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International Game Technology and Subsidiaries

Investor Inform ation

Quarterly Stock Prices

First Quarter
Second Quarter
Third Quarter

Fourth Quarter

High
$26.50
23.50
29.00
32.00

1989 1988 1987
Low High Low High Low
$18.00 $12.50 $7.13 $12.50 $9 63
20.13 13.38 8.63 15.75 10.50
22.63 17.25 12.63 1450 10.88
25.00 26.88 17.00 13.50 1150

Form 10-K Stock Exchange Listing

A copy ofthe 1989 Annual Reporton Form 10-K as The Company’scommon stock is actively traded on
filed with the Securities and Exchange Commis- the NASDAQ National Market under the symbol
sion is available to shareholders on written request "IGAM™.

without charge. All requests should be directed to:

International Game Technology
Attn: Shareholder Relations
P.0. Box 10580

Reno, Nevada 89510
(702)323-5060

(702)788-6564 (FAX)

Transfer Agent & Registrar

Stockholders of record who have questions regard-
ing address changes, stock transfer or lost certifi-
cates should direct their inquiries to:

Bankers Trust Company of California, N.A.
P.O. Box 7344
San Francisco, California 94120
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Irtttenciional Game Techtwlogy and Subsidiaries

Investor Information

Quarterly Stock Prices

1989 1988 1987

High Low High Low High Low
Furst Quarter $2650 $18.00 $1250  $7.13  $1250  $9.63
Second Quarter 2350 20.13 13.38 8.63 1575 10.50
Tran: Quarter 29.00 22.63 17.25 12.63 14.50 10.88
Fmurth Quarter 32.00 25.00 26.88 17.00 13.50 11.50
F orm 10-K Stock Exchange Listing
A ~gr-ofthe 1989 Annual Report on Form 10-K as The Company’s common stock is actively traded on
fT-ied -srith the Securities and Exchange Comm™-- the NASDAQ National Marke* under the symbol
sann u available to shareholders on written request "IGAM™.

ATiihcu: charge. Ail requests should be directed to: .
Transfer Agent & Registrar

International Game Technology Stockholders of record who have questions regard-
Arm: Shareholder Relations ing address changes, stock transfer or lost certifi-
P 0. Box 10581' cates should direct their inquiries to:

Reno, Nevada 99510

:*2>323-5060 Bankers Trust Company of California, N.A.
7:2)788-6564 FAX) P.O. Box 7344

San Francisco, California 94120
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Intermational Game Technology and Subsidiaries

Board ofDirectors and Officers of the Company

Doard of Directors

William S. Redd
Chairman Emeritus
Charles N. Mathewson
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Claudine E. Williams
Director

AlbertJ. Crosson
Director

Officers ofthe Company
and its Subsidiaries
International Game Technology

Charles N. Mathewson

Chief Executive Officer

John J. Russell

President and Chief Operating Officer
Peter D. Dickinson

Sr. Vice President, Engineering
Raymond D. Pike

Sr. Vice President, General Counsel
and Secretary

G. Thomas Baker

Vice President, Finance and Administration
and Chief Financial Officer

Scott Shackelton

Treasurer and Controller

Frann Gallagher

Assistant Secretary

IGT

Robert Bittman

Vice President, Marketing
Michael Brown

Vice President, Production
Robert McMonigle

Vice President, Sales
Scott Shackelton

Vice President

CMS Internatio nal

Edward G. Stevenson

President and Chief Executive Officer
Wayne A. Currie
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Chief Operating Officer

E. Patrick Crofts
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ChiefFinancial Officer

IGT -Australia

Dean McClain

Managing Director and Chief Executive
Officer

Keiran Daley

General Manager, Group Operations
George B. Cragen

General Manager, Marketing and Services
Edward W. Culley

General Manager, Production/Research
and Development

William J. Cook

General Manager, Manufacturing
Richard G. Shaff

General Manager, Finance

Electronic Data Technologies

William R. Dukes

President and Chief Executive Officer
David B. Brogan

Vice President and Chief Financial Officer
Bob G. Funk

Vice President, Service Division
Elisa M. Pringle

Corporate Controller

Mick D. Roemer

Vice President, New Products
Gordon E. Van Auken

Vice President, Administration
Michael J. Farnham

Vice President, Systems Division
Ray S. Brown

President, Gaming Division



Corporate Headquarters
520 South Rock Boulevard
Reno, NV_89502-4169

Phore; ;32:}5060
%éng%?msz IGT EXEC

Sales and Service Offices

Southern Nevada, International & U.S.

N Avenue

Los Vecps, NV 60134111
FAX: eag%t;gsa]go

Northern Nevada
520 South Rock Boulevard
Reno, NV 89502-4169

ER())(r_]e 3235060
TELEX( : 1%95 IGT RNO

Eastern Nevada
688 ldaho Street
Elko, NV 89801-3822
Phore: (M) 738-3676

Subsidiaries
IGT (é%stralla) Pty lelted

Austraha

TELE@A_[ e

ED Electronlc Data Technologies
10&§ alms Airport Drive ogies)

Las egas NV 193715
361-1510
FAX: ODZ) )798-6562

Distributors

Atlléantlc C|ty Coin and Slot Service Company

West njy Avenue
Pleasantvllle
Phone: (609) 641-7811
FAX: (600) 641-684

Casino Com Ltd.
Fortune House, Mo\on Stree
Barnet Herts En land EN5 SSD

TELE& %ég)lG EUROCO G

Hialeah, FL

FAX: (§5) e7is

IGT Montana, Inc.
2118 South

Reserve Street
Missoul
Phone; 128-2292
FAX: (: q131

IGT gNew Zealand%tlelted
Grenada Nor%llmgton

Tavva, 651) 432—4247

CMS Internatlonal
1040 B Street
Sparks, Nevada 89431
Ppgnez 356000

IndoPaC|f|c Gaming
P.0O.

Crovszest N.SW. 2066
Australia

TELE&&%ECCO AAZSS% 2

SODAK Gamlng Services
22 East New York Street
Rapld City, SD 5//01
AL-H00
FAX: ( 188743
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SENATE STATE

BILL NUMBER SP> 2.02.

SPONSOR

BILL TITLE P tfjlc f& jaA Q j»

DATE REFERRED 4 ""H ~t°\
HEARING SCHEDULED
FISCAL NOTE PREPARED

SPONSOR CONTACTED

INTERESTED PARTIES CONTACTED

OTHER

AFFAIRS COMMITTEE
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STATE OF ALASKA Bill Version: Sb 282
1990 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Publish Date:

FISCAL NOTE

REQUEST;

Revision Date; Agency Affected: Administration
Title; An Act granting Park Rangers BRU : Retirement and Benefits

status as Peace Officers

Sponsor: Duncan Components:Retirement and Benefits

Requestor:

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 "Fv- 4 FY 95 "FY 96
PERSONAL SERVICES 0 0 0 0 0 0
TRAVEL 0 0 0 0 0 0
CONTRACTUAL 0 0 0 0 0 0
SUPPLIES 0 0 0 0 0 0
EQUIPMENT 0 0 0 0 0 0
LAND j. STRUCTURES 0 0 0 0 0 0
GRANTS, CLAIMS 0 0 0 0 0 0
M1SCELLANEOUS 0 0 0 0 0 0

TOTAL OPERATING 0 0 0 0 0 0
CAPITAL
REVENUE
FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)
CENERAL FUND 0 0 0 0 0 0
FEDERAL FUNDS 0 0 0 0 0 0
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0 0
POSITIONS
FULL-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0
PART-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0
TEMPORARY 0 0 0 0 0 0

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary)

THIS BILL WOULD INCREASE STATE CONTRIBUTIONS BY .01% OF THE ESTIMATED FY 91 PAYROLL AND RESULT
IN AN INCREASE OF $9.3 IN FY 91 PERSONAL SERVICES COSTS.

Please refer to page 2 for a detailed discussion.

Prepared by: Sally Smith. Director <2./. Phone : 465-wO0
Division: Retirement and Benefits Cc_ Date !
Approved by Commissioner: FAnk~T~Bax”r Date.-y | ) 0
Agency: Department of Administration

Distribution (by preparer):
Legislative Finance
Legislative Sponsor
Requestor
Office of Management arid Budget
Impacted Agency(ies) Page j_  of 2

15/6K1/022703-0/1&2

Rev: 11/89



Senate Bill 282
Analysis of Fiscal Implications to the Retirement Funds
Prepared by Division of Retirement & Benefits
Department of Administration
February 27, 1990

Analysis:  This bill is intended to include Public Employees’Retirement
System (PERS) members who serve as ParkRangers under "Peace
Officer/Firefighter" coverage. They are currently covered under the
"All Other" category. We have assumed that this bill will increase the
"Peace Officer/Firefighter" participation and decrease the "All Other"
participation in PERS by 7 full-time and 40 seasonal Park Rangers.

This bill would increase the state FY90 PERS contribution rate
by .01%. The state payroll is estimated to be $492,656,834 in FY91
and remain stable each year thereafter.

The state cost of $ 49,657 is calculated as follows:

State FY90 payroll $ 492,656,834

Increase in PERS rate X .04%
Total FY90 state cost............. $ 49,657
TOTAL FY 90 STATE COST ..o $ 49,657

This bill will not materially affect the accrued liabilities
or the funding ratio of the PERS fund.



>f5? . m
Introducedy 417/89 - b-1205A
Referred: a e Affairs, Resources
Finance
1 IN THE SENATE BY DUNCAN

2 SENATE BILL NO. 282

3 IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

4 SIXTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

5 A BILL

6 For an Act entitled: "An Actgranting certain commissioned park rangers

1 status as peace officers vmder the public employees’

8 retirement system."

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

10 * Section 1. AS 39.35.680(28) is amended to read:

11 (28)  "peace officer" or "fireman" means an employee occ.upy-

12 ing a position as a peace officer, chief of police, correctional

13 officer, correctional superintendent, park ranger commissioned under

14 AS 18.65.010, fireman, or fire chief;
SB 282

SB0282a -1-






SENATE STATE AFFAIRS

BILL NUMBER SI12> Z.% 4

SPONSOR,

BILL TITLE

DATE REFERRED t(-1")~

HEARING SCHEDULED

FISCAL NOTE PREPARED

SPONSOR CONTACTED

INTERESTED PARTIES CONTACTED

v/

OTHER

COMMITTEE



Date of 5-DAY NOTICE
IN ACCORDANCE WITH UNIFORM RULE 23

FURTHER 0&G
**F]SCAL NOTE(S) MUST BE ATTACHED RES
IN ACCORDANCE WITH AS 24.08.035 FIN
DATE TURNED INTO OFFICE T "=27 7
4/17/89
Mr. President:
STATE AFFAIRS Co»»ittee considered SB 284

certain revenue from mineral sources and to the oil and gas properties

production tax; efd

and recommended:

[] same title

[ 1 replace with CS
[1 new title

[ 1] attached amendment(s) and

[ 1 letter of intent adopted

[ 1 do pass

[ 1 do not pass
[ 1T no recommendation
v A individual recommendations

[ ] further referral to

FISCAL NOTE(S) attached [ 1 zero fiscal impact
[ 1 appropriation no FN attached [ 1 Gov. FN introduced w/ bill
SIGNING DO PASS ECOMMENDATIONS
/ I'm zZip
Chalf signature "and recommendation

[ 1 Committee backup attached



S284 _TXT
4/24/89

SB 284 RELATING TO REVENUE FROM MINERAL SOURCES AND TO THE OIL
AND GAS PROPERTIES PRODUCTION TAX

TO TESTIFY/ANSWER QUESTIONS

SEN. ELITASON, SPONSOR (MARY)

HUGH MALONE/CLIFF GROH, DEPT. REVENUE
GREGG ERICKSON, O.M.B.

SHEILA HELGATH, SENATE ADVISORY COUNCIL

F.Y L.

ELF FORMULA 1IN BILL IS SAME AS SENATE JUDICIARY PROPOSAL (i.e.
THE HOUSE-PASSED VERSION BUT WITHOUT RETROACTIVITY).

EFFECT ON PERMANENT FUND: INCREASE CORPUS, SO INCREASE EARNINGS,
SO INCREASE DIVIDENDS, SO REQUIRE MORE INFLATION PROOFING.

THE INCREASE FROM 25% TO 43% IS "WHAT WORKS™. AS CALCULATED BY
SENATE ADVISORY COUNCIL, THE REVENUES GENERATED BY THE PERCENTAGE
INCREASE WILL APPROXIMATE THE REVENUES GENERATED BY THE ELF.
NUMBERS ARE IN PACKET - IS ACTUALLY A LITTLE "OVERFLOW"™ TO THE
GENERAL FUND EACH YEAR.



Alaska Permanent Fund Corporation

P.0. Box4-1000 Juneau, Alaska 99802-4100
(907) 465-2047 Teincopy (907) 586-2057

M EMORANDUM

DATE April 19, 1989
TO: Senator Dick Eliason
FROM: Jim Kellj
Research aison Officer
SUBJECT Analysis of Senate B ill No. 284

Attached are two financial projections and three charts prepared by
the Alaska Permanent Fund Corporation at your request.

Financial Projection #1: This 1is the status quo case as of March
31, 1989. It provides the benchmark against which to compare and
contrast any changes to current law.

Financial Projection #2: This projection depicts the impact of
enactment of Senate Bill No. 284. It is the Corporation®s

understanding that this bill would increase from 25% to 43% the
rate of contribution to the Permanent Fund of all mineral lease
rentals, royalties, royalty sale proceeds, net profit shares under
AS 38.05.180(f) and (g), and federal mineral revenue sharing
payments received by the state on or after July 1, 1989, from
mineral leases issued on or before December 1, 1979.

In other words, the dedicated revenues which have been flowing to
the Permanent Fund at the 25% contribution rate would be increased
to the 43% level, and those revenues which have been flowing at the
50% contribution rate would continue unchanged.

Commentary on the Charts: In all cases, the Department of Revenue
Spring 1989 low-case forecast is used.

Chart #3 compares the contribution of dedicated revenues to the
Permanent Fund each year from 1990 - 2005 under both the status quo
and SB 284.

Chart #4 again compares those contributions, but also depicts them
in relation to the total amount of state oil revenues projected to
be received each year from 1990 - 2005.



Senator Dick Ellason
April 21, 1989
Page 2

Chart #5 compares the cumulative total contributions under the
status quo and SB 284 with the cumulative total state oil revenues
projected to be received during that same period.

The following analysis concerns itself with certain impacts on the
Permanent Fund (all figures except per capita dividends are 1in
millions of dollars):

1) How tfc/uld this proposal affect the growth of Fund
principal?

Fund Principal Balance

Status Quo Projection #2 "3 z
June 30, 1989: 9,135 9,135
June 30, 2000: 18,229 19,542
June 30, 2005: 23,390 25,214
2) How would it affect the level of Fund net income produced

in the future?

Annual Net Income

Status Quo Projection #2
Fiscal 1989: 838 838
Fiscal 2000: 1,634 1,749
Fiscal 2005: 2,100 2,263
3) How would it affect total dividend distributions (in

millions) and the amounts of annual per capita dividends?

Dividend Distributions

Status Quo Projection #2
June 30, 1989: 459 459
June 30, 2000: 772 821
June 30, 2005: 1,001 1,077

Per Capita Dividend Payments

Status quo Projection #2
Calendar 1989: $ 840.00 $ 840.00
Calendar 2000: 1.097.00 1.170.00
Calendar 2005: 1.294.00 1.397.00

4) How would it affect inflation-proofing transfers?
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Senator Dick Eliason
April 21, 1989

Page 3
Inflation-Proofing Transfers
Status Quo Projection #2
June 30, 1989: 358 358
June 30, 2000: 862 928
June 30, 2005: 1,099 1,186

5) How would it affect amounts of dedicated state revenues?

Dedicated State Revenues

Status Quo Projection #2
June 30, 1989: 192 192
June 30, 2000: 67 114
June 30, 2005: 18 31

Compared to the status quo, the most noticeable effects of adoption
of the changes depicted in this proposal would be as follows:

»
Fund principal would be $1.3 billion larger in 2000 and $1.8
billion larger in 2005.

Net income would be $115 million larger in 2000 and $163
million larger in 2005.

The dividend distribution would be $49 million larger in 2000
and $76 million larger in 2005.

Per capita dividends would be $73 larger in 2000 and $103
larger in 2005.

The inflation-proofing transfer would be $66 million larger in
2000 and $87 million larger in 2005.

The dedicated state revenues would be $47 million larger 1in
2000 and $13 million larger in 2005.

For Your Information: These projections are based on a certain set
of basic assumptions; the numbers shown on these sheets would
change i1f different assumptions were used. The assumptions used 1in

the preparation of each projection are listed at the bottom of each
projection sheet, and explained herein.

It is the Corporation®s policy to use conservative assumptions
wherever possible. Thus, the Fund®"s long-term rate of return 1is
projected to average 3% per year after inflation; long-ternm
inflation is projected to average 6% per year; and the assumptions
for numbers of future dividend recipients and amounts of future



Senator Dick Eliason
April 21, 1989
Page 4

dedicated State oil revenues are taken from the Department of
Revenue®s most recent "low case" forecast.

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE CORPORATION NEITHER SUPPORTS NOR OPPOSES ANY
PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE CURRENT USE OF FUND EARNINGS, EXCEPT AS
THEY MAY RELATE TO THE PROPER EXERCISE OF THE TRUSTEES®™ FIDUCIARY
RESPONSIBILITIES AS REQUIRED UNDER THE PRUDENT INVESTOR RULE.



Alaska Permanent Fund Corporation

FINANCIAL PROJECTIONS
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DEDICATED OIL REVENUES TO FUND

A Comparison of Status Quo and SB 284

Millions of $
£
B o= m
90 91 92 93 94 95 96 97 98 99 O
Fiscal Years -
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DEDICATED OIL REVENUES TO FUND

COMPARED TO TOTAL STATE OIL $

Millions of $

1,600 Status Quo ~ SB 284 FD Total Oil $
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Fiscal Years

Sourc*: APFC 4/21/89



DEDICATED OIL REVENUES TO FUND
AS A % OF TOTAL STATE OIL $

199,0

(In m|II|on§)

$$$$$$
444444

999999
$$$$$$

Total State il *  ios 1990-2005: $11.1 Billion

Source: APFC 4/21/89



CASE 1

HOW THE ELF ISCALCULATED

ELF = (1 - [PEL/TP])exp(460*WD/PEL)

PEL = (Production at the Economic Limit) =
(300 barrels per day)*
(average number of operating wells during the month)*
(number of days of production for the month).
EXAMPLE
PEL = 300 barrels * 541 wells * 30 days = 4,869,000 barrels per month

TP = (Total Production for the field for the month) =
(average number of operating wells during the month )*
(number of days of production for the month)*
(average daily production per well).
EXAMPLE
TP =541 wells * 30 days * 2477 barrels per well = 40,201,710 barrels per month

WD = (Well Days) =

(number of operating wells during the month)*

(number of days each well operates)

EXAMPLE
WD = 541 wells * 30 days = 16,230 well days
CALCULATION EXAMPLE

ELF=Q-[ PEL [/ TP Dexp(460* WD / PEL )
ELF = (1 -1[4,869,000/40,201,710])exp(460*16,230/4,869,000)
ELF=( - .1211) exp (1.533)

ELF= (8789) exp . (1533)
ELF =82
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£EUaffea £?>tate legislature

Senate Advisory Council PO Box V
State Capitol

Juneau. Alaska
Phone: (907) 465-3114

VBEVIORANDUM 7 a r i f
TO: Senator Dick El i ason Jip | X
Alaska State Senate

FROMt Sheila F. Helgath, PhD
Legislative Analyst

DATE: April 18, 1989

SUBJECT: Contributions to Permanent Fund and General Fund as a Result of
SB 284; Research Request #89-100049

Attached are three tables which show the additional amount of money the
Permanent Fund and General Fund would receive if ELF were changed under SB 284
and the rate of royalty contributions were changed. The royalty rates has been
calculated at 43% 44% and 45%.

If you have further questions please call.

attachments:



Table 1. The Effect of Changing the Portion of Royalty Contributions to the

Permanent Fund Now Set at a 25 Percent Contribution Rate to 43% and ELF Under SB 284 (Millions
Fiscal ELF PF 0 25% PF Royalty Contribution to Amount of PF Contribution
Year SB 284 Current + ELF PF 0 43% Contribution General Fund

Contribution (A+B) (See Footnote/2) due to SB 284 (C-D)

(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)
1990 171 232 403 398 167 4
1991 181 230 411 395 165 16
1992 192 228 420 393 164 28
1993 207 229 436 394 165 42
1994 207 221 428 380 159 48
1995 194 204 398 351 147 47
1996 180 190 370 3217 137 43
1997 165 179 344 308 129 36
1998 157 172 329 296 124 33
1999 148 157 305 270 113 35
2000 139 144 283 247 103 36
TOTAL 1,941 2,185 4,126 3,759 1,574 367

Source: Alaska Department of Revenue Forecasts for Spring 1989
Prepared by Senate Advisory Council April 18, 1989

[1 Rounding may cause some numbers not to total exactly.

/2 These amounts represent only that portion of the royalty contribution to the Permanent Fund
that is currently contributed at a rate of 25%. The royalty rate for other contributions is 50%.
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Table 2. The Effect of Changing the Portion of Royalty Contributions to the

Permanent Fund Now Set at a 25 Percent Contribution Rate to 44% and ELF Under SB 284 (Millions Dollars/1)
Fiscal ELF PF 0 25% PF Royalty Contribution to Amount of PF Contribution to
Year SB 284 Current + ELF PF 0 44% Contribution General Fund
Contribution (A+B) (See Footnote/2) due to SB 284 (C-D)
(A) (8) (C) (D) (E) (F)
1990 171 232 403 407 176 -5
1991 181 230 411 404 174 1
1992 192 228 420 402 173 19
1993 207 229 436 403 174 33
1994 207 221 428 389 168 39
1995 194 204 398 359 155 39
1996 180 190 370 335 145 35
1997 165 179 344 316 136 29
1998 157 172 329 302 131 26
1999 148 157 305 276 119 29
2000 139 144 283 253 109 30
TOTAL 1,941 2,185 4,126 3,846 1,661 280

Source: Alaska Department of Revenue Forecasts for §prfng 1989
Prepared by Senate Advisory Council April 18, 1989

[l Rounding may cause some numbers not to total exactly.

/2 These amounts represent only that portion of the royalty contribution to the Permanent Fund
that is currently contributed at a rate of 25%. The royalty rate for other contributions is 50%.



Table 3. The Effect
Permanent Fund Now Set

Fiscal ELF
Year SB 284

(A)
1990 171
1991 181
1992 192
1993 207
1994 207
1995 194
1996 180
1997 165
1998 157
1999 148
2000 139
TOTAL 1,941

Source: Alaska Department of
Prepared by Senate

of

[l Rounding may cause

/2 These amounts
that is currently

represent only that

Changing the

at a 25 Percent

PF 6 25%
Current
Contribution

(8)

232
230
228
229
221
204
190
179
172
157
144
2,185

Advisory Counci

some numbers

Revenue

Portion of

PF Royalty
+ ELF
(A+B)

(C)

403
411
420
436
428
398
370
344
329
305
283
4,126

Forecasts

not to total

portion of

contributed at a rate of 25%.

Royalty Contributions

Contribution to
PF 0 45%
(See Footnote/2)

(D)

417
413
411
413
398
367
342
323
309
283
259
3,934

for Spring 1989
April 18, 1989

exactly.

the royalty contribution
other

The royalty rate for

to

the

Contribution Rate to 45% and ELF Under SB 284

Amount of PF
Contribution

due

to

to SB 284
(E)

185
184
183
183
177
163
152
143
137
126
115
1,748

the Permanent
contributions

is

(Millions

Contribution
General Fund
(C-D)

(F)

Fund

50%.

-14

24
30
31
28
22
20
22
24
193

Dollars/1)

to



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE SENATE
SENATOR RICHARD I ELIASON

P.O. BOX 143

LABOR 4 COMMERCE COMMITTEE. CHAIRMAN
SITKA. ALASKA 99835
RESOURCES COMMITTEE
RULES COMMITTEE PO, BOXV
SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON HIGH SEAS JUNEAU. ALASKA 99811
(9971465-4916

SALMON INTERCEPTION

SELECT COMMITTEE ON
LEGISLATIVE ETHICS FAX (607) 465-4928

M EMORANDUM

TO: Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chai
Senate State Affairs

FROM: Sen.Dick Eliason

DATE: April 18, 1989

RE: SB 284, Relating to certain revenue from mineral sources
and to the oil and gas properties production tax.

SB 284 was introduced yesterday and referred to the State
Affairs Committee. 1 would very much appreciate your
scheduling hearings on the bill as soon as possible.

SB 284 proposes to amend the Economic Limit Factor of the
state"s oil severence tax structure just as the Senate CS for
KB 118 (the so-called "ELF bill"™) which was passed recently by
the Senate Judiciary committee does. However, the significant
difference is that this bill would, in effect, put the extra
tax revenue which is generated into the Alaska Permanent Fund.
This 1is accomplished by raising the percentage of oil royalty
monies which flow directly into the Permanent Fund each year
to approximate the amount of money generated by the amendments
to the ELF.

Changes in the ELF are needed in order to accomplish 1its
original goal of providing incentives for development 1in
marginal oil fields. But a number of legislators and members
of the public have been reluctant to amend the ELF, and simply
allow that extra tax revenue to be spent to maintain a state
budget which is 1inappropriately high. A better use of it

would be to set it aside in the Permanent Fund to help ensure
that the state will be able to provide basic government
services in the future, when our oil revenues drop

drastically.

IT 1 can provide back-up information, or if you would like to
discuss this legislation, please contact my office.

Thanks for your consideration.



COUCH Y SIATF CAPIIOI
JUNtAU AIASKA 9981 |
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LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY

MEMORANDUWM April 24, 1989

SUBJECT: Sectional summary of SB 284

TO: Senator Dick Eliason

FROM: Tamara Brandt Cooki U
Director

Division of Legal Services

Section 1. Currently 25 percent of mineral related income
from leases issued on or before December 1, 1979 goes to the
principal of the permanent fund. This section changes that
so, 1f payment 1is received on or after July 1, 1989, 43 per—
cent goes to the principal of the permanent fund.

Section 2. Alters the economic limit factor used for cal—
culating taxes on oil production.

Section 3. Deletes material currently in subsection (d)
relating to establishing this production rate as a presump—
tion that is rebuttable by the taxpayer at a formal hearing.

Section 4. Deletes additional material from the current
economic limit factor statute.

Section 5. Establishes an effective date tied to the fiscal
year.

TBC :kb
wkk4/041



Finance and Taxation

Section 6 - Public Purpose.

. No taxshall be levied, or appropriation of public money made, or public
property transferred, nor shall the public credit be used, except for a
public purpose. A

Section 7 - Dedicated Funds. n

The proceeds of any state tax or license shall not be dedicated to any spe-
cial purpose, except as provided in Section 15 of this article or when re-
quired by the federal government for state participation in federal
programs. This provision shall not prohibit the continuance of any
dedication for special purposes existing upon the date of ratification of
this section by the people of Alaska. [Amendment approved November
2,1976 - Effective February 21,1977]

Section 8 - State Debt

No state debt 'hall be contracted unless authorized by law for capital im-
provements or unless authorized by law for housing loans for veterans,
and ratified by a majority of the qualified voters of the State who vote on
the question. The State may, as provided by law and without ratification,
contract debt for the purpose of repelling invasion, suppressing insurrec-
tion, defending the State in war, meeting natural disasters, or redeeming
indebtedness outstanding at the time this constitution becomes effective.
[Amendment approved November 2, 1982 - Effective December 24,

1982]

Section 9 - Local Debts.

No debt shall be contracted by any political subdivision of the State, un-*

less authorized for capital improvements by its governing body and
ratified by a majority vote of those qualified to vote and voting on the

guestion.

Section 10 - Interim Borrowing.

The State and its political subdivisions may borrow money to meet ap-
propriations for any fiscal year in anticipation of the collection of the
revenues for that year, but all debt so contracted shall be paid before the
end of the next fiscal year.

30
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Article IX Finance and Taxation

Section 11 - Exceptions.

The restrictions on contracting debt do not apply todebt incurred through
the issuance of revenue bonds by a public enterprise or public corpora-
tion of the State or a political subdivision, when the only security is the
revenues of the enterprise or corporation. The restrictions do not apply
to indebtedness to be paid from special assessments on the benefited
property, nor do they apply to refunding indebtedness of the State or its
political subdivisions.

Section 12 - Budget

The governor shall submit to the legislature, at a time fixed by law, a
budget for the next fiscal year setting forthall proposed expenditures and
anticipated income of all departments, offices, and agencies of the Stale.
The governor, at the same time, shall submit a general appropriation bill
to authorize the proposed expenditures, and a bill or bills covering
recommendations in the budget for new or additional revenues.

Section 13 - Expenditures.

No money shall be withdrawn from the treasury except in accordance with
appropriations made by law. No aobligation for the payment of money
shall be incurred except as authorized by law. Unobligated appropria-
tions outstanding at the end of the period of lime specified by law shall
be void.

Section 14 - Legislative Post-Audit.

The legislature shall appoint an auditor to serve at its pleasure. He shall
be a certified public accountant. The auditor shall conduct post-audits as
prescribed by law and shall report to the legislature and to the governor.

Section 15 - Alaska Permanent Fund.

At least twenty-five per cent of all mineral lease rentals, royalties, royal-
tysale proceeds, federal mineral revenue sharing payments and bonuses
received by the State shall be placed in a permanent fund, the principal
of which shall be used only for those income-producing investments
specifically designated by lawas eligible for permanent fund investments.
All income from the permanent fund shall be deposited in the general
fund unless otherwise provided by law. [Amendment approved Novem-
ber 2,1976 - Effective February 21,1977]
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Alaska State Legislature

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman g
sen. Jan Faika, vice Chairman Og
Sen. Al Adams Juneau, i\ ﬁg E 811
Sen. Tim Kelly

907-103-3712

Sen, Rick Uehling
Senate State Affairs Committee

MEMORANDUM

TO: Senate State Affairs Committee Members
FROM: Senator Pat Pourchot, Chairman

RE April 24 Committee Meeting

DATE April 24, 1989

Today at 1:30 in the Beltz Room the Senate State Affairs
Committee will hear the following bills:

SJR 38, Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the State
of Alaska relating to terms of legislators

SJR 38 would, by Constitutional amendment, limit tenure in the

Legislature to eight consecutive years. After serving eight
years a person would again be eligible to seek legislative office
at the second biennial election. SJR 38 would go before the

voters at the next general election and, if approved, would take
effect at the 1992 election.

Article 111, sec. 5 of the Constitution limits governors to two
full successive terms. After the two terms a person is not
eligible to seek the governor"s office until one full terra has

intervened.

SB 284, An Act relating to certain revenue from mineral sources
and to the oil and gas properties production tax

SB 284 would amend the Economic Limit Factor of the state"s oil
severance tax structure in the same manner the Senate Judiciary
CS for HB 118 (the "ELF bill"™) would. The additional tax revenue
would effectively be deposited in the Permanent Fund through
increasing from 25% to 43% the statutory percentage of mineral
proceeds deposited in the fund. The increase would apply only to
payments received by the state after July 1, 1989 from mineral
leases issued prior to December 1, 1979.

It is my intent that the State Affairs Committee focus 1its
attention on SB 284°"s impact on the Permanent Fund, rather than
on the ELF provisions. According to the Permanent Fund
Corporation, passage of SB 284 would result in the fund principal
being $1.3 billion larger in the year 2000, net income being $115
million larger, per Cc\pita dividends being $73 larger, and the
inflation proofing transfer being $66 million larger. The
projections prepared by the corporation are attached.
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Introduced: 4/17/89 S-1194E
Referred: State Affairs, Oil and Gas,
Resources and Finance

BY ELIASON, JONES,
IN THE SENATE AND ADAMS
SENATE BILL NO. 284
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
SIXTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to certain revenue from mineral
sources and to the oil and gas properties production
tax; and providing for an effective date."
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
* Section 1. AS 37.13.010(a) is amended to read:

(a) Under art. IX, sec. 15 of the state constitution, there s
established as a separate fund the Alaska permanent fund. The Alaska
permanent fund consists of

(1) 25 percent of all  mineral lease rentals, royalties,
royalty sale proceeds, net profit shares under AS 38.05.180(f) and
(g)» andfederal mineral revenue  sharing payments received by the
state before July 1, 1989, from mineral leases issued on or before
December 1, 1979, and 25 percent of all bonuses received by the state
from mineral leases issued on or before February 15, 1980

(2) 50 percent of all mineral lease rentals, royalties,
royalty sale proceeds, net profit  shares under AS 38.05.180(f) and
(g), andfederal mineral revenue sharing payments received by the
state from mineral leases issued after December 1, 1979, and 50 per-
cent of all bonuses received by the state from mineral leases issued
after February 15, 1980

(3) 43 percent of all mineral lease rentals, royalties,
royalty sale proceeds, net profit shares under AS 38.05m180(f) and
(g). andfederal mineral revenue  sharing payments received by the
state on or after July 1. 1989. from mineral leases issued on or

SB0284a -1- SB 284 /
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Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman
P.0. Box V
State Capitol

ggﬂ i&"AgéﬁnkS’ Vice Chairman Juneau. Alaska 00811
Sen. Tim Kelly 007-165.3712

Sen, Rick Uehling
Senate State Affairs Committee

MEMORANDUM

TO: Senate State Affairs Committee Members
FROM Senator Pat Pourchot, Chairman

RE: April 24 Committee Meeting

DATE: April 24, 1989

Today at 1:30 in the Beltz Room the Senate State Affairs
Committee will hear the following bills:

SJR 38, Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the State
of Alaska relating to terms of legislators

SJR 38 would, by Constitutional amendment, limit tenure 1in the
Legislature to eight consecutive years. After serving eight
years a person would again be eligible to seek legislative office

at the second biennial election. SJR 38 would go before the
voters at the next general election and, if approved, would take

effect at the 1992 election.

Article Il1l, sec. 5 of the Constitution limits governors to two
full successive terms. After the two terms a person is not
eligible to seek the governor®s office until one full terra has

intervened.

SB 284, An Act relating to certain revenue from mineral sources
and to the oil and gas properties production tax

SB 284 would amend the Economic Limit Factor of the state"s oil
severance tax structure in the same manner the Senate Judiciary
CS for HB 118 (the "ELF bill"™) would. The additional tax revenue
would effectively be deposited in the Permanent Fund through
increasing from 25% to 43% the statutory percentage of mineral
proceeds deposited in the fund. The 1increase would apply only to
payments received by the state after July 1, 1989 from mineral
leases issued prior to December 1, 1979.

It is my intent that the State Affairs Committee focus its
attention on SB 284°"s impact on the Permanent Fund, rather than
on the ELF provisions. According to the Permanent Fund
Corporation, passage of SB 284 would result in the fund principal
being $1.3 billion larger in the year 2000, net income being $115
million larger, per capita dividends being $73 larger, and the
inflation proofing transfer being $66 million larger. The
projections prepared by the corporation are attached.



SB 295. An Act relating to transfers to the dividend fund

SB 295 would exclude potential revenue from the state v. Amerada
Hess case from the Permanent Fund earnings available for
distribution as dividends. The fund®"s legally mandated share o*
money awarded after trial would be credited to the principal of
the fund at the time of receipt. Income earned on that money
could not be distributed to the dividend fund.

SB 235 is intended to eliminate certain due process arguments
currently advanced by the defendants. Standard Alaska Petroleum,
Exxon, and Chevron USA filed suit in federal court to prevent the
case from being tried in Alaska on the grounds that any judge and
jury would be biased because they have a financial stake (through
the Permanent Fund Dividend) in the outcome. The U.S. District
Court ruled in the State®"s favor; the matter is currently under
appeal to the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals.

Trial in the Amerada Hess case is scheduled for April 4, 1990.
IT the State prevails, we could receive from $400 million to $2.6
billion.

HB 34, An Act establishing durational residency requirements, not
to exceed two years, for receipt of the permanent fund dividend
and receipt of benefits under the longevity bonus progranm

HB 34 would increase the durational residency requirement for the
permanent fund dividend program from 6 months to 2 years, and for
the longevity bonus program from 1 year to 2 years. The bill
provides that if a court rules the 2-year requirement invalid,
the requirement is one year; if a court rules 1l1l-year invalid, the
requirement is the longest duration permitted by law. Current
recipients would be "grandfathered in".

HB 34 raises constitutional questions. The Department of Law
fiscal note ($30,000) anticipates legal challenge of the bill.
The Department of Administration fiscal note indicates annual
savings based on fewer persons being eligible.

Recent court rulings on Alaska®"s residency requirements include
the Vest decision which struck down the Longevity Bonus
requirement of residency since statehood, the Zobel decision
which struck down the Permanent Fund Dividend disbursement
mechanism based on number of years of residency, and the Andress
decision which upheld the Alaska Student Loan requirement of

residency for 2 years.

A summary of current statutory residency provisions 1is attached.
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[ntroduced: /17/89 6-1194E
{rr d: State Affairs, Oil and Gas,
Resources and’ Finance

BY ELIASON JONES,
IN THE SENATE AND ADAWS

SENATE BILL NO. 284
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
SIXTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to certain revenue from mineral
sources and to the oil and gas properties production
tax; and providing for an effective date."
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
* Section 1. AS 37.13.010(a) is amended to read:

(a) Under art. IX, sec. 15 of the state constitution, there is
established as a separate fund the Alaska permanent fund. The Alaska
permanent fund consists of

(1) 25 percent of all mineral lease rentals, royalties,
royalty sale proceeds, net profit shares wunder AS 38.05.180(f) and
(g), and federal mineral revenue sharing payments received by the
state before July 1, 1989, from mineral leases issued on or hefore
December 1, 1979, and 25 percent of all bonuses received by the state
from mineral leases issued on or before February 15, 1980;

(2) 50 percent of all mineral lease rentals, royalties,
royalty sale proceeds, net profit shares under AS 38.05.180(f) and
(g), and federal mineral revenue sharing payments received by the
state from mineral leases issued after December 1, 1979, and 50 per-
cent of all bonuses received by the state from mineral leases issued
after February 15, 1980;

(3) 43 percent of all mineral lease rentals, royalties,
royalty sale proceeds, net profit shares under AS 38.05.180(fl and
(g), and federal mineral revenue sharing payments received by the
state on or after July 1, 1989, from mineral leases issued on or

SB0284a SB 28%,
EU/W= . JL%LUxJL~te) CLW& E£LUT



W O —u oo Ul B W N

N O = = = = b b s s s e
— O W O —J o Ol B~ W N e O

before December 1, 1979;
(4) any other money appropriated to or otherwise allocated
by law to the Alaska permanent fund.
*Sec. 2. AS 43.55.013(b) is repealed and reenacted to read:
(b) The economic limit factor for oil production of a lease or
property shall be computed according to the following formula:
(1-[PEL/TP]) exp ([150,000/(TP/Days)] exp [(460 XWD)/PEL])
where:  PEL = the monthly productionrate at the economic limit;
TP =the total production during the month for which the
tax is to be paid;
WD =the total number of well days in the month for which
the tax is to be paid;
Days  =the number of days in the month for which the tax is
to be paid; and
exp =exponent.
*Sec. 3. AS 43.55.013(d) is repealed and reenacted to read:

(d) The monthly production rate at the economic Ilimit for a
lease or property is 300 barrels times the number of well days for the
lease or property during the month for which the tax is to be paid.
*Sec. 4. AS 43.55.013(e) and 43.55.013(f) are repealed.

*Sec. 5. This Act takes effect July 1, 1989.
SB 284 o -2- SB0284a
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Sen. Pat Pourchot, ChsJnnan

Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman

Sen. AL Adams PO.Box V
Sen. Tim Kelly Juneau, AK 99811

Sen. Rick Uehling
907-465-3712

Senate State Affairs Committee
May 10, 1989

Jerry McCutcheon
121 West 11th
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Jerry:

Although I"m sure you"ve seen the adjournment coverage in
the newspaper, | wanted to drop you a note in regard to your last
public opinion message on SB 284.

SB 284, which would have annually appropriated to the
Permanent Fund the revenue generated by the change to the
Economic Limit Factor, received Senate State Affairs Committee
approval on April 24. And although the bill itself didn"t make
it any farther than that, there was a commitment made by the
Governor and the legislature to appropriate $150 million to the
Fund this year if ELF passed, which I"m sure you know it did.

Unfortunately, 1in an all-too-typical adjournment rush, some
things were left on the table. One thing left was the Senate
version of the supplemental appropriation bill which contained
the $150 million deposit to therFund. Fortunately, the
commitment to make the deposit remains, and I am confident that
it will be one of the first orders of business next session.

Jerry, thanks again for being in touch. I agree that tax
increases should not be sought solely to incurease state revenues,
and that ELF is an argument over the State'sy"fair share" of the
oil resource, not over money. It"s toythis lreason that |
support a portion of ELF revenues goirfg into/the Permanent Fund.

SLrfcerely, /

N“enator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss

mn



STATE OF ALASKA Bill Version: SB 284
1989 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Publish Date:

FISCAL NOTE

REQUEST:
Revision Date: April 24. 1989 Agency Affected: Department of Revenue
Title: 011 & gas properties production/ BRU: 011 & Gas Audit Division

permanent fund
Sponsor: Eliason. Jones. Adams Components:
Requestor: Senate State Affairs

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (Thousands of Dollars)

1 FY 89 1 FY 90 1 FY 91 1 FY 92 1 FY 93 FY 94
OPERATING 1 1 1 1 1 ?
PERSONAL SERVICES 1 0 | 0 1 0 1 0 ! 0 1 0
TRAVEL 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
CONTRACTUAL 0 I 0 1 0 i 0 1 0 1 0
SUPPLIES I 0 1 0 | 0 1 0 1 0 i 0
EQUIPMENT ! 0 ! 0 ! 0 I 0 1 0 1 0
LANDS & STRUCTURES 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
GRANTS, CLAIMS 1 0 1 0 1 0 ! 0 1 0 | 0
MISCELLANEOUS 1 0 1 0 ! 0 ! 0 1 0 I 0
TOTAL OPERATING 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
CAPITAL 0
1 REVENUE 158,000 181,000 |]192,000 1207,000 1207r000
FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)
GENERAL FUND 0 0 0 0 0 0
jJ FEDERAL FUNDS 0 0 0 0 0 0
I OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 0
I TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0 0
POSITIONS:
I FULL-TIME 0 0 0o T 0 | © 0
1 PART-TIME 0 0 (. 0 | 0 0
I TEMPORARY 0 0 0 1 0 | 0 0
ANALYI.S: See attached page for analysis
Prepared By: Roger M a r k S Phone: 277-5627
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Approved by Commissioner: Hugh Malor
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Fiscal Analysis of SB 284

This bill modifies the economic 11mlt factor (ELF) formula used 1n
computing the production (severance) tax on oil, and also Increases the
contribution of proceeds from royalties to the Permanent Fund. This
fiscal note addresses the ELF aspect only.

The bill (1) Introduces the rate of field production Into the exponent of
the current ELF formula; (2) repeals the so-called "rounding rule,”™ the
provision of current law which states that for any month during the first
10 years of commercial oil production for which the computed ELF of a
lease or property exceeds 0.7 the ELF shall be considered to be one; and
(3) fixes the production at the economic limit (PEL) at 300 barrels times
the number of well days 1n the month.

This bill"s provisions on ELF are ldentical to those 1n SCS CS HB 118
(Judiciary) except that this bill has an effective date of July 1, 1989
Both bills lack an explicit date of application, the date on which the
legislation first begins applying to oil production. This date of
application will determine how much revenue 1s raised for FY 89 and FY 90.

If the bill applies Revenues Revenues

to oil produced Raised Raised

after this date for FY 89 for FY 90
12/31/88 64 171
01/31/89 50 171
02/28/89 37 171
03/31/89 24 171
04/30/09 12 171
05/31/89 0 171
06/30/89 0 158
07/31/89 0 145
08/31/89 0 132

This fiscal note assumes that the date of application Is June 30, 1989.
The severance tax Is paid monthly for the prior month. (For example, the

tax for production 1n April |Is due 1n May.) As written, this bill will
thus only raise revenues for 11 months 1In FY 90.

This fiscal note was calculated using the oil price and production
assumptions of the Department of Revenue®s Spring 1989 Petroleum
Production Revenue Forecast mid-case scenario. That forecast was
predicated on Alaska North Slope crude prices at the U.S. Gulf of $14.29 a
barrel in FY 89 and $16.41 a barrel 1n FY 90.



Additional revenues for future years In millions of dollars are as follows

1995 194
1996 180
1997 165
1998 157
1999 148
2000 139
2001 129
2002 110
2003 86
2004 69
2005 45
2006 21
2007 4
2008 (3)
2009 0
2010 0
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Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman

P.O. Box V
Sen.Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman State Capitol
Sen. A1 Adams Juneau, Alaska 99811
Sen. Tim Kelly
Sen, Rick Uehling 907-165-3712

Senate State Affairs Committee

February 17, 1990

Jonathan Jordan
10248 Jamestown Drive. #
Anchorage, AK 99507

Dear Mr. Jordan;

Thank you for your letter stating your views on SB 79 and SB 291. The
Senate State Affairs Committee heard SB 79 at the same we heard the
companion bill, SS SJR 5, which is a resolution that would constitutionally
dedicate permanent fund earnings and establish a 1996 appropriation limit
of $1.4 billion. A Committee Substitute was developed for SS SJR 5 to
incorporate the major points of SB 79, making moot SB 79. | encourage you
to follow CS SS SJR 5, which was passed out of the Senate State Affairs
Committee and currently sits in Senate Finance Committee.

| enjoyed reading your comments on SB 291 ,"An Act revising existing law
prescribing the powers and duties of state agencies, in order to realize

reductions in the state budget and providing for an effective date." |
agree with vyour concerns over the possible unconstitutionality of the

title. If we choose to hear this bill, it will require a considerable
amount of work to clarify if the oprovisions in this Dbill ensure cost
savings without negative impacts. If | do schedule a hearing, | will
contact you well in advance to allow time for you tGK-prapare written
comments.

Senator Pat Pourchot



Jonathan Jordan

10248 Jamestown Dr. #J
Anchorage, Alaska 99507
January 31, 1990

Senator Pat Pourchot

Chairman, Senate State Affairs Committee
Alaska State Legislature

P.O. Box V (MS 3100)

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Senator Pourchot:

Of the many bills and resolutions introduced in the Alaska Senate, | would like to
discuss two that have been referred to the State Affairs Committee and urge your
timely consideration of the following issues:

SB 7

ss Ol

The current Constitutional limit on state government spending so far
exceeds the current budget as to be meaningless, but the concept of a
budget limit is extremely important in these days of declining revenue
projections. SB imposes new goals and guidelines to ensure that
spending is reduced in line with revenues. It is unfortunate that such a bill
would become necessary, but the majority of Alaskans are calling for
reductions in the state budget. Even though no constituent group wants the
programs that benefit them to be cut, it is the job of the Legislature and
Governor to make the hard choices of where to cut. It appears that the only
way an meanln ul cuts |II be mad to mandat them Wlth a bill such
as sB (9, For e fisca uture of tf] Ftate of al)ska urge you
to consider an pass SB /9 as quickly as possible

The constitution of the State of Alaska limits the form of bills to one subject,
except in certain cases, and it prohibits local or special acts being passed.
SB 291, introduced at the request of the Governor, may meet the letter of
the constitution, but it seems to violate its intent concerning the limit of one
subject and it contains provisions that certainly appear to be local acts. The
bill contains 31 sections with many unrelated issues, ranging from teaching
practices and several education issues to hunting and fishing licenses to
tourism and law enforcement. Certainly each of these issues should be
considered, but it should not be required that they be considered in one
package, as presented in this bill. This violates the intent of the constitution
in that each issue is to be considered on its own merit. Also, the law
enforcement issue in this bill (Sections 13 and 14) appears to be so
specifically written as to impact very few areas in the State of Alaska.
Whether or not the Governor intended this to be a punitive measure against
specific areas of the state does not matter. If the measure is found
unconstitutional, the whole bill may be thrown out on these grounds.
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Alaska State Legislature

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman

i e
Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman

Sen. Al Adams Juneau, AﬁaSﬁg g%Sll
Sen. Tim Kelly

Sen, Rick Uehling 907-185-3712

Senate State Affairs Committee

February 17, 1990

Jonathan Jordan
10248 Jamestown Drive. #
Anchorage, AK 99507

Dear Mr. Jordan;

Thank you for your letter stating your views c¢n SB 79 and SB 291. The
Senate State Affairs Committee heard SB 79 at the same we heard the
companion bill, S§S SJR 5, which is a resolution that would constitutionally
dedicate permanent fund earnings and establish a 1995 appropriation limit
of $1.4 billion. A Committee Substitute was developed for SS SJR 5 to
incorporate the majjr points of SB 79, making moot SB 79. | encourage you
to follow CS SS SJR 5, which was passed out of the Senate State Affairs
Committee and currently sits in Senate Finance Committee.

| enjoyed reading your comments on SB 291 "An Act revising existing law
prescribing the powers and duties of state agencies, in order to realize

reductions in the state budget and providing for an effective date." |
agree with your concerns over the opossible unconstitutionality of the

title. If we choose to hear this bill, it will require a considerable
amount of work to clarify if the oprovisions in this bill ensure cost
savings without negative impacts. If | do schedule a hearing, | will
contact you well in advance written
comments

Sincerely,
ey

Senator Pat Pourchot



Jonathan Jordan
10248 Jamestown Dr. #J
Anchorage, Alaska 99507
January 31, 1990

Senator Pat Pourchot

Chairman, Senate State Affairs Committee
Alaska State Legislature

P.O. BoxV (MS 3100)

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Senator Pourchot:

Of the many bills and resolutions introduced in the Alaska Senate, | would like to
discuss two that have been referred to the State Affairs Committee and urge your
timely consideration of the following issues:

SB /9

SB 21

The current Constitutional limit on state government spending so far
exceeds the current budget as to be meaningless, but the concept of a
budget limit is extremely important in these days of declining revenue
projections. SB imposes new goals and guidelines to ensure that
spending is reduced in line with revenues. It is unfortunate that such a bill
would become necessary, but the majority of Alaskans are calling for
reductions in the state budget. Even though no constituent group wants the
programs that benefit them to be cut, it is the job of the Legislature and
Governor to make the hard choices of where to cut. It appears that the only
way an meanln uts |II be mad to mandat them Wlth a bill such
as sB /9, For Jne |sca uture of tf] Ftate of %ska urge you
to consider and pass SB /9 as quickly as possibl

The constitution of the State of Alaska limits the form of bills to one subject,
except in certain cases, and it prohibits local or special acts being passed.
SB 291, introduced at the request of the Governor, may meet the letter cf
the constitution, but it seems to violate its intent concerning the limit of one
subject and it contains provisions that certainly appear to be local acts. The
bill contains 31 sections with many unrelated issues, ranging from teaching
practices and several education issues to hunting and fishing licenses to
tourism and law enforcement. Certainly each of these issues should be
considered, but it should not be required that they be considered in one
package, as presented in this bill. This violates the intent of the constitution
in that each issue is to be considered on its own merit. Also, the law
enforcement issue in this bili (Sections 13 and 14) appears to be so
specifically written as to impact very few areas in the State of Alaska.
Whether or not the Governor intended this to be a punitive measure against
specific areas of the state does not matter. If the measure is found
unconstitutional, the whole bill may be thrown out on these grounds.



Jonathan Jordan

10248 Jamestown Dr. #J
Anchorage, Alaska 99507
January 31, 1990

Senator Pat Pourchot

Chairman, Senate State Affairs Committee
Alaska State Legislature

P.O. Box V (MS 3100)

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Senator Pourchot:

Of the many bills and resolutions introduced in the Alaska Senate, | would like to
discuss two that have been referred to the State Affairs Committee and urge your
timely consideration of the following issues:

SB 79

SB 21

The current Constitutional limit on state government spending so far
exceeds the current budget as to be meaningless, but the concept of a
budget limit is extremely important in these days of declining revenue
projections. SB 79 imposes new goals and guidelines to ensure that
spending is reduced in line with revenues. It is unfortunate that such a hill
would become necessary, but the majority of Alaskans are calling for
reductions in the s>tate budget. Even though no constituent group wants the
programs that benefit them to be cut, it is the job of the Legislature and
Governor to make the hard choices of where to cut. It appears that the only
way any me n|n uts |II be mad to mandat them W|th a bill such
as SB 79, %ﬁ 5ca] future of tﬁ ftate of abska urge you
to consider ancil pass SB /9 as quickly as possible

The constitution of the State of Alaska limits the form of bills to one subject,
except in certain cases, and it prohibits local or special acts being passed.
SB 291, introduced at the request of the Governor, may meet the letter cf
the constitution, but it seems to violate its intent concerning the limit of one
subject and it contains provisions that certainly appear to be local acts. The
bill contains 31 sections with many unrelated issues, ranging from teaching
practices and several education issues to hunting and fishing licenses to
tourism and law enforcement. Certainly each of these issues should be
considered, but it should not be required that they be considered in one
package, as presented in this bill. This violates the intent of the constitution
in that each issue is to be considered on its own merit. Also, the law
enforcement issue in this bill (Sections 13 and 14) appears to be so
specifically written as to impact very few areas in the State of Alaska.
Whether or not the Governor intended this to be a punitive measure against
specific areas of the state does not matter. If the measure is found
unconstitutional, the whole bill may be thrown out on these grounds.



STEVE COWPER, GOVERNOR

ALASKA COMMISSION ON POSTSECONDARY EDUCATION oboxfp
SURBAUS ‘Al AsKka 90811-0509

PHONE: (907) 465-2854

MEMORANDUM

TO: House Finance Committee

Representative Lyman Hoffman
Representative Ren Larson
Representative C.E. Swackharamer
Representative Kay Brown
Representative Niilo Koponen
Representative Fran Ulmer
Representative F. Kay Wallis
Representative Ramona Barnes
Representative Randy Phillips
Representative Steve Rieger .
Representative Richard Schultz f ““

FROM: Ronald A. Phipps, Executive Director|U v
Alaska Commission on Ppstsecondary Education

SUBJECT: House Bill No. 301 [ £*£>

DATE: April 25, 1989 <
The purpose of HB 301 is to ", . realize reductions in the
state budget.™ Sections 4 through 8 make amendments that would

conform existing statutes to the provisions 1in Section 20 which
repeal the entity known as the Alaska Commission on
Postsecondary Education. The following discussion will show
that the elimination of the Commission will not result in any
savings to the general fund.

1. The original presentation by the Governor associated the
amount of $284,700 as a general fund savings. This would
not only eliminate the functions performed by  the
Commission members but also require the elimination of 4
FEE administrative and support positions responsible for
(1) authorization of postsecondary education institutions
to operate in Alaska; (2) administration of the WICHE
Student Exchange Program and the coordination activities of
the WICHE Compact; (3) administration of the combined
federal/state State Education Incentive Grant Progranm,
(SEIG); (4) adminstration of the Memorial Scholarships and
the Paul Douglas Teacher Scholarship; and (5) coordination
of the federal reporting for the Integrated Postsecondary
Education Data System. (See Attachment A.) Instead of a
cost of $284,700, the cost associated with those functions
performed by the Commission members is $27,850.

05-E531-H



House Finance Committee
A er225, 1989

Page

Since receiving information regarding budget reductions
from the Governor, several discussions with bond counsel
for thr Alaska Student Loan Corporation revealed that the
entire amount of general fund monies related to
adminisieation costs could be transferred to Corporation
receipts because of their vrelationship to the quality,
servicing, or amount of the student loans. Thus, the House
Finance Committee budget shows a transfer of $284,700 from
general fund to program receipts in the General
Administration component of the Commission"s budget request
for FY 90. The effect of this 1is that the elimination of
the Commission will not vresult in any savings to the

general fund.

Irrespective of the discussion regarding general fund savings,
other considerations should be noted which cast doubt upon the
benefits derived from eliminating the Commission and, in fact,

may have deleterious consequences.

They are:

1. The bill moves all functions performed by the Commission
within the Department of Education. This may 1increase
costs. This conclusion was reached by the House Research
Agency Research Request 89.250, "Transferring Functions of
the Alaska Commission on Postsecondary Education to Other
Agencies,” dated March 13, 1989. The report states that
moving all functions performed by the Commission within the
Department of Education "is not likely to vresult in
significant cost savings unless some functions are
discontinued." The report notes further that the Alaska
Commission on Postsecondary Education "sets salaries
independently of the state classified salary schedule. If
the Commission were merged with the DOE or DCED, the
majority of staff would be classified. . .. As a result,
placement of the Commission within the DOE or DCED could
increase personal service costs."”

2. The bill places a heavy burden upon the State Board of

Education and 1its agenda. The postsecondary education
level expertise 1is currently not represented on the State
Board and the Board may find it needs 1its membership
expanded. At present, the respective agendas for both the
State Board and the Commission are extremely full and
members are often finding it difficult to devote the time
necessary to discharge duties in a reasonable and
responsible manner. Appending these new responsibilities
and duties to the State Board may prove quite i desirable
to the respective constituencies of both the K- and the
postsecondary communities.



House Fina
April 25,
Page 3

3. To achieve

revenu

nce
1989

e

Committee

the lowest possible debt service costs for the

bonds issued by the Alaska Student Loan

Corporation, it is the goal of the Corporation to sell the
next year through a competitive sale. For other
the Corporation has Issued bonds through a

honds
sales,

negotiated

negoti

ated

sale. One element in the decision to use
sales was the fact that Alaska Student Loan

Corporation Bonds are not well known in the bond market and
the Corporation, therefore, benefits from the pre-market?ng

efforts from bond underwriters,

A factor which enhances the success of a competitive sale
(e.g., low interest rates) is stability of the corporate
structure of the issuer. We were required to disclose the
introduction of this bill in the O fficial Statement for the
bonds that the Corporation will be issuing this year (see
Attachment B) and, therefore, the financial community is
aware of the proposed reorganization. It may be an
overstatement to suggest that passage of the Dbill would
result in higher interest rates for the Corporation’s
planned competitive sale because of a negative reaction of
potential bond purchasers to the reorganization. It s

appropriate  to suggest, however, that the proposed
reorganization would not have a positive effect and could

result

in

increased debt service.

In sum, elimination of the Alaska Commission on Postsecondary

Education

woill

could increase

not result in savings to the general fund and
costs.



STEVE COWPER. GOVERNOR

POSTSECONDAR * T
ALASKA COMMISSION ON Y EDUCATION IR WL AskA 95811-0509
PHONE: "507) 465-2854

MEMORANDUM

TO: Paul Sterling, Budget Analyst

Office of Management and Budget
FROM: Ronald A. Phipp"s/-d™*?ecutive Director

Alaska Commission on Postsecondary Education
DATE: April 5, 1989
Thank you for providing me with a copy of the Governor®s
"Proposed Operating Budget Reductions."” [ thought it
appropriate that I respond to you 1immediately because the

explanation vregarding the proposed elimination of the Alaska
Commission on Postsecondary Education associated with the
budget reduction of $284,700 does not address the elimination
of positions and their effect wupon statutorily mandated
programs.

In addition to eliminating the student loan appellant
responsibilities of the Commission, the proposed reduction will
require the elimination of 4 FTE administrative and supporc
positions responsible for the following programs and activities:

1. Authorization of postsecondary education institutions
to operate in Alaska (AS 14.48.010-210);

2. Administration of the WICHE Student Exchange Program
and the coordination activities of the WICHE Compact
(AS 14.010-060) ;

3. Administration of the combined federal/state State
Education Incentive Grant Program, SEIG
(AS 14.43.400-500);

4. Administration of the Memorial Scholarships
(AS 14.250-325);

5. Adminstration of the Paul Douglas Teacher Scholarship

(RL. 98-558);
6 . Coordination of federal reporting for the Integrated
Postsecondary Education Data Svstem, IPEDS.

5-E53LH



Paul Sterling, Budget Analyst
April 5, 1989
Page

Upon reading the list of Legislative major pass-through budget
reduction considerations for FY90, 1 notice that the programs
listed above were not included for reduction. The reduction
proposed by the Governor, however, would in effect eliminate
the programs by terminating administrative support.

I would also like to mention that the proposed reduction would
profoundly affect the composition of the membership of the
Board of Directors of the Alaska Student Loan Corporation.
Alaska Statute 14.42.120 requires that the five Board of
Directors appointed by the Governor consist of two members of
the Alaska Commission on Postsecondary Education and the
Commissioner of Revenue, Commissioner of Adminstration, and
Commissioner of Commerce and Economic Development.

cc: Members of the Senate Finance Committee
Members of the House Finance Committee
Karen Rehfeld, Legislative Finance Division
Commission on Postsecondary Education



Attachment B

.Fleeced Loans. .Another till, cwere r-eccme iaw. wcu;d treats a r.ew category of cHetbiej
JreiiauTl Generally spcaxing, he Program would appiy to loans to lents insub-
ttanuaily the same wayiyfNH”~ygvo loans to full-time nnli ini y|] impli rfTTi in in Denod would be
.ve years from the commcncemenTofSIMfc«agfltratnfi6ik«irt!!'ryea”™ A third bill, if it were to become law,
iou.d provide for the payment by the™ t~"Bgfec'*wipiptaacgtion. of a portion of a borrower’s loan if the
rcrrower Is a health Lian arp i I'"“miiii ii i“"thp S’an» t0 have a health care

i iigfi» 1h>Corporation cannot predict whether or not these L'Iffl'*w~to&me law or, if they
to become law. what would be their impact on the Corporation and the security for

A fourth bill, if it were to become law would provide for. among other things, the legal termination of
the Commission and the trancerof itsstaff to the Department of Education of the State. The Department of
£ducaf.onwouldautune responsibility for the administration of the Program. In addition, the composition of
the Board of Directors of the Corporation would be altered and the office of the Executive Officer of the
Corporationwould be filled by the Commissioner of Education or the Commissioner’sdesignee. The Corpo-
ration is unable to predict whether or not any such legislation will become lawand. if it should become law
what would be its impact on the Corporation and the security for the Bonds.

PLAN OF FINANCING

Geneftd

Thepnmary {)uré)ose of the issuance of the 1989 Series A Bonds is to fund StudentLrons for the aca-
demic year 189 1990. Upon issuance of the 1989 Scries A Bonds and application ofane proceeds to the
payment of issuance costs and funding of reserves, the balance of the 1989 Series A”*ond proceeds will be
credited to the 199 Series A Student Loan Fund. Amounts on deposit in the 198SrSerics A Student Loan
Fund are expected lI™*'und approximately $27,828814 principal amount of Student Loans for the academic
year 198990 The balWe of anyloansand cash held by the Corporation not apressly pledgedas security for
Bonds will be held separate and apart fromthe Indenture and will not be street tothe Henof the Indenture.

It is the goal of the Condition to replace the State as the primary source of funding for loans made
under the Program. Traditionary the State has funded such loanfrty direct annual appropriations to the
Commission. Through the issuancW its bonds, notes and otheraroligations and the recycling of loan repay-
ments towards the acquisition of newWis, the Corporation gjiflicipates reducing its reliance upon State ap-
propriations infinancing loans. It isthe”orporation’s intension to maintain amix between outstanding debt.
State appropriations and repayments onmans held byd k Corporation until new loan demmend under the
Program can be funded exclusively with loa”*cpaymames.

assumptions Considered In Structuring the 1909\ries A Bonds

In structuring the 1989 Series A Bond”*ne Corporation examined the existing loan portfolio credited to
the Master Student Loan Fund under thelndcnture andVe loans financed with the proceeds of the 1983
Scnes A Bonds and credited to the \9M .Senes A Student Fund. The Corporation then made certain
assumptions regarding such loans apothe loans expected to be fiSanced with the undisbursed proceeds of the
1983 Scnes A Bonds, a State apmpriation. surplus raor.eys avalUa”e under the Indenture and the proceeds
cf the 1989 Series A Bondi, \vdfleh the Corporation believes to be rd”onable based upon its experience and
which are not comroveneda’ actual facts known to the Corporation ace “The Alaska Student Loan Pro-
gram-General” herein~The material assumptions made by the Corporation are summarized below.

I. Ithat beeny | uraed that Pledged Loans held in the Master Student Lo”iFund or the 1988 Series A
Student Loan Fua«as of December 3L 1983in the aggregate principal amount orto47,448,100 have charac-
teristics substantially as set forth belowunder Portfolio 1,2.3 and 4and 5in the aggravate principal amounts
represented”each portfolio. For purposesof thisforecast, the Corporation has empNed the loan balance
uuormatifinwhich appear* on the records of the Commission, which services the Corporation's loans. This
< riormpfion varies somewhat from the loan balance information reflected on the Corporation’s financial
itata™ents because it includes as loans outstanding all loans approved and disbursed. whctfSt or not the

-14-
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State of Alas ica
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR

Juneau

April 19, 1989

The Honorable Tim Kelly
President of the Senate
Alaska State Legislature
P.O. Box V

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Mr. President:

Under the authority ofart. 111, sec. 18, of the Alaska
Constitution, I amtransmitting a bill that revises
existing powers of State agencies in order to realize
potential reductions in the SlLate budget. This bill makes
statutory changes thatare necessary to implement the
operating budget reductions which I submitted at the budget
summit on April 4, 1989. Those reductions would diminish
many State services that are now 1in statute. Therefore,
implementing those reductions without this bill would
expose the State to great potential liability.

I consider this bill to be the equivalent of a bulk revision
of the powers of State agencies which is necessary for the
implementation of proposed budget reductions. Therefore,
under the authority ofart. 11, sec. 13 of the Alaska
Constitution, | am submitting these far-ranging statutory

changes 1in one bill.

Enactment of this bill would allow for the reduction of the
cost of operating State government which may be necessary
absent the addition of new rev~Affhe sources. I urge your
careful consideration of this ball.i
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Revision Dele: Affected: ALT,
Title:An Ant- Making Changes Necess ary
t-n Rpalivip Proposed Budget Reductions

Sponsor: ,Rules Components :
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EXPENDITURES/REVENUES:  (Thousands of Dallars)
OF'RATING FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93

PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
BQUIPVENT
LAND A STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING -0- (See at tached)

CAPITAL j

REVENUE
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GENERAL FUND
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Agency

GOVERNOR

PROPOSED OPERATING BUDGET REDUCTIONS

(amount shown in thousands)

Component/Description

Delete Governor®"s Wasilla and
Delete Governor®s Ketchikan

Office: Closes two offices. 4
will remain in service - Juneau,
Anchorage, Fairbanks and
Washington, D.C. Eliminates 2

positions and leases for both
offices.

Alaska Land Use Council: Delete.

Eliminates Tfunction that will
terminate 12/90 unless extended
by Congress. Eliminates
Alaska®"s participation 1in Land
Use Council Advisors and related

funds. 2 staff positions will
be deleted.
Human Rights Commission: Reduce,

Reduce Commission activities
related to civil rights.
Remaining staff and funds will
focus on serving complainants

with greatest need, i.e.,
physically and mentally
disturbed, those needing housing
assistance, etc. Cases will be
referred to Seattle EEOC office
whenever possible. Intent

language needed to refer cases
to Seattle EEO and set out
priorities for remaining staff.

Equal Employment Opportunity:
Reduces the Office of EEO and

eliminates 9 positions. The
Affirmative Action Plan,
monitoring and training
functions will move to DOA,
Division of Personnel.
Employment discrimination

complaints will move to Human
Rights Commission or Seattle EEO
Office. 2 positions will be
retained as will limited travel

dbr39/wp50/04-04-89

Reduction
Amount

121.0

109.7

440.0

500.0



ADMINISTRATION

funds for the Governor®"s EEO

Advisory Council. The Council
will serve in an advisory
capacity to the Division of
Personnel. Remaining staff will

monitor compliance of federal
regulations in all agencies.

Governmental Coordination: Reduce

Reduction of Coastal Management
Program activity will result in
federal match requirements being
assumed by affected agencies and
elimination of 2 positions.
Reduction of the Permit
Coordination Program (250.0)
will increase review time for
permits and eliminate 5 to 7
positions. Reduction in the
ANILCA <component (125.0)  will
place greater responsibilities
on departments to implement 1in-
depth reviews of conservation
system unit plans and other
ANILCA related activities.
Eliminate 2.25 positions.

RATNET: Delete
Discontinue statewide TV service

to 246 communities. For approx.
130 communities this is the only
TV received. Also will

discontinue the carriage of
public ratio station KSKA-FM to
several rural locations, the
AIRRES reader service for blind

people in Anchorage, and the
statewide Emergency Broadcast
System which provides
notification of emergencies and
disaster warnings. Eliminates
6 positions in Anchorage and the
RATNET Council (travel/per
diem). May need statutory
change.

Public Defender: Reduce

Close Sitka Office, eliminating
2 positions (120.7). Deny FY90
it jrement for Barrow attorney
(87.4) leaving Barrow office at

dbr39/wp50/04-04-89 2

455.0

2,037.5

353.4



LAW

REVENUE

same staff level as LAW"s office
there. Deny FY90 increment for
an attorney and paralegal and
eliminate a legal secretary in
Anchorage (145.3).

Leasing: Reduction

Denies FY90 increments for
leases. Closure of some offices
could result in lease savings.

Alaska Public Offices Commission:

Reduces activity related to
timely reporting, compliance
assistance and enforcement of
the 3 disclosure laws
administered by APOC: Campaign
disclosure, conflict of
interest, and regulation of
lobbying. Statutory changes
required to eliminate any APOC
functions.

Eﬂn rr]ne{ Protecfno[h —
o C IVIS] 10U
Bases W]Olﬂd [% V|ev lfo beDIV grBﬁ

Statutory changes required.

[

CD—C
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874.5

109.5

3283

441.5

610.4

351.7



343

O AO—— wuOw
O = = cO
o o —O
o 2 D T
DSS H S R
OSI..WNC oDV O

= d

eSO FoaSE=

=>DECes QOO

mwnuAHQVI. o SO
=S = o=g

T ManLummew
p.a (]

b = RO, TS

261.9

1435

I}e
R
i

Needs statutory change.

berﬁ

hir}
o

C
|vseione's
a?l e[ecr%%

e o
OF—=SE25C8s

nU. 1_
(@)
(QN|
DS =SS - .
Ce g Rne < S
ao.[n C @ D
.|u.[ (S8 et
~— e = (g0
o [«BY7p] -+~
—c— =5 . .xN
LS S,
+— O Owvo
. S bt == 2
w— oO— aen z
me = rbo ]
S=Foe o | =D <
=2 _oc= = =FEg _
meumnse = & £ -
ououmw. oS T o=
) o o A C
s2 = @ -
H = o= b

) —
f===F

284.7

dbr39/wp50/04-04-89



117.6

HEALTH
AND
SOCIAL
SERVICES

506.0

457.9

4150

570.0
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lan ReWegﬁ . 649.9

\ﬁ%w
elegated (0
RE | . Nas
unicipality " of
this action would
change to state law.

Drinking Water Program: 4688

Return the state drinking water
program to the federal
government. State compliance in
this program 1is currently the

ire a

lowest in the nation and
increased federal requirements
mandated by congress would

continue to put a strain on the
State"s budget. EPA would, most
probably, rely heavily on
enforcement actions rather than
DECs preference for technical
assistance and plan reviews.
The state would also lose $737.5

in federal funds. This action
would require a change to state
law.
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0 nhancg Recovery (Foster
[0 r%m ant t(f many ServIces
rovided™ to Tocal” governments.
This proposal could require some

statutory changes.
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LEGISLATURE Reduce by 10 percent. 3,109.3

COURT SYSTEM Reduce by 10 percent. 41187
e HERGET 00
e>(<jc0e t (Univem Igesults |
addftional ., 25% .vacanc
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AGENCY

Governor

Administration

Law

Revenue

Education

Health and Social Services
Labor

Commerce and Economic Development
Military and Veterans Affairs
Natural Resources

Fish and Game

Public Safety

Transportation and Public Facilities
Environmental Conservation
Community and Regional Affairs
Corrections

University

Alaska Court System
Legislature

Health Benefits

TOTAL
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TOTALS
1625.7
33749
1,380.2

6860
13192
31509

2904
92789

2000

52513

827
31205

17,3400
11187
1,500.0
21321

159256
41187
31093

150000

90,795.1






