTAL
PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS PROJECT PURPOSES
Totally New Facility ED Protect Human Health & Safoty
ﬁ:) Addition to Existing Facility ED  Protoct Capital AssotS
% Renovation of Existing Facility ED Protect Natural Resources or Natural
. . . Environment
Major Maintenance or Repair
Supplement Previously Authorized ED Improve Efficiency & Economy of State
Funds to Enable Completion Government
@ One of Several Phases E) Improve Services or Accommodate Increased
. . Demand for Services
Major External Funding Sourco
Othor Xl Accommodato Now Program Requirements
ED Respond to Legal or Policy Mondato
ED Improve Efficiency & Economy of
NO YES SITE FEATURES Alaskan Infrastructure
Site Currently Ownod? ED Othor
u] 0, All Utllitios Available?
|:| :N. Access Already Available?
OPERATIONAL COST FIRST ULTIMATE PREVIOUS
& NO. PERSONNEL OPERATING ANWI&) YR-PRIORITY
INCREASE (PECRFASF) YFAE|. Ely 80 vYEAR
FED. RCPTS. U U7n7_T AGENCY
FUNDING GEN. FUND PRIORITY
SOURCE 81'4
GOVERNOR'’S
PRIORITY

rOTAL ANNUAL OPERATIONAL COST
POSITION (FTE)

program

PROPOSED CAPITAL
PROJECT

Rural

RdateED

Education

H/26/79



House Bill 619
Zharoff

Chiniak School
Construction
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Kodiak Island
Regional Education Board

January 21, 1980

The Honorable Fred F. Zharoff

Alaska State House of Representatives
Pouch "V™ State Capitol Building
Juneau, Alaska 998*11

Dear Representative Zharoff:

I would like to take this opportunity to ask for ycur support of
the "Proposal for Funding of a Combined Elementary/Secondary School
Facility in Karluk, Alaska for Consideration at the 1990 State Legis—
lative Session” in the name of the Kodiak Island Regional Education
Board (REB). The REB unanimously approved a motion in suopcrt of this
proposal at its January 17th and 18th 198C meeting.

The REB 1is composed of the Advisory School Board/Indian Parent
Committee Chairmen from six Native villages of Kodiak Island and the
Indian Parent Committee from the City of Kodiak. This Board is elected
by the parents of Native children in the schools of Kodiak Island Borough
and represents the total Native community of Kodiak Island.

Your support of this proposal will greatly assist in providing a
quality education for the children of Karluk.

Sincerely,

Chairman
Kodiak Island
Regional Education Board

/cb
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Funding Information Introduced: 1/24/80

General Fund $3,300,000 Referred: Health,Education &
Other Funds -0- Social Services and Finance
$3, 30"CT7CrCR7
IN THE HOUSE BY ZHAROFF

HOUSE BILL NO. 619

IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

ELEVENTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: An Act making a special appropriation to the Depart—

ment of Transportation and Public Facilities for con-—
struction of a school at Chiniak; and providing for an
effective date.™
PE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
* Section 1. The sum of 33,300,000 is appropriated from the general fund
to the Department of Transnortation and Public Facilities for payment as a
grant to the Kodiak Islind Borough for construction of a school at Chiniak.

* Sec. 2. This Act takes effect immediately in accordance with AS 01.10.-

070(c) .

1o HB 619



KODIAK ISLAND BOROUGH

Telephones 486-5736 - 486-5737 — Box 1246
KODIAK, ALASKA 99615

September 26, 1979

The Honorable Mr. Fred Zharoff
Alaska State House of Representatives
POUCH V

Juneau, Alaska 99811

RE: Your request for information

Dear Mr. Zharoff,

The following Capital Improvement project recommedations reflect the
opinions of the Kodiak Island Borough Administrative staff. Do to the
short response time allowed we were unable to obtain project nom®mations
or priority rebuttal reflecting the opinions of the Borough Mayor and
Assembly. However, Mayor Wallin has reviewed this letter and several pro—
jects reflect her opinions.

1. Akhiok Elementary School. The existing school at Akhiok was a
temporary building designed to last for a few years. Thus far
this temporary expedient has been used for ten (10) years. This
building should be replaced by the State.

Cape Chiniak Elementary School. The existing facility at Chiniak
IS operating at capacity increased enrollment requires an iIncrease
in school facilities. The proposed Job Corp Center will create
additional school facilities needs for faculty member®s dependent
children.

Kodiak Boat Harbor Facilities. It iIs imperative that new boat
harbor facilities be constructed at Kodiak. Vie can not afford
to wait for the U.S. Congress and Corps of Engineers to act, as
they have been promising this facility for over a decade. To
date all we have seen from Washington are revised reports and
lots of political rhetoric. Unfortunately we can not moor
boats iIn a harbor constructed on Congressional rhetoric.

It is our feeling that low interest loans and direct construction
grant aid will provide the most expeditious method of financing
these urgently need harbor facilities. We will be happy to pro—
vide you with specific cost and need justification data prior to
the January 1980 Legislative Session.

Rural Alaskan Economic Development. If we are to ultimately
establishable economic stability in rural Alaska. The State
should make low interest economic development loans available
through the permanent fund or a revolving self perpetuating
economic development fund.



fir. Fred Zharoff
Page 2
September 26, 1979

Planning Grant Assistance. The State should provide 100% funding
for the Planning grants when the issues have regional, State wide,
or National significance such as the 0.C.S. Planning Programs.

We need plans prepared by and for the local Community rather than
those prepared for us by Federal and State agencies. It has been
our experience that the Federal and State planning considerations
are not always the same as those of the local community. Since
we have planning power and responsibility»provide us the funds to
carry out those responsibilities. Funding levels for 0.C.S. and
Coastal Zone Programs should be at the 100% level with State
agency coordination in work scoping project review.
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April 8, 1979
Kodiak, Alaska

Representative Fred Zharoff
Pouch V

Juneau, Alaska

Dear Representative Zharoff

The citizens of Chiniak are in need of your assistance.
Ve are facing a crisis situation at our school.

The Federal Government has leased the old Chiniak Tracking
Station from Koniag and will open its doors as a job corp center
on October 15th of this year. Staffing of the facility will
require sixty persons, many of them professionals. The offspring
of both the job corp personal and job corp students will be
attending our Chiniak school. The center intends to hire as
many local people as possible but even with that effort the
impact will be great. David McGuigans, the director, 1is projecting
an increase of twenty-five to thirty students for our school,
and it may well be more.

Our present facilities are meager. They consist of an
eight year old temporary unit, modest living quarters for our
sole teacher and his wife, and a small storage/t.v. room which

joins the two facilities. The above is located at mile 41 of
the Chiniak Road on a ten are plot of borough owned Iland. The
structure stands on a minimum ammount of gravel fTill, The

filled area also accommodates a driveway and a playground.

The present studer.tbody consists of fourteen children, Kkindergarten
thru eighth <frade, and that is all the facility can handle.
V.Rat will we & <% 4= -yenty-five or thirty more children tha-

arrive in the Fall?



?or months the -Chiniak comnity has been working in earnest
to solve this dilemma. V.8"ve been to the Kodiak School Board
and school administration, We"ve talked to the Borough Assembly,
Mayor V."alien, and job corp representatives. Theres been sere

cress crveraQe and a Chiniak School oosn house was held to
which all of the above persons were invited. The response

of everyone we"ve talked to has beer, the same; There are no
moneys anywhere to accommodate this influx of students.

Our only headwayi®came last week when Chiniak was included 1in

an all-inclVisive bond. IT it is passed Chiniak will receive
0150,000. The problem with the bond issue is that it may,

or may not pass and of course it will not be in time to releive
cur predicament. IT a permanent school 1is to be built it must
be started immediately. It its to be an atco unit the order
must be placed now. Additional land fill is required to accommodate
either.

The job corp is a fine program ar.d we are opt mistic about
its addition to our community. But we wonder; Why was®nt an
impact study done by the Ferderal Government? Why did"nt
Govenor Hammond order one at the time he signed his support
of the Chiniak sight?

We are a stable, wor 1ing, tax paying community who want

good quality education and accommodations for our new neighbors

children as well as our own. But we need your help. V. need
your support and advice. We have exhausted all local avenues
in search of a building fund. There is none. It has become

apparent that we both need, and are deserving of either State
or Federal moanys to orb the impact on our school,.How can
such an application be ir.ade? Where dc we find a commitment,

a possitive action toward readying cur school for Fall?
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We the undersigned residents el Chi:aa"< are concerned aoout
the proposed alternatives for eler.er.tary education in our community.
To better familiarise tne Kodiak Island bcrce.-r, *.sr.e:\bly ar.ri the
Kodiak Island borough School District witn the conditions and tne
hl t.ornntiver., we extend this invitation to an open house at the
Chiniak School or. Sunday, Karch x, 1979 from 2pm to 4px.
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We the undersigned resident!, of Chiniak are concerned auout
the proposed alternatives for elener.tary education in our com:>.unit;
To better fa-.iliarice the Kopiak Island rorcurn Assenoly and the
Kodiak Island Sorough School District with the conditions and the
alternatives, we extend this invitation to an cpen house at the
Chiniak School on Sunday, Karch/ ' 1979 frcn 2or. to
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P.0. Box 2191
Kodiak, Alaska 99615
December 10, 1979

Fred F. Zharoff
Representative

P.0. Box 405

Kodiak, Alaska 99165

Dear Sir:

On behalf of the Chiniak Advisory School Board,
I want to thank you for attending the special public
meeting of October 24, 979 at the Chiniak School.

Gary Shepard, Asst. Principal for Villiage Schools,
has been assigned to put together a proposal to the
State Board of Education and in turn will be submitted
to the legislature for funding. The package will
include a summary of our school and the Chiniak
Community along with plans for new facilities.

Again we appreciate the time and effort you have shown.
We will keep you aware of progress on our ever con—
tinuing problem.

Chiniak Advisory
School Board
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Mr. Ed Grieser

Alaska State Department
of Education

Pouch F

Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Mr. Grieser:

I am writing to you concerning Steve Crawley, a student
from Chiniak. Steve 1is a Junior at the high school here
who must bus 90+ miles a day round trip to and from
school. He would like to enter the Boarding Home Program
and board in Kodiak while attending school. He 1inquired
last year and this year and was refused because your
office has maintained that an educational program was
accessible to him.

It is my contention that the program 1is not as complete—
ly accessible as it should be. Steve must bus for two (2)
hours to get to school and leave promptly at 3:30 p m.

to bus two (2) hours to go home again. Inclement weather
and road conditions tend to increase the busing time,
leaves little time to study or for participation in other
school activities, such as sports, that are an integral
part of the high school®s educational program. Therefore,
Steve does not have access to the study time or extra—
curricular activities that are available to other students
at the high school. I feel that his request to be included
in the State®s Boarding Program 1is both justifiable and
reasonable.

Sincerely,

KODIAK AREA NATIVE ASSOCIATION
Frank P-. Peterson, President

Yvonne Zharoff,
JOM Counselor



Ed Greaser
Page Two
April 2, 1979

cc: Dr. John Antonnen, Superintendent of Schools KIBSD
Mr. Wischer, Principal, KIBSD, Kodiak High School
Senator Bob Mulcahy, Juneau
Representative Fred Zharoff, Pouch V, Juneau
Civil Rights Commission
Dr. Marshall Lind, Commissioner, Alaska Department Education
Jane Petrich, Director, KANA Education Department



