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(1) deletes "in sec. 694 of this chapter on rcultiple state trans—
actions” fallowing "Except as otherwise provided";

(2) deletes "so fair as concerns any personal property and fixtures
in the jurisdiction of the state”™ following "this chapter apply;**

(3) deletes the reference to "contract rights" in. paragraphs (1)
and (2).

The reason for the first, two deletions is the feeling on the part of the
Commissioners on Uniform State Laws that this article of the UCC should
be dedicated to secured transactions and that general questions of
conflicts of laws should be left to Article 1 of the code.

The references to "contract rights™ wei-c deleted as unnecessary and
confusing. This term has been deleted from all sections of UCC Article 9.
Prior to 1972, the UCC distinguished a "contract right” from, an "account"
in terms of whether the right to payment had matured. If the right to
payment under a contrac".  had not yet bean earned by performance by the
creditor, then it was a "contract right.” If the right to payment had
matured, then it was an "account." Under the revised version, it is
irrelevant whether the right to payment has been earned by performance.

An account is defined in UCC sec. 9-106 as

anv right to payment for goods sold or leased or for services
rendered which is not evidenced by an instrument or chattel paper,
whether or not it has been earned by performance.

2. AS 45.05.694

As 45.05.694 ertablishcs rules for the choice of law where accounts,
contract rights, general intangibles, and equipment relate to another
jurisdiction. The UCC counterpart, 9-103, has been completely revised
inaccord with the sentiment expressed by the first two deletions in 9-
102. The section now concerns itself exclusively with perfection of
security interests and the effect of perfection or non-perfection. It
establishes the basic rule that the controlling law, as to perfection of
the security interests and the effect of perfection, is the law of the
jurisdiction where the collateral 1is when the last event occurs on which
is based the assertion that the security interest is perfected or
unperfected. There are certain exceptions to the rule which are listed.

3. AS 45.U5.696

AS 45.05.696 excludes certain transactions from coverage under Article 9.
Its counterpart, UCC sec. 9-104, contains similar provisions; however,
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there are noteworthy differences. Section 696(5} provides that the
chapter doss not apply to an equipment, trust covering railway rolling
stock. UCC sec. 9-104 deletes this provision with the following explanation. ;

The whole thrust of Article 9 is to eliminate differences based on
the form of a transaction, and the equipment trust serves the same
function as other purchase money forms of financing- In fact, a
form known as the "New York equipment trust"™* comes closer to a
conditional sale contract than it doas to A Pennsylvania -guipment
trust, and thus the former exclusion left substantial- uncertainty.

In place of this deleted paragraph, the UCC section insertr the following;

(e) to a transfer, by a government or governmental subdivision or
agency.

The Alaska section had previously included a paragraph which is similar
in nature to the new UCC paragraph. Alaska®"s paragraph provides;

(12) to a security interest created by or on behalf of
or any of its political subdivisions (including but not limited to

the unorganized borough or any city or borough of any class,

whether home rule or not) or any service area, public enterprise,

public corporation, agency or instrumentality of the state or of

any of its political subdivisions.

The UCC official commen, explains its paragraph as fr "lows;

Certain governmental borrowings include collateral in the form of
assignments of water, electricity or sewer charges, rents on
dormitories or industrial buildings, tools, etc- Since these
assignments are usually governed by special provisions of law,
these governmental transfers are excluded from this Article.

AS 45.05.696(6) provides:

to a sale of accounts, contract rights, or chattel paper as part of
a sale of the business out of which they arose, or an assignment of
accounts, contract rights, or chattel paper which, is for the
purpose of collection only, or a transfer of a contract right to an
assignee who is also to do the performance under the contract-

th
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UCC sec. 9-104(F) deletes references to "contract rights" in this
paragraph and adds at the end of the phrase "or a transfer of a kinglet

account to an assignee in whole or partial satisfaction, of a pre-existing
indebtedness.”

The latter amendment reflects the general scope of the article, which
includes all commercial financing transactions.. The transfer of a
single account in satisfaction of a pre-existing indebtedness is a
personal transaction not encompassed by the article.

Both the UCC section and the Alaska statute exclude transfers of interests
in insurance policies and in deposit accounts. However, the UCC section,
notes that these interests are nevertheless subject to 9-603 (proceeds;
secured party®s rights on disposition of collateral) and 9-132 (priorities
among conflicting security interests in the same collateral) . Both
sections also exclude rights represented by a judgment, but the UCC
section notes that this does not include a judgment ,taken, on a right, to
payment which was collateral.

4. AS 45.05.698

AS 45.05.699 and UCC sec. 9-105 provide definitions and indices of
definitions. The UCC section “cludes several definitions which are not
in tho Alaska section. The following list includes the definitions rot
included in the Alaska section with parenthetical notes containing the
official reason, if any, fcr their inclusion:

"Deposit account®”means a demand, time, savings, passbook or like
account maintained with a bank, savings and loan association,

credit union or like organization, other than an account; evidenced
by a certificate of deposit (A defi.ii.t.ion of "deposit ciccount” has
been added to facilitate references to such accounts 1in the section
on proceeds (Section 9-306));

"Encumbrance" _.includes real estate mortgages and other liens on
rear estate and all other rights in real estate that are not
ownership interests (Definitions of "encumbrance and "mortgage’’
have been added as the basis for the use thereof in Section 9-313) ;

"Mortgage™ means a consensual interest created by a real estate
mortgage, a trust deed on real estate, or the like;

An advance 1is made "pursuant to commitment if the secured party
has bound himself to make it, whether or not a subsequent event of
default or other event not within his control has relieved or may
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relieve him from his obligation (A definition of "purusant to commit—
ment" has been add"-d as the basis for use of this concept in Sections 9-
301, 9-307, and 9-132);

"Transmitting utility” means any person primarily engaged in the
railroad, street railway or trolley bus business, tlie electric or
electronics communications transmission business, the transmission,
of goods by pipeline, or the transmission or the production and
transmission of electricity, steam, gas or water, or the provision,
of sewer service (A definition of "trc.nsmitting utility"” has been
added to identify a class of debtor with special filing problems on
far-flung properties, for which special filing rules are stated in
Part 4).

In addition to definitions which are not in the Alaska law, the UCC
section includes references to definitions which are not referenced in
the Alaska section- These references include

"Attach”™ Section 9-203

"Construction mortgage" Sectioi. "™ ,13(1)
"Fixture" Section 9-313(1)

"Fixture filing"” Section 9-313(1)
"United States"™ Section 9-103

Other definitions which are included in the Alaska statute have been
modified in the UCC section. AS 45.03.69312) defines "chattel paper" as
follows:

A writing or writings which evidence both a monetary obligation and
a security interest in or a lease of specific goods [, but a charter
or other contract involving the use or hire of a vessel is not
chattel paper}; when a transaction is evidenced both by such a
security agreement or a lease and by an instrument or 8 series of
instruments, the group of writings taken together constitutes a
chattel paper.

The portion in brackets ha” been added in the UCC secrtion. The UCC note
on the reason for this portion follows:
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To make clear that no type of ship charter is to be considered
chattel paper- Many types -of ship financing based on assignment of
a .charter involve international transactions, and there are numerous
executed copies of the charter.. Under Section 9-308 an. assignment
of chattel paper perfected by delivery of the chattel paper prevails
over an assignment perfected by filing. Application of this rule
would require the parties to change traditional practices in order
to control all executed copies. Moreover, it is desirable to treat

all tyjpes of ship charters alike, and some, cannot be deemed chattel,
paper.

The Alaska definition [with the UCC addition in brackets} of "document*

document of title as defi. ied in the general definitions of sec. 20

of this chapter [, and a receipt of the kind described in subsection
(2) of Section 7-201].

The UCC addition includes, the kind of receipt issued by a person who 1is

not technically a warehouseman, as described in Section 7-20172) and
AS 45.05.542(b).

The UCC definition of "goods™ includes two items which are not listed in
the Alaska section. They are "minerals or the like (including oil and
gas) before extraction™ and "standing timber which is to be cut and
removed under a conveyance or contract for sale."” It deletes a reference

in the Alaska version to "other things in action.™ The DCC explanation
of the latter modifi ation is:

The exclusion of "other things in action”™ from the definition of
"goods"™ has been deleted as unnecessary. "General intangibles,”
which under Section 9-108 ireludes "things in action,”™  are them—
selves excluded from the de Lnition of goods.

5. AS 45.05.700

As 45.05.700 defines "account;" "contract right;" "general intangibles

The UCC section has been modified to delete references to "contract
right."

6. No_Correspondinn_Alaska Statute 4

The UCC article has adopted a section (9-114) which is not included 1in
the Alaska law. The new section attempts to clarify the relationship
between the filing rule for consignments under UCC sec- 2-326 (AS 45.-
05.120) and Article 9. The UCC comment explains it as follows:
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An uncertainty has existed under the 1962 Code whether the filing
rule in Section 2-326(3) applicable to true consignments requires
only filing under Part 4 of Article 9 or also requires notice to
prior inventory secured parties of the debtor under Section 9-
312(3). The new Section 9-114 accepts the latter view and provides
in substance that, in order to protect his ownership cf the consigned
goods, the consignor must give the same notice to an inventory
secured party of the debtor that he would have to give if his
transaction with the consignee was in. the form of a security

transaction inste” ">Ff in the form of a consignment. This new
section follows c) |y the language of Section 9-312(3) [AS 45.-
05.754(c)]-

7. AS 45.05.720

AS 45.05.720 relates to the enforceability of security interests.

AS 45.05.722 establishes when security interests attache. UCC sec. 9-
203 has modified these sections by combining them into one. The purpose
was to cure "the former anomaly that a security interest could attach

and be perfected, and yet be. unenforceable against anyone for lack of a
written security agreement.”

In addition, the requirement that a security agreement covering oil, gas
or minerals to be extracted contain a description of the land concerned
has been eliminated in the UCC section. The reason for this change 1is
that the crticlc* does not recognize a security interest in such collateral
until it has been extracted from the land,

Finally, the new UCC section adds a new subsection to make clear that
claims to proceeds under section 9-306 (AS 45.05.742) do not require a
statement in the security agreement, for it is assumed that the parties
so intend unless otherwise agreed.

8. AS 45.05.722

The provisions of AS 45.05.722 which do not deal with the attachmentof
a security interest have been modified in the corresponding UCC section.

The provisions in AS 45.05.722 (b) have been eliminated altogether in the
UCC section. That subsection provides:

(b For the purposes of this section, the * ror has no rights

(1) in crops until they are planted or otherwise become

growing crops; in the young of livestock until they are
conceived;
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2 in fish until caught; 1in oil, gas, or"minerals until. they
are extracted; in timber until it is cut;

3) in a contract right until the contract has been, made;
4) in an account until it comes into existence-

The reason for the deletion is that the subsection, was unnecessary and

jn some cases confusing. Its operation appeared, to be arbitrary, according

to the UCC, and it was believed that the questions considered were best
left to the courts.

The modified UCC version also eliminated the paragraph corresponding to
AS 45.05.722(d) (1) - That paragraph provided that no security inte- ~3t
in crops attaches under an after-acquired property clause to crops which
become such more than one year after the security agreement, unless the
agreement involved certain real estate transactions- The official
comment states:

The obvious purpose of this provision was to protect a necessitous
farmer from encumbering his crops for many years in the future-

The provision did not work because there was no- corresponding limit
on the scope of a financing statement covering crops and under the
Code"s notice-filing rules the priority position of a security
arrangement covering successive crops would be as effectively
protected by t.ie filing of a first financing statement whether the
granting clause as to successive arops was Iin one security agreement
with an after-acquired property clause or in a succession of security
agreements. On the other hand the clause did require an annual
security agreement for crops even when the encumbrance on crops was
agreed to as part of a long-term financing covering farm machinery
and other assets. The provision thus appeared to be meaningle33 in
operation except to cause unnecessary paperwork, but it. did introduce
some element of uncertainty as to its purpose-

9. AS 45.05.726

AS 45.05.726 provides that an agreement by a bu_,er not to assert against
an assignee of the seller any claim or defense he may have against the
seller will be enforced if the assignee is an assignee for value, in
good liiith, and without notice of a claim or defense- The corresponding
UCC section, 9-206, includes such agreements made by lessees. The UCC
explanation is as follows:
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In view of the substantial growth in lease financing and the quite

parallel application of problems dealt with by this section to both
conditional sale contracts and. leases, it is believed this section

shoi.dd be made applicable to leases as well as to more traditional

purchase money security interests.

10. AS 45.05.732

AS 45.05.732 lists the class of people who take priority over unperfected
security interests. It includes persons who become lien creditors
without knowledge of the security interest ard before it is perfected.
The UCC section, 9-301, eliminates knowledge as a factor for these

people. The official reason states:

The former section denied the lien creditor priority even though he
had knowledge when he got involved by extending credit, if he
acquired knowledge while attemptirg to extricate himself. It was
completely inconsistent in spirit with the rules of priority
between security interests, where knowledge plays a very minor

role.
AS 45.05.732 also defines "lien creditor". A lien creditor is a creditor
who has acquired a lien on thepropertyinvolved by attachment, 1"~\y, or
the like. The UCC section adds a subsuction, which provides:

A person who becomes a lien creditor while a security intaresu 1is
perfected takes subject to the security interest only to the extent
that it secures advances made before h” becomes a lien creditor or
within 45 days thereafter or made without knowledge of the lien, or
pursuant to a commitment entered into without knowledge of the

lien.

This new subsection provides an absolute priority for the security

interest over a Judgment lien for 45 days regardless of knowledge of the
secured party concerning the judgment lien. If, however, the advance 1is
made after the 45 days, the advance will not have priority unless it was
made or committed without knowledge of the lien obtained by legal proceeding
The importance of the rule is important in effectuating the intent of

vhe Federal Tax Lien Act of 1966, altnough its importance may not be

great as between secured parties making subsequent advances and judgment
lien creditors.

11. AS 45.05.734

AS 45.05.73-1 delineates when filing is required to perfect a security
i uerest and the security interests to which the filing provisions do
not apply. Paragraph (a) (3) includes as a security .interest to which
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the filing provisions do not apply a purchase money security interest in
farm equipment having a purchase price not in excess of $2,500; but
filing is required for a fixture under sec. 756 of the chapter or for a
motor vehicle required to be licensed.

The UCC section, 9-302, deletes the reference to farm equipment in the
belief that it was inappropriate; the effect of the rule was to make
farmers®™ equipment unavailable to as collateral for loans from sonv
lenders. The UCC section inserts a new paragraph which

ex. .npts frcm Ffiling rules security interests created by assignments
of beneficial interests in trusts and estates, because these
assignments ax not ordinarily thought of: as subject to this
Article, and a filing rule might operate to defeat many assignments-

In addition, the UCC section replaces the language above relating to
fixtures and motor vehicles with the following:

"but filing is required for a motor vehicle required to be registered;
and fixture filing is required for priority over conflicting interests
in fixtures to the extent provided in Section 9-313 [AS 45.05.756]-"

This makes filing for fixtures applicable only for priority against real
estate interests.

The UCC section also adds a new paragraph to this subsection which
exempts from filing assignments for the benefit of creditors- Such
transactions were not felt to be "financing transactions.™™

Subsection (c) of AS 45.05.734 also exempts from the filing-requirements
of the chapter security interests in property subject to a statute of

the United States providing for national registration or subject to a,
statute of Alaska providing for central filing. The UCC section replaces
this subsection with two new subsections. One subsection exempts from
the article transactions as to which an adequate system, of filing, state
or federal, has been set up outside the article, and the other subsection
makes clear that when such a system exists perfection of a relevant
security .interest can be had only through compliance with that system
(that is, filing under the article is not a permissible alternative)..

Alaska®"s statute includes a subsection whj.ch is not in the UCC version.
It exempts from the requirements of sections 768(a)(1) and (2), 772(b),
(c), and (e) and 780 of the chapter security interests in personal

property of any description created by a deed of trust or mortgage made
by a corporation primarily engaged in the business of a common carrier
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by rail, the furnishing of telephone or telegraph service, the transmission
of oil, gas or petroleum products by pipeline, or the production, transmissio;
or distribution of electricity, steam, gas, or water. The sections from
which these security interests are exempted relate, respectively, to the
place of filing, duration of and fee for filing, and information from a
filing officer. The subsection provides a separate filing system for

these security interests. The House Judiciary Committee report on the

bill which added this subsection states: -

Current law requires all chattel mortgages to be renewed every five

years by a new fuling. The purpose of the current law is to clean
out the files of paid off mortgages that have not been formally
released. Most chattel .mortgages are for periods of less than five
years.

This bill relieves the mortgagee from refiling mortgages every five
years if the mortgage is signed by specified public utilities.

Most public utility financing is long term and includes real
property as well as personal. This bill does not defeat the
purpose of the present law. (House Journal, 1967, 310)

12. AS 45.05.738
L] \

AS 45.05.738(a) relates to perfection of security interests in chattel

paper, instruments, and negotiable documents. It provides:
A security interest in chattel paper or negotiaole document,!; iaay be
perfected by filing. A security interest in instruments (other

than instruments which constitute part of chattel paper) can be
perfected only by the secured party"s taking possession, except as
provided in (d) and (c) of this section.

UCC sec. 9-304 adds "money or"™ after "A security interest in””in the
second sentence. It also adds a reference to 9-306 on proceeds at the
end of the sentence as a further exception to that section. The change
corrects an inadvertent omission in the 1962 text and makes clear that a
security interest in money cannot be perfected by filing.

AS 45.05.738 (e) provides a 21-day period during which a security interest
remains perfected without filing if a secured pcarty has a perfected
security interest in an instrument, a negotiable document, or goods 1in
possession of a bailee other than one who has issued a negotiable
document for the goods, and makes the goods or documents representing”

the goods available to the debtor for sale or exchange. The UCC section
adds a phra.-e which makes it clear that this period deals only with
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perfection and that there must be compliance with the notice provisions
of Section 9-312(3) in order to achieve priority over earlier inventory

financiers.”™ Corresponding clarifying changes have been made in Section
9-312(3).

13. AS 45.05.740

AS 45.05.740 provides for the perfection of security irterests without
filing. It lists the types of interests which may be so perfected. The
UCC section, 9-305, adds to the Alaska list "money””to clarify the
special position of money.

14. AS 45.05.742

AS 45.05.742(a) defines "proceeds". The UCC section, 9-306, adds a
sentence to the definition which provides:

Insurance payable by reason of loss or damage to thecollateral is
proceed- , except to the extent that it is payable toa person other
than a party to the security agreement-

The intent of this sentence is to overrule various cases to the effect
that proceeds of insurance on collateral are not proceeds of the collateral.
The"except” clause is intended to preserve the integrityof an insurance
contract which specifies the person to whom the insurance is payable.

AS 45.05.742 also delineates the secured party ™ rights on disposition

of collateral. It includes a perfected right to proceeds if the party
claims them in a financing statement. The revised UCC version eliminates
this "financing statement™ procedure in favor of treating the filed

claim to the original collateral as constituting automatically a filing
as to proceeds on the theory that this was the intent of the parties,
unless otherwise agreed. To this principle, the UCC version states a
limitation: where the filing as to the original collateral is an
inappropriate means of perfection as to proceeds of certain rr”es, or is
made at a place that is inappropriate as to such proceeds, the filed

claim to the original collateral perfects the claim to proceeds for only
10 days.

AS 45.05.742 relates to perfected security interests in insolvency
proceedings. The revised UCC version makes various changes to make
clear that the claim to cash allowed in insolvency is exclusive of any
other claim based on tracing.



Page 13
August 3, 1978

15. AS 45.05.744

AS 45.05.744 establishes when a buyer of goods takes free of security
interests. The section equates consumer goods with farm equipment

having an original purchase price not in excess of $2,500.. This equa-tj.an.
is deleted in the revised UCC section (9-307) in accordance with, the

change made in 9-302(1) (a) [see "11”’of this -rel n-t-ing ta AS 45.05.-
734],

The revised UCC section also adds a new subsection whicbh. provides:

3) A buyer other than a buyer in ordinary course of business
[subsection (1) of this section) takes free of .a security interest
to the extent that, it secures future advances made after the
secured party acquires knowledge of the purchase, or more than

45 days after the purchase, whichever first occurs, unless made
pursuant to a commitment entered into without knowledge of the
purchase and before the expiration of the 45 day pariou.

This new subsection clarifies the extent to which future advances under
a security interest may outrank an intervening right.

18. AS 45.05.746

AS 45.05.746 establishes the circumstances under which a purchaser of
chattel paper of a nonnegotiable instrument will take priority over a
security interest. The UCC section, 9-308, has rewritten this language

for clarity and to include negotiable instruments as well as nonnegotiable.

17. AS 45.05.754

AS 45.05.754 relates to priorities among conflicting security interests
in the same collateral. Subsection (a) of that section specifies

several sections which contain rules for determining priorities between
security interests and such other claims in the situations covered in
those sections. For cases not covered in those sections, section 754
states general rules of priority. The UCC section, 9-312, lias rewritten
this subsection and substantially simp ified its coverage.

Subsection (c) states the circumstances which must exist for a purchase
money security interest in inventory collateral to have priority over a
conflicting security interest in ie same collateral. This subsection
has been substantially modified in the UCC version. The UCC version
includes provisions which establish how often notice must be given urder
that subsection. The period of five years was chosen by analogy to the
duration on a financing statement. It also addresses the question of
the priority status of the security interest in inventory temporarily
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perfected for 21 da”s without filing or perfection in a situation, which,
begins with .release of a pledged document under section 9-304(5). [See
"12." of this memo relating to AS 45.05.738(e)-] The answer provided 1is
the usual rule that the purchase-monay claimant to preserve his priority
rsuiting from the document must give the required notice before the
debtor receives possession of the inventory. If the secured party fails
to give timely notice, he loses his priority under this subsection.
Finally, it provides guidelines for establishing the priority between a
person claiming accovmts as proceeds of inventory and a person claiming
the accounts by direct filing with respect thereto. _.The general rule
enunciated is that a prior right to inventory does not confer a prior
right to any proceeds except identifiable cash proceeds received on or

before the delivery of the inventory (i.e., without the intervention, of
an account).

The UCC section reaches a different resuJt in the next subsection,
relating to purchase money security interests in collateral other than
inventory. Here, where it is not ordinarily expected that the collateral
will be sold and that proceeas will result, it seems appropriate to give
the party having a purchase money security interest in the origi al

collateral an equivalent priority in its proceeds. The Alaska section
is unclear on this point.

Subsection (e) of section 754 contains two principal rul.es: a first-to-
file rule where both competing security interests aze perfected by

filing, and a first-to-perfect rule when either of the security interests
is or both of them are perfected otherwise than by filing. Subsection

(f) provides:

(f) For the purpose of the priority ru es of (e) of this section,
a continuously perfected security interest shall be treated at all.
times as if perfected by filing if it was originally so perfected,
and it shall be treated at all times as if perfected otherwise than
by filing if it was originally perfected otherwise than by filing.

These subsections have led to considerable debate over qu« C ons of
"proceeds." The revised UCC section answers the questions iised. by

these subsections by stating a single rule in subsection (5) which ranks
conflicting perfected security interests by their priority in tinme,

dating back to the respective times when without interruption the

security interests were either perfected or were the subjects of appropriate
filings, and by deleting the provisions of subsection (f) in the Alaska
section and inserting in its place a provision which states that a date

of filing or perfection as to collateral is also a date of filing or
perfuccion as to proceeds for the purposes of subsection (5) .
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The UCC section adds a new subsection which spates priority rules for an

intervening pledge in reference to a subsequent advance by. an. earlier-
filed secured party.

18. AS 45.05.756

AS 45.05.756 relates to security interests in fixtures. The rules
established in that section for priority do not apply to goods incorporated
into a structure; encumbrances upon fixtures or real estate may be
created under the law applicable to real estate- .Subsections (b) and

(c) are subject to limitations stated in subsection (d). Subsection fb)
provides for I%he priority of a security interest in goods before they
become fixtures over the claims of all persons who have an interest in.
the real estate. Subsection (c) provides that a security interest which
attaches to goods after they become fixtures is valid against all

persons subsequently acquiring interests in the real estate but is
invalid against a person with an interest in the real estate at the time
the security interest attaches to the goods who has not consented 1in
writing to the security interest or disclaimed an interest in. the goods
as fixtures. Subsection (d) lists certain occasions which will not lead
to the result dictated by (b) and (c). Subsection (e) allows a secured
party, on default, to remove his collateral from the property.

UCC sec. 9-313 has completely rewritten this section. It introduces and
defines the terra "fixture filing." When a filing is intended to give
the priority advantages discussed in the section against real estate
interests, the filing must be for record in the real estate records and

indexed therein, so that it will be found in a real estate search. The
general principle of priority announced in this section is set forth in
paragraph (4) (b). It is basically *-hat a fixture filing gives to the

fixture security interest priority as gainst other real estate interests
according to the usual priority rule of conveyancing, that is, the first

to file or record prevails. The section provides that no security
interest exists in or ry building materials incorporated into an
improvement on land. graph \4) , which is the core provision of the

section, provides:

(4) A perfect- -ty interest in fixtures has priority over
the conflicting oat of an encumbrancer or owner of the real
estate where

(a) the security interest is a purchase money security
interest, the interest of the encumbrancer or owner arises
be Core the goods become fixtures, the security interest is
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perfected by a fixture filing before the goods become fixtures
1or within ten days thereafter, and. the Lebfcor has an interest

of record in the real estate or is in possession of the real
estate; or

((»)) the security interest is perfected, by a fixture filing
before the interest of the encumbrancer or owner is of record,
the security interest has priority over any conflicting interest
of a predecessor in title of the encumbrancer or owner, and

the debtor has an interest- of record \n the real estate or is

in possession of the real estate; or

.(c) the fixtures are readily removable factory or office
machines or readily removable replacements of domestic appliances
which are . "msumer goods, and before the goods became Tfixtures

the securi” interest is perfected by any method permitted by
this Article; or

(()) the conflicting interest is a lien on the real estate
obtained by legal or equitable proceedings after the security
interest was perfected by any method permitted by this Article.

Further subsections provide that even a nonperfected security interest

in fixtures has priority over the conflicting interest of an encumbrancer
or owner if the latter has consented in writing to the security interest
or the debtor has a right to remove the goods as against the encumbrancer
or owner (if the debtor"s right terminates, the priority of the security
interest continues for a reasonable time); that a security interest in
fixtures 1is generally subordinate to n construction mortgage recorded
before the goods become fixtures; and that the secured party may, on
default, remove his collateral from the property.

19. AS 45.05.766

The variation between this section of the Alaska statutes and the UCC
version relate to elimination of the term "contract right” in UCC sec. S~
106.

20. AS 45.05.768

AS 45.05.768(a) lists the proper place to file in order to perfect a
security interest in various types of collateral. Thin subsection is in
conformance with "second alternative" for subsection (1) under the pro-
1972 UCC sec. 9-401. The Alaska subsection requires filing for goods
which are or are to become fixtures in the office where a mortgage on



August 3, 1978

the real estate concerned would be filed or recorded- The revised. UCC

subsection also requires filing in the same place for security interests
in collateral which is timber of minerals.

AS 45.05.768(d) provides:

If collateral is brought into the state from another jurisdiction,
the rules stated in sec. 694 of this chapter determine whether
filing is necessary in this state.

The revised UCC section deletes. "If collateral, is brought into the state
from another jurisdiction,”. *

The revised UCC section also adds two new subsection”. The first new
subsection provides a special rule for filing of a security interest in
collateral, including fixtures, of a transmitting utility. The filing

would be in a state office (presumably the Department of Administration
in Alaska) rather than a local office in order to avoid the necessity of

multiple filings for fixtures located in many areas of the state. The
second new subsection establishes the residence of an organization for
the purposes of the section. It is the place of business if the organizatior

has one or its chief executive office if it has more than one place of
business.

21. AS 45.05.770

AS 45.05.770 relates to amendments to c»nd formal requisites of a financing
statement. Several changes in UCC sec. 9-402 are conforming changes to
new requirements in 9-401 that certain financing statements covering

such collateral as timber and minerals be filed in the real estate

records. The UCC section also resijonds to objections that the name of
the debtor might not be in the real estate chain of title. Since 9-
313(4) (@) and (b) permit fixture filing against persons in possession of
the real estate who do not have interests of record, 9-402 requires the
naming of an owner of record of the real estate in such cases, and9-
403(7) requires indexing the fixture filing against the nejne-

A new subsection in the UCC section makes it possible for a real estate
mortgage to serve as a financing statement, and a related change in. 9-

403 (6) makes it unnecessary ”to file continuation statements for such a

financing statement.

Further changes in the UCC section provide that only the debtor need
sign the statement rather than boththe debtor and the secured party;
that a secured party instead of the debtor may sign a statement to
perfect a security interest in collateral as to which the filing has
lapsed or collateral acquired after a change of name, identity or



corporate structure of the debtor; and that a financing statement
sufficiently shows the name of the"debtor if"it gives the individual,
partnership or corporate name of the debtor, whether or not it adds
other trade names or names of partners.

22. AS 45.05.772

AS 45.05.772 relates to the duration of filing, the effect of lapsed
filing, the duties of the filing officer, and what constitutes a filing-
DCC sec. 9-403 differs from the Alaska section in that it makes every
financing statement (except those in which the debtor is a transmitting
utility and those which are real estate, mortgages effective as fixture
filings under 9-402) effective for a full five years. It also provides
for the continued effectiveness of a statement during an insolvency
proceeding until the end of the proceeding and for 60 days thereafter,
or until the expiration of the five year period, whichever is later.
Upon lapse, under the UCC section, the security interest becomes unperfected
unless it is perfected without filing. If the security interest becomes
unperfected upon lapse, it is deemed to have been unperfected us against
a person who became a purchaser of lien creditor before lapse.

A new subsection would give the filing officer authority to charge extra

fees if the financing statement does not conform to a uniform prescribed
size and content.

23. AS 45.05.774

AS 45.05.774 relates to termination statements. The UCC section, 9-404,
requires the filing of termination statements in the case of consumer
goods even without a demand by the consumer.. This is not provided Iin.
the Alaska section. Other than in the case of consumer goods, the
termination statement is required only upon written demand by the
debtor.

24. AS 45.05.776

AS 45.05.776 relates to the assignment of security interests, the duties
of filing officers, and fees. The Alaska section leaves the determination,
of fees to the administrative director of courts; the UCC section, 9-

405, would establish the fees statutorily. Various changes have been

made in the UCC section to conform with changes in other sections of

Part 4 of the UCC article.
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25. AS 45.05.778

AS 45.05.778 relates to releases of collateral, the duties of the filing

officer, and fees. The comments under "24" are applicable to changes
made in the UCC section, 9-405.

26. AS 45.05.780 - -

AS 45.05.780 relates to information from the filing officer. The comments
under "24" are applicable to chances made in the UCC section, 9-407.

27. No Corresponding Alaska Statute
%
A new UCC section, 9-408, provides as follows:

A consignor or lessor of goods may file a financing statement using
the terms "consignor,"™ "consignee,"” "lessor,”" "lessee™ or the like
instead of the terms specified in Section 9-402; The provisions of
the Part shall apply as appropriate to such a financing statement
but its filing shall not of itself be a factor in determining
whether or not the consignment or lease is intended as security
(Section 1-201(37)). However, 1ifit is determined for other reasons
that the consignment or lease is so intended, a security interest
of the consignor or lessor which attaches to the consigned or

leased goods is perfected by such filing.

This new section adapts the filing system of the article to consignments

and leases. Filingof consignments isrequired under certain conditions

(sections 2-326(3), 9-114). Filing of true leases which are not security
interests is not required; but because the question v;hether a lease- is a
true lease may be a close one, filing is permitted for leases.

28. AS 45.05.782

AS 45.05.782(c) prohibits the waiver or variance of certain rules in the
chapter relating to default to the extent that they give rights to the
debtor and impose duties on the secured party. An exception is allowed

as provided with respect to compulsory disposition of collateral in

section 790(a). The revised UCC section, 9-501, makes a "purely technical”
change by referring to the UCC section corresponding to AS 45.05.708 as
well as to that corresponding to section 790(a). The change clears up

an ambiguity as to whether a debtor could after default agree on the

time within which a sale might be held or the time after which a secured
party might keep the goods in lieu of a sale.



29. AS 45.05.788

AS 45.05.78S relates to the allowable means of disposing of collateral
after default. It requires reasonable notice of the disposition to be
given by the secured party to the debtor and "except in the case of
consumer goods, to any other person who has a security interest in the
collateral and who has duly filed a financing statement indexed in the
name of the debtor in the state or who is known by .the secured, party to
have a security interest- i the collateral.” The UCC section, 9-504,
replaces the quoted lang ge with "if he has not signed after default a
statement renouncing or | difying his right to notification of sale.*~

The reason for the change is provided in the official reasons as follows;

Under the 1962 Code the secured party giving notice of sale had to
notify (except in the case of consumer goods) not only every other
person who had duly filed a financing® statement indexed in the name

of the debtor in the state and who still had a security interest in
the collateral, but also any other person known by the secured

party to have an interest in the collateral. This meant that the
secured party had to search the records in every case of notice of
sale, to ascertain whether there were any other secured parties

with financing statements that might be deemed to cover the collateral

in question. Moreover, he ran the risk that some informal communication
by letter, or even orally, might be deemed to have given him knowledge
of the interest of that other party. These burdens of searching

the record and of checking the secured party > files were greater

tnan the circumstances called for because as a practical matter

there would seldom be a junior secured party who really hal an

interest needing protection in the case of a foreclosure sale.
Therefore, a change 1is made requiring notice to persons other than,

the debtor only if such persons had notified the secured party 1in
writing of their claim of an interest in the collateral before he

sent his notification to the debtor or before the debtor®s reunuciation
of his rights.

30. AS 45.05.790

AS 45.05.790 allows a secured partv in possession,, after default, to
retain the collateral in satisfaction of the obligation and requires
notification similar to that required in section 788. The UCC section,

9-505, contains a modification similar to that made in the previous
section.

KEV:jdn



February 16, 1981

The Honorable Jalmar Kerttula
President of the Senate

Reference: SB 77 "An Act relating to Commercial transactions;
and providing for an effective date."”

Dear Mr. President:

The above bill was referred to Labor and Commerce Committee* on
January 14, 1981 with the Judicial Committee designated as a
second referral.

This legislation deals with nroposed amendments and :hangis 1in
the Uniform Commercial Code. The Labor and Commerce Committee
were assured by the Code Revision Commission that the modifica—
tions in this bill were endorsed by the Uniform Commissioners.
They are technical clean up language

The referral to this Committee was proper, but it is the con—
sensus of the Committee that this bill should be moved to the

Judiciary Committee without recommendation, as the bill con—

tains many legal ramifications.

Respectfully,



CODE REVISION COMMISSION

COMMISSIONERS ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE
JOHN W. ABBOTT . CHAIRMAN POUCH Y . STATE CAPITOL EXECUTIVESECRETARY
SUSAN A. BURKS . VICE CHAIRMAN JUNEAU. ALASKA 99811 BIOXY C. BERRIER
PATRICK M. RODEY (907) 465.4876

FRED E. BROWN
L.S. KURTZ, JR.
WM. GRANT CALLOW

MEMORANDUM
TO: Chairman, Alaska Legislative Council
FROM: John W. Abbott, ChairmaiC-J$/Ux
Alaska Code Revision Comi”™ission
DATE: January 9, 1981
RE: Articles 8 and 9 of the Uniform

Commercial Code

Pursuant to the authority in AS 24.20.075(c), on
December 5, 1978, the Alaska Code Revision Commission transmitted
to the Alaska Legislative Council a draft bill that became SB 55
in the Eleventh Legislature. It was not enacted. Had it been
enacted, the bill would have amended Articles 8 and 9 of Alaska“s
Uniform Commercial Code (UCC) to include uniform amendments
adopted by the National Conference of Commissions on Uniform
State Laws.

The bill 1s being resubmitted with the request that it
be introduced for consideration by the Twelfth Legislature.

One reason for forming a code revision commission was
for study of and recommendations on uniform state laws. It was
recognized t .at future problems can be avoided if uniform legis—
lation is carefully considered by a body that has time and exper —
tise to devote to it and can give the legislature informed recom—
mendations about it.

This bill deals with investment securities (Article 8)
and secured transactions (Article 9), areas of commercial law
where uniformity among the states 1is particularly important. The
merits of the amendments and the goal of continuea uniformity among
the states warrants reintroduction of the bill.

An analysis of these uniform amendments prepared by
Kenneth E. Vassar of the staff of the Legislative .-iffairs Agency
is also enclosed. It remains equally as pertinent as it was
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Chaifman, Alaska Legislative Council
January 9, 1981 « »
Page 2

when

it was prepared at the time the commission was studying
the amendments.

JWA:dr:chw

cc: Hon. Jay S. Hammond, Governor
Hon. Jay A. Rabinowitz, Chief Justice

Myrton R. Charney, Executive Director
Legislative Affairs Agency

Attachments






Offered IN THE HOUSE'. By: Finance Committee

In: s ¢ HOUSE Bill Ho, & (Res)
* SENATE BILL No,
Page: .2 Line: 5

after "tim”™" add ", or unless the agency makes a written
finding stating why more time 1is required and sets a deadline

for issuance or denial of the oermit”

H 70
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TO: SENATE RESOURCES COifMITTEE MEMBERS

FROM: JIM PALMER
SENATE RESOURCES COMMITTEE STAFF

RE: SECTIONAL ANALYSIS 07 7ROPOSED COMMITTEE SUBSTITUTE FOR SB Si

DATE: MARCH 27, 19SI

A committee substitute has been prepared for SB SA. A COpPYy of this proposed
substitute is attached.

There are two r.ain reasons vhy this substitute-, has been prepared. First,
Billy. Barrier of the Legislative Affairs Agency suggested in s memorandum:

to the Chairman that Sections 7, 8 and 2C:which refer to approval of Alr.u-ha
coastal management programs create a single subject problem, in the crigir.nl

bill. Fa stated that "It can be a"-gutc ch.at coastal management programs
relate d°rectly® to the permit process since in nr." instances permits must

be consistent with approved programs. The purpose cf expediting permit
issuance would be served by having a clearly constitutional means of approving
these programs. Vvhile in my opinion cur Ccurt would hold that the single
subject rule had. not been violated under the liberal construction it has

given that rule, this inclusion would subject the bill to serious

constitutional attack."

Second, the ~staMiohment of the Permit Reform Commission was also deleted

from the original bDbill. The reason for this deletion was similar to the
reason for deleting sections 7, c¢ and 10. The subject matter could easily
be seen as conctituting separate legislation. In addition, the controversy

surrounding permit reform 1is substantial enough without adding additional
items to this legislation.

SECTIONAL ANALYSIS OF PROPOSED COMMITTEE SUBSTITUTE FOR SB-SA

SECTION 1 FINDINGS. This section states that the development of resources

and employment c'. Alaskans have been retarded because of the current permit
system. The system causes delay and uncertainty because, of the time requirement.*-
the complexity, the duplicity and the unjustified ver;ujfoments of the current
permit process. The public interest will be served by a streamlined pernmit

system.
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SUCTION 2 adds®™ new sections to AS 44.62, the Administrative Procedure Aet,
which arc titled Article SA. [ISSUANCE 0? PERMITS.

Sec. 44.62.632 sets time limits on the processing of permits."” N z.

Subsection (a) states that theresponsible state agency shall issue a final
decision granting, denying or reasonably conditioning the issuance of the
— ... permit within specific time periods unless the applicant and the agency
emutually agree to a different period of time.” These time periods stax_
upon receipt by. the agency of the permit application.

The time periods are "(1) any time period especifically required by lav; (2)
60 days if a public notice, hearing or comment period is specifically required
by law and; (3) 30 days in allother cases.

Subsection (b) states that thefinal decision on the oermit application
shall include (1) the conclusions of the agency which . support 1its decision
including the factual basis and statutory authority® for any conditions or
stipulations, and (2) the agency ® statement of its decision cn the permit.

Subsection (c) mandates that the final decision on the permit must bear
a fair and substantial relation to the object of the law.

Subsection (a) states that a permit may not be denied because of either the
"3 lack of any other permit or be conditioned upon the acquisition of any other
permit.

Subsection (e) provides" that the failure to make a final decision within the
time periods specified 1ir. subsection (a; under 4-.62.622 constitutes approval
of the permit.

Sec. 44.62.63"* requires an agency receiving a permit application for which it

does not have authority to issue a pa/reit or for which it believes a permit

is unnecessary, to notify the applicant within 10 days. Such notice 1is the final

decision of the agency. Subsection (b) states chat an agency which receives
.an amplication which does not ccr.tain sufficient infcr.m.ation for a permit -

decision to rotify the applicant within 10 cays and specify all information

that is required.

Sec. 44.62.635 states that the final decision of an agency may be reviewed

at the request of the applicant. The applicant is entitled to a review do
novo if rcquesced 1in the original request for review, otherwise the request
is on the record. This request must be filed within 30 days after the

applicant has received the agency"s decision.

The Commissioner or board shall issue a decision within 10 days of receipt

of die review request 1if the review is on the record. IT the request is for
e hearing do novo, the hearing shall be held within 30 days of the receipt of
the request. The decision of the commissinner or board shall be made within
30 days of the heaving do r.ovo.

Unless the entire agency decision is couf irmeii in tote, the decision must be
in written form and contain the commissioner®s or board®s findings and
conclusions in full.



Sec. 44.62.636 provides for Llic review of the final penult decision issued by
r statu agency or coauninsioner by the scare superior court. The applicant™*y
ri"he ro appeal to tlie superior court is not affected by the failure to seek
reconsideration or further review under AS 44.62.635.

Subsuction (b) puts the burd/én of proving chat the decision is in accordance
with AS 44.62.632 and 44.62.634 upon igency which issued the final
decision. Subsection (c) provides that an appeal under this section takes
preference over other civil actions before the court and shall be decided
without unnecessary delay.

SECTION 2 DEFINITIONS.

"Ferr.it" is defined as a permit, license, certification, consistency determination
comments cn pending permit appior.r.ticr.s (including environmental impact statements
plan review, and other authorisation or approval by a state ager.cy before
construction or operation of a project.

Fc-rmit is defined sc as to exclude conveyances of interest in state land cr
water and the provision cf

"?emi t Appl cation” is defin.ee co ind “a a document submitted to a state

ager.cy r» u Ecv T-mental entity which SClicits cMoments in connection with

a pErmit bei g processee by that rov *F?M~Ctrl. entity. A:, applic.cLion is a decuman
T:;Cues tir.g the %ssnance of a perr.iz vrhi"* contains sufficient informctien

to allr.v the Lato agency CCwcl® *¥ 1z ure project is in compliance with
sta law.
"Project"” is cined to include a new activity cr expansion or addition to

an existing activity for which permits are required before construction or

"State Agency" includes local or regional air pollution authorities and
coastal resource districts and coastal resource service boards.

— aueanp.irc»t- .which does not cental.*, sui tic/ov.c ix»toh-ear V. cor .n primy e



Jack:

Berrier and Tillinghast still are in disagreement over CSSB 84.
Berriet says it probably is unconstitutional; Tillinghast thinks
it isn"t. ifXitXKEXHHAtXSBXiEtEXXHXthE: "-HKHi i iSHAXiXKHHidxXEKHBDSDHHd

Here are Berrier®s suggestions:

1. Leave the bill just as it is. If indeed there are
constitutional problems with it, there will be a problem only
if it ever is challenged in court.

2. If it appears tjbjat there will be problems on the
House floor with it, or if the Coalition wants to be very careful
to stay strictly inside the single subject rule, you could amend
the bill to delete the troublesome sections. Do that by
asking to delete subsections (b), (c), and (d) of Section 4,
beginning on line 8 of page 6 and continuing th_ough line 6 of
page 7.

If you should decide to amend the bill, then amend the
title to read "An Act relating to the granting of land use
authorizations by state agencies; and providing for an effective
date."

The trouble with the three subsections is that they go beyond
"processing” as stated in the title, because they are dealing
with preference rights.

If the subsections are deleted, they could perhaps be
added in to HB31, relating to management and disposal of

state land. The Senate just appointed free conference committee
members on that bill.

Linda. (/.if (@@= v~» p«-Tun.O NS B
To Rules. Pot tn-s- «*-> fjooci [

j A tr 1C)
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|EGSLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY
MEMORANDUM June 22, 1981
SUBJECT: CSSB 84 (Rules) -- Permits
TO: Representative John G. Fuller
Chairman, House Rules Committee
FROM: Billy G. Berrier
Director

Division of Legal Services

The draft submitted vraises many questions of style and
substance. Since these are related here, 1 have made only
changes clearly needed for style except for the change in
the title which is constitutionally required under the
descriptive title requirement.

A more important problem is that Sec. 4 of the bill is a
clear violation of the single subject rule. Substantive law
governing who has preference rights to leases of state land
is not related to the process by which permits are granted
which is otherwise the subject of the bill.

EGB: Ijb

Enclosure
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DEPARTMENT OF LAW

R
OFFICE OF THEATTORNEY GENERAL & Al -3

June 22,1981

The honorable Jack Fuller
Chairman, House Rules Committee
Alaska State Legislature

Poucn V

Juneau, AK 99811

Re: House CSSB 84 (Rules)
Dear Chairman Fuller:

We have been informed that Legislative Counsel has
concluded that House CSSB 84 (Rules) violates the single—
subject rule of Alaska Const., Art. 1lI, sec. 13. They have
reached this conclusion, apparently, because the bill contains

both substance and precedure.”™ * Specifically, the bill
creates a preference right for a tidelands lease in the.
upland owner.

There 1s no rule requiring that "procedural™ bills
not contain "substance.”™ The two are intermingled all the
time. If Legislative Counsel were correct, a bill establish—
ing a permit program would have to have the permit procedures
in one piece of legislation, “r.u the permit standards in
another.

Rather, all that is required by our rule is that
"...the Act should embrace some one general subject., .merely
that all matters treated of should fall under some one
general 1idea, be so connected with or related to each other,
either logically ur in popular understanding, as to be parts
of, or germane to, one general subject. Gellert v . State,
522 P.2d 1120, 1123 (Ak. 1974). The rule is merely designed
to prevent the inclusion of "unrelated matters™ :;0 as to avoid
"stealth and fraud."” Suber v. Alaska State Bond Committee,
414 P.2d 546 (Ak. 196971

The inclusion of the surface leasing provisions
clearly satisfy that rule. The primary purpose of the bill
is to speed up state natural resource decision making. The

Phone conversation with Bill Barrier.



The Honorable Jack Fuller
June 22, 1981 -
Page Two

main complaint received from the public is the inordinate

time necessary to obtain a tidelands lease. This has been
a particular problem for upland owners, where a tidelands

lease is necessary for upland development.

By giving upland owners a preference right 1in
appropriate circumstances, the upland owner will be able to
enter the land through interim permit, and will be able to

receive a lease without awaiting an auction. It i1s obvious
that this approach falls within the "general 1idea” of permit
reform. Certainly it does by "popular understanding”™ and we

would submit that it equally does so "logically."
The problem, in sum, 1is non-existent.
Sincerely,
WILSON L. CONDON
ATTORNEY GENERAL

By 'L
/ Jonathon K. Tillinghast
Assistant Attorney General

JKT/blc N
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LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY
MEMORANDUM June 22, 1981
SUBJECT: CSSB 84 (Rules) -- P .rmits
TO: Representative John G. Fuller
Chairman, House Rules Committee
FROM; Billy G. Berrier
Director

Division of Legal Services

The draft submitted raises many questions of style and
substance. Since these are related here, 1 have made only
changes clearly needed for style except for the change in
the title which 1is constitutionally vrequired under the
descriptive title requirement. *~

A more 1important problem 1is that Sec. 4 of the bill 1is a
clear violation of the single subject rule. Substantive law
governing who has preference rights to leases of state land
is not related to the process by which permits are granted
which 1is otherwise the subject of the bill.

BGB:1jb

Enclosure
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June 22, 1981

The Honorable Jack Fuller
Chairman, House Rules Committee
Alaska State Legislature

Pouch V

Juneau, AK 99811

Re: House CSSB 84 (Rules)
Dear Chairman Fuller:

We have been informed that Legislative Counsel has
concluded that House CSSB 84 (Rules) violates the single—
subject rule of Alaska Const., Art. 11, sec. 13 They have
reached this conclusion, apparently, because the bill contains
"both substance and precedure.” * Specifically, the bill
creates a preference right for a tidelands lease in the
upland owner.

There 1is no rule requiring that "px*ocedural™ bills
not contain "substance.™ The two are intermingled all the
time. If Legislative Counsel were correct, a bill establish—
ing a permit program would have to have the permit procedures
in one piece of legislation, and the permit standards 1in
another.

Rather, all that is required by our rule 1is that
"...the Act should embrace some one general subject...merely
that all matters treated of should fall under some one
general idea, be so connected with or related to each other,
either logically or in popular understanding, as to oe parts
of, or germane to, one general subject. Geilert v. State,
522 P.2d 1120, 1123 (Ak. 1974). The rule is merely designed
to prevent the inclusion of "unrelated matters™ so as to avoid
"stealth and fraud."” Suber v. Alaska State bond Committee,
Al4 P.2d 546 (Ak. 19697:

The 1inclusion of the surface leasing provisions

clearly satisfy that rule. The primary purpose of the bill
is to speed up state natural resource decision making. The

Phone conversation with Bill Eerrier.



The Honorable Jack Fuller
June 22, 1981
Page Two

main complaint received from the public is the inordinate
time necessary to obtain a tidelands lease. This has been
a particular problem for upland owners, where a tidelands
lease 1s necessary for upland development.

By giving upland owners a preference right in
appropriate circumstances, the upland owner will be able to
enter the land through interim permit, and will be able to

receive a lease without awaiting an auction. It is obvious
that this approach falls within the "general idea”™ of permit
reform. Certainly it does by "popular understanding” and" we

would submit that it equally does so "logically."”
The problem, 1in sum, 1is non-existent.
Sincerely,

WILSON L. CONDON
ATTORNEY GENERAL

By 11 i

/Jonathon K. Tillinghast
Assistant Attorney General

JKT/blc N
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June 22, 1981

The honorable Jack Fuller
Chairman, House. Rules Committee
Alaska State Legislature

Pouch V

Juneau, AK 99811

Re: House CSSB 84 (Rules)
Dear Chairman Fuller:

We have been informed that Legislative Counsel has
concluded that House CSSB 84 (Rules) violates the single—
subject rule of Alaska Const., Art. 1I, sec. 13. They have
reached this conclusion, apparently, because the bill contains
Poth substance and precedure."™ * Specifically, the bd.ll
creates a preference right for a tidelands lease in the
upland owner.

There is no rule requiring that "procedural™ bills
not contain "substance.™ The two are intermingled all the
time. IfT Legislative Counsel were correct, a bill establish—
ing a permit program would have to have the permit procedures
in one piece of legislation, and the permit standards in
another.

Rather, all that 1is required ly our rule is that
"...the Act should embrace some one general subject...merely
that all matters treated of should fall under some one
general 1idea, be so connected with or related to each other,
either logically or in popular understanding, as to be parts
of, or germane to, one general subject. Gellert v. State,
522 P.2d 1120, 1123 (Ak. 1974). The rule is merely designed
to prevent the inclusion of "unrelated matters™ so as to avoid
"stealth and fraud.™ Suber v. Alaska State Bond Committee,
414 P.2d 546 (Ak. 1969).

The inclusion of the surface leasing provisions
clearly satisfy that rule. The primary purpose of the bill
is to speed up state natural resource decision making. The

Phone conversation with Bill Beerier.



main complaint received from the public 1is the inordinate

time necessary to obtain a tidelands lease. This has been
a particular problem for upland owners, where a tidelands

lease is necessary for upland development.

By giving upland owners a preference right 1in
appropriate circumstances, the upland owner will be able to
enter the land through interim permit, and will be able to

receive a lease without awaiting an auction. It is obvious
that this approach falls within the "general idea"™ of permit
reform. Certainly it does by "popular understanding”™ and we

woula submit that it equally does so "logically."”
The problem, in sum, 1is non-existent.
Sincerely,

WILSON L. CONDON
ATTORNEY GENERAL

JKT/blc



MEMORANDUM State of Alaska

to.Jerry Reinwand, Executive Assistant date: June 22, 1981

Office of the Governor
FILE NO:

TELEPHONE NO: 465-3603

FROM: WILSON L. CONDON Consensus permit re—
ATTORNEY GENERAL form legislation
By:

Jonathan K. Tillinghast
Assistant Attorney General

CONFIDENTIAL

The administration®s permit reform proposals have
been criticized on several grounds. While most industrial
groups 1in the state have supported our regulations, there
have been valid criticisms that our proposal does not go far
enough. As you are aware, | support those complaints. By
introducing SB 84, Senator Bennett provided a vehicle for
these additional changes to be made.

Unfortunately, SB 84 went awry 1in its committee sub—
stitute, with the result that people who want the same things
became adversaries. As | understand it, we have one last op—
portunity to put together a comprehensive permit reform bill
-- thanks again to Senator Bennett. Under the consensus SB
84, the real deficiencies in 22 AAC 10 would be cured without
the problems involved in the committee substitute.

On that understanding, | have prepared what 1 believe
to be the best and most effective permit reform bill possible.
It starts with SB 84, which as originally introduced was good
legislation. It adds legislative proposals which have been
carefully developed over the past year, but which were not in—
troduced because of agency inertia. Most important of all,
it accepts the major industry complaints over the administra—
tion"s proposal. I cannot recommend too enthusiastically its
adoption. The bill does the following:

1. retains SB 84"s permit classifications, as well
as its provision that permits are automatically issued if a
deadline is missed;

2. adjusts the deadline sequence to conform to the
uniform procedural regulations. The bill thus retains one of
the best aspects of the regulations;

3. requires the establishment of a lead agency.
This aspect alone will cause most oil industry lobbyists to

02-001 A( Pcv. 10/7 9)



support the bill. If the administration had done this ini—
tially, there would have been no need for SB 84;

4. revises the Environmental Procedures Coordina—
tion Act to make "one stop shopping”™ for permits feasible,
even for small operators. This revision consumes most of the
bill*s text. DEC actively supports this change;

5. implements new and expedited surface leasing pro—
cedures, worked out carefully with the Alaska Loggers®™ Associa—
tion and SeaAlaska. These procedures allow a potential lessee
entry on the land 65 days after application -- rather than one
to two years under current practice. This would be done with—
out in any manner impairing the public interest; and

6. transfers coastal management responsibility to
DEC. DEC has an impressive track record in dealing expedi—
tiously with the private sector. No businessman should have
to deal directly with planners.

Jerry, | hope you and Senator Bennett could come to
an accord on this. The permit reform package 1 am enclosing
would solve virtually every major problem in regulatory prac—
tice in Alaska, and would cast the ultimate product as a joint
legislative/administrative effort.

JKT/pjg

Enc.
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1. By establishing a 30-day deadline for state permits the
ill exceeds the capabilities of the administrative agencies

affected. No extensions are allowed, no matter how complex or
controversial a project is. No public notice 1is allowed.

2. Public participation in state natural resource decision a.®

m
a
W

3.

E
n
w

"W

aking will be drastically limited by the bill. Public hearings
nd j ocal. government review are not permitted and no records -
ill b# available for the courts to review. -

TheVoil and gas companies are the main promoters of S.B. 84.
ssentially, the rules are changed so that when a company does
ot get its permit, the burden is on the agency to prove it

as justified in denying the permit. This is a reversal of"the
sual rule, which puts the burden on the party challenging the

==agency.

4.

P
c

a
t

Unlike those who apply for permits, however, the burden of
roof is not shifted. The public and local governments who
hallenge a permit have the usual burden of show:\ng that the
gency was wrong. This violates the equal protection clause of
he State constitution and is unconstitutional

6. The\bill will actually delay the permit process by forcing

a

gencies to deny permits rather than let approval occur by a

forced cieadli Te.

7.

f

8.

i
f

T

The i~LIl wiwl prohibit the establishment of a "lead agency”

or coajgfcal management purposes.

Existing agency appeal procedures are disregarded. The result
s to ensure greater litigation and therefore actually more delay
or most projects.

his legislation was opposed in Judiciary Committee testimony by:
-The Dept, of Law
-Bristol Bay Native Association
-City of Barrow
-North Slope Planning Office (Barrow)
-Eskimo Whaling Commission
-Sealaska
-AK Loggers Assoc.
-AK Gillnetcers
-AK Trollers
-Rural CAP
-UFA
-League of Wcmen Voters
-Sierra Club
-National Audubon Society
-AKPIRG
-AK Center for the Environment
-National Wildlife Assoc.

The bill was supported by:

-AK Miners Assoc.

-Resource Council (Anchorage)
(Not appearing before the committee were the authors of the bill,
the ALASKA OIL AND GAS ASSOCIATION)



DEPARTMENT OF LAW ANALYSIS OF CSSB 84

I, Introduction
/

We have reviewed CSSB 84 (Resources) . The Iegislétion/
drafted by the Alaska Oil and Gas Association, curtails
local government and public involvement in natural resource
permit decisions by establishing inflexible permit deadlines.
5
Th? administration®s Uniform Procedural Regulations (22 AAC
1mf, which have recently been adopted by the departments of
Environmental Conservation, Natural Resources and Fish and
Game, also establish permit deadlines, but dio so in a

manner Which protects the rights of Alaskans and their local

representatives.

CSSB 84 1is biased legislation. Moreover, the bill 1is
more a "protest statement” on bureaucratic sloth rather than
a remedy for acknowledged problems 1in permit processing. As
a resu?.t, this "quick fix" to the complex problems in Alaska

administrative law has the following fundamental shortcomings:



CSSB 84 Analysis Page 2

1. A central provision of the bill, 1in our opinion,
is probably unconstitutional. The provision-— proposed* ¢
AS 44.62.636(b)- arbitrarily varies the burden of proof in

judicial review proceedings between the applicant on the one

hand, and other equally interested parties on the other;

2. The bill 1is primarily designed to deny local
governments and the public any involvement in most state
permit decisions. Under the AOGA bill, public notice on
permit applications will almost never be given, and public

hearings become impossible;

3. The bill discards existing rules governing
permit appeal procedures universally employed by all 50
states, and at the federal level. These universally accepted
rules are replaced with a bizarre and cumbersome relationship
between the courts and administrative agencies which threatens
far more frequent litigation, and has a far greater potential

for project delay, than existing law; and

4. The deadline provisions of the bill will at once:

a. effectively coerce state agencies into

denying a permit rather than let a deadline



CSSB 84 Analysis Page 3

run;

b. afford administrative agencies the'-ability
to insulate an unlawful permit decision
from judicial review;

)

c. prevent an agency from reaching a legally

defensible decision in complex cases; and

d. ironically/ prohibit the establishment of
a "lead agency" for coastal management
purposes.

The succeeding sections of this analysis will discuss

these difficulties in turn.

I1. The relationship of cssB 84 bo the administration

Uniform Procedural Regulations

During the last legislative session, the administration
and the oil, timber and mining industries developed a consensus
permit reform bill which would mandate the expeditious processing
of state permits, while at the same time avoide the severe
problems present inCSSB 84. The legislation (CSSB 548) died
in House Rulesupon adjournment. Thereafter, Governor Hammond
committed the administration to implementing the major
provisions of CSSB 548 administratively. To this end, the

administration cominenced a year-long, full-time process to



State of Alaska
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
Jdkeao

June 23, 1981

The Honorable Rick Halford

SB 84 - Background Explanation

The purpose of this bill is to change the way the State
grants land-use authorizations and permits.

The first portion of the bill relates to permits and
permit-refoim. Significant changes from recent versions of
the bill include the provision for a lead agency in issuing
permits, shortening the time for issuing permits and simply-
ing procedures.

The bill creates a new Section 44.62.634, which allows the
agency 1issuing a permit to ask for further information on a
proposed activity. This provision is not intended to create
new authority in an agency - the information requested must
be of the sort traditionally required by an agency in the
past. The passage of this bill will require the rewriting
of portions of the proposed Uniform Permit Procedure
Regulations. While the bill proposes an October 1 deadline
for writing regulations, it is contemplated that adoption
may occur earlier.

The second portion of this bill relates to surface lacing.
These provisions require public notice and tlie identifi—
cation of competitive bidders to occur far earlier than is
presently the case. The bill also creates preference rights
to acquire tidelands if the applicant holds a lease or other
interest in the adjacent uplands.

The bill also shifts the staff of the Office of Coastal
Management to the Department of Community and Regional
Affairs.

Finally, the bill amends AS 46.35, the Master Application
procedures in the Department of Environmental Conservation,
to provide for permit coordination. Because these
procedures are not universally utilized, the bill makes
explicit that the use of these procedures is entirely
voluntary.

/Lofi®7*



HOUSE CS FOR CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 84 (2nd Rules)

For an Act entitled: “"An Act relating to the granting of land use
authorizations by state agencies;"
Sec. 44.62.632(b).
F) 22 (b) Final regulations classifying 1its permits, and uniform
"\AIE; procedural regulations providing for the processing of these permits,
shall be adopted by each state resource agency by October 1, 1981.
Permits applied for after this date must be issued iIn accordance
with the time periods specified in (&) of this section, and the
provisions of the implementing regulations. Regulations adopted
under this section may be revised.
Sec. 44.62.633.
1 (b) Upon a finding by the head of a resource agency that a
IvW -S permit being considered involves unusual complex issues so that the
€ b ot agency cannot render a final, pre-adjudicatory decision within the
time period specified in AS 44.62.632(a), the head of the agency
may pTescribe a time period within which the final, pre-adjudicatory
decis on will be made. The Tfinding of the head of the agency may
he appealed at the superior Court under the Appellate Rules
of Procedure.
,r)S> @ .he cime period specified in AS 44. 62. 632(a) may be
S extended if necessary to facilitate joint processing of a permit
application through memorandum of understanding by state and fed”™al
agencies, and strict adherence to the time periods established in
AS 44.62.632(a) would pose an irreconcilable conflict with a federal
statute 0Or regulation.
Fy 4 (e) Subject to (@ - (d) of this section and AS 44.62.634,
UtA.eS failure "f a resource agency to make a final, pre-adjudicatory
fr-io decisi ~ within 30 days after the receipt of j completed application
for a class 1 permit, or within 65 days after the receipt of a
completed application for a class 1l permit, constitutes approval
of the application. In an appeal of a permit issued by operation of

this subsection, the record shall be construed in a light nost



favorable to the applicant, and the permit shall be accorded a presump-
tion of regularity.

Sec. -r4.62.635. LEAD AGENCY. There are established lead agencies
which are solely responsible for issuing coastal management
consistency determinations under AS 46.40 and for preparing and
submitting state comments on federal permit applications. The lead
agency may vary Ffor classes of activities, but shall be that agency
which has principal responsibility for authorizing the overall
activity. For classes of activities for which no agency with principal
responsibility exists the governor shall designate a lead agency by
administrative order no later than October 1, 1981. In performing
its functions under this section, the lead aye.ncy shall consult
with other resource agencies and with coastal resource districts
under AS 46.40. The lead agency shall balance comeeting Tfactors in
reaching its decision. Great weight shall be given to the comments
of resource agencies within their primary area of expertise, and
also to the comments of coastal resource districts with approved
coastal management plans, unless the district®s recommendation
would result in the arbitrary or unreasonable restriction or exclu-
sion of uses of state concern as that term is defined in AS 46.40.-

070(c).



I iw s |

Sec. 44.62.634. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION. (@ If a

resource agency receives a completed permit application form

which does not contain sufficient information concerning the

project®s compliance with the agency®"s statutes and regulations,

the agency shall notify the applicant within 15 days after

receipt of a completed application for a class | permit, and

Cot)

within 30 days after ‘receipt for a class Il permit. The noti—

fication must specify all information that the agency believes

at the time to be necessary to determine compliance of the pro—

ject with the agency"s statutes and regulations.

(©) IT a timely request under this section

the time period specified in AS 44.62.632 1is suspended from the

date of request to the date of full

complxance with the request.

is made,



p. 10 Sec. 46.35.035. (d) The use of the master applica-
IfﬁSL. tion procedures established in this chapter shall be at the sole

I (w& discretion of the applicant.

Sec. 18 1is deleted. Off«Cl]V@ Ch;fe Clause

F)‘ “T Sec. 44.19.162. COUNCIL STAFF. The council shall*"

utilize the staff of the office of coastal management within ~CVYV
m i the Department of Community and Regional®™ Affairs [DIVISION OF
POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING] 1in discharging its powers and
duties. The commissioner [COORDINATOR OF THE OFFICE], with the
concurrence of the council, may contract with or employ per—
sonnel or consultants he considers necessary to cary out the

powers nd duties of the council.

0 g Sec. 46.35.030. PERMIT COORDINATION REQUEST [MASTER

APPLICATION]. (@) A person proposing a project which requires
the issuance of one or more permits may at u:s sole discretion
submit a permit coordination request [MASTER APPLICATION] to the
department requesting the issuance of all permits and documents
covered by this chapter [NECESSARY BEFORE THE CONSTRUCTION AND
OPERATION OF THE PROJECT IN THE STATE] . The request [. TER
APPLICATION] shall be on a form established by the departmL >t
and shall contain sufficient information as to the location and
the nature of the project, 1including discharge of wastes and

use of or interference with natural resources of the state.
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AMENDMENT

Offered in the HOUSE: . By : eullee

Tq: amend HOUSE BILL No.

SENATE BILL No, Hcs_xsskE_a5-(-c&RA>-

Page: - Line: 1a

ADD A NEW SECTION TO READ:

*Sec. 6. This Act takes effect immediately in accordance
with AS 01.10.070(c).

H 70



(11) FURTHER:
Al16/82

(HESS referral waived bate: M -tg-az.
Mr. Speaker: A/16/82)
The Committee on FINANCE has had CSSB 95 (C&RA)

"An Act relating to election of school board members."

under consideration and reports it back as follows:

do pass [ 1 do not pass
[ 1 do pass with attached amendments(s)
. same title
o replace witht"CS for e<rs~/g 9-3 (C]. [y] new title
and recommends Jut d.a
[ 1 AND attaches a "Letter of Intent” [ 1 New Fiscal Note

[ 1 reports it back without recommendation

[ ] referred to the Committee

MEMBERS SIGNING MEMBERS HAVING
DO PASS OTHER RECOMMEMDATIONS :

V Ia. L K-

IV \ t m Jl/y N C "Ap cj

Ca lf »n - .
- C-V\Ux_(CwwJ<-

y y iM L 7 b u

CHAIRMAN
H 60 (Rev. 3/81)



HOUSE

FURTHER: (jagg.

FINANCE
(5)
415182 pate:
Mr. Speaker: COMMUNITY AND"REGIONAL
The Committee on COMMITTEE has had CSSB95 (C&RA)

"An Act relating to election of school board members."

under consideration and reports it back as follows:

[ ] do pass
[ ] do pass with attached amendments(s)

[&*] same .title
repl ace withes for (& (& .[Vr new title

and recommends

[ 1 AND attaches a "Letter of Intent” [ 1 New Fiscal Note

[ 1 reports it back without recommendation

[ 1 referred to the Committee

MEMBE IGNING MEMBERS HAVING

DO PA*S OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS:
J7 L L

H 60 (Rev. 3/81)



Offered in the HOUSE:

To: amend

By: tttttte b

HOUSE BILL No.

Page: ~3

SENATE BILL NoO. hps orre

Line: iq

ADD A NEW SECTION TO READ:

*Sec. 6. This Act takes
with AS 01.10.070(c).

effect immediately in accordance



AMENDMENT

Offered in the HOUSE:

To; Hcscs

Page: Ji

By :
HOUSE BILL No.

SENATE BILL No.

Line:

Delete "is

Insert "and AS 45.50.572(fF)

are"

Brown

SB 752 4.&C>

8



PLEASE RETURN ORIGINAL TO SENATE SECRETARY®"S OFFICE

Date May 4, 1982

Mr. President:
Mr. Speaker:

The State Conference Committee considering CS FOR SENATE BILL
NO. 95 (C&RA) (relating to election of school "board members)
and HOUSE CS FOR CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 95 (C&RA) (efd added

H) (relating to election of regional school board members;
eff. date) recommends that:

The Senate concur with House amendments and the legis—
lature pass House CS for CS for Senate Bill No. 95 (C&RA)

(efd added H) (Relating to election of regional school
board members; eff. date).

Rep. Clocks in



COMPLAINTS CONCERNING tsmBgugsssessa INSENSITIVE BOARD

MEMBERS AND AN INEQUITABLE DELIVERY OF EDUCATION WITHIN THE

SCHOOL DISTRICT. FROM THIS REAA, | HAVE HAD EXTENSIVE

CONSTITUENT CORRESPONDENCE AND PHONE CALLS IN FAVOR OF

CHANGING THE REAA SCHOOL BOARD ELECTIONS TO SECTIONAL

ELECTIONS.

CHANGING THE REAA SCHOOL BOARD ELECTIONS TO SECTIONAL

ELECTIONS MAY MEAN THAT CERTAIN COMMUNITIES WOULD BE ABLE TO

DOMINATE THE SCHOOL BOARD. HOWEVER, THE CONCEPT OF LOCAL

CONTROL WOULD SEEM TO DEMAND THAT THE RESIDENTS OF EACH REAA

SCHOOL DISTRICT BE GIVEN THE OPTION OF CHOOSING HOW THEY

WISH TO BE REPRESENTED ON THEIR SCHOOL BOARD.

THE C & RA COMMITTEE SUBSTITUTE FOR SENATE BILL 95 WOULD

ALLOW 15% OF THE SCHOOL DISTRICT VOTERS TO PETITION THE

DIVISION OF ELECTIONS TO PUT THE QUESTION OF SECTIONAL ELEC-

TIONS ON THE BALLOT. PASSAGE OF THIS BILL WOULD CONFORM WITH

THE ORIGINAL LEGISLATIVE INTENT IN THE CREATION OF THE REAAS -

LOCAL CONTROL OF EDUCATION.



The House Community and Regional Affairs Committee version
deletes sections six and seven of the bill.
said that school board members in municipal
shall be elected at large;
seats on the board.
a school

Section six
school districts

but members must run for designated
Section seven gave each municipality that is

district six months to determine the designation for
each school board seat.



SENATE BILL 95

THE LEGISLATION CREATING THE REGIONAL EDUCATION ATTENDANCE

AREA (REAA) SCHOOL DISTRICTS WAS ORIGINALLY PASSED BY THE

LEGISLATURE IN 1975 TO PROVIDE LOCAL CONTROL OF EDUCATION IN

THE RURAL AREAS.

THE ORIGINAL LEGISLATION PROVIDED FOR THE REAA SCHOOL

BOARD MEMBERS TO BE ELECTED AT-LARGE IN THE DISTRICT. IT WAS

FELT THAT AT-LARGE ELECTIONS WOULD ENCOURAGE THE PROMOTION OF

REGIONAL INTERESTS OVER THE INTERESTS OF CERTAIN COMMUNITIES

WHICH MAY HAVE IARGER POPULATIONS THAN OTHER COMMUNITIES.

IT WAS THE INTENT OF THE ORIGINAL LEGISLATION THAT THE

SCHOOL BOARD SHOULD REFLECT THE TOTAL DISTRICT AS MUCH AS POSSIBLE.

MOST REAAS PROVIDE EDUCATION IN MANY COMMUNITIES, AND THEY

HAVE BEEN FACED WITH A MONUMENTAL TASK IN SATISFYING ALL THE

RESIDENTS OF ALL THEIR VILLAGES. AS IN ANY CASE WITH LIMITED

RESOURCES AND UNLIMITED NEEDS THERE HAVE BEEN COMPLAINTS FROM

RESIDENTS IN EVERY ONE OF THE REMS.

HOWEVER, IN ONE REAA IN MY DISTRICT THERE HAVE BEEN MANY



THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

FISCAL NOTE

I, REQUEST .
Bill/Resolution No. CSSB 95 (C&RA)

Title "An Art relating fc election nf.-school hng-rd r*mba-rc 1
Requested by Senator Fercruson : Date 3/30/82

I1. FISCAL DETAIL 1
Agency Affected Office of the Governor /
Program Category Affected Division of Elec tions
BRU, Program, Or Subprogram(s) Affected Tlvision of Elections
(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 32 FY 83 FYy 84 FY 85 FY 86 FY 87

100 PERSONAL SERVICES

200 TRAVEL

300 CONTRACTUAL 25.0 12.3 13.8 15.5 17.4
400 COKHODITIES

500 EQUIPMENT

600 IAND & STRUCTURES

700 GRANTS,CLAIMS,ETC.

TOTAL -0- 25.0 12.3 13.8 15.5 17.4

FUNDING  (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 25.0 12.3 13.8 15.5 17.4
FEDERAL FUITS

OTHER (Specify Source)

POSITIONS No additional positions required.

FULL TIME
I 2.T TIME
1 &MPORARY

I11. ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instruction, Section 111)
Assume:

1, No additional cost for the question concerning sectional division to be
placed on the October 1982 REAA ballots.

2. One-time mapping cost of 25.0 for sectional maps to be prepared during FY 83.

Additional printing costs for separate sectional ballots beginning in FY t4
for the October 1983 REAA elections. (Currently 21 ballots; legislation

would allow 62 separate ballots.) Formula for printing costs: 41 additional
ballots x $300/ballot = $12,300.

4. 12% inflation for printing of additional ballots each year.

5. The absorption of other costs (advertising, staff time for ballot preparation,
travel, etc.) within our detail budget requests.

IV. DATE RAn/a? PREPARED BY Danith D. Arnoldt. Deputy Pirpntnr
AGENCYOffice of the Gov., Division of RIpo-Hons
Original: Legislative Finance PHONE 5R6-61R1




I . REQUEST
Bill/Resolution No. CSSB 95 (C&RA) :
Title "An Act relating to election of .gnhnnl hna-rd ™borc: "
Requested by Senator Fercruson Date 3/30/82

Il. FISCAL DETAIL
Agency Affected Office of the Governor
Program Category Affected Division of Elections
BRU, Program, Or Subprogram(s) Affected Division of Elections
(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 82 FYy 83 FY 84 Fy 85 FYy 86 Fy 87

100 PERSONAL SERVICES

200 TRAVEL

300 CONTRACTUAL 25.0 12.3 13.8 15.5 17.4
400 COMMODITIES

500 EQUIPMENT

600 LAND & STRUCTURES

700 GRANTS,CLAIMS,ETC.

TOTAL -0- "25.0 12.3 13.8 15.5 = 17.4

FUNDING (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL 1UND 25.0 12.3 13.8 15.5 17.4
FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER (Specify Source)

POSITIONS No additional positions required.
FULL TIME
PART TIME
TEMPORARY
I11. ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instruction, Section 111I)
Assume:
1. No additional cost for the question concerning sectional division to be
placed on the October 1982 REAA ballots.
2. One-time mapping cost of 25.0 for sectional maps to be prepared during FY 83.
3. Additional printing costs for separate sectional ballots beginning in FY 84
for the October 1983 REAA elections. (Currently 21 ballots; legislation
would allow 62 separate ballots.) Formula for printing costs: 41 additional
ballots x $300/ballot = $12,300.
4. 12% inflation for printing of additional ballots each year.
5. The absorption of other costs (advertising, staff time for ballot preparation,

travel, etc.) within our detail budget requests.

IV. DATE 3/30/82 PREPARED BY Danith D. Amoldt, Deputy Dirpctnr
AGENCYOffice of the Gov.. Division of Elpotione;

Original: Legislative Finance PHONE 5B6-61RI

cc: 3udget and Management

Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Named)
33-001 (Rev. 12/01)



MSG 82-00017.741 PRTY 1 03/30/Fn or orT,-
FROM: BOB IN NOME “ rp mucin5 LN°°® IN= 0012 °UT= 0201

TARGET: LJH2 SI'BJ: r-.0.M. JUNEAU
PAGE 0001

TO: SENATOR CHARLIE PARR
SENATOR PAT ROBEY
SENATOR JOHN SACKETT
SENATOR NEI..S ANDERSON
REP. JACK r LJLLER
REP. TONY VASKA

FROM: CLARENCE AND .LINDA TOWARAK
BOX 175
UNALAKLEET, AK 99504
PHONE 624-3144

i.. F"GBSn.RED VOTERS fIF THI~ fTATr" /e»* | |
SUPPORT C'F SB 95.° WF RFAI IZE THAT THTA fl~=:,MC “F E AilD 1 SEEK YOUR

“orrny ot fC e ™ “ «N, WHOAVOTEDMAGAIKIT

SB “ R AHoSFvr'C ~/*“ th r



MSG 82-000179"47 PRTY 1 03/31/82 12:14:19 ORIG: LNOO IN= 0005 QUT= 0054
FROM: ROB/NOME TO: JUNEAU
TARGET: LJII2 SUBJ: P.O.M. PAGE 0001

TO:  REP. JACK FULLER
JUNEAU, M°

FROM:  MORRIS CUFEY
STEBB7ZNS NATIVE CORP.
STEBBINS, AK 99671

I AM OPPOSED TO THE WAY OUR REGIONAL SC"”~OL BOARDS ARE ELECTED. BY THE WHOLE

REGION BECAUSE THIS ALLOWS OUR PEOPLE T VOTE FOR SOMEONE THEY DGNT EVEN KNOW
PERSONALLY. SB 95. 1 FEEL IS THE ONLY WAY TO GET EFFECTIVE REPRESENTATION IN

THE SCHOOL POTTED. THIS WOULD ALLOW US TO VOTE BY SECTIONS.



MSG 32-00017943. PRTY 1 03/31/82 12:08:13 ORIG: LNOO IN= 0004 OUT= 0052
FROM: ROB/NOME TO: JUNEAU
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJe P.O.M. PAGE 0001

TO: REP. JACK FULLER
JUNEAU, AK.

FROM: JEAN FERRIS
STEBBINS, AK 99671

WE ARE NOT GETTING PROPER REPRESENTATION IN OUR REGIONAL SCHOOL BOARD BECAUSE
THE CANDIDATES ARE ELECTED BY THE WHOLE REGION AND WE END UP WITH A INNEFEC-
TIVu REPRESENTATIVE.

SB " OULD GIVE US THE PRIVELAGE TO ELEC™ OUR OWN SECTION REPRESENTATIVES AND
~Tr nu JVE US BETTER REPRESENTATION FOR OUR OWN SECTION.
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COMMSTTEE REPORT

£//<?
HOUSE
5/29/81 FURTHER:
(11)
Date V/ s to
~Mr. Speaker:
The Committee on _FINANCE has had SB 103

"An Act Zaking a special appropriation to the Legislative Council _.For a
salmon quality control education program; and providing for an
effective date."

under consideration and reports it back as follows:

C ] do pass [ 1 do not pass
[ 1 do pass with attached amendments(s)

[ 1 same title
1X] replace with”~CS for (ViMfvuCg) [X] new title

and recommends

[ 1 AND attaches a "Letter of Intent” [ 1 New Fiscal Note
[ 1 reports it back without recommendation
[ 1 referred to the Committee
MEMBERS SIGNING MEMBERS HAVING
DO PASS IER RECOFIYTENMT IONS :
1) z7T ,r f _
der// de H<
p #cS-hl Ih
_ [a > M y -

CHAIRMAN
H 60 (Rev. 3/S1)



COMMITTEE REPORT

4/14/81 FURTHER: FINANCE

(11)
Date: M AV £7 ,\ ")

Mr. Speaker:

The Committee on RESOURCES has had SB 103

"An Act making a special appropriation to the Legislative Council for a
salmon quality control education program; and providing for an effective
date."”

under consideration and reports it back as follows:

do pass [ 1 do not pass

[ 1 do pass with attached amendments(s)
[ ] same title

[ 1 replace with CS for [ 1new title

and recommends
[ 1 AND attaches a '"Letter of Intent"” [ 1 New Fiscal Note

[ 1 reports it back without recommendation

[ 1 referred to the Committee
MEMBERS SIGNING MEMBERS HAVING
DO PASS OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS:

K 60 -Rev. 3/81)



AMENDED TITLE:

AM ACT MAKING A SPECIAL APPROPRIATION TO THE LEGISLATIVE
COUNCIL FOR A SALMON QUALITY CONTROL EDUCATION

PROGRAM; AMD PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE

GENERAL DOLLARS: $170,000 (APPROP)
PRIME SPONSOR: KERTTULA™*

OTHER DOLLARS: $0
CO-SPONSORS:
CURRENT STATUS : 2/19/82 IN (H) RULES

SB 103 SENATE ACTION 09:55 2/24/82
DATE SEQ PAGE LEGISLATIVE ACTION

01/21/81 01 0106 FIRST READING - COMMITTEE REPORTS

03/03/8i 02 0352 RES - DPO6

04/03/81 03 0636 FIN - DPOS5

04/03/81 04 0636 FIN F/NQTE SEN SUPPL *28

04/10/81 05 0707 RLS - OTHEROS

TAKEN UP IMMEDIATELY
04/10/81 06 0713 SECOND READING-

04/10/81 07 0714 ADVANCED TO 3RD READING BY UNAM CONSENT
04/10/81 08 0714 THIRD READING
04/10/81 09 0714 PASSED BY DIV 18-00-02
04/10/81 10 0714 EFFECTIVE DATE VOTE SAME AS PASSAGE
Ytk see K «wor Yook  \BkK
SB 103 HOUSE ACTION 09:55 2/24/82
DATE SEQ PAGE LEGISLATIVE ACTION
04/14/81 11 0912 FIRST READING .. COMMITTEE REPORTS
05/29/81 12 1798 RES .. DPO7
02/19/82 13 0556 FIN .. DNPO1, CSO7
. RULES
; RULES

M-



FISCAL NOTE

REQUEST

Bill/Resolution No. SENATE BILL NO. 103

jitle  Salmon Quality Control Education Program

Requested bv Legislative Finance N Date 3-4-81

FISCAL DETAIL
Agency Affected Legislative Affairs Agency

Program Category Affected General Government

BRU, Piogram, or Subprogram(s) Affected Legislative Council

(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 81 FY 82 FY 83 FY 84 FY .85

100 PERSONAL SERVICES
200  TRAVEL
300 CONTPACTUAL 170.0
400 COMMODITIES
500 EQUIPMENT
600 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC.
TOTAL -0- 170.0 -0- -0- -0-
FUNDINC (Thousands of Dollars)
GENERAL FUND -0- 170.0 -0- -0- -0-

FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER (Specify Fund Source)

POSITIONS NONE

FULL TIME
PART TIME
TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section III)

Contractual arrangement with University of Alaska or other subject to
Legislative Council approval upon recommendation of Senator Kerttula
(education subcommittee, etc.).

l.caiuatin- Finance PIiON! v
1. . " f Manago it/

,FY 86









HOUSE

6/3/81 FURTHER:
(11)
Date:

Mr. Speaker:

The Committee on FT NANHF. _has had CSSB 145fSA"
A0 A AT L9, 5 SO, 00 it Toones

under cor.s-deration and reports it back as follows:

[ 1 do pass [ 1] do not pass

do pass with attached amendment”(s)

[ 1 same title
[ 1 replace with CS for [ 1 new title

and recommends

[ 1] AND attaches a "Letter of Intent"” [vyQ -N-erT Fichl Note

[ 1] reports it back without recommendation C-7-2
[ 1 referred to the Commi ttee
MEMBERS SIGNING MEMBERS HAVING

DO PASS OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS

QL...J (W

CHATRMAN
H 60 (Rev. 3/81)



AMENDMENT

Offered in the HOUSE: By: Finance
To0: CS HOUSE BILL No.
SENATE BILL No. 145 (SA)
Page. Line: &

DELETE "1982", INSERT "1983"

H 70
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SB 145
Mr. Chairman:

There are currently 515 veterans in Alaska who have a
service-connected disability rated at 50% or gr trer. It is estimated
that this figure would increase at the rate of 1 % each year, and it is
assumed that 50% of the eligible veterans will apply for this license.

»

Since this bill was introduced last session, it is now recommended
that the e fective date of this bill be January 1, 1983, because fishing
and hunting licenses are sold on a calendar year, and licenses and
applications would have to be designed, let out for bid, and licenses
printed on special order. The House State Affairs Commitee amended the
January 1, 1982 date to be January 1, 1983.

Thirty-eight (38) states have a similar hunting and fishing license
bill for their disabled veterans. Most states require a 30 %
service-connected disability, some require 50%, and a few require 70%.

Four (4) states have introduced a somewhat similar bill, but have
not yet passed their bills. Two (2) of these states that have recently
introduced bills required 30% disability and the other two require 70%.

The Senate Veteran Affairs Committee thought 50% service-connected
disability was fair for our Alaskan veterans.

The Department of Revenue Fiscal Mote is for $5,700 based on the
515 veterans in the State with a 50% service-connected disability, and
the Department of Fish and Game also has accepted the Department of
Revenue®s estimated cost of $5,700.

Mr. Chairman, | urge the passage of this disabled veteran benefit
which most states already have.

ADDITIONAL NOTE:

This state has more veterans per capita by far than any state in
the”union. The Governor disestablished the veterans loan program, which
was the largest single loan program administered by the State and the
single State veterans benefit. Since then, it has been determined that
Alaska has less state veterans benefits than any other State, and the
veterans of the State have insisted that our veterans should have
benefits comparable to most other states. This bill 1is one of several
introduced to help our to its disabled veterans and to show our
appreciation for their serving in the US Armed Forces while non-veterans
were gaining expertise and seniority in a civilian job.
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Original sponsors: Bradley, Bennett, Offered: 5/15/81
Dankworth, et al Referred: Resources
IN THE SENATE BY THE STATE AFFAIRS COMMITTEE
CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 145 (State Affairs)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act providing for free resident hunting and sport

fishing licenses for disabled veterans; and providing

for an effective date."

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. AS 16.05.340(a)(4) is amended to read:

(4) Resident hunting and sport fishing lIiCENSE .. 22

However, a person mav receive a resident hunting and sport fishing

license without charge if the person

* Sec.

(A) has been discharged from military service under hon-—
orable conditions:

(B) is eligible for a loan under AS 18.56.101; and

(C) is certified by the United States Veterans®" Adminis—
tration as having incurred a 50 percent or greater disability dur—
ing military service.

2. This Act takes effect January 1, 1982.

mif*

* S.

-1- [/ cssn 145 (SA) J)



Introduced: 2/4/81
Referred: State Affairs and Resources

BY BRADLEY, BENNETT, DANKWORTH. KELLY,
ELIASON, MULCAilY, GILV5AH. STIMSOM,
ZIEGLER, FARR. HOHMAN, STURGULEWSKI

1 IN THE SENATE A 3D FAURENKAHP

a

4

5
6 For

7

E BE

)
1
D

17

s

RIRBE3 =

B3 bOo R

27

2
29

SENATE BILL NO. 145
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
an Act entitled: "An Act providing for free resident hunting and sport
fishing licenses for disabled veterans.”
IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
* Section 1. AS 16.05.340(a)(4) is amended to read:
(4) Resident hunting and sport fishing license.............22
However, a person may receive a resident hunting and sport fishing
license without charge if he
(A) has been discharged from military service under hon—
orable conditions;
(B) is eligible for a loan under AS 26.15 and;
(C) is certified by the United States VeteranslAdminis—
tration as having incurred a 50 percent or greater disability dur—

ing his militarv servlice.

v/

-I- SB 145
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March 2, 1981

The Honorable Vic Fischer
Chairman

Senate State Affairs Committee
Room 205 - Behrer.ds Building
Juneau, Alaska

Dear Senator Fischer:
Re: Senate Bill Ho. 145

Senate Bill Ho. 145, an Act providing for free resident hunting and sport
fishing linccnsc-s for disabled veterans, was introduced in the Senate on
February 4, 19S1 and was referred to the Senate State Affairs and
Resourccs Comrd ttees.

For the consideration of the Senate State Affairs Committee, I am enclosing
a copy of a Fiscal Note prepared by Cecelia A. Wagoner, Fish and Gams
Licensing Section of the Department of Revenue concerning the proposed
legislation..

Sincerely,
R. D. Stevenson
Special Assistant
RDS/rdli
cc: Tjio Honorable Bcttyc Falirenkamp-

Chairperson
Senate Resources Committe e

Joseph K. Donohue
Deputy Commissioner
Department of Revenue

Cecilia A. Wagoner
Fish and Game Licensing Section
Department of Revenue



100
-'00
300
400
500
600
700

GENERAL.FUND
FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER (Snecify Fund Source)

THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE (.-...ALASKA
TWELFPTH TEGISKPATORE -

Flsr.Al. NOTE

REQUEST -

ill/Resolution No. _ _SD - .- . . . .

e An Act providing f%r free restiient hunting and Sport liuuing licenses lor disabled

Requested bv Senate State AIll.Tin: and Kesonrces Giniiuiutee. Date 2 /-4 /til veterans.
FISCAL DETAIL e e

Accncv Affected Department of Revenue

Program Category Affected Sport Fish and Cano Fund

BRU, Program, or Subprogram(s) Affected Department of | ish and Came

(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 81 FY 82 FY 83 FY 84 FY 35 .FY 86

PFRSONAI SFRVICES
TR.AVFI
CONTRACTUAI
COMMODITIES
KOU1PMFNT

LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC.

— s s —

TOTAL

FUNDING (Thousands of Dollars)

R e
=R e

1 I

FISH ri'L'D -0- 1 (2.6) 1(2.8) 1 (3.1) (3.4) (3.8)
GAVE FUND -0- | (3.1) | 13.4) | (3.8) (4.1) (4.5)

7~3/7
POSITIONS .

FULL TIME 1
PART TIME m" |
TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS (Sec Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section HI)

See attached fiscal note

IV. DATE February 26. 1781 PREPARED BY ~ucllia A. Rap,pup/ for Linda Genu Loclridgo
AGENCY nartmenr of Kevi-nuo

QOriginal; Legislative Finance PHONE

cc Budget and Manaeemcnt

Prime Sponsor iFirst Legislator Named)

33-001 (Rev. 12/CO0)



10% of 515 = 51
51 + 515 - 566
502 x 566 - 283

283 x $10.00
283 x $12.00

FY 84 (10% increase)
*10% of 566 =56
56 + 566 = 622
"50% x 622 = 311
311 x $10.00
311 x $12.00
FY 85 (10% increase)
10% of 622 « 62
62 + 622 = 684
50% x 674 = 342
342 x $10.00
342 x $12.00
FY % (10% 1increase)
@ of 684 - &
+ 684 “< 752
50% x 752 - 376
376 x $10.00
376 x $12.00

* $4,104.

$2,830.00 (2.8) sport fish
$3,396.00 (3.A) hunting

1

00
00

$3,110.
$3,732.

(3.1) sport fish
(3.8) hunting

(3.4)sport fish
(4.1) hunting

$3,420.00

00

$3,760.
$4,512.

00
00

(3.8) sport fish
(4.5) hunting



DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME

P.0. BOX 3-2000
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER A (e

PHONE:

January 22, 1982

Representative E. J. Haugen
Puuch V
Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Hr. Haugen:

This 1is in answer to an inquiry from Terry Otness, of your office,
regarding Senate Bill 145, An Act Providing Free Resident Hunting and
Sport Fishing Licences to Disabled Veterans.

Mr. Otness questioned the difference in costs as reflected on the fiscal
notes prepared by our Department and the Department of Revenue. Our
costs for the first year amounted to $11,600 as compared to the
Department of Revenue®s figure of $5,700 which assumed that 50% of the
disabled veterans would not apply for licenses c&>

(G 03]

We have no problem with the Department of Revenue®"s estimate and will
defer to their figures, as shown on the enclosed fiscal notes.

Sincerely,

(jJ™Vs
konald"jE?. Skoog
Commissioner

cc: Legislative Finance
Budget and Management
Senator Bradley
Keith Specking, Office of the Governor

Enclosure



100
200
300
400
500
600
700

LUl MIL Jinil
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

FISCAL NOTE

VA

REQUEST
Bill/Resolution No. CS for Senate Bill £145
Title An Act Providing for free resident hunting and sport fishing licenses for

*Requested-bv disabled veterans; and providing for and effect- Date 5-15-81
ive date.

Requested by: Senate Resources Committee

FISCAL DETAIL

Agency Affected Department of Revenhe

Program Category Affected Sport Fish & Game Funds

BRU, Program, or Subprogram(s) Affected Department of Fish & Game

(Note: If more than one budget component is affected, sepirate line-item amounts and funding for each
component in the analysis section.)

EXPENDITURES (Thousands of Dollars)

FY 81 FY 82 FY 83 FY 84 F* .35 .FY 86

PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
COMMODITIES
EOUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC.

TOTAL

FUNDING  (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND
FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER (Specifv Fund Source)

Fish Fund -0- (2.6) (2.8) (3.1) (3.4) (3.8)
Game Fund -0- (3.1) (3.4) (3.8) (4.1) (4.5)

POSITIONS

FULL TIME
PART TIME
TEMPORARY

V.

Original; Lccisia::'-¢ Finance PHONE

ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section I1I)

According to the U.S. Veterans Administration Regional Office for Alaska, located in
Anchorage, there are currently 515 veterans in the state who h?”e a service-connected
disability that is rated at 50% or greater. The Veterans Administration estimated that

this figure would increase at a rate of 10% each yi_ar. We are assuming that 50% of the
eeligible veterans will apply for this license.

See attachment 11

(]. 0-f+P
DATE June £, 1981 PREPARED BY Cecilia A Wagoner for Linda Lockridge
AGENCY Department of Revenue




FY 82
50%

257 x $10.00
257 x $12.00

FY 83 (10% increase)

10% of 515 - 51
51 + 515 - 566
50% x 566 « 283

283 x $10.00
283 x $12.00

FY 84 (10% increase)

" 10% of 566 = 56
56 + 566 ““622
*50% x 622 - 311

311 x $10.00
311 x $12.00

FY 85 (10% increase)

10%1 -of 622 - 62

62 + 622 » 684
50% x 674 *» 342

342 y $10.00
342 x $12.00

FY % (102 increase)

&%] of 684 -&
+ 684 - 752

50% x 752 = 376

376 x $10.00
376 x $12.00

of 515 eligible veterans =

$2,570.00
$3,084.00

257

(2.6) .sport fish
(3.1) hunting

- $2,830.
- $3,396.

00 (2-8)
00 (3.4)

sport fish
hunting

$3,110.
$3,732.

00 (:>.1)
00 (3.8)

sport fish
hunting

*= $3,420.
- $4,104.

00 (3.4)
00 (4.1)

sport fish
hunting

- $3,760.00 (3.8)
%= $4,512 00 (4.5)

sport fish
hunting
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£tp N ctp

ri\. JAYS. HAVMOND, GOVERNOR

DEPARTMENT OF REVENUETE
POUCH S
CHFHCE OF THE COHMISSKHER JUNEAU, ALASKA 993IT

March 2, 1981

The Honorable Vic Fischer
Chairman

Senate State Affairs Committee
Room 205 - Behrends Building
Juneau, Alaska

Dear Senator Fischer:
Re: Senate Bill No. 145

Senate Bill No. 145, an Act providing for free resident hunting and sport
fishing lincenses for disabled veterai.s, was introduced in th Senate on
February 4, 1981 and was referred to the Senate State Affairs and
Resources Committees.

For the consideration of the Senate State Affairs Committee, I am enclosing
a copy of a Fiscal Note prepared by Cecelia A. Wagoner, Fish and Game
Licensing Section of the Department of Revenue concerning the proposed
legislation.

Sincerely,

R. D. Stevenson
Special Assistant

RDS/rdh

cc: The Honorable Bettye Fahrenkamp
Chairperson
Senate Resources Committee

Joseph K. Donohue
Deputy Commissioner
Department of Revenue

Cecilia A. Wagoner
Fish and Game Licensing Section
Department of Revenue



* THE LEGISLATURE OF TG STATE, OF ALASKA
FISCAL NOTE

. REQUEST

Bill/Resolution No. SBNo
Title An Act providing for free resident hunting and sport fishing licenses tor disabled

Requested bv Senate State Affairs and Resources Committee veterans.

Il. FISCAL DETAIL
Agency Affected DeDartment of Revenue
Program Category Affected Sport Fish and Game Fund
BRU, Program, or Subprogram(s) Affected Department of Fish and Came
(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 81 FY 82 FY 83 FY 84 FY .35 ,FY 86
100 PERSONAL SERVICES
200 TRAVEL _

300 CONTRACTUAL
400 COMMODITIES

500 EOUIPMENT
600 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC.

TOTAL

FUNDING  (Thousands of Dollars)

GFNFRAT. fund 1
FEDERAL FUNDS '

OTHER (Soecifv Fund Source!
FISH FUND —0 (2.6) (2.0) (3.1) (3.4) (3.8)
gaze FUND -0- (3.1) (3.4) (3.8) (4.1) (4.5)

POSITIONS

PART TIME

FULL TIME } |
TEMPOKARY

1.  ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions. Section IlI)

See attached fiscal note

"\ DATE February 26, 1931 PREPARED BY Cecilia A Naeoner for Linda Gene Lcckridge

AGENCY Fiencrtnenr cf Revenue
*\/t Fsnance PHONE

t ~nn fwe




FISCAL~NOTL

. *'REQUEST
Bill/Resolution.No. * SB 1
Title Act providing for free resident hunting and sport fishing licenses ici disabled
Requested bv Senate State Affairs and Resources Conmittee pate 2/14/81 veterans.

100
200
300
AQ0
500
600
700

FISCAL DETAIL
Agency Affected DeDartment of Revenue

Program Category Affected Sport Fish and Game Fund
BRU, Program, or Subprogram(s) Affected Department of Fish and Came

(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 £1 FY 82 FY 83 FY 84 Fy 35  ,FY 36
PERSONA! SFRVICFS
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAT.
COMMODITIES
EQUIPMENT
LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC.

TOTAL

FUNDING (Thousands of Dollars)

GFNF.RAT. FUND .
FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER fSoecifv Fund Source!
FISH FUND -0- (2.6) (2.3) 3.1 (3.4) (3.8)

FULL TIME ]

GA *fE FUND -0- (3.1) G- A (3.8) (4.1) (4.5)

POSITIONS

PART TIME i i
TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section I11)

See attached fiscal note

A 26. 1n22 pprrp~pcr’, gv  Ceci_”a A tvaconer tor _:nda Gene _ccr.ririce



