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AMENDMENT 13:

Page 9, line 24

Add "A person who fails to register or file the properly
completed and certified statement required under AS 24.45.041
within the time required by this chapter is subject to a civil
penalty of not more than $50 a day for each day the

delinquency continues as determined by the comnisnion.

n

Page 9, line 25, after as applicable,"

Insert "other than the statement required under AS 24.45.041,"

AMENDMENT 14:

Page 11, line 17

Delete "the person's mother or father,"

Page 11, line 23

Delete "the person's mother or father,"



AMENDMENT 15:
AS 39.50.03(b) samended lo resd:
©) Each slatomi tlad by a piblic offical or cardiicate under this depter dall incluce
tc folloMig:

@O tt souree of dll Iincome over S1_.000 |SI00] during the preceding calechar
year, including taxeblle and nontavahic cpital cairs, received by the persm, thc person s spouse
or dependentt dhilld, or a nondcpendent chilld of e person who B Ivilgwirth Ihall person, except
that § source of Income thut sa niff must be Included fF Ihc vallue of the gift exaeeds <100:

@ tc kbtty, by name and adbress, of each business nwhich tc persmn, tc
person™s gpouse or dependent chilld, or a nondcpondent chilld of the personwho s Imirgwi lh et
person was a stoddolder, omer, officar, directar, partrer, prgxietor, or enployee during ttc
preceding caledar year:

@ te bttty and nature of each interest owned N any business during e
preceding calendar year by thc person, (fe person s spouse or dependent chilld, or a nondogpandent
child of Ihe parson who B livirg with tret person:

@ tc daty ad reture of each interest in real prgperty, including an gotdaon
o huy, owned atany time during tte preceding calerndar year by thc persm, thc person™s spouse
or dependent dhilld, or a nondcpendent chilld of tic person who s Iivirg wirth thet persomn:

G te idatty of each st or other fidciary relation inwhich thc persmn, tc
parson™s spouse or dependent chilld, or a nondcpenderntt chilld of the person who s Iivirgwith ttet
person held a baefical nEest exceeding 51.000 during tc preceding caledar year, a
desoription and  identafication of the property aotained i each tiust or relation, and e nature
and extant of thc baeficial Inaest in i

® any loen or leen garattee made 1O the parsn, the person™s soouse or
dependent chilld, or a nondependant chilld of tic person who s Iivirg with et parson, and tc
idntaty of thc maker of tic lcen or lcen guarattor ana tre idanaty of eech aeditor towhom tc
PErs0N, e person Sspouse or dependentt dhiild, of d nondependent: chilld of the personwho lives

with that person owed wore than $1009 DX OR MORE);

(7) alist of all contracts and ofTcrs to contract with the state or an instrumentality
of the sate during the preceding calendar year held, bid, or offerrd by thc person, the person’s
spouse or dependent child, a nondependent child of the person who is living with that person,
apurtgmhip or profftttam) renwaQ pn of wlikh itejttcw fth mmember (THE rERSON’S
MOTHER OR FATHER), or a corporation in which the person or thc person’s spouse or
children, or a combination of them, hold a controlling inwrcst; and

(8 a list of all mineral, umber, oil, or any other natural resource lease held, or
lease offer made, during the preceding calendar year by thc person, thc person's spouse or
dependent child, a nondcpendent cheld of the person who is living with that person. (THE
PERSON’S MOTHER OR FATZIERI a partnership or professional corporation of which the
person is @ member, or a corporation in which the person or the person a spouse or children, or
a combination Of them, holds a controlling interest.



AMENDMENT 16:

Page 12, line 30, after "Sec. 14."
Insert "AS 15.13.110(a)(3);

AMENDMENT 17:

Page 12, line 31 - Page 13, line 1
Delete sections 27 and 28

Page 12, after line 30

Add a new section to read "Thi3 Act takes effect January 1,
1993."



AMENDMENT (version 1)
Page 13, line 16

After 'agency"
Delete "of"
Insert "or otner entity of or owned by"



AMENDMENT

Page 4, line 14

After "oppose':
Insert: "a ballot proposition or"

After "candidate."
Add "This section does not prohibit the expenditure of the

public funds of a municipality to provide to the public
neutral information regarding a ballot proposition.”



AMENDMENT (version 1)
Page 11, line 20,
After, "lobbyist®s business™

Insert, ', unless the use is nominal and the use is available
to members of the general public”



Rep. Finkelstein
February 21, 1992

CSHP._19.5_.n._- SECTIONS HELD OPEN

Sections 1 & 2: concern about raising the reportable
contribution level from $100 to $250.

Section 4: limits the use of surplus campaign funds.
No specific committee concerns identified.

Section 5: concern about municipalities using public funds to
support or oppose a ballot proposition.

Section 7: prohibits the use of campaign funds for
non-campaign purposes and places time limits on campaign
fundraising. No specific committee concerns identified.

Section 11: request to restore the language, '...together
with the costs of the investigation and the adjudication.™

Sections 12 - 16: general concern about the conforming
language necessitated by the new financial disclosure chapter.

Section 23: General concern about limiting lobbyists*
involvement in campaigns. Specific concern about the
statement that a lobbyist may not, 'use state property or
resources in the conduct of the lobbyist®"s business,”™ and
whether that provision would prohibit lobbyists from using a
phone.

Section 25: request to restore the language, '...together
with the costs of the iInvestigation and the adjudication.”

Section 26: concern about the requirement under current law
that gifts worth $100 or more be reported as sources of

income. Specific concern about the salary of a spouse who
works for the Alaska Railroad being reported. Request to add
the language, '...together with tho costs of tho iInvestigation
and the adjudication.”

Section 31: request to rcstoro tho language, '...together
with tho costs of the investigation and the adjudication.”

Section 32: concern about thc desirability of tho entiro
section, which exempts officors of municipalities with
populations undor 1,000 from conflict of interest roporting
requirements.

Section 34: gonoral dosiro to look at tho statutos being
ropealod. Specific concerns about ropealing AS 24.45.051(5)
and AS 39.50.025.



Alaska State Legislature

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

(MMIt Tlusinevi Stale Capitol

Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Rep. Finkelstein
February 21, 1992

Section-by-Sertion Description of CSHB 195

Section 1 raises the level of campaign contribution which
candidates must identify by donor from $100 to $250. The
section also exempts candidates who do not raise or spend over
$1,000 during their campaigns from filing APOC reports.

Section 2 mirrors section 1 by raising the reportable
contribution level from $100 to $250 for political groups.

Section 3 says candidates no longer need to include accrued
expenditures (expenses incurred but not yet paid) of less than
$1,000 per payee in their APOC reports. However, after 90
days, these unreported accrued expenditures become
contributions and must be reported like any other
contribution.

Section 4 limits the use of surplus campaign funds. A House
candidate may transfer $5,000 to a future campaign account, a
Senate candidate $7,500, and a gubernatorial candidate
$10,000. A limited amount may be transferred to a legislative
office account. $7,500 in non-monetary assets may bo kept by
the candidate. Additional campaign assets must be roturned to
contributors, used to repay Joans, or donated.

Section 5 says a candidate may not uso a lobbyist to evade the
restrictions in the law, and prohibits the use of government
funds to support or oppose a candidate.

Section 6 allows APOC to adopt more flexible regulations on
the i1dentification of advertising sourcos.

Section 7 adds two new sections to the campaign fundraising
statute. The first section prohibits the use of campaign
funds for non-campaign purposos such as personal incoma,
contributions to other candidates, or payment of fines. The
socond section places time limits on campaign fundraising.

Soctlon 8 changes the due date for APOC year-end reports from
December 31 to February 15.

Section 9 closos the two-day holo in the current campaign
roporting requirements.



Section 10 and Section 11 give APCC the power to assess civil
penalties (Ffines) for all violations of the campaign finance
law. Under current law, APOC can only assess civil penalties
for late reporting. Other violations are misdemeanors
requiring court action. The same language is used in sections
24 and 25, section 26, and sections 30 and 31 to cover
violations of the lobbying and conflict of interest statutes.

Sections 12 - 16 contain conforming language which reflects
the fact that legislators, directors and candidates for the
legislature are removed from AS 39.50, the conflict of
interest statute.

Section 17 says that \POC will publish lobbyist information
semi-annually instead of quarterly.

Section IB deletes the requirement that APOC includes
photographs of lobbyists in its lobbying reports, and the
requirement that lobbyists reports be available at the
Lieutenant Governor®s Office and the Legislative Reference

Library.

Section 19 requires lobbyists®™ employers to sign lobbyists”
registration forms instead of submitting separate statements
to APOC.

Section 20 requires lobbyists®™ employers to file reports with
APOC annually instead of quarterly.

Section 21 clarifies that only lobbyists®reports, and not
employers®™ reports, must be submitted on the stated dates.

Section 22 sets the date that lobbyists®™ employers®™ annual
reports are due.

Section 23 prohibits a lobbyist from fundraising or holding an
official position in a legislative or gubernatorial campaign.
Lobbyists are also prohibited from using state resources in
tho conduct of their business.

Section 24 and Section 25 are basically the same as sections
10 and 11, except iIn this case APOC is being given authority
to assess civil penalties for violations of the lobbying
>statute. Section 24 allows APOC to impose a fine of $50 a day
for late lobbyist registration statements, instead of the $10

a day fine for other late reports.

Section 26 1is ;Qe financial disclosure section of whe House
ethics bill. new chapter is created which, in addition to
the information traditionally roquired on conflict of interest
forms, requires a description of tho services performed by a
legislator, candidate or legislative director to earn income
and, when tho source of income has a substantial interest in
government actions, requires disclosure of the amount of
income recoived. Tho threshold for reporting a source of
incomo othor than a gift is raised from $100 to $1,000.



Section 27 deletes unnecessary language - the conflict of
interest statute.

Section 28 raises the threshold for disclosure of sources of
income, except gifts, from $100 to $1,000 for public officials
who file conflict of interest reports under AS 39,50. The
section also deletes the requirement that information about
state leases and contracts held by an official®s parents be
reported and makes the disclosure requirements internally
consistent by adding partnerships and professional
corporations to the state contract disclosure subsection.

Section 29 deletes a reference to a statute that is repealed
in Section 29 of CSHB 195.

Section 30 and Section 31 are the same as sections 10 and 11,
except In this case APOC is being given the power to assess

\ civil penalties for violations of the conflict of interest
statute.

Section 32 exempts officers of municipalities with populations
of under 1,000 from conflict of interest reporting
e requirements.

Section 33 removes legislators and legislative directors from
the definition of public officials who must file conflict of
interest statements under AS 39.50. Legislators and directors
will file under the new chapter AS 24.61.

Section 34 repeals the following four sections of statute:

1. AS 24.45.041(c), which says lobbyists may submit
photographs to A.P.0.C. for publication in lobbyist reports;
2. AS 24.45.051(5), which requires a lobbyist to report the
; identity of any firm in which a public official has a
financial interest, with which the lobbyist has done over $100
business iIn a calendar year;

3. AS 24.45.116, which is an outdated requirement that civic
leagues report contributions they receive worth over $100; and
4. AS 39.50.025, which requires APOC to mail a copy of the
legislative ethics law to all candidates for the legislature.

Section 35 says the bill takes effect on January 1, 1993.



P.O. Box V
State Capitol

Official Business Juneau. Alaska 99811
TO: House State Affairs Committee
FF™M: Rep. David Finkelstein
DATE: May 1, 1991

The core of HB 195 is the campaign finance provisions which were
removed from the legislative ethics bill by the State Affairs
Committee. The remainder of the bill consists of relatively minor
adjustments to the statutes requested by the Alaska Public Offices

Commission. HB 195 makes the following major changes to current
law:

- restricts fundraising to the period from June 1 of the year
before the election through the general election for legislative
and gubernatorial candidates;

- Ffurther prohibits legislators and other elected officials who are
running for the legislature, from fundraising during the
"legislative session;

- prohibits the use of campaign funds as personal 1ncome;

- limits the use of surplus campaign funds. House candidates and
municipal candidates may transfer $5,000, Senate candidates
$7,500, and gubernatorial candidates $10,000, into a future
campaign account.

- prohibits lobbyists from taking an active fundraising role in
campaigns;

- prohibits the use of public funds to support or oppose a
candidate or ballot proposition;

- gives A.P.0.C. the power to assess fines for the violation of any
of their statutes, and restricts the use of campaign funds to pay
fines.

I look forward to working with you on this legislation.
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h FISCAL NOTE
STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HB 195
1992 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
Revision Date:  December 20,1991 Department Affected:  Administration
Title: An Act relating to election campaign, regulation ol lobbying, BRU: Alaska Public Offices Commission
conflict ol interest, etc. Component:  Alaska Public Offices Commission
Sponsor: Representative Finkelstein
Requestor: Representative Hinkelstein COMPONENT SERIAL MO
Expenditures/Revenues: ( Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING Fy 93 FY A FY 9%5 FY 9% Fy 97
PERSONAL SERVICES 2128 1652 11 1752 1805
TRAVEL 5.0 20 20 20 20
CONTRACTUAL 6.2 25 25 25 25
SUPPLIES 0 0 0 0 0
EQUIPMENT 17 0 0 0 0
LAND & STRUCTURES 0 0 0 0 0
GRANTS. CLAIMS 0 0 0 0 0
MISCELLANEQUS 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL OPERATING 2257 189.7 194.6 1997 2050
CAPITAL
REVENUE
FUND SOURCE: 0 0 0 0 0
FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 225.7 189.7 194.6 1997 2050
FEDERAL cUNDS 0 0 0 0 0
OTHER

FUND SOURCE: 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 2257 189.7 194.6 199.7 2050
POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME 5 4 4 4 4
PART-TIVE @) ) @ O ©
TEMPORARY 0 0 0 0 0

Estimate of current year impact: 0
ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.)

See attached narrative.

Prepared by: Karen Boorman. Executive Erector. Phone: (9071 276-* 176
Division:  Alaska Public Offices Commission \ Date: December 20 1991

Approved by Commissioner:  Nancy Boar Usera

Agency: Admmtraoon 12"
\r 4

Distnbubon (by preparer): Leg. Fn., Legislative Sponsor, Requestor. CMB.CBR. Gov. Legn. Cfc. & Impacted Agencies).

Rev 10/0"1 Paae
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HB 195
1992 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

This bill includes several provisions which will create new prohibitions on campaign finance activity by State and municipal
candidates and lobbyists. The Alaska Public Offices Commission (APOC) will administer these provisions and investigate and
adjudicate alleged violations. This bill also expands the scope of civil penalties for all three laws XPOC enforces, makes
year-end reports mandatory and closes a two-day reporting gap before elections.

The campaign finance provisions restrict the ways surplus funds may be disbursed, restrict campaign activities by lobbyists
on behalf of candidates, impose time limits on fund raising, prohibit the use of public funds to influence the outcome of elections
and forbid the use of campaign funds for personal benefit. The lobbying provisions prohibit lobbyists from using State property
or resources and from becoming actively involved in campaign management or fund raising.

The commission anticipates it will incur start up costs as it prepares to assume its duties of administering and enforcing these
new provisions. Staff must revise forms, manuals and training materials as well as prepare new regulations for commission
review. Existing staff cannot undertake these start up activities, so new positions would be required.

The commission will receive many ongoing requests for advice about interpretation of th? law, including questions such as
whether a planned campaign expenditure is permissible because it may be a personal benefit, whether a draft group may fund
raise before the date allowed for legislators and whether a local government or school district is property using public fund'*
to influence the outcome of a local election. Staff will need extra funds to prepare for the lirst election in which candidates must
comply with the provisions regarding disbursement of campaign surplus and prohibited uses of campaign funds and to give

training sessions to help candidates comply.

The bill makes all violations of the three laws APOC administers subject to civil penalties in addition to criminal penalties. This
is a more cost effective penalty process for less egregious violations than the crimln.; penalty process which can require a
lengthy complaint hearing process and substantial involvement from the Department of Law and po.entially the courts.

It is expected that several complaints will be filed each year alleging that a candidate, lobbyist or public entity has violated one
of these provisions. Potential complaints include allegations that a candidate used campaign funds for a personal benefit,
closed down a campaign account improperly, or conducted fund raising too soon or too late. It is reasonable to expect that
one complaint each year will proceed to public hearing. This oxpense cannot be absorbed from funds currently budgeted.

The commission will need to hold a heanng in FY 93 to adopt regulatory changes. The expenses of such a heanng are not
funded within the FY 93 budget.

In order to meet the mandates ot the new law, the commission will need to add a professional staff member (Associate
Coordinator-Range 18) to investigate complaints, draft regulations and provide compliance advice. For the first year only, a
paraprofessional staff member (Regulations Specialist II-Range 16) will bo necessary to help draft regulators, develop
manuals, revise forms and conduct training. An Administrative Assistant | (Range 12) will be needed to provide ongoing
compliance advice, comparo and examine reports and process civil penalties for candidates and groups. A Clerk IV (Range 9)
will be needed to handle the additional paperwork and extra typing that cannot be absorbed by tho one secretary in the

Anchorage office.

The commissions current offico space in Anchorage is loo small to house these new positions. Modest sued space is
available in the building and could be made functional with minor remodeling Two desks, chairs and telephones wtf be

required as well.

The Juneau office will roquiro additional staff to provide compliance advice, assist in investigations, and process c/vii penaties
undor tho lobbying law. In ordor to meet this need and provide assistance to the lobbying administrator without eroding the
noed for additional offce space, furniture and equipment by adding additional positions, tho commission requests upgradiig
of the current part-time Clerk Il position to a full-time, year round administrative assistant position.

A detailed breakdown of tho costs associated with administration and enforcement of this bdl is attached.

M-EOeZ0CJ 1SB KP-3



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HB 195
1992 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

HB 195
APOC Estimated Costs
FY 93
Personnel:
Associate Coordinator-Range 18A $ 59,705
*« Regulations Specialist II-Range 16A 52,422
Administrative Assistant 1-Range 12A (Anchorage) 41,279
Clerk IV-Range 9A (Anchorage) 35,261
Administrative Assistan* I-Range 12A (Juneau) 24.111
Upgrade from Clerk lll, six months
(Upg ) $212,778
Travel:
* Regulations hearing $3,000
Training 2.000
$5,000
Contractual Sorvices:
Instruction/education materials $2,000
(design, print, postage for
amended forms and manuals)
Office space: 350 square feet @ $1.00 sq. ftymonth 4.200
$6,200
s Legal Fees $16,250
Heanngs. Witness "ees. Subpoenas. Transcripts
Equipment:
* Desk and Chairs (2) $1,200
* Phone InstallatiorvEquipmont (2) 500
$1,700

Funding for Regulations Specialist travel for regulations hearing, and office equipment required for FY 93 only.
Complaint investigation funds (legal tees) will be necossary after FY 93

Porsonal Services protected to mcroase at 3 percent per year for mere increases

ftuOttOO0aiMKPd p>> > ot 3



STATE OP ALASKA
1901 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Dete: March G 19L

An Act r»rtraiinm [ E e —

THI8; cAr.pairmj. rsrulatlor of Icrrr/ ir.c.

) confllrct cr ihZ?]rmt[f.g.W-”-Of.FaTTQ irTaksST

Sporujer: — P-ap. rinkolstein

BILLNO. ™ «5

DD imftnt Affaethid: Administration

.Uoaxii ?xli; Offices Ccmnissisn

Cui nponant:

Requester:  3ep. rinkelatein

Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands ot Dollars)

OPERATINQ Fy 92 FY 93
PERSONAL SERVICES 198. S 157.0
TRAVEL £.0 2.C
CONTRACTUAL 7.9 24.0
SUPPLIES 0
EQUIPMENT 0
LAND 4 STRUCTURES c
GRANTS. CLAIMS e
MISCELLANEOUS 0
TOTAL OPERATING 212a 1 164
CAPITAL
REVENLE 0 |
FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

EN\ERALAND 211.7 1 164.c
FECERAL RUNDS 0 1
OTHR c

TOTAL 211.7 184.¢C
PCHTIONS

AULL-TIME «

PART-TIVE 0
TEVRCRARY 5

Estimate of current year imoad:.
ANALYSS (Areat a separata page If necscary.)
Sea Attached "arrative

.159,0.

189.0

Divisiar: A<jTir.utraticn

Approved Gy Commitssicrar Anrig La-arte ur--arj_Chsir

Agerey. Alaaka Public Offices Cotamiar.

COMPONENT SERIALNO. |

FY% FY 8 Fy 97
168.2 173.9 18C.0
2.0 2.0 2.0
24.0 24.0 24.0
0 0 0
0 0 0
~n 0, A
n 0 0
0 0 0
194. C 200.0 206.0
0 0 0
"04.0 200.0 20P.0
0 0 g
0 0 0
194.0 200.0 2C6.0

Phono: '?<!'} 1Zizilit
Da8 ANt t. 1991

Cata:  Acnl 4. 1991

CstrttuSCAl iSy precarer,. legislative Koines. Ltggtstivi Spenser. Recuesw. QMVB & 'nipactec Agencytiaa).
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4/4/91
HB 195

CAMPAIGN DISCLOSURE.. LOBBYING, CONFLICT OF INTEREST PROPOSAL

Personnel:
Associate Coordinator Range ISA 540,723
*Paralegal Range 16A 535243
Admin. Assistant | Range 12A (ANC) S27.102
Clerk Range 9A/Anchorage (ANC) 522,642
Admin. Assistant | Range !2A (JNO) £27,102

Benefits:
30ft cf base salaries (includes insurance) 4587

Travel
* Regulations hearing S3,0Q0
Training 2,000

Contractual Services: _
Tr.smjctinnferiuc3tion?i material
(design, print, postage for amended forms end manuals) $2,000

VLogfrLfCAS

Heanng $12,000

Witness fee 250

Subpoenas 3,000

Transcripts 1Q0
516,250

Office Space: 350 square feet (SSI.CO sg. ft.) 54,200°

Desk and Chairs (2) 1,200
Phone Installation/Equipment (2) 55%

Funding for paralegal position and travel for regulations heanng required for FY92 only.
(535,343 total)

"'Complaint investigation funds (legal fees) will be necessary after rY9L



HB 195 FISCAL NARRATIVE

Tills bill 1includes several provisions which will create now
prohibitions on campaign finance activity by state and municipal
candidates and lobbyists. The Alaska Fublic Offices Commi33ior.
will administer these provisions and iInvestigate and adjudicate
alleged violations. This bill also expands the scope of civil
penalties for all three law/s A?0C enforces, makes year end reports
mandatory and closes a two day reporting gap before elections.

The campaign Ffinance provisions restrict the ways surplus
funds may be disbursed, restrict campaign activities by lobbyists
on behalf of candidates, 1impose tine Qlimits on fundraising,
prohibit the use of public funds to iInfluence the outcome of
elections and forbid the U3e of campaign funds for personal
benefit. The lobbying provisions prohibit lobbyists from using
atats property or resources and from becoming actively involved in
campaign management or fundraising.

The commission anticipates it will incur start up costs as it
prepares tc assume its duties of administering and enforcing these
new provisi ..s. Staff must revise forms, manuals and training
materials as well aa prepare new regulations for Commission review.
Existing staff cannot undertake these start up activities, SO new
positions would be required.

The Commission will receive many ongoing requests for advice
about interpretation of the Ilaw, 1including questions such as
whether a planned campaign expendit ire ia permissible because it
may be a personal benefit, whether a draft group may Tfundraise
before the data allowed for legislators and whether a local
government or school district is improperly using public funds to
influence the outcome of a local election. Staff will need extra
funds to prepare far the first election in which candidates must
comply with the provisions regarding disbursement of campaign
surplus and prohibited uses of campaign funds and to give training
sessions to help candidates comply.

This bill makes all violations of tho three laws APOC
administers subject tc civil penalties iIn addition to criminal
penalties. This is a noro cost effective penalty process for less
egregious violations than the criminal penalty process which can
require an lengthy complaint hearing process and substantial
involvement from the Department of law and potentially tho courts.

It iIs expected that several complaints will bo filed each year
alleging that a candidate, Hlobbyisc or public entity has violated
one of thoee provisions. Potential complaints include allegations
thet a candidate usod campaign fur.ds for a poreonal benefit, closed
down a campaign account improperly, or conducted fundraising too
soon or tco late, It is reasonable to expect that one complaint
each year will proceed to public hearing. This expense cannot be
absorbed from funde currently budgocod.



me commission will need to hold a hearing iIn FY 92 to adopt
regulatory changes. Tha expenses cf such a hearing are not funded
within the FY 92 budget.

In order to moot tha mandates of the new law, the cornmiaeion
will need to add a professional staff member (Associate Coordinator
- Range 18) to 1investigata complaints, draft regulations and
provide compliance advice. For the _first vyear only, a
paraprofesaional staff membar (Paralegal - Range 15) will be
necessary to help draft regulations, develop manuals, revise forms
and conduct training. An* Administrative Assistant 1 (Range 12)
will be needed to provide on-going compliance advice, compare and
examine reports and process civil penalties for candidates and
groups. A clerk typist 1V (Range 9) will be needed to handle the
additional paperwork and extra typing that cannot be absorbed by
the one socrarary in the Anchorage office.

The Ccnaission"ti currant office space iIn Anchorage is too
small to house theso new positions. Mcdest sited space is
available in the building and could be made functional with minor
remodeling. Two desks, chairs and telephones will be required as
well.

The Juneau office will rscuire additional staff to provide
compliance advice, assist 1In 1iInvestigationo, ar.d process civil
penalties under the lobbying law. In order to meet this need and
provide assistance to the lobbying administrator without creating
the need for additional office space, Tfurniture and equipment by
adding additional positions, the commission requests upgrading of
the current part-time Clerk 111 position to a full-time, year round
administrative assistant position.

A detailed breakdown cfT the costo associated with
administration and enforcement of this bill iIs attached.
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linpaign Disclosure. Loobyin/ and Csnflirt of Interest laws mk) reduce th# r.unber of ..obeying

reports required to oe filed or preparsd? 1) prohibit lobbyists froa using state propertyj a)

increase reporting of source* of iIr.ree to ever £1,C3C except gift# which would rosii.t over
1100.
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Alaska State Legislature

P.O. ISo\ v
St.itv Ciipitol
Official lliisitu\s Juneau. VIX |

TO: House State Affairs Committee
FROM: Rep. David Finkelstein
DATE: May 1, 1991

The core of HB 195 is tho campaign finance provisions which wore
removed from the legislative ethics bill by the State Affairs
Committee. The romainder of the bill consists of relatively minor
adjustments to the statutes roquested by the Alaska Public Offices

Commission. HB 195 makes the following major changes to current
law:

- restricts fundraising to tho period from June 1 of the year
before tho election through the general election for legislative
and gubernatorial candidates;

- further prohibits legislators and other elected officials who are
running for the legislature, from fundraising during the
legislative session;

- prohibits the use of campaign funds as porsonal income;

- limits tho use of surplus campaign funds. House candidates and
municipal candidates may transfer $5,000, Senato candidates
$7,500, and gubernatorial candidates $10,000, into a future
campaign account.

- prohibits lobbyists from taking an activo fundraising rolo in
campaigns;

- prohibits the uso of public funds to support or oppose a
candidate or ballot proposition;

- gives A.P.0.C. tho power to assess finos for tho violation of any
of their statutes, and restricts the uso of campaign funds to pay
fines.

Z look forward to working with you on this legislation.

SPOSSO* STATtHIXT



House State Affairs Committee

Representative Gene Kubina, Chair “HB 105 - Reﬁgﬁggc%oga%%g;gr’]\'%nance
Reform

*HB 298 - Relating to Presidential
Primary Eloction

*HIJR 13 - Relating to Run-Off Election:

DATE: May 1991 PLACE: Oopitoit ~oora 102 Gov. and Lt. Gov
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House State Affairs Committee

Chair SUBJECT OF MEETING:
HB 327'- Primary Klectionn
HB 404*- FllinR Deadline for Certain Candidate
HB 193 - CnmpaiRn Finance Keform
SCR 30 - Support Open Primary Klectionn

Representative Gene Kubina,

DATE: March 9, 1992 PLACE: Capitol. Know 102 SB 8 - Annuity ProRram Amendment!*
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House State Affairs Commi ttee

5*5 SUBJECT OF MEETING:
HB 195 - Relating to Cnmpnign Finance Reform
FfraniVi-li) *HB 322 - Relating to Reporting/Campaign Flnnnci
Reform
Iy
DATE* . ' : :
* Fehritarv 7. 1992 PLACE: Capitol Room 102
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Matanuska-Susitna Borough

BOROUGH MANAGER

April 24, 1991

The Honorable Pat Came/
Houae of Representatives
Alaska State Legislature
P.0. BoxV

Juneau, Alaska )11

Dear Representative Carmey.

| have asked our purchasing agent to conduct a brief survey of commercial office space rental
rates in the Matanuska-Suaitna Borough. The several Individuals and conpanies thet responded
asked thit we keep the specific information relating to their firms confidential, therefore, 1 will
give you the raoge of rales that | found in our suney.

Basically, we found rates as low aa $.70 sguare foot if the tenant pays for all utilities. The
highest rate was $1.27 per sq. ft. with owner-provided utilities. Most quotes offered fell between
$.95 to $1.15 per sg. ft. These figures are for existing vacant space. During the peak yean of
activity in the Valley commercial space wes leasing for approximately $1.50 per sg. ft One
property manager stated that an average lease will increase approximetely five cents per square
foot per year after the first year.

| hope the above informetion is useful in your effort Please stay In touch if there la any way
we can help.

Sincerely,

er

U/74249M Afrf U, 1991

350 Esst Dehlia Avarua. Palner, Alaaka 996454468
PHONE (907) 7459659* FAX (907) 7454666



LEGISLATURE BUILDING
SITE REVIEW

MATANUSKA-SUSITNA BOROUGH
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

MARCH 1991



INTRODUCTION

This report provides a preliminary review of sites on
Borough-owned land that would be suitable for the
construction of a building to house the state®"s Legislature
as well as parking facilities, a well and wastewater system.
Specifications included a 100,000 square foot building and a
budget of approximately $10 million.

On the following page, we have shown that a twc-story

building containing 100,000 square feet could be
accommodated, with needed parking and area for a well and
leach field, on a 6 acre site. This is not to recommend
that the facility be limited to a 6 acre site, but indicates
the economic scale at which it could be developed, were

strict economy a constraint.

It would be preferable that such a building be constructed
on a much Jlarger site to allow more Jlandscaping, provide a
suitable setting for the scale of the project, and to allow
for futuro expansion of the building or the addition of
other supporting or complementary facilities.

Each of the following sites have been evaluated on the basis
of accessibility via various transportation modes, parcel
size, site capability, availability of wutilities, site and
vicinity amenities, vicinity land use, availability of fire

and police protection, and "other™ considerations. To this
list, might be added the proximity of support facilities
such as hotels, restaurants, and other complementary
establishments. A site within one of the cities would ofier
these latter advantages and the ability to connect to
existing water and sewerage Jlines as well. The City of

Palmer has an airport with a 6,000 foot runway, and the City
of Wasilla 1is developing a new airport which will have a
3,700 foot runway. The City of Palmer offers the additional
advantages of a community hospital, police protection, a new
court house, and other governmental offices including the
Borough headquarters.

In the development of a multi-million dollar project such as
this, current ownership of the property should be at best a
secondary consideration, as site acquisition costs would bo
a negligible fraction of the total cost of the project. It
would be preferable to identify and prioritize site
selection criteria and then to find sites that meet those
criteria. The Matanuska-Susitna Borough contains many vory
suitable alternatives for the location of a «tate
legislature building.

It should not be forgotten that the former Willow Capital
Sito lies within the Borough, and portions of it are still
resorved wunder the Deception Creek Management Plan for
possible use as a capital site.
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LEGISLATURE BUILDING
Conceptual Site Plan (6 acre site)
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SITE NO. |

General Location:

Approximately three miles northeast of the

City of

Wasilla between Bogard and Wasilla-Fishhook roads.

Access: Road: Currently via adjacent subdivision
roads. Planned Seward Meridian
Extension Phase 11l will access north
and east sides of property.
Air: 8.5 miles from new City of Wasilla
airport.
Rail: Five miles from rail stop in Wasilla.
Parcel Size: 320 acres
Owner: Matanuska-Susitna Borough
Site Capability: Nearly level, wooded vacant site.

Soils well suited to construction of buildings and

on-site wastewater septic system.

Utilities: Electricity, phone, and natural gas

nearby.

Would require on-site water supply and wastewater

system.

Armnltles: Quiet area near residential/recreational

lakes.

VICI”Ity Lard Use: Primarily single

family

residential. National Guard armory adjacent to south.

Flre Protectlon: Within Wasilla Fire Service Area.

POIICe Protectlon: Alaska State Troopers

Other Comments:

PLN/PHG/RS655






SITE NO. £

General Location: Approximately 2.5 miles northeast of
City of Wasilla on Bogard Road in heart of suburban
residential area.

Access: Road: Bogard Road (arterial)

Air: Approximately 7.6 miles from new City
of Wasilla airport

Rail: Approximately 3.8 miles from rail &Ecp~
in Wasilla

Parcel Sizo: 40 acres

Owner: Matanuska-Susitna Borough

Slte Capablllty Nearly Ilevel, wooded, vacant site.

Soils are well "suited for construction of buildings and
on-site wastewater septic system.

Utilities: Electricity, phone and natural gas in
right-of-way of Bogard Road. Would require on-site
wator supply and wastewater system.

Amenities: Quiet residential area near sovoral lakes.

VlClnlty Lard LBQ Predominantly residential with some

light coaaorcial activity iIn the vicinity. A National
Guard armory 1is adjacent.

Fll'e PfOtGCtIOﬂ Wasilla Fire Service Area

Polios Protection: Alaska State Troopers

Other Comments:

PLN/PWG/RS656
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SITE NO. _ 4

Gonoral Location: Outside of Lazy Mountain
approximately three miles east of city of Palmer on
site formerly used as an equestrian center and earlier
as a small ski area.

Access: Road: Via Clark-Wolverine and Huntley Roads.
Huntley Road and access road would
require upgrading.

Air: Approximately 4.5 miles from City of
Palmer airport.

Rail: Approximately five miles from rail
stop in Palmer.

Parcel Size: 400 acres
Owner: Matanuska-Susitna Borough

Site Capability: Homestead soils (probably thin) over

bedrock on mountainside. Site contains 12 to 20
percent slopes which would create significant challenge
to development. Some portions of the site are level.

May have problems installing wastewater system on site.

utilities: Electrical powor and telephone service
nearby. Natural gas not in vicinity as yet. On-site
water supply and wastewater disposal would need to be
developed.

Amenities: Panoramic view of lower valley and upper
Knik Arm vicinity and out of valley wind patterns.

Vicinity Land nee: Predominantly residential
development to the south and east. Mountainous,
undeveloped public land behind the side to the east.

Fire Protection: Immediately adjacent to, but not
within Greater Palmer Fire Service Area.

Police Protection: Alaska State Troopers

Other Comments:

PLN/PMG/RS6S9



Testimony

HB 198

By: Ernest Polley
Date: May 10. 1991

Committee: House State Affairs

Good morning Mr. Chairman, members of the committee. My name Is Ernest
Polley and I reside at 634 W 12th Street inJuneau. In times past, both here
and in other committees. |l have spoken to you on the behalf of others. lam
doing so today. The difference being that lam not speaking to you as a
lobbyist and while it Is a matter presumptive conjecture. Imay be speaking
for a broader group than I have ever had an opportunity to represent. For the
record, lam before you as a citizen of the State of Alaska and, incidentally,

as a resident of the City and Borough of Juneau

as you probably suspect, lam speaking in opposition to HB 198. Since this
bill was introduced my thoughts and feelings have gone through several
stages. My initial response was one of denial. Isimply could not believe
that anyone would ressurect this issue in any meaningful sense This stage
evolved into frustration and anger Finally, perhaps out of empathy for the
individual human beings serving in the legislature- lhad to look at this
matter with as much dispassionate analysis as lIcould possibly muster And
as long os lam inmy empathotic mode end before I reach any potential need
tomove into my final stage, which is largely based on blood oath
committments that unborn generations of Polleys dedicate themselves to a

program of vengonce- lhad to soy to myself that if lwas sitting on your



side of the table Icould always take comfort in the fact that the bill could

have been worse. The sponsor might have included gun control and abortion

rights.

For those of you who did not have the distinct displeasure of living through
this issue in prior times, let me mention a few salient points. Setting
aside, for the moment, the immediate and human Issues, let me talk about
some political facts of life. 1°m going to pretend that there is no one else in
this room and that we are having, individually, a private conversation. You
and I both know that Southcentral has a real problem. If that area of the
State every figures out away to excercise every bit of their political juice ,
they can own this State- top to bottom. And you and lknow that if that
ever happens- itwould result in regional political warfare and paranoia far
beyond anything we have ever experienced. The enormous, albeit potential,
political power in the Anchorage/Kenai/ lower Railbelt complex is a
diamond studded, fragrant, alluring bit of political poison. The rest of the
Slate fears the inherent political power of Southcentral. As a
consequence,the wisest end more statesmanlike politicians from
Southcentral, those that have a genuine concemfor the well-being of this
State from Barrow to Hyder, know that political harmony, even when it is
strained by regional differences, depends on never exercizing the full
potential of the political power in Southcentral, of avoiding the potential
for the tyranny of the majority You and lknow that the reality of political
life is the unreal nature of appearance over substance I can assure you
that nobody is going to buy the notion that Southcentral Alaska doesn"t own
the entire political system if you move the legislature to the Valley The

facts maybe that Southcentral likes nothing better than a good fight with



Southcentral. But that ain"t the way It Is going to be perceived in the
hinterlands. While it personally saddens and dismays me at the very deepest
of levels, the fact is—- we are not a single state. When we are on our very
best behavior we are aminimum of 4 states. The ability of our regions to
work together, the environment inwhich one Alaskan can welcome another
regardless of regional residence, Is based on the belief that nobody owns the

system.

So much for our private conversation. Lets talk about some other facts-

some political- some not.

For the jillionth time- ldon"t care where the Capitol or Legislature resides.
No matter where it is— it isa long way from somebody. |1find it interesting
that the argument that it ought to be- “€loser to the people >comes from the
mouths of people who are either in a minority or who argue that the
heartfelt view of an individual citizen in Hyder is of less value than 20
foaming at the mouth constituents in their election districts. |1 find it
interesting that the hidden message being expressed by certain legislators
is that their ineffectiveness can be blamed on the fact that their true
believers can"t physically throttle the bad guys who don"t represent the real
people In short, I find a good deal of populist argument that does not bear

scrutiny, close or otherwise

I have reviewed the Legislative Affairs fiscal note on this proposal and
would agree that it is a conservative estimate of cost Iwould suggest that
et is conservative to the point that it not only strains credulity- it

ruptures it beyond repair While the question is admitedly rhetorical- can



anyone possibly imagine the situation caused by the Executive branch
residing in one city and the legislative branch in another? If anyone thinks,
for one moment, that every major ana minor office in the executive branch
would not have a headquarters in the nearest motel 8 and that there would
not be a permanent open phone and fax line to the Capitol then they are
sorely deluded. Is the Governor and the Governor®"s staff to remain in
Juneau? You don"t have to answer that- | just want to point out that
communications between the Executive and Legislative branch are always
difficult even under the best of circumstances. Imagine if you will, the two
branches separated by 800 miles of geography. As a practical matter, this
is not a bill to move the legislative sessions- this is a bill to move the

Capitol.

It is time for me to speak briefly and personally about this community. And
lam going to say in front of God and everybody that there have been days
when Iwished you would move the Capitol because of some of the people
who would go with you. There have been days when some of my fellow
residents have made me incredibly angry with their smug, well-fed
complacency. And then Iremember what happened in the years prior to the
last capitol move vote and what itwas like in this town in recent years
when there was the threat of major layoffs. As usual, 1t wasn"t the smug
and complacent that got hurt- itwas whole bunch of little people- in both
the private and public sector. The fear was pervasive like a noxious odor,
the psychological and resultant real impact was far beyond anyone's
projection in terms of a dampening of the spirit to risk and the local

economy Itwas a malaise of the worst kind- 1itwas based on uncertainty



and conjectural threat. It hurt people who have little or no say in these

matters. Itwas Alaska feeding on itself.

Capitol moves, regardless of their fine clothing, do not put more oil in the
ground at Prudhoe. These political movements do not improve safe water
and sewer inour smaller communities, they do nothing to solve our
problems in financing and structuring a more successful system of
education, they do not help the Alaskan business entrepreneur, they do not
repair roads and highwsays, they do not facilitate a more productive
relationship with the Federal government, they do not help communities
deal with the burden of a growing infrastructure and limited resources.
Bills such as HB 198 do little except fuel the fires of internecine warfare-

and lIdread another such experience.

Iwould suggest to you that we have much more formidable and real
orobiems that will require a sustained collective effort, an effort which
will require Alaskans to join hands across the State. Let us all, citizen and
legislator alike, put our intellects and energies into solving problems rather

than creating them

Thank you for your kind attention.



Mr. Chairman, committee members:

My name is Kay Diebels, and I'm a resident or Juneau. | oppose HB 198 as
impractical, unnecessary, and just plain foolish, especially in this time of
declining revenues.

| suppose the stated reason for this proposed change is to make the
legislative process more accessible to more people.

I've lived in Juneau 27 years and I've been here testifying a few times.
However, until today, | cant recall testifying for myself. Instead, it's been
for an organization, and since | live in Juneau, I've been handy. And that's
not to say | haven't been involved in the general political scene. | served
many years on the local Planning Commission, on the Assembly and have
been an active member of the local League of Women Voters. In addition, |
chaired the first state Salary Commission. | tell you this to illustrate the fact
that 1 might have been as likely as anyone to be up here. And yet, as | said.
I've been here as a local member of an organization, not as Josephine Public

speaking out on an issue for myself,

It s always struck me that those outside Juneau who talk about access to the
legislative process must assume that Juneauites all run up to chat with their
legislators, testify on bills, and generally hang around on a regular and
frequent basis. And of course, that s just not so Most of this city's citizens
have probably never been here-and that would be the same wherever the
legislature holds its sessions.

| have made much use of the telephone to get the information I sought. That
access is available to everywhere in the State. And now with the advent of
easy access to fax machines, nobody even needs to go to their local

legislative office or wait for the mail to get copies of bills. Teleconferencing
has made travel to a legislative hearing unnecessary in many instances, as
demonstrated again today at this meeting.

To think that the legislature can meet and discuss intelligently without ready
access to people and records of State agencies sounds unknowledgeable )Or
Is that Phase 2??) There are always calls for someone to come over to
explain or justify or defend something--1 ve been at committee meetings
when it s happened, and | know from discussions with others that it’s a
common occurrence How would that be possible with a changed legislative

site?



Holding legislative sessions outside of Juneau would appear to require a

suitable building as well as many other costs. This has got to a multimillion
dollar project in an era when all manner of difficult choices are being made
on programs we've all grown to love. It would seem to be an unwise use of

limited resources to spend money unnecessarily.

Thank you
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FISCALNOTE

STATE OF ALASKA

1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: Department Affected:
Tide: Relating to the location of convening BRU: ALL
the legislature in regular session.
Sponsor: Rep. Pat Carney
Requestor (H) State Affairs

Component:

COMPONENT SERIAL NO.

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 FY 95
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT
LAND&STRUCTURES
GRANTS.CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING 59151.

59.151 62.109 * 65214 r.> 68,475

62109. * 65214. *

CAPITAL

REVENUE
FUNDING:
GENERAL FUND

FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER

(Thousands of Dollars)

59,151. 65,214, *

62,109.: f

TOTAL 59151. 62109. 65214. 68475.

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

Estimate of current year impact: NONE
ANALYSIS:  (Attach a separate page if necessary.)

* Assumes 3% increase for inflanon.

See attached for details.

P_rgp_ared by: Janice Ad_air
Divisio: Commissioner’s Office

Agency:

Rev. KV90

BILL NO.

68475. ¥

68.475. »*

Phone:

Date: 3301

Dept, Of Environmental Coinehaaon M A Date:

HB 198

DEC

LZ]

FY 96 FY 97

»  71.899. 75.494;

71899. * 75494, *

71,899 .. 75.494 " *

71899. 75494.

463-2600

SZ3/9T

Distribution (by preparer): Legiilauve Finance. Legislative Sponsor. Requestor, OMB, & Impacted Agency(ies).

Page of
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
FISCAL NOTE CALCULATIONS FOR MOVING LEGISLATURE TO WASILLA

TRAVEL/PER DIEM ONLY

Special Assistant to the Commissioner for Legislative Affairs
100 days in Anchor e/Wa lla @ $95.00/cia 59,500.00
8rou Ir gpse@%ﬁ% ﬁw o@rc?m Junea for consu.tation

VISQ orm other assigned wor 39240
100 days car fental @5%”2 e : 52,500, 80
Commissioner
lOdas nAncho as Ia 95.00/da S 90.
510 dlr@s 0s y $2,1%%.%%
Deputy Commissioner

e
ﬁ @4 Isg y@ $ day
Jys ar renta%) 25./day

Five Directors
ips @ $z%35/e ch 21,800.00
A e, g
ays car renta
Fiscal staff person for budget questions
g 6/e c

ar rental % %Og/day § zﬁlfé)
$

M|scellaneous (qasoline, parking, etc) - allstaff

Total Travel
Total Per Diem/Meals

$
$ 16,105.
Total Car Rental % 4.800.00

Total Misc.

TOTAL $59,151.00



STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. H.B. 198
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Dete:~ April 29. 191 DepartmrentAffected: Correct ions
Title  "An Act relnting., locut ion, .of theBRU  Arhiinl.strnt ion & Support
legininturc in regular .session, .effect ivo crtfcomoonfinf  Connissioner's Office. Arinin

Sponsor:  Reps. Carney. R Phillips. Bernes. Services
Requestor:. > A Millor COVPONENT SERIAL NO

Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dollars)

CPERATING FY® FY a3 FYH FY% FY % FY 97
PERSONAL SERVICES 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIP\VENT
LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIVS
MSCELLANEQLS
TOTAL OPERATING 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 56 1 56

CAPITAL | 1 |

REVENLE I I I

FUNDING  (Thousands of Dallars)

CENERAL RND 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6
FEDERAL RUNDS

OTHR
TOTAL 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEVPORARY

Estimate of current year inpect.

ANALYSIS (Attach a separate page if necessary.)
Six trips per session and six days meal allowance for the Caunissioncr and Director
of Administrative Services in relation to budget testimony.

h
Prepared By Tan Sutton. Director__ . 1 —Jh Phone: ----465J376.
Division: Arininlsnative Services Cete: -----
Aporoved by COMMISSIONET =mmmmmmm e m e oo e
Agency. Department of Corrections Cate:  04-29-91
Distribution (by preparer): Legislative Finance. Legislative Sponsor. Reguestor. OVB &impacted Agency(ies).

Rev 10/90 PageJ_ of.




VAP Ay
FISCAL NOTE

- SITATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HB198
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: 5/3/9 1 Department Affocted:  Hsh and Gare

Title:  An Act.ffllaiirfl to ihfl locaiion-oLihfl— BRU: _ M

cQnVBNiiifl-t?/ iho.Loflialaturfl,-,.. Component:

Sponsor: ., RID8" Camfty,.Phi)liPL. Banfla Vi) IBL
Reguestor: QOVPONENT SFRAL NO

Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dollars)

CPERATING Fy 92 FY 93 FY 4 FY 95 FY 9% FY 97
PERSONAL SERVICES 38.8 40.0 411 43.2 45.3 47.6
TRAE
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPVENT
LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIVB
MSCHLANEOLS
TOTAL CPERATING 38.8 40.0 1.1 43.2 45.3 47.6

CAPITAL

REVENLE

FUNDING (Thousands of Dollars)
CENERAL FUND 388 40.0 411 432 453 476
FECERAL AUNCS
OTHR
TOTAL

PCEITIONS:
RULL-TIME
PART-TIVE
TEVPCRARY

Estimate of current year impact: None

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.)

Between budget and legislative hearings, we project 80 separate trips from Juneau to Anchorage for testimony.
Wb are assuming al but 12 will be day trips Jr)n overnight lodging).

Prepared By.
Division:  Adfp.immiuon.

Approved by Commissioner:
AgenCy. _flih.«nd.Gl.™t

Distribution (by preparer): Legislative Finance. Legislative Sponsor. Requestor. OMB. & Impacted Agency(ies).

Rev 10/90



STATE OF ALASKA
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date:
Title:

the Ieg|slature in‘re Cgular session.
Sponsor p. Rat Carng
equestor: (I-DState Aﬁa|rs

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES:
OPERATING
PERSONAL SERVICES
’RAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT
LAND&STRUCTURFS
GRANTS.CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING

FY 92

59.151

CAPITAL"

REVENUE-

FUNDING:  (Thousands of Dollars)
GENERAL FUND
FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER
TOTAL

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

Estimate of current year impact NONE

59151.

59.151.

59151.

H

FISCALNOTE

Relating to the location of convening

COMPONENT SERIAL NO.

(Thousands of Dollars)

FY 93

62.109

62109.

62.1009.

62109.

ANALYSIS:  (Attacha separate page if necessary.)

* Assumes Fincrease for inflation
Sec attached for details.

Prepared by:  Janice Ackir

Division: Commissioner's Office

Approved by Commissioner
Agency: Dept of Fiv

*

*

I ) R
HiLe no. ) 198
Department Affected: DEC
BRU: ALL
Component:
FY 94 FY 95 FY 96 FY 97
65.214 * 68.475 * 71.899 ~ 75.494.
65214. * 68475. * 71899. 75494,
65.214. *  68.475 % 71.899 .1  75.494
65214. 68475. 71899. 75494,
Phone: 465-2600
Date: 5A/91
Date: "MW

Distribution (by preparer) Legislative Finance. Legislative Sponsor. Requestor. OMB. St Impacted Agencies)

Rev. KVV90

Page

of



DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
FISCAL NOTE CALCULATIONS FOR MOVING LEGISLATURE TO WASILLA

TRAVEL/PER DIEM ONLY

Special Assistant to the Commissioner for Legislative Affairs

80 days in.An h Washll @ 595.00/da $9.500.00
Eo rom Juneaul for cons

rou tr [tation
B el

Comm|33|oner
i ol DR g © 8950y kit
Deputy Comm|33|oner
ssaatt eéld'r% PJa
Iso y@$ day g}%ﬁ 8
s car renta a@g $25./day 925.00
Five D|rectors
45/ n 1,800.00
R e, g
és car rentay é Y 1.2550'.00
Fiscal staff person for budget questions
s@$ 6/e %2% . é)
g ar rental $$92‘L350/0 gyay 2
I\/||scellaneous (gasoline, parking, etc)  *all staff $ 750.00

Tgtg Hea}vlélmrNMeaJs %% 8% 8
ota 0

ental 4 8 00

TOTAL $59,151.00




STATE OP ALASKA BILL NO. H.B/198
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: ~ April 29. 1991 DepannontAffected Correct lone

Title: ~ "An Act relnting..location, .of theBRU:  ArtninlHtrntion * Support
legininture In regular session,.offeetivc datfch'mooneni  Carmisslonor* s Office. Arinin.

Smnsor: fops. Giiyov. R Willlln». Bnrocs. Services

Requestor: M A Mtllcr COVPONENTSHRIALNO. 1 1 | |

Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dollars)

CPERATING FYQ FY s FYo FY% FY % FY 97
PERSONAL SERVICES 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6
TRAVAL

CONTRACTUAL

SUPPLIES

EQUIPVENT

LAND ASTRUCTURES

GRANTS QLAING

MSCELLANEOLS

TOTAL CPERATING 5.6 5.6 5.6 v: L 586 5.6

CAPITAL I I 1 I I

REVENLE I I I I 1

FUNDING  (Thousands of Dollars)
GENERAL RUND 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6
FEDERAL RUNDS
OTHER
TOTAL 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6

PCSITIONS:
RULL-TIME
PART-TIME
THVPORARY

Estimete ol current year inypect..
ANALYSIS. (Attach a separate page #Fnecessary )

Six trips per session snd six days meal allowance for tho Corral ss loner and Director
of Administrative Services in relation to budget testimony.

Prepared By ~ Tan Sutton. Director A r' Phone 465-3376
Dtvmon; ftiClniaUflUvc fita lfita

Approved by Commearoner
Agency iVpertment of Correction! Date: 21.13:11

D*stntx;tion (by preparer) Leg«Ubve Finance. log*Uwe Sponsor. Requestor. OMB. A impacted Agencytee)

V') Page J ot



FISCAL NOTE

~ STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO: HB 198

A

T 1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

,£ Revision Dele: Depanment Allotted:  legislature
Title: *£0 Ad relating To he Tocationd the BRU Al
convening ol Ihe legislature inregular season,.. .
Sponsor Representative Camey Componont: Al
Requestor:  Representative Camey

‘COVPONENT SERIAL NO!

OPERATING
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
QONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPNENT

LAND &STRUCTURES
GRANTS. (LAIVG
MSCELLANEOLS
TOTAL CPERATING

2
8
2
&
2
3
2
&

FY8 FY97

0 0 0 0
1062 1062 1062 1062
16189 16189 16189 16189

!.l\;
. 88

é
000002 YO

n 1
15177

oCPCoococococoo

g

[CAPITAL or

Irevenue" 01 oL of

GENERAL RUND
FEDERAL FUNCS
OTHER
TOTAL

47238 15127 15127 15127 15127

OO OoO
o
o
o
o

47238 15127 15127 15127 15127

POSITIONS:
FULLTIME
PART-TIVE
THVPORARY

OO
(@Yol
elolel
o
OO
OO OoO

Esbmaie ol curort year inpact:
ANALYS&TAnecTt a separate page i necessary)

MB 198 proposes thetocalcnol ihe convenngol Ihe E*Neeoth Alaska legislature ar ihe
Malanuska Susana Borough

Thits fiscal note wes prepared upng thetm rp o nt and ana*** prepared by ihe legaiairve
Research Agency menmorandum 91-206

|*
2 W : [\é’q' - — 4553850
Prepared By Pan’elélé(. 5 DR 1 GrcnMnsi Phone aSS-3991
0*v*on Adtrtnairane Servctt legislative Research Agency Ddle

<Jagoroved By Warren W Endeort Eiecuure Geecsor
Agency lioalMwi Alan Agency Oaie 4*91

uw » _



CONTINUATION OF FISCAL NOTE: HB 198
Thk lalloning assunptions have been made mpreparing this fiscal note:

The Mhtanuska-Susitna. Borough vilUconstruct an office building suitable lor the Legislature
(induding attice space lor visiting Executive Branch staff), and tease it to the State of Alaska

Al legslative offices and positions now permenently located in Junoau will move to the
IVetanuskaSu Borough except Oaflﬁporum ol the Juneau legislative inforation Office (AHS)
a porton of the Ombudsman s Offico. and most of the offices ol Legislative Budget and Aucit.
Appradnetely too posrtons will bo transferred.

State agencies currently leasing privately owned offices mduneau wil relocate to finvacated
slate owned Juneau legislative office space.

This analysis is kneed to Ihe deed fiscal impact on ihe stale government ol moving the Legislature to
tho Matanuska Su Borough. It doos nat attermpt to evaluate tho vanous socc economy Impacts on
either Juneau or the IVatanuska. Su Borough; nor does it attentpt to evaluate the oost of inconvenience
and inefficiency associated wsh tho physical ation of the Legislative and Executive Branches of
Government or the value of bonclits that might e derived fromthe nove

The estimetes presented in this focal nolo are conservatrve-lhat is. they may understate the actual
expenses that mgrt be incurred dthe move were to take place  For exanple, our estimete of ine le?*e
ralo lor the new legislative budding assumes that Ihe structure wAprowxle Class Adice space, but the
rcguxenments far customlttod chambers, meeting roons, and private legislative oftces could cause the
leaso rato to be substartially hgher  Also. we have assumed no new furituro would be purcl-osed. nor
computer systems  mfad. the Legislature wood probably need somo ol coin. For exanple, H‘UVIQ
to a new butfng would provtoe an opportunity lor a tona) area network computer system to be install

(at a cost ol approxmetefy S3 ndon)

SUMVERY OF ESTIMATED COSTS*AVINGS OF HB 198
PERSONAL SEHRMICES
1 There are no personal sconces expenditures or Mvxgj  There would be a cost stuffing ot
pasifons transferred fromJuneau to the Matanuska Su Borough and also many sesscn jobs
would be fed <n Matanuska Su Borough versus Juneau

TRAVEL

2. Estimatedtransport™on costs kx movimg Agency ful txne itg*lauve personnel to Uaiarxiska-
So Borough (esumete SOpeople, one ume cost) « $731,300.

3 Esftmwod amjal savings fromdecreased legislator mowng expenses « ($173.024).

4 Estmtied annual savings of sesston per d*m because of more legislators resting wwi rha
50 me to* *($109,600)
5 gslfaga%anruat menrase « Executive Branch travel to the IVit-Su Borough is approxinetely
16,

Pago 2 Of 3



CGONTINUATION OF HSCAL NOTE HB 198

CONTRACTUAL

6. $Eft4|4rr8tbeéj freight costs to move legislatrvo offices lo Matanuska Su Borough (one-tine cost) «

7. Estimated communication costs in installing telephone system in new building in Malanuska-
Su Borough (one-tire cost) ¢ $450,000. E W o

8 Estimated annual leaso cost of new building in Vetanuska Su Borough « $3,780,000.

9 Estinated annual savings fromconsolidation ol Juneau office space ¢ ($2,161.069).

10 Estimeted cost of noving Juneau stato agencies to Juneau state-owned office space (one-
t ne cost) «$285,740.

CAPITAL QUTLAY

1 Estinated cost ol renovating Capitol oflces (ono tine cost) « $1,600,000.

Detailed analysis ot the above exists are n Ihe Legislative Research Agency memorandum 91-208.

Page 30l 3
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FISCAL NOTE
STATE OFf ALASKA DILL NO. HB 198
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: May 17. 1991 Department Affected: Revenue
Title: Location of tlte convening of the Legislature. DRU: All BRUs
Component:
Sponsor:  Representative Carney
Reijucstor Representative Carney Component Serial No.
OPERATING FY @2 FY9J FY A FY B FY 96 FY 97
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL 2.7 X7 28 29 D1 313
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT

LAND S STRUCTURES

GRANTS. CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING 87 5.7 28 289 D1 313

CAPITAL

REVENUE

GENERAL FUND 37 5.7 S 29 D1 313
FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER
TOTAL 3.7 5.7 278 B9 301 313

FULL-TIME
PART-TIME

TEMPORARY . :
uumile o cuimit iris impact

| ANALYSIS: See ytadied analysis. f

Pregared by Bnm O Andre™> “&2222

Dtrmon Jfuao ||_ig|_

Appreretd by Q Leg E. Fither

Ajtocy: Reverse

Distnbueon (by preparer) Lefulatm Hoaoc*. Legislative Sponsor. Requestor. OMB. A Impacted Agtocvties:

Rev KO0 Pat* of



HB 1% - location of tho Convening of tho Logtilaturt

Travtl Cost Analysis for tho Dopartoont of Rtvinuo
Prepared by Brian C. Andreus

Hay IS, 1)91
Assuepttonst
Alaska Airlines Coech Ticket JMKfIC-INU 436
Car Rental - State Contract 25
State Per Dies Rate - AfC 180
Miscellaneous Costs/Supplies IS
Days Travel per Trip 3
Annuel Cost increase 4%
Cost per Trip £6

F®R2 B AU KBS DS I
Nueber of Trips per Honth  Session
Coooisstoner 3 IS 12640 13354 13666 14443 1581 15622
Deputy Coooistioner 3 IS 12649 13354 13666 14443 1581 15622
Treasury Coiptroller 2 18 6569 8982 9256 9629 18814 19415
CD Director 2 19 6569 6982 9256 9629 18914 11419
Adom Director/(leg liaison) 2 16 3569 6982 9256 9629 18614 19415
State Delt Officer 1 S 4269 4491 4629 4614 5897 5297
S Total 55649 57,666 68168 62567 65991 67,695
Final legislative Wk
| of Days 6
Coooisiioner 1436 1493 1553 1615 1669 1747
Deputy Coaoiitiooer 1436 1493 1553 1615 1689 1,747
Treasury Cooptrollrr 1436 1493 1553 1615 1689 1747
P Director 1436 1493 1553 1615 1669 1747
Adom Director/(leg Liaison) 1436 1493 1553 1615 1669 1747
S Total 7169 7467 7766 6877 6409 6736
Total Juneau Travel Costs 62628 65333 67946 78664 73491 76439

Anctiinst Trivtl Cost Savinas

per Bill Floerthinger (37,116) (36,6031 (40,147) (41,753) (43423) (45161)
(Inc | Etc, Qil | Gas, CSC), ABC Ass't Coooitticaer)

Net Travel Casts 25782 26,738 2779 28911 3886 31,278



STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HB 198
.1091 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Dete: Department Affected. Education
Title  Relating to the location nf BRU AH
convening the legislature in req. sessionComponent:
Sponsor: Carney
fIfIWfRequesion e(H) State Affairs OQOVPONENT SERIAL NO

Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING FY 92 FY 93 F/ 94 FY 95 | FY 96

FY 97
PERSONAL SERVICES

TRAVEL 47.8 47 .8 47.8 47.8 1 47.8
CONTRACTUAL

SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES

GRANTS. CLAIMS

MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING 47.3 47-9

47 q

N N

JAT7-2 NToa 47 a

CAPITAL

REVENUE
FUNDING. (Thousands of Dallars)

GENERAL FUND 47.8 47.8 47.3; 47
FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER

TOTAL 47.0 47.8 47.3 47.8 47 .3 47.8
POSITIONS:

RULL-TIME 1
PART-TIME

TEMPORARY

Estimate of current year inpact:  none
ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.)
See attached.

P-rearwBy: ! Phore. 465-2800

Division: Commissioner's Of Ceto; /7?2 <A

Approved Dy Comissioner: Acting Comtsstoner
Education Date. 6/3/91

Dg]m Ity pecee). Ie;;dal\eﬁm[a letze Jrrsr Rt N &pecd Aoy (es)

Rev 10/90 Pace [ ol
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G
Y

TRAE /AR OAVIONY
Jecial Assistart to the Camiissioney for Legisfative Affalrs

e

4
Msoellaneaws (gasollre parklng, ect) -all staff A

TOTAL 47,848.00



STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. H.B. 198
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Dale: aprit 29, 1991 Department Affected. Corroot lons
Tile "M Act relnting.. local lon, .of thcBRU:  Adninl atration * Support
logininturn In regular session, ,of feet ivo (Ktfdonmmeni-  Conntssloner's Office. Arinin.

SFX)I‘SOI': Hops. Pirney. H Phillip.s. Harncs. Services

Requestor: A Miller COVPONRNTSERIALNO T F

Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dallars)

CPERATING FY R FYa3 FYHA FY % FY % FY 97
PERSONAL SERVICES 5.6 5.1 51 5.6 5.6 5.6
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPVENT
LAND4 STRUCTURES
GRANTS. ALAIVG
MSCHLANEQLS
TOTAL CPERATING 5G 5G 5.6 5.6 5.6

CAPITAL I I I I I \
REVENLE ] I 7

FUNDING  (Thousands of Dollars)

CENERAL RUND 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6
FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHR
TOTAL 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIMVE
PART-TIME
TEVPORARY
Estirate of current year inypect..

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page 4necessary ) o _
Six trip# per session and six days meal nlovmnco for the Corrmissioncr and Director

of Adninistrativc Services in relation to Inxlget testimony.

Prepared B.  Tan Sutton. Director A Phone 465-3376

Division tVdninlalralhg £m'ic«:a Dete 9.°«g_gl
Approved by Commissioner

Agercy  I*Portir*nt of Corrections Dale ULZZ291

Distribution (by preparer) Legislative Finance. Legislative Sponsor. Requestor. OVB. &impacted Agency/(iee)
Rev 1090 PageJ ol



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO: HB 198
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Dete: rrerﬁfﬁeried Legislature
THe "An Ad folaling to The Tocalon of The W
convening d 1he legislature inregular session. _ —

. Sponsor: Representative Camey Conmporernt: Al
Requestor:  Representative Camoy
COMPONENT SERIAL NO
OPERATING FY2 FY®3 FYH FY% FY% FY97
PERSONAL SERMICES 0 0 0 0 0 0
TRAVEL 0 651 -106.2 *106.2 1062  +1062
CONTRACTUAL 0 24987 16189 16189 16189 16189
SUPPLIES 0 0 0 0 0 0
EQUIPVENT 0 0 0 0 0 0
LAND &STRUCTURES 0 16100 0 0 0 0
GRANTS. LAV 0 0 0 0 0 0
MSCHLANEOUS 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL CPERATING 0 47238 15127 15127 15127 15127
ICAPITAL 2 2 2 5
IREVENUE 2 2 2
UNDING (Thousands ol Datlars)

GENERAL FUND 0 47238 15127 15127 15127 15127
FEDERAL FUNDS 0 0 0 0 0 0
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 0 47238 15127 15127 15127 15127
POSITIONS:

FULL-TIVE 0 0 0 0 0 0
PART-TIVE 0 0 0 0 0 0
TEVPORARY 0 0 0 0 0 0

Estimate ol current year inpact:
ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate pago * necessary)

HB 196 proposes the location ol the convenn of the Eighteenth Alaska Legislature mtoe
Matanuska Susnna Borough

This focal note wes prepared using the assumyptons and analysis prepared by the Legislative
Research Agency memorandum91*A8

Prepared By Pvneia A Stoops. DirectorV Gordon Harmson. Director Phone: 4653991
*Qrviscn Administrative Serveces Legislative Research Agency Cete A&
NApproved By Warren W Endeotl  Eiecutwe Diecior JTt

Agency legislative Aflam Agecy Dete 4891



CONTINUATION OF FISCAL NOTE: HB 196
The following assunptions have been made in preparing this fiscal note:

The IMbtanuska-Susitna. Borough will construct an office building suitable for tho Legislature
(including oltce space for visiting Executive Branch staff), and lease it tothe Slate of Alaska.

Al legislative offices and positions now permanently located in Juneau will nove to the
IMatanuska Su Borough except Ci}ﬁportlcm of the Juneau Legislative Information Office '(AI(JQ
a porton of Ihe Ombudsman's Office, and most dl 1he offices of Legislative Budget and Auit.
Appraxanetely 100 positions will be transferred.

Slate agencies currently leasing privately owned oflices inJuneau will relocate to fill vacated
slate-owned Juneau legislative office space.

This analysis Is limited to the direct fiscal inact on the state government of noving the: Legislature to
Ihe Vatanuska Su Borough. It does nat attenpt to evaluate the various Socio economic Impacts on
either Juneau or the Vetanuska. Su Borough: nor does it attennpt to evaluate the oost of inconvenience
and irefficiency associated with the physical separation of the Legislative and Executive Branches of
Government or Ihe value of berefits that migt! bo derived fromthe mowe.

The estimates presented in this focal note are conservative-that is, they may understate tho actual
expenses that mght be incurred ifthe move wore lo lake place. For exanple, our estimete of tho lease
rele for the new legislative bufckng assumes thet Ihe structure wd provide Class Aoffice space, but the
requirements farcustomfitted chaimboers, mooting roons, and private legislative offices could cause the
lease rate lo be substantially higher. AJso, we have assumed no nowfumiture would be purchased, nor
computer systems  Intact. Ihe Legislature would probably need some of bath.  For exanmple, rm\/lg
to a new building would provide an opportunity for a local area network computer systemto be install
(at a cost of approximately $3 nrton).

SUMVERY OF ESTIMATED COSTYSAVINGS OF HB 1%:

PERSONAL SFRVICES

1 There are no personal sorvees expenditures or savings.  There would be a cost shifting of
posrtons transferred fromJuneau lo the Matanuska Su Borough and also meny session jobs
would be lied in Matanuska Su Borough versus Juneau

TRAVEL

2 Estimeted transportat on costs lor moving IUP tinre legislative personnel lo Matanuska-
Su Borough (esunate 50 people, one time cost; - $731,30.

3 Estimated annual savings Iromdecreased legislator moving expenses ¢ ($173,024)

4, Estimated annual savings of sesscn per dtembecause of more legislators resdmg wilhmthe
50 mie km  ($109,

5 git;g%%d anrual increase in Executive Branch travel tothe IVt Su Boroughis approximetely

Pago 2 of 3



CONTRACTUAL

6. $Elst4|4rr(rjatb%d freight costs to nove legislative offices to MatanuskaSu Borough (one tine cost) «
7. Estimated commrunication costs in installing telephone system in new builcing in Matanuska-

Su Borough (ono linre cost)  $450,000.
8. Estimated annual lease cost ol new building in Metanuska-Su Borough « $3,780,000.

9 Estimated annual savings iramconsolidetion ol Juneau office space  ($2,161,069).

10 Estinmated cost of moving Juneau state agencies to Juneau state-owned attice space (one-
time cost) *$285,740.

CARTALQUNLAY

1 Estimated cost ol renovating Capitol otlices (one-tine cost) - $1,600,000.

Detailed analysis of the above costs are in the Legislative Research Agency memorandum 91-208.

Page 3 0of 3
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Representative Carney
April 8, 1991
Page 3

OVERVIEW OF ASSUMPTIONS

This section presents a brief overview of the methodology and assumptions used
In this analysis.

New Legislative Building

Currently, no office space exists In the Hat-Su Borough which could adequately

house the legislature. We assume that the Hat-Su Borough will-construct a
suitable legislative office building and lease 1t to the state. We assume
the Hat-Su Borough government would finance the building with tax-free
municipal revenue bonds. This financing method would be the least expensive,

but it would require a long-term lease agreement that would commit the state
for the life of the bonds.

In 1984, the Department of Transportation and Public Facilities commissioned
Jim Stelnman and Associates to analyze the space requirements for a proposed
new legislative hall in Juneau (see Table A). The report states that the
legislature will need approximately 120,000 sq. ft. of space for legislative
business by 1995. The legislature currently occupies 115,667 sq. ft. of space
In Juneau. We assume that office space will be made available 1in the new
legislative building for visiting executive branch employees doing business
with the legislature. The new building may also include space for the press
and lobbyists, and perhaps a cafeteria or other amenities. Therefore, we
assume a total of 140,000 sq. ft. will be needed in this new building.

The new legislative building will be built to state specifications, 1including

wiring for telecommunications and data terminals, but it will not have
telephones or computer systems installed, nor will 1t be furnished. We assume
that a new telephone system will be installed, and the cost of this system will
be a one-time cost separate from the building lease costs. Existing computer
systems will be moved from Juneau. No new furniture would be purchased
(although as a practical matter, some of the existing furniture would not be
suitable and would have to be replaced). We use a dollars-per-square-foot
estimate to project an annual lease cost. The lease cost will Include

maintenance and utilities.

Consolidation of State Offices 1in Juneau

When the legislature moves to the Hat-Su Borough, 90,374 sq. ft. of state-
owned office space in Juneau will be vacated: 80,127 sq. ft. from the Capitol,
6,947 sq. ft. from the Olamond Court House, 1,300 sq. ft. from the Community

2

If the state were to construct the new legislative building, we assume
the cost of debt service, maintenance and utilities would be approximately
equa< to the cost of leasing the building from the Hat-Su Borough.



Representative Carney
April 8, 1991
Page 4

Building and 2,000 sq. ft. from the State Office Building (see Table B).3
Space under lease to the legislature in Juneau--21,293 sqg. ft. at an annual

cost of S367,404--wlll no longer be needed. The 90,374 sq. ft. of space
occupied by the legislature In state-owned buildings will be available to other
agencies currently housed 1In leased space. Table C shows a hypothetical

reshuffle of state agencies from private to state-owned buildings.

Currently, the Capitol 1Is not configured to conform to most executive branch
office space requirements. If this space 1s not renovated, only one-half to
two-thirds of the space could be utilized as general office space. Without

renovation, we assume that some of the offices moved into the Capitol in Table
8 would not move, decreasing the cost savings from the reshuffling of Juneau
offices. Renovation of the Capitol carries a substantial cost, but It 1s a
one-time cost. Without the additional space provided by the renovation, the
state will pay more for leased space each year.

Travel

It Is assumed that the relocation will produce a savings from reduced
expenditures on legislative travel (Including moving costs and per diem). It
is also assumed that the separation of the legislative and executive branches
will necessitate more travel by department commissioners, directors, budget
analysts, and program specialists In order to testify at committee hearings and
perform other legislative tasks. In this analysis, we assume that the
Increased cost of administrative travel will offset a major portion of the
savings from decreased legislative travel.

One-Time Costs

We assume the following one-time costs associated with a legislative move to

the Hat-Su Borough:

- moving Juneau legislative offices (furniture and equipment) to the Hat-
Su Borough;

e moving Juneau-based legislative personnel to the Hat-Su Borough;

e renovating the Capitol to conform to requirements of new agency

tenants;

- moving other state agencies |Into the Capitol and other state-owned
vacated office space; and

Although the Legislature currently occupies approximatoly 6,000 sq. ft.
In the State Office Building, 4,000 sq. ft. of the space is occupied by
Legislative Audit, which 1is not expected to move from Juneau.
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e Installing telephones and telecommunications equipment 1into the new
legislative office space (not included in lease costs).

ANALYSIS OF RECURRING COSTS AMD SAVINGS
This section discusses annually recurring expenses and savings associated with
a legislative move to the Mat-Su Borough.

Costs of Leasing New Office Space in the Kat-Su Borough

A 1984 report by Jim Steinman and Associates for the Department of
Transportation and Public Facilities examined the space requirements for a

new legislative hall 1In Juneau. The report states that the legislature will
need approximately 120,000 sq. ft. of space by 199S. The legislature currently
occupies 115,667 sq. ft. of space in Juneau. This Information Is summarized
In Table a, which 1is taken from Stelnman®s report. In addition to space for

legislative functions in the new building, we assume that office space must
also be available for visttina executive branch employees doing business with
the legislature. It is also likely that a small, permanent Governor"s office
will be located In the building, as well as areas for press and lobbyists, and
perhaps a cafeteria or other amenities. Ve assume an additional 20,000 sq. ft.
for these uses. Thus, a total of 140,000 sq. ft. will be necessary.

According to Ken Lythgoe, director of Property and Facility Management for the
Municipality of Anchorage, his office is currently negotiating a contract with
a company to build and lease a 140,000 sq. ft. city hall building. The
bulldino is to be wired for telephone and data terminals (computers), but will
not Include telephones or furnishings.

Although Hr. Lythgoe was not able to reveal the actual dollar amounts that are
under negotiation, he did state that a new office building of similar size and
structure would probably lease for between S2.00 and 32.25/sq. ft. per month,
including maintenance and utilities. Ve use an estimate of 52.25/sq. ft. as
the lease rate for the new legislative building in the Hat-Si« Borough Thus,
a special-purpose, legislative office building of 140,000 sq. ft. located In
the Kat-Su Borough could be expected to lease for approximately S3,780,000
annually (52.25/sq. ft. x 140,000 sq. ft. x 12 months).

Savings From Consolidation of Juneau Office Space

The cost to the state of leasing a Kat-Su Borough legislative building will be
offset by savings from the ability of the state to reduce the amount of leased
office space in Juneau. These savings will result from two sources: 1) leases
of space occupied by legislative agencies that will be relocated to the Kat-
Su Borough: and 2) leasts of space occupied by administrative agencies that can
relocate to state-owned offices vacated by legislative agencies.
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The legislature currently leases 21,293 sq. ft. of privately owned space 1in
Juneau at an annual cost of 5367,404. In the event of a legislative move,
these annual 1lease costs will no longer be necessary.

Approximately 90,374 sq. ft. of state-owned legislative office space will be
vacated in Juneau as a result of a legislative move to the Mat-Su Borough. The
location of this space 1is shown in Table B. State offices which now lease
will be able to move 1into state-owned office space at a savings to the state
government. Table C presents a possible relocation scheme In which state
agencies in leased space will fill vacated state-owned space now used by the

legislature.

Annual savings to the state from relocating leased offices to state-owned space
will be approximately 51,793,665 [(5119,125.93 * 530,346.18) x 12 mo. -
51,793,665.32]. The addition of the savings which occur when the legislature
vacates its leased space (5367,404) brings the total savings from consolidation
of Juneau office space to 52,161,069 annually.

Using the annual savings Ildentified here to offset the annual kase costs of
the new legislative building gives us the annual net cost of 51,618,931
(53,780,000 - 52,161,069).

Travel

Pam Stoops, director of Administrative Services for LAA estimated savings from
decreased travel and moving expenses for the legislature. Ms. Stoops weighed
the decreased travel and moving expenses for Anchorage-area legislators (there
are 30 Anchorage-area legislators), and decreased expenses of other northern
Alaska legislators against the increased travel and moving expenses of
southeastern Alaska legislators. The savings was estimated to bo 5173,024
annually. The estimated decreased cost 1in session per diem was estimated at
5109,650 annually for a total annual savings of 5282,674.

Ve assume that there will be 1increased travel to the Kat-Su Borough by the
executive branCh Wlee the legislature IS In session, as department
commissioners, directors, budget analysts and program specialists are often
reqU|red to testify at committee hearings. Ve estimate that an average trip
to the Mat-Su Borough from Juneau per executive branch employee costs about

It Is logical that both the Governor®s Office and the Department of law
be consolidated In the Capitol Building. Other offices were hypothetically
moved on the basis of two criteria: first, offices with high lease prices per
square foot: and second, offices which would fit into the available space.
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$706. Executive branch personnel are likely to make numerous trips to the
legislature during I N session. The total cost of Increased travel forvﬁﬂ1
employee trips to the Hat-Su Borough 1Is approximately $176,500, which
partially offset savings from legislative travel. The recurring yearly savings
will be approximately $106,174 ($282,674 - $176,500).

ANALYSIS OF ONE-T1HE COSTS

This section discusses the one-time costs that would be Incurred |If the
legislature were to move from Juneau to the Hat-Sj Borough.

Moving Legislative Offices to the Mat-Su Borough

Moving all Juneau-based legislative offices (furniture and equipment) from
Juneau to the Hat-Su Borough would require approximately 20 full-size (27 ft.)
vans. The <cost of tacit 27 ft. van would be approximately $7,200
(transportation and labor), for a total of $144,000 for 20 vans.

Moving Legislative Personnel to the Mat-Su Borough

Approximately 100 full-time, permanent, Juneau-based legislative positions
would be transferred to the Mat-Su Borough 1n the event of a legislative move.
Legislative Audit, a small Legislative Information Office, and a small office
of the Ombudsman would remain in Juneau.

Travel and moving regulations require the state to pay moving expenses of
relocated employees. The state pays for shipment of up to 10,000 Ibs. of
household goods, air fare and per diem for the employee and spouse for a house—
hunting trip, transportation to the new Job location, and up to IS days per
diem after the move to secure permanent lodging. The average household size

*ve estimated the cost of the average executive branch employee trip to
the Hat-Su Borough by adding roundtrlp airfare to Anchorage ($436), two days
per diem 9 595/day ($190), and two days car rental | 540/day ($80), for a total
of $706 per person per trip.

*Per«ona) communication with Pam Stoops, director of Administrative
Services, Legislative Affairs Agency (l1AA), March 1990.

7Personal communication, Oan Leaf, Reliable Transfer Co., Juneau, March
27, 1991. This estimate 1is based on the assumption that the vans would average
12,000 1Ibs. at $60 per 100 Ibs. This estimate also assumes that IAA employees
would assist 1n the dismantling and loading of the LAA print shop.
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In Juneau Is 2.76 persons. For purposes of this analysis, we assume the
average employee who relocates has one spouse and one child under the age oF
12 years. The travel and moving regulations allow the following expenses per
employee.
Estimate Cost
Type of Expense Per Employee

Ship up to 10,000 Ibs. of householdggoods

(Including packing and Insurance)* 510,000
House hunting trip for employee and spouse
Airfare to Anchorage for two 872
Per diem for 3 days (5150/day + 5100/day) 750
Ferry tickets (2 cars, 2 adults, 1 child)
to Haines - winter rate 72
Mileage - 2 cars, Haines to Hat-Su 9 S.25/mi 412
Per diem, up to 15 days - 2 adults, one child 2,520
TOTAL MOVING EXPENSES 514,626

Doubtless many Juneau-based legislative employees would choose not to move
north. Therefore, 1in this analysis we assume that only half do so. Thus, the
estimated cost of moving 50 employees to the Mat-Su Borough would be

approximately 5731,300.

Renovating Capitol Building Offices

Table C presents a possible relocation scheme of state offices to fill vacated
legislative space in the event of a move. According to Faye Bain, section
manager of the leasing and fiscal section in the Department of Administration,
legislative office spaco In the Capitol is not currently configured to conform
to most executive branch office space requirements. If this space 1is not
renovated, only one-KaJf to two-thirds of the space could be utilized for
general office space.1lU

Personal communication, Tom Korosei, planner for the City and Borough
of Juneau, March 1990.

~"Personal communication, Roger Callaway, Reliable Transfer Co., Juneau,
March 1991.

10Without renovation, we assume that the Department of Natural Resources
(OMR) and the Department of Education (DOE) would not move their offices into
the Capital Building subtracting J740,978/yr. (79.96) sq. ft. of 1111l space
at current rates) from our estimated savings.
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Therefore, we assume 1in this analysis that the Capitol would be renovated to
accommodate executive branch offices. Hr. Rod Wilson, an architect with the
Department of Transportation and Public Facilities states that the building
could be renovated to create useable space without tearing down any walls. The
renovation would require Installing an acoustic ceiling and dropping the
lighting down below the ceiling. Approximate cost of this task Is $10.00 per
sq. ft. An additional $10.00 per sq. ft. would be required to purchase
dividers and partitions with shelving and storage space. With these changes,
Hr. Wilson feels nearly all the space, including coirmlttee rooms and house and
senate chambers, could be made useable. Approximately 80,000 sq. ft. will be
vacaied In the event of a move. The cost of renovating that space would be a
one-time cost of about $1,600,000 ($20.00/sq. ft. x 80,000 sq.ft).

Moving Juneau State Agencies to State-Owned Office Space

The Department of Administration, Division of General Service and Supply, |Is
usually responsible for moving Juneau-based state government offices from one
location to another. Table C Indicates that approximately 87,000 sq. ft. of
leased office space will be relocated to state-owned space as a result of the
move. Another nearly 18,000 sq. ft. of office space (Department of Law and
Office of the Governor) will be moved from the state-owned Diamond Court
Building to the Capitol 1In order to consolidate those agencies. Approximately
105,000 sq. ft. of office space will be moved in Juneau following a legislative
move to the Hat-Su 8orough.

Faye Bain, section manager for leasing in the Department of Administration
stated that a rule of thumb is that an across-Juneau move costs about $1.50 per
sq. ft. plus an additional cost to move large Iltems such as copiers and larae
computer systems. If the telephone systems are owned by the agency, 1t would
cost about $100 to move each phone. Another rule of thiab is that each person
requires 165 sq. ft. of office space, which would mean about 623 persons (and
telephones) would move 1in the shuffling of Juneau office space. Thus, the
physical move would cost about $157,500 (SI1.50/sq. ft. x 105,000 sq. ft.) with
an additional cost of $62,300 to move the telephones ($100/phone x 623 phones),
for a total of $219,800. According to Faye Bain, it Is normal for her office
to add another 30 percent to the total for contingencies such as:

- wiring offices for phones and/or computer stations:

e vreplacing old or leased phone systems:

e moving copiers, Jlarge computer systems, etc.; and/or

e renovating In addition to our previous renovation assumptions.

Thus, the cost of the move from Juneau leased office space to Juneau state-
owned office space would be $285,740 ($219,800 x 1.3).
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Installing Telephones In the New Office Space

Ve assume that the new leased office space In the Hat-Su Borough will be wired
for phone systems and data terminals (computers). However, we assume that the
space will not be furnished or equipped with a telephone system.

According to John Cameron, telecommunications planner with the Department of
Administration, wequipment and installation of a phone system suitable for
legislative use will cost about SI1,000 per phone station. There are currently
about 400 legislative employees who would occupy the proposed building. Ve
assume that the legislative office building would contain additional office
space for use by visiting executive branch personnel. Ve estimate the need for
an additional 50 phones In the bufUmg, bringing the total cost of the phone
system Installation to $450,000 (SI,000/phone x 450 phones). The cost could
be substantially higher depending on specific options requested for the phone
system (e.g., voice mail and conference calling).

1 hope this Information is helpful to you. Please call this office If you need
further assistance.

Attachments



PAE ROURVENTS DYA

for Proposed Legislative Hall 1In Juneau, 1984
QUANTITIES SPACE REQUIREMENTS
DEPARTIVENT/AGENCY
1983 1987 1995 1983 1987 1995
1 110USC 173 216 216 46,106 46,106 46,106
1Mouse Research 13 14 15 2,186 2,290 2794
I Sena to 5~ rnr us Jj0,034 10,334 = 30:A34 =
I Senate Advisory Council 8 9 11 1.909 1.840 2.043
Tiioum I senate bhac. sjurod . - m 4,085 4.085 4 .0R5
I I-gisiotlve Affairs 119 146 157 28.597 31 .015 3?7 .651
lLcqgisloti/o Finance 10 12 14 2,549 2,757 3.017 *
Subtotal Legislative (428) (512 (528) (115,466 (118,127 (120.335)
r
Governor sr 59 14,149 IT, 7TT 14V87r
I Lieutenant Governor 8 “TO0™ Tin 2,294 2,459 . 2.459
L
Subtotal executive (60) (68 (for 116.4431  (17,184)  (17.3301
I Kmorcf"y Operations Ctr. 2 2 \ T, 247 1,247 1, 247
1 Mi seellunuous _ 1 - - 21,275 22. 195 22,425 A
Subtotal Snecial Areas 121! (@l 12\ (22,522) /23,442) (23.6721
1 SUUTOTAL J 490 582 599 154,431 158,753 161,337
15,000 15,000 15,000

1 PLUS ALLOWANCE FOIt VOLUME/ INITUNDA

INET sQUARE FEET SuBTOTAL 169,431 173,753 176,337

I GROSS SQUARE FEKT ¥ .75 225,908 231,671 235,116



TABLEC

Proposed Transfer of State Offices

from Leased Space to State-Owned Space

From Loased Offlco Space lo the Capitol:

Department
LAN

TOTAUAVG

Current Annual Square Cost per "1
Building Leaso Footage  Sqg. Ft./mo.

Assermbly $65,994 4467 $1.23
Assenbly 9,743 530 153
Bend 8L931 4233 161
SthFanklin 87.066 4,837 150
SthFanklin 20,496 1,613 137
Court Plaza 157,353 589 2.22
Assembly 11,664 370 2.63
Assembly 32,926 1,061 2.59
Willough 604,280 21,498 2.4
el 215,359 8,815 204
WWMovers 138,898 8453 135
$1429511 61,786* $186

oIt would be logical to move the offices of tho Department of Law (4,687 sg. ft) and the

Cffice of tho

nor (13.073 sg. ft) fromthe state-owned Diamond Court Building

into the Capitol to consolidate those affice. Although this move brings no direct cost
savings to tho state, an additional 17,760 sg. ft. inthe Diamond Court Budding will be

lo for leasi

state offices to move into. This additional squaro footage is inciudod

in the calculations below.

From Loasod Office Space to Other State-Owned Office Buildings**:

Current Annual Squaro Cost por
Department BuBdhlO Loase FootaoB  Sq. Ft./mo.
DOC Bend $208,398 10,787 $1.62
DWA Goldstein 42£40 2 569 137
DOA L&6 Investrrents 86.281 10,000 071
DCEO Rambow Dev. Co | 21,230] 1900 119
TOTAUAVG, | $364 154 25.236.00 a2
eeIncludes 24.707 sq. ft. Inthe Diamond Cout Budding and 2,000sg. ft. intho State
Office Budding 1,300s0 ft wd he avadablo mtho stato-ownod Conmunity

Buadding where the legislative print shop now rondos, howovor, this space is more
suitable lor storage or ogmpmont than office space.

Prepared by tho legrslatrve Rosoarch Agency. Aprd 1091 (91.208C).



STATE OF ALASKA BILLNO:  HB 198
1992 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
Revision Dele: Department Alloctod: Legislature
Title: "An Ad rolalng lo The location o The BRU: Al
convening of tho legislature in regular session...
Sponsor: Representative Camey Component: A
Requestor:  House State Allairs
COVPONENT SERIAL NO,
Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands ol Dollars)
OPERATING FY33 FYHA FY 9% FY'% FY 97 FY 93
PERSONAL SERVICES 0 0 0 0 0 0
TRAVEL 6251 «1062  +1062 1062 -1062 1062
CONTRACTUAL 24987 16189 16189 16189 16189 16189
SUPPLIES 0 0 0 0 0 0
EQUIPVENT 0 0 0 _0, 0 ‘o
LAND &STRUCTURES 16000 0 0 0 0 0
GRANTS. ALAIVG 00 0 0 0 0 0
MSCELLANEQUS 00 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL OPERATING 47238 15127 15127 15127 15127 15127
CAPITAL I o] 0 01 ol 0 g
IREVENUE RUND SOURCE I 0l ol ol 0l 0!
FUNDING (Thousands ol Dollars)
GENERAL FUND 47238 15127 15127 15127 15127 15127
FEDERAL FUNDS 0 0 0 0 0 0
OTHER RUND SOURCE 0l 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 47238 15127 15127 15127 15127 15127
POSITIONS
RULLTIVE 0 0 0 0 0 0
PART-TIVE 0 0 0 0 0 0
TEVPORARY 0 0 0 0 0 0
Estimate of current year impact:
ANALYSIS (Attach a separate page il necessary)
HB 196 proposes the location ol the convening ol the Eighteenth Alaska Legislature intho
Matanuska Susitna Borough
This fiscal note was prepared using the assumptions and analysts prepared by the Legislative
Research Agency memorandum 91-208
IOn.P ~ 2) Q. /m
Prepared By Hamoa a btoops nrecior Gordon Harmson  Director Phone 465-3850
Orvuon Administrative Services Leoulatrve Research Acencv Dete 54/92
Approved By Warren W Endcott. Executive Director
Agency Leqjslatrve Affairs Agency Dete 5/4/92

Distnbutcn (by preparer) Leg Finance, legolativ* Sponsor. Requestor. OMa Gov . Alnpactod Agency!*e)
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CONTINUATION OF FISCAL NOTE: HB 198

Tho fdlloning assumptions have been made inpreparing this fiscal note:

Tho Matanuska-Susitna Borough will construct an office building suitable for the Legislature
(including office spaco for visiting Executivo Branch Staff), and lease it to tho State of Alaska.

Al legislative offices and positions now permanently located inJuneau will move to Ihe
Matanuska-Susitna Borough except a portion of the Juneau Legislative Informetion Office (LIO),
a portion of the Ombudsman's Office, and nost of the offices of Legislative Budget and Aucit.
Approximetely 100 positions w) be transferred

Slate agencies currently leasing privately owned offices inJuneau will relocate to fill vacated
state-owned Juneau legislative office space.

This analysis is linited to the direct fiscal inpact on the state government of noving the Legislature to

the Matanuska-Susilna Berough. It docs not attenmpt to evaluate the various Socio economic impacts on
ertherJuncau or the Matanuska-Susitna Borough: nor does it attermpt to evaluate the cos: ol inconvenience
and inefficiency associated with the physical separation of the Legislative ano Executive Branches of
Government or the value of benefits that might be derived fromthe nowe.

The estimates presented inthis fiscal note are conservative-that is. they may understate the actual
expenses that might be incurred ifthe move were to take place. For exarmple, our ertimeate of the lease
rate for the new legislative building assumes that the structure will provide Class Aoffice space, but the
requirements far customHfitted chambers, meeting roos, and private legislative offices could cause the
lease rate to be substantially higher. Also, wo have assumed no new fumiture would be purchased, nor
computer systerrs. Infact, the Legislature would prabably need some of both.  For exanmple, moving
toa nowhuilding would provide an apportunity tor a local area network computer system to be installed
(at a cost of approxirmetely $3 million).

SUMMARY OF ESTIMATED COSTSSAVINGS OF HB 198:

PERSONAL SERVICES

1

TRAVEL

2

There are no personal services expenditures or savings  There would be a cost shifting of
pasitions transferred framJuneau to the Matanuska-Susitna Borought and also many sesson
Jjobs would be VWed m Matanuska-Susitna Borough versus Juneau

Estanated transporatcn costs lor mov.ig Agency full-tine legislative personnel to Mataruska-
Susira Borough (estimate 50 pcoplo. one tine cost) ¢ 5731.300

Estimated annual savings fromdecreased legislator moving expenses « ($17302-1).

Estimated annual savings of session per diembecause of moro legislators residing withmtho
50 o krat « ($109,650/

Estimated annual increase in Exocutive Branch Travel to tho Matanutka Susana Borough
is approximetely $176.500

Page 2 ol 3



CONTINUATION OF FISCAL NOTE: HB 198

CONTRACTUAL

6. Estimated freight costs to move legislative offices to Matanuska-Susitna Borough
(one-time cost) - $144,000.

T. Estimated communication costs inirstalling telephone system in new buying in Matanuska-
Susitna Borough (one-time cost) - $450,000.

8 Estimeated annual lease cost ol new building in Malanuska-Susitna Borough « $3,780,000.

9 Estimeted annual savings fromconsolidation of Juneau office space « ($2,161,0"9).

10 Estimated cost of moving Juneau state agencies to Juneau state-owned office space

(one-time cost) - $285,740.
CAPITAL OUTLAY
1 Estimated cost of renovating Capitol offices (one tine cost) ¢ $1.600.000.
Detailed analysis of the above costs are inthe Legislative Research Agency memorandum 91-208.

Page 3 of 3



STATE Or ALASKA
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: May 17. 1991
itle: Location of tlw convening of the Legislature.

Sponsor Representative Camcv

Requestor Representative Carney

OPERATING FY 92
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL 25]
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT

LAND A STRUCTURES

GRANTS. CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING 25.7
CAPITAL
REVENUE
GENERAL FUND 25.7

FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER
TOTAL 25.7

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME

TEMPORARY
Lshmiie ol cunnit year un™ad

ANALYSIS: See atached aelysis.
Pepared by:  Briar C Andrews

Dmnoo: Jgw g
Approved Q/Commusooer LifO E Fishor

Aecy Roate

FY 93

26.7

26.7

26.7

26.7

DILL NO. HB 198

Department Affected: Revenue
BRU: All BRUs

Component:

Component Serial No.

1 2 1
FY 94 FY 95 FY 96 FY 97
27.8 28.9 30.1 31]
27.8 28.9 30.1 3U
27.8 28.9 30.1 31.3
27.8 28.9 30.1 31

Phooe:  dtSSOSSO

Distnbuaon (by prepam)  Legislative Firence. Legislative Sooosar. Requestar. VB, A Inpected Ageacytesl,

Rev 1090

Page of



HB 19B - Location of tho Convening of tho legislature

Travel Coil Analysis for tho Oopartoont of Rovonuo

Prepared by Brian C. Andrens
Ny 15, 1991

Assuiptaons:

Alaska Airlines Coach Tickot JMHNC-JNU

Car Rental - Stato Contract
Stato Por Dioo Rato - t*C
Miscellaneous Costs/Supplies
Days Travol por Trip

Annual Cost Incroaso

Cost por Trip

Nuiter of Trips por
Commoner

Deputy Conissionor
Treasury Coiptrollor

PFD Qirector

Adisn Oiroctor/dog liaison)
Stato Oobt Officer

Sub Total

Final ligislativo Uook

e of Days 6
Comssionor

Doputy Comssionor
Trtasury Coiptrollor

PFD Director

Adna Director/(Log liaison)
Sub Total

Total Junoau Travol Costs

Anchorage Travol Cost Smogs

por Bill Floerchmger

Nonth Session

RN W W

oB BTG G

436
25

15

4*

656

(1k 1Exc, Oil 16as, CSE2, ABC A.s’t Coootssionor)

Not Travol Costs

FY 92

12,648
12,648
6,568
6,568
6,568
4,268
55,648

1,436
1,436
1,436
1,436
1,436
7,168

62,628

25,782

FY 93

13,354
13,354
6,982
6,982
6,982
4,451
57,666

1,493
1,493
1,493
1,493
1,493
7,467

65,333

26,738

Fy 94

13,666
13,666
9,256
9,256
9,256
4,629
68,168

1,533
1,553
1,553
1,553
1,553
7,766

67,946

27,799

FY 95

14,443
14,443
9,629
9,629
9,629
4,614
62,567

1,615
1,615
1,615
1,615
1,615
6,877

76,664

26,911

FY 9%

15,821
15,821
18,814
18,814
18,814

5,887
65,891

1,668
1,648
1,668
1,668
1,668
6,488

73,491

(37,116) (36,683) (48,147) (41,753) (43,423)

38,866

Fy 97

15,622
15,622
18,415
18,415
18,415

5,287
67,695

1,747
1,747
1,747
1,747
1,747
6,736

76,438

(45,164)

31,278



ft STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO: HB 198
v 1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Reviision Dalo: Department Affected: Legislature
Title: “An At relating loihe location ol the BRU A
convening ol Ire legislature inregular session...

- Sponsor: Representative Camey Conyponont: Al
Requestor:  Representative Camey

COMPONENT SERIAL NO

OPERATING FY92 FYa3 FYo FY95 FY% FY97
PERSONAL SHRVICES 0 0 0 0 Or 0
TRAVEL 0 625.1 *106.2 *106.2 21062 1062
CONTRACTUAL 0 24987 16189 16189 16189 16189
SUPPLIES 0 0 0 0 0 0
EQUIPVENT 0 0 0 0 0 0
LANDASTRUCTURES 0 16000 0 0 0 0

a  GRANTS. CLAIVG 0 0 0 0 0 0
MSCELLANEOUS 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL CPERATING 0 47238 15127 15127 15127 15127

e eV
[CAPITAL ' , ~K
[REVENLE a

UNDING (Thousands of Cattars)

GENERAL RUND 0 47238 15127 15127 15127 15127
FEDERAL RUNDS 0 0 0 0 0 0
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 0 4738 15127 15127 15127 15127
POSITIONS
RULL-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0
PART-TIVE 0 0 0 0 0 0
TEVPORARY 0 0 0 0 0 0

Estimeate of current year inpact:
ANALYSIS: (Attacha separate? pago i necessary)

HB 196 propases the kxaton of the convonng of the Eighteenth Alaska legislature intho
IVitanuska Susitna Borough o

This fiscal nolowes prepared using tho assumptons and analysis prepared by the Legislative
Research Agency menmorandum 91-206.

4653350
Prepared By Pamrela A Stoops. Director® Gordon Harmson. Oirecior Phone 465-391
Oviton Adnwkit/atrve Servees Legatairve Research Agency Cete 41191

‘Approved By Warren W Endceott. EieaArve Ovector
Agency. legistauve Artavs Agency Dete 489

OatrtatenOqrpnpm):UgMMKk _



CONTINUATION OF FSCAL NOTE HB 198
Tho fallowing assunptions have boon made in preparing this fiscal note:

The Matanuska-Susitna Borough will construct an office building suitable lor the Logislaluro
(indlucing affice spaco for visiting Exocutivo Branch stall), and lease it to the State ol Alaska.

Al legislative ollicos and positions now permanently located in Juneau will move lo the
IVhtanuska-Su Borough except a poiiton ol the Juneau Legislative Informretion Cffice (LIO),
a porion ol the Ombudsman's Ottice. and most dl the offices ol Legislative Budget and Aucit.
Aporaxanetely 100 positions will be transferred.

Slate agencies curently leelVbgprivately owned offices in Juneau will relocate to fill vacated
state-owned Juneau legislative office space.

This analysis is linvied to Ihe direct fiscal inpact on the stale government ol moving the Legislature to
the IVatanuska-Su Borough. 1 docs nat attonpot to evaluate the various socio economic impacts on
either Juneau or tho Matanuska-Su Borough: nor does it attenpt to evaluate the cost ol inconvonience
and irefficiency associated with tho physical separation ol the Legislative and Executive Branches of
Government or Ihe value of berefits that might be derived fromtho nowve.

The estimates presented in Ihis fiscal nolo are conservative-that is, they may understate tho actual
expenses that might be incurred if the move were to take place. For exanple, our estimete of the lease
rate for the new legislative budding assumes that 1he structure will provice Class Adffice space, but the
requirements for customfitted chanrbers, n»eeling roons, and private legislative officos could cause the
lease rate lo be substartially higher.  Also, we have assumed no nowfumiture would be purchased, nor
conmputer systems  Infact. Ihe Legislature would probably need some ol bath. For exanple, rmvlgg
to a new budding would provide an opportunity lor a local area network conputer system to be install
(at a cost of aporoxinately $3 nrobon).

UMVARY OF ESTIMATED COSTSSAVINGS OF HB 198:

PERSONAL SFRVICES

1 There are no personal services expenditures or savxigs. There woo'd be a cost shifting of
posithns transferred fromJuneau lo the Matanuska-Su Borough and atso merny sesson jobs
would be tied in Matanuska-Su Borough versus Juneaul.

TRAVEL

2 g’g&‘@ m 6(3)20 ccétgp fg, rz)?\\élrl?rre - t.u!s%nfal(%lslanve personnel to Matanuska-

3 Estinated annual savings fromdecreased legislator movimg expenses - ($173,024).

4, Estimated annual saveigs of session per dambecause of nore legislators resxtag withmthe
50 mie nC « ($109650)

5 $Blt7|rlrgbeod anrual ncrease in Executive Branch travel lo the IVit-Su Boroughis appmumetefy
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CONTINUATION OF FISCAL NOTE: HB 198

CONTRACTUAL

6. Estimeted freight costs to move legislative offices to Matanuska-Su Borough (one-time cost)
$144,000.

7. Estimated communralion costs in installing telephone system innew building in Matanuska-
Su Borough (ore tine cost) « $450,000.

8 Estimated annual lease cost ol new huilding in Matanuska-Su Borough < $3,780,000.
) Estimated annual savings framconsolidation of Juneau office space ¢ ($2,161,069).

10 Estimated cost of novng Juneau state agencies to Juneau state-owned office spaco (one-
tire cost) «$285,740.

CAPITAL QUTLAY
11 Estinated cost of renovating Capitol offices (onotimo cost) - $1,600,000.

Detailed analysis ol the above costs are mthe Legislative Research Agency memorandum 91-208.
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