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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Dale:

BILL NO. CSIiB 72 (TRA)

Department Affected: Commerce & Economic Dev.
An Act relating to the fee for

a transporter license. . . . Component: Administration

Sponsor: House Transportation

Requestor: House Transportation COMPONENT SER IAL  NO. 0 3 5 *  1
Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 FY 95 rY  96 F Y  97

PERSONAL SER V IC ES

TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL

SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES

GRANTS. CLAIMS .

M ISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING

CAPITAL

REVENUE [11.9) [11.9] [11.91 ri i . 9 1 r H . 9 1 r11.91

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND

FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER

TOTAL

POSITIONS;

FULL-TIME

PART-TIME

TEMPORARY .

Estimate of current year impact: None__________________________________________________,_______________

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.)
There are currently 59 charter boat operators licensed as transporters. Each licensee 

is required to pay an annual license fee of $150, and a commercial use permit fee of 

$100; for a total annual fee of $250 per licensee. Since we do not know the number 

of watercraft operators who will claim to transport big game us an incidental part

Prepared By: Jennifer Strickler, Admin. Officer__________  Phone: . .46-5--.21A4_____________
Division: Occupational Licensing /  V _______________  Da(e; April 2, 1991

Approved by Commissioner: Glenn A. olds------------------------------------------------------- — -

Agency: ______  Commerce and Economic Development________________ ' Date: T  ? / ______

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



CONTINUATION OF FISCAL NOTE ANALYSIS

CSHB 72 (TRA)

of their business upon passage of the bill, this fiscal note is 

based on the assumption that the 59 licensees may seek exemption 

and therefore result in the loss of revenue from application fees 

in the amount of $8.9 (59 x $150). Since Section 2 also reduces 

the amount of the commercial use permit fee to 50 percent, an 

additional revenue reduction of $3.0 (59 x $50) will also occur.

In summary, the total reduction in revenue to the State will total 

$11.9.

Note: Under CSHB 72 (TRA), licenses for watercraft operators who

transport as an incidental part of their business would be issued 

free of charge. The Commercial Use Permit fee collected by the 

Division of Occupational Licensing is accounted for separately by statute, 

and may be appropriated by the Legislature to the Department of Fish 

and Game, and the Department of Public Safety.
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FISCAL NOTE

Revision Date: 2 / 2 7 / 9 1 __________________

Title: Transporter License: Charter

___________ boats exempt_____________________

Sponsor: Representative Kubinn_______

Requestor: ______________________________

STATE OF ALASKA
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

BILL NO. CSHB 72 (Trans) 

(p r o p o s e d )

Fish and GameDepartment Affected:
BRU: Div. of Wildlife Conservation

Component: wildlife Conservation

COMPONENT SERIAL NO.

Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 FY 95 FY 96 FY 97

PERSONAL SERV IC ES

TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL

SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES

GRANTS. CLAIMS

M ISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING 0 0 0 0 11

CAPITAL 0 0 0 0 0 0

REVENUE (2.9) (2.9) (2.9) (2.9) (2.9) (2.9)

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND

FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER

TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0 0

POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME 0 0 C 0 0 0

PART-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0

TEMPORARY 0 0 0 0 0 0

Estimate of current year impact: No fy 91 impact.

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.)
Commercial use permit fees m ay be used for enforcement purposes by the 

department and Fish and Wildlife Protection (Public Safety). This fee would 

be reduced by 50% for the 59 licensees who currently pay a fee of $100. 

Annual loss = 59 x $50 = S2,900

Prepared By: 

Division: _

Phil Koehl

Wildlife Conservation

Phone:

Date:

465-4190

2/27/91

Approved by Commissioner: __________________
Agency: _______ Department of Fish and Game Date:

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

Rev 10/90 Page 1 of _J_



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

BILL NO. 113 72

Revision Date: ______________________________  Department Affected: Commerce & Economic D e v e l o p m ent

Fft. An Act amending the definition Occupational Licensing

transportation services to exempt --------- -----

o pe r a t o r j  o f  c e r t a i n  ■wa t e rc . r a ffr f r o m TrBnfif lf^^n ff llensrr ;------------------------------------------------ ------------
Sponsor: Representative Kublna__________  _________________________

Requestor: _________________________________  COMPONENT SERIAL NO.

Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dollars)

PERSONAL SER V IC ES

TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL

SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT__________

LAND & STRUCTU RES

GRANTS, CLAIMS

M ISCELLANEOUS 

TOTAL OPERATING

OPERATING FY 92 FY 95 FY 96

I CAPITAL [
| REVENUE (14.8) (14.8) (14.8) (14.8) (14.81 (14.81

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND

FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER

TOTAL

POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME

PART-TIME

TEMPORARY

Estimate of current year impact:.

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.)

This bill would exempt current licensees from future licenses. We currently

have 59 licensees who pay the $150 annual license fee and $100 Commercial Use. Permit

fee. ($250 total annual fee.) 59 :t $250 = $14,750

Prepared By: Barbara Gabier, Licensing Supervisor_______  Phone: 465-3262

Division: Occupational Licensing   Date:  February 5, 1991

Approved by Commissioner: .Glenn A. Olds

Agency' Department of Commerce and Economic Development date- February 5, 1991

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

Rev 10/90 Page _ J _  o f___L
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Committee

Legislative Council
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Alaska State Legislature

Representative Eugene Kubina

During Session. 

State Capitol 

P O  B o * V 

Juneau. A laska 9981: 

(907) 465-4859

During Interim 

" C  Pox 2463 

Valde*. A laska 99686 

(907) 835-2111

SPONSOR STATEMENT

Sponsor: Representative Gene Kubina

Subject: HB 72 - Charter boat operator exemption
from transporter license

Date: February 1, 1991

HB 72 is intended to correct a redundant licensing situation 
involving charter boat operators. The current law, AS 
08.54.590(13), requires charter boat operators, among other 
transport groups, to obtain a transporter license. Charter boat 
operators who carry passengers for hire must currently license 
their boats with the Coast Guard.

HB 72 will amend said law to exempt charter boat operators from 
having to acquire the transporter license. This redundant 
licensing places a significant financial burden on the charter boat 
operator engaged in a minimal amount of hunter/game transport trips 
per year.

Aside from the issue of revenue procurement, another goal of the 
transporter license is information collection. Any relevant data 
could be readily collected through the guides and hunters 
themselves, who are obligated under current state law to provide 
hunt/game statistics and information.

-  DISTRICT SIX -

• Chenega Bay • Chitina • Cooper Landing • Cordova • Hope • Moose Pass • Seward • Tatitlek • Valdez • Whittier •



7-LS0354\A.l

Ulcrmohle
02/05/91

A M E N D M E N T

OFFERED IN THE HOUSE BY REPRESENTATIVE KUBINA

TO: HB 72

Page 1, line 9, through Page 2, line 3:

Delete all material.

Insen the following material to read:

"(A) on nonstop flights between state or federally maintained airpons; or 

(B) by an air taxi operator, [OR] air carrier, o r United Slates Coast 

G uard  licensed boat o p e ra to r , for which the carriage of big game hunters, their 

equipment, or big game animals harvested by hunters is only an incidental, as defined by 

the board, ponion o f its business; "

Renumber the following bill section accordingly.



HB 72: An Act amending the definition of transportation services
to exempt operators of certain watercraft from the 
transporter license requirement.

The Department of Commerce and Economic Development opposes passage 
of HB 72.

In the 1908 Owsichek decision, the Alaska Supreme Court interpreted 
the common use clause in the Alaska Constitution. In part, the 
court said that in development of wildlife law, the clause 
"constitutionelized" the state's public trust duty toward wildlife. 
This is a duty to manage these resources for the benefit of all the 
people. In 1909 a legislative task force on guiding and game made 
recommendations to the Legislature regarding commercial uses and 
users of big game. The task force recommendations included 
licensing of three groups to encompass all the commercial users of 
big game: Guide Outfitters, Transporters and Commercial Use Permit
Holders.

Currently of the 174 licensed transporters, 59 transporters are boat 
charter operators. These operators are required to he licensed and 
their watercraft is identified by a transporter decal issued by this 
department. HB 72 would eliminate all licensing and control over 
this group of users of game resource. It would eliminate the 
monetary return to the state for the use of the resource as well as 
hamper enforcement activities in identifying legal operations versus 
unlicensed guiding or outfitting.

GA0/cwl221d
020591a



STATE OF ALASKA  

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR

BILL ANALYSIS
department 
Fish and Cone

crvwio*
W ild life  Conservation

B4L NUMBER

HB 72
BPOMBOM

Rep. Kubin»
*ort m s  CF BEL
sxerapt W a t e r c r a f t  from Transporter License Requirements

DEPARTMENT POSITION

Ipposo
phifareo »r
W. Lewis Pamplin, Jr.

DATE

02/06/91
OATS

&  g  *?/

SUMMARY
OTHER AGENCIES AFFECTED BY BILL

Fish and Wildlife Protection 

Commerce and Economic Development

CONSTITUENT ONOUrrSI AFFECTED BY tiilLJ j,

Transporters

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT FOR BIU.

Jnknown

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION to bill

Unknown

FISCAL IMPACT: □ NONE □ FISCAL NOTE AT TACHEO
BACKGRCLINCYLEGISLATIVE INTENT
-louse Bill 72 w o u l d  exempt "watercraft licensed by the U n i t e d  States Coast Guard to carry 

passengers for h i r e -'1 from the definition of transportation services regulated b y  the Big Game 
Commercial Services Board.

ANALYSIS OF BJ L Lf PROG RAM EFFECTS ----
According to the Department of Commerce^.and Economic Development, 59 licensed b o a t  transporters 

paid $5,900 in commercial use permit fees ($100 each) and $8,850 in transporter license fee's ($150 

each) for a total of $14,750 in 1 9 9 0 These—funds c an be use d  b y  the department and Fish—and 
Wildlife Protection.

The Legislative T a s k  Force on Guiding and Game h e l d  numerous meetings, c onducted surveys, and 

received ma n y  public comments in 1988 to analyze problems in commercial uses of big game and 

recommend ways to alleviate the problems. After reviewing extensive information, the Task Force 

recommended in its report to the Legislature that the state should regulate all commercial 

providers of transportation to big game hunters, regardless of the type of conveyance used.

The Tas k  Force b a s e d  its opinion on these reasons*

Consistent and stable regulations affecting commercial use of Alaska's wildlife are needed 

to onsure the health of big game resources. (continued)

AH ENOW ENTS PROPOSEO

PIXAU ATT ACM A SEPARATE W O T  rOA AOOtnOMAL CTM—Prn Oft AMALTML

OtCOSCftm. 3-|S)



Fish and Gono, Division of Uildlifs Conservation 
Exempt Watercraft from Transporter License Requirements

W  72 
Rep. Kubina

ANALYSIS OF BILL/PROGRAM EFFECTS CONTINUED.

Appropriate regulations are neodod to ensure the safety of transporters' clients and tho 
quality of services provided to then. Thus the requlrenents for licensure by tho U.S. Coast 
Guard, identification docals on boats used, and provision of disciplinary actions agalnsc 
transporters engaged in unethical, unsafe activities, or of lav violations.

All commercial operators profiting from uses of publicly ovned resources should contribute 
financially to the costs of managing and protecting the resources. In the cast of boat 
transporters, this i3 achievod through payment of the licensing and commercial use fees. 
Thoso foes are important as revenue rosources to tho state aganclos exercising 
responsibility for big game management and enforcement.

Commercial transportation providers can concentrate hunting effort in specific locations 
and adversely impact local game populations. Knovledgo of whore commercial transporters 
are located and operating is useful in game management decisions and law enforcement 
efforts. As part of the regulations concerning transporters, tho annual report they mu3t 
submit helps provide more complete information on hunter distribution, effort, and harvest 
data.

Landowners that permit big game hunting on their lands are experiencing steadily increasing 
problems with trespass by unperraitted hunters brought to their lands by boats. Many of 
these boats are operating as commercial transporters but deny the fact. These trespasses 
by boat transporters and their hunter-clients may induce landowners to deny all hunting 
privileges to hunters from outside the area. Many landowners have asked that boat 
transporters be qualified and licensed, and that their boats be identified as commercial 
hunting transporters with easily recognized license numbers.

i



FISCAL NOTE

R evision D ate: 2 / 6 / 9 1 ___________________
Title: Exempt Watercraft from Trnna-

porter License Requirements___________

STATE OF ALASKA
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Sponsor:

Requestor:

Rep. Kubina

B IL L  N O . 72

D ep artm en t A ffected: F i a h  a n d  Game_______
BRU: Plvialon of Wildlife Conservation

Component: wildlife Conacrvation

COMPONENT SER IAL  NO.

Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands ot Dollars)

OPERATING FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 FY 95 FY 96 FY 97

PERSO NAL SER V IC ES 0

TRAVEL 0

CONTRACTUAL 0

SU PPLIES 0

EQUIPMENT 0

LAND & STRU CTU RES 0

GRANTS, CLA IM S 0

M ISCELLANEO US 0

TOTAL OPERATING 0 0 0 0 0 0

CAPITAL 0 0 0 0 0 0

REVENUE ($5.9) ($6.0) ($6.0) ($6.0) ($6.0J ($6.0)

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 0

FEDERAL FUNDS 0

OTHER 0

TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0 0

POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME 0 -0 0 0 0 0

PART-T IM E 0 0 0 0 0 0

TEM PORARY 0 0 0 0 0 0

Estimate of current year impact: No FY 91 impact

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.)
This fiscal note reflects total potential loss of enforcement funding to the depart­
ment and/or Division of Fish and Wildlife Protection in the Department of Public Safety 
Total fiscal impact of this bill is described in the fiscal note prepared by Dept, 
of Commerce and Economic Development.

Prepared By: W. Lewis Pamplin, Jft.

Division: Wildlife Conservatio

Approved by Commissioner: 
Agency* Fi s h  and Game

Phone:

Date:

907-262-2232
02/06/91

/ Date:

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

Rev 10/90 Page__ !_ o f



Department of Transportation 
and Pul die Facilities

POSITION
BILL N O : IIB119

TITLE: An act making an appropriation for the 
local service roads and trails program; 
and providing for an effective date.

We fully support and endorse this bill as it fosters improvements to 
transportation on a highiy cost effective basis.

The LSR&T program has proven a very effective mechanism for achieving 
cost effective transportation projects throughout Alaska. It is particularly 
effective in rural communities w here needs can be served by simple practical 
projects unencumbered by the costly standards associated w ith departm ent 
projects built under federal-aid requirements.

The current LSR&T program  is inactive as all previous appropriations have 
been expended. The last appropriation was m ade as part of the FY '89 Jobs Bill 
program .

In rural projects, the construction is usually undertaken on a force account 
basis with nearly 100% local hire. Substantial opportunity for training and 
skill development occurs as a natural side benefit of these efforts. Projects 
typically range from gravel roads and small bridges to board walks to trail 
markers and emergency shelters. The departm ent maintains a small fleet of 
trucks and earth moving equipm ent which is used to assist on larger projects 
of this nature.

In grants m ade to larger communities under the LSR&T program  the projects 
are typically bid construction and are built to the standards adopted by the 
community. Typical projects include recreation trails and road development 
of various kinds.

PAPER
APPROVE'VED: I ^

Y&e- Frank G. Turpin, Commissioner

DATE: February 25, 1991



ALASKA  ROUTES INCLUDED IN THE 
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION’S (FHWA) PRELIMINARY 

HIGHWAYS OF NATIONAL SIGNIFICANCE (HNS) 
February 26, 1991

INTERSTATE ROUTES

Alaska Highway

Tok Cutoff

Glenn Highway 

Richardson Highway 

Parks Highway 

Seward Highway 

Sterling Highway

Alaska Border to Richardson Hwy. at 
Delta Junction 

Alaska Hwy. at Tok to Richardson Hwy.
at Glenallen 

Richardson Hwy. at Glennallen to 
Seward Hwy. at Anchorage 

Alaska Hwy. at Delta Junction to Parks 
Hwy. at Fairbanks 

Richardson Hwy. at Fairbanks to Glenn 
Hwy. at Palmer 

Glenn Hwy. at Anchorage to junction 
with Sterling Hwy.

Seward Highway junction to Kenai Spur 
Rd.

PRIMARY ROUTES

Seward Highway 
Richardson Highway

Sterling Hwy. junction to Seward 
Alaska Hwy. at Delta Junction io Valdez



- J -  — WALTER J. HICKEL. GOVERNOR

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC FACILITIES / p o  BOX Z
, JUNEAU, ALASKA 99311-2500

Mr. Robert E. Ruby 
Division Adm inistrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 21648 
Juneau , AK 99802-1648

Dear Mr. Ruby:

We have been asked to provide comments on the “Illustrative" Highways of 
National Significance (HNS) by Jan u ary  9, 1991. In general, we would refer to the 
earlier comments we provided to you and Adm inistrator Larson on Septem ber 13 
and September 14, respectively. In particular, we rem ain concerned h a t  goals, 
objectives and corresponding criteria for th is exercise rem ain nebulous and ill- 
defined. The them es of Access America and connectivity are helpful, b u t do not 
answer these concerns. Fundamentally, we seek a broader commitment from the 
federal government to highways in rural America.

Access America (Juneau. Ketchikan. Kodiak and Kenai)

The population of Alaska’s state capital. Juneau , exceeds 10,000, bu t we do not see 
where its rural access needs are addressed by the Illustrative HNS. In addition to 
Juneau , three other major communities in Alaska should also be linked to the 
Illustrative HNS. We make this argum ent because of community size, economic 
importance, interm odal links, rural access needs and other factors. For three of 
these communities overall population clearly exceeds 10.000, b u t the nominal 
population within the narrowly-drawn boundaries of the city itself is less than  
10.000. Only one of these four communities can be reached by automobile or truck 
without the use of the State of Alaska's Marine Highway System. Rugged coastal 
topograpny has prevented the construction of through highways to each of these 
three communities. For surface access, each community relies on state-operated 
ferry vessels th a t provide a substitute for a  direct highway link.

Access America (Kenai/Nikiski)

PHONE. (907) •>65-3900
O FFIC E  OF TH E COMMISSIONER

January  2. 1991

Kenai is the only one of these four communities tha t can be reached by highway 
without the use of a state ferry. An arterial highway extends over twenty miles



Mr. Bob Ruby Page 3 January 2, 1991

We also believe a fourth major community, Kodiak, m ust be served by the proposed 
system. Kodiak is home of a large U.S. Coast Guard base and is one of the three 
largest seafood ports in the nation. Over two hundred thousand tons are handled 
by the port annually, including over 60.000 tons of seafood products. We propose 
to link Kodiak to the Illustrative HNS from the southwest term inus of the 
Interstate System a t Soldotna on the Kenai Peninsula. This routing would follow 
the Sterling Highway to the com munity of Homer, and past Homer to the marine 
highway term inal on the Homer Spit (84 miles of highway). (Homer is also a 
significant seafood port, shipping over 10,000 tons in 1987.) The distance our 
m arine highway vessels travel from Homer to Kodiak is 161 miles, followed by 
three miles of highway linking the m arine highway terminal in Kodiak with the 
com m unity center.

Summary

The above proposals would increase rural land miles in Alaska by less than twelve 
percent. At the same time it would dramatically increase the reach of the 
Illustrative HNS, both in terms of major communities and geographic expanse. It 
would provide connectivity between Alaska and other states through the port of 
Bellingham in Washington state. Four major ports are provided with highway 
access from the Illustrative HNS. Finally, it would provide the State of Alaska with 
a system  th a t fully meets, as we understand them, the criteria being used by FHWA 
for system  designation. Attached are two maps which illustrate this proposal. We 
have used broad bans to delineate between routes already on the map you provided 
to us and those additional routes th a t we believe m ust be part of the Illustrative 
PTTS. The first map depicts no more than  one*third of Alaska's land m ass and the 
second provides detail for the Kenai Peninsula, where two of these routes are 
located. We have also highlighted the road to Seward since this route was not 
included on your map. It appeared to be included in your mileage total, and is one 
of two STRAHNET routes serving a major port in Alaska.

General Concerns

While advocating the above proposals, we do not agree tha t they provide the best 
configuration for the Illustrative HNS in Alaska. As outlined in the Rural Western 
State Reaction (copy attached), we believe tha t a more comprehensive system of 
nationally-significant highways is needed to adequately provide for transportation 
needs in W estern sta tes such as Alaska. We think the AASHTO criteria “provides 
service to all parts of the nation" should be met in each and every state, despite 
the challenges posed by the vast geographic expanse of states such as Alaska. In 
Septem ber we provided your office with a proposal th a t we believe met the 
AASHTO criteria.

There are two types of highway access needs in Alaska th a t fall outside the scope of 
the Illustrative HNS as proposed by FHWA. The first is highway access to 
com munities with a population th a t exceeds 1,500, Of eleven such communities 
unserved by the Illustrative HNS. five can be reached through a combination of 
marine highway service and land routes. The remaining s l x  can be reached year-



Alaska 
Federal-Aid Primer
Actual Amounts Apportioned 

Federal Fiscal Years 1989 and 1.990

The following information, in millions of dollars, reflect the approximate am ounts 
received as apportionm ents for each category In tire m ost recent federal fiscal 
years (FFY 1989 and 1990), The am ounts for the FFY90 reflect sequestrations in 
budget authority due to Ciramm-Rudnian-Holllngs legislation. No am ounts were 
sequestered for FFY8S. bur. for FFY90 Alaska lost $2.1 million In apportionments 
due to sequestration. At the national level, almost $194 million In budget 
authority was removed from (he federal-aid highway program.

FPY89 FFY90

H Intersta te  4 R □  Inters Constr S  Prim ary i l  U rban j

□  Secondary 5? Bridge HI Safety 0  D em onstration ^
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in this file. The minutes are available on the STAIRS 
database CMPR. In order to save space copies of minutes 
have not been left in the files.

Mary Van Nimwegcn



CALL MEETING TO ORDER

NOTE THE DATE: Thursday, February 7th, 1991

NOTE TIME:

ROLL CALL OF MEMBERS PRESENT

DURING TODAYS MEETING WE WILL TAKE UP:

HB 85 - Relating to equipment required on school 
buses (Rep. Navarre)

HB 72 - Exempting certain watercraft operators from 
the transporter license requirements.
This bill is being teleconferenced to 
Valdez.

INTRODUCE ANY SPECIAL GUESTS OR V.I.P.S

REQUEST ANY PERSONS WISHING TO TESTIFY TO SIGN THE 
WITNESS REGISTER

THE NEXT MEETING OF THE HOUSE TRANSPORTATION 
COMMITTEE WILL BE:

Tuesday, February 12th, 1991

HB 10 - Establishing a Marine Highway Authority.

Your tickets and travel itineries for the trip 
to Craig, Metlakatla and Ketchikan have been 
delivered to your offices.

Did you hug your secretary today.

ADJOURN MEETING. NOTE TIME OF ADJOURNMENT.



1. CALL MEETING TO ORDER

2. NOTE THE DATE: Tuesday, February 28th, 199JL

NOTE TIME:

3. ROLL CALL OF MEMBERS PRESENT

4. DURING TODAYS MEETING WE WILL TAKE UP:

HB 72 - Relating to transporter licenses
We have heard this bill before and 
a committee substitute is before you 

. * . today.
" * 1 I * u. r 'i -

We have two bills that are schedule which will not be heard
today.

HB 119 - Appropriating funds for the local service 
roads and trails program. This is my own
bill which I have decided to ...    holoL o^Til
vrfaes- the revenue picture and Governors 
Capital Budget become clearer.

*  - *

HoR 19 - Relating to the Highway Transportation 
Fund.
This resolution may be further legal 
consideration as well as more fiscal review. 
It is rescheduled for next Thursday.

5. INTRODUCE ANY SPECIAL GUESTS OR V.I.P.s

6. REQUEST ANY PERSONS WISHING TO TESTIFY TO SIGN THE
WITNESS REGISTER

ANNOUCEMENTS AT CLOSE OF MEETING

7. THE NEXT MEETING OF THE HOUSE TRANSPORTATION
COMMITTEE WILL BE:

Tuesday, March 5th
HB 10 - The Marine Highway Authority 
HB 108 Appropriation to the Alaska Marine Highway 

Authority.
</• J t HB 132 Appropriation for handicapped access on
o> ‘ certain ferries of the Alaska Marine Highway



56
S T A T E  O F  A L A S K A  

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT & BUDGET 

DIVISION OP BUDGET REVIEW

latje ] of GOVERNOR'S Fy 92 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BUDGET RECOMMENDATIONS. BY ELECTION DISTRICT

ED COMMUNITY AGENCY AGY FRI DESCRIPTION (Truncated to 85 characters)

1
DOT 43/48 Bradfield River Route EIS

B/aer DOT / Byder Ferry Terninal

Ketchikan DOT / Ketchikan. Deernount Street Widening

Ketchikan DOT / Ketchikan Airport Apron and Taxiway Inprovenents

1 Ketchikan DOT / Ketchikan Mooring Realignnent

1 Petersburg DOT / Petersburg Hitkof Bighway. Scow Bay/Papke's Landing Road Inprovenents

i Petersburg DOT / Peteisburg Hitkof Bighway. Papke's Landing to Crystal Lake Inprovenents

Petersburg DOT / Petersburg Airport Equipnent Building Supplemental

1 Petersburg DOT / Petersburg Seaplane Facility. Phase I

1 Hard Cove DOT / North Tongass Bighway. Hard Cove to Whipple Creek

1 Hrangell DOT / Hrangell. Zinovia Bighway, Barger Street to Hill Reconstruction/PE

2 Baines DOT / Baines Highway. Ferry Terninal to HP 24

2 Baines DOT / Baines Highway. HP 24 to Border Roadway

2 Baines DOT / Baines- Basin

2 Boonah DOT / Boonah Arterial. Stage 1

2 Kake DOT / Kake, Gunnak Creek to Boat Harbor Paving

2 Kake DOT / Kake Mooring Inprovenents

2 Kiavock DOT / Kiavock Airport Land Acquisition

2 Skagway DOT / Skagway Klondike Highway. Hillian Moore Creek Bridge Redecking

2 Yakutat DOT / Yakutat Airport Oostruction Renoval

3 Boonah DOT / Boonah Mooring Inprovenents

3 Sitka DOT / Sitka. Halibut Point Road/Sawnill Road Capacity Inprovenents

3 Sitka DOT / Sitka Uplands Inprovenents

4 Juneau DOT / Juneau Douglas Bighway. Cordova to Bridge, Phase 11

4 Juneau DOT / Juneau. Egan Expressway Safety Inprovenents

4 Juneau DOT / Juneau. Egan Expressway Capacity Inprovenents

4
•

Juneau DOT 1 Juneau Glacier Bighway. Highland Drive/Egan Expressway Inprovenents

DATE: 02/22/91 

TIME: 15:18:54 

PROC: REGBYED

AGY GF AGY OF AGY TOTAL GOV GF GOV OF GOV TOTAL DEF MAI NT REF H

CO.000.0 0.0 60.000.0 200.0 0.0 200.0 798
0.0 22.2 22.2 0.0 22.2 22.2 1,315
0.0 200.0 200.0 0.0 200.0 200.0 164
0.0 2,200.0 2.200.0 0.0 2.200.0 2,200.0 174
0.0 3.494.0 3.494.0 0.0 3.494.0 3.494.0 866
0.0 3.500.0 3.500.0 0.0 3.500.0 3,500.0 165
0.0 1.500.0 1.500.0 0.0 1.500.0 1.500.0 172
0.0 200.0 200.0 0,0 200,0 200.0 176
0.0 2.000.0 2,000.0 0.0 2.000.0 2.000,0 177
0.0 0.0 0.0 1.100.0 0.0 1.100.0 1.588
0.0 400.0 400.0 0.0 400.0 400.0 169

60,000.0 13.516.2 73,516.2 1.300.0 13,516.2 14.816.2

0.0 400.0 400.0 0.0 400.0 400.0 153

0.0 2.700.0 2,700.0 0,0 2.700.0 2.700.0 154

0.0 44.3 44.3 0.0 44.3 44.3 1,314

0.0 300.0 300.0 0.0 300.0 300.0 170

0.0 660.0 660.0 0.0 660.0 660.0 163

0.0 88.7 88.7 0.0 88.7 88.7 864

0.0 250.0 250.0 0.0 250.0 250.0 175

0.0 700.0 700.0 0.0 700.0 700.0 166

0.0 610.0 610.0 0.0 610.0 610.0 181

0.0 5,753.0 5,753.0 0.0 5.753.0 5.753.0

0.0 518.8 518.8 " 0.0 518.8 518.8 1.311

0.0 2.500.0 2,500.0 0.0 2,500.0 2,500.0 167

0.0 421.3 421.3 0.0 421.3 421.3 859

0.0 3,440.1 3,440.1 0.0 3.440.1 3,440.1

0.0 1.150.0 1,150.0 0.0 1.150.0 1,150.0 155

0.0 1,500.0 1,500.0 0.0 1.500.0 1.500.0 156

0.0 300.0 300.0 0.0 300.0 300.0 157

0.0 560.5 560.5 0.0 560.5 560.5 158

Sun

Sun

Sun



2 o f  GOVERNOR'S FY 92 C A PITA L IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BUDGET RECOMMENDATIONS. BY ELECTION D ISTR IC T

COMMUNITY

Juneau

Juneau

Juneau

Juneau

Juneau

Juneau

Juneau

Juneau

Juneau

Juneau

Hosier

Hosier

toner

Kenai

Chenega Bay

Cordova

Cordova

Cordova

Seward

Valdez

Anchorage

Anchorage

Anchorage

Anchorage

Anchorage

Anchorage

AGENCY ACY PRI DESCRIPTION (Truncated to 85 characters)

DOT / Juneau Glacier Highway. Saloon Creek to Vanderbilt Icprovenentc

DOT / Juneau Glacier Highway, Fred Meyer to HcNugget Inprovenents

DOT / Juneau. North Douglas Highway Pavenent Overlay

DOT / Juneau. Thane Hoad Reconstruction

DOT / Juneau. Lenon Road Overlay/Switzer Creek Intersection to Vanderbilt

DOT / Juneau Glaciet Highway. Indian Point to Point Louisa Inprovenents

DOT 10/48 Juneau Cosuiunity Building Handicapped Restroon Modifications

DOT 11/48 Juneau. Alaska State Huseun Handicapped Restroon Modifications

DOT 12/48 Juneau, State/Alaska Office Buildings fi Dinond Courthouse Drinking Fountains

DOT 13/48 Juneau. Governor's Mansion Handicap Access Inprovenents

DOT / Sterling Highway HP 157-174, Reconstruct HP 157-170

DOT / Boner Airport Inprovenents, Resurface Runway. Taxiways 4 Groove

DOT / Honer Airport Joint Use Tcrninal

DOT 33/48 Uoner Airport North Apron Utilities, EDA Grant Hatch

DOT / Eenai Spur/Main Street Signalization

DOT / Seward Highway Rock Slope Stability

DOT / Seward Bighway, HP 50-65.5 Reconstruction

DOT 20/48 Copper River Highway Construction Prelimnary Engineering

DOT / Chenega Bay Airport Developeent

DOT / Copper River Highway, HP 0-6.5 Rehabilitation

DOT / Cordova Ferry Termnal Bridge Replacenent

DOT / Cordova Staging Area

DOT 21/48 Seward Exit Glacier Road Right-of-Hay Acquisition

DOT / Valdez Airport Road Intersection Upgrade

DOT / Central Region Pavenent Rehabilitation

DOT / Anchorage International Airport, Roadways Reconstruction

DOT / Anchorage Old Seward Highway, Reconstruct Huffnan Road to Dinond Blvd

DOT / Central Region Truck Height Monitoring

DOT / Anchorage Rideshanng
DOT / Anchorage Old Seward Highway. Reconstruct Dinond Boulevard-Do».~ ] Road

DOT / Glenn Highway. South Eagle River Access Interchange

AGY GF AGY OF AGY TOTAL GOV GF GOV OF GOV TOTAL DEF MA1NT REF «

0.0 1,850.0 1.850.0 0.0 1.650.0 1.850.0 159
0.0 1,000.0 1.000.0 0.0 1.000.0 1.000.0 160
0.0 1.000.0 1,000.0 0.0 1.000.0 1.000.0 161
0.0 500.0 500.0 0.0 500.0 500.0 162
0.0 1.000.0 1.000,0 0.0 1.000.0 1.000.0 171
0.0 2.000.0 2.000.0 0.0 2.000.0 2,000.0 173
90.0 0.0 90.0 90.0 0.0 90.0 202
50.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 0.0 50.0 204
50.0 0,0 50.0 50.0 0.0 50.0 205
25.0 0.0 25.0 25.0 0.0 25.0 206

215.0 10,860.5 11.075.5 215.0 10.860.5 11.075.5

0.0 665.1 665.1 0.0 665.1 665.1 97
0.0 3.093.8 3.093.8 0.0 3.093.8 3.093.8 112
0.0 350.0 350.0 0.0 350.0 350.0 131

400.0 0.0 400.0 400.0 0.0 400.0 76

0.0 90.0 90.0 0.0 90.0 90.0 39

400.0 4,198.9 4.598.9 400.0 4.198.9 4.598.9

0.0 2.802.6 2.802.6 0.0 2.802.6 2.802.6 92

0.0 934.2 934.2 0.0 934.2 934.2 96

1.000.0 0.0 1.000.0 1.000.0 0.0 1.000.0 1.280

0.0 2.578.1 2.578.1 0.0 2.578.1 2.578.1 115

0.0 750.0 750.0 0.0 750.0 750.0 24

0.0 1.390.5 1.390.5 0.0 1.390.5 1.390.5 861

0.0 425.7 425.7 0.0 425.7 425.7 862

500.0 0.0 500.0 500.0 0.0 500.0 785

0.0 175.0 175.0 0.0 175.0 175.0 40

1.500.0 9.056.1 10,556.1 1,500.0 9,056.1 10,556.1

0.0 14.013.0 14,013.0 0.0 14.013.0 14.013.0 1.446

0.0 7.503.0 7.503.0 0.0 7.503.0 7.503.0 88

0.0 1.951.0 1.951.0 0.0 1.951.0 1.951.0 93

0.0 373.7 373.7 0.0 373.7 373.7 102

0.0 270.0 270.0 0.0 270.0 270.0 104

0.0 221.7 221.7 0.0 221.7 221.7 106

0.0 88.7 88.7 0.0 88.7 88.7 109

Sun

Sun

Sun



ED COMMUNITY AGENCY AGY PRI DESCRIPTION (Truncated to 85 characters)

7 Andhoraqt DOT / Anchorage International Airport. North Tormna] Modifications Design

7 Anchoraqe IX/T / Anchorage International Airport. Taxiway/Link Construction fi Overlay

7 Anchoraqe DOT / Anchoraqe Internationa) Airport. Access Control Systen Upgrade

7 Anchorage DOT / Anchorage Internationa) Airport. Environnental AEscssnent & Cleanup
Anchoraqe DOT / Anchoraqe International Airport. Taxiway "7" Extension

Anchorage DOT / Anchorage International Airport. Ranp Area Reconstruction Phase IV

Anchoraqe DOT / Anchorage International Airport. Annual lnprovenents

Anchrjraqe DOT / Anchorage International Airport. Ihintenance Equipment
7 Anchorage DOT / Anchorage International Airpo.t, Rei».te Ranp Shuttle Busses

7 Anchorage DOT / Anchorage Internationa) Airport. Maintenance Facility Roof Upgrade

7 Anchorage DOT / Anchorage International Airport, Satellite Drive Design

? Anchorage DOT / Anchorage Port Access Bridge Rehabilitation

7 Anchorage DOT / Secard Highway, Bird Point - Girdwood Reconstruction

7 Anchorage UA / Library Books and Periodical Acquisition

It DOT / Glenn Highway. Eklutna to Parks Hiqhway Paving. Bridges and Interchanges

16 DOT / Glenn Highway, HP 115-118 Reconstruction

16 DOT / Glenn Highway. Eklutna to Parks Highway Interchange

16 DOT / Glenn Highway Erosion Control

16 DOT / Matanuska-Susitna Intersection lnprovenents

16 DOT / Parks Highway Rehabilitation, Chulitna Bridge Redeck

16 DOT / Glenn Highway, HP 109-118 Reconstruction

16 DOT / Bridge Replacenent. Clark-Holverine Road/Nolverine Creek

16 DOT / Central Region Bridge Replacenent, Schrock Road

17 DOT / Alaska Highway. HP 1386 North Prelininary Engineering

17 DOT / Richardson Highway, HP 106-115 Rehabilitation

17 DOT / Alaska Bighway, HP 1830 North

17 DOT / Alaska Highway. HP 1222 North Overlay

17 DOT / Taylor Highway (RON)

17 Anderson DOT / Anderson Road Rehabilitation

17 chitina DOT / Chitina Airport lnprovenents

17 clear DOT / Clear Airport lnprovenents

17 Delta Area DOT / Richardson Highway. HP 2CT crosion Control
17 Gulkana DOT / Gulkana Airport Inpiovenen

17 McCarthy DOT / McCarthy Runway Resurfacing . 1 Lights

I Jtji* 3 o f  GOVERNOR S FY 92 CAl’ ITA L  IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BUDCET RECOMMENDATIONS. BY ELECTION D IS T R IC T

AGY CF ACY OF ACT TOTAL GOV GP GOV OF GOV TOTAL DFi' HA1NT REF V

0.0 350.0 350.0 0.0 350.0 350.0 136
0.0 2.790.0 2,790.0 0.0 2.790.0 2,790.0 137
0.0 2,000.0 2,000.0 0.0 2.000.0 2,000.0 138
0.0 2.000.0 2,000.0 0.0 2,000.0 2.000.0 139
0.0 1.475.0 1,475.0 0.0 1,475.0 1.475.0 141
0.0 1.000.0 1,000.0 0.0 1.000.0 1.000.0 142
0,0 650.0 650.0 0.0 650.0 650.0 143
0.0 605.0 605.0 0.0 605.0 605.0 144
0.0 500.0 500.0 0.0 500.0 500.0 145
0.0 385.0 385.0 0.0 385.0 385.0 146
0.0 200.0 200.0 0.0 200.0 200.0 147
0.0 1.040.0 1,040.0 0.0 1.040.0 1.040.0 1.438

0.0 3.115.6 3,115.6 0.0 3,115,6 3.115.6 1.443

0.0 0.0 0.0 500.0 0.0 500.0 1.589

0.0 40,531.7 40.531.7 500.0 40.531.7 41.031.7

0.0 25.223.4 25.223.4 0.0 25.223.4 25.223.4 87

0.0 5.605.2 5.605.2 0.0 5.605.2 5.605.2 89

0.0 4.857.8 4.857.8 0.0 4.857.8 4.857.8 9)

0.0 1.136.8 1.136.8 0.0 1,136.8 1.136.8 95

0.0 1,074.3 1.074.3 0.0 1.074.3 1.074.3 98

0.0 2.802.6 2.802.6 0.0 2.802.6 2.802.6 99

0.0 794.1 794.1 0.0 794.1 794.1 105

0.0 200.0 200.0 0.0 200.0 200.0 107

0.0 1.040.0 1.040.0 0.0 1.040.0 1.040.0 1,439

0.0 42.734.2 42.734.2 0.0 42,7.34.2 42,734.2

0.0 1,500.0 1,500.0 0.0 1.500.0 1,500.0 1.441

0.0 3,000.0 3,000.0 ' 0.0 3,000.0 3,000.0 1.442

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1,675.0 1,675.0 1,585

0.0 0.0 0.0 3,100.0 0.0 3,100.0 1,587

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 152.0 152.0 1,590

0.0 1.100.0 1,100.0 0.0 1,100.0 1,100.0 1.440

0.0 1,000.0 1,000.0 0.0 1,000.0 1,000.0 46

0.0 800.0 800.0 0.0 800.0 800.0 47

0.0 520.0 520,0 0.0 520.0 520.0 36

0.0 1.850.0 1,850.0 0.0 1.850.0 1.850.0 53

0.0 1,780.0 1.780.0 0.0 1,780.0 1.780.0 56

Sun

Sun



I'aqe 4 o f  GOVERNOR'S FV '9 2  C APITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BUDGET RECOMMENDATIONS. BY ELECTION D ISTRICT

ED COMMUNITY ACENCY AGY PRI DESCRIPTION (Truncated to 85 characters)

17 Northway Area DOT 1 Alaska Highway, MP 1268 Slide

17 Tok DOT / Tok Cutoff. HP 30 East Prelimnary Engineering

17 Tok DOT / Tok Cut-Off. MP 52-65

ie North Foie DOT 1 Badger Road Reconstruction

19 DOT 1 Steese Highway O/erlay HF 10 North

19 Central DOT 1 Steese Highway. MP 81-126 Rehabilitation

19 Centra] DOT 1 Steese Bighway. Crooked Creek Erosion

19 Fox DOT / Elliott Highway. HP 7-28 Rehabilitation

20 Fairbanks DOT / Airport Hay, Peger Intersection Upgrade

20 Fairbanks DOT / FMATS Traffic Syster inprovenents

20 Fairbanks DOT / Johansen Expressway. Farners Loop Connector

20 Fairbanks DOT / Parks Eigluay Four Lane Widening

20 Fairbanks DOT / Parks Highway. Chena Ridge Interchange

20 Fairbanks DOT / Richardson Highway Interchange Construction

20 Fairbanks POT / Fairbanks International Airport, Access Control Systen, Phase 11

20 Fairbanks DOT / Fairbanks International Airport, NH Apron and Taxiway, Phase II

20 Fairbanks DOT / Fairbanks Internationa] Airport. Maintenance Equipment

20 Fairbanks DOT / Fairbanks Internationa] Airport. Annual Inprovenents

20 Fairbanks DOT / Fairbanks Internationa] Airport. DEC Approved Fire Training Area.

22 Barrow DOT / Barrow ARFF Building

22 Deering DOT / Deering Right-of-Way

22 Deering DOT / Deering Snow Removal Equipment and Building

22 Point Bope DOT / Point Hope Airport Lighting

23 Dionede DOT / Dionede Vertiport

23 Kotlik DOT Kotlik Airport Master PJan

1 GF AGY OF AGY TOTAL GOV GF GOV OF GOV TOTAL DEF HAINT REF #

0.0 1.380.0 1.380.0 0.0 1.380.0 1,380.0 22
0.0 700.0 700.0 0.0 700.0 700.0 178
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 15.000.0 15,000.0 1.584

0.0 13.630.0 .13,630.0 3.100.0 30.457.0 33.557.0 Sun

0.0 650.0 650.0 0.0 650.0 650.0 23

0.0 650.0 650.0 0.0 650.0 650.0 Sun

0.0 875.0 875.0 0.0 875.0 875.0 2.567

0.0 4.200.0 4.200.0 0.0 4.200.0 4.200.0 37

0.0 550.0 550.0 0.0 550.0 550.0 38

0.0 900.0 900.0 0.0 900.0 9C0.0 27

0.0 6.525.0 6,525.0 0.0 6.525.0 6,525.0 Sun

0.0 850.0 850.0 0.0 850.0 850.0 21

0.0 235.0 235.0 0.0 235.0 235.0 29

0.0 1,370.0 1,370.0 0.0 1.370.0 1.370.0 30

0.0 11.000.0 11.000.0 0.0 11.000.0 11.000.0 33

0.0 3.100.0 3.100.0 0.0 3.100.0 3.100.0 34

0.0 950.0 950.0 0.0 950.0 950.0 35

0.0 2.000.0 2.000.0 0.0 2.000.0 2,000.0 148

0.0 2,000.0 2.000.0 0.0 2.000.0 2,000.0 149

0.0 400.0 400.0 0.0 400.0 400.0 150

0.0 300.0 300.0 0.0 300.0 300.0 151

0.0 250.0 250.0 0.0 250.0 250.0 152

0.0 22.455.0 22,455.0 0.0 22,455.0 22,455.0 Sun

0.0 1.400.0 1,400.0 0.0 1.400.0 1.400.0 43

0.0 120.0 120.0 0.0 120.0 120.0 49

0.0 250.0 250.0 0.0 250.0 250.0 50

0.0 375. C 375.0 0.0 375.0 375.0 58

0.0 2.145.0 2,145.0 0.0 2.145.0 2,145.0 Sun.

0.0 1.400.0 1.400.0 0.0 1.400.0 1.400.0 51

0.0 187.5 187.5 0.0 187.5 187.5 134



fage 5 of GOVERNOR'S FY ’92 CAPITAL IHPROVEMEHT PROGRAM BUDGET RECOMMENDATIONS. BY ELECTION DISTRICT 

ED COMMUNITY AGENCY AGY PRI DESCRIPTION (Truncated to 85 characters)

23 None DOT / None-Taylor Bighvay. HP 0 North Construction

23 Scannon bay DOT / Scannon Bay Airport Runway and Apron Inprovenents

23 Scannon Bay DOT 25/48 Scannon Bay Dock Relocation

23 Shaktoolik DOT / Shaktoolik Runway Extension

L * Shisnaref DOT / Shishnaref Snow Renoval Equipnent and Building
v*i. > Hales DOT / Hales Airport Inprovenents
*4 White Mountain DOT 1 Hhite Hountain Airport Inprovenents

24 DOT 1 Dalton Highway, 9 Mile Dill North Rehabilitation

24 DOT 1 Dalton Highway. Yukon Bridge Redeck

24 DOT / Dalton Highway Bridge Repairs

24 DOT 1 Glenn Highway, MI' 118 North

24 Allakaket DOT / Allakaket Airport Inprovenents

24 Beaver DOT 1 Beaver Snow Renoval Equipnent and Building

24 Chalkyitsik DOT 1 Chalkyitsik Snow Renoval Equipnent and Building

24 Coldfoot DOT / Coldfoot Airport Inprovenents

24 Fort Yukon DOT / Fort Yukon Airport Resurfacing

24 Kaltag DOT / Kaltag Runway Extension

24 Kasigluk DOT / Kasigluk Airport Inprovenents

24 Lake Minchunina DOT / Lake Minchunina Snow Renoval Equipnent and Building

24 McGrath DOT / McGrath Airport Runway Reconstruction

24 McGrath DOT / McGrath ARFF Vehicle and Building

24 Minto DOT / Elliott Highway. HP 86 North

24 Ranpart DOT / Ranpart Snow Renoval Equipnent

24 Ruby DOT / Ruby Airport Inprovenents

24 Saint Marys DOT / Saint Marys Airport Inprovenents

25 Bethel DOT / Bethel ARFF Vehicle, Building and Fencing

25 Eek DOT / Eek Airport Land Acquisition

25 Kasigluk DOT / Kasigluk Airport Land Acquisition

25 Napaskiak DOT / Napaskiak Airport Reconstruction

25 Newtok DOT / Newtok Airport Reconstruction

26 DOT Airport Fencing. St. Paul/Unalaska/Cold Bay/Port Heiden

GP AGY OF AGY TOTAL GOV GF 00V OF GOV TOTAL DBF MAINT REF 1

0.0 600.0 600.0 0.0 600.0 600.0 31
0.0 1,000.0 1.000.0 0.0 1.000.0 1,000.0 123

80.0 0.0 80.0 80.0 0.0 80.0 83

0.0 2.000.0 2.000.0 0.0 2,000.0 2.000.0 61

0.0 250.0 250.0 0.0 250.0 250.0 62

0.0 1.100.0 1.100.0 0.0 1,100.0 1.100.0 63

0.0 2.300.0 2,300.0 0.0 2,300.0 2.300.0 64

80.0 8.837.5 8.917.5 80.0 8.837.5 8.917.5

0.0 3,200.0 3,200.0 0.0 3.200.0 3.200.0 25

0.0 600.0 600.0 0.0 600.0 600.0 26

0.0 7,850.0 7,850.0 0.0 7.850.0 7.850.0 1.444

0.0 8.500.0 8.500.0 0.0 8.500.0 8.500.0 1.445

0.0 1.750.0 1.750.0 0.0 1.750.0 1.750.0 42

0.0 250.0 250.0 0.0 250.0 250.0 44

0.0 250.0 250.0 0.0 250.0 250.0 45

0.0 1,050.0 1,050.0 0.0 1.050.0 1.050.0 48

0.0 750.0 750.0 0.0 750.0 750.0 52

0.0 190.0 190.0 0.0 190.0 190.0 54

0.0 2.156.3 2.156.3 0.0 2.156.3 2.156.3 117

0.0 250.0 250.0 0.0 250.0 250.0 55

0.0 6,281.3 6.281.3 0.0 6,281.3 6,281.3 110

0.0 562.5 562.5 0.0 562.5 562.5 127

0.0 1,000.0 1,000.0 0.0 1.000.0 1,000.0 28

0.0 200.0 200.0 0.0 200.0 200.0 59

0.0 650.0 650.0 0.0 650.0 650.0 60

0,0 600.0 600.0 0.0 600.0 600.0 126

0.0 36.0S0.1 36,090.1 0.0 36.090.1 36.090.1

0.0 1.593.8 1.593.8 0.0 1.593.8 1.593.8 121

0.0 187.5 187.5 0.0 187.5 187.5 132

0.0 187.5 187.5 0.0 187.5 187.5 133

0.0 462.0 462.0 0.0 462.0 462.0 128

0.0 1.000.0 1,000.0 0.0 1.000.0 1,000.0 2.034

0.0 3,430.8 3.430.8 0.0 3.430.3 3.430.8

0.0 1.350.0 1.350.0 0.0 1,350.0 1.350.0 130

Sun

Sun

Sun
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COMMUNITY AGENCY AGY PR1 DESCRIPTION (Truncated to 85

Dill inqlian ixrr / Dillinqhan Airport lnprovenents and Apron Expansion

Dilhnqhar. DOT e/48 Dilhnqhan Airport Sewer

Eqegik DOT / Eqeqik Airport Reconstruction and Relocation

K )rig Cove DOT 29/48 Kinq Cove Harbor Dock Construction

Naknek urn / Naknek Airport Reconstruction and Relocation

Port Alsworth DOT / Port Alsworth Airport Acquisition

Port llcider: DOT / Port ilciden ARFF Vehicle and Building

Sana t'oint DOT / Sand Point Airport lnprovenents. Phase 11 6 111

Unalaska DOT / Unalaska Airport Storn Protection

Chiqmk DOT / Chignik Airport lnprovenents

Chiqmk Lagoon DOT / Chignik Lagoon Airport. Reconstruction/Relocation/Land

Kodiak DTI / Kodiak Rezanoff Intersections lnprovenents

Larsen Bay DCT / Larsen Bay Airport Inproyenents

DCED 3/11 Economc Development Hatchinq Grants Progran

DCRA 5/13 Heathenzation/Energy Conservation/Retrofit Project

DCRA 7/13 Economc Diversity and Rural Development Grant Proqrans

DNR / Visitor Facility Maintenance and lnprovenents

DOT / Northern Region Safety Prcgran

DOT / Northern Region Highways PE. ROW & Utilities

DOT / Northern Region Airport Master Plans

DOT / Northern Region Aviation PE. ROM & Utilities-

DOT / Central Region Highways Prelininary Engineering -

DOT / Central Region Safety Progran ^

DOT / Central Region Railroad Crossing Inprovenents-

DOT / Central Region Aviation Prelininary Engineering .

DOT / Southeast Region Highway Safety Inprovenent Progran

DOT / Southeast Region Aviation PE. ROM & Utilities

DOT / Southeast Region. Southeast Alaska Airport Layout Plans

DOT / Taku Repower

DOT / Fleetwide Solas Upgrade

DOT / Hatanuska Galley and Dining Refurbishing

DOT / Shipboard Haste Uandling Syster

DOT / FY92 Statewide Equipment Fleet Refurbishrent/Replacenent Progran

DOT / Statewide Airport Leased Land Acquisition

ACT CF ACT Of ACT TOTAL GOV GF GOV OF GOV TOTAL DEF MAINT REF 1

0.0 438.5 438.5 0.0 438.5 438.5 129

350.0 0.0 350.0 350.0 0.0 350.0 883

0.0 1.875.0 1.875.0 0.0 1.875.0 1.875.0 118

250.0 0.0 250.0 250.0 0.0 250.0 68

0.0 3.281.3 3.281.3 0.0 3.281.3 3.281.3 111

0.0 1.171.9 1.171.9 0.0 1.171.9 1.171.9 122

0.0 650.0 650.0 0.0 650.0 650.0 114

0.0 6.310.0 6.310.0 0.0 6.310.0 6.310,0 113

0.0 1.875.0 1.875.0 0.0 1.875.0 1.875,0 119

600.0 16.951.7 17,551.7 600.0 16.951.7 17,551.7

0.0 1,007.8 1.007.8 0.0 1,007.8 1.007.8 1.437

0.0 2.343.8 2.343.8 0.0 2.343.8 2.343.8 116

0.0 266.0 266.0 0.0 266.0 266.0 103

0.0 937.5 937.5 C.O 937.5 937.5 125

0.0 4.555.1 4.555.1 0.0 4.555.1 4.555.1

1.200.0 0.0 1.200.0 800.0 0.0 800.0 461

1.000.0 2,500.0 3.500.0 2.000.0 2.500.0 4.500.0 211

1,000.0 0.0 1.000.0 1.000.0 5.100.0 6.100.0 213

0.0 0.0 0.0 200.0 0.0 200.0 1.586

0.0 1,300.0 1.300.0 0.0 1,300.0 1.300.0 32

0.0 7.045.0 7,045.0 0.0 7.045.0 7.045.0 41

0.0 1.400.0 1.100.0 0.0 1.400.0 1.400.0 57

0.0 1.910.0 1.910.0 0.0 1.910.0 1.910.0 65

0.0 6,500.0 6,500.0 0.0 6.500.0 6.500.0 90

0.0 1.350.0 1.350.0 0.0 1,350.0 1,350.0 94

0.0 450.0 450.0 0.0 450.0 450.0 100

0.0 937.5 937.5 0.0 937.5 937.5 124

0.0 400.0 400.0 0.0 400.0 400.0 168

0.0 300.0 300.0 0.0 300.0 300.0 179

0.0 150.0 150.0 0.0 150.0 150.0 180

0.0 1,443.7 1,443.7 0.0 1.443.7 1,443.7 860

0.0 177.4 177.4 0.0 177.4 177.4 863

0.0 133.0 133.0 0.0 133.0 133.0 867

0.0 177.4 177.4 0.0 177.4 177.4 868

0.0 12.300.0 12.300.0 0.0 12.300.0 12.300.0 898

0.0 750.0 750.0 0.0 750.0 750.0 913

Sun

Sun



I age 7 of OOVEWnp S FY 92 CAPITAL JKPffOVEMKNT PROGRAH BUDGET RECOMMENDATIONS, BY ELECTION DISTRICT

Hi COMMUNITY AGENCY AGY FRI DESCRIPTION (Truncated to 85 character*)

99 dot / Statewide Georeferencing Honunnntation

99 DOT / Statewide Alaska Aviation Systcn Plan Update

99 DOT / Statewide Urban Area Planning

99 DOT / Statewide National Highway Institute

99 DOT / Statewide U.S. Geological Survey Flood Analysis
i)U DOT / Halaspina Hotel Refurbishing
|U DOT / Tustuncna Repower
UL DOT 1/3 Statewide Research Progran

99 DOT 1/48 General Fund Hatch for Federal-Aid Uighways

99 DOT 2/48 General Fund Hatch for Federal-Aid Aviation

99 DOT 3/48 Statewide Advanced Project Definition

99 DOT 4/48 Statewide Annual Planning Work Progran

99 DOT 5/48 Statewide U.S. Geological Survey Digital Happing Progran Hatch

99 DOT 6/48 Statewide Railroad Planning

99 DOT 7/48 Statewide Urban Hass Admmstration Transit Grants

99 DOT 9/48 Central Region Barrier Free Progran

99 DOT 14/48 Alaska Hanne Highway Systen Handicapped Vans

99 DOT 15/48 Northern Region Barrier Free Progran

99 DOT 17/48 Statewide Underground Fuel Tank Replacenent

99 DOT 19/48 Corps of Engineers Progran

99 DOT 23/48 Resource Developnent Transportation Alternatives. Northwest Alaska

99 DOT 27/48 Statewide Annual Bridge Inspection and Inventory

AGY CP AGY OP AGY TOTAL GOV GF GOV OF GOV TOTAL DEP HAINT REF »

0.0 500.0 500.0 0.0 500.0 £00.0 915
0.0 500.0 500.0 0.0 500.0 500.0 916
0.0 335.0 335.0 0.0 335.0 335.0 918
0.0 200.0 200.0 0.0 200.0 200.0 919
0.0 185.0 185.0 0.0 185.0 185.0 920
0.0 500.0 500.0 0.0 500.0 500.0 1.312
0.0 266.0 266.0 0.0 266.0 266.0 1.313

500.0 550.0 1.050.0 0.0 550.0 550.0 910
28.400.0 0.0 28.400.0 28,400.0 0.0 28.400.0 896

4.540.0 0.0 4.540.0 4.540.0 0.0 4.540.0 902

800.0 0.0 800.0 800.0 0.0 800.0 912

590.0 550,0 1.140.0 590.0 550.0 1.140.0 909

30.0 0.0 30.0 30.0 0.0 30.0 922

15.5 36.0 51.5 15.5 36.0 51.5 921

6.0 394.0 400.0 6.0 394.0 400.0 917

200.0 0.0 200.0 200.0 0.0 200.0 819

160.0 0.0 160.0 160.0 0.0 160.0 870

500.0 0.0 500.0 500.0 0.0 500.0 13

3,500.0 0.0 3.500.0 2.000.0 0.0 2.000.0 905

8.000.0 0.0 8,000.0 5.370.0 0.0 5,370.0 900

300.0 0.0 300.0 200.0 0.0 200.0 1.122

420.0 750.0 1.170.0 0.0 750.0 750.0 908

51,161.5 43.990.0 95.151.5 46.811.5 49,090.0 95.901.5

113.956.5 289,350.9 403.307.4 54.506.5 311.277.9 365.784.4
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tion: _

FURTHER REFERRALS: Health, Education and Social Services
Finance

|JLI .1LIW P ' T I P  W l U P 1" >

^H O U S E C O M M ITTE E  REP'

Date Referred: January 30, 1991 

Date of Committee Action:

The TRANSPORTATION Committee considered: HB 13

HOUSE BILL NO. 85 SCHOOL BUS SAFETY EQUIPMENT

"An Act relating to equipment required on a school bus; and providing for an effective date."

RECOMMENDATION'S: 
be replaced w ith _______ . a s   ha&r l

] have attached amendments(s) 
^ fc lo  pass 

] do not pass 
] no recommendations 
] individual recommendations 
] additional referral to t h e ____

[ ] the same title 
-I * f a  new title

Committee

ADOPTS: letter of Intent

ATTACHES NEW FISCAL NOTE(s): ^

[ 1 ,/fiscal impact f) O . lr?______________

APPROVES PREVIOUS:

[ ] fiscal no te(s)_______

(Dqx/Dtli)

[ ] zero fiscal note [ ] zero fiscal note(s)

SIGNING DO PASS: SIGNING OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS:

Check appropriate column: Do Not 
Pass

No Rec Amend
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FISCAL NOTE

Revision Date: 2/21/91_______

STATE OF ALASKA
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Title: Equipment requ ired  on a school
bus

Sponsor: Navarre

Requestor: House Transportat ion

Department Alfected: 
BRU: K-12 Support

BILL NO. HB85 

Education_________

Component: Pup il Transportation

COMPONENT SER IAL  NO.

Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands ot Dollars)

OPERATING FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 FY 95 FY 96 F Y  97

P ERSO N A L  SER V IC ES

TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL

SU PP L IE S

EQU IPM ENT

LAND & STRU CTU RES

GRANTS. CLA IMS

M ISCELLAN EO U S

TO TAL OPERATING 173.7 -0 - -0 - -0 - -0 - -0 -

C AP ITAL

REVEN U E

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

G EN ER A L  FUND 173.7 -0 - -0 - -0 - -0 - -0 -

FED ERA L  FUNDS

OTHER

TOTAL

POSITIONS:

FULL-T IM E

PART -T IM E

TEM PO R ARY

Estimate of current year impact: None

AN ALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.)

See attached

Prepared Rv: Romayne Kareen -  J L J L  /  Phone:___465-2865_______________
Division: Education Finance & S u p p o r ^ / T ~ ^  / ] Date: 2/21/91______________

Approved by Commissioner: Steve H ^ e .  Acting  Commissioner________ ______________________
Agency: Education___________________________________________________ Date: 2/21191 _______

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

Rev 10/90 Page  ̂ o f  ^



HB85 Page 2 of 2
Revision-Date: 2/21/91

This fiscal note is updated to reflect revised estimates provided to the 
department by school districts for the number of Stop Arm Strobes needed 
under HB85.

Roof Mount Strobes: Stop Arm Strobes:
630 buses X $175 = $110,250 423 buses X $150 = $63,450

Total estimated FY92 cost: $173,700



7-LS0507\A.l

Ford

02/01/91

BY REPRESENTATIVE NAVARRE



IV. Amendment to HB 85

1. Anchorage has asked for a “grandfathering clause” to exclude some of 
their current fleet of buses. Approximately 50 of their buses have roof strobes that 
are located in the center of their buses. These buses would be phased out as new 
buses are purchased.



ALASKA SCHOOL BUS SAFETY COMMITTEE

February 5, 1991

Reprosontatlve Mike Navarre 
P.O. Box V, Room 515 
Juneau, AK 99911

Dear Sir:

The Alaska School Bus Safety Committee strongly supports 
House 8111 85, an act requiring school bus stop arms with 
alternating red strobe lights and a roof mounted white strobe 
light. The Safety Committee has researched and evaluated 
aspects of both strobe light systems and found them very 
effective 1n the visibility enhancement of school buses during 
Alaska's Inclement weather. Alaska's unique and varied weather 
conditions severely limit visibility of school buses during 
their most vulnerable period, the loading and unloading of 
students.

It 1s also Imperative that the Legislature supply the 
funding for these projects. Currently, school districts 
throughout the State are having their pupil transportation 
reimbursement funds prorated by the Department of Education due 
to funding short falls. The proposed budget by the Governor 
suggests further reductions 1n pupil transportation 
reimbursement funds. Additionally, school bus operators 
throughout the State are suffering the effects of extraordinary 
high fuel costs with no relief from these expenses. It would 
be unfair to ask either the Districts or Bus Operators to 
shoulder the expense for these Items.



■*“ 31 Iiv/I'l ,Q*iS

SCHOOL DISTRICT
ANCHORAGE

Pupil Transportation 

. 3580 East Tudor Road
. 1J ~ ' w «• 4 c L** ̂ .

Area Code 907 -  503-3022

FAX 907-562-3957

February 4,1991
Representative Mike N avarre 
Alaska House of Representatives 
Pouch V
Juneau, Alaska 99811 
FAX 465-2278

Dear Representative N avarre,

The Anchorage School District believes that the addition of red strobe lights to the 
stop arm  and white strobe lights to the roof of school buses will enhance school bus 
safety. All buses in our District, as well as Contracted bus fleets, have been equipped 
with red strobe lights on the stop arm  since Septem ber 1989. The addition of these 
strobe lights has significantly reduced the num ber of m otorists who pass stopped 
school buses. We also feel that the addition of roof m ounted white strobe lights will 
further increase the visibility of school buses and increase the aw areness of the 
presence of school buses w ith the general m otoring public. Approxim ately 60% of 
the fleet have already been equipped w ith roof m ounted strobe lights. The District 
m ade roof m ounted strobe lights m andatory in our current transportation contracts. 
After the buses w ere delivered  and began op era tin g  the A nchorage Police 
D epartm ent notified m e that these lights were illegal and school bus drivers using 
the lights w ould be issued citations (see attached letter).

The Anchorage School District w ould support passage of H ouse Bill 85 if the bill not 
only m andates installation of w hite roof m ounted strobe lights, but also addresses 
use of the lights. I w ould also like to see an exception m ade on the location of the 
lights that are a lready installed. The Anchorage School District has alm ost fifty 
buses that have strobe lights m ounted in the center of the roof.

Thank you for tl-vi- interest that you have show n in school bus safety issues. If you 
need any additional inform ation feci free to contact m e at 563-3022.

Sincerely,

Steven Kalmes
Director of T ra n sp o rta tio n  Services



NEA-ALASKA
AFFILIATED W ITH TIIF. N A TIO N A L ED U C A TIO N  ASSOCIATION

ANCHORAGE REGIONAL OFFICE JUNEAU OFFICE FAIRBANKS REGIONAL OFFICE
M il  W 33RD AVENUE 

ANCHORAGE. ALASKA  90503 
1907) 274 0536

105 MUNICIPAL WAY, SUITE 302 
JUNEAU. ALASKA  99801 

1907) 586 3090

21)8 CUSHMAN STREET 
FAIRBANKS. ALASKA  99701 

1907 ) 456 4435

February 1, 1991

Rep. Mike Navarre 
Alaska State Legisluture 
P.O. Box V 
Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Rep. Navarre:

NEA-Alaska appreciates and supports your desire to improve school 
bus safety. It is very important that the safety of our children 
remain paramount and your legislation appears to meet those 
needs. If we can be of any assistance please let us know.

Sincerely,

Don Oberg 
President



Fairbanks  N orth  Sta r  Borough  Sc h o o l  D istrict

P.O. Box 71250 Fairbanks. Alaska 99707-1250 (907) 452-2000

| F̂ jju'k»T.'orâ  BOBXMQi$cho^DLi^ |

 *    —

February i, 1991

Reoresentative Navarre 
PO Box V
Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Representative Navarre:

I would like to take this opportunity to offer my support for 
your efforts, through House Bill 35, to require strobe lights on 
school buses.

I am currently the transportation coordinator for the FNSB School 
District, a position I have held for the past 10 years. I have 
also been a member of the Alaska delegation to the 1935 and 1990 
Conferences on National Minimum Standards for school buses. In 
addition, I participated in the development of the Alaska school 
Bus Driver Training Program and the Alaska Enhanced School Bus 
Inspection Program.

One of the major ways to protect the school bus and its 
passengers is to ensure that other motorists are aware of its 
presence. A "safety cushion" around a school bus is created by 
the unique color and lighting equipment that are part of existing 
school bus standards. This allows the motorists on the road the 
opportunity to take extra precautions, knowing that school 
children are nearby. Strobe lights, in the stop arm and on the 
roof, increase the effectiveness of this "safety cushion".

We have used white strobe lights on the tops of our school buses 
in Fairbanks for at least 15 years. (They have been on so long 
that no one remembers when they were first required.) They are 
particularly effective in the difficult conditions of darkness, 
snow, and ice fog in which we operate in Fairbanks. Under adverse 
conditions drivers are aware of the strobe long before seeing the 
actual bus itself. This can be a critical safety feature when 
visibility is reduced to less than 50 feet.

The best measure of the usefulness of strobes that I can offer is 
the public awareness their presence. The strobes are so much a 
part of school busing in Fairbanks that monitoring for compliance 
is not necessary. The public is so accustomed to seeing strobes 
on our buses that my office receives complaints when a bus



is r u n n i n g  a r o u n d  w i t h o u t  a s t r o b e .

We have no direct experience with strobe in the stop paddles in 
Fairbanks. However, they were tested as part of a pilot project 
of the Alaska School Bus Safety Committee, and proved effective 
there as well. I have observed them on buses in the Kenai 
Peninsula area and found the strobes to be a great improvement 
over standard paddle lights.

Your efforts to increase the "safety cushion" around our school 
buses through the mandatory use of strobes is supported 
throughout the pupil transportation industry. The significant 
increase in safety certainly warrants the small additional cost 
to the price of an entire school bus. Your efforts to retrofit 
the existing buses in the state will create an immediate impact 
for a relatively low cost. Such an approach is far superior to a 
slow phase-in on new buses. In addition to the several year delay 
in equipping all buses in the state, the effort to raise public 
awareness would be diminished by the lack of standardized 
equipment between buses.

Thank you for your support of safe, effective pupil 
transportation. Do not hesitate to contact me if I can be of any 
assistance to your efforts.

Sincerely,

Bob Shefchik
Transportation Coordinator



February 7, 1 *3CJ 1

Representative Mike Navarre 
Pouch V (MS 3100)
Juneau, Alaska 99811 RE: HD 85

Dear Representative Navarre:

I regret that. 1 was unable to participate in this morning's scheduled teleconference 
regarding House Bill 85: "An Act relating to equipment required on a school bus...".

The matter of a statewide requirement for red strobe lights on stop arms and white 
strobe lights on the roof of buses has not been brought before the membership of 
this organization. While most would agree that these items provide increased visi­
bility in some areas (such as Fairbanks), one wonders if the requirement is necessary 
in al1 areas? Mot all areas of the state experience ice fog conditions.

Other vehicles (such as DOT road maintenance equipment and fuel tankers) use che 
white stobe lights, so their use will not automatically tell motorists there's a 
school bus in the vicinity.

Retrofitting all buses will certainly be a challenge — school buses are already 
electrical and wiring "nightmares". This is not to say it would be impossible.

At any rate, if the requirements added to AS 28.05.104(b) (1) are to become law, 
then most definitely the fiscal appropriation in Sec. 2 is imperative!

If the Legislature adds these requirements, the state must be prepared to pay for 
same. School districts and school transportation contractors are already working 
with severe budget constraints due to reductions in funding and fuel costs which 
have sky-rocketed since the onset of the Persian Gulf crisis last fall.

It would"be unreasonable to expect districts and contractors to bear the costs of 
retrofitting without reimbursement by the state. And I doubt that even the amounts 
noted in Sec. 2 will be adequate to cover all the costs of parts and installation 
labor. (There will also be additional maintenance expenses for these items.)

We will appreciate you keeping our association informed of developments as HB 85 
proceeds through committees. If we can provide further suggestions or input, please 
let us know.

Vice-president

ce: House Committees on Transportation; Health, Education and Social Services;
Finance

Sen. Dick Shultz; Rep. Johnny Gonzales 
Romayne Kareen, Pupil Trans., DOE

Cordially,
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STATE OF ALASKA
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

t :
BILL NUMBER: CSHB 89

FISCAL NOTE
Revision Date: 4/5/91 Department Affected
Title: Food/Housing at Remora Construction .Sites ERU:

Sponsor:
Requestor

House Transportation 

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (Thousandsox'!>oliars)

Ccmpone.it: 
C o m p o n en t .Serial N um b er:

DQT&jPF
Statewide Engineering & 
Operations Standards 
Eng. St Oper. Standards 
547

O PERATING FY92 FY93 m'YSw fY :>S 1' Y 9 6 FY97
PERSONAL SERVICES 0 0 0 >.) r  o 0
TRAVEL 3.0 0 d 0 o 0
CONTRACTU A!. 15.0 0 0 ............ 0 . . . . 0 . . . 0
SUPPLIES 0 0 0 0 0 0
EQUIPMENT 0 0 0 0 0 0
LaND & STRUCTURES 0 0 0 0 G 0
GRANTS. CLAIMS 0 0 0 0 0 0
MISCELLANEOUS 0 0 0 0 0 0
TO TA L  OPERATING: 18.0 0 0 c 0 0

I 400.0 1 400.0 f 4QQ.0 | aCO.Q I 400.0 I 4QQ.QCAPITAL

REVENUE I I I

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars’)
GENERAL FUNDS 418.0 *100.0 4C0.0 j 400.0 400.0 400.0
FEDERAL FUNDS 0 0 L. .  0_ . . . o  1 0 0
OUTER 0 0 0 0____ 0 0
TO TA L  FUNDING: 0 0 0 • 0 0 0
POSITIONS
FULL-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0
pa r t -tim e 0 0 0 0 0 0
TEMPORARY 0 0 0 0 0 0

Estimate of ciurent year impact: None.

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary) 

See Attachment.

P repared  by: Je ffa rv . C - Q t t e s en . D ire c to r______

Division: g.Tgir.cf rbg and Operations f 'm Lrd

Approved by Commissioner
Frank G. Tnrptn 

Agency: Department of Trsnspcrtavon ;r.d p-Kic Fiijih.us

Phone: 465-2951

Date: Apr! 26, 1991

Phone, 465-3900

Dele: April 26, 1991

PifL'ibution 9v Prepare:1. Lagirlativc Finsr.-a. L ::; :!:J . e Sprr.-or, Dequcsvr. CM1.'. Impaired Agency(ies).

REV 2/7/91 Pa^e I  o f 1



A NALYSIS - (cont.-Crom

Regulations
There sviil be approximately SIS.O in one-lime fulrniniscrarivc costs in FY 1992 due to the costs of 
implement regulations; these funds will tie used for leg tl support, advertising, public hearings and 
travel to public hearings. Of this amount, S15.Q1:3 for conn actual u jm s (legal costs f>12.0, 
transcriptions S2.0, advertising 51 0) and $3.0 is for travel and per diem to meetings.

Administrative costs of establishing new contract -specifications and having them reviewed by the 
Attorney General's office, regional staff and federal t-.gcr.c-'c.-i will be home by existing operating 
budgets.

Opnorr:,ni.^.Costs: Federal-Aid Cam*.?.! Programs
While not a new cost requiring an appiopriation the bill has the effect of raising costs on certain 
federal-aid highway and aviation projects and thereby reducing buying power. This cost is 
essentially an opportunity cost to the progiam. It is ertima’c-d at 52.0 to 3.0 million annually and 
will result in the delay of some projects as the schedule fur highway and airport improvements 
will stretch out accordingly. It does appear as a cost on the fiscal note.

Capital .Costs: General Funded Capitol Programs
For the GF capital budget, we assumed that, on average, about 34 million dollars of general 
funded construction would be defined as "remote" each year, and that the cost of a camp would 
contribute about 10% additional expense to these projects. Tills amount would vary with the size 
of the state's capital budget and the portion of the budge* that is allocated to remote projects.

STATE OF ALASKA PILL NUMBER: CSHB 39
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

REV 2/7/91 Page 2 of 1



HOUSE BILL 89
by

REPRESENTATIVE RICHARD FOSTER

* I introduced this bill, after discussions with some 
construction union representatives, in order to resolve the 
problems the state's remote construction projects have incurred. 
The problems simply put are the unhealthy living conditions for 
the construction workers on those projects.

It was brought to my attention that workers on many of the 
projects we are building around the state have terrible living 
conditions. It was reported to me that many of these living 
situations have been the sites of unsanitary conditions that have 
resulted in sickness for workers and environmental damage.

As I understand it, the state used to allow for the costs of 
providing camps for workers on these projects until it became an 
item of a bidding war between union and non-union contractors. 
The end result was the lowering of living standards for innocent 
employees on both sides. In essence, the state realized a cost 
savings at the expense of the workers.

* DOTPF is probably tired of hearing the complaints of the 
construction unions regarding the living conditions their members 
have had to endure over the years. I want to make it clear that 
DOTPF is not to blame in this situation. It’s DOTPF's job to ensure 
quality as well as a smooth flow of productivity. I also understand 
that DOTPF eventually tried to correct the problem by establishing 
campgrounds for the construction workers, but I feel that this is 
not adequate to ensure people don't have to live in tents where 
the weather can make things almost as miserable as not having 
outhouses and other facilities.

* I am glad that labor, DOTPF, and the AGC have been able to 
settle on a compromise on this issue. I would like to commend 
them for working together to take care of the people who 
essentially are our employees. They work for* a private contractor,



but we create the jobs. 1 don't think the state intended to have 
workers living in the squalor that has been reported to me.

* Another positive effect this bill will provide is a vehicle for 
local hire. Obviously it's in the state's best interest as well as the 
contractors' to hire people from the area where the project is 
being built. The more people a contractor hires locally, the less 
people the contractor will be forced to feed and house.

* I would also like to point out that a simple solution such as 
per deim will not address the problem properly. I'm sure some 
workers would rather have the extra cash a per deim allowance 
would bring them, but the unsanitary and unhealthy living 
conditions would still exist.

* The technical details of the bill will be covered by DOTPF and 
the labor groups who have worked so long and hard on this bill.
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,es  the
sponsor's  concern  for living conditio  rem ote pit’ Me construction
projects and my concern for the adverse of increase osts of remote
pro jec ts .

These goals are accomplished in two Wuf "Mrst, food and housing or
transportation will have to be provided for mv.se employees who choose 
these amenities under the same project specifications as in the Labor and 
Commerce Committee substitute. However, those employees who choose 
not *o ivail themselves of these benefits can opt out, Since opt-out
cm r willingly absorb the costs of food and housing, there is a need

onding benefit. That benefit is contained in the section of the 
;ovides an employment preference. I have been advised by

"?• dvisors that th is p reference  would be c o n s titu t io n a l .  A 
n tc that effect is forthcom ing. Section 1 o f  the bill now

in c ite  .4 fi .dings section to justify the changes.

These p rov isions would m ost p robably  resu lt in con trac to rs  " t iv e l y  
seeKi g employees who would choose to opt-out so that tor ’'id
projections could be lowered and thus more competitive. ' d resuu
would be reduced project costs to the state as opposed t, pposite
-ffect if  these measures were not in the bill. There is also potential 
benefit in the selection o f  Alaska residents over non-res iden ts  since 
contractors might well be able to identify opt-out employees easier among 
the state's existing labor pool.

To protect contractors there is specific language that the waiver be in 
writing. In addition, the waiver is non-revokable so d.at employees would

Alaska ffiegtelaturc

.. iinem

TO:

FROM:

RE:

Senator Curt Menard, Sponsor of SB 37 and 
Senate Finance Committee members

Senator Ai Adams

Proposed Committee Substit for Senate Bill 37

DATE: M ay 11, 1991

The proposed  Com mittee Substitu te  f "enate  Bill 37



Page 2
May U ,  1991
Proposed CS for Senate Bill 37

not abuse the preference hencfb to sec u re  employment and then attempt 
to change their status later regarding food and housing. Regulations 
overseeing  the m echanism s of preference would be produced by the 
Department of Transportation as with the other regulations called for in 
this legislation,

There is one further change in the committee substitute found on page 2, 
line 9 by the addition of "cr in determining gross weekly earnings under 
AS 23.30.220". This Is to insure that food and housing costs are not 
included  in the spendable weekly wage determ inations for com puting 
com pensation of injured workers.

»
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SUBJECT: C.SSSSB 37 ( ) (Food &. housing on rem ote state construction 
projects - P version dated 5/11/91)

TO: Senator A1 Adams

Teresa 5. C ram er 
Legislative Counsel

FROM:

You have asked w hathet die enclosed draft raises constitutional issues because of the 
em ploym ent preference given to those construction workers who waive the 
requirem ent that food and housing or transportation he provided. In my opinion, the 
waiver probably is not unconstitutional as an im perm issible em ploym ent preference.

T he preference applies to anyone who waiver, the requirem ent that the construction 
contractor provide food and housing. Those, who reside close to the project will be 
in a b e tte r position to waive that requirem ent, since they are m ors likely to have food 
and housing available to them, but nothing in the bill prevents anyone from securing 
local housing and providing for their own meals. N or is a contractor prohibited  from 
offering, for free or at a price, room and board to those who waive the requirem ent.

The most recent Alaska case to consider regional hiring preferences is S tate  v. 
Enserch Alaska Construction. Inc,. 787 P.2d 624 (Alaska, 1989). In that case the 
court held that the opportunity to obtain em ploym ent on public construction 
contracts was an im portant right under state equal protection analysis. T herefore, 
state statu tes that interfered with the right would be subject to close scrutiny. Tire 
law under exam ination in The case required a regional preference for 50 percen t of 
the jobs in particular trades on projects located in regions found to be econom ically 
depressed. The preference created by CSSSSB 95 Q is not directly based on 
residence. It is available to anyone, resident or nonresident. Therefore, it is m ore 
likely to survive challenge under the sta te’s equal protection clause than the s ta tu ’ 
in E nserch . However, given that the practical application will favor local resir' 
there  is som e possibility that a court would find that the law violated the rig. 
those not from the area of the project. However, ;t applies to projects in all r** 
areas o f the state so it po tentia’ly offers benefits to a wider num ber of worker 
the preference in E nserch.



Senator AJ Adam* 
May 13, 1991 
Page 2

The statutory requirement is skeletal only, and the department must implement it by 
regulation. How the preference is implemented may give rise to issues which are too 
speculative to examine in the time available for this memorandum,

If I may be o f further assistance, please advise.

TCtlmb 
9M86.1mb

i
i



Department of Transportation
and ’Public Facilities

POSITION

BILL NO; CSHB 39 APPROVED;

TITLE: Food/Housing at
Remots Construction Sites

DATE: April 26,1991

This bill represents a compromise between the department and labor unions 
regarding a statutory provision for camps on remote construction projects. While 
we are not enthusastic about this bill/ neither do we oppose it. Our position is 
neutral.

As background, camps were at one time required thru negotiated labor agreements. 
With the rise of non-union contractors, the cost of camps made union contractors 
less competitive, and in order to ensure union conrractors could secure projects this 
provision was eliminated by negotiations. At remote: projects unsanitary living 
conditions occured as employees camped whereever they could find a site, without 
regard for trash disposal and basic sanitary iequipments. In 1990, in response to the 
problem, the department adopted a contractual requirement for a contractor 
furnished campground at remote projects. Under this arrangement, the employee 
must provide the tent or camper and cool: h is /her own meals; the contractor 
provides, free of charge, a full-service camp site complete with power, water and a 
central lavatory, shower and laundry facility.

While we believe that mandatory campgrounds are a t-os.1 effective solution, union 
representatives have continued to stress their preference; for contractor furnished 
housing and meals. Aside from the policy question of whether camps or 
campgrounds are appropriate, the engine! version of the bill was unworkable for 
practical reasons.

The sponsor substitute has effectively addressed the impractic&lities. The 
requirement for camps will not a p p ly  ;o sm.ul j : short duration projects. There is 
also a clear point of decision before the project is W, making it clear to ail bidders as 
:o v h a t  is required contractually. F i r ml y , . r c AC * o r  may .reign the cost of a camp 
against the cost of compensated transportadon time i i  ores: vO make the most 
economical decision.

For Further I f f e m ' t i n * '  ~nr;t/;ct Kr>+'j M c lh -^h :»t i65-3900,



Department of Transportation and Public Facilities
Position Paper Page 2

BILL NO; CSHB 89

TITLE; Food/Housing at Remote Construction Sites

DATE: April 26, 1991_____

I

While we are neutral toward the bill, we must point out the opporruntiy costs. 
Camps will in essence add to a contractor's overhead thus rsisiiig the cost of remote 
projects. As we operate with a fixed amount c? federal money for airport and 
highway improvements, we will lose some purchasing power. On state-funded 
projects, remote projects will also require an incrementally larger appropriation. 
Estimates of these costs are found in our Fiscal Note.

Finally, we would like to offer a nominal amendment. The Association of General 
Contractors has requested that it be made explicit that when a camp is required, the 
state take steps to provide the site and secure necessary permits. It has always been 
our intent that we do so, because it removes the possibility of "sweetheart" deals 
regarding a site and prevents undue delays while the contractor seeks permits; we 
endorse a statutory requirement. Recommended the following:

Section 1, paragraph (d) Unless a state construction contract is exempt under 
(b) or (c) of this section, the specifications for the contract must contain a 
provision setting out the requirement for providing food and housing at 
remote construction sites and the optional provisions for transportation 
services. When this provision is required the contract must include a 
designated site and relevant perrnii!- for th^.placement.of contractor 
furnished, housing.

For Further Information contact Katy McHugh at 405-3000:



HOUSE BILL 89
Testimony by 

Don Rouleau, Business Agent 
lor

Alaska District Council of Laborers

* Camps were always included in the construction of the 
state’s remote construction projects until it was discovered by a 
few non-union outside contractors that they could underbid 
Alaskan union contractors on jobs by deleting the costs of 
providing food and housing for their workers.

* Unfortunately, for construction workers non-union and 
union alike, the union contractors demanded that the contractual 
provisions be removed from the construction labor agreements. 
The unions reluctantly agreed. The contractors were then put on 
an even footing with the outside non-union contractors.

* The result has been a continual degradation of living 
conditions where there are no facilities within a reasonable 
distance to the jobsites. Union and non-union workers alike have 
been living in tents, visqueene lean-tos, the back seats of cars, and 
some have even built their own teepees. The lucky individuals 
who can afford a camper or motorhome have been fortunate 
enough to live off the ground and are staying dry.

* Unsanitary conditions have been the normal living 
environment for quite a few. Those who have campers have dug 
shallow holes and put their sewer hoses into barrels with holes 
punched into them to leach out both their grey and sewer water. 
Sometimes they let their sewer drain onto the ground or just 
drive down the road and put the hose into the ditch to empty it. 
Those less fortunate individuals who live in their cars and tents 
have been using any place that's convenient to relieve 
themselves.



* Imagine yourself working 12 hours a day to come home to a 
tent that has no facilities nearby. You've been working seven 12's 
for weeks and you haven't had a shower for almost as many. You 
then pull out the cookstove and warm up some soup and try  to 
make a sandwich for something to eat before you fall asleep in the 
same clothes you woke up in that morning. You then wake up 
early around 4 am to make something for breakfast and something 
to take to the jobsite for lunch. Now imagine this in the rain, or the 
snow that sometimes falls in the latter part of the construction 
season.

How long would you last under those conditions?

If you had to work to support your family and you couldn't 
leave the job for fear of losing your home to the bank because you 
couldn't make your payments, you would have to stick it out even 
if it meant getting sick and living in misery.

* One of the big problems we've found is that the average 
construction worker can't afford to buy a camper to stay dry and 
warm. That worker finds a big flaw in the system because he can't 
afford not to work. If he refuses the job that is offered to him that 
day, he doesn't know if he'll get another that season. The poorer 
workers are discriminated against because of their financial status.

Some people have claimed that this bill will work against local 
hire because it will be easier for outside workers to come up and be 
fed and housed by the contractor. The exact opposite is true - the 
more people a contractor hires near the actual jobsite, the less he 
will have to provide food and housing for.

* Furthermore, contractors who come up from outside and 
successfully bid on a job tell a lot of their people to get up to Alaska 
early and they often drive up in their campers ready to go to 
work. The the leave with out spending much of their money inside 
Alaska.



* The draft CS you have before you is the result of a few years 
of negotiations with DOTPF and the AGC. I hope you will find it in 
your hearts to alleviate the deplorable working conditions remote 
construction workers have to live with at the job site.
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Mr. Chairman 
Members of the Committee

My name Is Jack Jakubiec. I am a Business Agent for Local 302 of the Operating Engineer's 
Union. My office is in Fairbanks and my area of business is the Interior and the North Slope 
of Alaska. Local 302 has offices In Anchorage and Juneau and our collective area of 
jurisdiction is all of Alaska.

I am here to support House Bill #89. We view this as a health issue for our members. 

Historically in Alaska, heavy and highway conlraclurs havo provided cam ps for their workers

when the projects were In remote locations. In past years, all, or nearly all, of this work was 
done by union contractors. I ne old labor agreements typically required the contractor 

(employer) to provide board and lodging to all employees where the job w as outside of a 40- 
mile radius of cities or towns that could provide adequate board and lodging.

Non-union contractors have no such camp requirement. This gives them a  significant cost 

advantage over a union contractor. Under pressure from tho union contractor to give them a 
level playing field against the non-union contractor, our union, ac woll oc othor uniono, havo. 

eliminated the room and board requirements on all highway and bridge work in southeast 
Alaska and on the connected or linked highways in the rest of Alaska, the Dalton Highway 
excepted.

Now all contractors have the level playing field so earnestly sought hut it has resulted in a 

derogation of the living conditions of our members while on the jobsite. Our members have 
adapted in many ways to the lack of board and room. The few affluent have purchased camp 
trailers, motor homes, or campers for their pickups and live In those either squatting 
alongside the road, at a nearby commercial campground, or In a few cases, in a campground 
buitt by the contractor. Many camp somewhere near the project In tents, vlsqueen shelters, 
and I have heard of living in dry culverts.

This Is not a desirable way for the State to do its construction. There are many serious side 
effects to this; disposal of human waste, disposal of garbage, consumption of water from 
questionable source come quickly to mind. We have brought this problem to the attention of 

tho Qtato and havo ackod that tho oamp roqviromonto be opoHod out in bid documonto of tho

individual projects. To date, no accord has been reached. Even if tho State begins to do this 
it would be a regulatory change which could be changed back to the present method of doing 
business by a less sympathetic administration.
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It would be desirable, from our viewpoint, to have this camp requirement a matter of law.

As a matter of comparison, the State employees on these same construction jobs I have been 
talking about are paid a per diem rate over and above their regular salary. The sLort term {30 
days or less) per diem rate is $80.00 per day. The long term (over 30 days) per diem rate is 
$50.00 per day. This is somewhat like comparing apples and oranges because they still 
have to find a place to stay on or noar those projocts but, at loaGt, aro reimbursed for doing 

so. The construction contractor employees are not reimbursed in any extra way for housing 
themselves.

It is only reasonable that when the State of Alaska has contractors working for it, they require 

the contractor to furnish adequate room and board for its employees when there is no other 
available within a reasonable driving distance.

Thank you.



1 . CALL MEETING TO ORDER

2. NOTE THE DATE: /Tuesday, April 30th, 1991
NOTE TIME:

3. ROLL CALL OF MEMBERS PRESENT

4. DURING TODAYS MEETING WE WILL TAKE JP:

HB 89 - Relating to food and housing at remote ^  / /
camp sites. -b  fU cM o'oj*', +

Overview presentation by DOT on the 
^statewide transportation plan.

5. INTRODUCE ANY SPECIAL GUESTS OR V.I.P.s

6. REQUEST ANY PERSONS WISHING TO TESTIFY TO SIGN THE
WITNESS REGISTER

ANNOUCEMENTS AT CLOSE OF MEETING

THE NEXT MEETING OF THE HOUSE TRANSPORTATION 
COMMITTEE WILL BE:

  r * ' V r -  * Jj f  v  / -V » vV’ • • . -'

Discussion on DOT bidding and 'procurement

8 . ADJOURN MEETING. NOTE TIME OF ADJOURNMENT.
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^MOUSE COMMITTEE REP<*

Date Referred: February 4, 1991 FURTHER REFERRALS:

Date of Committee Action:

The TRANSPORTATION Committee considered: HB 102

HOUSE BILL NO. 102 LOWER ALCOHOL LIMIT TO 0.08

"An Act relating to the offense of operating a motor vehicle, aircraft, or watercraft while intoxicated; and 
providing for an effective date."

RECOMMENDATIONS: 
be replaced w ith _______

[ ] the same title 
-[ 1 a new title

) have attached amendments(s) 
pass 

] do not pass 
] no recommendations 
J individual recommendations 
1 additional referral to th e ____ Committee

ADOPTS: letter of Intent

ATTACHES NEW FISCAL NOTE(s): ^  APPROVES PREVIOUS:

[ ^ f i s c a l  impact [ ) fiscal no te(s)________

'Depi/Due)

[ ] zero fiscal note [ ] zero fiscal note(s)
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FISCAL NOTE

Revision Date: __________________
Title: Lowering the PHI Blood

STATE OF ALASKA
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Alcohol to .08
Sponsor: Representative Donlev

BILL NO. HB 102

Department Affected: Pub!1c Safety
BRU: DPS Statewide Support
Component: Contract Oal1s_________

COMPONENT SERIAL NO.Requestor: House Transportation_____

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (Thousands of Dollars) (Inflation not Included)

OPERATING FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 FY 95 FY 96 FY 97

PERSONAL SERVICES

TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL 36.0 72.0 72.0 72.0 72.0 72.0

SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES

GRANTS, CLAIMS

MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING 36.0 72.0 72.0 72.0 72.0 72.0

CAPITAL

REVENUE

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollar*,)

GENERAL FUND 36.0 72.0 72.0 72.0 72.0 72.0

FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER/PROG RCPT

TOTAL 36.0 72.0 72.0 72.0 72.0 72.0

POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME

PART-TIME

TEMPORARY

Estimate of current year impact none

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page If necessary)

See attached analysis

Prepared by:  Capt. Thomas T. Stearns
Division: Office of the Commissioner

Approved by Commissioner:
Agency: Department of Public Safety

Phone: 
Date:

465-4322
3/20/91

Richard L. Burton
Date: 3/20/91

Distribution (by preparer): Legislative Finance, Legislative Sponsor, Requestor, 0MB, S. Impacted Agency! ies).

Rev 10/90 Page 1 of 2
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The Department of Public Safety contracts with 19 communities for jail service for 
persons charged with violation of state laws. This Includes housing of defendants 
pending arralngment or release on bail; many persons sentenced for DWI convictions also 
serve their jail sentences in local "contract jails".

The annual average number of persons housed in contract jails over the last four years 
for DWI Is 1,937. Those persons spent an annual average of 6,000 prisoner days within 
the facility. The average FY 90 dally cost per person was $120.00.

Assuming a 107. increase In DMI arrests upon the passage of MB 102, there will be an 
annual estimated Increase in contract costs of $72,000.

107. x 6,000 average annual prisoner days = 600
600 x $120.00 average prisoner day cost = $72,000



FISCAL NOTE

R ev is io n  Date: ___________________
T i t l e :  Lowering the DWI Blood

STATE OF ALASKA
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

A lcohol to .08
Sp on so r : Repr esenta t ive  Po n lev
Requestor: House T ransporta t ion

BILL NO. HB 102

Department Affected:
BRU: A laska  State Troopers

Pub 11c Safety

Component: Detachments

COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 7

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (Thousands o f  D o l la r s )  ( In f l a t io n  not Inc luded)

OPFRATING FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 FY 95 FY 96 FY 97

PERSONAL SERVICES 136.3 272.6 272.6 272.6 272.6 272.6

TRAVEL 21.4 42.3 42.3 42.3 42.3 42.3

CONTRACTUAL 42.4 84.7 84.7 84.7 84.7 84.7

SUPPLIES 4.5 9.0 9.0 9.0 9.0 9.0

EQUIPMENT 103.8

LAND & STRUCTURES

GRANTS, CLAIMS

MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING 308.4 408.6 408.6 408.6 408.6 408.6

CAPITAL

REVENUE

FUNDING: (Thousands of D o l la r s )

GENERAL FUND 308.4 408.6 408.6 408.6 408.6 408.6

FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER/PROG RCPT

TOTAL 308.4 408.6 408.6 408.6 408.6 408.6

POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME 4 4 4 4 4 4

PART-TIME

TEMPORARY

Estimate o f  current year Impact none

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page i f  necessary)

See attached analysis.

/
A/Prepared by: Franc!s  C. A l la n  - ________________________Phone: 269-5691____________

K D i v i s i o n :  A laska  State T r o o p Dat0:  3/20/91_______________

Approved by Commissioner: ____________Richard L. Burton
Agency: Department o f  P u b m F S a f e t v  »• Date: 3/20/91_____

Distribution (by preparer): Legislative Finance. Legislative Sponsor, Requestor, O H B , & Impacted Agency(ies).

Rev 10/90 Page 1 o f  ___ §_
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This bill will have a significant impact on the Department of Public Safety. All DWI 
enforcement and training is now aimed at detecting, testing and convicting persons at 
levels of .10 or higher. New training will be prepared and annually delivered to all 
Public Safety Troopers.

Specific training will be aimed at detecting horizontal gaze nystagmus at the lower 
levels with other training aimed at detecting subtle driving clues presented by a .08 
driver.

This legislation would be a message to the Department to increase enforcement activity 
and aim enforcement activity directly at the lower blood alcohol levels. Four 
additional State Troopers would be assigned DWI enforcement tasks in historically high 
accident areas statewide, to include Anchorage, Fairbanks, Palmer, Soldotna, and 
Glennallen.

Department of Public Safety needs would be as follows:

1. Annual Academy training for 24 DWI instructors 
(Travel and per diem)

$ 12,000

2. Four-hour blocks of instruction annually for all 
DPS State Trooper? In clue detection and 
upgrade horizontal gaze nystagmus

22,300

3. Four additional statewide AST Troopers for highway 
patrol areas 453,108

4. A continuing public information program aimed at 
informing the public of the new legislation for 
a time period before the law goes into effect 
and a public information program to maintain 
awareness and compliance. 25.000

Total FY 92 Cost (effective date 1/1/92) $308,408

Total Cost FY 93-FY 97 $408,608
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Average State Trooper Costs

PERSONAL SERVICES - 100

Salary - Including
120 hours OT $47,560

Benefits 20.594
TOTAL PERSONAL SERVICES $68,154

TRAVEL AND PER DIEM - 200

Average - This will vary
TOTAL TRAVEL AND PER DIEM 2,000

CONTRACTUAL - 300

Telephone/Postage, $85 per month x 12 1,020
Photo processing, $40 per month x 12 480
PSEA Physical exam, average 300
PSEA Uniform Cleaning Allowance 636
HWCF Vehicle - Monthly Replacement Cost

$605 per month + $435 per month x 12 12.480
TOTAL CONTRACTUAL 14,916

SUPPLIES AND MATERIALS - 400

Uniforms with all accessories, jacket, 
hats handcuffs, etc. 1,657

Film supplies, office supplies 300
Vehicle accessories - blanket, tire chains, 

snow tires, flares, etc. 300
TOTAL SUPPLIES AND MATERIALS 2,257

EQUIPMENT

Patrol vehicle - Initial cost 21,000
Car radio 1,900
Portable radio w/ chaiger 2,400
Firearms (revolver & shotgun) 550

TOTAL EQUIPMENT 25.950

TOTAL TROOPER COST $113.277
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Four Troopers

PERSONAL SERVICES - 100

Four Troopers 
Salary - including 

120 hours OT 
Benef1ts

TOTAL PERSONAL SERVICES

$190,240
-82,376

$272,616

TRAVEL AND PER DIEM - 200

Average - Thi s wi11 vary
TOTAL TRAVEL AND PER DIEM 2,000 X 4 = 8,000

CONTRACTUAL - 300

Telephone/Postage, $85 per month x 12 1,020
Photo processing, $40 per month x 12 480
PSEA Physical exam, average 300
PSEA Uniform Cleaning Allowance 636
HWCF Vehicle - Monthly Replacement Cost

$605 per month + $435 per month x 12 12.480
TOTAL CONTRACTUAL 14,916 x 4 59,664

SUPPLIES AND MATERIALS - 400

Uniforms with all accessories, jacket, 
hats handcuffs, etc.

Film supplies, office supplies 
Vehicle accessories - blanket, tire chains, 

snow tires, flares, etc.
TOTAL SUPPLIES AND MATERIALS

1 ,657 
300

 3QQ
2.257 x 4 = 5,028

EQUIPMENT - 500 (One-time FY 92)

Patrol vehicle - initial cost 
Car radio
Portable radio w/ charger 
Firearms (revolver & shotgun) 

TOTAL EQUIPMENT

21,000 
1.900 
2,400 

 650
25,950 x 4 = 103.800

TOTAL TROOPER COST $453.108



Position Title

State Trooper

No. of Positions 

'I

Range/Step

76/A

Barg. Unit

PSEA

T;me Status 

PFT

Staff Months

12

Location

Statewide

Election District 

99

Type of Expenditure

1

Saiary*

Benefi ts*

Premium Pay (Included in Above)

Other

Total Personal Services //////////////////

190.2

82. A

IlllllllllinilHI
m i i i i i i i i i i i i n i

Travel

Contractual

Commodi ties

Equipment

Cther

Total Cost

Amount

///////////////////

. //////////////////

///////////////////

///////////////////

272.6

8.0

59.7

9.0

103.8

453.1

Funding Source lor Total Cost

Federal Receipts 1002

G.F. Match 1003

General Fund 1004

Program Receipts/GF 1005

I-A Receipts IG07

CIP Receipts 1061

Other

453.1

* Personal Services Salary and Benefits Costs are from PACS 

calculations.

Justi fication

Personal Services:

4 PFT Salary and Benefits

Travel and Per Diem:

Contractual:

Telephone '$4,080 

Photo 1,920

PSEA Physical 1,200 

PSEA Uni form 2,544 

HWCF 42,220

Supplies:

Uniforms $6,628 

Film, etc. 1,200 

Vehicle access 1,200

Equipment (one-time):

Patrol vehicles (4) $84,000 

Car Radios 7,650

Portable Radios 9,600

Firearms 2.600

$272,616 

$ 0,000

$ 59,664

$9,028

$103,800

REQUEST FOR 
NEW POSITION

AGENCY

BRU

COMPONENT

Department of Public Safety 

Alaska State Troopers________

Detachments

Page 5 of 5

Revi sed Date

FY 92

BUDGET 31



Revision Date: ________________________

Title: .^__._Qpera11 ng orolQr_vj»jiicig_ 
 wh-Lle.- intoxicated.

STATE OF ALASKA
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

BILL NO. HB 102

Sponsor: __Rgm:esentati ve Donlev

Department Affected:  Public Safety
DRU: Motor Vehicles________________
Component: Driver Services

Requestor: .H ouse Transportation COMPONENT SERIAL NO.

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (Thousands of Dollars) (Inflation not Included)

OPERATING FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 FY 95 FY 96 FY 97

PERSONAL SERVICES 7.6 15.3 15.3 15.3 15.3 15.3

TRAVEL 1.2 2.4 2.4 2.4 2.4 2.4

CONTRACTUAL .6 .6 .6 .6 .6 .6

SUPPLIES .1 .1 .1 .1 .1 . 1

EQUIPMENT 1.6 0 0 0 0 0

LAND & STRUCTURES 0 0 0 0 0 0

GRANTS, CLAIMS 0 0 0 0 0 0

MISCELLANEOUS 0 0 0 0 0 0

TOTAL OPERATING 11.1 18.4 18.4 18.4 18.4 18.4

CAPITAL 0 0 0 0 0 0

REVENUE 0 0 0 0 0 0

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 11.1 18.4 18.4 18.4 18.4 18.4

FEDERAL FUNDS 0 0 0 0 0 0

OTHER/PROG RCPT 0 0 0 0 0 0

TOTAL 11.1 18.4 18.4 18.4 18.4 18.4

POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0

PART-TIME 1 1 1 1 1 1

TEMPORARY 0 0 0 0 0 0

Estimate of current year impact

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary)

See attached analysis.

-A\(Wre pared by: Juanita M. Henslev^.________________________ Phone: 465-4335
<7 D i v i s i o n :  M o to r V/phi r les  / /  ^  na to -  a/?n/QlD1v1s1 on

Approved by Commissioner: 
Agency: Department of Publ

Distribution (by preparer): Legislative Finance, Legislative Sponsor, Requestor, 0MB, & Impacted Agency(ies).

Rev 10/90 Page 1 of ___4_
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The State of California adopted a .08 percent alcohol level effective January 1, 1990. 
Statistics from California show a 137. increase in arrests for the first year.

In 1990, the Department revoked approximately 5,000 drivers licensed as a result of .10 
alcohol concentration or refusal to submit to a chemical test. If the number of arrests 
Increased by 107. as a result of lowering the alcohol concentration to .08 percent, the 
Division of Motor Vehicles would be required to revoke approximately 500 additional 
driver's licenses, thus increasing the number of administrative hearings and requests 
for limited licenses.

A permanent part-time Clerk Typist III will be required to handle the clerical duties, 
relieving the hearing officers to handle the additional hearings. At the present time, 
the hearing officers are required to perform clerical duties such as setting up files, 
verifying records, copying records, typing correspondence. The estimated increase in 
arrests under this bill will increase the number of requests for administrative hearing 
and the number of limited licenses requested.

Travel expenses are based on two trips for FY92 and four trips per year for FY93 
through FY97. Hearing Officers travel to Kodiak, Juneau, and Fairbanks when individuals 
request an administrative review hearing to contest the revocation of their driver's 
license or to request a limited license. Travel is only done when the individual 
requests an in-person hearing; otherwise hearings are conducted telephonical1y.


