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Senator Robert H. Ziegler, Sr.
Page 3
March 4, 1983

I am aware that some of the arguments the Community advances
could also be mada by other Native groups 1in Alaska. Neither I nor
the Community have any desire to debunk the efforts of other needy
Alaska Natives to obtain help from the State of Alaska. At the same
time, the Community®"s status 1in Alaska law is unique and | do not
think there 1is any unfairness 1in extending eligibility for municipal
revenue sharing only to the Annette Islands Reserve, at least as a
first step. Metlakatla®s governmental and reservation status is
crystal clear. The problem of treatment of other Alaska Natives can
be approached on an ad hoc basis by determining which other Native
communities provide governmental services similar to Metlakatla anc
yet are 1ineligible for 3tate aid.

Most if not all of the other Native communities 1in Alaska with

populations of the same magnitude as the Annette |Islands Reserve are
incorporated wunder state law as first or second class cities, or are
located within an organized borough. As a result, Natives resident
there enjoy the 1indirect benefits of the State distributions that
Metlakatla 1is denied. And, as I explain more fully in the attached
paper, these Native groups are also eligible for the same federal

aid that 1is extended to Metlakatla since the various federal stat-—
utes extending aid to Native Americans have expanded the definition

of "Indian ti ibe”™ to include the villages, the ANCSA village and
regional corporations, and the traditional councils Jlocated through—
out the State of Alaska. It is also significant, <concerning

equality of treatment, that the Metlakatla Indian Community and 1its
members have been ineligible to participate in the Alaska Native
Claims Settlement Act benefits that other Alaska Natives have
enjoyed.

I would like to specifically request tnat you ask Tamara Cook
of the Legislative Affairs Agency to assist on this project. As we
discussed, she 1is currently working on the redraft cf Title 29, the
State Municipal Code, and 1is very familiar with the various State
programs for municipal assistance. In addition, Senator Ziegler, |
would also request that you authorize her to discuss these matters
with me so that 1 can remain involved in the drafting process.

In analyzing the var
able difficulty 1in determnm

ous State statutes, I have had consider —
ning which statutes the Community should
seek to have amended. The clearest candidates are the two principal
revenue sharing measures- the Municipal Assistance Fund, AS 43 .20
016 discussed above, and the Municipal Tax Resource Equalization
Program, codified 1in AS 29..88. 010 et sec., and along with them, the
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corresponding program for State aid for miscellaneous municipal, pur —
poses found in AS 29.89. Not only do these revenue sharing measures
clearly implicate the Community®"s concerns for unequal treatment of

Metlakatla residents, but if extended to Metlakatla they would pro-—

vide the advantage of an on-going source of support to replace, in

part, the federal funding which has been evaporating under the
Reagan administration.

At the same time there are a number of State programs providing

monies to individual communities for particular purposes. An exam-—
ple is the Department of Environmental Conservation®s program for
assistance to municipalities for water, sewer and solid waste sys—
tems. The Attorney General has ruled that Metlakatla 1is 1ineligible
for such assistance because it was not a "municipality." The pro-—
blem 1 am having 1is that an attempt by Metlakatla to amend such sta-—

tutes would substantially overlap with the proposal advanced to you
independently by the Community for State aid for various priority

projects. I am also concerned that the Metlakatla Indian Community
not Jjeopardize 1its chances for increased State assistance by asking
for too many changes at once. On the other hand, at least as a mat—
ter of Ilogic, it might make sense to seek to make Metlakatla

eligible for all State municipal aid programs. It seems to me that
the Community and I will need your counsel on this point. A further

complication arises because to the extent that the Community
receives specific appropriations for individual projects (the water-
supply dam discussed in the Community®"s proposal, for example), it
may not be necessary to seek to amend the general State statutes. |
am clearly not 1in a position to make a unilateral decision as to
which specific programs should be included.

Because of that uncertainty, the attached position paper 1is
preliminary in certain respects and will probably have to be modi —
fied as the Community"s position becomes more refined. I have ;.o
objections if you wish to distribute the paper and will 1leave that
to your judgment. In light of the meeting you had last week with
Governor Sheffield, I thought | should send copies of the paper to
Representatives McBride and Wendte. I will ask them to consult with
you as to whether they think the paper should be kept confidential
at this point. I am also taking the 1liberty of sending a copy to
Governor Sheffield"s Aide for Indian Affirs, Sandra Borbridge, who

has called me several times for briefing on the Community®"s posi —
tion. I will also ask her to withhold distribution of the paper.
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I would 1Ilike to have ano.ther meeting along with a Metlakatla

delegation with you, Representative KcEride and Wendte and Wally
Kublev. I will be available to come back up to Juneau at your con-—
venience and vill, of course/ be happy to testify in any hearings or
provide any other assistance | can 1in attempting to secure these
amendments. In addition, | am sure that Mc>yor Casey Nelson and the

members of the Council and staff will be available to testify or
help if that becomes wuseful.

Once again, I woula want to express my thanks and the
Community"s thanks for your assistance and advice.

Very truly yours,

ZIONTZ, PIRTLE, MORISSET,
ERNSTOFF & CHESTNUT

A S -
Steven S. Anderson

cc: Representative Ron Wendte
Representative Jack McBride
Mayor Casey Nelson,
Metlakatla Indian Community
Council Members,
Metlakatla Indian Community
Wally Kubley
Gordon Thompson

Enclosure
SSA:asr/mm/mk

MK/3483
F2/MIC/ZI1E/L



M EM ORANUDUWM State of A laska

to. Ernst W. Mueller, Commissioner DATE: July 28, 1982
Department of Environmental
~ r -/ r A
Conservation 350-/U7-0J

telephone no: 465-3600

from: WILSON L. CONDON SUBJECT: Metlakatla Indian
ATTORNEY GENERAL . -Community gran,
i L, «— e’ :"Eligible uncer
Bv: YT "AS 46.03.030
- Robert E. Price ALIG 02 Tpce = -

Assistant Attorney General, . ........

This 1is 1in response to your opinion request of June 7
in which you asked whether the Metlakatla Indian community is
entitled to receive construction grant assistance under AS
46.03.030.

AS 46.03.030 provides for grants of state funds to a
"municipality” for public water supply, sewerage and solid waste
facilities.

AS 46.03.900(11) defines "municipality"” as "an or —
ganized borough or an incorporated city outside an organized bor —
ough, and includes all classes of boroughs and <cities whether

hone rule or otherwise."

The Metlakatla Indian Community 1is an entity organized
under section 16 of the |Indian Reorganization Act, 25 U.S.C. 476.
It is not 1incorporated as a city or organized as a borough wunder
the law of the State of Alaska.

The definition of municipality in AS 46.03.900(11) does

not include the Metlakatla Indian Community. Itis not an or —
ganized borough or an incorporated city within the meaning of the
statute. The Alaska Constitution, Article X, deals with local
government within the context of boroughs and cities which are
incorporated under state law. The definition of municipality 1in

AS 46.03.900(11) should be construed within the framework of Ar —
ticle X of the Alaska Constitution inasmuch as it employs the
words "borough™ and "city"™ which are set out in the constitution.

There is no equal protection problem raised by the
statute caused by the exclusion of the Metlakatla Indian Communi —
ty from benefits wunder the statute because the basis of the ex—
clusion 1is governmental and not race. The Metlakatla Indian Com—
munity may become a city or borough under state law upon compli—
ance with the applicable provisions of Title 29. The*equal pro—

tection clause cloes not denv to States the power to treat dif-



Ernst W. Mueller, Commissioner July 23, 1982
Dent, of Environmental Conservation Page 2
366-747-82

ferent classes in different ways so long as the classification 1is

"reasonable, not arbitrary, and must rest upon some grcuhc of
difference having a. fair and substantial relation to the object
of the legislation, so that all persons similarly circumstanced
shall be treated alike":-" Reed v Reed, 404 Uu.s. 71, 75-76, 30

L.Ed. 225, 229 (1971). -

Further, this opinion does not mean that the legisla-—
ture may not make grants to the Metlakatla Indian Community by
designating that entity as eligible for a grant. See page 83 of
1982 SLA 101 for a grant to Metlakatla specifically within the
group of municipalities. However, the statute must either in-—
clude Metlakatla within a group, for example, as an unincorporat—
ed, or specifically describe the Metlakatla Indian Community as a

grant recipient.

RE?/jb
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INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this paper 1is to show the justification for
amending Alaska®s laws to make the Metlakatla Indian Community
eligible for various state municipal aid programs. At the pre-
sent time, the Community®"s treatment under Alaska law 1is somewhat
confusing and inconsistent. On the one hand, the Alaska Attorney
General has ruled that the Metlakatla Indian Community 1is not a
"municipality"” as that term 1is defined 1in various state statutes
making state monies available to local governments. At the same
time, however, the Attorney General has ruled that the Metlakatla
Indian Community can be classified as an "unincorporated communi —

ty for certain purposes so as to be eligible for various state
programs extending aid to such communities.

This paper will demonstrate that although the Metlakatla 1In—
dian Community 1is organized under federal 1law, and is therefore
not a state law municipal corporation, it nevertheless functions
as an established unit of local government, a fact recognized
both by the State of Alaska and the United States.

Unlike the so-called "unincorporated communities,"” the Met—

lakatla Indian Community operates a "municipal™ government and

provides governmental services to the more than 1,300 residents

of the Annette Islands Reserve. These services include police
and fire protection, water, sewer and electrical service, as well
.as general government. Like other 1local governments, the Commun—

ity enacts and enforces laws and has an established judicial

system. For these reasons, classification of the Metlakatla



Indian Community as an "unincorporated community™ ignores the

realities of Metlakatla®"s extensive governmental operations and

the needs it has for funding the services it provides. This

paper will discuss in some detail the Community"s status wunder

federal and state law, the need for state revenues, and the rea-—

sons that Metlakatla®s unique status jJjustifies 1its inclusion

within these state municipal aid programs.

THE METLAKATLA INDIAN COMMUNITY®*S ELIGIBILITY FOR -

STATE FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE UNDER EXISTING ALASKA LAW

The State of Alaska now makes substantial sums of money

available to local units of government throughout the state.

This occurs not only through the State®"s revenue sharing programs

but also through state statutes that make monies available to

local governments for specific projects within Jlocal government

responsibility. The primary revenue sharing programs include the

Municipal Assistance Fund administered by the Department of Reve—

nue, AS 43.20.016 and the Municipal Tax Resource Equalization

Program found 1in AS 28. 88. 010 et sea. The examples of state aid

for miscellaneous municipal purposes are numerous <including such

programs as state aid to municipalities seeking to build or im-—

prove water and sewer systems, AS 46.03.030, as well as the state
program found 1in AS 29.89.030 et sea. providing aid for munici—
palities maintaining roads, operating health facilities, and

maintaining volunteer fire departments.

For the most part, the Metlakatla Indian Community 1is not

eligible for these programs because it is not a "fhunicipality"



within the meaning of the various state statutes that make these
programs available to local governments. Last year, for example,
the Metlakatla Indian Community applied for aid to the Department
of Environmental fonservation for a grant under AS 46.03.030 for
improvements to the"eCommunity®s public water system. The Depart—
ment of Environmental Conservation requested an opinion from the
Alaska Attorney General as to whether Metlakatla was &eligible,

and the Attorney General, on July 28, 1982, issued an opinion
noting that the Metlakatla Indian Community was an Indian tribe

organized under &8 16 of the Indian Reorganization Act, 25 U.S.C.

8 476 and was "not 1incorporated as a city or organized as a bor—
ough under the laws of the State of Alaska." As a result, the
Attorney General ruled, Metlakatla was not a "municipality"” with—

in the meaning of the statute and was not eligible for state aid.
The Attorney General went on to note, however, that there was no

legal prohibition on the Legislature making grants available to

the Metlakatla Indian Community if the Community were designated
as eligible. A copy of the Attorney General®s Opinion is at-—
tached.

On the other hand, the Metlakatla Indian Community has qual —
ified for state aid in certain circumstances, either because the

statute makes state aid available to persons or organizations

other than "municipalities,"” or in the case of a number of state
-programs, because the aid has been made available to "unincorpor —
ated communities." For the most part, the amounts made available
to the "unincorporated communities” are substantially less than



the amounts made available to “fmunicipalities.” For example, AS
29.88 makes a maximum grant of $25,000 available to communities
not incorporated under state law, while that amount 1is the
minimum grant for municipalities and 1is subject to adjustment
upward based on a formula set out 1in the statute. The singular
exception was the Municipal Aid Program, Chapter 60, SLA 1981,
which made grants available to both municipalities and incorpor —
ated communities calculated on a $1,000 per capita basis.
Metlakatla, like o:her incorporated and unincorporated communi —
ties throughout the State of Alaska will receive a substantial
grant from the State wunder this program.

Presumably, there are several principal reasons that the
Legislature has chosen to make larger sums available to
municipalities than to unincorporated communities. First,
municipalities have governmental responsibilities to perform and
therefore need more assistance. Second, their stable
governmental structures ensure that State monies are spent or
invested in a responsible fashion; they are more accountable than
"unincorporated communities." Third, in contrast to State
programs distributing State wealth to individual Alaskans on a
per capita basis, distributions of state money to local
governments ensures that sub: ntial portions of the money will
be invested 1in permanent improvements of long-standing benefit to
the citizens of the State.

Although the Metlakatla Indian Community 1is organized wunder

federal rather than state law, it more closely resembles a "muni-



cipality”™ than it does an "unincorporated community." If the
State of Alaska were to make 1its revenue sharing programs avail —
able to the Community, it would be assured that the money would
be utilized responsibly by the Community 1in helping to meet 1its
very substantial governmental responsibilities. It would result
in permanent benefit to-the State citizens who reside on the
Annette Islands Reserve, both members and nonmembers of the
Community.

THE UNIQUE LEGAL STATUS OF THE METLAKATLA INDIAN COMMUNITY

IN ALASKA
The Metlakatla Indian Community 1is the governing body of the

only remaining federal Indian reservation 1in Alaska, the Annette
Islands Reserve. The Reservation was established by Act of Con-—
gress in 1891 and a stable council-form tribal government has
been in effect continuously since that date. In 1944, the Metla-—
katla Indian Community adopted a Constitution under &8 16 of the

Indian Reorganization Act, 25 U.S.C. 8 476, which provided a new

federal framework for Indian tribal government. The form of the
Community®s government, however, vremained essentially the same.
The Community®"s chief executive officer 1is the Mayor; it has

a Secretary and Treasurer and 1its legislative body 1is a 12-person
Council. The Community also has a judicial system headed by a
federally-trained Magistrate. As a federally recognized Indian

tribe the Metlakatla Indian Community enjoys the legal power to
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Percent of

Expenditures Total
General Government $1 ,029 ,882
Fire Department $ 55,284
Rental Expenses ™ $ 144,683
Public Health and Sanitation $ 32,263
Department
Sewer Systenm 6,088
Police Department 294 ,368
Water Department 30,928
Garbage Department 52 ,730
Cable Television Department 69,743
Forestry Project 76,853

This data does not include the operation of Metlakatla Power
& Light, which 1is responsible for providing electric power to the
Reservation. Metlakatla Power & Light 1is fully owned and oper —
ated by the Metlakatla Indian Community and generates power from
both hydrogenerators and diesels.

In sum, although the Metlakatla Indian Community 1is organi —
zed under federal law, not under the Jlaws of the State of Alaska,
it nevertheless performs governmental functions and has govern—
mental responsibilities that are every bit as extensive as the
municipalities of the State of Alaska serving similar population

bases. It has a corresponding need for revenues to meet these

expenditures.
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REASONS FOR EXTENDING MUNICIPAL REVENUE SEARING
AND OTHER STATE BENEFITS MADE AVAILABLE TO LOCAL COMMUNITIES
TO THE METLAKATLA INDIAN COMMUNITY
1. The Residents of the Annette |Island Reserve _Are
Citizens of the State of Alaska and Should Not Be
Denied Benefits Enjoyed By Otner State Citizens
Through Their Units of Local Government?

It is important to- remember that the residents of the
Annette Islands Reserve, both members and nonmembers of the
Metlakatla Indian Community, are state citizens. As such they
qualify for any distributions of Alaska®"s wealth made available
on a per capita basis to state citizens. Rather than distribut—
ing money directly to state citizens on a per capita basis, the
Legislature has determined that state revenues should be shared
with state citizens 1indirectly, through grants to 1individual mu—
nicipal governments. The best example of this 1is the Municipal
Assistance Fund, AS 43.20.016, under which 20% of the oil and cas
corporate income tax revenues are distributed to state municipal —
ities, the amount of the grant being directly proportional to the

population of each municipality.

Metlakatla fully supports the substantial policy justifica-—

tion for distributing state wealth through this method. By
giving the money to stable local governments, the Legislature 1is
assured that the money will be spent responsibly. The Legisla-—

ture can reasonably expect that the monies so distributed will
be invested in ways that will be of lasting benefit to the citi—
zens of the State, as when the 1local governments utilize the

state grants to build public facilities used by state citizens.

-9 -



But if the rationale for distributing state wealth to units
of local government 1is that the Legislature wants to see substan-—
tial portions of the money permanently invested by responsible
governments 1in a way that will be "£ lasting benefit to state

citizens, there 1is no reason to distinguish the Metlakatla Indian

Community. Although the Metlakatla Indian Community 1is chartered
under federal, not state law, it exercises governmental functions
just as state municipalities do. The Metlakatla Indian Community

has had a stable and continuous tribal government for more than
eight continuous decades. The Legislature can be assured that
money distributed to Metlakatla will be applied in a responsible
fashion and 1in ways that will provide lasting benefit to the
state citizens who reside there. To deny Metlakatla participa-—
tion in state revenue sharing arid other municipal aid progranms,
is to deny Alaska state citizens residing at Metlakatla substan—
tial benefits other citizens enjoy.

2. 3ecause of the Verv Substantial Cutbacks 1in Federal

Aid to Indian Tribes, the Metlakatla Indian Communi-

tv Is in Substantial Need of State Assistance.

Although in the past the Metlakatla Indian Community has re-

ceived substantial federal aid, the situation has changed drama—
tically for the Metlakatla Indian Community, as for other Indian
tribes, under the Reagan administration. On a national level, it

is estimated by the National Tribal Chairmen®s Association in
Washington, D.C. that with the budget cuts of October, 1982,
there has been a 45% reduction in federal dollars made available

to Indians and Indian tribes on the various reservations throuah-



out the country. Even the Bureau of Indian Affairs concedes thac

there has been at least a one-third cutback 1in federal dollars

made available to the tribes.

By way of illustration, on the Annette Islands Reserve, the

following programs have received the following cutbacks:

Fiscal Year 1982 Fiscal Year 1983 Percentage
Program Entitlement Entitlement Reduction
CETA $326,000 $162,000 50%
Indian $ 80,000 $ 55,000 31%

Commonity
Health Program

EDA Grant $ 40,000 $ 30,000 25%
Senior $112,000 $ 82,000 29%
Citizens
Program
BIA Welfare $ 20,006 -0- 100%

Assistance

The Metlakatla Indian Community has had very substantial

difficulties 1in making up for these federal cutbacks. At the
present time, the 1level of unemployment on the Annette Island Re —
serve is 61%. Employment does vary seasonally, but the primary

reason for the extraordinarily high Jlevel of unemployment now is
that the sawmill run by Louisiana-Pacific has closed.

Metlakatla also suffers substantially because of the de—

pressed salmon market. Although the Community itself has had no
salmon recalled from its Community operated cannery, the botulism
scare has had a substantial impact. This directly impacts fund—

ing of the Community®s government because Drofits from the Com-

munity cannery and cold storage enterprise are traditionally
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applied to the Community®"s governmental operating expenses rather
than being distributed on a per capita basis to the members of
the Community.

In addition, although the Community has in the past been
able to enjoy substantial revenues from timber sales, the pro—
spect for future sales 1looks glum. Not only is the timber market
presently depressed, but first growth timber has already been
largely harvested and it will be many decades before the second
growth timber 1is marketable. The Community estimates that only
ten million board feet of original growth timber remain.

3. The Metlakatla Indian Community Functions More

Like a "Municipality”™ Than an "Unincorporated
Community”™ and Should 3e Funded Accordingly.

As explained above, the Metlakatla Indian Community, like

municipalities organized under state law, has considerable gov —

ernmental functions and responsibilities. It provides a stable
government, substantial municipal services such as water, sewer,
and electricity, and police and fire protection to name only a
few examples. It also provides substantial social services to

the members and nonmembers of the Community who reside on the

Annette Islands Reserve.

Unlike the "unincorporated communities”™ in the wunorganized
borough, the Metlakatla Indian Community has a need for revenue
that 1is parallel to the governmental services it provides. The

mere fact that 1its charter derives from federal law rather than
state law is not a reasonable basis for disqualifying Metlakatla

from state revenue sharing programs ana other types of state



municipal aid. Amendment of the State statutes to give Metlakat—
la entitlement will substantially help to equalize the treatment
of citizens of the Metlakatla Indian Community and other citizens
resident in comparable communities throughout the State.

4. Extensionvpf State Aid to the Metlakatla Indian
Community Will Not Give the Community rr 1Its Resi —
dents More Favorable Treatment Than Other Similarly
Situated State Citizens.

Although the Metlakatla Indian Community does have a unicue

legal status in Alaska because it is a reservation and because

it is excluded from the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act, the
Community believes that 1its residents would not receive any wuncue
advantage over ether Alaska Natives if state laws were amended to
make Metlakatla eligible for municipal revenue sharing. First,
although the Metlakatla Indian Community gets federal aid because
of its status as a federally recognized Indian tribe, it is
important to recognize that the other Indian Reorganization Act
entities and traditional councils in Alaska also receive the same
aid. For example, the Indian Self-Determination Act of 1975
provides that the United States can contract with |Indian tribes

to allow the tribes to perform various functions that were form-—

erly performed by the Bureau of Indian Affairs or other United

States entities. Substantial federal funds, usually referred to
as 638 funds, are provided to the Metlakatla Indian Community and
other tribes under this program. .

But Metlakatla enjoys no special benefit here because the



Indian Community but also other Native groups in Alaska. The
statute provides that the word "tribe" 1includes "any Alasr.a
Native village or regional or village corporation as defined in
or established puLsuant to the Alaska Native Claims Settlement
Act which 1is recognized as eligible for the special programs and

services provided by the United States to Indians because of

their status as Indians." Similarly, the Indian Financing Act of
1974, 25 U.S.C. 8 1451 €t sea. , the Indian Health Care Amendments
of 1980, 25 U.S.C. 8 1601 et sea., the Triballv Controlled Com-—

munity College Assitance Act of 1978, 25 U.S.C. & 1801 et sec.,
and the 1Indian Child Welfare Act of 1973, 25 U.S.C. 5 1901 et
sea., have all been extended to include other Native communities
in Alaska.

Other federal programs, not administered by the Bureau of
Indian Affairs, such as HUD, CETA and EDAprograms, have been ex —
tended to other Alaska Native communitiesas well as to
Metlakatla.

On the other hand, while ANCSA provides that the Metlakatla
Indian Community was allowed to retain 1its reservation status,
the statute also provides that the Metlakatla Indian Community
and its members are not eligible for the benefits of the Act.

It is also important to realise that as to Nativeswho re—
side in communities of substantial size, similar to Metlakatla,
state benefits are extended to them because, in most if not all
situations, there 1is a municipality, either a first or second
class city or a borough, located there. Attached to this paper

is a document prepared by the Tribal Operations Office of the



Bureau of Indian Affairs showing the status of the various Native

communities n Alaska. As can be seen, a very substantial number
of the communities determined to be eligible by the BIA for fed-
eral assistance because of their "Indian" status are also
incorporated under s.tate law as a first or second class city.

The Natives who reside in such communities, therefore, like other
state citizens generally, are eligible for the benefits of state
revenue sharing.

Also attached 1is a computer run by the Department of Commun —
ity and Regional Affairs showing the amount of state revenue
sharing entitlements for various state law municipalities wunder
Title 29 for fiscal year 1982. Looking at those communities with
populations similar to that of Metlakatla, one can see that the
amounts of state money distributed under Title 29 to such commun—

ities are substantial. A few examples will suffice:

Fiscal Year
Municioalityv Pooulat ion 1982 Entitlement

Bristol Bay Borough 1,182 $ 257,237
First Class Cities:
Craig 560 $ 142,110
Haines 1,017 $ 177,619
Second Class Cities:
Akolmiut 695 $ 151,277

Even, communities with relatively small populations are

receiving substantial amounts of state money. The community of



Lower Kalskag, with a population of 244, for example, qualifies

for $98,540 in revenue sharing for fiscal year 1982.

STATE

PROGRAMS FOR WHICH TEE METLAKATLA INDIAN COMMUNITY

* DOES NOT QUALIFY

Revenue Sharing- Measures.

The

Community

most importanteprograms for which the Metlakatla Indian

does not presently qualify are the on-going state reve—

nue sharing programs. There are now two such primary programs in

existence:

Municipal Assistance Fund--AS 43.20.016. Under this
program, administered by the Department of Revenue, 30%
of the general and petroleum corporate 1income tax reve—
nues received by the State are distributed to munici—
palities- "organized boroughs and cities of any class."”
There 1is no specific statutory recuirement as to how
the funds should be used but the statute expresses the
desire of the Legislature that 1local governments which
levy property taxes should reduce those levies 1in rea-—
sonable proportion to the amount of increased state aid
received.

Municipal Tax Resource Equalization- AS 29.88.010 et
sea. The Department of Community and Regional Affairs
administers a program under which the Department dis—
tributes state revenues to municipalities which are
calculated based on a complex formula. The primary

variable are population and the "millage rate ecuiva-



lent”™ which 1is determined according to the assessed
property values in the Jlocality. Metlakatla 1is not
eligible for the revenue sharing program because it is
not a municipality under the statute. AS 29.8S.050
does provide, however, that Native Village governments,
including local governing bodies organized under the
Indian Reorganization Act, are eligible for a $25,000
payment. Under the Revenue Sharing Program, however
$25,000 1is the minimum, not the maximum payment.

As noted above, the revenue sharing entitlements for various
local governments in the State with a population similar to Met —
lakatla are often very substantial. The Bristol Bay Borough,
with a population of 1,182, for example, has a 1982 entitlement
of $157,000. Haines, a first class city with a population of
1,017, has a 1982 entitlement of $177,000. Akolmiut, a second
class city with a population of 695, has a 1982 entitlement of
$111,734. It is impossible to determine at this time what Metla-—
katla"s entitlement would be, but it would presumably would be
substantially more than the $25,000 it is now eligible to
receive.

Other State Programs for Aid to Municipalities.

1. State Aid for Miscellaneous Municipal Purposes. AS

29.89 provides for additional state aid to municipali—
ties for various purposes. AS 29.89.020 provides for
state aid to municipalitiesfor road maintenance.
Metlakatla does not quality for this progranm. The same



chapter also provides for state aid to municipalities
for health facilities and hospitals. The Community
does not qualify for this program. Title 29 does
contain a program for which the Community does qualify,
a $10 per“capita grant to volunteer fire departments
which does not turn on the presence of a state law
"municipality.’

Public Library Construction Grants. AS 14.56.350 pro—
vides for the administration of a program of grants to
muncipalities for the construction and equipping of
libraries. Metlakatla does not qualify under this
grant program since it 1is not a municipality. Presum—
ably Metlakatla also does not qualify for library as-
sitance grants under AS 14.56.300.

Water, Sewer and Solid Waste Aid. AS 46.03.030 pro—
vides that the Department of Environmental Conservation

may make grants up to 50% of the eligible costs for

water supply, sewerage and solid waste facilities. on —
ly municipalities are eligible. The State has also
established a village safe water program, but Metlakat—

la does not qualify for this program either because
only unincorporated communities with populations less
than 600 persons are eligibile.

Qutdoor Recreational, Open Space and Historic Proper —

ties Development. AS 41.22.010 provides for a grant



program to municipalities to acquire, preserve O0or pro-—
tect historic sites, buildings and monuments. Only
municipalities qualify.

5. AS 41.2&.355 established a program for the establish-
ment of public ways for trails and footpaths. Again,
only municipalities qualify.

6. Municipal Airport Aid. AS 35.05.020 et sea. provides
for state aid to "political subdivisions”™ for airports.
Presumably the Community would not qualify.

7. Port Facilities Development. AS 30.15.010 provides for
state grants for port facilities construction to muni—
cipal ities

This list may not be exclusive.

CONCLUSION
This paper has been designed to provide general background
concerning the State of Alaska®"s treatment of the Metlakatla 1In—
dian Community with respect to state municipal aid programs. It
has demonstrated that although the Metlakatla Indian Community is
organized under federal, not st.ate law, it nevertheless performs
governmental functions and has governmental responsibilities that

every bit as extensive as the

Alaska serving similar population bases.

that 1its disqualification from participation

particularly the revenue sharing

Alaska citizens residing on the Annette

2m £ -

to state citizens in other similar

- 19 -

municipalit

The

programs, di
Island

communities.

the State of

Community believes

in such progranms,

scriminates against
+fie

Reserve compared

|
This disparate



Mg

treatment 1is not a result of a policy decision by the state
legislature to exclude Metlakatla. It should be corrected by

amendment of the State statutes.

MK/3483
F3/MIC/ELIG/P



TRIBAL OPERATIONS OFFICE - JAO

Alaska Tribal Status JULY 1982
Villago 638 ANCSA DETERMINED IRA TRADITIONAL DIA MARCH HOME 1ST CLASS 2ND CLASS
Name
A"agnnk X X
Akb ok i X X X X X
Akiacliak X X X X X X
Ak. k X X X X X X dfe
Akulan X X X x T ) _% '
Alakamik X X X X X X
A luina X X X X /
A loknaj, ik X X X X X
Aleutian Priliilofs X
Alexander Creek
Algaacig(St. Mary"s) X X X X X X
Allakahrl X X X X X X A
Ambler X X X X X r *
Anakluvuk Pass X X X A X
Andrea fsky (Andrefscy) X X X
Angonn X X X X X X
An ink X X X X X X
Anvi k X X X X X X

Aretic Vi llage X X X X



Vi ll
M.iiiic

At ka

Atkasnok (Algnnsiik)
Ay.iknl ik

Harrow

Ilraver
Hr lkofsky

Hells Flats

Hot Itd (OruLsaranmi g

Hell Ins (Hnl L'Ins Finlil)

Hill Moore’s
llioika

Hi nil Creek
Hievi Mission
Hrislol Hay
Huck lami

daml le
Caul we 11
lanyon Village

ilialky il1s ik

ron
CHANTS

X

ANCSA
VILLAGE

X

X

A= yiPSan-frwe

DKTF.HMINET)
ELICHILE 1Iv HIA

X

X

1HA
COUNCIL

X

¥ 2 ol

TNADITIONAL
COUNCIL

X

1A

HIA MARCH
72 LIST

X

HOME
HIIL.E

1ST CLASS
CITY

2ND CLASS

CITY

=



Vill)pe
N

Clii Iminnwi ck
Cham; link
ChaniluL
Chrfornak (Chcrfornak)
Chrncj 7

Chi Tak

Chickaloon
Chipnil

Clii®nik Laroom
Chi finik Ll

Cl1 1kiL (KInkwan)
Clii lorh in

Chi I'inn

("hunt him Ink

Chitkwuk lo LiGuuuu®

Chinailialik (Russian Miss ion-Knskokwiin)

Cirri P
Clark®s I7oini
Cook Inlet

Coli]icr Center

638 ANCSA DF.TBRH INED 1HA TRADITIONAL
GRANTS ~ VILLAGK  EL.IGini.li BY IUA  COtINC1L  COHIICH,
X X
X
X X X X
X X X
X X X X
X X X
X X X X
X X X X
X X X X
X X X X
X X X X
X X X
X X X
X
X X X v
X X X
X
X X X X

3 of

1

IUA MARCH
72 LIST

HOME

RULE CITY

X

X

1ST CLASS

2ND CLASS
CITY

< >



Villago f.JB ANCSA DETERMINED TRA TRADITIONAL 11A MARCH HOME 1ST CLASS 2ND CLASS
Name GRANTS VILLAGE ELIGIBLE 11y 111A COUNCIL COUNCIL 72 LIST RULE CITY CITY
Cordova X X
Count: il X
PFRifS._......... .. X X X X X X
Crooked Creek X X X X X
Dceri ng X X X X X X - m
Delta Junelion ) X X
Di 11 ingliam X X X X X / X
Dot l.ake X X X X X /z
Douglas X X -
Eagle X X X X X
Kek X X X X X X
Kgegik X X X X X
Kk 1lut na X X X X X
w
Kkuk X X X X
Ekwok X X X X X
Klin X X X X X
Kiiinionak X X X X X
Eng 1isli Hay X X X X X
Lyak X X X
[faiiHanks X X

13]c A of IA



Village
Name

Ini.so Pass
Farewoll

rllL

Fori Yukon

On kuna

(Inlenn

Gnmhell
Georgetown

Go lovin

Goodncws Bay

Gray 1ing (Holikacliuk)
Gulkana

Haines (CliilkooL)
Kami 1ton

llealy 1.ako

Holy Cross

lloonali

Ioopei* llay

Hughes

[liislin

638
GRANTS

X

ANCSA
VIU_AGF.

X

DETERMINED
FI.101D)1,K BY BTA

X

IRA
COtINCir.

TRADTTIONAT.
COUNCIL

X

BTA MARCH HOME 1ST CLASS
72 LIST RULE CITY

X

X

2NO CLASS
CITY



Vi]lage
M._mu=

Iyilahurg

IfiHR ip

Il innma

Inal ik (Diomede)
limp iaL CAS
Ivnnof Bay
Juneau

Knguyak

Kakft

Kaktovik

Kal .skag (Upper Kalskag)
Kaltag

Kan.at ak

Karluk

Kasann

Kaslgluk
Kenail/.e

Kena i

Ketchikan

Kiana

638
GRANTS

X

X

ANCSA
VILLAGE

X

X

DKTF.RMIHED
ELIGIBLE BY BIA

X

X

IRA TRADITIONAL
COUNCIL COUNCIL
X

X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X

X
X
X

X

X

X
X

Rage 6 @l IS

BTA MARCH HOME 1ST CLASS 2ND CLASS
72 LIST RULE CITY CITY

X X



Villilg
N.iiih*

Kinj*. Cove
Kiiif; Island
Kipmik
Kiv.nl ina

K lawork

Kn ik
Kolmk

Kol 1ak
Knklianok
Kol iij.inck
Knnj; jfian.ik
Kol 1lik

Kol x.i"Inus
Knynk
Koyuknk

Kwr 1 hluk

Kwi j; 11Tk

GRANTS

ANCSA
VI 114

X

DETERMINED
ELIGIBLE IIY HIA

X

X

1A
COUNCIL

TRADITIONAL
COUNCIL

X

Hi  MARCH
72 LIST

X

HOME
RULE

1ST CLASS
CITY

X

2ND CLASS
CITY



Vyllapc 638 ANCSA DETERMINED IRA TRADITIONAL BIA MARCH HOME 1ST CLASS 2ND CLASS

Nan.. = GRANTS VILLAGE EhIGIIINE 1V RIA COLINCIH, COUNCIL 72 LIST RULE CITV CITY
Lhi* Villi(<” X X X X

Citnik X

Lomln X

Lower Kalsk-.R X X X X X

MrGrnlli X X X X X X * ®
Makok X

Manley Hot Springs IX X X X X &

Manokotak X X X X X / X
Marshall (Fortima 1.C(rc)X X X X X X

Mary®s ljJoo X X

Mai aiuiska X

Miml fra X X

Mekorynk X X X X X X _ A
Mel lak.it la X X X !
Men las la (l.ake) X X X X

Miiielininina 1.ake X X

MiiilLo X X X X X

MI . Vi 11aRe X X X X X X

Naliesria X

Naknrk X X X X X



Village .
Name

Napa imut e
Napalt §;i k
Nti-irdt i it
Nelson Lagoon
Ncnana
Newlialrn

New Slnyahok
Nowlok

N iglilunito

Ni kolski
Nini Idiik
Nna lik

Niloldi

Nome (Eskimo Comm.)

Noiula 11on

Nonrv ik

Northeast Capo

Nnrt liway

Nuiz 2il (linoiksill)

Nil 1at n

638
GRANTS

>

ANCSA
VILLAGE

X

DETERMINED
ELIGIBLE MY IUA

X

X

THA TRADITIONAL
COUNCIL

COUNCIL
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X

Rage 9 of 1

IUA MARCH HOME 1ST CLASS
72 LIST RULE CITY

X

2ND CLASS
CITY

Wif

mz



Villafc 638 ANCSA DETERMINED IRA TRADITIONAL  RIA MARCH HOME 1ST CLASS 2ND CLASS

Name * GRANTS VILLAGE I'LI GI HILE ItY UTA rnillirrr. rnilMni. 79 T.RT MILE rrrv CITY
Nidiiap ilclink X X X X

Ohoganmi | X X X

0ld Harbor X X X X X X
Osrarville X X X X )

Onzi nk in X X X X X 0
Pa imnle X

Pa Imer X

Paradi se X /

Pnuloff Harbor (Snnak) X X X

Pedro Ray X X X X X

Peli ran X X X X

18rryvi lle X X X X X

Pet rminirp, X X X X at
Pi lot Do inl X X X X X !
Pilot Station X X X X X X

Pi ilia"s Point X X X X

Plat imini X X X X X X

Point Hope X X X X X

"oint Lay X X X X X

oi lage Creek X X X X

Page 10 of 16



Vill.ifn 38 ANCSA Determined IRA TRADITIONAL  BIA MARCH ' HOME  1ST CLASS  2ND CLASS

Name GRANTS  VILLAGE  ELIGIBLE BY BIA  COUNCIL  COUNCIL 72 LIST RULE  CITY CITY
Port Graham X X X X X

Pori. Hri<l<*n X X X X X X

Port I.ions X X X X X

Pori Willi am X

Qniuhagak (Kvinlia™olt) X X X X '
RainpaiL X X X X X

Red Devil X X X X /

Ruby X X X X X // X
Russian Mission (Kuskokwim) X X

Kjissian Mission J*Yukon) X X X X X

Si. George X X X X X

St. Michael X X X X X

SL. Paul X X X X X ’ X An
Sa laniali)f X X X

Sand Point. X X X X X X

Savonoski X

Savoonp.a X X X X X X

Sa.xman X X X X X X
Srammou Flay X X X X X

Srl.iwik X X X X X



Vi 11a20 63B ANCSA DETERMINED IRA TRADITIONAL. RTA MARCH HOME 1ST CLASS 2ND CLASS

Nerre GRANTS  VILLAGE ELIGIBLE BY BIA  COUNCIL COUNCIL 72 LIST RULE CITY CITY
Selilovia . X
Eli_ignlok  _ X

elli-iglool ik:_(SImkl oo™ij<)
Slip Idons Point
Sliisimuire f

Sluingn.tk

Silka

Skagwny

Sl ana

Slretmute

So liiiim

South N a k n r Kk X

sijii.iw  Harbor _

Slelilijiis X WX X
Siorlinj] . X

Stevens Village, X_ X JL X

Stony River X X, X

Taketon X X X_ X X .

T.iii.m toss X X X X

Tanana X X X X X

Paj® 12 nl IA



Vi 1l.me*
i >

T.itill ok
Tar. lin.i

To 1lor

To liil;i
Tonakoc (Springs)
Toll in
Tignra
Togiak

Tok

Toksook liny
Tulnksak
Tim(illiiliak
Twin Hills
Tyonok
Hg.iii ik

lNgesli ik

likiiniut o @ lirkmini 1.0)

Una laska

f,3R
GRANTS

X

X

ANCSA
VI LLAF.

X

ni-TF.nniNKn
Ki.fciiu.K nv niA

X

IRA
COUNCIL

X

TRADITIONAL
COUNCIL

RIA MARCH HOUR
72 LIST RUL.K

X

A

1ST CLASS
CITY

2ND CLASS
CITY



Itd*wi- N I.lll\,_l-if

Vi 1.1
I'l.uno

yak

Inpa

Vn 1do7.
Vpiipl ip
Wiinwr ik L

W.i Ips

WHiitr Mountain
Woody Island
Wr_niRC11

Y.ikuLnt

TOTALS

6.in
GRANTS

160

ANCSA
VILLAGE

X

X

determined

ELIGIBLE I1IY 1UA

X

X

JKA

COUNCIL

71

I <

IA of

TRADITIONAL
COUNCIL

162

1A

MA MARCH HOME 1ST CLASS 2ND CLASS
72 LIST RULE CITY CITY
X
X
X X .
X X
&
X X
/
X X
X X
217 8 19 100
_____ gl



FY 1982 STATE REVENUE

FOR MUNTCIPALITIES

February 22, 1982

(REPLACES 2/19/82 COMPUTER RUN)

STATE OF ALASKA

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY & REGIONAL AFFAIRS
DIVISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT ASSISTANCE
POUCH 811

JUNEAU, ALASKA 99811

(907) /165-4733 or 465-7736

SHARING

ENTITLEMENTS



PAGE 1

FY 1982 MUNICIPAL .REVENUE SHARING ENTITLEMENTS FEBRUARY 22, 190r"
TOTAL APPROPRIATION = $55,707,&00 CHAPTER 88 PRORATION FACTOR = 6.43407506040690
BARTER 88 APPROPRIATION = $34,913,800 CHAPTER 89 PRORATION FACTOR = 0.92865022020026
HAPTER 89 APPROPRIATION = $14,047,800 CHAPTER 90 PRORATION FACTOR = 0.83123348099043
:HAPTER 90 APPROPRIATION = $5,746,000 MINIMUM ENT. PRORATION FACTOR = 0.96709754619341

HOLD HARMLESS PRORATION FACTOR = 0.99905232582675

MILL ~ CHAPTER 00 CHAPTER 09 MINIMUM MOLD TOTAL.
RATE  ENTITLEMENT AND 90 ENTITLE. . HARMLESS FY 190®
KEY MUNICIPALITY POPULATION  EQV. ENTITLEMENT ADD ON ENTITLEMENT ENTITLE.
10ROUGMS AND SERVICE AREAS T h
)010 ANCHORAGE A.W. 180,740 6.25 $6,005,670 $7,565,322 $C $0 $13,570,99
020 CITY S.A. 53,410 0.48 $161,606 $0 $0 $157,448 $319,05
)030 EAGLE RIVER 7,639 0.70 $37,384 $60,281 $0 $0 $97,66
)040 CHUGIAK 5,105 0.76 $24,416 $0 $0 $11,921 $36,33
060 GIRDWOOD 539 1.13 $3,818 $24,446 $0 $0 $20,26"
)070 GLEN. ALPS 245 2. 13 $3,245 $24,562 $0 $0 $27,80
)080 FIRE S.A. 148,761 1.28 $1,189,204 $0 $0 $86,312 $1 ,275,51~
<090 ROADS DRAINAGE 130,845 1.10 $962,464 $0 $0 $0 $962,46-
095 LIMITED ROAD S.A. 5,172 0.77 $25,002 $0 $0 $0 $25,00/
100 POLICE S.A. 146,004 1.87 $1,699,341 $0 $0 $414,200 $2,1 13 ,54.:
110 PARKS & REC 148,710 0.57 $531,369 $0 $0 $342,741 $074,11
120 P lit R/CHIJGIAK 13,789 0.60 $51,969 $0 $0 $10,290 $62,26*
130 SOLID WASTE S.A. 149,215 0.32 $299,716 $0 $0 $0
140 CHUGIAK/SOLID WASTE < 13,789 0.16 $14,342 $0 $0 $0 $14%24.7
150 BUILDING SAFETY 148,676 0.17 $157,829 $0 $0 $0 $ 157,02"
ICO CITY SA ROADS fc DRAINAGE 53,410 0.08 $26,958 $0 $0 $1,226 $28, 18F
170 SERVICE AREA 35 77,435 0.58 $202,266 $0 $0 $0 $282,26*
175 UPPER O"MALLEY 1 0.00 $0 $33,863 $0 $0 $33,86-
ICO PORT OF ANCI-I. 100,740 0.35 $397,677 $0 $0 $0 $397,67.
135 ROADS 1 0.00 $0 $134,897 $0 $0 $134,091
190 AIRPORT S.A. 180,740 0.01 $17,127 $0 $0 $0 $17,12/
195 PUBLIC TRANSIT 180,740 0.09 $108,844 $0 $0 $0 $100,044
200 PARKING S.A. 180,740 0.13 $150,294 $0 $0 $0 $150,294
TOTAL $12,150,548 $7,843,375 $21 ,010,06*
210 BRISTOL BAY BOROUGH J.j182 E6.97 $198,205 $59,031 $0 $0 $257,237
230 FAIRBANKS BOROUGH 51 ,659 8.21 $2,613,784 $251,551 $0 $0 $2,865,335
240 ESTER F.P. 944 0.76 $4,468 $0 $0 $0 $4,468
850 NORTH STAR F.P. 5,575 1.05 $36,425 $0 $0 $19,636 $56,0GP



FY 1985 MUNICIPAL REVENUE SHARING ENTITLEMENTS

«"0TAL APPROPRIATION = 155,707,600

CHAPTER 00 APPROPRIATION
:HAPTER 89 APPROPRIATION
SHAPTER 90 APPROPRIATION

KEY MUNICIPALITY

OROIJGHS AND SERVICE AREAS

TOTAL
1 570 HAINES BOROUGH
1 500 FIRE DISTRICT
TOTAL
390 JUNEAU BOROUGH A.W.
100 S.A. 1
110 S .A. 5
150 S.A. 3
130 S . A. 4
140 S.A. 5
150 S .A. 6
GO S.A. 7
70 S.A. O
*
TOTAL
00 KENAI PENINSULA BOROUGH

05 CENTRAL PENINSULA HOSPITAL
90 N11(ASKI F.P.
95 SOUTH PENINSULA HOSPITAL

00 NORTH KENAI REC.
J 10 DEAR CREEK F.P.

TOTAL

1 20 KETCHIKﬁNFnOROUGH

$34,91.3,800
$14,047,800
35G,746,000

POPULATION

1,715
394

51,080
4,883
1,378

14,819
1,848

10,855

855
356G
€95

56,550
15,951
3, 136

6,057

5,344

674

14.
.35
. GO
.18
.56

OO b0

[N
OO uLO Rron

MILL
KATE

EQV.

.25

-89

81

.57

.01

76

.58

.01
. GO

.53

.33
.58
.85

.15

CHAPTER 08
CHAPTER 09
CHAPTER 90
MINIMUM ENT.

CHAPTER 00
ENTITLEMENT

315,711,877

;r,G5,594
354,635

3566,956

31,935,690
35374,886
3556,586
35109,615
356,485
35106,534
355,406

&l ,554

¥l ,539

355,594,675

35649,435
35557,865
3=59,891
3550, 135
358,571
in11,830

3;1,007,759

35643, 174

PRORATION FACTOR
PRORATION FACTOR
PRORATION FACTOR

PRORATION FACTOR -

HOLD HARMLESS PRORATION FACTOR

CHAPTER 09
AND 90
ENTITLEMENT

35551 ,551
350

350

350
35454,736
3593,005
$Hl1,785
3539,695
350

350

BO

350

350
35559,517
356,965
35549,665
350
35549,665"
350

350
35506,591
350

MINIMUM
ENTITLE.

ADD ON

350
350

350
350
350
350
350
350
350
350

350
150
350
350
350
350

350

PAGE

FEBRUARY re,

=G.43407506040G90
-0.95865055050056
=0.03153348099043
0.9670975461.9341

« 0.99905535585675

HOLD
HARMLESS

ENTITLEMENT

350
350

afagafol

355,450
350
35330
1y
353,077

350
350
"150
3.0
m11,971
350

1902

TOTAL
fy
ENTITLE

355,987,761

1E65,59/
334,63E

9356 ros€

355,337,457
35407,89."
$68,368
35199, 307
35117 39

&l )
$5,745
31,554
354,597

33,165,759

35656,401
35507,558
3559,001
35599,798
3550,543
1,830

5,555,995

$643,174



TOTAL APPROPRIATION -
CHAPTER 88 APPROPRIATICIN
CHAPTER 09 APPROPRIATION
CHAPTER 90 APPROPRIATION

KEY MUNICIPALITY

30R01JGHS AND SERVICE AREAS

TOTAL
>440 KODIAK [ISLAND BOROUGH
>450 FIRE DISTRICT 1
>455 SERVICE DISTRICT
>460 ROAD" DISTRICT

TOTAL
470 MAT-S1J BOROUGH
480 HAS.ILLA F.P.

490 BUTTE F.P.

500 GREATER PALMER F.P.
510 BUTTON F.P.

550 NON AREA-WIDE

355 TALKEETNA FLOOD S.A.
330 TALKEEIMA F.P.

340 GARDEN TERRACE

341 MIDWAY

350 LAKES F.P.

TOTAL

360 NORTH SLOPE BOROUGH
>70 SITKA BOROUGH

IRST CLASS CITIES
)00 BARROW
>10 CORDOVA

FY 1982 MUNICIPAL REVENUE SHARING ENTITLEMENTS

3555,707,600
IB34,913,800
IBIA ,047,800

$6,746,000

. POPULATION

8,358
1,480
1,507

530

19,15.3
3,501
5,068
5,498

675
14,695
554
371

65

1,485

7,098
7,957

5,539
5,553

Ao

PO RO, . 0OU0oO0 O

CHAPTER 88
CHAPTER 89
CHAPTER 90

NTMIMUM ENT.

MILL  CHAPTER 80
RATE  ENTITLEMENT
EQV.
33646,305
.84 3>355,490
.01 3118,560
.16 358,748
.00 35,757
35388,557
.45 35831 , 340
.50 3510,019
.68 3.8,839
.49 3.7,635
.35 359,754
.51 347,458
.51 ¥l ,915
61 %l ,450
.65 35654
.00 350
.35 3515,551
35931 ,588
.71 35458,833
.58 35669,578
.98 11594458
.61 35409,586

PRORATION FACTOR
PRORATION FACTOR
PRORATION FACTOR
PRORATION FACTOR =

HOLD HARMLESS PRORATION FACTOR =

CHAPTER 09
AND 90

ENTITLEMENT
=r;

350

35375,493
I1C0
350
3537,4 49

354 15,945

350
TO
350
3:0
T0
350
350
350
TO
31,417,588

TO
T1,417,588
35558,665
«35311,990

TO
35317,530

MINIMUM
ENTITLE.
ADD ON

TO
TO
350
350

TO
350
TO
350
350
350
T0
350
T0
3.0
350

350
350

PACE 3
FEBRUARY 27,

*6.43407506040690
—0.92865055050056
=0.83153348099043
0.96709754619341
0.99905535585675

HOLD
HARMLESS
ENTITLEMENT

TO
TO
TO
T0

TO
3550, 163
T10,659
3550, 185
350
TO
350
T0
TO
TO
350

350
TO

350
3.0

130

TOTAL

FY 19& &
entitW

35648,44

35730,93
3518,56
358,74
T43,17

35801 , 46

35831 , 34
3530,1 8
Tin"T
T5W 1

359,75-
3547,455
351,91 (
351,450

3565"
31,417,585
3515,55:

352,400, 18.5
35687,49:
to 8i ,r.6o:

3594,461-
3.756,817



TOTAL APPROPRIATION r

FY 1982 MUNICIPAL.REVENUE SHARING ENTITLEMENTS

$55 ,707 ,600

CHAPTER 88 APPROPRIATION
CHAPTER 89 APPROPRIATION

CHAPTER 90 APPROPRIAT ION $5,746,000
MILL
RATE
KEY MUNICIPALITY POPULATION  EQV.
030 DILLINGHAM 1,670 24.03
040 FAIRBANKS 25,568 15.67
050 GALENA __ 805 22.08
060 HAINFS VTTollC)23 -37
070 HOMER 2,538 13.27
080 HODNAH 799 5.38
090 HYDAI3L IRC 356  4.79
100 KAKE 583 16.78
110 KENAI 4,558 23.13
180 KETCHIKAN 7,200 28.29
140 KING COVE 513 21.13
J5u KLAWGCK 339 2.93
160 KODIAK 4,678 17.83
170 NENANA 592 21.76
180 NOME 3,039 16.96
190 NORTH POl E C981D 8.19
P.00 PAL. HER 2,275 17.10
P10 PELICAN 172 22.30
220 PETERSBI IRG 3,001 22.62
30 SAND POINT 697 28.08
140 SAINT MARY"S 432 28.36
750 SELDOVIA 505 15.15
B0 SEWARD 1,943 16.45
170 SKACWAY 819 12.30
"80 SOI DQTNA 2,445 15.43
*90 UNAL.ASKA 1,944 36.39
100 vAl1.DEZ 3,279 6.38
130 WRANGEI 1 2,345 83.04
60 YAKUTAT 430 16.92

CONE) CLASS CITIFF

$34,913,800
$14,047,800

PACE 4
FEBRUARY 22, 1981
CHAPTER 88 PRORATION FACTOR = 6.43407506040690
CHAPTER 89 PRORATION FACTOR = 0.92865022080026
CHAPTER 90 PRORATION FACTOR = 0.83123348099043
MINIMUM ENT. PRORATION FACTOR = 0.96709754619341
HOLD HARMLESS PRORATION FACTOR = 0.999052.32532675
CHAPTER 00 CHAPTER 09 MINIMUM HOLD TOTAL
ENTITLEMENT AND 90 ENTITLE...  HARMLESS FY 19
ENTITLEMENT ADO ON ENTITLEMENT ENTITL ®
$249,506 $23,318 $0 = $0 $272,82~
$2,492,152 $1,850,514 $0 $0 $4,342,66"
$110,500 $28,363 $0" $0 $136,1.9"
$15-1j 535 $26,064 $0 $0 $177,61"
$213,571 $45,188 $0 $0 $258, 76<
$26,768 $9,995 $0 $28,312 $65,07
$10,622 $7,352 $6,421 $0 $24,39i
$60,829 $12,441 $0 $0 $73 ,27<
$655,599 $1.30,498 $0 S0 $786,09!
$1,266,560 $348,215 $0 $0 $1,614,77!
$67,388 $10,906 $0 $0 $86,29 <
$7,094 $11 ,341 $6,001. < $0 $24,52"
$518,592 $36,650 $0 - $0 $555*24:
$80,097 $41,289 $0 $0 $121Kh;
$320,508 $418,924 $0 $0 $739,43-
$47,302 $23,810 $0 $0 $76,1 If
$841,893 $287,228 $0 $0 $529,121
$23,852 $10,735 $0 $0 $34,58.
$422,023 $236,554 $0 $0 $708,58"
$95,676 $34,632 $0 so $130,30!
$76,165 $53,732 $0 $0 $129,897
$47,585 $23,742 $0 $0 $71i328
$ 198,785 $439,281 $0 so $638,067
$62,654 $31,707 $0 $0 $94,361
$234,580 $61,866 $0 $0 $236, 447
$439,880 *$124,905 $0 $0 $564,78C
$130,103 $331,733 $0 so $461,897
$335,932 $273,199 $0 $0 $609,131
$45,233 $16,253 $0 $0 $61,486



PACE 5

FY 1982 MUNICIPAL.REVENUE CHARING ENTITLEMENTS FEBRUARY 22, 1988
rOTAI. APPROPRIATION - $55,707,600 CHAPTER 88 PRORATIONFACTOR =6.43407506040690
IHAPTER 88 APPROPRIATION = $34,913,800 CHAPTER 89 PRORATIONFACTOR ~0.92865022020026
AAPTER 89 APPROPRIATION = $J4,047,800 CHAPTER 90 PRORATIONFACTOR =0.83123348099043
HAPTER 90 APPROPRIATION = $6,746,000 MINIMUM ENT. PRORATION FACTOR = 0.96709754619341
HOLD HARMLESS PRORATION FACTOR = 0.99905232582675

MILL  CHAPTER 00 CHAPTER 09 MINIMUM HOLD TOTAL

RATE ENTITLEMENT AND 90 ENTITLE. . HARMLESS FY 190
KEY MUNTCIPALITY POPULATION  EQV. ENTITLEMENT ADD ON ENTITLEMENT ENT ITL
ECONO CLASS CITIES
010 AKIACHAK 435 3.23 $8,76G3 3)31 ,760 350 / ¥1,115 3)39, 15
020 AKIAK 197 0.00 $o 359, SG4 $22,790 3)0 $32,751
030 AKQLMIUT 625 4 .30 S18,G00 3)103,534 30" 3)0 $111,73-
040 AKUTAN 189 1L 1N IF151,277 3i0 3)0 3)0 $151,27
050 ALAKANUK 534 14 .26 0547,349 k37,365 i) 3)0 $84,711
0G0 ALEKNAC Tk 152 0.00 = 3>0 3)9,603 1E21,965 D0 531,56%
070 ALLAKAKFT 158 0.00 «ro 3-8,722 525,207 3)0 $33 ,92"
080 AMBLER 198 8.05 "1,9,919 3)27,200 3)0 3)0 $37, 12i
090 ANAKTIJVI IK PASS 235 0.00 $0 3)0 3)0 3)0 5f
100 ANDERSON 500 3-75 inl11,659 X16,152 3)6r362 3)0 $34, 17.
110 ANGQON 445 1.43 3)3,983 3)12,476 3)9,034 3)13,274 3)38,765
120 ANIAK 338 5.28 $11,100 3)93,361 3)0 0 $104,46
130 ANVIK 110 3.94 3)2,698 3)10,337 3)20,946 3)0 $33f188:
140 ATMAUTLUAK 226 1.13 Hil,590 3.9,97.3 3)21,214 3)3,613 353™1"
1SO BETHEL 3,549 23.43 3)516,963 3)255,489 1)3) <D0 $772,45-
IGO BREVIC MISSION 149  7.11 IDE.,590 3)10,337 3)17,054 ilio 3)33,98.
170 AUCKLAND 211 6.03 3)7,917 3)0 3)25,724 3)0 $3.3,64;
vBO CHEFORNAK 230 7.61 ill10,887 $9,964 ih11,903 3)0 $32,75"
190 CI IEVAK 491 2.55 187,811 ilil 1,521 3)13,47.3 3)0 3)32, 8CJ
200 CI TUATI IHAL.I KK 104 5.72 313,700 3)34,889 50 il"0 $24 ,70"
210 CLARK™S PCIfNT 78 12.74 3)6, 177 39 603 3)15,788 3)0 aa ir56i
220 DEER INC 155 18.80 into,110 310,337 1)5,526 il"0 $32,59,"
230 DELTA JUNCTION *245- 0.00 3i0 3)37,876 3)0 34,987 i{jacale”.
240 nilIMFDE 149 2.35 $2,181 100 1R29,07 1 il"o $31,25"
250 EAGLE 186 2. 11 3)2,480 3)6,423 ilil9,328 3)0 $28,19
I0) EEK 226 0.00 3)0 IR0 3)0 3)0 £ C
270 EKUDK 76 0.00 3)0 10 3)0 3)0 il"C
280 EL IN 2on  3.93 115,571 inl5,507 3)13,076 3)0 $30,754
290 EMMDMAK 568 6.32 3)22,318 3)34,594 3)0 3)0 3)56,91 1
:00 FORT YUKON 599 10.06 3)40,465 3)43,61 1 3)0 3)0 3)84 ,077



TOTAL.
THAPTER 88 APPROPRIATION
:MAPTER 89 APPROPRIATION
IHAPTER 90 APPROPRIATION

KEY

APPROPRIATION

MUNICIPALITY

ECONO CLASS CITIES

350
330
340
350
360
370
380
390
100
110
(50
130
40
60
70
80
90
00
10
50
30
40
50
35
30
70
10
30
30
0
Iy

GAMGFLL.
GOLOVIN
GOODNEWS 8AY
GRAYLING
HOLY CROSS
HOOPER DAY
HOUSTON
HUGHES
IT13SLIA
KACHEHAK
I<AI<TQVII<
KALTAG
KASAAN
KIANA
RIVAL INA
KOFIUK
KOTI.IK
KOr/ERUE
KOYUK
I<OYUI<UI<
KIJPHEANOF
RUE TI ILIXK
LARSEN DAY
LOWER KAI..SKAG
MANOKOTAK
MCGRATH
MEKORYUK
MOUNTAIN VILLAGE
NAPAKTAK
NAPASK 1Al
NEHHALEM

FY 1985 MUNICIPAL REVENUE SHARING ENTITLEMENTS

$95,707,600

$34,913,800
$14,047,800
$6,746,000

POPULATION

480
94
167
505
533
654
583
71
530
455
501
539
64
356
549
64
333
5,550
503
95
49
451
167
544
590
343
176
580
583
545
135

14 .
.40

8.
1.

5
0
0
0
5
1.
7.
13
7
0
0

MILL
RATE
EQV.

3.31
6.93
0.00
0.00
5. 16
5.
0
0
0
5

45

.11
.00
.00
.06
0.55
0.00
0.

5.64

10

4.16
0.
3.48

00

66

75

.00
.00
.00
.81

51
71
90

.89

55
00
39

CHAPTER
CHAPTER
CHAPTER
MINIMUM
HOLD HARMLESS PRORATION FACTOR =

CHAPTER 00
ENTITLEMENT

$1.1,681
$4,050
$0

$0
$7.,477
$9,513
$416

$0

$1
$5,461
$353

$0

$43
$5,856
$6,441
$0
$7,339
$505,155
$6,817
$5,167
$0

$0

$0
$4,570
$5,737
$3,666
$8,646
$50,109
$15,764
$0

ENT.

SBPRORATION FACTOR
89PRORATION FACTOR
30PRORATION FACTOR

CHAPTER 09
AND 90
ENTITLEMENT

$0
$10,337
$0
$0
$53,553
$0
$73,996
$0
$67,517
$0
$0
$0
$7,455
$17,444
$0
$0
$9,964
$56,856
§16,150
$13,568
$0
$0
$0
$100,333"
$10,834
«$45,711
$3,964
$54,495
$17,686

$9,964
In rr=\

MINIMUM
ENTITLE. .
ADD ON

$51,360
$19,594
$0

$0
$3,670
$55,313
$0

$0

$0
$50,538
$33,313
$0
$16,933
$10,915
$57,500
$0
$15,451
$0
$11,535
$15,355
$0

$0
$55,939
$0
$17,980
$0

$14 ,144
$0
$5,558

%%?,79I

PACE

FEBRUARY 55,

-6.43407506040690
-0.95865055050056
0.B315334E099043
PRORATION FACTOR - 0.96709754619341
0.99905535535675

HOLD
HARMLESS
ENTITLEMENT

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
;0
;0

$0
$0
$0

ii0

1985

TOTAL

FY 190
ENTITL j,

$33,64."
$35,01C
$C

$C
$34,407
$35,457
$74,413
$0
$67,519
$55,393
$33,645
$n
$54~*51
$3471 6
$30,994
$0
$35,755
$561,981
$34,175
$34,088
$0

mi 0
$55,939
$98,540
$31,61 1
$49,378
$35,755
$104,601
$33,003
$35,755



PAGE 7

FY 1988 MUNICIPAL REVENUE SHARING ENTITLEMENTS FEdRUARY 28, 1982

OTAL APPRDPR IATION * S55r707r&00 CHAPTER 88 PRORATIONFACTOR * G-.43407506-0406-90
HAPTER HR ~ APRROPRIATIUN= 234,913,800 CHAPTER 89 PRORATIONFACTOR =0.9286-5088080026-
HAP TER 80 APPROPRIATION= 214,047,800 CHAPTER 30 PRORATIONFACTOR -0.83183348099043
HAPTER 90  APPROPRIATION=  26-,746,000 MINIMUM ENT. PRORAT IOh! FACTOR “<0.96-7097546-193 41
HOLD HARMLESS PRORATION FACTOR « 0.93905232588675
MILL  CHAPTER 00 CHAPTER 09 MINTMUM HOLD TOTAL jggv
RATE  ENTITLEMENT AND 90 ENTITLE. HARMLESS FY 1989
KEY MUNICIPALITY POPULATION  EQV. ENTITLEMENT ADD ON ENTITLEMENT ENTITLE.
_ - . m i

ECOND CLASS CITIES

630 NEW STUYAHOK 327 0.00 20 29,603 2517965 20 230,813
640 NEWTDK 175 0.81 2891 29,964 281,399 20 238,755
650 NIC.HTMUTE 135 7.18 25,977 29,964 216,814/ 20 238,755
660 NIKOLAI 88 0.00 20 20 20 20 *0
670 NGNDALTON 171 0.13 2197 214,105 217,414 20 231 ,7-17
680 NCJORVIK 503 8.33 29,158 *13,155 26,935 20 234,835
690 NULATO 338 8.07 24 ,368 259,074 21,168 20 234,595
POO NUIOSIir 271 0.00 20 20 20 20 20
P10 OLD HAF?BOn 334 0. 18 2387 211,110 214,867 20 286,365
P20 Ol1Z INK IE 170 1.39 21,473 27,739 217,04 1 20 *86,554
P30 PILOT STATION 383 5. 17 210,398 26,887 216,005 20 238,635
20 PLATINUM 55 13.53 24,653 20 287,805 U ;S94 233755
"50 PUTNT HOPE 531 1.03 23,418 20 230,889 20 2337wi5
"60 PORT ALEXANDER 90 8.59 2 t,450 20 283,609 20 25572)60
"70 PORT HE IDEM 91 1.08 26 13 289,438 20 20 *90,040
80 PORT L1 I0ONS 818 8.99 218,189 28,463 25,684 20 286,878
90 O01J1MI 1AGAK 409 3,01 27,660 213,856 21t.366 20 288,375
00 RIJRY 190 0-60 27 15 20 238,987 20 233,645
10 RUSSIAN MISSION 168 0.00 20 20 2,0 20 20
20 BAIN 1 MICHAEL 250 8.33 23,750 210,337 219,894 20 233,988
30 SAINT PAUL 591 8.45 231,051 2118,541 20 20 2143,595
40 SAVriQMGA 530 6.53 281.734 210,337 21,910 20 233 ,957
50 SAXNAN 276 0 .00 20 27,458- 216,976 20 284,398
60 SCAMMUN DAY 849 8.36 23,667 23,898 284,995 20 238,555
70 SELANIK 378 0 .00 20 20 20 20 20
80 SUAGFI.UK 187 0 .98 2730 26,460 256,663 20 233,851.
30 SI IAKTCIIIL. 11< 177 8.88 23,178 *86,533 20 20 259,705
00 GULLDON POINT 103 5.67 23,636 29,964 219,154 *Q 238,755
10 SI ISUMAlter 485 3 .06 28,008 26 ,3:36 219,363 20 33,85r
20 SI IUMGNAK 80R 1.96 28,546 2in »TP *81 .rwui - r> err-



TOTAL APPROPRIATION
CHAPTER 80 APPROPRIATION
09 APPROPRIATION
CHAPTER 90 APPROPRIATION

CHAPTER™®

KEY

3940
3950
3900
5990
5000
5010
5015
5020
5030
5040
5050
5060
5070
5000
5090
5100

MUNICIPALITY

SECOND CLASS CITIES

TANANA
TELLER

TEMAKEE SPRINGS

TOGIAK

TOKSODK BAY

TIJLUKSAK
TUNUNAK

UNALAKLEET
UPPER KAl .SKAG
HA INHRIGMT

HALES
HASILLA

WHITE MOUNTAIN

WHITTIER

EXT FIRE AREAS
NATIVE VILLAGE GOVT

$55 ,707,G00

$34,913,800

$14,047,800
$6,746,000

POPULATION

463
229
132
511
331
234
301
672
128
410
143
1,928

CHLONOO LN NN W

""135 10.

211 33

7,443 0

1 0

MILL
RATE
F.QV.

.08
.51
.33
.69
.48
.93
.92
.36
.52
.00
.21
.33
18
.93
.00
.00

MINIMUM ENT.
110LO HARMLESS PRORATION FACTOR = 0.99905232582675

HOLD
HARMLESS
ENTITLEMENT

[

CHAPTER 00
ENTITLEMENT

$8,866
$10,695
$1,912
$8,559
$13,351
$4,265
$3,611
$26,608
$2,007
$0
$1,079
$4,026
$8,549
$44,509
$0
$0

FY 1982 MUNICIPAL REVENUE SHARING ENTITLEMENTS

CHAPTER 80 PRORATION FACTOR
CHAPTER 89 PRORATION FACTOR
CHAPTER 90 PRORATION FACTOR

PAGE

0]

FEBRUARY 21

G -434075060"10690
0.92865052020026
0.83123340099043

PRORATION FACTOR ~ 0.96709754619341

LY

CHAPTER 09

AND 90

ENTITLEMENT

$102,374
$19,027
$12,513
$24,609
$9,964
$119,802
$9,9i1:4
$41,091
$36,827
$0

$0
$124,026
$14,165
$16,125
$69,053
,275,683

MINIMUM
ENTITLE. .
ADD ON

$4,545
$11,046
$0
$9,439
$0
$19,179
$0

$0

= $0
$30,174
$0
$9,004
$0

$0

$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

T(

FY

“$

$1,



FV 1981 MUNICIPAL REVENUE SHARING ENTITLEMENTS (1IP)

POTAL ENTITLEMENT - 3155,707,600

KEY COMMUNITY

OROI.IGHS AND SERVICE AREAS
010 ANCHORAGE A.UJ.

QdO CITY S.A.

030 EAGLE RIVER

040 CHUGIAK

060 GIRDWOOO

070 GLEN ALPS

080 FIRE S.A.

030 ROADS @mDRAINAGE
035 LIMITED ROAD S.A.
100 POLICE S.A.

110 PARKS ( REC

«1620 P & R/CHUGIAK

130 SOI.ID WASTE S.A.

140 CHIJGIAK/SOLTO WASTE
150 BUILDING SAFETY

160 ciTy SA ROADS & DRAINAGE
170 SERVICE AREA 35

i75 UPPER 0* MALI EY

ino PORT GF ANCII.

105 ROADS

130 AIRPORT S.A.

195 PtJBI IC TRANSIT

200 PARKING s.A.

210 BRISTOL BAY BOROUGH
230 FAIRBANKS BOROUGH

240 ESTER F.P.
250 NORTH STAR F.P.
260 UNIVERSITY F.P.

170 HAINES BOROUGH

400.
.00
.99
.00
.54
.59
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.60
.00
. 16
.00
.00
.00

- N
OO O Ul o

[y

&)
CooP®PopoOoOOODODOOOOCOOO

PUBLIC ROAD
MILES

60

.87
.60

.00
.00

.00

OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

o

o o

ICE ROAD
MIL ES

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

.00
.00

.00
.00
.00

.00

HOSPITAL
ENTITLEMENT

05463,885
050
050
050
050
050
050
350
050
050
050
050
050
050
050
050
310
050
050
350
350
350
350

350
350

350
350
310

350

FEBRUARY 5P, 198E

HEALTH FACILITIES
ENTITLEMENT

35688,405
350
350
350
350
350

/ 350
350
350
350
350
350
350
350
350
350
310
310*
310
310
310
010
0;0

3538,4 14
SO

3.0
310
310

310

HGSPTTA

CONST. Al

055,485,87

RRRERE &

3 X

ROA

on
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KEY

510
520
525
530
540
541
550

560
570

FY 1981 MUNICIPAL REVENUE SHARING ENTITLEMENTS <119
rOTAL ENTITLEMENT

3555,707,600

COMMUNITY

SUTTON F.P.

NON AREA-WIDE

TALKEETNA FLOOD S.A.

TALKEETNA F.P.

GARDEN TERRACE
Mlquay

LAKES F.P.

NORTH ELOPE BOROUGH
SITKA®™ BOROUGH

IRST CLASS CITIES

300
310
320
330
340
)50
)GO
>70
>00
"90
00
10
20
40
50
60
70
BO
DO
00
10
30
10
*0

BARROW
CORDOVA
CRAIG

DILI. INGHAM
FAIRBANKS
GALENA
HAINES
HOMER
HOOMAH
HYOABURC
KAKE

KENATI
KETCHIKAN
KING COVE
KLAWOCK
KODIAK
NENANA
NOME

NORTH POLE
PALMER
PELICAM
PETERSBI IRC,
SAND POINT™
SAINT MARY"S

PUBLIC ROAD
MILES

0,00
.00
.00
.00
.00

ol loNoNeNe)

.00

54.47
16.05

.00
.55
.91
77
.20
.58
.44
.70
.00
.17
.17
.87
.60
.10
.65
.68
.26
.60
.72
.36
.10
.48
.34
7.93

(ee]

- & N
RPWo O wh _ OO0l N~NDMooO

e
OO wwd

0o ©

ICE ROAD
MILES

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.03

OO O o o o

0.00
.00

o

.00
.00
.00

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.13
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

SisieNeloloNoNeNeNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNeoReRe N Xe)

HOSPITAL
ENTITLEMENT

350
350
350
350
350
350
350

350
35240,640

350
35268,751
350
350
35268,75 1
350
350
350
350
350
350
350
35231 ,942
350
350
350
310
35323 ,049
350
35240,640
350
35240,640
350

FEBRUARY 22, 1982

HEALTH FACILITIES

ENTITLEMENT

350
350
350
350
350
350
350

3582,700
3532,727

350
3525,800
3522,266

350

35165,55 1
3510,337 *

350
3515 ,978

350

3,0

350
fiil5,978
3,37 ,110

359,603
317,422

350

350
351,687

350

350

357,989
321,101
359,603
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31C
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31,181 ,059
350
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~350
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3540, 65-)
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OTAL ENTITLEMENT

<EY

-GO
270

280
290

300
330

360

FY 1981 MUNICIPAL

COMMUNITY

SEWARD
SKAGWAY
SDLDOTNA
UNALASKA

VALDEZ
WRANGELL

YAKUTAT

ICOND CLASS CITIES

)00
>10
>20
>30
.<10
*S0
>60
>70
>80
>90
00
10
20
30
AO
50
60
70
80
90
00

10
20
30
«10

AKHIOK
AKITACHAK

AKTAK

AKOLMIUT
AKUTAM

Al . AKAMUK
ALEKNAC. IK
ALLAKAKET
AMBLER
ANAKTL.IVIIK PASS
ANDERSON
ANGTIGN

ANTAK

ANVTK
ATMALITI. 1 JAK
BETHEL

BREVIG MISSION
BUCK LAMD
CHEEDRNAK
CIEVAK
ciiiiatiiuvaiuk

Cl ARK *13 I*(IINIT
DEER INC

DELTA JUNCTION
DIDNFDr

REVENUE SHARING

$55,707,600

PUBLIC

ENTITLEMENTS

ROAD

MILES

18.
.50
.78

3
2 A

38.

15

7.

[E

[EEN
3(DCDCD:DC)OO(D(:C)C)CZOU'I(H(3(.’1[\)CJ:I>(DC)O|A:|>

35

A2

.80

13

.31

.00
.59
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.70
.22
.00
.00
.18
.10
.00
.00
.85
.00
.00
.00
.50
.00
.00
.00
.88

nn

ICE

O O oo o o

>
> O ©o O

> N
ST O000DO000O0OWMOO>TP000O00OY O

ROAD
MILES

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

.00

.00
.00
.00
.75
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

nn

HOSPITAL

ENTITLEMENT

,662
1BO
$0
$0

,818

,6A0

$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$o0
n;o
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$o0

»rn

HEALTH

FEBRUARY

$1a3,005
$7,989
™0
$9,603
$8,922
$15,400

$7,989

$0
$9,96A
$9,96A
$19,928
$0
$9,96A
$9,603
;o
$10,337
$0

$0

$0
$20,675
$10,337
$9,96A
$ 132,026
$10,937
$0
$9,9GA
$9,96A
$ 10, 437
$9,603
$10,337
$8,600

irn

FACILITIES
ENTITLEMENT

22, 19B2

HOSPITAI
CONST. A.IC

$r
$c
$c
$r

$c

$C

$C
$c
$c
$c
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0



FY 1931 MUNICIPAL REVENUE SHARING ENTITLEMENTS g FEERUARY 22, 1985
OTAL ENTITLEMENT = $55,707,600

PUBLIC RLIAD ICE RQAD HOSPITAL HEALTH FACILITIES HGSPITAI
"<EY COMMUNITY MILES MILES ENTITLEVENT ENTITLEVENT CONST. All
750 EAGLE 5.99 0.00 30 so S<
760 EEK 0.00 00(3 30 SO Ju
770 EKWOK 0.00 0.00 30 O m
780 ELIM 1.60 0.00 30 $10,338 O:i:<
290 EMMDNAK 3.41 7.50 30 S3,964 X
300 FORT YUKON 13.50 0.00 30 SO sC
310 FORTUNA LEDCE 5.00 0.00 30 $9,964 sc
3(70 GAMBELI . 0.00 0.00 30 SO sC
330 GOLOVIN 0.00 0.00 30 »$ 10,337 sC
340 GOOONEWS BAY 0.00 0.00 30 SO sc
350 GRAYLING 0.00 0.00 30 so sc
360 HOLY CROSS 4.00 0.00 O $10,337 .SC
370 HOOPER BAY 0.00 0.00 HD O sc
330 HOUSTON 30.75 0.00 SO SO SC
390 HUGHES 0.00 0.3 30 SO sc
100 111JSLIA 17.70 0.00 30 S10,337 sc
HO KACHENAK 0.00 0.00 30 0 G
20 1<AI<TOVII< 0.00 0.00 O SO SO
30 KALTAG 0.00 0.0(3 O 30’ SO
40 KASAAN 0.00 0.00 30 3)7,422
60 K IANA 2. EC) 0.00 O S10,337 ™0
70 XIVALINA 0.00 0.00 SO 3)0 3:0
80 «konilk 0.00 0.00 O O 3)0
90 KOTLIK 0.00 300 so S9,964 SO
00 KOTZEBUE 15.50 3.50 SO 3)0 SO
10 KOYUK 1.79 0.00 SO 3)10,3 17 SO
20 1<0YUI<UI< 1.00 0.00 SO 10,337 SO
30 KIJPREANOF 0.00 0.00 SO SO SO
40 KWETHUJK 0.00 0.00 30 SO SO
50 LARSEN BAY 0.00 0.00 ili0 3)0 3:0
55 LOWER KALSKAG 3.86 40.00 30 St0,337 SO0
60 MANOKGVAK 0.43 0.00 SO 3)9,603 so
70 MCGRATH 10.95 0.00 SO 3)10,937 SC)
30 MFKGRYI1JK 0.00 0.00 SO 3)9,964 so
30 MOUNTAIN VILLAGE 3.50 18.00 SO S3,96 SO
2.48 0.00 3)0 3)3,964 SO

30 NAPAK ITAI<



KEY

610
620
630
GAO
650
660
670
680
690
700
710
720
730
740
750
760
770
/G0
790
100
uo
i20
i30
140
i50
160
170
100
190
00
10
50
30
40
50
80

FY 1981 MUNICIPAL REVENUE SHARING ENTITLEMENTS (IIP)
TOTAL. ENTITLEMENT <« 555,707,600

COMMUNITY

NAPASKI Al
MEWHALEN

NEW GTUYAI-0C
MEWTOK
NICHTMUTE
NIKOLAI
NONDALTON
NOORVIK
NtJLATO
NUITQS5UT

OLD HARBOR
OIJZINKTE
P7LOT STATION
PLATINUM
POINT HOPE
PORT ALEXANDER
PORT HEIDEN
PORT LIONS
OUIMHAGAK
RIJHY

RUSSIAN MISSION
SAINT MICHAEL
SAINT PAUL
SAVOONCA
SAXMAN
SCAMMON RAY
SELAWIK
SHAGEI.UK

HI TAKTOOL IK
SUEI.DON POINT
SHISHMAREF
SHUNGNAK
STEHIJINS
TANANA

TELLER
TENAKEE SPRINGS

PUBLIC ROAD

MILES

N

w

w
NNl—‘ooHowU'lo,_\ooO\lOoon

D OOCONWRAROUIN L OOOO O O

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.50
.45
.80
.00
.45
.10
.CO
.00
.00
.00
.60
.39
.25
.00
.00
.00
.50
.00
.20
.25
.00
.00

.50
.00
.98
.00
.00
.69
.69
.00

ICE ROAD
MILES

-
OOOOOOODOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

HOSPITAL

ENTITLEMENT

SO
SO
(o)
SO
o)
S0
S0
o)
S0
so
SO0
S0
o)
so
SO
(o)
o)
o)
S0
S0
o)
o)
so
SO0
SO
o)
o)
o)
0
S0
so
o)
S0
o)
o)
o)

FEF3RIJARY 22, 198C

HEALTH FAC 11.1°
ENTITLEMENT

S9,964
$9,603
fAD,603
S9,964
53,964
SO
S91603
$10,337
S10,337
SO
SO
SO
SO
SO
SO
SO
59,603
SO
359,964"
SO
SO
"S10,337
SO
S10,337
SO
«1:n
SO
SO
St0,337
S9,964
SO
SJ0,337
S10,337
SO
S10,337
S7,700

HOSPITA
CONST. Al

a;
s
5
wr
St
St
3i(
S(
S(
K(
SC
S<
.S(
ST
S(
SC
SC
SC
sc
sc
>r.c
sc
SC
SC.
sc:
SO
SO
SO
SO
sc)
so
so
so
SC)
so
SO



FY 1-331 MUNICIPAL REVENUE SHARING ENTITLEMENTS (HE)

OTAL ENTITLEMENT *

KEY

990
000
010
(O BN
050
030
040
050
0GO
070
0BO
000
100

COMMUNITY

TOGIAK

TGKSOOK BAY
71JLUKSAL —
TUNLJINAK

UNALAKI EET
UPPER KALSKAG
WAINWRIGHT
WALES

WASILLA
WHITE.MOUNTAIN
WHITTIER

EXT EIRE AREAS
NATIVE VILLAGE

$55,707,600

GOVT

IBLIC ROAD

MILES

.00
.00
.50
.00
.55
.50
.00
.00
.14
.55
.00
.00

N
O®O L UIO0OO0O | WO WO Ul

(@
(@
o

TOTAL

H
OCO0OO0OO0CDO0ODO0CDOmOOWO O

ICE ROAD
MILES

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.50
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

HOSPITAL

ENTITLEMENT

$0
$0
$0
$o0
110
li;o
$0
$o0
$o0
li;0
$0
fijo

$0

$4,050,354

FEBRUARY EE, 19R5

HEALTH FACILITIES
ENTITLEMENT

1G9,G03
$9,964
$9,364
$9,964
$10,337
$0

; $0
$0
,$15,400
1 $9,603
$0

$0

/RO

T T e Ly
$5,476,9175

HOSPITAI
CONST. ATF

$(
$(
24

K

$C

$c

$c

$c

a.

$c
$61,0i<

$1 ,,.141, EGr

$7,943,579
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(7) FURTHER:
2/9/84 Date: N -y
COMMUNITY < REGIONAL
The Committee on AFFAIRS has had
"An Act deleting the COLA provision in the library assistance
grant program; onU providing lor an effective date."
under consideration and recommends:
[><] do pass [ ] do not pass
i ] do pass with attached amendments(s)
[ 1 same title
L 1 replacewith CS for [ J new title
and recommends
[ 1] AND attaches a "Letter of Intent” [ ] New Fiscal Note
[ 1 Zero Fiscal Note Attached
[ 1] reports it back without recommendation
[ 1 referred to the Conimi ttee
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STATE OF ALASKA 1984 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

FISCAL NOTE _
IRevision Date: 1/31/84

Page 1 of 2~ 00,

1. REQUEST HB hSA ~ Il. FISCAL DETAIL
Bill/Resolution No.: AG #377-118-84 Agency Affected: Education.
Title™An Act delating the (DT.A provision Program Category Affected:fquc Info  Ciiltu
Sponsor: Governor BRU, Program of Subprogram!s) Affected:
Requestor: FHiipntion State Library fc Museums-Librarv Operations

Date of Request:

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (Thousands of Dollars)
FY 84 FY 85 FY 86 FY 871 FY 89
OPERATING
100 PERSONAL SERVICES -
200 TRAVEL
300 CONTRACTUAL
400 COMMODITIES
500 EQUIPMENT
600 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS, CLAIMS, ETC ,

TOTAL OPERATING 0 0 0 0 o. ..0
CAPITAL"
REVENUE
FUNDING:  (Thousands of Dollars)
GENERAL FUND 1
FEDERAL FUNDS 1

OTHER (Specify Source) i
TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0 0

N

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY
TOTAL

source of funds to offset FISCAL IMPACpMSILL: rala blll TOUId r(move the cost ot

living increase requirement for local expenditures for library operations. There is no
fiscal impact requiring additional funds for the change. Remaining provisions for
eligibility for grants under the library assistance grant program are unchanged.

IV. ANALYSIS: Attach a separate page for any Analysis See attached

Prepared By: Richard B. Eneen /ti Q.JIC xutl | V-g-A- Phone: .165-2910
Division: State Libraries and Muspums Date: j:m. U . 1P84

Approved by Commlssionerij i ~idWnol " February 1. 1984
Department: FH.iratinn JIA/LcWM TQTT/I

Distribution:
Original to Legislative Finance
Copy to Office of Management and Budget (for Legislature introduced bills)
Copy to Department (for Governor introduced bills)

Copy to Sponsor
rrmv tn Domioctnr fif different from Sponsor) *« 9/14/83



AG #377-118-84

1v.

HB 598 Page 2 of 2 FISCAL NOTE - (continued)

Analysis

This bill would remove from the ary assistance grant program a
requirement for a cost of living .ncrease in local operating expenditures
of libraries seeking grants. The requirement for COLA creates a hardship
for some communities and endangers continuation of the local library
service. The COLA requirement has an effect contrary to the intent to
strengthen local library services with the grant program.

Increases in local expenditures for lItcal libraries are better determined
by local needs and capabilities.



February 9, 1984

The Honorable Joe Hayes

Alaska House of Representatives
Pouch V

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Representative Hayes:

Under the authority of art. 1, sec. 18, of the Alaska
Constitution, I am transmitting a bill that would elimi—
nate the <cost-of-living-adjustment (COLA) requirement 1in
the library assistance grant program. This <change was
requested by the Department of Education, the state i —
brary, and several community libraries. Due to the
uncertainty of revenues, public Ilibrary 1landing entities
are experiencing difficulty 1in maintaining local funding
for library services. Requiring an anneal cost-of-living

increase in local funding jeopardizes continuation of
local library support and handicaps the purpose of the
Library Assistance Grant Program to help 1local libraries
provide service.

Usually communities that <can increase local support of
their public Ulibraries do so. The COLA requirement im-—
plies that all communities need to be motivated by a legal
requirement when that might be needed for only a few.

Section 1 amends the first sentence of AS 14.56.330(b) to
remove the COLA requirement and to make <clear that, if a
library did not exist in fiscal year 1980, the amount to
which the prohibition on using the state money to supplant
the local money applies is the amount equal to local ex—
penditures 1in the first year a matching grant 1is awarded.
Section 2 would make this change effective immediately.

The legislation creating this program in 1981 passed both
houses unanimously, and 1 urge early passage of this bill.

Sincerely,

Governor



* State of AlasKa

T0: The Honorable DATE: March 2, 1984
Mike W. Miller, Chairman
Community andRegionalAffairs fileno:

Alaska House of Representatives
TELEPHONE NO:

from: Richard B. Engen,Director subject:HB 598
Division of State Libraries
and Museums , ) %

Department of Education

The Cost of Living Allowance or inflation percentage requirement
applied to local support of the 1local public library as a provi —
sion for receiving a Library Assistance Grant from the State was
intended to assure that 1local governments wnuld increase local
support of 1local libraries at least at the rate of inflation.

There are two main problems with the COLA provision. They are:

1. Inflexibility- even though local support were 1increased
it might not be increased enough to meet a fixed per—
centage; and,

2. Indirect control of local decision - local support
beyond maintenance of local expenditures in the base
year should be decided by thr 1local community, not by a
fixed grant program.

By FY 1984, the COLA provision has become a potential Iliability

to the local libraries. In some of the smaller communities

there may not be any more money available for offsetting infla-—
tion. This currently would mean 1loss of the grant and deterior —
ation of the library service. Since matching grants for Public

Library Assistance had to be prorated this year at 73%, the
State moved 1into a position of requiring local governments to
spend more to receive lerj.

This position is not supportive of the purpose of the Library
Assistance Grant Program or of the 1local libraries. Local
libraries are part of their communities. The grant program is
meant to assist public libraries with their operating costs and
to be part of the Alaska Library Network. In addition annual
reports from the majority of libraries indicate increases 1in
local support since 1980. The 1increase in the number of elig—
ible library outlets from 64 in FY 1982 to 89 1in FY 1984 shows
that both the communities and grants are working positively to
improve library service 1in Alaska.

Removal of the COLA provision represents removal of a built-in
conflict which creates a negative result for library service.

Two sample letters are attached.

0?00iA<niw
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Iy ! 1\11 fv7 BILL SHEFFIELD, GOVERNOR
It

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

dmsmmof sateUSmuesAnamuseums ! Pouch G, Juneau, Alaska 99811

Richard B. Engen, Director (907)-465-2910

October 26, 1983

Elva R. Scott

Eagle Public Library
P.0. Box 45

Eagle, Alaska 99738

Dear Mrs Scott:

Your Basic Public Library Assistance grant is being processed for FY 1984.
I am pleased to see your plan to purchase a microfiche reader. It
should be very useful to you and your library wusers.

Please start keeping circulation records and train volunteers to keep
them, too. We use circulation statistics frequently as a mesaure of
library activity and it is necessary to include Eagle.

I am concerned about your grant application for rY84 in that you request
matching funds. Probably this is a repeated warning but if you start
having matching for local funds, you must continue the amount plus cost
of living increases or forfeit your grant for at least two years. Some
libraries are running into this problem already. Since what you plan

to do with your local money may relate to repairs and maintenance, |
wonder if you will be able to have local money in the future. I really
just want to be sure you understand the commitment you are making.

Sincerely,

Margaret Leibowtiz
Deputy Director

cc: Audrey Kolb

HduMriLrd - J 1) Jj Ja A
LI 1 acwvX), Ai-- yuAcYr y /
r
1 * 1 A M , P



vember 14, 1983

Margaret Leibowitz, Dep. Director
St. of Alaska/Dept, of Educ.
Alaska State Library

Pouch 6

Juneau, Alaska 99811-0571

Dear Ms. Leibowitz:

The following information 1is what was requested on October
24th for our 1983 State Library Grant.

The library is kept open fifty weeks out of the year. We
have $1101.94 left from the 1982 grant. The following orders are
outstanding: World Book Encyclopedia @ $473.00; and Story House Corp.
@ $310.00. That leaves about $319.00 to cover continues cataloging
(card kits and labor) until the new grant arrives.

The library use statistics show thefollowing community
patron use: from November, 1980 to June, 1981 was 95 items -
Cantwell started receiving television that year. July, 1981 to June,
1982 was 150 items. July, 1982 to June, 1983 was 300 items. July,
1983 to November, 1983 was 233 items. The library has one entire
wall physically open to the main entrance hallway of the building

with about only 35" of hallway reaching to the main doors. 1| had
tried some evening hours in 1981, but haven"t tried since then as
I had had very little response. 1"11 be gladto approach the

community about hiring someone as | as taking night classes. 1 do

check books out for people any time 1 am in the building for classes
or meetings. The school is still the major center for 95% of the
meetings that are held in the community, and all of the adult
education classes.

A Community of Cantwell, Inc. meeting was held November
9, 1983. It was decided that | should not apply for the matching
grant monies even though the library has been designated to receive
monies from them again. I was asked to get the complete procedures
for the library grant and the matching grants. Margaret, this is
the first time 1| have ever been told about the community being
obligated forever and ever with cost of living increases. |_would
appreciate receiving ALL the information possible regarding this
matter. Thank you.

Cantwell School/Community Library
P. 0. Box 29
Cantwell, Alaska 99729

CC:Audrey Kolb
Cantwell Education Association
Community of Cantwell, Inc.
Cantwell School
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COMMITTEE REPORT / "
HOUSE
/>
FURTHER:
Date: A - - -
The Committee on COMMUNITY & REGIONAL AFFAIFfes had HB 625

"An Act relating to tnunicpal taxation of agricultural lands;
aid providing for an effective date.

under consideration and recommends:

L ] do pass [ 1] do not pass
I ] do pass th attached amendments(s)

[ —=] same title
[ <1 replace v/ith CS for Vv me < M mfT)] [ 1 new title

and recommends

L 1 AND attaches a "Letter of Intent” [ 1 New Fiscal Notefivv/
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[ 1 referred to the Committee
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Original sponsor: Koponen

BY THE COMMUNITY AND REGIONAL

IN THE HOUSE AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 625 (C&RA)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
THIRTEENTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION

A BILL

For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to municipal taxation of agricul—

BE

tural land; and providing for an effective date."

IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. AS 29.53.035(a) 1is amended to read:

(a) Farm use lands included in a farm unit and not dedicated or
being used for nonfarm purposes shall be assessed on the basis of full
and true value for farm ise, and shall not be assessed as if subdi—
vided or used for some other nonfarm purpose. The assessor shall
maintain records valuing the farm use Jland for both full and true
value and farm use value. Should the farm use land be sold, leased,,
or otherwise disposed of for uses incompatible with farm use or be
converted to a use incompatible with farm use by the owner, the owner
is liable to pay an amount equal to the additional tax [AT THE CUR-—
RENT MILL LEVY TOGETHER WITH EIGHT PERCENT INTEREST] for the preceding
seven years [,] as though the land had not been assessed for farm use
purposes, together with simple interest at the prime rate

as determined by the Alaska
Housing Finance Corporation, plus one percent. Payment by the owner

shall be made to the state, ttie” state has not made full® [TO THE
JJ)EOF XTSJ rA* ARAM  h ™% yna 1 nn » /\\ £1¥n nrtn_

BALANCE OF THE PAYMENT SHALL BE MADE TO THE CITY OR BOROUGH].
-1- CSHB 625 (C&RA)
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22

2

27

28

* Sec. 2. AS 29.53.035(b) is amended to read:

(b) An owner of farm use land must, to secure the assessment,
make application to the assessor before May 15 cf each year 1in which
the assessment is desired. During the same year, however, the govern—
ing body of the municipality may for good cause shown waive the
owner®s failure to make timely application for the assessment for that
yea nd authorize the assessor to accept the application as if timely
filed. The application shall be made upon forms prescribed by the
state assessor for the use of the Ilocal assessor and shall include
information that [MICH] may reasonably be required to determine the
entitlement of the applicant. IT the farm use land is leased for farm
use purposes, the applicant shall furnish to the assessor a copy of
the lease bearing the signatures of both lessee and lessor along with
the completed application. The applicant shall furnish the assessor a
copy of the lease covering the period for which the exemption Iis
requested.

Sec. 3. AS 29.53.035(c) is amended to read:

(c) In this section "farm use”™ means the use of land for raising
and harvesting crops™ [OR FOR] the feeding, breeding and management of
livestock™ [OR FOR] dairying or another agricultural usex [FOR PROFIT]
or any combination of them [THEREOF], To be farm use land, the owner
or the 1lessee must be actively engaged in farming the 1land [, AND
DERIVE AT 1.EAST 10 PER CENT OF HIS YEARLY GROSS INCOME FROM THE FARM
USE LAND] . The provisions of this section do not apply to land re—
specting which the owner has granted, and has outstanding, a lease or
option to buy the surface rights. A property owner wishing to file
for farm use classification having no history of farm-related activi—
ties [INCOME] may submit a declaration of intent at the time of filing

the application with the assessor setting out the intended use of the

CSHB 625(C&RA) .
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land [AND THE ANTICIPATED PERCENTAGE OF INCOME], An applicant using
this procedure shall file with the assessor before February 1 of the
following year a notarized statement detailing the farm use activities
on the farm use land [OF THE PERCENTAGE OF GROSS INCOME ATTRIBUTABLE
TO THE FARM USE LAND] . Failure to make the filing required 1in this
subsection forfeits the exemption.

Sec. 4. AS 29.53.035(e) 1is amended to read:

(e) Subject to legislative appropriations for the purpose, the
state shall reimburse a borough or city, as appropriate, for the real
property tax revenues lost to it by the operation of this section.
appropriations am less-LirjiT~~LInj "aniuauf-iieCUijBiirv TOTALaTl r~tiTibuisu-
™-nr tA3 oafW\Ttuninrxp~]rilry~"undur “this suboeetiony-paymenta shall be
dj2-L&rma na.d- by, pr-ora-fcln-g—- app”ofirdatiQBe- ue-ing- a- - that, when

airl- prrymetvEs - nar££ntag£L:. -

Sec. 5. AS 29.53.035(d) 1is repealed.

Sec. 6. This Act takes effect January 1, 1985.

kPICHE I Z™

A~ YO ~EC. — ,]OHﬁnPS

-3- CSHB 625 (C&RA)



Alaska &>tate legislature

-H House of Representatives b g

Juneau, Alaska 99811
jfy Committee on 907> 465-3870

Community & Regional Affairs

T0: House Community and Regional Affairs Committee
FROM: House Community and Regional Affairs Staff
DATE: March 26, 1984

SUBJ: CSHB625

As per Chairman Mike W. Miller's instructions, staff returned the work
draft to the Dept, of Community and Regional Affairs Mike Worley,
State Tax Assessor to review the date to be tied to the prime rate on
line 21, page 1, section a.

The date of January 1 was chosen, rather than date of sale,as being
an equitable date for all concerned because of the possibility of the
land being taken out of the "farm use" category but not necessarily
sold.

While reviewing the bill with Mr. Worley and Lisa McClaren of Rep.
Kopenen"s staff, we discovered that there was a double payment to the
borough at this time in the statute. If the state has paid to the
borough the full reimbursement for revenue loss, there was no need
for any of the penalty monies to be passed to the municipality in—
volved. However, 1if there has been a shortfall declared and the
municipality did not receive full reimbursement, it is suggested to the
Committee that lines 24 - 28 be added to insure the municipality of
being able to recoup their loss during a seven year period.

A concern, generated by staff and shared by the tax assessor, is the
possibility of a new owner having no knowledge of a large tax bill on
the land he has just bought and being legally liable for this debt as
the assessment and debt incurred 1is upon the property, not an indi—
vidual. Lines 14 - 22 of page 3 have been suggested to the committee
as the insurance against this happening. This language is already In
place in other legislation such as AS 29.63.05 EXEMPTION so there is
a precedent. This language Tforces the state to do the paperwork to
insure a title company of finding the lien. At this time, there 1is an
undeclared lien upon all such exempted property which is legal and
binding. This language just makes sure that all persons entering into
a real estate transaction will be informed of the indebtedness against
such property.
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TO: House Community and Regional Affairs Committee
FROM: House Community and Regional Affairs Staff
DATE: March 21, 1984

SUBJ: CSHB625

The committee substitute for HB625 is suggested by staff in answer to
suggestions outlined by constituents and the Department of Community
and Regional Affairs.

Rep. Kopenen®s original bill is intact within the committee substitute.
Staff has interviewed the Dept, of C & RA and other interested parties
and there has been no great show against the bill. However, in inter—
viewing the constituency, staff found that the bill stopped short of
what several organizations would like to eventually have placed in the
statutes. Also, the Dept, of C & R A had some house keeping amend—
ments that they would like see enacted. By revising HB625 into a
committee substitute, the Committee can handle the other requests
without drawing up separate legislation.

*Section 1 -

The Department of C S R A wanted to bring the penalties more in line
with modern day inflation. There suggestion was raise the 3% interest
rate to a much higher rate. The mill levy has in the last couple of
years declined and the language "current mill levy" could offer sub—
stantial gains to the individual and losses to the state and borough.
The reverse could also be true, as state revenues decline and mill rates
are elevated. Since this particular statute was written as a deterrent
to farmers selling off prime farm land to other developing interests, it
is felt that tying the penalties to the fluctuating current prime rate of
interest would tend to make the penalties more fair and equitable and
legislation would not have to be enacted for inflation adjustment. The
penalties are now being computed at compounded interest and in con—
versation with C & R A, it was felt that simple interest would be fair
with the fluctuating prime rate tied to it.

*Section 2 -

The changes in this section have been precipitated by several asso—
ciations involved with farming. "Ag rights" land has to be filed upon
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initially and not until a change of lease holder, does this filing take
place again. However, fee simple property has to be filed yearly by a
certain date to retain "farm use" status and have a special assessment.
It is felt that there is great inequity between the filing system of "ag
rights" land and "fee simple” land. However, "ag rights" land is not
owned by an individual and the state holds all the power on the status
of that land. "Fee simple” 1is of course owned by the individual and
therefore, the individual has the option to do anything with their land
that they desire. Since the "ag rights" land can never be switched to
another status without the state becoming immc-dizrely aware of the fact,
there is no need to file more than initially. The local and state asses—
sors are concerned that if only an initial filing is required on "fee
simple" property, they might not be able to become aware of changes
affecting the "farm use" status. The official date of tax assessing is
the 1st of January of each year. In talking with local assessors, they
try to have their records updated by the 1st of March. Since it is
sometimes very hard to determine land status under 20 feet of snow,
they make their notes and then compare them to the filing when the
property owner submits it. If there is a great discrepancy or unan—
swered questions, the assessor will contact the property owner for the
answers. The local assessor feels he needs to have the yearly filing
and it should not be a great deal of time out of the land owner®s year
to fill out the paperwork and get it to the assessor. In talking with
land owners, they did not like the deadline for fear they could lose a
year"s tax status inadvertantly or thru carelessness. The change
suggested gives the land owner an opportunity to show good cause and
gain a waiver for failure of timely application.

*Section 3 - Rep. Kopenen®s bill.

*Sec\.ion 4 - Rep. Kopenen®s bhill.

*Section 5 -

This section is suggested by the Dept, of C & R A to handle prorating
in case of shortfalls. This section, staff is informed, will start being
introduced in legislation to help in the future and eliminate the need for
special appropriation legislation.

*Section 6 -

The effective date of this bill is changed to Jan 2 to keep this bill from

being null and void when CSHB172 becomes effective. Merely a house—
keeping precaution.
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DEFT. OF COMMUNITY & REGIONAL AFFAIRS

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER

March 21, 1983
POSITION PAPER

RE:C HB 625
SPONSOR: Rep. Koponen

POSITION: No objection

PROGRAM EFFECTS

The bill removes the ten percent income
clarifies some of that existing language.

COMMENTS

The Department supports the language 1in the

or clarifies existing law.

BILL SHEFFIELD, GOVERNOR

0O POUCH B

JUNEAU. ALASKA 99811
PHONE: (9071 465-4730

0 225 CORDOVA STREET mBLOG B

ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99501
PHONE: (907) 264-2294

requirement from the
agricultural lands tax deferment program

corrects and

which corrects

In Section, 5, the bill allows the Department to prorate

payments to municipalities in the event State

adequate to fully fund the progranm.

Elimination of the phrase "at the current
1, in conjunction with the adoption of
interest, provides the means for avoiding
which could result from the sale of farm
future. In the =event municipal mill rates

language in existing law would encourage

their property 1into development status, and

of doing so, pay lower property taxes than
in past years.

The corrective language provides a penalty
interest which should encourage the farmer

all, or, if he does sell the property, to

purposes, and (2) pay back taxes at a higher
property owners, in the event he does sell

development.

The 1language 1is Section 2,which allows the

to "waive the owner®s failure to make timely
the same as wexisting language in statutes

programs which the Department administers.
any problems develop locally as a result of
we have no objection to its introduction

program.

APPROVED:

Emil

revenues are not

levy™ (Section
higher rate of
potential problems
property in the

to drop, the
to (@D) sell

in the process
taxpayers have

and a rate of
not to sell at

for farm use

rate than other

property into

governing body
application", is
governing other tax
havenot seen

language, and
the farm use

Commissioner



STATE OF ALASKA 1984 LEGISLATE£  SESSION
FISCAL NOTE

Revision Date: 3/14/84

REQUEST FISCAL DETAIL
Bill/Resolution No.: HB 625 Agency Affected: Community & Regional Affairs
Title: Municipal Taxation/ Program Category Affected:

Agricultural Lands Community D evelopment _
Sponsor ; _Ren. Kopor.en BRU, Program or Subprogram!s) Affected:
Requestor:HOUce C&RA Committee Varm Use Land
Date of Request:  3/13/34 Community Assistance Grants

(Agricultural Lands Exemotion)
EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: __ (Thousands of Dollars)

FY 84 FY 85 FY 86 FY 87 FY 88 FY 89
OPERATING

ICO PERSONAL SERVICES
2C0 TRAVEL
300 CONTRACTUAL
<{0 SUPPLIES
500 EQUIPMENT
600 LAND A STRUCTURES
700 CRANTS, CLAIMS 20.0 21.2 22. 5 23.9 25.3
300 MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING 20.0 21.2 22.5 23.9 25.3

I CAPITAL I |
[ REVENUE I I

FUNDING:  (Thousands of Dol ars)

CENERAL FUND 20.0 21.2 22.5 23.9 25.3
FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER

TOTAL

POSITIONS: Neelinible Tmract
full-time
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

SOURCE OF FUNDS TO OFFSET FISCAL IMPACT OF BILL:

ANALYSIS: Attach a separate page for analysis

Prepared By: Mike Worley Phone: 6p-
Division: Municipal & Regional Assistance Date: 1 ~
Approved by Commissioner: Date: 3/14/84
Agency: Commuritv & Regional Affairs

Distribution (by Agency preparing fiscal note):
Legislative Finance
Legislative Sponsor
Requestor
Office of Management and Budget
Impacted Agency(ies) 12/1/83
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STATE OF ALASKA 1984 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
FISCAL NOTE

Bill/Resolution No «; nn
Title: Municipal Taxation/Agricultural Lands

ANALYSIS:

Assumptions:

We are assuming 20 additional applicants at $1,000 each. The figure of 20 1is
strictly an estimate based on rejected applications.

Po sitions:

Funding:

Compu tations:

Impact on Local Government:

At tachraen ts






FARM USE ASSESSMENT APPLICATION ,
AS 29.53.035 ﬁ

Application must be filed on or before May 15. of the assessment year.
Complete a separate form fo" each parcel contained within the farm unit.

MUHICI PAL ITY

NAME OF OWNER

MATLING ADDRESS

ACCOUNT NUMBSER_

NAME OF LESSEE

MATLING ADDRESS

CITY STATE ZIP CITY STATE ZIP
TELEPHONE SOC. SEC. NO. TELEPHONE SOC. SEC. NO.
Soa. Sea. No. not mandatory for eligibility
PROPERTY LOCATION - DESCRIPTION - OWNERSHIP - USE %
m
Parcel Number City or Service Area | Ownership 5
Veri fied by 0
Subdivision/USS Recording District Type of Instrument Assessor or Clerk
[J OWNER OF RECORD g LAND LEASED
Section Township Range Date Volume Page Copy of lease attached
ROW CROP SMALL GRAINS HAY-ENSILAGE ROTATION PASTURE
FARM BLDGS RESIDENCE UNCLEARED__ PERMANFNT GRAZINGH TOTAL ACRES
Sum of individual listings must oe equal to "TOTAL ACRES
OWNER INCOME  DATA LESSEE

I hereby make application for Farm Use Assessment on the
above described property for assessment year 19 e« | am
actively engaged in farming the land and declare that my
land for the

gross Income attributable to the farm use

years indicated is 10% or more of my yearly gross income.
g Last year g Three year average

! will submit income verification documents for

inspection by clerk or assessor prior to May 15,
of the assessment year, OR

g Attached 1is a signed and notarized "Authorization for
Income Verification, Form 21-1*111". My state income
tax return will be filed with the Alaska Department of
Revenue prior to December 31, of the assessment year.

Income this year. Proof will be filed

next year.

g Estimated
prior to February |,

I hereby submit

information to supplement and support he

owner application for Farm Use Assessment for assessment year

19 <« 1 am actively engaged

in farming the land and declare

that my gross income attributable to the farm use land for the
years indicated is 10% or more of my yearly gross income.

[ Last year g Three year average
g | will submit income verification documents for

inspection by clerk or assessor prior to May 15,
of the assessment year, OR

Attached 1is a signed and notarized "Authorization for
Income Verification, Form 21-1*11". My state income
tax return will be filed with the Alaska Department of
Revenue prior to December 31, of the assessment year.

Estimated be filed

prior to February

income this year. Proof will
I, next year.

CERTIFI CATION

I/we the undersigned hereby certify that
are true and correct to the best of my/our knowledge.
imprisonment under AS 11.30.270.

is subject to punishment by fine or

authorizes .the assessor to review municipal
is agreed that the owner shall be

Subdistrict. It
Interest per AS 29.53.035.

"Does the gross
application
adjusted gross

I/we have read this application and the answers given
I/we understand that willful misstatement
My/our slgnature(s), hereon,
records with those of the loca. Soil Conservation
liable for the amount of tax deferred plus

SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT

xiiio space for local assessors use only

income attributed to the farm use land for which
Is made equal or exceed 10% of the applicants

income?"
1 YES DATE:

Veri fied by:

CINO

Assessor or Clerk

Not dedicated or being used for nonfarm purposes.

Verified by:

Assessor or clerk

DATE

DATE SIGNATURE OF LESSEE
g Approved g Denled_
PROPERTY FULL VALUE FARM VALUE DEFERRED
Land
BullldIngs NONE

TOTAL
“cmm L — N

Mill Rate
Amount of Tax $ J
Local Assessor - white copy Department of Community 6 Regional

Affairs - yellow copy Applicant - pink copy



ALASKA STATUTES TITLE 29, MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT
CHAPTER 51, MUNICIPAL ASSESSMENT AND TAXATION:

Sec. 29.53.035. Farm or agricultural lands, (@ Farm use lands included in a farm unit and not dedi ated
to or being used for nonfarm purposes shall be assessed on the basis of full and true value for farm use, and shall
not be assessed as if subdivided or used for some othernonfarm purpose. The assessor shall maintain records valuing
the farm use land for both full and true value and farmuse value. Should the farm use land be sold, leased, or
otherwise disposed of for uses incompatible with farm use or be converted to a use incompatible with farm.use by the
owner, the owner shall be liable to pay an amount equal to the additional tax at the current mill levy together with
eight percent interest for the preceding seven years, as though the land had not been assessed for farm use purposes.
Payment h”~the owner shall be made to state ro the extent of its reimbursement for revenue loss under (eg of this
section for the preceding seven years. The balance of the payment shall be made to the city or borough.
(sec 3 ch 229 SLA 1976)

An ownerof farm use land must, to secure the assessment, make application to the assessor® before May 15 of each
year In whichthe assessment is desired. The application shall be made upon forms prescribed téy the state assessor
for the use of the Deal assessor and shall include information which may reasonably be required to determine the
entitlement of the apilicant. If the farm use land is leased for farm use purposes, the applicant shall furnish to
the assessor a cow of the lease bearing the signaturesof both lessee and lessor along with the completed application.
The ap P!Jcant shall furnish the assessor with a copy of the lease covering the period for which the exemptionis
requested.

(© In this section "farm use"means the useof land for raising and harvesting crops or for the feeding, breeding
and management of livestock or for dairying or another agricultural use for profit or any combination thereof. To

be farm use land, the owner or the lessee must be actively engaged in farming the land, andderive at least 10 percent
of his yearly gross income from the farm use land. The provisions of this section do not apply to land respecting
which the owner has granted, and has outstanding, a lease or option to buy the surface rights. A pro;i)erty owner
wishing to file for farm use classification having no history of farm-related income may submit a declaration of
"ntent at the time of filing the application with the assessor setting out the intended use of the land and the
anticipated percentage of income. An applicant using this procedure shall file with the assessor before February 1
of the following year a no.urized statement of the percentage of gross income attributable of the farm Uje <and.
Failure to make filing required in this subsection forfeits exemption.

(g_)f_ In the event of a crop failure by an act of God the previous year, the owner or lesseemay submit an affidavit
affirming that 10 percent of his gross income for the past three years was from fanning.

]Se) Subject t legislative appropriations for the purpose, the state shall reimburse a borough or city, as appropriate,
or the real property tax revenues lost to it by the operation of this section.

ALASKA ADMINISTRATIVE CODE TITLE 19, DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY & REGIONAL AFFAIRS
CHAPTER 38, FARM OR AGRICULTURAL LANDS

19 AAC 38.010. FORMS, (@ The Department_of Community and Regional Affairs Form 21-410 and Form 21-411 are adopted
for use in application for the farm and agricultural land use assessment tind tax deferment program.

(]Q) Applicatijn and authorization forms shall be made available by and shall be returned to the clerk or assessor
of the municigality in which the land for which the farm use assessment and tax deferment are sought is located.
(Eff. 12/31/75, Reg. 56)

19 AAC 38.020. SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION SUPPORTING APPLICATION FOR THE ASSESSMENT AND TAX DEFERMENT. Annulled
under AS 44.62.320, passed 5/25/77.

19 AAC 38.030. APPEAL. An Applicant for the farm use assessment and tax deferment who believes that the valuation
or classification assigned to the land that 1s the subject of the application is erroneous may appeal to the board
of equalization of the municipality in which the land Is located in the manner provided by AS 29.53.130. The
municipality shall report the disposition of all such appeals to the state assessor. (Eff. 12/31/75, Reg. 56)

19 AAC 38.040. MAINTENANCE OF RECORDS - DUPLICATE COPIES. The municipality in which the land 1s located shall
maintain separate files and records of all applications for the farm use assessment and tax deferment, whether
allowed by the municipality or not, including valuation of ﬁwetﬁgoperty under the full and true value standard

of AS 29.53.060. Duplicate copies of all reco. J relating to application entered in the file shall be forwarded
to the state assessor. The municipality shall Investigate to determine whether title to land for which the assessment
and deferment have been granted has been conveyed or alienated in such a way that the assessment or deferment may

be terminated and shall advise the state assessor as to the results of its Investigation. (Eff. 12/31/75, Reg. 56)

19 AAC 38.050. CONFIDENTIALITY. Tax records and other documents providing evidence of tij applicant™s eligibility
for the farm use assessment and tax deferment are confidential and shall be used only for the purpose of ascertaining
whether the applicant is entitled to the benefits of the assessment and deferment. (Eff. 12/31/75, Reg. 56)

19 AAC 38.060. DEFINITIONS. In this chapter:

(@ "farm use assessment™ means the value of the unit or parcel of property for which application for afarm use
assessment and tax deferment is made, based upon its highest and best useas farm or agricultural land;

@ "ye_zarP[ gross Income™ means the fncome of the applicant ft* theyear preceding the tax year forwhich the
application is filed and means the adjusted gross income of the applicant as defined in Section 62 of the Intemal
Revenue Code (26 U.S.C. 62). (Eff. 12/31//5. Reg. 56)



McKEE, INC.

20 MILE CHENA HOT SPRINGS ROAD <S.R. BOX 50985 mFAIRBANKS, ALASKA 99701 \ (907) 488-6676

March 8, 1984
Rep. Mike Miller
P Ay
Pouc h V
Juneau, Alaska, 99811

Dear Rfep. Miller:

Thank you for your calls for information on our experiences
with farm taxation as relates to HB 625.

We strongly urge your support of HB 625. Passage would
result in the people who are creating and developing farms

be assessed at fatm tax status. Most farmers have a difficult
time deriving any income from farms for amany years so are
unable to prove 10% of their gross income has come from
farming.

We had hoped that legislation could be introduced so famers
would not need to apply for farm tax status on a yearly basis.
Perhaps such legislation will be introduced at a future date.

We are strongly opposed to HB 641 which would create a
Recreation Area in Pot Latch Ponds. Rome of the acres are

not suitable for farming, but many of the acres in Pot Latch
Ponds could be developed as good agricultural lands. Many
people have waited four years to have an opportunity to do just
that. We strongly urge defeat of HB 641 so farmers will be
allowed to develop this area.

We would appreciate your support of HB 625 and defeat of
HB 641. Thank you.

Sincerely,
McKee, Inc.

Donald W. McKee, Pres.



THE GRANGE

AMERICA’S FAMILY COMMUNITY FRATERNITY

Two Rivers Grange No. 3

S.R. 50985
Fa irbanks, Alaska, 99701

December 5, 1983
Representative (Mike Miller
P.0. 5509-1

North Pole, Alaska, 99705

Representative Miller:

Fanners in the North Star Borough question the need to apply
for farm tax status each year. Many of the farmers have state
"Ag-Rights Only"™ land which limits the use of the land to agri—
culture. Many farmers have filed for farm tax status yearly

for many years.

It is felt by many fanners that this yearly task is redundant,
yet they must comply or pay full-value taxes.

We recommend that legislation be enacted to require only an
initial filing for farm taxes. If land no longer is used for agri—
cultural purposes, itwould become the responsibility of the tax
payer to notify the proper taxing body.

We appreciate your attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

Two Rivers Grange #3

X

Alice H. McKee, Sec.



