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7420 Tikchik Circle
Anchorage, AK 99504
333-4587 or 279-0641

To build a windmill incorporating a controllable-pitch, full-feathering propeller;
hydraulic control of propeller pitch, a hydraulic pump, motor and "lock.l If
successful, the project will prove the viability of the theoretical ideas concern—
ing the use of full-feathering, ground controllable propellers and hydraulic
methods of power transportation for windmills. Alaskans could benefit from wind-
power systems, which are quieter and therefore, more environmentally acceptable.
Because the hydraulic windmill should provide that all adjustments be made from

the ground, it would be substantially safer than a conventional windmill.

EQUIPMENT FOR SENSITIVITY AND COLD TEMPERATURE TESTING OF SMOKE DETECTORS (131-81)

John Benevento Amount Funded: $4900
Geophys. Inst., U of A

Fairbanks, AK 99701

479-7560

To be used fov equipment in basic laboratory tests for smoke detectors to be used
in the bush. Tests would be run that would be difficult to document and evaluate
under field test conditions.

HEAT PUMP FOR FOUNDATION STABILIZATION (118-81)

R. Dale Guthrie Amount Funded: $5000
SR Box 20044-B

Fairbanks, AK 997C1

479-6034 or 479-7142 (work)

This would be a dual function heat pump; to stabilize a house foundation on perma—
frost with energy efficient interior heating. Building on permafrost in Alaska is
expensive and sometimes unsatisfactory. It is difficult to remove subfoundation
heat in an even and controlled manner without producing the undesired side effects
of expansion anddifferentialheaving of the. slab and foundation. It maybe possi—
ble to avoid these problemsend atthe same time, salvage building threatened by
permafrost with a modification of a heat pump system already in existence. Instead
of pumping heat into the basement from the soil surrounding the house, heat could
be evenly extracted from beneath the existing slab.

TO INSTALL A HIGH-PRESSURE JET MODIFICATION TO A CLAM HARVESTER (066-81)

Ed Stultz Amount Funded: $5000
7020 E. 11th

Anchorage, AK 99504

333-4348

A competent hand digger can harvest 200 to 300 pounds of clams per day. It is
proposed that the suggested high-pressure digger could harvest 5000 pounds per
hour, by using a water-pressure method.
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DEVICE TO TEST SOIL STRENGTH (068-81)

Douglas Beaudoin Amount Funded: $2050
50 Valley Drive

Fairbanks, AK 99701

488-9228

This would be a tri-dimensional stress-strain controlled field testing apparatus.
It would predict settlement rates of foundation materials. It would also deter—
mine size, shape and type of foundations and footings for each type of soil condi—
tion. The objective would be to perform field tests throughout the Anchorage and
Fairbanks areas where foundation failures occur and where cohesive soils exist.

TO DEVELOF A SUBMERSIBLE INVESTIGATING DRONE (069-81)

Randy and Larry Smith Amount Funded: $5000
P.0. Box L

Haines, AK 99827

766-2810

For underwater research, mapping and salvage. The drone would also have applica—
tion in pollution investigation, fisheries and halibut studies, harbor maintenance

and light underwater salvage. It would be an unmanned, remote-controlled drone
capable of being towed and/or maneuvered under its own power at ocean depths up to
35 fathoms. It would fit in a standard hold of any vessel o”er 50 feet In length

and could be lowered into the water with a modes winch.

TO STUDY THE FEASIBILITY OF MIGRATORY BEE/HONEY OPERATION SYMPATHETIC TO DELTA
BARLEY PROJECT (070-81)

Paul Carlson Amount Funded: $2350
Chilkat Valley Farm

P.0. Box B

Haines, AK 99827

766-2770

Bees would be purchased and installed in the Delta area. Bees from Haiues would

be sent by truck to the Delta area where eight acres of raposeed will be planted
for bee pasture. The Lees would then be transported back to Haines following the
bloom seriod. The benefit would be Increased honey production, a sounder agricul—
tural program, utilizing honey bee pollination for seed set and fruit yields.

WIND POWERED HEAT PUMP AND LIGHTING SYSTEM (003-81)

Erick Olson Amount Funded: $5000
P.0. Box 393
Haines, AK 99827

Project will demonstrate the feasibility of heating and lighting a house in south—

east Alaska using wind power. The power will be generated by a 10 kilowatt
"Elektro" wind generator and fed through battery banks to a six kilowatt modified
sine wave inverter. The heat pump will optimize power that is produced by turning

energy into heat in an energy conservative manner.
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MARICULTURE OF SUBTIDAL RED SEAWEEDS (005-81)

Natasha Calvin Amount Funded: $5000
P.0. Box 112
Auke Bay, AK 99821

The 9pecies of Alaskan seaweeds of Che Rhodophyca, or red algae group, when used
as natural herbs, applied topically, give significant relief from the -nptoms of
herpes infections. Awardee would dive in many places of the outer Chic., ,of area
which provide algae species,

TO CONSTRUCT A DUAL-LAYER GREENHOUSE ON ALASKAN PENINSULA (020-81)

Charles & Sara Hornberger Amount Funded: $3400
P.0. Box 69
Illiamna, AK 99606

To demonstrate Chat it is possible to grow major portion of food needs on the
Alaskan peninsula and enjoy a growing period of 8 months. The greenhouse would be
geographically situated and constructed to utilize solar heat to the maximum
efficiency.

TO REFINE INDOOR HYDROPONIC SYSTEM (022-81)

Ira Winograd Amount Funded": $1500
435 Kennedy St.

Juneau, AK 99801

465-3991 (day) 586-6417 (eve.)

To create an indoor hydroponic system for home use producing vegetables at a price
which is cost competitive with market produce. Compact in size, 3 feet by 8 feet,
awardee plans to market the units in kit form.

TO DEVELOP A METHOD OF PRODUCING ETHANOL ALCOHOL (026-81)

Craig Delbridge Amount Funded: $5000
7 Northland Maint. Co.

Pump Station #1

P.0. Box 73608

Fairbanks, AK 99707

479-3983

Alcohol would be remove from fermentation GS it is formed, by tying together the
fermentation and distillation functions in a continuous loop. The efficient pro—
duction of ethanol as a fuel could cut costs in marketing Alaskan grain and Alaskan
wood products. Exportation to overseas markets is almost prohibitive at this
time, due to high transportation costs.

HIGH TEMPERATURE SURFACE COMBUSTION TECHNIQUES (028-81)

Horace Simmons Amount Funded: $1500

Box 2464

Kodiak, AK 99615

486-4890

Incomplete combustion in stoves and furnaces increases fuel consumption. Awardee

will try to eliminate this problem by constructing two types of surface combustion
units. One will be intended for use with natural-draft oil ranf~s and heaters and



TO CONSTRUCT A CHICKEN HOUSE AND SOLAR PIT GREENHOUSE (031-81)
with wood and coal heaters. Another type will be constructed for use in forced-
draft furnaces and boilers.

Joy Orth Amount Funded: $4200
P.0. Box 1171
Wrangell, AK 99929

To develop a system of food production whicu would provide a continvious supply of
fresh vegetables, eggs and meat suitable to southeast Alaskan conditions.

COMPOSTING TECHNIQUES EXPERIMENTATION (033-81)

Eugene Garovr Amount Funded:  $4900
P_.0. Box 826b NRB

Kenai, AK 99611

776-8996

To develop a process of utilizing heat from decomposing brushwood and trimmings.
Bran<-.-.ss are chipped and stacked. Water is circulated through the stacks where it
is heated by the exothermic reaction of the decomposing brushwood. This hot water
in then used to heat buildings. Completion of the decomposition cycle results in
a high quality compostthat can betestedfor use for agricultural purposes.

TO REUSE WASTE HEATFROMLAUNDROMAT (038-81)

James Wilcox Amount Funded: $4400
1914 Churchill Ct.

Juneau, AK 99801
586-2637

Rocks would collect heat while the dryers are in use. After dryers have run, tops
of rocks should be warm anough to change temperature of water in pipes, which
would lower ccdt of heating water. Rocks would be in a box abovethedryer, with
vents entering from the dryeu. Heat recovery fans on top of the boxwould draw
heat bark from rockB and distribute heat to building.

TO CONSTRUCT A SOLAR SEMI-SUBTERRANEAN BARN/ROOT CELLAR (052-81)

Jack Detzel, Jr. Amount Funded: $4000
P.0. Box 278

2 Mile Tanana Loop Rd.

Delta Junction, AK 99737

895-4696 (work)

To make use of the heat loss from poultry and passive solar collector in the barn

and root cellar. The root cellar would provide necessary storage area for vegeta—
bles. The barn would provide shelter to laying chickens and turkeys. Vegetables,
eggs and poultry could be provided to Delta res. nts all year around.
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CONSTRUCTION OF ELECTRIC HYBRID CAR (057-81)

H. J. Coutts Amount Funded: $5000
Mile 348 Nenana Hwy.
Nenana, AK 99760

353-1106 (Mon. - Thurs.) 479-3645 (Fri.)
Not only construct but demonstrate its uBe under cold climate conditions. The car
will be assembled from off-the-shelf components. Fuel economy, which may approach

100 miles per gallon including electric power consumption will be measured and
reported.

IMPROVED HYDRAULIC RAM FOR USE ON STREAMS IN INTERIOR ALASKA (056-81)

N. Meade Riche Amount Funded? $4900
1379 Alaska Hwy.

Delta Junction, AK 97737

895-4842 (message)

A lighter, more compa and more efficient ram than used now. It will be fabri-—
cated from local materials and will be easy to install. The renewable hydro-power
will be used in the nearby stream to pump water to gardens, greenhouses and animal
barns, without using electric-powered or gasoline-driven engine pumps currently 1in
use.

WOOD FUELED ELECTRICITY GENERATOR (059-81)

Prichard Miller Amount Funded: $5000
P.0. Box 4005

Kenai, AK 99611

283-4426

To build and demonstrate an efficient, technologically simple producer gas refac—
tory to convert firewood into a flammable gas vapor to fuel a portable piston
driven electic generator. This would provide a means for comparatively economical
sources of electricity for many Alaskan areas where conventional means have proven
too costly.

TO DEVELOP A MICRO HIGH HEAD HYDROELECTRIC SITE FOR REDUCTION OF FOSSIL FUELS (077-81)

Kenneth Cassell Amount Funded: $5000
568C Thane Rd.

Juneau, AK 99801

586-2394 or 586-3911 (work)

Along the five mile length of Thane Road in Juneau, there are 27 streams; all
having potential to produce electricity. The need for fossil fuel would be less
by promoting the use of micro hydro. A community involvement program is planned
in all facets of the project.

TO REUSE WASTE COMPUTER PAPER (079-81)
Nancy North Amount Funded: $1000

401 3th St., #108
Juneau, AK 99801



To find a secondary use for waste computer paper which is thrown away in vast
amounts 1in the State of Alaska offices.

EMERGENCY SOLAR POWER FOR SMALL BOATS (004-81)

George Olanna Amount Funded: $3000
Shishmaref, AK 99772
479-7987 or 452-6519 (home)

To use the photovoltaic application of battery charging for boats. This could be
used not only to start the motor, but operate CB radios. There is almost 24 hours
of sun during the spring seal hunt and, as batteries very often go lead* this
could be a method to possibly save the lives of hunters who are 75 miles out sea.

TO RECYCLE ALUMINUM CANS (013-81)

Daniel Moen Amount Funded: $2400
Kodiak Scrap Metals

P.0. Box ?374

Kodiak, AK 99615

486-3881

To modify a log-splitter for the purpose of crushing cans. This method of decreas—
ing volume of used cans would be especially benericial to the bush country, where
disposal methods are a problenm.

RIVER-POWERED ELECTRICAL GENERATOR (021-81)

Pete Brown Amount Funded: $3000
General Delivery
Aniak, AK 99557

Using the power of the river in a similar manner as the fish wheel. The 12 VDC
generator would be designed to pov:er lirhts, a freezer and power tools at a fish
camp.

INSTALLATION OF SELF-TIMER SILENCERS ON SMOKF. DETECTORS  (130-81)

Nancy Smoyer Amount Funded: $5000
Geophys. Inst., D of A

Fairbanks, AK 99701

479-7125

There is a high incidence of false alarms in smoke detectors now being used 1in

Alaskan villages. A simple electronic circuit has been designed which will allow
de-activation of smoke detectors for ten minutes, by pushing a remotely connected
push button. The awardee will use the grant to construct approximately 100 of

these devices for Installation in six villages.
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Robert Ellis Amount Funded: $5000
P.0. Box 112
Auke Bay, AK 99821

Awardee 1is an experienced research diver. Collect plants for microscopic inspec—
tion for possible use as medicine and food. At present, there is not a systematic,
coordinated effort being expended in Alaska in this area.
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1982 Northern Technology Grants Projects

WoOL) UTILIZATION SURVEY IN THE FAIRBANKS NORTH STAR BOROUGH (N-82-01)

Steve Laroe Amount Funded: $2500
226 Glacier Avenue

Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

456-6094

The Interior Woodcutters Association will conduct a survey to determine if adequate
wood supplies are available for domestic and commercial use. Due to an increased
demand for fuel wood in the area, there is a notable decrease in available area6
for wood cutting. 1,200 questionnaires will be sent to Fairbanks residents to
determine the actual demand for use of firewood in the area. The Association®s
goal 1is to educate Alaskans concerning the use of timber and to promote the proper
use and management of this resource in interior Alaska on a sustained yield

basis.

DEVELOPMENT OF AN AUTOMATIC AND MANUAL FUEL-SAVING FLOC3. REGISTER (N-82-02)

D ne Wagner Amount Funded: $4000
919 Cherry Street

Anchorage, Alaska 99504

338-4555

The register will direct the air in a heating system ductwork to the area of a
room most in need of heat. Directional louvres vill automatically direct initial
cool air to the ceiling area. As air becomes warmer, it will be directed to
floor area. A two-selector manual system will operate on the same principle.

The plastic louvred register will be mounted over the outlet of a conventional
forced air heating systenm.

FROZEN FOOD PROCESSING PLANT (N-82-14)

Max Stark Amount Funded: $3750
St. Rt. 10603

Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

479-2891

The purpose of this project is to grow broccoli, cabbage and cauliflower and to
explore methods of freezing these products on a large scale. Produce will be

grown by the. awardee, as well as 4-H members and other residents. Plans for a much
larger food plant will be undertaken if the smaller plant is successful. Stark

is a retired vocational agriculture teacher and is currently supervisor of the
Alaska Experimental Farm.
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DOCUMENTATION OF OFF-PEAK ELECTRIC HEATING SYSTEMS AND USAGE (N-82-23)

Albert Shaw Amount Funded: $500
631 West 11th Street

Juneau, Alaska 99801

586-1602

The problem to be addressed is the apparent lack of information on electric off-
peak heating systems. The grantee will collect and document the names of suppliers
of these systems plus information on what utilities are doing to implement such
systems. The information could be used by individuals and utilities to determine

if off-peak electric power is adaptable to their particular needs.

DESIGN, DEVELOP AND TEST MANUAL, SEMI-AUTOMATIC AND AUTOMATIC CONTROLS FOR THERMAL
SHUTTERS (N-82-26)

John Davies (Ph: 479-7424) Amount Funded: $4900
Richard Siegrist (Ph: 479-7131)
SR 20123-K

Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

The grantees feel that energy-efficient thermal shutters will not be used by
Alaskans to any degree until reliable, automatic controls are available at a
reasonable cost. The four control designs will be: a single shutter manually
cranked from the interior of the house; single or multiple shutters semi-
automatically cranked by a switch-activated motor; multiple shutters automatically
cranked in unison by a motor controlled by hard-wired electronics that monitor
light, temperature and/or time of day, and multiple shutters automatically and
individually cranked at arbitrary time3 by a motor controlled by software-based
microcomputer electronics that monitor a large number of environmental conditions.

DESIGN AND CONSTRUCT WASTE OIL FURNACE (N-82-44)
Frank Abegg 111 Amount Funded: $3450

3762 Erickson Road
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

479-6045

The proper disposal of waste oil is an ongoing problem. The Environmental
Protection Agency and the Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation encourage
disposal through incineration. Although the cleanest method, it too can create

pollution. The design for this prototype waste-oil fired hot air furnace will
enable it to generate up to 100,000 3TU/Hour for space heating. The grantee has
extensive experience in this area and has marketed many devices such as this.
However, although there are many waste oil burners on the market there still is
not one designed for Alaska ™ unique conditions that can burn more than a few
gallons per day. The furnace will use a standard high pressure fuel oil burner
modified to burn waste oil. The furnace will be capable of operating on a wide
range of oils which could be stored underground in a leated tank.
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TO DEVELOP A MICROPROCESSOR CONTROLLER TO OPTIMIZE HOT WATER HEATER USAGE (N-82-49)

Richard Jablonowski Amount Funded: $5000
Box 638

Juneau, Alaska 99802

586-3833

The prcject will utilize a microcomputer to design the logic for and test the
energy savings of an "intelligent” black box controller for domestic hot water
heaters. Tie computer program will be able to direct the controls to turn a hot
water heater on and off; sense thermostat "on" and "off" conditions; sense requests
for hot water (flow or pressure changes); measure, and record and analyze operating
characteristics for financial and energy analyses. The computer®s data will be
doublechecked by cumulative energy meters. The final outcome will be the
development of "micro-chips” as the major component and. memory of these proposed
devices which will be installed, at a minimal cost, in hot w-?ter heaters.

BANDSAW POWER ALTERNATIVE FOR BUSH AREAS (N-82-51)

Matthew Kirchhoff Amount Funded: $500
Box 8800
Port Alexander, Alaska 99801

The absence of electricity in many rural Alaskan communities prohibits the use of
power tools. Using a commercial baadsaw kit, the grantee proposes to build a
bandsaw and utilize a treadle in lieu of power. Components for the treadle
design are readily available. A 50 pound automobile flywheel, pulleys, shaft,
gears and foot sprocket will be used to activate the bandsaw. He estimates that
the lowest gear setting will yield a blade speed of 340 feet per minute, and the
highest gear setting will yield a blade speed of 4900 feet per minute. His
ultimate goal is to produce the kits for use by other Alaskans in remote areas.

01.0SS-TRANSMISSION OF COCC1DIOSIS BETWEEN WILD AND DOMESTIC ALASKAN SHEEP (N-82-72)
Caro) Nielson Amount Funded: $5000

P. 0. Box 81751

Fairbanks, Alaska 99708

In central and northern Alaska, the further development of commercial sheep herds
as a local source of meat through "fat lamb"™ production would probably Involve

summer pasture grazing and winter confinement feeding. While on pasture, It is
very possible that domestic lambs and ewes could acquire coccidia, harbored by
Alaskan Dali sheep. The granteeproposes toinvestigate the possibilities for

cross-transmission ofcoccidiosis between Dali sheep and domestic sheep by deter—
mining if both kinds of sheep harbor similar species of Eimeria and if infective
cocysts from wild sheep can cause coccidiosis in susceptible domestic lambs.
Alaskans who are considering commercial sheep-raising, even on a small scale, need
to know if the use of summer pastures will expose their animals to Increased risk
of coccidiosis.
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STTIDIQ-SI1ZED, HTDRAITLIGALLY POWERED IMPACT MILL (N*82-77)

jv: Stannard Amount Funded: $4100
> 'Connor
N el .ks, Alaska 99701
.08

To address the high cost of imported clay and the unavailability of local

sources, the applicant plans to develop a mill to pulverize local ceramic raw
materials. It will not only provide an example of one person's ability to subsist
on local materials, but will also provide other potters in the Fairbanks area

with practical experience so that they too can extend their ceramic endeavors
without being completely dependent on outside suppliers.

SOIL HEATED FOOD PRODUCTION WITH SEEF IRRIGATION (N-82-37)

John Quirk Amount Funded: $3750

P. 0. Box 29

Galena, Alaska 99741

656-1238

Hot water plastic pipe will be placed two feet apart underground, and 18 inches
deep to use the waste heat from the Ruby, Alaska powerplant water jacket heat to
warm the soil from April through SeptenLsr. Seep irrigation will be used along

all the rows and slitted row covers on two rows for early production. This
should extend the growing season and increase the production of vegetable crops.

WINTER STORAGE FOR ROOT CROPS (N-82-103)

Stanford Gurtler Amount Funded: $4950

General Delivery
Ruby, Alaska 99768

To build a 24' x 48' root cellar for winter storage of excess vegetables. This
will be a village effort and will eventually be turned over to thi local school
as a students' project. The awardee is a native rural Alaskan trained in arctic
agriculture by the local Learning Center.

DEVELOPMENT OF A LOW-COST, LIGHTWEIGHT, SOLAR SNOW MELTER FOR EXPEDITIONARY AND
REMOTE SITE USE (N-82-107)

Matthew Sturm Amount Funded: $1300
Dan Solie

Geophysical Institute

University of Alaska

Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

479-7369

To maximize the amount of solar energy collected in the snow melting device,
maximize the efficiency of the heat transfer process to the snow and minimize the
heat losses. An important part of the work will consist of experimenting with a
variety of materials in a number of configurations in order to determine the best
possible arrangement. Obtaining water is often a problem in cold climates.
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Despite the limited availability of sunlight, it is possible to melt snow using
only the sun's rays.

TO DEVELOP A HYDRO-POWER GENERATION SYSTEM (N-82-109)
Michael Loeffler Amount Funded: $5000

P. 0. Box 595
Chugiak, Alaska 99567

694-3920
To build a turbine test unit which will incorporate various impeller designs and
test in several locations under different water conditions. The system will need

little, if any, stream damming and components are off-the-shelf items that are
readily available and inexpensive. The ultimate goal of the project is to produce
inexpensive kits simple enough for Alaskans in remote areas to build.

MONITORING OF INTERIOR WINDOW INSULATIONS (N-82.-80)

William McDonald Amount Funded: $4650
James Bershire

1551 East Tudor

Anchorage, Alaska 99507

274-2627

Since determining the right type of thermal shutter in Alaska has yet to be
undertaken, the awardees propose to gather and disseminate information on the
performance of several different types of interior shutters, in actual application
in southcentral Alaska. The approach to monitoring will be twofold; microprocessor
measurements of heat loss through the windows with and without shutters in place,
and visual observation with a log noting condensation problems that may exist.

The period of testing will be one complete heating season.

INSTRUMENTATION FOR A SMALL HYDRO-POWER PROJECT (N-32-108)

Louis Butera Amount Funded: $3750
University of Alaska, Anchorage

274-9344

The project will enable the collection of dita to substantiate and make possible

the compilation of an Alaskan Small Hy,opc 7er Guide. The instrumentation will
be installed on a 5 KW hydroelectric project currently under construction on a
local sCheara.

FISH MEAL AND OIL PRODUCING RAFT (N-82-119)

John Stam Amount Funded: $3800
Box 21
Galena, Alaska 99741

The awardee is a subsistence fisherman who has an alternative for current fish
camp methods of cutting and drying fish for use as dog food. He proposes to
build a large raft, using oil drums for flotation. The whole fish would be boiled
in large containers aboard the raft, the excess water drained off, and the
remaining fish sludge laid out under the raft roof to dry. Using this method,
fish dries in 2 to 4 days, as opposed to the 1 to 2 week period on racks at the
fish camp and there is no waste of fish. When the fish is dried, it will be
mixed with dog meal to providi a nutritious feed all winter.
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HYDROGEN GAS GENERATION BY AND FOR BOATS (N-82-38)

Joseph Charles Black Amount Funded: $5000
Dawn Lee Black
Box 1912

Kodiak, Alaska 99615
486-4666 or 5516

Alt.iough the testing is being conducted in Kodiak the proposal is based upon
research conducted by Paul H. Lee, Research Physicist, University of California -
Santa Barbara. Dr. Lee has offered to loan the awardees a 12 ft. buoy to inves-
tigate the possibility of producing hydrogen gas as fuel to power a beat. The
buoy would be cabled to an electrolysis system in the boat that would produce
hydrogen gas. The hydrogen gas would be stored in metal hydride flakes. In turn,
heat would release the gas from the flakes.

Dr. Lee's approach is to use inertial coupling to design a generator for buoys.

The generator has only one moving part. It is carried by the buoy for the purpose
of recharging its batteries. The device is hermetically sealed from the ocean
environment. The power it will produce from a 3-ft. wave, having periods ranging

between 4 and 8 sec, is substantially that near 12 watts. For a 5-ft. wave, a
maximum power of over 40 watts can be produced.

In conjunction with the project, the awardees will produce an educational film
depicting step-by-step procedures. The film will be shown on public television
statewide.

According to the awardees, the village of Old Harbor on Kodiak Island has been
designated for a pilot program by the idaska State Division of Energy for con-
version to hydrogen gas with the use of wind power. The awardees think that
the use of tidal/wave power to produce hydrogen gas as outlined in the: proposal,
will be timely.
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GEOTHERMAL ENERGY RESOURCES OF THE LOWER SUSITNA BASIN

Principal Investigators: Donald L. Turner
Eu%ene M Westcott
Geophysical Institute
University of Alaska
Fairbanks, Alaska

Amount Funded: $149,664

This project pro,ooses the continuation of ([;eothermal exploration in the
lower Susitna valley near communities alon? he Parks H|(I;hwa?/. Very large
areas In the  Willow-Wasilla-Big Lake regfon show substantial —gedthermal

resources exist, but there are gaps in the “data base outlining this “resource.

Proposed follow on wo'k will focus on iobrov_ldlng a_much behter definition of
the nature and area and vertical distribution “of the geothermal _system and
on rowdlng specific recommendations for exploratory drilling. ~This is one
of the few areas In Alaska where a sizeable future population Could be [ocated
directly over a large geothermal resource that can be economically utilized.

EFFECTS OF COMMERCIAL TELEVISION ON RURAL ALASKAN CHILDREN

Prinicpal  nvestigator.* Norma Forbes _
Center for Cross Cultural Studies
University of Alaska
Fairbanks, Alaska

Amount Funded: $77,714

The proposed research is the third phase of a study of effccts of the intro-
duction of television on rural Alaskan Native children.

Data will be collected in two Tlingit-Hajda villages in Southeast Alaska and
four Eskimo wllages In the Kotzebue Basin. Villages in each area are gawed
such that one had television and one did not during an_ earlier phase of rhe
stud)(]. All village sites now have television. A wide range of social,
psrc ological , and educational data will be utilized, with most 0f the measures
reflecting television's role as a cnange agent.



PERSISTENCE OF HERBICIDES IN AGRICULTURAL SOILS

Principal Investigators ~ CW. Knight &J.S. Conn ,
Agricultdral ExPenment Station
University of Alaska
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

Amount Funded: $132,973

Agricultural acreage ir. the AlaskanInterior is increasing at adramatic
ace. B% 1990, approximately 500,000 acres areexpected to be undercultiva-
ion. . The majority ~of  the acreagewill be located in the interior. A
complicating factor in this development is that it is occurring in the sub-
arctic, where little research has been undertaken to determine the effect
of cold soils, long photoperiod, and short growing season on the various
agroecosystems. . One such component is agricultural” herbicides. Herbicides
%eAL{ggﬂaextenswely in - agriculture throughout the developed world and now

Since persistence of herbjcides could result in damage to herbicide-suscepti-
ble rotational crqu, or in Ionlgterm buildup of residues sufficient to dama?e
ﬁ\égr&eéess susceptible crops, information on herbicide degradation is urgently

This information would be directly useful to extension, personne] and farmers
for: selection between alternative herbicides; planning clearing Rractlces
that optimize . soil pH and organic matter content for minimizing, nerbicide
buildup: and in the planning “of crop rotation sequences. The “information
would also benefit those evaluating. the Ien?th of environmental impact that
would be caused by herbicide contamination of non-agricultural lands.

SNOWPACK STRUCTURE AND REGIONAL AVALANCHE HAZARD FORECASTING

Principal Investigator: Edward R. LaChapelle =
Professor of Atmospheric Sciences
and Geophysics
Unlversm(N of Washington
Seattle, ‘Washington

Amount Funded: $28,503

Forecasting avalanches for widely varying mountainous terrain js a growing
problem for many areas throughout the” world. It is proposed that the rolé
of snowpack structure analysis be formalized and included into regional
avalanche forecasting.

A computer program will be applied to a large data base in order to isolate
snowpack  features that discriminate stable “from unstaple conditions. This
information can then be synthesized with meteor_ologmal data into an opera-
tional guidance model for avalanche forecasting in Alaska.



FOREST ECOSYSTEM MANAGEMENT MODEL

Principal Investigator: John Fox
nst|tute of Arct|c Biology
lversity o‘ Alaska
Falr anks, Alaska 99701

Amount Funded: $63,236

There will be mcreasmg utI|zat|on o |nter|or Alaska forests, in the next

several decades for saw 06; ?use ogos oreg Tne effects of all
management options cannot e eva uated c 'iJ studies alone hecause of the
costs and time lags mvolved The aternat|ve increasingly in use now in

the eastern U.S.,” is_ develo forestgrowth ang ~ ecosystem . computer
mmuﬁatlon models. % &Imfs aid |n the g(ecnon o? posm%f dnp
exPenments anH in Fe refmement th rouq field studies, of the assumptmns
rationale of the models and consequerTy of predictive capabilities.

There is a current need for orest X suct|on decomposition-nutrient exchan%e
models  capable of red|ct|ng ffects of orest anagement practices . and
climatic chan es. for interior Alaska forests. g ata base now exists,
suitable f U|Id|ng a first generatjon of suc models fully comparable to,
0r eyen e>?cee Ing performances of the models currently used for eastern
deciduous forests.

Such a modellln% tErogram would benefit anpd complement currept management
oriented researc he state and Federal institutions in Alaska.

VOLCANO-GLACIER INTERACTIONS ON MT. WRANGELL

Principal Investigator: CarI S. Benson
ro essor of Geophysics and Geology

Unleem%a J”SHE ge
Falrbanks Alaska

Amount Funded:  $154,500

A major. goal of this proposed research will be to. complete selected parts of
resegrch gwﬁmh dea\s |?/w ﬂe beﬁavmr of ‘glaciers IOon the ?Iankspof M.
Wrangell. (Mt. Wrangell s an exPloswe volcano similar to Mt. St. Helens.
It |§ the northernmost and one or the largest active volcanoes on the Pacific

The research will cover. site selection for a deep ice core to be obtained in

2 for analysis of climatic and volcanic history. The research will also
continue detailed monitoring of volcanjc activity. Monitoring is important
because of the three-fold mcrea e In heat from "Mt Wrangell since the lit.
St. Elias earthquake in 1979 and the increased activity currently reported
by long-term residents of the Copper Valley.



ALASKAN EARTHQUAKE CATALOG

Principal Investigator: Niren N, Biswas |
Geophysical |nstitute
Univefsity of Alaska
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

Amount Funded: $128,334

It is proposed to establish and test a homogeneous catalog of Alaskan earth-
quakes with local magnitude greater than or equal to 470, for the period
January 2, 1966 through December 31, 1980. Prior to the great Alaskan earth-
uake of 1964, there” were only two seismographic = stations in Alaska. In
964, the Natjonal Weather Service began establishing a network of seismic
and tide gauging stations along the south coast of Alaska. Shortly there-
after, in “late 1965 and early "1966, the Unlver3|t¥_ of Alaska's new seismic
laboratory began establishing a network of stations in central Alaska.

Now there are more than 200 short-period seismic stations in Alaska, divided
Into at least six major networks, and operated by five different, groups for

a variety of dlfferenjt Purposes._ A clear need éxists to synthesize all of
this data on Alaskan earthquakes into one list.

ENHANCED OIL RECOVERY

Principal Investigator: Christine Ehli?-Economi,des_
Dept, of Petrofeum Engineering
School of Mineral Industry
University of Alaska
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

Amount Funded: $120,000

Alaska owes most of its P_resent, and much of its future prosperity to revenues
from oil and gas productjon within the state. While exploration continues
on the North Slope and offshore, the ongom% production from fully developed
reservoirs in Alaska already provide the U.S. with nearly 20 percent of the
total domestic production.

As primary production rates begin to decline and the secondary measures such
as gas. cdp injection oy water flooding reach the limits of effectiveness,
the “Aliskan reserves will be greatly extended through design of appropriate
enhanced oil recovery processes.

To aid the design effort, the investigators loropose a major, two part
research project “on_enhanced oil recovery in Alaska. The first _part will
deal with the physical properties .of the Alaskan crude oil. ~ The second
part, which is not" a component of this proposal, will deal with the geological

description of the formation properties of Alaskan reservoirs.



NEAR-SHORE BOTTOMFISH MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

Investigators: Lewis Haldorson
J University of Alaska
Juneau, Iaska

AIaska Coastal Research, Inc
Langely, Washington 98260
Amount Funded: $72,710

With the recent trend to very short haliout openings in southeast Alaska,
and reduced sajmon, troII seasons increasing numbers of fish ermen are turnrng
to or rnvestrgatrn tpossrbrlrtr 0f f?hrng prevrous\y un erutrrze
resources.  Near-shore bot om |sh ae the Tirst alternatr e for most
these frshermen It appears that these rrﬁ)revrousy unexploited fish po ula
tions are gornnrng to be targeted by s boat” fishermen who are seeking
alternate resource
Research underway since 1980 has gathered extensive baseline information on
Important, specit cauqbt in tese fisheries.  However, thg state In 1981
almost eIrmrnated the bottomfish study program in Alaska. = The data gathered
remar)ns of relatrvey little value to ‘the state unless it can he ‘used as
the basis for deveo ing effectrve mana ement ans The proposed researc

desrgne h) ment this researc %gram by developing a monitoring
procedure or the INshore aggregation of

EFFECT OF HYDROCARBONS ON FISH

Principal Investigator: John P. Harrington
Chemrstr¥ Department
University of Alaska
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Amount Funded: $47,029

This p rog)ect will help answer any guestrons on the long term effect that
hxdrocar ons, especially aromatic “and polycyclic aromatic™ hydrocarbons, have

The raprd exploratron and development of oil Potentral in Alaska may soon
overla the rr&hesé rshrng areas of the s }e. The rnvesﬁ t%r Pans
to on arn rsso ve rocarnons and raw crude oil from Port V

fractionate |t by so vent extraction and test the effects of these ractrons
on the mutation rate of bacteria and Alaskan fish.

Ope the chief values of Ahrs roH(e will pe to raise the general awareness
interactions between industr the environment.



STUDY OF WIND CHARACTERISTICS FOR APPLIED WIND POWER

Principal Investigator: Tunis Wentink,_ Jr.
Professor of Ph¥_3|cs
Geophysical Institute
University of Alaska
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

Amount Funded $149.408

The objective of the proposal is to r%rowde information Ieadln% to the early
implementation of wind powered systems as energ?/ supplements Tor use hy the
people of Alaska.  The work involves the analysis of emstmq_wmd data,
acquisition of new wind data and transference “of the information to the
users of wind power.

The research will provide an .improved service program for dissemination of
wind power information, involving coordination with the University and other
extension services, andagencies. One improvement in particularwill be in
servicing specificinformation requests by private enterprise and state and
local governments.

INFLUENCE OF CLIMATIC FLUCTUATION ON PERMAFROST

Principal Investigator: T.E. Osterkamp
Geophysical Institute
Unjversity of Alaska
Fairbanks, Alaska 997Cl

Amount Funded: $142,733

Permafrost is a common soil condition in Alaska, with about three-fourths
of the land area underlain by Permanently frozen ground. Long-term needs of
understanding the basic permafrost properties and processes “and the short-
term needs of developing solutions to permafrost detection and engineering
problems, require intensive study and a comprehensive approach.

The study will include the monitoring of the thermal re?|me of the permafrost
in Alaska at 15-20 sites. Measureménts will be made of the thickness of the
active layer and any thawing that may occur at the permafrost table and base,
and of the temperature profiles through the permafrost section.

Interpretation and modelin% of the temperature profiles will then be carried

out to determine the effects of past and present changes in surface tempera-

Fgéeﬁ;}eon the permafrost and to predict future changes in the permafrost
Ime.



SOLAR RADIATION ASSESSMENT

Principal Investigator: Gerd Wendler
Geophysical Instrtute
Unjversity o
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

Amount Funded:  $165,964

Before an alternative energy source can be applied mtellrgently in Alaska,
knowledge of how much energy is available from this specifiC soufce Is essen-
tial here is very little" information concerning solar energy. Although a
sophrstrcat ed system of solar radiation data acquisition re in use at”the
\(;Iecoprrr?/ts)rca Institute in Fairbanks, most of the data Is only for the Fairbanks

In order to obtain radiation data from each of the four maror climatic
regions in the state, substations were established in Kodiak, Anchorage and
Barrow, usran; a limifed number of sensors and antiquated data systems. The
resultant data from these three stations are incompléte for proper” evaluation
of solar energy utilization.,

The rnvestrrqators ropose to maintain operation of all four radiation sta-
tions in Alaska after the Deptartment. of Energy support discontinues. The
Fairbanks S“itIOn will operate as it s at the Rresent gut the other three
stations will be upgraded by using additjonal sensors needed for the assess-
ment of solar energy. AII data” will be reduced a presented in a form
drreotlé usabl(e by individ %als or agencies within Aaﬁ data Wl
archive isséminated by the investigators and the State Climato ogrst
at the State Climate Center.

BIOGEOCHEMISTRY CF ARSENIC MINE DRAINAGE

Principal Investigator: Edward J. Brown
Institute of Water Resources
University of Alaska
Fairbanks, Alaska

Amount Funded: $83,500

The contrrbutr%n of micro- organrsms to the accelerated Ieachrng of arsenic
assocrate wrt mining groundwater is unclear. The propdsed research
will study the bro]geochemrstry of arseqrc in hoth placer and lode gold mining
areas In Alaska where arsenic” is prevalent.

This research could determine the specific causes for the rncreased Ievels
of arsenic in streamf and groundwater.  The resu Its of the %tu

used to formulate. so utrons to water quality orob ems caused zacer an
gold mining (if mining, in fact, is determined to be the cause).



STUDY OF AIRBORNE POLLEN AND SPORES FOR MEDICAL PURPOSE

Principal Investigator. James H. Anderson
Research Associate
Institute of Arctic Biology
University of Alaska
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

Amount Funded: $31 341

Many Alaskans suffer with allergies induced by airborne pollen and spores.
Alaska is prac_twally_ unknown “aeropalynologically", and research 1s needed
%o helpdatller ic patients and their physicians toward more effective preven-
lon and treatment.

The objectives of this proposal will be to acquire detailed knowledge of
the composition and seasonality of the atmospheric pollen and spore flora
and to develop a method of predicting significant pollen inducing events.

This proposal is partly for funding to finish analysis of 1978 samples and
to anal¥ze the samples” from three Durham samplers in” 1981, The major portion
of the undlnq 1S t0 upgrade_expand and intensify aeropalynological research
gntoz{?eadequatey to meef medical and scientific” needs and criteria in the

FATE OF FERTILIZER NITROGEN IN AGRICULTURAL SOILS

Principal Investigator. Stephen Sparrow _
Agricultural ExPerlment Station
University of Alaska
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

Amount Funded $191,257

Ver_){ little is known about tlie behavior of nitrogen fertilizer in Alaskan
soils. A better understanding of this behavior is ‘needed to enable efficient
Hrt(%lbllze?ntslon of applied nitrogen by crops and to minimize potential pollution

The proposed research will study  the various transformations and fates of
nitrogen fertilizer in Alaskan soils. These include nitrification, immobil-
ization and mineralization, leaching and gaseous loss of nitrogen. The
results will be used to make recommendations to farmers and to policy planners
on methods of management for best use of nitrogen fertilizer.

The _studK site will _be located on UniversitK, land at mile 1408, Fairbanks,
within the Delta Agricultural Project.  Aleaching study will also be conducted
at the University of Alaska Resedrch Farm, at Fairbanks.



CRONTH RATES IN MUSKOX™ CALVES

Principal Investigator: Robert G. White =
Institute of Arctic Biology
University of Alaska
Fairbanks, Alaska

Amount Funded: $52,059

uskox herds. reintroduced to Alask%,are exganding raPidI apd %how extremely
|% poBulatmn growth rates. — Jhi PNhen mena  warrants further dstuy as
these muskox may~ compete for food With caribou, reindeer, and nioose.

There are no data on the milk requirements and food_c_onversion_efficien_cyf in
muskox _calves, which is needed to interpret the nutritional basis for differ-
telnocr%eg in growth and reproductive performance of circumpolar muskox popula-

IMPACT OF COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION ON RURAL EDUCATION

Principal Investigator: Gerald A McBeath _
Department of Political Science
University of Alaska
Fairbanks, Alaska

Amount Funded: $146,332

Alaska lacks information on the extent and degree of community participation
and mvolvemené in its, schools, as well as What effect suchi participation
has had on students and parents.

This progect will describe the range of variation in ,commun|t¥ activjty in
rural "aréas of the state. Field research Is propgsed in 20 sites with “data
collection using several methods, Case studies will be formed and com,oar_ed,
arf]d the pro ec} WI|H also provide .information necessary for the formulation
of strategies for effective community participation,



HUMPBACK WHALE SURVEY IN PRINCE WILLIAM SOUND

Principal Invesitgator: Olga von Ziegesar _
North Gulf Oceanic Society
P.0. Box 156
Cordova, Alaska

Amount Funded: $17,987

The purpose of this research is to photo-document individual humpback whales
%r}d Eetermme their number, movements, and activities in Prince William Sound,
aska,

This information will be used to determine any critical habitats, or_ critical
time periods, in humpback whale utilization of the area. In addition, data
collectedd will provide a baseline against which future changes can be
measured.

ARCTIC ALASKA SOILS DATA BASE

Principal Investigator: K.R. Everett =
Ohio State University
Research Founcation
Columbus, Ohio

Amount Funded: $45,548

A large data pool exists for the characteristics, of soils in arctic Alaska
and these data are being added to_at an ever increasing rate. At present
%here IS no single source from which to access the existing soils informa-
lon .

It is the goal of this project to assemble and cross reference existing soils
data for afctic Alaska while it is still in a manageable state,



EFFECTIVE TEACHERS IN RURAL ALASKA

Principal Investigator: Judith Kleinfeld
Professor of Psycholog _
The Instrtute 0 Socra and Economic Research
University o
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

Co-Principal Investigator: Bill McDiamond
Research Associate _
The Center for Cross Cultural Studies
University of Alas
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

Amount Funded: $145.'18

The extremelé/ %h teacher turnover rate in rural Alaska djsrupts. the contin-
uity of educational programs, contributing to academic deficiencies for many
students Often these problems are caused by the teachers themse|ves who
cannot cope with a cross-cultural , multi-grade classroom in a different
cultural situation, and the rigors of a rural Alaskan lifestyle. — Despite
the significance of the problent, very little research has been done on the
characteriseics of teachers who are successful in isolated cross-cultural
situations, or with Eskimo and Indian students.

This Proposal will examing the _characteristics of teachers who are effecjive
in rural " native communities. ~ The research will “identify the criteria which
rural communities use in evaluatrng the e ectrveness of rural uaachers. It
will also identify the crrterra which sch admrnrstrators and other pr tes
sional educators “use in evaluating teac ers rural settings. ~ Finally,
it will describe the characterrstrcs ang adaptrve strategies of fural teachers
who have heen considered effective by these groups.

The research tarqet school drstrrcts will include some with a hrgh teacher
turnover rate n the rg rate rstr]rcﬁs are:  Southwest Re ro Northwest
Arctic and Kuspuk school districts. ow rafe districts ar&: Lower Yukon,

Lake and Penrnsula and Yukon Flats school districts.
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GENETIC ANALYSIS OF BITING ALASKAN BLACK FLIES

Principal Investigator: Gerald F. Shields
Associate Professor of Zoology
Institute of Arctic Biology
University of Alaska
Fairbanks, Alaska 99501

Amount Funded: $39,216

An increase in agr cultural and livestock production is expected to continue
in Alaska. Species of Dblack flies, after emergence, extract blood from a
variety of hosts, including man and cattle. In agdition, little is known of
the deleterious affects of black flies on subsistence resources  such as
reindeer and caribou. In areas outside of Alaska, these flies have severelﬁ
rr]educed ;l)trogucuwty through host harassment, and in extreme cases, deat
as resulted.

The more noxious biters are known as Gnu areticum and the, study will concen-
trate on this species. Preliminary analyses or the distribution of arcticum
indicate that_ this, species . reproduces "in abundance _in the very areas of
Alaska in which livestock increases are planned. This particular insect
eresEnts a potential threat to the success of the livestock industry In
aska.

When the studies are completed, control agencies will be provided with infor-
mation concerning the location anddistribution of cattle b'tm&; flies
in the areas proposed  for ||ve_st_ock|at)roduct|0n, the relative abundance of
theset_taxa In relation .o non-biting types and the emergence time at these
10cations.

EVALUATION OF EMERGENCY TRAUMA TRAINING IN LOGGING CAMPS
IN' SOUTHEAST ALASKA

Principal Investigator: Laurel Anderson _
Southeast Region EMS Council, Inc,
Sitka, Alaska

Amount Funded: $24,525

Logging is the most hazardous industrY, in Alaska. In 1978, accidents and
Injuriés in Iogg|ng7 camps were four times the rate of all private sector
industries. In 1974, an advanced emergency care course was introduced to
two,loggm% camps in Southeast Alaska.” Since that time, Emergency Trauma
Training (ETT). has been conducted in nine other camps. Reports ffom ‘Indepen-
dent sources ‘indicate that the training reduces the severity of the injury
and the incidence of accidents. This study will determine if these reports
are, related to the ETT. This will be dong "by examining Workers' Compensation
claims of some Iogglndgdcamps fhom 1973-1979 and comparing camps that received
|

ETT with camps tha not.



NORTHERN PLANTS DOCUMENTATION CENTER

Principal Investigator: David F. Murray =
Institute of Arctic Biology
University of Alaska
Fairbanks, Alaska

Amount Funded: $39,541

This ;r)roposal is for funds to su[ﬁj)lement federal and Umversﬂg of Al?]ska
support of a computerized data bank of information on Alaskan plants. These
Faa Browqe fundamental information required in er]vwo_nmental assessments,
and Use planning, vegetation naping, and impact evaluation,

Althou%h the data have been available, their retrieval has_not been practical
until the development of a%)roprlat,? computer programs. These project funds
will be used to expand the master file.

STUDIES OF ALASKAN DULSE (Marine red algae)

Principal Investigators: John W Chandler
Robert J. Ellis
Natasha |. Calvin
Marine Botanicals
Auke Bay, Alaska

Amount Funded:  $75,000

Prelimipary laboratory studjes indicate that two species of seaweed found
rimarily In southeast Alaska are effective against herpes virus. Alaskan
ulse is”the name given these two species by théir discoverers.

Prior to determination of the abundance of, seawe,eﬁi in Alaska the medical
effeﬁtlveness must be researched. = This, project will analyze the properties
of the Dulse and explore the medical implications for treatment of herpes
infection through topical application of Dulse.
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ALASKAN TEPHROCHRONOLOGY PROJECT

Principal Investigator: Robert Thorson
Assistant Professor of Geoloc};y
Geology/Geophysics Departmen
University of "Alaska
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

Amount Funded: $121,365

Tephrochronology is the study of volcanic deposits or, tephra ﬁ]v_olca_mc, ash)
which results ‘from explosive " eruptive events. Geologists in \.his discipline
attempt to determine the characteristics, age, source and distribution _of
volcanic ash, so that volcanic hazards can be properly assessed. Complllng
this information is critical for understanding the regional hazards associate
with explosive volcanic events.

Tephrochronology PYOJ’eCt at the University of Alaska Museum. The purpose of
the prO{ect ISto uefine and facilitate the study of tephra layers throughout
the state. The objectives will be to establish a reference “collection and
data file on Alaskan tephra; to coordinate future tephrochronology research.

This proposal will fund the organization and completion of an Alaskan

The end result of the two-year pr-‘iect will be the first comprehensive view
of the entire volcanic ash’ sequence, in_ Alaska. Such an overview will be
vHaIIg important in identifying vo anic hazards and enhancing the safety
and well-being of the state's residents.

COASTAL FLOODING BY STORM SURGES & OBJECTIVE FORECASTING PROCEDURES

Principal Investigator:  James L. Wise _
Arctic Environmental Information
& Data Center
University of Alaska
107 "A" Street
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Amount Funded: $57,500

Coastal flooding from storm surges is a real hazard to communities along the
Bering, Chuckchi, and Beaufort “Sea coasts, The project will gather Storm
surrqe occurrencg data, then work with the National "Weather Seérvice and a
storm surge modeling expert to:

1) prepare a climatology. of storm surges;
2] (evelop manual ob%ecuve, forecast procedures; and
3] develop an automafed objective forecast procedure.



YUKON-KUSKOKWMM COASTAL. COMMUNITY HARVEST DISRUPTION STUDY

Principal Investigator: Ann F'ienup-Riordan
East Manor Street
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Amount Funded: $79,888*

The stud¥ will provide socioeconomic and sociocultural parameters that can
be used to evalue-> the npature and extent of potential reSource conflicts. on
coastal Alaskan communities, should uplands or offshore oil and gas activities
create an environmental disturbance.

Research will include the  identification and assessment of the economic
social and cultural ramifications of po(f,smle renewable, resource harvest
disruption on_residents of Scarnmon Bay, adjacent communities, and the region
as a whole. Disruptions could include”effects of offshore structures, tanker
F%ovgg;ents, noise, human disturbances, potential oil spills and other occur-

SIXTY SECONDS CF SCIENCE
A SERIES OF STATEWIDE MONTHLY |AD10 PROGRAVG

Principal Investigator Nan E. Eiliott ,
Arctic Environmental Information and Data Center

University of Alaska
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Amount Funded: $62,006

"Sixty Seconds of Science", a statewide monthly radio program, was developed
b )é Arctic Environmental Informatjion and Data CenPergm 1980 trougll? a

{
grant from the National Science Foundation.

The goal of the project is to reach the nonscientific audjence and inform it

of 3ﬁ|enc activity in Alaska. Ten 60-sccond programs will be. ﬁ)rodu ed %alch
month.  The pro?ra S are aired X 85 percent of" the commercial an [%J IC
radio stations jn the state. In 1 its first year, "Sixty Seconds of
Science” won a first-place award From the Alaska Press Club.
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UNDER-ICE NAVIGATION BY SEALS

Principal Investigator: Robert Eisner _
Institute of Marine Science
University of Alaska
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

Amount Funded: $35,631

The objective of this study is an experimental examination of the under-ice
orientation and navigation " capabilities of the Bering Sea spotted seal. . It
will ‘investigate the" possible sensory disturbances™ arising, from ambient
noise levels™ and environmental disturbances which are antiCipated to take
place in connerti'" with petroleum exploration in Alaskan waters seasonally
covered with sea ice.

A series. of experiments will be performed with captive spotted seals. The
study will take place in a IarPe, flooded. industrial gravel _Plt during the
winter to simulate under-ice fow visibility conditions while maintaining
control over the environment.

REMOVAL PROCESSES OF AIR POLLUTION PARTICLES BY ICE FOG CRYSTALS

Principal Investigator: Takeshi Ohtake
Geophysical Institute
University of Alaska
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

Amount Funded: $118,816

Air pollution in Fairbanks during the winter months manifests .itself primar-
ily as ,ce fog., Researchers have cautioned, that the city might experience
dagaerously h|f] levels of airpollution with  increasing population and
ndustrial* development.

However, a high possibility of removal ofair pollution particulates bY
sedimentating “ice fog cr>{stals has been demonstrated. Chemical analyses o
ice fog precipitation collected in the Fairbanks area suggest that the polly-
tion particulates are scavanged hbythe ice /ng crystals. ™ If removal of air
ollution by ice fog is vefified,more ice fo%,mlght be preferable hecause
he ire fog may be less harmful than air pollution.

This possible cleansing effect of air pollution particles will be studied .in
Fairbanks. ~The mechanism of the scavenging effect of _ice fog crystals will
be examined by use of electron microscope techniques, The reséarch objectives
of this stud¥ will be: to obtain current size and number distributions of
ice fog cr)(s als and_aerosols in Fairbanks and its vicinity; to evaluate the
degree” of the cleansm% effect. by ice ng crystals in a Subarctic polluted
uroan atmosphere; and to examine” the mechanism of artificially enhancing

such a possible scavenging effect by small ice fog crystals.
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STUDY OF IMPLEMENTING ALASKAIY BILINGUAL EDUCATION POLICY

Principal Investigator: Ramona N, Sustopfk -Duerre
University of Alaska _
Arch Envwonnl(ental Information and Data Center
Anchorage, Alaska

Amount Funded: $23,710

The, study will analyse the mglementat;on_of Alaska's blllnqual education
po{c% In the Lower “Kuskokwim School District.  The hntent ? the resegrch
will e to pinpoint problems, sugges_t reasons for t? grob ems and offer
suggestions tor. improvement in thé& district's bilingual education programs.
Theé “research will include examination of documenﬁ p?rtment fo the programs
under stydy, observation, and interviews. It will ‘also examine the "redasons
for the inCreased d|ff|c%|ty in determlnlnq the jmpact of education policies
from one grocT]ram to another and why a single policy produces varying results
In various program locations.

ARCTIC RESEARCH SHIP DESIGN (Phase I11)

Principal Investigator: Robert Eisner _
Institute of Marine Science
Fairbanks, Alaska

Amount Funded: $161,933

Earlier design work for an arctic research ship established the require-
ments for national polar research vessel ~operations in terms of geographic
regjons, envwonm%ntal coHd|t|ons_and scgentmc carpab|l|t||es. e de3|%n
en |fages a ship. avn(}% characteristics of 225 water line length, 2900 tons
displacement, twin rudder and diesel propulsion.

This proll?]o_sal is to continue the design effort to solve technical problems
which remain _and which require resolution before further development work
can begl(q. . These problems con%ern sea Icg . resistance arﬁi ﬁ)ro ulsion ar?d
Include’ design Improvements such as:. modification of hull Tines; diesel,
reduction gear, nozzled, variable pitch, proPell?r ropulsion, and reduc-
tion of frictional resistance in ice by air-water lubrication,

A model will be constructed suitable for the installation of self-propul-

sion equipment and testing. Model tests in ice will be performed at various
Ice thIquReSSBS to determglne the resistance of the shlppan to ogserve the

flow of 1ce around the hull,  Modification of hull [ines and lubrication

techniques will be studied for effectiveness in reducing ice compression,
reswtgnce, and ice ﬁow under the Lulﬁ. J P
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THE ALASKA COUNCIL ON SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY

November 30, 1982

Jerry Wilkerson

Director "LTT01 1932
Legislative Budget & Audit S
Alaska State Legislature |ff||S|ATffr

Juneau, Alaska 99811

AUDIT

RE: Interim Letter //l, Carol Carroll, Auditor
Dear Mr. Wilkerson:

The Alaska Council on Science and Technology (ACST) appreciates the
receipt of your interim audit findings dated November 8, 1982. In our
meeting of November 17-18 the Council reviewed your findings and offers
the following comments for your consideration.

Generally speaking, we agree with some of your substantive conclusions
but question the rationale from which they are derived. In other cases
we believe either the legislative history or the actual statute governing
ACST operations has been misconstrued, at least in part.

As a place of beginning it is of basic importance to examine your state-
ments: a) "The primary legislative goals were to coordinate and centralize
research information in order to ----—-—--- " (page 1, last paragraph) and b)
several statements implying that the Council is mandated to "coordinate"
state funded research, per se. An examination of the statute indicates
that the word "coordinate” or its derivatives is used only in the following
statutory references:

1. In Section 1. LEGISLATIVE FINDINGS "(3) expenditures are not
adequately coordinated in the state to achieve the highest and best
use of research dollars" (emphasis added).

2. In Section 44.19.182 (c) "8. coordinate its data and information
needs with other research organizations in order to avoid unnecessary
duplication;" (emphasis added).

By way of additional comment on the "coordination" role, it is well to
be aware that an early draft of the ACST bill drew particularly strong
opposition from state agency and university leaders. The context of
this draft was that "state money may not be spent'for research projects,
unless, before commencing the research, the agency or person responsible
for conducting the research submits to the council for its review and
comment a scope of work proposal Consequently, the legislature
rejected earlv the idea that the Council should "coordinate" research
through any measure of review or sanction.

Christooner Noah, Executive Director - Pouch CV, Juneau. Alasxa S9811 -(907) J65-3510



November 30, 1982
Page 2

Broadly speaking, the legislative background of the establishing statute
led the Council to consider its-general mandates as being to survey
research needs, to recommend research priorities, to award research
grants and to provide advice to the governor and legislature upon request.
In these general mandates, the Council asserts that it has, in fact,
derived its research needs statements and data and information needs in
a "coordinated" fashion with other research organizations, state and
federal agencies, and the private sector. The proof of this statement

is twofold: a) the Council drew expert membership for all its research
needs committees from chose agencies having cognizance and from involved
university and private sector research or management organizations.

(By this means coordination of research needs assessment by the Council
was definitely achieved.); b) informational needs of ACST have also
involved a large interagency and interorganizational coordimtive network
including particular relationship with the information transfer expertise
of the state, federal and university library systems, the Arctic Environmental
Information and Data Center (AEIDC), and the federal-state interagency
Committee on Natural Resource Information Management (CONRIM); and c)

in addition to meeting the informational needs of the Council itself

(the statutory mandate), ACST h;.s also vigorously supported the informa-
tion transfer and dissemination function through grants, publications,
and the support of numerous conferences. AIll of these contacts and
activities, we believe, belie your comment chat, “interaction with state
agencies has been limited".

Much of your interim report dwells on your interpretation that the
Council has a mandate to coordinate statewide research. This assumption,
as earlier pointed out, has no statutory basis. Nevertheless, further

comment is still appropriate, particularly on your conclusion drawn from
guestionnaires, that "the Council has had little effect on State research
programs". Through our research needs reports, activities concerned

with U.S. Arctic and Alaska science policy and legislative committee
contacts we have had direct impact on several state research programs,
including the following examples:

* The seismology program of the Division of Geological and
Geophysical Surveys of DNR;

* The development of programs within ADFSG for the economic
appraisal of fish and wildlife resources;

* 'Hie establishment of the Alaska Climate Center within the
Arctic Environmental Information and Daca Center, University
of Alaska.

* The establishment of the airport weather program in Alaska

rural villages within the DOTPF;
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The resolution of the rural village smoke/fire safety program
within the Department of Public Safety;

The acceleration of mineral mapping programs within DGGS;

The general research programs conducted by the University of
Alaska notably in the biological, geological, agricultural,
atmospheric sciences;

and other examples of longer term impact such as the very large influence
on public health research, both state and national.

Letters o- testimony on these examples 'an be made available.

The implication of state sponsored research duplication also requires
comment. The ACST, after considerable investigation, is unaware of any
specificcases of research duplication, nor does your audit report
identify any. Moreover, inscientific inquiry duplication is not necessarily
bad.Redundant research is practiced in all fielus of scientific or
engineering endeavors as a means of conclusion verification. It is not
bad, per se. More to the point of duplication in state government may
be the practice whereby more than o”e agency investigates or analizes a
particular problem, e.g. the current studies of the so-called ™All
Alaska gas pipeline”. Nevertheless, here again, there may be valid
state purposes served by duplicative eiforts.

Finally, your comment under A3, page 2, is, in our opinion, particularly
lacking in comprehension. This commentary makes two points. They are:

1. That the Council has been "ineffective in gathering research
available to them through departmental budget documents,
session laws, and various reports required by the legislature."”;

and
2. That the Council has limited itself to coordination of its own
research budget . When compared with the University of

Alaska research budget it is clear that the Council has had

little statewide effect on research coordination or on reduction
of unnecessary duplication™”.

On the first point: germane session laws and legislative reports are
reviewed by Council members and staff. Departmental budget documents,
based upjn our experience, are worthless as sources of information on
research. A much greater comprehension of research activity can be
ascertained from ether sources previously mentioned. On the second
point: our position is that the size of current budgets available to any
organization is unrelated to either "research coordination” or reduction
of unnecessary duplication. In discussion with you, we would be pleased

-33-
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to point out the general sources of approximately 200 million dollars of
research expenditures in Alaska, but the issue of coordination is primarily
related not to the totality or share of these expenditures, but rather

to specific problems and the means whereby they may be solved. It

is with regard to achieving coordinated mechanisms for solving research
problems that the Council members have spent so much effort vn the
introduction and passage of S.1562, the Arctic Research and Policy Act,

in the Congress and also on the introduction in the upcoming state
legislature of an Alaska science policy resolution.

In summary, the Council believes your first interim finding that ACST
"has been ineffective in coordinating statewide research information" is
inappropriate on the grounds that you have misinterpreted the statute

and legislative history and have not fully comprehended the "coordinating"
mechanisms which, on the record, the Council has utilized to meet its
statutory requirements and service to the State generally.

Your second interim finding B. (page 2) was that "the Council has not
complied with the intent of AS44-.21.242 (c) 3 requiring comment on
significant research activities funded by the state during the preceding
year" (emphasis added). Your narrative with this finding makes three
points: a) the implication chat comment upon significant research was

not included in our annual report; b) chat the Council lacks the knowledge
on the type and cost of research funded by state agencies; andc) chat
this alleged lack of our knowledge is due co the appropriation of research
funds to agencies without requiring coordination through the Council or
reports to the Council. The Council's response to this interim finding

is as follows:

1. In our 1981 Annual Report (pages 8-14) the Council made
specific comment on areas of state research, or the lack thereof,
which in our view were most significant.

2. The Council absolutely rejects the notion chat it is lacking
in knowledge on the cvpe of research pursued by state agencies,
including the University of Alaska. 7hrough its interdisciplinary
membership, the involvement of state and university scientific
personnel in Council affairs and reports and particularly close
relationships with AEIDC and CONRIM, the Council as a body has a
greater and broader understanding of state funded research as
pertains to subject, type, and who is doing research than any other
group of people in Alaska. We do, however, acknowledge that oniy
partial information is available to the Council (or for that matter,
anyone) on the costs of such research. On this point we agree
that there is no requirement for state or university reporting on
this subject. Thus, the only cost data available are furnished to
the Current Research Profile (CRP) maintained by AEIDC through a
voluntary response questionnaire system. A basic problem in this
regard is that while cost information on particularly designated
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projects sometimes appears in budgetary documents, it is often
augmented with other funds from various agency sources. Furthermore,
research funded from operational budgets is often undesignated,
except in the CRP, after the fact, and again total costs from one

or more sources may not be reported.

In summary, there is a dichotomy between knowledge of who is conducting
research on what subjects and how much it may cost.

On page 3 of your interim report, under C., you raise the review of
State research needs. It is the view of the Council that research needs
in functional areas of activity (i.e., transportation, living resources,
etc.) can be prioritized. This we have endeavored to do at minimum
costs, a process largely involving the voluntary committee apparatus of
cognizant experts. The Council is of the opinion that scientific or
engineering expertise cannot, nor is it appropriate to, prioritize
research needs between functional or subject areas because societal
aspirations between, e.g. health needs research on one hand or natural
hazard research on another, can only be prioritized in the political
arena. Science and engineering expertise can properly indicate the gaps
of knowledge needed for research attention to solve certain problems.
The determination of society’s priority to solve particular problems
must be a reflection of the relative worth of the endeavor as determined
by representatives of the people in the political process.

Point D (page 3) of your interim report is, we suggest, not wholly or
directly related to the Council's administration of research grants.

The administration of research grants by the Council began as a legislative
response to our early research needs reports. Research funds were not
initially requested by the Council for Council administration. Rather,

it was perceived by the legislature that the Council could perform this
task most effectively. A technique involving nationally accepted peer
review processes was initiated and received national recognition in
Science as a model of efficient and qualitative review of research
proposals. As a deliberative body with scant staff the Council turned

to the peer review process in order to evaluate the efficacy of scientific
or engineering propositions advanced for research funding. Early on, during
the receipt of proposals for research funding, several Council members
went on the record over the problem of research advantage to University

of Alaska proposers over the private or governmental sectors. As you

are aware, University research organizations are only funded between 25
and 30 percent by direct state appropriation, although the total authorized
appropriation by the legislature is 100 percent. Thus, when University
research is authorized at about 48 million dollars by the legislature

only about 14 million dollars represent direct state fiscal outlays of
money. The remaining 34 million dollars authorized is expected co come
from federal, state, and private grants and contracts. This situation forces
University proposers to be highly experienced and capable competitors for
research funds. Indeed by peer review standards their proposals to ti;i
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Council were generally superior to others received. This of course
resulted in the high percentage of Council grant awards to University
researchers.

The next part of your discussion, on research grants involves University
overhead charges. As you should realize, overhead charges in the
University accounting procedure are real costs of performing research.
They greatly transcend "administrative"” costs. Universnty overheads

-'form to audits conducted under federal regulations to all universities
receiving federal dollars. Internal audits by the University and the
state are cognizant of this fact, and those responsible in the University
administration and the State Department of Administration are aware of
this overhead audit procedure. There simply is no relationship between
University "overhead" charges and the administrative costs of less than
10 percent experienced by the Council in the execution of research grant
awards. The Council takes the position that a 10 percent cost for the
processing of grant or contract awards will compare favorably with any
similar state or federal activity.

Your point E (page 4) again, in our view, illustrates certain miscon-
ceptions. You state that "the primary objectives of the Council are
duplicative of functions presently performed by AEIDC. This is not the
case. As indicated earlier, the Council's primary functions are

the ascertainment of research needs, the recommendation of research
priorities, the awarding of research grant funds and the providing of
scientific or technological advice to the executive or legislative
branches upon request.

AEIDC's primary missions are scientific and technological information
transfer and referral, information dissemination, and the execution of
interdisciplinary problem solving research and investigations, primarily
but not wholly in developing areas of new science and technology.

The Council has coordinated its informational needs with AEIDC and has
cooperatively utilized their resources in information transfer and
dissemination. AEIDC has no primary objectives in determining or prioritizin
state research needs, commenting upon state policy in scientific or
technological matters, or advising either the executive or legislative
branches on state research programs. While AEIDC does have a major role

in channeling research information to various public, governmental, and
private sector users, AEIDC does not aspire to, nor is it equipped, as

a University organization, to "coordinate" statewide research, per se.
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From the foregoing comments the Council asserts that your interim report
conclusions cannot be substantiated in logic, by the record, or by
statutory reference. In summary, the Council has not coordinated State
funded research on an a priori basis because it is not mandated to do
so, nor was it ever conceived that it do so. Research grants of the
Council, we believe, have been efficiently administered. The Council’s
primary functions are not duplicative of AEIDC.

Now, having, we believe, refuted most of yrur interim report analysis
within this response, the Council nevertheless can agree with some of
your conclusions and recommendations. We direct the following commentary
towards your recommendations since we believe that the Alaska apparatus
concerned with state science and technology policy and the administration
of research grants can be improved.

Commentary on Recommendation No. 1

Leaving aside our rejection of your rationale on the Council's informa-
tion base, the Council does believe it is a salutary recommendation that
all research contracted or performed by state agencies be reported to a
central informational entity. Tlie Council could be this entity or the
existing arrangements between the Council and AEIDC could be strengthened
or any other appropriate unit of state government, including AEIDC,

could be so designated.

Commentary on Recommendation No. 2

The Council believes it has, subject to the limitations imposed by staff
resources, met its statutory obligations. In order co be effective the
Council requires a much closer relationship to both the Executive and
Legislative branches on policy issues of concern. Tlie Council can
respond in research priorities to specific policy issues. It cannot
prioritize research needs across policy issues which are a reflection of
societal aspirations.

Commentary on Recommendation No. 3
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Again, setting aside the rationale for this recommendation, the Council
agrees that the granting of research funds by a deliberative body may
not be appropriate. Indeed, if you will go back into the legislative
history of the Council you will find chat the three rather disparate
functions of the Council generally, i.e., policy advice, research
funding, and technical subject problem analysis, were first proposed in
three distinct bodies. These were: governmental policy assistance
through a Council apparatus such as ACST; research funding through a
line organisation paralleling national and other state entities, in
effect an Alaska Science Foundation; and technological subject expertise
application through a private sector organizaton such as the newly
formed Alaska Academy of Engineering and Sciences which could assemble
expertise through Academy committees. The experience of the past four
years reinforces the efficacy of this original conception.

Commentary on Recommendation No. 4
We agree and have endeavored to do so.
Other Recommendations to be Considered

The Council is in effect a voluntary organization. Members have devoted
a great deal of their time to its deliberations. Tlie staff is very
small and is more administratively chan scientifically oriented. An
expansion of staff resources may be a consideration of merit. We should
discuss this with you.

By way of conclusion to this response, the Council is attaching its own
analysis of the questionnaire results it received from you. The analysis
was done by Council member Neil Davis. We hope that this analysis may

be useful to you.

Despite our disagreements with you on several points we have offered our
comments in a constructive sense and hope we can share with you further
dialogue eliminating our differences and which will be reflective of

both the Council®s strengths and weaknesses. Thank you for the opportunity
to respond to your report.

David M. Hickok
Chairman

DMH/pp

Enclosure

MPMUI
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Legislature of the State of Alaska

Testimony of
Dr. Edward Wenk, Jr.

It is quite a privilege to testify on new legislation, regarding

the Alaska Council of Science and Technology. In my view, this
proposition may be one of the most crucial to come before this
session. By updating an important aid to state decision making,
continuity of the ACST would represent a small investment today
that should pay off handsomely tomorrow ----- providing sharp and

objective information on Alaska®s opportunities and problems so
as to foster development with the least disappointments or
unwitting economic and social costs. I hope that these brief
remarks may be helpful i ejur deliberations.

By way of introduction, a word or two about your witness. Over
the last 24 years, I have been a participant 1in or analyst of
advisory apparatus related to the making of technology-intensivc-
policy. Although trained as an engineer and engaged as a
practitioner for 18 years, | became the first science advisor to
the U.S. Congress in 1959, then served on the science policy
staffs of Presidents Kennedy, Johnson and Nixon. In 1970, 1 was
appointed \o the faculty at the University of Washington, where 1
have taught conducted research, and continued in advisory

capacities, especially to the Congress.

Over this last decade, 1 have periodically visited Alaska where
I learned firsthand about 1its people, its economy, 1its challenges
and its dilemmas. I soon wunderstood why Alaska®"s future 1is a

special case so that whatever steps are taken 1in science and
technology policy must be carefully matched with the unique
characteristics of geography, economy, history, hopes and dreams
of its citizens.

As legislators, you have a powerful vantage point on Alaska-“s
agenda so much of which depends on science and technology. These
issues and corresponding initiatives, to name just a few, would:

Increase efficiency, ecconomy and productivity in state
government by strengthening information resources,
communication linkages and use of technological aids;

Foster development of Alaska®s natural resources, by
understanding their distribution, richness cind
accessibility, by enhancing techniques of management 1in the
public 1interest to assure a competitive position 1in world
markets;



Evaluate the future supply and demand of energy, state and
global, <considering 1indigenous sources of hydroelectricity
and natural gas, their transportation and distribution;

Provide new opportunities for employment through
technological innovation, linking university R and D with
industrial and state requirements, attracting diversified
industry, facilitating capital formation, promoting long
term investments and stimulating economic vitality 1in rural
areas;

Consider new rail networks that would improve interior
transport, considering geology, climate and state of the art
of hardware;

Evaluate the 1impact of new technologies wunfolding 1in the
lower 48 to map dependencies and constraints that may
influence the future of the state;

Expand knowledge of high latitude phenomena, for example of
electromagnetic effects that may 1impair pipelines, disrupt
electrical power or radio transmissions, and of frozen soil
that must be considered in construction or maintenance of
highways, large buildings, railroads, and underground
utilities;

Strengthen meteorological reporting and forecasting as it
affects agricultural development, streanm flow, and
hydroelectric capacity, glacial behavior, outdoor
recreation, aviation and maritime safety, etc.;

Extend <capabilities for health maintenance and disease
prevention so as to prolong and 1improve quality of Ilife and
to contain rising costs of medical care;

Meet needs of a growing population for highways, water
supply, sewerage, fire and police protection;

Help manage state funding of research and development,
which 1s a greater proportion of the total <conducted in
Alaska than 1in any other, to assure 1its focus on interests
of the state, promote high standards 1in its conduct, and the
effective utilization of products.



Although tnese examples <cover a wide range of topics, they
reveal significant common features:

All these key decisions, consistent with Alaska“®s
Constitution, are matters of public policy,

Options depend critically on research results from natural
and social sciences and engineering, and on alert inquiry as
to future technological and social developments,

Substantial public investments are involved,

Issues are both technically and institutionally complex and
require heightened 1initiative for public understanding and
acceptance,

Consequences of error are likely to be costly, politically
difficult to correct, =ecologically irreversible, or marked
by shortfall 1in goal achievement,

Implementation requires balanced partnership between public
and private sectors,

Public responsibilities for implementation, monitoring , or
regulation <cross agency boundaries so as to require an
unusual degree of coordination,

The past no longer provides a guide for the future, thus
requiring new levels of foresight and impact analysis.

Put another way, these technology-laden issues 1involve high

stakes for Alaska. Moreover, their satisfactory resolution
depends on a base of sound information and analysis, and on keen
public management. Because of Alaska“s special situation,

research conducted elsewhere may not suffice.

AlIl of which adds wup to the need for Alaska to equip 1itself
with technical advisory apparatus that can provide essential
facts nnd objective 1interpretations, focused on policy questions/
prompt, free of advocacy, future oriented, drawing on a wide
range of expertise, <clearly and concisely presented. For only
after the crucial data base 1is developed can options be examined
and rational choices made that reflect economic, social, legal
and political considerations that must be blended 1in democratic
process.

In short, we find that both po>.cies and policymaking that
depend on science and technology are substantially different from
others. So what do we do?

It is here that such steps may be easiest visualized with a
nautical metaphor. Science advisory apparatus 1is like having a



navigator on a ship®s bridge. It*s function 1is an adjunct to
that of the captain; it does not replace the crew in the engine
room tasked with smooth operations. Navigation involves defining
a course to reach a distant and future destination, with a
careful watch for obstacles and hazards- early warning of storms,
other vessels, reefs—- utilizing all available <charts, radio,
radar and electronic location devices. Otherwise, if these
functions are carried out by the ship operator, they are 1in
competition for time and attention, may be terribly distracting
-like running from wheel to radar scope- or they may be entirely
neglected, with <1increased risk of collision, damage, delay or
failure to achieve goals.

To strengthen the policy making capacity of the state, various
instruments are available:

Modify and strengthen the role for ACST,

Expand roles of other governmental apparatus,
reinforce functions in existing staff agencies,
create a small specialized staff,

appoint ad hoc advisory committes,

use private consultants,

develop systematic citizen consultation.

In considering relative merits of alternatives, and in
recognizing that effective functioning may 1involve several in
concert and not just onethe following criteria should be
considered. The wunit should:

facilitate role of governor as Chief Executive,
demonstrate credibility and freedom from advocacy,

assure access to diversity of expertise and of data banks,
display low cost and structural simplicity,

impart long range perspective and foresight capacity,
respond with fast .reaction time when needed,

provide balanced representation of various disciplines and
professions,

- demonstrate familiarity with policy process,

foster 1interagency coordination and articulate with bodies



at other governmental levels,
communicate effectively in and outside of government,
be backed by legislative mandate.

As an aside, while the federal experience is not directly
applicable, it may be instructive because exactly the same types
of policy predicaments had to be met. Beginning in 1957, the
incumbent President and his successors created and utilized four
interrelated instruments:

an advisory committee of outsiders,

an advisory committee of insiders,

a science advisor directly on the White House Staff,
and a small specialized staff office.

With different administrations, these units have undergone
major changes to strengthen or to divest tasks, depending upon
wishes of the Chief Executive; but except for a 1973-76 hiatus,
core functions have continued now for 25 years.

Congress, too, has acted. In 1958, it created a post of
science advisor in the Legislative Reference Service, Later, they
expanded i1t to a diversified staff of experts; then in 1972
created an entirely separate Office of Technology Assessment by
legislation. Also about 1977, it authorized a science policy
unit in the GAO.

States have also established analogous advisory apparatus.
They are highly varied; they change 1in structure and style with
new administrations; they range widely in mission and
effectiveness. Most have a vrole 1in economic development, and
these are being reexamined and revitalized as most states respond
to the seduction of the hi-tech frontier. The National Governors
Association has completed three studies in this area, treating
prospects and comparative mechanisms.

To return to Alaska, as was said before, whatever is
established here should be <custom designed for the State’s
special needs and situation. As a first step, |1 strongly support

new legislation._jn relation to__the_ Alaska__Council on Science" arid
Technology.

Such a measure should focus more on a policy advisory rol* and
less on managing grants; its mission should reflect:

the need for acquiring and interpreting technical
information in SandT policymaking,



the potential of scientific and technological vresearch 1in
Alaska®"s future,

the obligation to spend public research funds prudently and
without unnecessary duplication,

the benefit of effective information transfer,
the requirement for central integration of research results,

the capacity to look ahead and build a future orientation
into the advisory function.

I also believe it essential to clarify the organizational
arrangements by establishing the ACST in the Office of the
Governor. This =erases existing ambiguity as to structure, and
best assures effective utilization and communication of this
resource by Jlinkage between advisor and advisee. Additionally,
roles and missions of ACST should be spelled out to meet general
criteria for functioning that 1 listed previously. And finally,
the bill should <contain an action-forcing provision through a
requirement for a biannual report, dealing with the state of
SandT, issues deserving research, recommendations for additional
research and a summary of significant accomplishments.

In summary, this proposal 1is derived from what |1 perceive as
needs of the state; it meets a test of soundness, using the
criteria for such advisory apparatus. Finally, it would be built
on an existing body that, while having a different scope and
direction, has a track record of accomplishment that should
reduce uncertainties as to performance if 1t were an entirely new
entity. For the ACST has wearned recognition and praise 1in a
national scientific jJournal, almost unprecedented 1in activities
of this Kkind.

What 1is important to your deliberations 1is that this proposal
has a high prospect of success. It does mean that the members of
the ACST will have a very demanding challenge ahead. But 1in my
discussions with them, they appeared to share objectives and
possible <changes in legislative mandate that | have repeated
here. This step might also correct what seemed to be substantial
underutilization by the proceeding administration.

I do not believe that this 1is the last word on what the state
may ultimately decide 1is necessary to fulfill 1its opportunities
involving science and technology. But in my judgment, it is the
best possible rirst step.



Testimony of Mr. David Hickok, Chairman, Alaska Council on Science
and Technology before the joint Senate and House State Affairs
Committee-Alaska State Legislature

Mr. Chairman, my name is David Hickok, the current chairman of ACST. With

me is Chris Noah, Executive Director to the Council and Dr. Edward I/enk.

For four years v/e have been involved with an experiment unique to Alaska
government experience. An experiment which has involved an extremely high
level of volunteer participation and committment from individuals within
the Alaskan engineering and science community. This volunteer effort has
been made primarily to make available Alaskan expertise in the sciences and
engineering to the legislature and the executive branch as they considered
policies and programs requiring such advisory input. Additionally, the
Council has prepared research needs reports on subjects applicable to state
interests, disseminated science and engineering information on a variety of
subjects and in a variety of media and administered grant funds for the
support of technology and research grant programs established by the

legislature and given to the Council for administration.

Like many experiments our experience has been only partly successful. But
we have learned something of both the strengths and weaknesses of a science
organization 1in and for Alaska. I, and the members of the Council welcome
this hearing and a candid discussion of the Council®s record together with
an evaluation of 1its responsibilities and duties. Since inception we have
been engaged in our own self analysis but particularly over the past 1-1/2
years have sought better approaches or ways to alleviate the deficiencies

in the ACST structure which we have observed. We brought three distinguished
men of science in Alaskan and ocean affairs--Drs. George Rogers, Joseph
Fitzgerald and Edward Wenk 1in to assist us in this evaluation. Dr. Wenk is
here today to offer some observations rroin his lengthy experience in federal

science and other state organizations.



With that introduction aside 1°d like to briefly summarize some salient

points of our own self-analyses. Where we are weak, where we are strong
and why.
1. The Councils® authorizing legislation provided for an organizational
relationship to both the governor and the legislature. This dichotomy

of responsibility to both branches is perhaps the reason why neither
has used the broad expertise available through the Council - extant
in hundreds of Alaskan scientists and engineers available to assist

government in appropriate ways -- to the extent possible.

Even so the legislature and the governor have called upon the Council
for advice on numerous and various matters. The legislature has used
the Council much more than the past executive branch with particular
contacts involving several 1legi slative connnittees: agriculture,

telecommunications, natural resources and state affairs. As you will
recall it was the Council who first furnished the legislature through

this committee information on the impacts of federal budgetary cutbacks.

The autnorizing legislation for the Council called for its placement
within tie Office of the Governor. However, we were never really
welcomed there 1in the past administration and were transferred

first to DEC and later to Administration by executive order.

2. Patterned after the federal experience in science organizations the
1979 draft legislation originally called for three separate entities:
an advisory body ti the executive branch on policy matters involving
science and technology; the chartering of an independent private

sector organization - e.g. Alaska Academy of Engineering and Sciences;



fr,
i/ Ny

fen*-jf

and, a third organization to grant funds for the support of
scientific and technological research applicable to solving state

needs and problems.

During the legislative process all three of these above functions
were combined in the ACST. Experience has shown that this was a
mistake. A small (seven person) volunteer Council simply cannot
perform in both the policy advisory function and thr granting of

support funds for science and technology.

Experience has shown that the membership (7) 1is too small to
effectively represent the expertise necessary to consider the range
of scientific and engineering issues brought before the Council.
Even though we have a rapid response system at hand to involve
hundreds of diverse experts we are hindered in the deliberative and
voting process. At least two more members from the private sector

would make for a more effective operation.

Particularly difficult and time consuming for the Council has been

the granting of funds for Northern Technology and Applied Research.

part the criteria for these grants have been vague 1in the legislation,
but more importantly it is extremely difficult for a deliberative body,
representing different scientific or engineering disciplines and
interests to vote on the propriety of a broad spectrum of research
proposals - even though well screened by reviewing experts prior

to Council vote. Incidentally, this review process itself has

been most effective scientifically and financially and has been

applauded nationally in SCIENCE magazine.



Despite some of these difficuties we have produced, 1in our view,
with only volunteer help- a rather impressive record of research
needs reports, support of meetings and conferences, and dissemination

of information in a viriety of media: publications, radio and T.V.

On the subject of research needs reports and their prioritization

we have only made priorities within each subject or function. We
have not felt it appropriate to prioritize between research needs

in health vs agriculture or natural resources vs transportation, etc.
Instead we have held that this prioritization between functions was
a matter for elected representatives. Even so if asked our opinion

we would have responded.

Similarly we have been criticized for not coordinating all science
in Alaska. In response to this we have pointed out that the
legislative history for the ACST specifically said not to do so,

and in any event it would be a mistake to put the Council 1in a

"big brother™ role for all Alaska science. Instead, we have pursued
the goal of improved coordination in research through indirect means
of workshops, conferences and information exchange. In this way-

ie communications and involvement- coordination of state interests

on many subjects has been achieved.

Finally, 1 would like to point out that we believe it has been in
the policy area that the Council has been particularly effective and
in an important sense. We have sought the development of research
partnerships between the federal government, the state go/eminent,

universities and private industry. To this end we wrote the report



U.S. Arctic Science Policy, assists Senator Murkowski 1in the

drafting of his legislation, the Arctic Research and Policy Act,

formulated the state"s position on this legislation and influenced
the national scientific community to support its enactment in the

U.S. Congress.

At this point in time the future of this legislation is our greatest
concern and highest priority. We feel most strongly that if state

and national goals in resource development, human health, environmental
protection and national defense are to be achieved in the U.S.
Arctic--Alaska and adjacent waters, then the combined forces of science
and engineering expertise from government, from academia and private

industry must work cooperatively in the greatest partnership possible.

What you decide to be the fate of the ACST or a similar science body
in Alaska will have a direct effect on this effort. Unless Alaska
continues an interest in science policy and research planning the

United States Congress 1is unlikely to do so.

Thank you for this «rportunity to appear before you 1°d be pleased to

answer any questions.
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REPRESENTATIVE WHILE IN JUNEAU
BARBARA LACHER POUCHV
P.0.BOX 478 JUNEAU. ALASKA 99811
PALMER. ALASKA 99645 um & m 007)465-4894
007)376-4215

House of Representatives

MEMORANDUM

TO: Members of the HouseState Affairs Committee
FROM: Representative Barbaralacher.

DATE: May 23, 1983

RE: Amendment to SB 294

The attached amendments are intended to permit legislators to provide av.
example to their constituents and to the citizens of this state as a
whole. . In a time of declining oil revenue it is necessary for u.o to
make major cuts in many state and regional projects and programs. It s
only fair that we, as Legislators, demonstrate our willingness to
tighten our own belts, in light of the fact that we have askp® ” the
citizens of this state to do the same.

AMENDMENT NUMBER ONE

Amendment number one _laces Legislative pay raises in the public eye,
where they belong, and not hidder. behind the cloak of other state
employee®s pay raiu-"s. This amendment adds a new Section to SB 294 that
amends AS 24.15.020 such that Legislator®s pay raises are subject to

separate legislation. The effect of this amendment would be to leave
Tegislator®s salaries at the current level and require legislation
suould we collectively choose to give ourselves a raise. I urge you to

adopt this amendment.

AMENDMENT NUMBER TWO

Amendment number two is an alternative, should this Committee find
amendment number one unacceptable. This amendment defers the issue
until next Session, at which time we can more openly address the issue
in light of HB 310.
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Offered in the HOUSE By Lacher

TO: SB 294

Page 2, following line 25, insert a new section to read:
"* Sec. 4. Ar24.15.020 is amended to read:
Sec. 24.15.020. SALARY OF LEGISLATOPC. Themonthly salary for
each memberof the legislature is $1,673[EQUAL TO STEP A, RANGE10 OF
THE SALARYSCHEDULE IN AS 39.27.011(a) FOR JUNEAU, ALASKA]. The
president of the senate and the speaker of the house of representa—
tives are each entitled to an additional $500 a year during tenure of

office."”

Renumber succeeding sections accordingly.



AMENDMENT 472 £

Offered in the HOUSE: ly : lacher

To: HOUSE BILL Nb.

SENATE BILL No. J94
Page: Line: 29

Following AS 01.10.070(c), Add new language to read:

however the salary increases for legislators made in sec. 1 of
this Act through the operation of AS 24.15.020 take effect when the
Fourteenth State Legislature takes office following the 1984

elections.

H 70
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VEMORANDUM
TO: All Representatives
FROM Representative Ade Herrmann

DATE: April 9, 1984
SUBJECT:  asrAA Pin

Enclosed is a pin from the Association for Stranded Rural Alaskans
in Anchorage (ASRAA). ASRAA provides services to rural Alaskans who
have migrated to Anchorage unprepared for the dangers looming there,
often becoming the victims of crime or abuse. A lieutenant from the
Anchorage Police Department recently attributed ASRAA"s services to
a decline in the City"s crime 1in certain neighborhoods.

AH/g/ml
Enclosure



APRIL 11, 1984 (Continued) SUBJECT TO CHANGE

FIRST READING AND REFERENCE OF SENATE RESOLUTIONS

SCR 45

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 45 by the Judiciary
Committee:

Suspending Uniform Rule 41(b) of the
Alaska State Legislature concerning
Senate Bill No. 347.

was read the first time and referred to the Finance Committee.



MITCH. Wednesday, April 11, 84

[ f “an Act authorizing the use of Alaska permanent fund
income to pay longevity bonuses; amending the longevity
bonus program and the permanent fund dividend distribu—
tion program; and providing for an effective date.™

There 1is a Draft CS from State Affairs before the Committee. You
may wish to comment on whether the subcommittee appointed for
this has any 1input, or perhaps you just want to comment the draft
was put together at your direction.

There 1is an updated Fiscal Note from Administration on this, Dated
April 4, 1984. This fiscal note should apply to the proposed
HOuse State Affairs Committee substitute drafted dated April 9, 84
by Lynn Asper, Legislative Counsel, but you might wish to ask

Lou Keller to clarify this.

A copy of the Alaska Supreme Court decision of April 6,84 1is on top.

Lynn Asper, the Legislative Counsel who drew up the bill and all
subsequent revisions including the proposed CS from State Affairs,

will be here to answer any questions. l also asked him to draw
up a Sectional Analysis, which should be available to the Comm—
ittee in time for the meeting. He just finished revising the
bill e to delete all references to the pending

Alaska Supreme Court decision,so it"s the draft copy dated 4/9/84.

Ron Lorensen, Deputy Attorney General, will be here to provide
testimony and answer questions. He andLynn between them can
can answer questions about various changes made to date 1in the
proposed CS.

r*here is a Proposed Amendment to the proposed CS, which 1is 1in

your backup on the top. This has been drafted by Lorensen, who
will discuss it at length, but it is a change in the CS to allow
the Alaska Supreme Court decision to be appealed to the U.S.
Supreme Court. It is a policy question to be decided by Committee.

Also on top of the backup pile is a copy of the Senate Concurrent
Resolution //A5 which allows for a title change 1in the bill itself.
This Resolution passed the Senate this morning 18-0 (2 absent),
and was passed on and received by the Chief Clerk of the House

at 11:24 this morning, April 11, 1984

Lou Keller, Director of Pioneer Benefits for the Dept, of Administra-—
tion, will be here to answer questions, as the administrations
authority on the longevity bonus program.



(See Attached)

Basically, this page amends the language of the House
Ib TO MAKE ADJUSTMENTS AND REPEALS TO THIS ACT IF
THE I.b, SUPREME COURT REVERSES THE DECISION OF THE
Alaska Supreme Court of April 6, 193A regarding the
case: of Shafer and the State of Alaska vs, Vest,



* Sec. 7. (@ A person who was qualified to vreceive a monthly
longevity bonus under AS 47.45 on March 30, 1984 is presumed to be
qualified to receive a monthly bonus under AS 47.45 as amended by this Act.
Payments under AS 47.45 as amendedby this Act may be made to that person
as long as the person continues to qualify for payments under those
provisions.

(b) A person who (1) 1is eligible to receive a monthly longevity
bonus under AS 47.45 as amended by this Act for which that person was not
eligible under AS 47.45 on March 30, 1984; and (2) whose application for a
longevity bonur for a month beginning on or after May 1, 1984 1is received
by July 1, 1984 may be paid for each month for which that person is
qualified and for which such an application was filed, notwithstanding any
other provision of law to the contrary.

* Sec. 8. (@) The amendment to AS 47.45.010(a) made by sec. 1 of this
Act, the adoption of AS 47.45.150(3) made by sec. 4 of this Act, the repeal
of AS 47.45.150(2) and 47.45.170 made by sec. 5 of this Act, and the repeal
of AS 47.45 made by sec. 6 of this Act are repealed if the United States
Supreme Court reverses, 1in whole or 1in part, the decision of the Alaska
Sipreme Court 1in the case of Marian Schafer and State of Alaska v. Rodney
Vest, Alaska Supreme Court No. S-289, on the constitutionality of thu
Alaska longevity bonus program (AS 4/.45) as it read immediately before the
effective date of this Act.

(b) In the event that the Alaska Supreme Court 1is reversed, in whole
or in part, by the United States Supreme Court, the provisions repealed by
(a) of this section are repealed on th"> day following the day on which the
decision of the United States 1 preme Court takes effect and,
notwithstanding the provisions of AS 01.10.100(c), the provisions of
AS 47.45.010(a) and 47.45.150, asthey read 1immediately before the
effective date of this Act are revived.

* Sec. 9. This Act applies only to longevity bonus payments for months
of qualified residence beginning on or after May 1, 19P4.

* Sec. 10. This A"t takes effect immediately in accordance with AS 01.-

10.070(c).



€C36 MR. CHAIRMAN, I REQUEST THAT SB 347 BE ALLOWED TO STAY |IN SUBCOMMITTEE
until Tuesday®s meeting when a recomendation will come forward at that time.
THE SUBCOMMITTEE WILL CONTACT THE PRIME SPONSORS SEN. RAYE AND AL ADAMS
AND THE GOV®"S OFFICE AND THE GENTLEMAN FROM THE DEPT OF LAW. OBJECTION
WAS MADE BY LARSON FOR THEPURPOS OF A QUESTION. MILLER MAINTAINED

HIS OBJECTION
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LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY

MuBaHc®:R AN D Heltional analyépgibflﬂeslggéB 347
(State Affairs) (4/9 Draft)

TO: Representative Mitch Abood
chairman, House State Affairs Committee

FROM: ~ Linn H. Asper
B WA Legislative Counsel

You have asked for a sectional analysis of the latest
version of a proposed State Affairs Committee substitute for
SB 347.

You should note that the title of this bill is different
than the title of the Senate-passed version. It is my un—
derstanding that efforts will be made to waive the pro—
visions of legislative rule 41(b) regarding title changes in
the other house. If this is not done the proposed committee
substitute will be invalid because of the violation of Rule
41(b).

Section 1 amends the residence requirements for the
longevity bonus program so that any one-year resident who is
65 or older may receive the bonus payments. This 1is the
heart of the bill.

Section 2 makes technical changes in the provision of AS
47.45 relating to che effect of an absence from the state by
a longevity bonus recipient.

Section 3 adds a new provision to allow the commissioner of
administration access to state records under limited circum—
stances to obtain information needed to make eligibility
determinations for the longevity bonus program.

Section 4 provides a definition of "resident” to supplement
the changes made to the eligibility requirements by section



Representative Mitch Abood
Page 2
April 9, 1984

Section 5 repeals the following sections:

AS 47.45.150(2); the definition of "domicile”, a
word no longer used in the chapter.

AS 47.45.170; the purpose and intent language from
the original program.

Sec. 2, ch. 205, SLA 1972; the section from the
original longevity bonus Act that
would operate to invalidate the
entire program if any part of it
is held to be invalid.

Section 6 repeals the longevity bonus program on Julv 1.
2000.

Section 7 indicates that the eligibility of a person who 1is
eligible for a longevity immediately before the effective
date of the Act is not affected by the amendments made by
the Act.

Section 8 restricts the operation of the Act to payments for
May, 1984 and thereafter.

Section 9 provides for an immediate effective date.

LHA:Imb
L37043



[April 6 Order of Supreme Court, as received by tel”™ tone]

State v. Vest

The judgment of the Superior Court, holding that
Alaska®s Longevity Bonus Program 1/ violates the Fourteenth
Amendment of the Constitution of the United States is AFFIRMED.
An opinion will follow.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

1/ AS 47.45.010-.170
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STATE OF ALASKA
F

REQUEST
Bill/Resolution No. :cssb 347(Fin)
Title : Permanent Fund/Longevity Bonus

Hl
1984 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
ISCAL NOTE
Revision Date: April *, 1984

Page 1 of 6
FISCAL DETAIL
Agency Affected: Administration
Program Category Affected: social Services

Sponsor: Ray BRU, Program or Subprogram(s) Affected:
Requestor: Muicahy Longevity Bonus Program o
Date of Request: February 2k, 198A
EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (Thousands of Dollars)
FY 84 FY 85 FY 86 FY 87 FY 8S FY 89
OPERATING
100 PERSONAL SERVICES 11.8 <*9.9 28.7 28.7 28.7 28.7
200 TRAVEL
300 CONTRACTUAL 9.5 56.9 57.9 58.9 59.9 60.9
AOO SUPPLIES 5 1.5 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
500 EQUIPMENT
600 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS, CLAIMS 2,076.0 12.A56.0 12,096.0 11,736.0 11 ,376.0  11,016.0
800 MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING 2,097.8 12,56"*. 3 12,183.6 11,82°*.6 11,°*65.6  11,106.6
CAPITAL 0 0 0 0 0 0
REVENUE 0 0 0 0 u 0
FUNDING:  (Thousands of Dol ars)
GENERAL FUND 2,097.8 (26,335.7)  (3B,116.™) (35,27/5."%)  (37,3™*.") (39,593."%)
FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER 38,900.0 "45,300.0 **7,100.0 "*8,900.0 50,700..0
TOTAL 2,097.8 12,5"*.3 12,183.6 11,82"*.6 11,"%65.6 11.106.6
POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME (FTE) 2 1.0 1.0 lo 1.0 1.0
PART-TIME (FTE) 3 1.0 0 0 0 0
TEMPORARY 0 0 0 0 0 0
SOURCE OF FUNDS TO OFFSET FISCAL IMPACT OF BILL:In FY 85 there would be an expenditure
of $38,900.0 in Permanent Fund Distributable Income and a reduction in the Longevity Bonus Ceneral
Funds Budget of $26,335.7. In succeeding years Permanent Funds would increase and General Funds
would decrease.
ANALYSIS: Attar sfpa»>te page”~fap analysis
Prepared B Phone: (907) *65-"~m
Division: Pioneers® Benefits D ate: April , iohi*
Approved by Commissioner: Lisa Rudd Date
Agency: department of administration
Distribution (by Agency preparing fiscal note):
Legislative Finance
Legislative Sponsor
Requestor
Office of Management and Budget
Impacted Agency(ies) Rev. 3-20-84
19/FORMS/FN

19/7B1 /0 #04-0i/2



CSSB 347 (Fin)
Fiscal Note Analysis
Prepared By Division of Pioneers”™ Benefits
Department of Administration
April 4, 1984

This bill would increase the number of persons eligible for the Longevity
Bonus Progranm.

This fiscal note was requested to be prepared using the following assumptions:

a. All persons who are age 65 and older uho have been residents of Alaska
for at least one year would be eligible.

b. On February 22, 1984, the Senate Finanre Committee received information
from the Department of Revenue that there are 14,500 Alaskans over age
65, based on verified 1983 Permanent Fund applications.

There will be approximately 10,348 persons on the Longevity Bonus program
by July 1, 1984. Therefore, it is assumed, as requested using the
February 22 information, that an additional 4,152 persons wil be
enrolled on the program in FY 85 under the bill.

c. The amount of the bonus would be $250 per month. According to
calculations of Permanent Fund Distributable Income issued %y the
Department of Revenue in January of 1984, only $38.9 mil lion"would be
available for credit to the Longevity Bonus account in FY 85. Thi:
amount would fund only 12,967 persons, rather than 14,500. Therefore,
the additional $4.6 million needed to fund 14,500 persons would have to
be obtained from another source.

d. No retroactive payments would be paid.

e. There may be a much larger rate of growth in this program with new
legislation. We do not know what the rate of growth will be, but we
assume that there will be an increased cost for grants over the nextsix
years. The FY 87 budget preparation will reflect the first full year of
experience on which to base more specific figures.

f. AlIl administrative expenses (program management and operating costs,
exclusive of bonus payments) would be paid from the General Fund. Bonus
payments would be paid from the Longevity Bonus Account established from
earnings of the Permanent Fund, except for all expenses in FY 84 and the
additional $4.6 million 1in grants needed in FY 85, which would be paid
from the General Fund.

g- An increase in the Longevity Bonus staff would be needed to process the
flood of new applications.

h. The Act would become effective on May 1, 1984.



CSSB 347 (Fin)
Fiscal Note Analysis

Prepared By Division of Pioneers®™ Benefits

Department of Administration
April 4, 1984

Additional funds needed for FY 84 are computed as follows:

Personal Services

Clerk V, PFT (2 months) $4,785
Clerk 11, PPT (2 positions, 2 months) 7,051

Contractual Services
Added postage, bonus warrants, printing of
new regulations and application forms and
increased telephone tolls

Commodities
Office supplies

Grants
Additional funds needed for Bonus payments
to additional persons who will be eligible
(4,152 x 2 x $250)

Total additional funds required for FY 84

Additional funds needed for FY 85 are computed as follows:

Personal Services

Clerk V, PFT $28,710
Clerk 11, PPT (2 positions, 6 months) 21,152

Contractual Services
Added postage, bonus warrants, printing of
new regulations and application forms and
increased telephone tolls

Commodities
Oince supplies and file cabinets for

application and recipient files

Grants
Additional fund:-, needed for Bonus payments
to additional persons who will be eligible
(4,152 x 12 x $250)

Total additional funds required for FY 85

L1Q/TRL [nanfun/i /i

Annual Cost

$ 11,836

9,492

500

2,076,00C

$ 2,097,328

49.862

56,950

1,500

12,456,000

$12,564,312



FY

FY

FY

FY

FY

FY

FY

FY

FY

FY

1Q/7R1/nana-nals

85

86

87

88

89

90

91

92

93

94

Permanent Funds Available for

Longevity Bonus Grants

$37,400,000

$48,900,000

$60,500,000

$68,400,000

$75,900,000

$83,600,000

$97,200,000

$108,435,000

$120,481,000

$133,280,000

CSSB 347 (Fin)

$1,500,000
(interest)

$1,960,000
(interest)

$2,420,000

$2,740,000

$3,040,000

$3,420,000

$3,888,000

$ »,337,4C0

$4,819,250

$5,331,200

Page 4 of 6

November 9, 1983

$23,900,000

$50,360,000

$62,920,000

$71,140,U00

$73,940,000

$89,020,000

$101,088,000

$112,772,400

$125,300,250

$138,611,200



FYy 84

FY 85

FY 86

FY 87

FY 88

FY 89

19/7B1/0404-04/6

Total

CSSB 347 (Fin)

Administration
Additional Administration
Grants (10,000 x 10x $250)
(14,500 x 2 x $250)
Total

Administration
Additional Administration
Grants (14,500 x 12 x $250)

Total

Administration

Additional Administration

Grants (15,100 x 12 x $250)
Total

Administration

Additional Administration

Grants (15,700 x 12 x $250)
Total

Administration

Additional Administration

Grants (16,300 x 12 x $250)
Total

Administration

Additional Administration

Grants (16,900 x 12 x $250)
Total

Page 5 of 6

March 29, 1984

Longevity Bonus Program Costs

$ 248,000
21,828
25,000,000
7,250,000
$32,519,828
$ 269,400
108,312
38,900,000
4,600,000
$43,877,712
$ 269,400
87,600
45,300,000
$45,657,000
$ 269,400
88,600
47,100,000
$47,458,000
$ 269,400
89,600
48,900,000
$49,259,000
$ 269,400
90,600
50,700,000

571,060,000

GF
GF
GF
GF

GF
GF
PF
GF

GF
GF
PF

GF
GF
PF

GF
GF
PF

GF
GF
PF



FY

FY

FY

FY

FY

FY

FY

FY

FY

FY

85

86

87

88

89

90

91

92

93

94

10,348

11,068

11,788

12,508

13,228

13,948

14,663

15,388

16,108

16,828

December 20, 1983

Page 6 of 6
Grants Budget
Longevity Bonus Program Is Unchanged
(based on growth of 60 per month-
over present enrollment)

persons @ $250/mo. = $31.044.0
persons 0 $250/mo. = 33,204.0
persons & 3250/mo. = 35.364.0
persons @ $250/mo. = 37,524.0
persons 0 $250/mo. = 39 .684.0
persons 0 $250/mo. = 41,844.0
persons 0 $250/mo. = 44 .004.0
persons 0 $250/mo. = 46.164.0
persons 0 $250/mo. = 48.324.0

persons 0 $250/mo. = 50,484.0



POSITION TITLE RATICE/STEP BARG. UNIT FORM 12  PACE/LINE AyppROyi =i SAPP.

Clerk V 118 G coy:
I TYPE OF POSITION  STAFF MONTHS  RP NUMBER PCN NUMBER BRU PRIORITY LOCATION ELECTION DISTRICT
PFT . 12 1 Juneau 4 IXC.X:
J. - JUJ 11T ILAI U1
TYPE OF EaPLNOIIURE anbuni ~ The program expects to receive applications from 4,152
1 2 3 persons who will meet the new eligibility requirements
PERSONAL SERVICES when the bill 1is effective. A Clerk V position 1is
s.  Salary 1,914/m0. 22,968 required to supervise two PPT Clerk Il positions, who
6. Benefits 1,454 will be required to process the volume of applications.
7. Supplemental Benefits 1,408 In addition, the Clerk V will be responsible for calcula—
8.  Fixed Benefits 2,880 tion of any retroactive benefits which may be due.
9. 101AL PERSONAL SERVICES 01 28,710
10.  Travel 02 At the end of eight months, it is expected that the
1. Contractual 03 receipt of applications will level off and the Clerk V
12. Commodities o™ position will then be required to assist with actions
13.  Equipment 05 necessary for continuing eligibility of increased number
t.  Other of recipients, and added volume of data input.
15. TOTAL COST 28,710
my " - ., 7
RECEIPT CODE FUND INC SOURCE
e Federal Receipts 1002
17. C.F. Match 1003
18. 100 Cener.il Funds 100<i 28.710
19. I-A Receipts 1005
20. Program Receipts 1028
21. Other
 [—
1 XIX'X'X'X v X vXvVX

1 FOR BSM USE ONLY
I tA KEY NUMBER - < >

agency Administration..
Social and Economic Assistance
PROGRAM fjQT_.thil_.Aged

13 REQUEST EOR

new POSITION bru  Longevity-Bonus. Program----———- Page of
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AMdui I f The program expects to receive applications from 4,152
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application received must be cate-stamped, registered,
scrutinized for completeness, acknowledged and filed.
In addition, documentation verifying applicant®s completion
of the requirements will be requested if not received with
14,102 the application.
Two permanent part time Clerk Il positions will be
required to process the volume of applications 1in a
timely manner. It is expected that the large volume of
applications will level off at the end of eight months
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Juneau — Legislators trying
to cure constitutional problems
with Alaska’s Longevity Bonus
Program were scrambling Fri-
day to find compromises in two
backup bills so the $250 a month
checks could continue going oat
to the state’s pioneer residents.

But it appears the House-
passed  "stair-stepping” ap-
proach for phasing out the plan is
the biggest obstacle standing in
the way of quick passage.

Moments after the Alaska Su-
preme Court upheld a lower
court ruling that the payments
were discriminatory and lllegal
because of residency require-
ments, legislative leaders reiter-
ated their pledge to keep the
cash flowing without interrup-
tion. n >

"The bottom line ... is tliat
the old-timers will get their
checks this month,” said Semite
President Jny Kerttula,

: D-Palmerand a co-sponsor of lhe
: Senate measure. "We’ll get lhe

program in place well before lhe
end of the month. If anything’}a
fact, that’sa fact.”

Under various rulings, ihe
courts had effectively ended i;he
payments with the checks issued
at the end of March.

The program had been open to
citizens 65 years of age or older
who have lived In Alaska since
before statehood and for 25
yea.*;.

The high court heard argu-
ments Thursday from a lawyer
representing Rodney Vest, 60, of
Anchorage, who contends the
residency requirement violates
the constitutional rights of other
Alaska senior citizens.

In a one-line decision Friday,
the high court agreed. The court
affirmed a December ruling by
Superior Court Judge Walter
Carpeneti of Juneau.

Few people in the Capitol
were expressing any surprise at
the decision — especially in light
of advice to legislators from the
Attorney General’s office last
spring that the program’s resi-
dency requirement could not be
defended.

"The attorney general had ad-
vised us earlier that we had
about a 20 percent chance of win-
ning," said House Speaker Joe
Hayes, R-Anchorage.

At Thursday’s high court
hearing, the justices questioned
arguments presented by Assist-
ant Attorney General Deborah
Vogt, and their queries showed
skepticism similar to that exhib-
ited by Carpeneti during Supe-
rior Courtarguments last year.

Vogt argued that the pay-
ments to pioneer senior citizens
reco/iized their hardships as
terr mrial citizens and also made
it c fordable for them to remain
in he state after the oil boom
drt teup the cost of living.

The program was as uefensi-
ble as the benefits paid military

*
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veterans, she said.

But Mark Sandburg, an attor-
ney representing Vest, con-
tended the provision could not
withstand court scrutiny.

On a social level, "There can
be a sourdough aristocracy,”
Sandburg said. But legally,
length of residency "cannot be a
badge of worth."

Vest, who attended the hear-
ing, said he was disgusted that
the case has gone this far., saying
state legislators "could have set-
tled it amicably three years ago,
but a few political hacks wanted
to drag it through the courts.”

Spurred by Friday’s decision,
legislators were predicting thata
new program could be in place
by the end of the month. Rep. Al
Adams, IMCotzebue, and Senate
Floor Leader Bill Ray, D-Jun-
eau, were already at work Fri-
day, trying to refine compro-
mises ;In the measures which
passed their respective houses
on March 6.

The Senate bill, sponsored by
Kerttula and Ray, would estab-
lish a one-year residency re-
quirement for people over age 65
and tap 12,5 percent of the earn-
ings from the Alaska Permanent
Fund. It would reduce fund divi-
dend payments by 25 percent to
support the $250 a month check.'
tothestote’s pioneers.

It would be effective 30 dayi
after the court’s decision am
would end the program on th
year 2000.

mr

The House measure includes
an automatic phase-out provi-
sion, would attach one-year resi-
dency minlmumo to Alaskans
over age 65 and be paid out of the
state’s treaiiury. 1

The “stair-stepping” phase-
out would begin in 1990. Under
the bill’s formula, the eligibility
age for the program would be in-’
creased every year, or go from
age 65 in 1890, to 66 in 1901, 67 in
1992 and so on.

Kerttula, however, has prob-
lems with tliat concept.

"In a few years, residents
aged 64 will not be able to parti-
pate," he said. "But a new resi-
dent aged 65will be.

"We’ve given a lot from our
original concept,” Kerttula said.
“We did riot provide for stair-
stepping. We did provido a cuti
off. We’ve also provided for in-

come from tlie general fund
rather than the permanent
fund.”

“It’s our intention to continue
the program, but the way to do it
is still undecided,” Adams said.

"They would like to cut out
the program in-the year 2000," he
said. . |
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Juneau — It cost the state ap-
proximately $60,000 to defend the
residency requirements in
Alaska’s unconstitutional
Longevity Bonus Program — a
case its attorney general had
said from the onset It probably
couldn’t win.

The Alaska Supreme Court
ruled Friday that Alaska’s prac-
tice of rewarding the pioneers
who have lived in the state since
territorial days is discriminatory
and illegal. - 1

The panel based its decision
on the 14th amendment to the
Constitution.

The program had been open to
residents 65 years or over who
have lived In Alaska since before
statehood and for 25years.

But Rodney Vest, 69, of An-
chorage, sued, contending the
residency requirement was un-

court u

program:

fair. The action later was ex-
panded to include all people 65
years of age or older who* have
lived in Alaska for at least a
year, but who have not received
the $250 monthly payments.

The outcome was almost a
foregone conclusion from the be-
ginning. Last spring, the attor-

ney general’s office advised leg- .

islators that the program’s resi-
dency requirement could not be
defended,

“The attorney general ad-
vised us earlier that we hadg
about a 20 percent chance of winj-
ning,"” House Speaker Joe Hayes,
R-Anchorage, said Friday.

Deborah Vogt, the assistant
attomey general who argued the
case, said the $60,(00 was mostly
for In-house costs, although
$7,800 went for a legal consultant,
a constitutional specialist who
helped prepare the case.

“That Includes litigation ef-

forts, some of the legislative ap-
pearances, briefs before the Su-
preme Court... Superior Court,
appeal papers and motions,” she
said. "It also includes some of
our efforts from two years ago
when we filed for 1,800 affada-
vits, plus some paralegal work.”
Attorney General Norm fior-
such said the,,case was Jfrela-,
tively inexpensive” ljecause
most of the work was haiidled in-
house. And he acknowledged re-t
marks about the state ha *
thought it had a weak cdse.
*e“We have~fcdnsiatently
dressed the legislature, particu-
larly In hearings, that the matter
is unconstitutional,” ,jjaici Gor-
such, who indicated he had rated
the cliances of winning the suit
anywhere from 5to 20 percent.
“But that doesn’t mean you
don’t answer the case and con-
tiriue to fight it, because you]
might win," he said. i
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State paid $60,000 ]
to defend bonuses!?Z

DEAN_F%DICK
%I(EA%OCIaI Press
tuJUNEAU It cost the
state about $60,000 to defend
the residency requirements in

Alaska’s unconstitutional
Longevity Bonus Program —

ruled. Friday that Alaska’s
practice of rewarding the pi-
oneers who have lived in the
state since territory 1 days is
discriminatory and illegal.

The panel based its deci-
sion on the 14th amendment
to Lhe U.S. Constitution,
which extends equal protec-
tion to all citizens.

The outcome was almost a
foregone conclusion from the

iceinninl Last sprip»_ th 1
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vised legislators that the pro-
gram’s recidency requirement
could not d* defended.

“The attorney general ad-
vised us earlier 'hat we had

DeborahVogt, the assistant
attorney general who argued
the case, said the $60,000 was
mostly for in-house costs, al-
though $7,800 went for a legal
consultant, a constitutional
specialistwho helped prepare
the case,

"That includes litigation
efforts, some of the legisla-

See Back Page, STATE
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State paid $60,000 in fees
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tive appearances, briefs be-
fore the Supreme Court, Su-
perior Court, appeal papers
and motions," she said. “It
also includes some of our ef-
forts from two years ago
when we filed for 1,800 afla-
davits, plus soma paralegal
work.

Attorney General Norm
Gorsuch said the case was
“relatively inexpensive" be-
cause most of the work was
handled in-house. And he ac-
knowledged remarks about
the state having thought it
had a weak case. [

“We h ve consistently od-
dressed tL» Legislature,-par-
tlculcrly ir. hearings, that the

,s\aScj G 6@[5‘0“{ ny F’I ic;[ u I(hl(ﬁ CQ‘['E(’JI,
he had rated the chances of

'‘winning the suit anywhere
.front s to 20 percent.
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But Rodney Vest, 69, of

Anchorage, sued, contending
the residency requirement
was unfair. The action later
was expanded to Include all
people 65 years of age or
older who have lived in Alas-
ka for at least a year, but
who have not received the
$250 monthly payments.
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Longevity pay

ay HAL SPENCER
The Associated Press (
The Alaska Supreme Court
on Friday said Alaska’s prac-
tice of rewarding senior citi-
zens who have lived here since
territorial "dkfs is discrimina-
toryand”illegal,
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O Tho Supreme Court decision
Pro">Pted Alaska lawmakers'to
wor" on fl compromise to House

?nc™ Senate versions of e hew
longevity bonus program/Story In
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The rulirg--meanshtaedAdaguments from a law-

ka Legislature must act to
revise the Longevity ]3onus
Program if pioneer senior citi-
zens are to continue receiving
their $250-a-month payments.
Sen. Bill Ray, D-Juneau,
said Thursday the legislature
fully intends to revise the pro-

gram, and vowed, the checks

will continue.

Obviously
now for a solution. We'll be
trying to work up something
with the legislature. That'll be
a top priority,” said Pete Spiv-
ey, Gov. Bill Sheffield’s press
secretary.

The program is open to sen-
ior citizens 65 or older who
have lived in Alaska since
before statehood and for 25
years.

The high court Thursday

the hpaté 6n

yer representing 69-year-old
Rodney Vest, who contends
the residency requirement vio-
lates the constitutional rights

of other Alaska senior citizens,

In a one-line decision issued
Friday, the high court agreed.
The court affirmed a.December
ruling by,.Junrnu Superior ,/
Court Judge Walter Carpeneti./-"

The oltcome Was almust a
foregone conclusion frfjm the
beginning. Last spring, the at-
torney general’s office advised
legislators that the program’s
residency requirement cculd
not be defended.

But the House and Senate
failed to agree on an alterna-
tive plan. House Speaker Joe
Hayes, R-Anchornge, insisted
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Longevity bonus ruled illegal by Alaska Supreme Court

| . -.Continued from Page A-I

that the program first be de-
fended in court. So the state
switched its position, contend-
ing it had taken a fresh look at
the issue and concluded it was
defensible.

At Thursday’s high court
hearing, the justices picked
apart arguments presented by
Assistant Attorney General
Deborah Vogt and their ques-
tions contained the same mea-
sure of skepticism exhibited
by Carpeneti during Superior
Court arguments last year.

mVest, who attended the
Thursday hearing, said he was
disgusted that the case had
gone this fr.r, saying state leg-
islators "could have had set-

tied it amicably three years
ago, but a few political hacks
wanted to drag it through the
courts."

One of his attorneys, Mark
Sandburg, argued the pro-
gram's residency requirement
could not possibly survive le-
gal scrutiny.

On a social level, "There
can be a sourdough aristocra-
cy,"” Sandburg said. But legal-
ly, lengvh of residency “cannot
be a badge of worth."

Sandburg represented Ron
and Patricia Zobel In their
1980 battle against residency
requirements in the Perma-
nent Fund dividend distribu-
tion program. That program
initially was designed to re-
ward long-term residents with

larger payments than newcom-,.
ers. . .
The case wentto the U.S.
Supreme Court, which ruled.
unanimously that the np-
proach was unconstitutional.
Mrs. Vogt argued that the
payments to pioneer senior cl- .
tizens recognized their hard-
ships as territorial citizens and
also made it affordable for
them to remain in the state
after the oil boom drove up
the cost of living. She said the
program was-as defensible as

requirement for people bver
age 65 and tap 12.5 percerit of
the eamings from the Aldska
Permanent Fund. It would re-
duce fund dividend payments
by 25 percent to support the'
$250uminuontin | cnecks. |, i*
Tlie House version, wM
includes an automatic phase-;
out provision, would attach
one-year residency minlmums(
to Alaskans over age 65 and be
paid out of the state’s trea*
sury. . "
-7 It would ,use.a "stairktep-

the benefits paid to military « ping” approach to begin phas-

veterar.s. ,
Two backup bills-are cur-
rently In the legislative hop-
per. o' ' .
A. Senate-passed bill wculd
establish a one-year residency

.sum L

' m ing out the program in 1990.

.Under that fdrmula, the ell-
gibility age 'for .the program
would be increased every year,
dr go from age 65 In 1990 to 68
;In 1991,67 Iq 1092 and so oh. =«
JUS v-s. -USOi*.i
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By HAL SPENCER
The Associated Press

The Alaska Supreme Court
on Friday said Alaska’s prac-
tice of rewarding senior citi-
zens who have lived here since
territorial days is discrimina-
tory and illegal. 1.

The ruling means the Alas-
ka Legislature must act to
revise the Longevity Bonus
Program if pioneer senior citi-
zens are to continue receiving
their $250-a-month payments.

Sen. Bill Ray, D-Juneau,
said Thursday the legislature
fully intends to revise the pro-
gram, and vowed the checks
will continue. ’ o/mrss.=

“Obviously the heat's on
now for a solution. We'll be
trying to work up something
with the legislature. That’ll be
a top priority," said Pete Spiv-
ey, Gov. Bill Sheffields press
secretary.

The program is open to sen-
ior citizens 65 or older who
have lived in Alaska since
before statehood and for 25
years.

The high court Thursday

V-127,

pay#-

= Uj
#5

O The Supreme Court decision /jVv ~

prompted Alaska lawmakers
work on a compromise to House
and Senate versions «? a new
longevity bonus program. Story In
Metro, Page B-1.

heard arguments from a law-
yer representing 69-year-old
Rodney Vest, who contends
the residency requirement vio-
lates the constitutional rights
of other Alaska senior citizens.

In a one-line decision issued
Friday, the high court agreed.
The court affirmed a December

ruling by.Juneau Superior,/

Court Judge Walter Carpeneti.# "

The outcome was almost a
foregone conclusion from the
beginning. Last spring, the at-
torney general’s office advised
legislators that the program's
residency requirement could
not bo defended.

But the House and Senate
failed to agree on an alterna-
tive plan. House Speaker Joe

Hayes, R-Anchorage, Insisted
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larger payments than newcom-,”requirement for people Over

Continued from Page A-l |

that the program first be der
fended in court. So the state
switched its position, contend-
ing it had token a fresh look at
the Issue and concluded it was
defensible.

At Thursday’s high court
hearing, the justices picked
apart arguments presented by
Assistant Attorney General
Deborah Vogt and their ques-
tions contained the same mea-
sure of skepticism exhibited
by Carpeneti during Superior
Court arguments last year.

*Vest, who attended the
Thursday hearing, said he was
disgusted that the case had
gone this far, saying state leg-
islators "could have had set-

tied it amicably three years
ago, but a few political hacks
wanted to drag it through the
courts."

One of his attorneys, Mark
Sandburg, argued the pro-
gram’ residency requirement
could not possibly sutvive le-
gal scrutiny.

On a social level, "There
con be a sourdough aristocra-
cy," Sandburg said. But legal-
ly, length of residency "cannot
be a badge of worth."

Sandburg represented Ron
and Patricia Zobel In their
1980 battle against residency
requirements in the Perma-
nent Fund dividend distribu-
tion program. That program
initially was designed to re-
ward long-term residents with

ers. WK
Tlie case went to the U.S.
Supreme Court, which ruled
unanimously that the ap-
proach was unconstitutional.
Mrs. Vogt argued that the
payments to pioneer senior ci-
tizens recognized their hard-
ships as territorial citizens and
also made it affordable for
them to remain in the state
after the oil boom drove up
the cost of living. She said the
program was-as defensible as

the benefits paid to military :

veterans.

Two backup billseare cur-
rently In the legislative hop-
per.

A. Senate-passed bill would
establish a onesyear residency .

L4

nge 65 and tap 12.5 pereer”
the earnings from the Alaska
Permanent Fund. It would re-
duce fund dividend payments
by 25 percent to support the
$250-a-month checks.., PX

The House version, which
includes on automatic phase-;
out provision, would attach
one-year residency minimums.
to Alaskans over age 65 and be
paid out of the state’s trea-
sury. t ... i
e It would use a "stairsteps
ping" apprgach to begin phas-
ing out the program in 1990.

.Under that fdrmula, the eli-
gibility age *for the program
would be increased every year,
or go from age 65 in 1990 to 66
In 1991,67 In 1992 and so oh,
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By DEAN FOSDICK
The Associated Press

JUNEAU - It cost the
state about $60,000 to defend
the residency requirements in
Alaska’s unconstitutional
Longt.ity Bonus Program —
a c.se its attorney general
had said from the onset it
probably couldn’t win.

The Alaska Supreme Court
ruled . Friday that Alaska’s
practice of rewarding the pi-
oneers who have lived in the
state sihce territorial days is
discriminatory and illegal.

The panel based its deci-
sion on the 14th amendment
to the U.S. Constitution,
which extends equal protec-
tion to all citizens.

The outcome was almost a
foregone conclusion fc(om the

8

beginning. Last( sp8ring, the
attorney general’s office ad-
vised legislators, that the pro-
gram’s residency requirement
could not be defended.

“The attorney general ad-
vised us earlier that we had
about a 20 percent chance of
winning,” House Speaker Joe
Hayes, R-Anchorage, said r|]:ri-

.day. »

Debora}! Vogt, the assistant
attorney general' who argued
the case, said the $60,000 was
mostly for in-house costs, al-
though $7,800 went for a legal
consultant, a constitutional
specialist who helped prepare
the case.
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said Gorsuch, who indicated
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Su- Winning the suit anywhere
papers ,from 5to 20 percent. ;
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torts from two years ago opea to rest-
when we filed for 1,800 affa ﬁents |65 ()j/ears orl oll/er who
davits, plus some ave lived in Alaska since
work."
Attorney General Norm /ears

Gorsuch said the case was But Rodney Vest, 69, of
“relatively inexpensive" he- Anchorage, sued, contending
cause most of the work was the residency requirement
handled in-house. And he ac- was unfair. The action later

knowledged remarks about
the state having thought it
had a weak case. v, I

“We have consistently ad-
dressed the Legislature, .par-
ticularly in hearings, that the

was expanded to Include all
people 65 years of age or

*\ older who have lived in Alas-

ka for at least a year, but
who have not received the
$250 monthly payments.
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IN THE SENATE BY THE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 45
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

THIRTEENTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION
Suspending Uniform Rule 41(b) of the

Alaska Stace Legislature concerning
Senate Bill No. 347.

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

That under Rule 54 of the Uniform Rules of the Alaska State Legisla—

ture the provisions of Rule 41(b) of the Uniform Rules are suspended in the

consideration of Senate Bill No. 347.

PASSED Senate April 11, 1984
on an 18-0 vote.



