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POSITION PAPER
SENATE BILL NO. 19

"An Act relating to treatment related to the use of alcohol

and other drugs."

BACKGROUND k ANALYSIS,
Senate Bill 19 would amend AS 47.37, Uniform Alcoholism

Intoxication and Treatment Act, in several ways. First, it
would extend the provisions of the Uniform Act to include drug
addicts for purposes of emergency and involuntary commitment.
Further, it defines the population of individuals who can be
taken iInto protective custody by including: () those who are
gravely disabled by alcohol or other drugs or (@2 who are
threatening another person or (3 who are suicidal. SB 19
also increases the time a person may be detained in protective
custody from 48 to 72 hours and it permits treatment personnel
to use reasonable physical restraint to retain an
incapacitated, or gravely disabled person.

Most significantly, SB 19 alters the procedure- used for
longer-term-involuntary commitment to state approved treatment
facilities. It specifically adds an individual®s previous
detoxification treatment history as a criteria for commitment.
Additionally, SB 19 would allow an individual to be committed
to a treatment facility in an emergency basis without a
medical examination if the individual to be committed refuses
the examination. IT the individual is examined by a
physician, the examination may occur within 5 (five) days of
the commitment. Current law requires this examination to
occur within 2 (two) days of commitment.

SB 19 also would increase the term of custody from 30 to 60
days while adding provisions for early release and for
transferring clients to a less restrictive setting if the
client- can be appropriately served by this type of service.



gfISITIQK
SB 19 recognizes the need to bring seriously impaired drug and

alcohol abusers into treatment. The changes proposed would
increase the number of involuntary commitments sought, and the
Department supports the intent of these changes in the current
commitment Hlaw.

Currently there are waiting lists for appropriate treatment 1in
many areas of the state, and SB 19 provides that involuntary
commitments are subject to space available. The effectiveness
of this legislation will be mitigated by the lack of available
treatment resources within the state.

Director

Commissioner



ANALYSIS of Sfi 12

This bill amends AS 47.37, the Uniform Alcoholism and
Intoxication Treatment Act, to extend the provisions of the
Uniform Act to drug addicts. Numerous other changes are
included in the bill including defining that state policy is
to provide treatment to alcoholics, drug addicts, and
intoxicated to be within available state funds.

As its stretched grant-in-aid resources permit, the Department
of Health and Social Services, Division of Alcoholism and Drug
Abuse, provides for alcoholism and dru-r abuse treatment.

There are significant waiting lists in many treatment
programs. The expansion of the act, to include drug addicts,
would normally cause a substantial fiscal impact for the
treatment system. However, because of the lack of available
treatment facilities, a fiscal impact is not expected because
SB 19 does not guarantee access to services. Without such
facilities, commitment cannot take place.
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Senate Bill No. 336

"An Act relating to treatment related to the use of
alcohol and other drugs; amending Rules 501-512 and
803, Alaska Rules of Evidence.™

ANALYSIS

Senate Bill 336 would amend AS 47.37, Uniform Alcoholism,
Intoxication and Treatment Act, iIn a number of ways. First,
it will extend the provisions of the Uniform Act to include
drug addicts for purposes of emergency and involuntary
commitment. Also, 1t further defines the population of
individuals who can be taken into protective custody by
including those who are gravely disabled by alcohol or other
drug or who are threatening another person or are suicidal.
SB 336 increases the timea person may be detained in
protective custody from 48 to 72 hours and 1t permits
treatment personnel to use reasonable physical restraint to
retain an iIncapacitated, or gravely disabled, person.

SB 336 alters procedures used for longer-term-involuntary
commitment to state approved treatment Tfacilities. Most
significantly, it add, ascriteria for commitment, an

individual"s previous detoxification treatment history. Also,
SB 336 allows an individual to be committed to a treatment
facility iIn an emergency basis without a medical examination
iIT the iIndividual to be committed refuses the examination.
IT the individual is examined by a physician, the examination
may occur within five days of the commitment. Current law
requires this examination occur within two days of commitment.



SB 336 also increases the term of custody from 30 to 60 days
while adding provisions for early release and for transferring
patients to a less restrictive setting if the patient ",an be
appropriately served by this type of service.

POSITION

SB 336 allows a trend which has been established in other
states to recognize the need to bring seriously impaired drug
and alcohol abusers into treatment. The changes proposed in
SB 336 will likely increase the number of involuntary
commitments sought, and the Department supports these needed
changes in the current commitment law. However, SB 336 also
provides that involuntary commitments are subject to the
availability of appropriate treatment services. In m ny parts
of the State, treatment programs have waiting lists of
individuals seeking treatment. Although the Department
supports the intent of SB 336, we also recognize that the
effectiveness of the legislation will be mitigated by lack of
available treatment resources within the State.

Recommended by:

Office of Alcohol & Drug Abuse

Date:

Approved by:
Myra W. Munson, Commissioner

Department of Health and
Social Services

Date:
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TANANA CHIEFS CONFERENCE, INC.

122 FIRST AVENUF
FAIRBANKS, ALASKA 99/01*4897
PHONE (907) 452-8251 FAX (907) 451-8936

April 11, 1991

Senator Arliss Sturgulewski
Chairperson - Health, Education &
Social Service Committee

P.0. Box V

Juneau AK 99811

RE: Senate Bill 19 - Involuntary Commitment of Alcoholics
Dear Chairperson Sturgulewski:

The Tanana Chiefs Conference, Inc. would like to thank you
for this opportunity to comment on SB 19 as well as to thank
you for your past support and sensitivity to these types of
issues that affect primarily Alaskan Natives.

Senate Bill 19 is not only a very controversial bill iIn our
region, but the points of view statewide vary greatly. In
other words, the bill is widely misunderstood, the problems
the bill purports to correct are not being addressed
properly, and iIn some cases, the problems are made worse by
the proposed changes.

The State of Alaska has to make a strong commitment or
policy statement to protect those citizens with substance
abuse problems. A strong commitment includes the right to
treatment, explicit and constitutional procedures for
involuntary commitment (similar to the mental health
statutes for involuntary commitment) including a listing of
the patient®s rights.

Finally, protection custody sections should be clearly
separated from voluntary and involuntary treatment sections.
Individual constitutional right shquld not be sacrificed for
the sake of creating "jjew EVIHGHCG" for involuntary

treatment.



This bill should not be a bill of rights for police officers

or treatment personnel. Rather, public policy should show a
strong commitment to the health of its people. This bill will
have the greatest 1impact on Alaskan Natives. The Tanana

Chiefs Conference, Inc. urges you and your Committee to delay
passing of this bill out of your Committee until on-site
hearings are held throughout the State. We thank you very
much for your consideration to this request.

Very sincerely,

130J3JL IAA  --eeee-

Will Hayo, President

Attachment: TCC BR 91-06 - Support of Statewide hearings on

SB 19
cc: HESS Committee



TANANA CHIEFS CONFERENCE, INC.
EXECUTIVE BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Resolution 91-06
SENATE BILL 19

WHEREAS, alcoholism is the leading cause of death among
Alaska Natives; and

WHEREAS, there are many problems which threaten our
survival as a Native people but none have such a
devastating impact on our communities and families
as does the problem of alcohol and drug abuse; and

WHEREAS, the Tanana Chiefs Conference, Inc. Board of
Directors supports making it as easy as possible
for persons in need of substance abuse treatment
to galn access to treatment services; and

WHEREAS, there is current legislation, Senate Bill 19,
which attempts to deal with the problems through
involuntary inpatient treatment of alcoholics; and

WHEREAS, the solution lies in prevention through
empowerment of individuals, the healing of Native

people and education; and

WHEREAS, the proposed legislation has a significant impact
primarily on Alaskan Natives; and

WHEREAS, there is a wide spectrum of views and positions on
this bill;

NOW THEREFORE BE 1T RESOLVED that the Tanana Chiefs Conference,
Inc. Board of Directors vigorously support
statewide on-site hearings on Senate Bill 19 -
Involuntary Commitment of Alcoholics; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Tanana Chiefs Conference, Inc.
Board of Directors urge the Senate Chairperson of
the Health & Social Service Committee to not pass
this Senate Bill out of her Committee until those
who are most directly affected by this bill can be

heard.



TCC Executive Board Resolution 91-06 (continued)
Page Two

CERTIFICATION

I hereby certify that this resolution was duly passed by the
Tanana Chiefs Conference, Inc. Executive Board of Directors on
March 29, 1991 at Tok, Alaska and a quorum was duly established.

Secretary/Treasurer
Tanana Chiefs Conference, Inc.



TANANA CHIEFS CONFERENCE, INC.

122 FIRST AVENUE
FAIRBANKS. ALASKA y9701-<I397
PHONE I3C7I <1*2-3251  FAX (BQT) <L €925

March 2, 101

Senator Rick Uehli
ChaI%OI;I(ESS Committee
Juneau, Alaska 99811

RE. SB-19, An Act relating to treatment related to the use of alooho at d
other drugs

Dear Senator Uehling,

Thank you for this @%nportunlty o c:onrrent on 3B*19 An Act relat| to treat,ne
related o the use af aloohdl and; other ducs nm enee I
held extemlve dISCUSS. I0NS ¢ these dlSCUSSIOﬂS rgabngr%

has emerged: There is no consensus |n our reglon regarding
of this Dl divisions exist at level. | In”contacts with di

%;’r%dem”pmﬁt corggrea%ons we have found that these diivisions are equally cegp

W& believe thet the impact of this bill will be felt most heavily by Alaskan Nutiv

pegole In i ht of th|s and of the deep divisions in opinion statewide, we ugethE
daitional AIgskan held at times and In places which will meximize th

participation of Natives.

Wie recognize thatAS 4737is deepl ﬂavved and that SB-19 adaresses some of:
major deficiencies, Y—Iov\ever opver sUlisiaNce slase Gisordan
than thoselnvolwg & currentl drafted, SB-19 nat only faifs t
correct some of AS 47.37s worst probiens, it actually represents a change for. th
WOISe in Soe aress.

There are extreme disparities in Alaska law between provisions and prdtectlons
afforded rsons who suffer from substance abouse dlsorders as comoared to tljics ?

mental disorders, W\e urge that AS 47.30 e compared with
4737 %g away of highlighting these differences urge

Certalnly, lhe S?aann%\dlsEanty lies in the area of ac0ess to services and o
mace a commitment lhaPr |||I
persons (and public) by guaranteeing (in AS 47.30) when me

fsons are @ danger to themse or others, a g 11gwated evaluatlorgoa‘n%

eatment facility musj acoept them I—b\/\e/er we
suffer from Jalancejabuse disorders from this quarantee as vveII s frgren al chem

AS 4730 provisions. Instead of offering similar protections, AS 47.37 expiiyirh
states thal persons suffering from su abuse disorders have nc right r

treatment under Alaska €s.

w D
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|f the state chooses to provide for the Involuntary treatment of persons suffci inj
frundgandalcohoabusedlsordersmepe to ke treated should X
guaranteed the same rights and protections as are those W are. mvolunlnnl)
Treated for mental llinésses.  Foremost among these protections is guarant?eg
a0cess 1o treatment

Flnall we anrge that protective custody issucs and provisions ke separated ftoir
vol un involuntary treatment’ issues.  Hie goals policy issues, e
lementation activities relevant to protective custody differ in fu ndamental way*

frrg?nﬂme relevant to involuntary treatment.  The intermingling of these two poliCy
iIssues hes contributed to the de&p divisions in opinion which ow exist reaarc inr

Thank you again for this opportunity to comment. Should you have any question™
rﬁu re: ao a?alnal information, ple?ée call rreat452—8251)6r oontacta% at the "
CICH

Sincerely,

IMichael Graf, Ph.D.
Community Health Director



TANANA CHIEFS CONFERENCE, INC.

122 FIRST AVENUE
FAIRBANKS, ALASKA 99701-4897
PHONE (907) 452-8251 FAX (907) 451-B93R

<1
March 22,1991

Senator Arliss Sturgulewski
Bo HESS Committee
X V
Juneau Alaska 99811

SB-19, An Act relating to treatment related to the use of alcohol and
other drugs

Dear Senator Sturgulewski,

Thank you for this (%pportunlty to comment on SB-19 An Act relating t treatment
oalcoholandotherd The Tanana Chiefs rence hes
held extenswe dlsqusaons regarding this bilk From these discussions, one clear

truth has emergﬁd There IS no consensus in our reglon regardlng fu
aspects of this Dill. Deep, div-ias emstatailerﬁy In”contaCts with other
Sgl nonproﬁt corporations, we have thaee divisions are equally deep

W\& helieve that the impact of this bill WI|| be felt most_ heavi sta¥ by Alaskan Native
pegple In light of this and of the dleep divisions in opinion urge that /.
additional hearings ke held at times and in places which vv|II ma><|m|ze the

participation of Alaskan Natives.

Wine recognize that AS 47.37 is deeply flaned, and that SB-19 addresses some of its
na;or de aenues partlcularl ts failure to cover substance abuse disorders other
than those involvi as currently drafted, SB-19 not only fails to

correct some of A n947373 worst problerrs, it actually represents a changg for the
WOrSe in Some aress.

There are extreme disparities in Alaska law between DI‘OVISIOHS and protections
ded persons who roers ed to

affor suffer from su diso as compar those
suffering from other mental disorders. e urge thatAS 4730 e conparedvvﬂh AS
47.37 as away of highlighting these diifferences.

Certainly, the most disparity lies in the area of access to services and right o
ealrren/t s?aten%d Earty mace a commitment to Prdtect Iy ill
Persons (and 1he public) by gpaanteang (in AS 47.30) when mentally ill
rsons are @ danger tO theftselves or Gthers, a designated evaluation and/or
eatlmntfaawamea_ em HOV\everv\e pecifically exclude persons who
suffer from sut abuse disorders from this guarantee as well as from all other
AS 47.30 provisions. Instead of offering simildr protections, AS 47.37 epr|C|tIy
states that persons suffering from su abuse disorders have no nght to

treatment under Alaska €s.

wn D




| the stale chooses to provide for the involuntary treatment of persons suffering
from drug and alconol abuse disorders, the pérsons to be treated should ke
% the same rights and protectlons as are those who are_ involuntarily

eated for mental ilinésses. Foremost among these protections is guaranteed
access to treatment.

FlnaII we alge protective custody issues and pI‘OVISIOI’lS le separated from
vol un involuntary treatment’ issues.  The policy issues, and
implementation activities relevant to protective custody |ffer in fu ndan'ental Ways
from those relevant to involuntary treatment. The inteimingling of these two poliCy
gsguleg has contributed to the degp divisions in opinion which ow exist regarding

Thank you aggin for this opportunity to comment. Should you have any questions or
reqUIr%y;m jonal information, please call me at 452-8251 %(r)uoontactarryeqat the
above adaress.,

Sincerely,

IVichael Graf, Ph.D.
Community Health Director
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February 26, 1991

Senator Arliss Sturgulewski
Chairperson, HESS Committee
P.0. Box V

Juneau AK 99811

RE: SENATE BILL 19

Dear Chairperson Sturgulewski:
The Tanana Chiefs Conference opposes Senate Bill 19.

The Tanana Chiefs has serious reservations about the bill
concerning the possible effect on limiting a person"s civil
liberties; a philosophical change in the State policy from
treating alcoholism as a disease to treating alcoholism as a
criminal offense; and the introduction of new terms such as
"gravely disabled”™, terms that may adversely affect our
clients, and changes made to existing definitions that have
not yet been legally proven and tested.

A fTull response through our own sectional analysis will be
sent to you within the next week. We ask that you delay
passage of SB 19 out of your Committee until we can complete

an adequate review.

In addition, we agreed that the problem needs to be addressed.
However, this bill reflects a narrow view of how we perceive
the problem should be addressed. We would willing to
participate 1iIn discussing a new bill addressing the public
inebriate problem or making major, major changes to SB 19.

Thank you for your consideration to this matter.

Sincerely,

Paul Sherry, Director
Health Services
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May 3, 1991
TELEFAXED
The Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Senate
Juneau, Alaska

Dear Senator Sturgulewski:

There 1s a great need for modifications to be made in the
"Uniform Detox Act,”™ to enable intoxicated individuals and those
who are incapacitated as a result of alcohol or other drug use to
be retained in a treatment setting for a longer period of time
than the law now allows. The CS for Senate Bill 19, "An Act
relating to treatment related to the use of alcohol”and drugs,"
will make such a change, increasing the "protective custody"”
period from 48 to 72 hours. other changes further enhance the
Act"s capacity to bring alcoholics and drug addicts into
treatment settings, holding them there for longer periods of
time, and increasing the probability that the ™"revolving doors”
of sleep-off centers will be slowed, while actual treatment will
take place with greater frequency.

In the past some organizations have voiced their opposition to
making similar changes in this law, claiming that it was, at
heart, discriminatory. southcentral Foundation 1is the Native
Regional Health Corporation for Anchorage and the Cook Inlet
Region, and it is our strong conviction that the individuals who
will be most impacted by these amendments are not exclusively
Native or White or Black. Rather, they represent an unfortunate,
troubled, multi-racial group of persons with severe addictions,

all of whom share a common need for long-term treatment. These
amendments will help the judicial and health systems respond to
that need more effectively. We support this bill and these

amendments to the Act.

My staff and | ask that you vote for passage of CS for Senate
Bill No. 19 out of your committee with a "do pass,”™ and that you
support the bill when i1t reaches the floor of the Senate.
Sincerely yours,

SOUTHCENTRAL FOUNDATION, INC.

Rinna E. Merculieff
Executive Director

670 W. A\l ana, Suite 236, Ada9503
Health/Admin. (907) 276-3343; Dental (907) 276-2717, Optometry (907) 276*3773
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Alaska State Legislature
While in Juneau

Senator Paul Fischer

Senate District D P.O. Box V

Box 784 Juneau, Alaska 99C11
(907)465-3791

Soldotna, Alaska 99669

(907) 262-9420 W State Senate

262-9269
MEMORANDUM
TO: Senator Arliss Sturgulewski, Chairman
Senate Health, Education and
Social Services Committee
FROM: Senator Paul Fischernth O
SUBJECT: SS Senate Bill 20
(making appropriations for K-12 support for FY 92)
Senate Bill 31
(forward funding for K-12 support for FY 93)
DATE: February 4, 1991

I appreciate your scheduling the above referenced bills for a
hearing before the Senate Health, Education and Social Services
Committee on February 6.

Essentially by introduction of these bills, | have taken the
decision of education funding out of the operating budget process,
which i1s never determined until the latter part of the session.

It would be my desire that Senate Bill 20 be enacted by the
Legislature at the earliest possible date, iIn order to give the
school districts adequate notice of their FY 92 funding levels
prior to th”™ir local budgeting deadlines. Senate Bill 31 would
provide forward funding for education for the next fiscal year
utilizing the surplus revenues anticipated during the coming
fiscal year. This approach would considerably reduce the
operating budget for FY 93 as well as provide the districts
notice of their education funding level a full year iIn advance.

Both of these bills fund the school foundation program and
pupil transportation at 100 percent of entitlement. The figures
contained iIn Senate Bill 31 are estimates for FY 93, submitted

by the Department of Education.

PAF/sgn



Alaska State Legislature

Wile Indureau

P.O. Box V

Juneau, Alaska 99811
(907)465-3791

Senator Paul Fischer
Senate District D

Box 784

Soldotna, Alaska 99669

(907) 262-9420 W State Senate

262-9269
/
MEMORANDUM
| J

TO: Senator Arliss Sturgulewski, Chairman

Senate Health, Education and

Social Services Committee

FROM: Senator Paul Fischer
SUBJECT Senate Bill 20

(making appropriations for K-12 support)
DATE: January 22, 1991

I would appreciate, your scheduling the above referenced bill
for a hearing before the Senate Health, Education and Social
Services Committee at the earliest possible time.

As you are aware, companion legislation has been introduced
in the House (House Bill 5); however, it would be my desire
that the Senate take the lead this Session on early funding
for Education.

I feel it"s imperative that a decision be made early as to

what level of education funding school districts can anticipate
receiving for FY 92. Early passage and enactment of this
legislation will allow the Department of Education and school
districts adequate notice of their FY 92 funding levels prior to
their April 1, 1991, local budgeting deadlines.

I have taken the liberty of preparing a draft letter of intent
to be offered with the legislation. A copy is attached for
your Tiles.

Your consideration would be greatly appreciated.

PAF/sgn
Attachment

dr/’ 0 A(AS/ </jvn 3= F



Alaska State Legislature

Senator Paul Fischer While in Juneau

Senate District D P.O. Box V

Box 784 Juneau, Alaska 99811
Soldotna, Alaska 99669 (90/) 465-3791

(907) 262:9420 W State Senate

MEMORANDUM
TO: Senator Arliss Sturgulewski, Chairman

Senate Health, Education and

Social Services Committee

FROM: Senator Paul Fischer Qf'
SUBJECT: 2nd SS Senate Bill 20

(making appropriations for K-12 support for FY 93)
DATE: January 15, 1992

I would appreciate your scheduling the above referenced bill for
a hearing before the Senate Health, Education and Social Services
Committee at your earliest convenience.

As you are aware 1 originally submitted Senate Bill 20 as a pre-
file last session; but when the Senate determined that House
Bill 5 would be the vehicle for education funding for FY 92;

I amended my bill (as referenced above) to provide education
funding for FY 93. Of course, at the time 1 submitted this

(May 10), the department could only provide me with estimated
figures.

I an attaching a blank Committee Substitute which contains
the correct figures as submitted in the Governor®s FY 93
operating budget.

PAF/sgn

Attachment



WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT / WORK DRAFT

7-L.S0002NM
Cramer
1/28/92

CS FOR 2d SPONSOR SUBSTITUTE FOR SENATE BILL NO. 20 (
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION

BY

Offered:
Referred:
Funding Information: General Fund $630,451,500
Other Funds 49,833.000
$680,284,509

Sponsor(s): SENATORS FISCHER, Cciiins, Menard
A BILL
FOR AN ACT EN
1 "An Act making anappropriation to the Department of Education for support of
Zkindergarten, primary, and secondary education and community schools programs, and
3 providing for an effective date

4 BE IT ENACTEDBY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

5 * Section 1 (a)The sum of $680,284,500 is gppropriated from the general fund and from other
6 funds in the amounts listed to the Departrrent of Education for the purposes expressed and allocated in
7 the amounts listed for operating expenditures for the Hscal year ending Jure 30, 1993

8 FUND SOURCE

9 General furd
10 General fund/mental hedlth trust income acoount
11 (AS 37.14011) 7489,700
12 Public schoal trust fund (AS 37.14.110) 8309.000
13 School fund (AS 4350.140) 2.700.000
14 P.L. 81874 20,624,000

R CS 24 S53B 20( )
New Tpxc ‘Jr.norlir.ed {DELETED TEXT BRACKETED1



WORK DRAFT WORK' DRAFT ' WORK DRAFT

1 Federal receipts other then
2 P.L. 81-874 18200000
3 PURPOSE ALLOCATION AMOUNT
4 Foundation program $610,195300
5 Student lunch program 18100,000
6 Cigarette tax distribution 2,700,000
7 Tuition students 13878500
8 Boarding home grants 1 230000
9 Youth in detention 800000
10 Schooals for the handicapped 3077500
1 Pupil transportation 28572000
12 Community schools 600000 o s,
13 Adaitional district support 2,131,200 -
14 (0 The amount alocated under (1 of this section for additional district suppart is further
15 allocated to the following schodl districts in the amounts listed:
16 SCHOOL DISTRICT ALLOCATION AMOUNT
17 Cordova City School District $ 187800
18 Craig City School District 166,600
19 Dillingham City School District 234,000
2 Galena City School District 150,000
21 Hooneh City School District 165600
2 Hydalurg City School District 96,600
23 Kake City School District 120600
24 Klawock City Schoal District 143400
25 Nerara City School District 155400
26 Pelican City School District 58200
27 St Mary's City School District 127800
28 Skagway City School District 111,000
29 Tanana City School District 122400
0 Unalaska City School District 157,800
3l Yakutat City School District 126000
CS 2d SSSB 20( ) 2

New Texc Underlined [DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]



WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT
1 *Sec 2 This Act takes effect July 1, 192

<

N CS 24 SSSB 20( )
Nev T"xc Underlined [DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]
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KI-NA1 PHNINSULA BOROUGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

148 ﬂ]orth Binkley Street « Soldotna, AK 99669 « Phone 907/262-5846 « Fax 907/262-9645
OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT SUPERINTENDENT
February 2, 1992
FROM: Dr. Robert u..Ajffpimes, Superintendent

SUBJECT: Changes of the Past Several Years in the Programs of the Kenai
Peninsula Borough School District

In talking with some of you in December, the idea for a study of this
type evolved. I had been trying to explain that the district was suffering
from "insidious" cuts resulting from the continued funding at 560,000 per unit
and the commensurate eroding effects of inflation. These cuts were insidious,
| stated, in that they were not always noticeable to the casual observer, but
were affecting the overall quality of our program. Actually, the first cut
that seemed to get the attention of everyone was the PTR increase this year,
which was done after all the cuts mentioned in the attached study. A list of
these specific cuts is attached.

During the same conversation, | also stated that, paradoxically, the
district has been trying to continue its role of excellence, its role of
educational leader within the state, in spite of the mitigating effects of the
funding. A list of these "lInitiatives and Strengths" is attached.

I believe that the soul of this district is not money or facilities or
supplies, but rather its employees: the over 1,000 professionals who have
continued to strive for excellence as funds become more scarce every year; who
have taken more upon themselves to work longer, to write grants on their own
time, to make up for fewer funds by exerting more effort.

However, | believe there is a finite limit to how much an employee can
do, and | believe we're approaching that limit.

I urge each of you to make education your personal number one priority
this year and in the future. I'n the Kenai Peninsula Borough School District
you have seen results and you will, especially with enhanced financial
support, continue to see the district lead the state in innovation and
exce llence.
Please contact me for any further information
enc
cc: School Board Members, Borough Assembly Members, Principals,
PACI/IPTA Presidents, K.P.E.A hKAP.E.SAA.Executive Board Members
POINT COOPED LANDING ENGLISH 0AY HOMER HOPE KENAI MOOSE PASS NIKISKI NIKOLAEVSK
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What has been Cut or Reduced

Districtwide Inservice
Elimination of a two day program that was recognized statewide as

a Promising Practice. The travel funds and professional technical
funds for presenters were cut from the budget.

Assistant Principals Elementary-Secondary
Elimination of Assistant principals at the larger elementary
schools as well as a reduction in the allocation at the secondary

level.

Staff Development/Inservice Reduced
Elimination of district operational funds to supplement the
instructional center for individual instructional improvement.

Testing to Benchmark
In the past this district tested every student on a nationally
normed reference test annually. We now test grades 4.6, and 3 as
is required by the state: in addition we test grade 10.

Librarian and School Aides
Elimination of our library and swimming pool aides. This has cut
back on the swim program for the middle level students as well as
the high school program. Our libraries are not open during
certain periods of the day due to the lack of supervision.

Theater Manager
Each high school with a theater no longer has a person to

coordinate the functions of one scnooi. The job has oeen
consolidated so that one person is managing three theaters, as well
as trying to support area feeder schools with technical advice for
program supervision.

School Lunch
District subsidy to the hot lunch program has been reduced by
$200,000. This has caused the elimination of the hot lunch

program at the high school level.

New and Replacement of Equipment
No equipment monies budgeted for equipment since 1986.

Purchases have been made at the end of the year based upon the
funds that are available from our health insurance account. If we
have a good healthy year we get to replace equipment but not to
the extent that is meeting the district's needs.

Extracurricular User Fees Added
District funds for extracurricular programs have been
dramatically reduced causing the district to implement a user fee
structure from $10 to $85.

Small School Administrative Time .5 to
Reduced the staffing at our small ools whereby the head
teacher is staffed at .2 rather than .5.
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12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Curriculum Development
We previously reviewed our cumiculum documents on a five year
basis and have extended that to six. We also eliminated all
professional technical monies associated with curriculum
development.

Administration Meetings Reduced
The district held administrative meetings on a monthly basis
which now have been reduced to six annually.

Specialist Meetings Math, Science and Quest
Bringing together district leaders in the teaching field to share
information and outline district strategies has been eliminated.

Textbook Dollars Reduced
Supplemental dollars for the adoption of new textbooks has been
reduced. We previously budgeted $100,000 for secondary and
$100,000 for elementary. This is now being handled the same
way as equipment with year end monies. A very dangerous way to
do business.

Supply Formula Reduced
In 1985-86 the allocation given to schools was for K-6 schools
$122; for 7-8 schools 146; and for 9-12 schools S174 per
student. For the 1991-92 school year those figures are $87,
$105, $125 per student. This reflects a drastic reduction over
the last six years in which inflation figures have not gone down.

Nurses Time Reduced
With the influx of new students and the opening of new schools
the number of nurses and the number of hours for service has not
kept up with our increased enrollment.

PTR Increased
The allocation of teachers to the schools is done by a Pupil Teacher
Ratio (PTR. We have increased that by three students at all levels.
These are not acceptable levels for good educational
instruction:  26:1 (K-2), 281 (3-6), 31:1 (7-12)

Maintenance Contracts
We eliminated maintenance contracts on all of our equipment
with the exception of our copy machines. At the same time we have

reduced our repair budgets,

Elimination of Professional Technical Services
We have eliminated budgeting money to bring in outside experts to
train staff in the following districtwide programs.
a. DPA Elementary Math
b. Here's Looking at You
c. Hunter Instructional Model
d. Early Prevention of School Failure
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22.

23.

24.

25.

25.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Special Services

Maintenance

Districtwide staffing supervisors have been eliminated as well as
a reduction in substitute accounts tor teachers to handle the !'EP
meetings. Reductions in travel have resulted in home based
summer school and limited inseivice opportunities for staff.

Services
The services provided by the maintenance department have been

reduced. Even though more schools have come on line the
maintenance budget has no! gone up accordingly.

Travel Reduced

Money budgeted for travel has been reduced in all areas.
Mileage reimbursement for staf' has been reduced by .1C per mile
Elimination of all district funds for field trips and all elementaiy

travel

Elimination of 4th grade drown proofing

Elimination

Secondary

Reduction of

Districts fourth grade swim program has been eliminated, this
program insured that all students were taught water safety skills
and almost all were taught how to swim.

of Elementary Extracurricular
Athletic competition between elementary schools has been

eliminated.

Extracurricular

fund!r,a of c'*e:3's fees, supplies
s e ~s /: reduced the re., c.-gets significantly.
Community School Programs
The district has reduced to the minimum level its contributions to
community school programs. We have also eliminated the subsidy
to community theater and community swim programs.

Reduction of Stipends

The district has eliminated stipends being paid to staff members
for sponsoring of various clubs.

Reduction in funding Director of Fedora! Prcgtams

The district previously funded this position in total which allowed
for grant writing. These efforts in securing federal funds have
been curtailed.

Extended Contracts

Elimination

Extended contracts for principals, school psychologists,
counselors, librarians, and program managers have been reduced

or eliminated.

of Tutoring
Tutors have been eliminated from the operational budget. All

tutors and aides are now paid for by federal funds which are tied to
a specific program or special services.
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33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

Close of Kenai Elementary and Moth-balled Skyviow for 2 Years
It was not because the lack of students that these two facilities
remained closed.

Elimination of Driver'seducation
We can no longer afford to operate programs which serve
students al a PTR ratio of 1 teacher per 10 students.

Elimination of Management Positions
Eliminalion of a position that coordinated all school activities with
the media.
Elimination of Asst. Director of Purchasing and two buyers.
Eliminalion of two positions in the finance office

School Board
Reduction of members stipend by 10%. Elimination of out of slate

travel. {National School Boards Association)

Secretarial Time
Hours for secretaries at small schools were reduced from 6 hours
to 4. The number of days of work at elementary and high school:
have been reduced from 210 days to 206 days. The formula has
also been adjusted downward at the high schools and middle level
schools.

Custodial Days
Elementary and Jr. High Head Custodial positions were reduced

from 12 month contracts to 216 days. Regular custodial day-
were also reduced from 210 days to 206.

Substitute Salary
Salaries for substitute employees have been reduced.

Temporary Salaries
Schools used to budget for temporary salaries to bring in needed
help for peak times of the year, such as the beginning of school
registration etc. This has been eliminated.

Postponed Facility Building
All needed additions and new facilities have been put on hold until a
better funding scheme can be found.

District Activities Director
Elimination of a .5 position to coordinate distictwide activities.
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ID: Robert Holmes, Superintendent
. , M
FROM: Mary Rubadeau, Executive Direct” I
Instruction n
SUBJECT: Kenai  Peninsula  Borough School District Instructional Program

Initiatives and  Strengths

The following programs, pro&ects, and instructional practices demonstrate a commitment
to excellence and set the Kenai Peninsula Borough School District apart from many

districts.
L Comprehensive Staff Development Programs:

A Staff Development Advisory Committee acts as a steering committee for
districtwide inscrvicc priorities.  Skills for Excellence is a five year leadershi
training program which trains administrators and teachers from each school,
with the objective of providing schools with a common vision of effective
instructional ~practices based upon research, A district Instructional Center
provides training for teachers which is designed to meet individual needs and

Interests.

Examples of programs and instructional practices which have been initiated and
supported through staff development programs include cooperative learning,
whole language, learning styles training %4-Mat), col_labpratlve_teachm% peer
coaching, mentor teacher program, Higher Order Thinking Skills (H.0.T.S.)
hands-on science/math, developmentally —appropriate early childhood programs,
instructional technology, and student assistance programs.

rofessionalism  and  support for innovation, restructuring and
change:

There is a high level of professionalism evident in this district at every level. A
commitment to providing services which meet the needs of the whole child is
prevalent throughout the schools, and there is a continual reassessment of
Instructional practices. ~ The school board, administration, teachers, support staff,
students and parents come together during public meetings and forums to openly
discuss district priorities and goals.

The district has taken great pride in the statewide and national recognition which
many staff and students have received over the years, lor example— Alaska School
Principal of the Year, Christa McAuliffc Award, Promising Writers Awards,
National Distinguished Principals, Alaska Counselor of the Year, etc.

ANCHOR POINT COQPER LANDING ENGLISH BAY HOMER MOPE KENAI MOOSE PASS NIKISKI NIKOIAEVSK

NINIICHIi:

PORT GRAHAM RAIPOLNA SEIOOVIA SEWARD SOLDOTNA STERLING TUSTUMENA TYONEK



MiMIC School Transition:

The district has adopted a plan to transition all junior high schools to middle
schools. ~ This initiative represents a recognition of dcvelopmentally appropriate
instructional practices for adolescent students.  Every community has indicated a
readiness to adopt the middle school concept and the only barrier to districtwide
transition is adequate funding for staffing and inservice training.

Curriculum Development and Curriculum Referenced Assessment:

The Kenai Peninsula Borough School District has been a leader in the
development of curriculum and curriculum referenced assessment Dby teachers.
Ten years ago the alignment of assessment with curriculum was on the cutting
edge of innovative practices, and CRTs have been used over the years to evaluate
the effectiveness of the instructional program.  There is a recognition now that
the assessment program needs to be reviewed and the CRTs Incorporated into
authentic assessment designs which will measure not only students' knowledge of
the curriculum, but also ability to demonstrate skills acquired through me course
of study.  The curricular areas currently under review are adopting an outcome
based Tframework,

Statewide Leadership Role in Alaska School Courseling Progrant

The Kenai Peninsula Borough School District has ’participat_ed in_the development
of the ASCP model and Alaska counseling curriculum, which will be transported
throughout the state. Several Kenai = Peninsula Borough School District
administrators and counselors arc ASCP trainers. A district counseling
curriculum for students in grades K-12 is in the process of being developed using
the ASCP framework.

Participation in this program demonstrates a commitment to meet the social and
emotional needs of our students as well as intellectual, and to prepare them with
social and decision making skills for employment and living.

Parental Involvement and Parent Training:

A districtwide borough steering committee recommends and coordinates
ogportunltles ~for parents to participate in parental involvement conferences.
The Me%a Skills parent training program is sponsored by thedistrict and a grant
from BP Corporation to  provide parentsinformation on the affective skills
children need to become successful ~learners, and how those skills can be
nurtured and reinforced at home. A ParentResource Center is supported through
Sﬁelcéal Scivices to provide resources and training for parents of exceptional
child ren.

Collaborative Programs for Exceptional Liar.ncrs:

The District has promoted a philosophy thatall children can be successful in our
schjols in the least restrictive educational placement.  Special education teachers,
federal program tutors, specialists, school nurses, and regular education teachers
work in concert to provide appropriate programs for students within the regular
classroom as much as possible.

Alternative Schooling Program QOptions:

There are Alternative Schools in the communities of Homer and Kenai which
serve at-risk high school students who have dropi)ed out of the local high schools.
At the present time over sixty students arc enrolled in programs which will equip
them with employability skills.
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Pacific Rim and Global Education Focus:

The district has cultural exchanges and sister school programs with the Soviet
Union and Japan, and supports comprehensive world languages and cultural
studies programs in all secondary schools.  Satellite technology is used to provide
world Ian[guages instruction in remote sites. For the first time in Alaska, a Soviet
teacher of Russian is employed by the district.

Comprehensive Co-Curricular  Activities:

The district provides varied athletic and academic activities which allow students
to develop skills which will enrich their lives.  The Kenai District has been an
active participant in statewide athletic competition, as well as academic ro%rams
such as future Problem Solving Academic Decathlon, Math Counts, and Battle of
the Books. A Dborough honor band and choir, as well as a mass band and choir arc
annual events in which students from throughout the district meet to study,
practice, and perform music together for our communities.



Statement on Forest Service Receipts

There hes been some auiestions conceming the treatiment of forest service receipts as arevenue
school districts. Accordl theofﬁual manual of the U. S, Depirtment of on, Anancial
Accounting for Local ad Systes 1990 “shered revenLe (revenLe Ie\nedb/emlfer

unit, bIsferaﬂnprqmﬁmtoﬂemnﬂodlededwhntfeLEA IS recorded as
revenue fromlocal sources” In response toan inauiry to the Alaska Departrent of Education, the
Departrrent indicatied thet forest receipits are treated as reveruie from local sources.

Preparedfor the Single Site School District Consortium by Dr. NatCole. February 3. 1992
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Advocates for Alaska's Youth

Education Funding

Support for unit value increase

The Association of Alaska School Board (AASB) enthusiastically
supports an increase in the foundation program instructional unit value.
The membership of AASB recently went on record in support of an
increase in the unit value from $60,000 to $66,000. Any increase in the
unit value would go a long way toward relieving some of the devastating
Drogram cutbacks that we have witnessed over the past few years.

The education of our youth is an expensive proposition. State laws,
regulations and other fixed costs, in addition to inflationary pressures,
make it extremely difficult for schools to provide an adequate educational
program under the current $60,000 unit value.

Support for debt retirement

The Association of Alaska School Boards has gone on record as
supporting a number of legislative proposals to increase foundation
funding. As you are well aware, many of our municipal districts depend
heavily on the debt retirement portion of the foundation program. AASB
believes debt retirement a critical issue facing education, and would ask
that the Legislature include full funding of debt retirement.

Support for single/dual site funding

The Alaska Legislature has recognized the inequity of the foundation
program on single/dual site school districts by granting supplemental
funding for these districts. AASB also believes the inequity in the
foundation program puts single/dual sites at a disadvantage, and
supports inclusion of single/dual site monies in education funding bills.

2/92



Statement On Small Single Funding Community
School Districts and Findings In The ISER Report

The ISER report pp. 62-73 analyzes the costs of small schools in- two ways. Ore gpproachnes to
analyze the revenue per school verses the expenditures per schodl in two schoal districts thethave
bath small and somewhat isolated schools as well &s large schoals within the district. The Districts
used were Kenai and IVBE-Su. Figures 48 and 49 pp. 68-69 show the results graphically. Table A
incorporates the same analysis of small single funding schodl districts with the ISER findings.
Columm D of Table A shows the per ADM difference state founcktion support and toiE
ex?endiwres for the small single funding community school districts by size goqoing_ while
columns E and F show the same information for the Mat-Su and Kenai school districts
respectively. It can beseen thet the small single site funding conLinity schoal diistricts show ges
between foundation support and expencitLres thet are as grest or greater then Kenai and IVEE-SU N
similar size schodl grous.

The ISER report points out thet Kenai spends nearer whet the foundation provides for smell
schools while Mat-Su spends considerably more and indicaties thet the dbta is inconclusive as toa
pettem of state foundation revenue vs expenditures in Kenai and IVBE-SuL If ISER hed investigated
1rfeﬁrdr%?£gmnymtte'rsome%rlal mw-wmmgj&memwgmmml
schools granted separate comunity statLs Departiment of Education while
Met-Su hed not been granted the sargestams Pc/r their small schools (Kenai 21 funding
communities, Mat-Su 6 funding communities). The resuit being thet Kenai received much more
state founction suppart per AD! tfmddl\/ht—Suforaxrpa%yazedsrmllsdmls.Kenaldso
proviced $827 more per ADM in local funding then did IVat-Su

Mt-Su hes since petitioned the Departivent of Education and received approval for 7 new funding
communities in their smell schools. Table B colunm Qshows thet action will provide en average of
$LA76 per more state foundation support per ADM for 7 small schools in the Mat-Su District
bringing themin line with Kenai except for local effort

Since it is not within the Departiment of Education's authority to grant relief to the small single
funding community schodl diistricts (they are alreadly separatie funding communities), these districts
are seeking relief fromthe legislature in the form of statutary dnange.

The second gpproach thet ISER mwin%mall school costs wes toconpare district wide
0osts between districts in which tre envoliment in ane district wes twice &s large as
the other district and nothing else wes di . This simply does not spesk to the issue raised by
the small single funding community school district consortium The consortius paint is thet
whena district with approxinetely the same ADM as asingle funding community school
district hes muitiple funding communities, the multiple funding district receives much nore state
foundktion funding per ADM tren the single funding community schoal district. Table B illustrates




TABLEA

SmaIIS| le Funding Communi Districts Com (0
ng ngSu yt&s Fromthe ISERRe%rted

A B C D E F G H 1

FY IR0 SAE SSDIST TOALBP TOAEP TOA BP MA-S/EW VAT-SJ) BP KW BP

SHIL NN SFRRTFRROSDFB LESAD LESAD LESAD AMINEP  LESAD LESAD

DISIRICT AM  FRAM MM ARAM  FRAM  FRAM FRAM FRAM ARAM
M-S KN

Toad AM 1-2D VAT 86 83 w007 V3D $.50 $L5D ®30 $L00

Tod AMBLES 2Z230.0b $37 5 Ra3 8.2 ®,7 $L,5D $,30 $,20
Toal AMSS00 2A5.5 $3 $610 51 $.50 $,50 $.,50 $ $00

ARE 531(0)
TABLE B
Dermsh*aljm of Small Single Funding Schoal Districts
IVUIane Fundl %Dl icts, K-12 Units
With Same Envall ments Schoals in Supal
J K L M N 0 P Q

SHIL AM QNDGW RGN FNDGCM RNDGM FNDCW FNDGWM RN QWM
S WNITS WNITS WNITS WNITS WNITS WNITS LNIT?
FEROZA 3m 2m 2.0 2.0 20 2.0 2.0 20
TRYFR GREK 25 581 531 6.3l 531 6.3l 581 6.3l
SJTTON B.O 957 357 367 367 367 357
TAKENA 15 752 725 75 72s%) 7252
HILLCH 1548 14.37 1437 U437 437
BJITE 2 2453 2453 2453
BIG LAE 584 3730 25
oL 12RAB  100H 83l 184 3L® 537 ®&F 1S
WITS AS SINAE FUNDING GMNITY 78 1385 0.7 B3 B.M n
DIF NK=-12 INITSMLT \&. S\ 1@ 451 103 B3 165 3.0/
% (- K=12 INITS GAINMULT \&. S\ 7 B3 365 Har* 3B+ M_31*
/M /S SINAE FUNDING GMANITY 05 185 205 3IBB S 1BB

DIF /AMMLT \& SINAE $,1% 3P .75 ®,83 K3 $L46



Small Single Site School District Funding

Issue

Background

Analysis

To revisefTitIe 13, Cha%-t]er 17{;&“0 SchoolFounEatignaE’aogéﬁn) %L[bm
increase for schools with ane funding community (site) and 1,000 or aerage
daily membership (ADM).

The present public funding act wes pessed in the 1987 Leglslatlve Session. During the
Legislative hearings there wes nuch diiscussion oonoemn? of the funding
formula for smell single site schoal districts i.e. districts of up to 1,000 (750, 525, 10—
525) in enrdllment thet were asingle funding community. No ane wes sure of tre
inmpect rmgétke %MIamﬂ%?% and an gppropriation cgdm million dollars
\es to Department o jon A unique errerger?/
alrcunvstances substantiated by schoal districts tothe scal

appr(?ﬁuors were meck to the Department for specific schoal districts, the

which were single site schoal districts.

A review of testimony on HB 126, and the discussions in sutboseguent years an supple-
mental gppropriations for single site school districts, shows thet the Legislature be-
lieves there is aneed for some adjustiment in the foundation program for single site
schoadl districts. Certainly the passage of supplemental for FY90, 91 and 92 shows
there is a continuing need for additional support to single site districts. The mejor
questions concaming the issue are: what size districts should receive additional sup-
part, how much support, and how to incorporate the adjustments into the foundation
progran?

There hes been generdl agreenent thet single site diistricts as large as the Nome School
District need some adjustiment. For purposes of analysis single site school districts of
1000 or fewer in ADM will ke divided into three groups, 1.e. districts of 1-250 ADM,
251-525 ADM and 526-1,000 ADM. ﬂmegwareselectedforanalyﬂsbecaﬁe
they generally follow brealpaints in the present fomula for K-12 instructional units.
These districts were analyzed ana per ADM besis for changes thet have aocurred in
state funding, local effort, P.L. 81-874 funds, fund balances, property values, supple-
rrertal&qcmtardpﬂltead‘erratlos (PTR) since FY86. FY86 wes sdlected &s the
bese year becauke it hed the highest &%n Ic education in the history of
treState. The Aleutian Region REAA ad s in the Aleutian East Borough
were exduded from die analysis because of a lack of comperable data, and the Narth
Slope Borough and Valdez City districts were excluded because of extremely high
local property values.
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Statement On Small Single Funding Community
School Districts and Findings In The ISER Report

The ISER report pp. 62-73 analyzes the costs of small schools in two ways. One goproach wes o
analyze the revenue per school verses the exqpenditures per schod in two schodl districts thet have
bath smell and somewhet isolated schools as well as large schools within the district. The Districts
used were Kenai and IVBE-Su. Figures 48 and 49 pp 68-69 show the results graphicelly. Table A
incorporates the same analysis of smell sn*gle funding schodl districts with the ISER findings.
Colum D of Table A shows the per ADM difference State foundation support and tota
ex?endlwres for the small single funding community school districts by size gaﬁrg while
columns E and F show the same information for the Mat-Su and Kenai school districts
respectively. It can be seen thet the small single site funding community schodl districts show gegs
between foundation support and expenditures thet are as great or greater then Kenail and Met-Qu in
similar size school grous.

The ISER report points out thet Kenai spencs nearer whet the foundetion provides for sl
schools while Mat-Su spencs considerably more and indicates thet the ceta is inconclusive &s toa
pettem of state foundation reverue vs expenditures in Kenai and IVEt-Su If ISER hed investigated
1treﬁxﬂrrégjcgmnnnty mtterrsoma mmw&w&mm%mmml
schools granted separate funding communi Departiment of Ecucation while
Mat-Su hed not been granted the sae status for their small schools (Kenai 21 funding
communities, Mat-Su 6 funding communities). The result being thet Kenai received much more
state foungiation suppart per ADM tren did I\/Ht—Suforcmpar%yszed small schools. Kenal also
provided 3927 more per ADM in local funding then did Mat-Su

IVEt-Su hes since petitioned the Departiment of Education and received approval for 7 new fundi
comunities in their small schools. Table B columm Q shows thet action will provide an average
$LA76 per more state foundation support per ADM for 7 small schools in the Mat-Su District
bringing themin line with Kenai except for local effort

Since it is not within the Departiment of Education's authority to grant relief o the small single
funding community school districts (they are &l sgparate funding communities), these districts
are seeing relief from the legislature in the form of statutory chrange

The second approach thet ISER tod&toin%sn'all school costs Wes tocopere district wice
costs between districts in which the avere envallment in one district wes twice &s large &
the other district and nothing else wes di . This simply does not spesk to the issue raised by
the small single funding community school district consortium The consortiums paint is thet
whena district with approxinetely the same ADM as asingle funding comunity school
district hes uitiple funding communities, the muitiple funciing district receives much more stete
founction funding per ADM tren the single funding commrunity school district. Table B illustrates




this paint utilizing the 7 schools in IMet-Su thet: have been sgparate funding communit

staﬂsTk&eesdmlsaresfmmmdfferert ngs with tre K-12 instructional units they will
receive &s separate fund oorrmnﬂes&ajumsKQTotal Ime)ardﬂermberoleZ
instructional units d have received

leen only ane funding conmrunity gnNLms
K-Q units as single funding community line) The rermlng:% lines in coIers K-Q
difference in units, the percent incresse and tre dolhtrs Mlncreesepainedwmuﬂe
funding comunities over single funding comunities
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TABLEA

Sell Sinle Funcing Carurity School Districts Conrared o
e S Do e

FY 1330 FY30 SUPPLE SS DIST TOTAL EXP TOTAL EXP  TOTAL EXP MAT-SU/ZKENAI MAT-SU EXP KENAI EXP
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MAT-SU KENAI
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ABRXE 6510
TABLE B
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Small Single Site School District Funding

Issue
TorevisefTit%Cha_%erl?fi;&ilicSchoolFo_uneqiana%ogEﬁn) K)fé,rﬂ\Hme
increase for schools with ane funding community (Site) and 1,000 or average
daily mermbership (ADM).

Background

The present public funding act wes pessed in the 1987 Leglsla.'uve Session. During the
Legislative hearings there wes nuch discussion oonoemln? of the funding
formula for small single site schoal districts i.e. districts of up to 1,000 (750, 525, 10—
525) in envollment tret were asingle funding community. No one wes sure ofthe
impact of the new formula on these districts and an mpnaum oft\/\o million dollars
Wes Imecke 1o the State Departirent of Education to adoress energel?/
circunvstances sustantiated scftﬁ;l [%stricts mlff; h b tmscal
year gopropriations were to partiment for specific school districts,

mgjortty of which were single site school districts.

A review of testimony on HB 126 and the discussions in suloseguent years on supple-
mental appropriations for single site school districts, shows thet the Legislature be-
lieves there is aneed for some adjustiment in the founcktion program for single site
school districts. Certainly the passage of supplementals for FY90, 91 and 92 shows
there is a.continuing need for adcitional support to single site districts. The mejor
questions conceming theissue are: whet size districts should receive additional sup-
part, how nmuch support, and how to incorporate the adjustiments into the foundiation

progran

Analysis
There hes leen general agreeent thet single site districts as large as the Nome School
District need some adjustiment. For purposes of analysis single site schodl districts of
1000 or fewer in ADM will ke divided into three grous, i.e. districts of 1-250 ADM,
251-525 ADM and 526-1,000 ADM. These groups are selected for analysis beceLse
they generally follow breakpoints in the present formula for K-12 instructional units.
These districts were analyzed on a per ADM besis for changes thet have occurred in
state funding, local effort, P.L. 81-874 funds, fund balances, praperty values, supple-
rra‘ltalanntardpplteederranos(PTR)ameFYSG FY86 wes sslected & the
bese year because it hed the highest state support for public education in the history of
the State. The Aleutian Region REAA ad tre s in the Aleutian East Borough
were excluded from the analysis because of a lack of comparadle data, and the North
Slape Borough and Valdez City districts were exduded because of extremely high
local property values.



Analysis (continued)
The procedure thet wes used for analysis puroses Wes ta
accumulate the in each area listed above incorporating the
changes requiired by the FY88 Foundation Act, ad
dividing the cumulative changes per ADM by the K-12 instructional unit
besic nesd for FY9L.

This determined the percentage of gain or loss by group as if there hed beenno
supplemental support, alloning aconparison between what: hes been opropriated
for supplemental and whet the analysis shows as nested

g
nangs Single site school districts of 1-250 edlalloss of 1996%

Single site districts of 251-525 hed aloss of 1000%4

Single site districts of 526-1000 hed a loss of 5.06%

The rest of the schodl districts as agroup hed aloss of L84

The citawould thet single site schoal districts of 1-250 should
receive an additional 1809% (19.96%-1.87%) ot K-12 units, single site
districts of 251-525 an addition of 8 13% and singlle site districts of 526-
1,000 an addition of 31%%

6. Honever, the 1-250 group of single site schodl districts received about a
450% more in supplemental support and exoeeded the required 4 mll
local effort by about Lmill more then the other two groups, yielding
about another 1% acvantage, leaving thet group at about a 12%ad-
Justed loss. The 526-1,000 graup of single site school districts started
with asignificantly higher pupil teacher ratio and incressed it oy almost
one-fifth, which mears thet the group aut thelr prograis beyond whet tre
other groups did, reflecting aboaut a 3% lower loss then they should have,
hed they received ahigher level of supplemental support

OO WD

Recommendation
The above analysis and findings support the following reconmmendation for in-
areased support to single site schoal districts of 1,000 or fewer in ADM except
Valdez, which receives acarsiderable state support bresk because of the 3% rule.

ADM Percent of K-12 Units
1-250 12
251-5625 8

526-1000 6

Preparedfor the Single Site School District Consortium by Dr. Nat Cole, January 28, 1992



Proposed Legislative Wording

* Sec. AS 1417041 is amenced by ful;t};anewsd:ntsec:hontonawt()Adistrictw'lh
mADMofL(II)orIesslhatcorlslstsofme community and whose property evaluation
per ADM s less then $1,000,000.00 shall increase enmtaryardmdary instructional

units towhich it is entitied under (a) or () of this section by a percentage detenmined under tre
follonng table

District ADM Percentage
1-250 1.12
251-525 1.08

526-1000 106



Small Single Site School District Funding Proposal

Fiscal Note*

SCHOOL PROJECTED PROJECTED  ADJUSTMENT  INREASD AREA QUALL SINAE

DISTRICT FYSBADM  FBKRWITS — FACTOR NS~ DIFFERENTIAL  SITE PROPOSAL
Galera 160 16.67 12.00% 2.00 1.30 $156,081
Hoonah 225 21.00 12.00% 2.5 1,08 $163,29%
Hydaburg 120 14.00 12.00% 1.68 1.03 m $103,824
Kake 178 17.87 12.00% 2.14 1.08 $132,524
Kashumamiut 208 19.87 12.00% 2.3 1.33 $190,275
Klanock 215 20.33 12.00% 2.4 1.08 $150, 767
Nenana 185 18.33 12.00% 2.20 1.20 $158,371
Pelican 48.2 7.53 12.00% 0.9 1.08 $58,553
Skagway 135 15.00 12.00% 1.80 1.6 $113,400
X Mary's 106.5 12.97 12.00% 1.56 1.30 $121,399
Tanana 100 12.33 12.00% 1.48 1.3 $115,409
Yakutat 127 14.47 12.00% 1.74 1.08 $112,519
Arette Islad 420 34.00 8.00% 2.72 1.03 $168,09
Cordova 487.75 7.2 8.00% 2.8 1.11 $198,308
Qrailg 390 .00 8.00% 2.5 1.03 $158,208
Dillirghem 553 .91 8.00% 3.43 1.27 $261,579
Urallasa 332 28.13 8.00% 2.5 1.27 $171,480
Wrargel | 527 40.5 8.00% 3.24 1.00 $194,640
Adak 718 51.91 6.00% 3.11 1.27 $237,333
Nome 773 56.88 6.00% 3.41 1.3 $274,389
Petersbury 722 53.70 6.00% 3.2 1.00 $193,320

TOTAL 6729.45 567.67 49.78 843,72

‘The fiscal note is for $3,433,722. However, when the FY 92 small school supplemental (HB 5: §2,131,200 and the Petershurg and
Wrangell FY91 supplemental HB 15: $372,600, TOTAL $2,503,800) are considered, the increase is $929,400.



Sch Disl.
Sizo In ADM

Total ADM 1-250
Total ADM 251-525
Total ADM 526-1000

Total Other Districts

Sch Dist.
size in ADM

Total ADM 1-250
Total ADM 251-525
Total ADM 526-1000

Total Other Districts

Sch Disl.
Size in ADM

Total ADM 1-250
Total ADM 251-525
Total ADM 526-1000

Total Other Districts

A B
ACTUAL AV, SUPP.  FY90LOCAL
FYSLADM  PERADM EFF24MILLS

PER ADM
2046.1 500 517
209545 142 430
2171.15 116 331
99321.25 646

] K L
CUM CUM Fo1 K-12
CNGS/ADM  CNGS/ADM  BASIC ND

PER YEAR  PER ADM
-2613 523 7226

754 151 5284
537 107 5343
351 10 4913

0 R s

GRAND TOTAL ONEMILL  LOCAL MILL
% CNG/ADM ~ PERADM  EFFORT
2 4 MILLS
-19.96% 151 3.43
-10.00% 187 230
-5.06% 138 2.39
V1.87% 219 2.94

Small Single Site School Districts

Funding Analysis

C

TABLE

TABLE 1

D

ADJ LOC
EFFCNG
PER ADM

420
-235
47

-22

TABLE |l

M
CUMCNG AS
% OF F91 BN

INC SUPP

-1.23%
-2.85%
-2.01%

-1.43%

PTRF8&

1.13
9.59
11.62

13.05

E
F90-F86
FND BAL
PER ADM

-986
-325
-512

-102

N
AVSUPP
AS % OF

F91 BN

-6.92%
-2.69%
-2.17%

0.00%

PTRF90

3.96
10.92
13.82

13.73

F
FB8-91
LO EF/ADM

CNG @4 ML

-35
3
-33

-618

0
CUM % CNG
WITHOUT
SUPP

-14.15%
-5.55%
4.18%

-1.43%

Vv
% INC PTR
FI0VS86

25.66%

13.83%

18.90%

5.25%

Small Single Site School Districts Funding Analysis

G H
ST FND/ADM  PL874/ADM
F86-F91 F88-F91
-1766 -209
-928 532
-1014 1022
123 212
P
CNG LOC EFF
C&B>4 MILLS
INF90
-5.81%
4.45%
-0.88%
-0.44%

1
C&BPLS74
ADJUST/ADM

802
200
46

56



Column Explanation Tables I-111

School District Size In ADM:

Total ADM 1-290: Is single site schoal districts with average daily mentoerships (ADIV) of 1-250,
Total ADM 251-525 Is single site schodl districts of 251-525 ADML,

Total ADM 526-1000: Is single site schoal districts of 526-1000 ADM

Total Other Districts. Is all other schoal districts except Valdez, North Slope , Aleutian East ad
Aleutian Region as noted in the analysis section of the repart

Colum A: Actual FY 91 ADIM: Foundiation ADM for fiscal year 1901

Colurm B: Average Supplemental Per ADM Tatal ot FY 8691 divided by the
nuber of emental retﬂveddl\ndedwFY 91Al%lel by

Colum C. F 90 Local Effort Greater Than 4 Mills Per ADIME Shows the per ADM local effort of
schoal districts greater then the 4 millls required by the founcktion act in effect in FY

88.

OoIerDA%LstedLocal Effort Crenge Per ADM Srmsﬂedfferemeln local effort per ADM
Y&SmnsFY%Thlsqu{(esertstfelowl dhange meck by schod| districts
SﬁpenodFY 90. Negative represents more local and positive

Colum E: F 90- F 8 Fund Balance Per ADM: Shows e loss(-) or gain (+) in fund belance per
ADM between FY 86adFY

Colum F. FY 88 FY91. Local Effort PerADMdmt;lﬁaM Mills: Show: themcre&e ) or
decreaE (+) |n ired local effort resulting from the dhange in local prooe_rty
valugtions between FY 8adFY A mlsﬂeo%pmstate 10N
tfeprqwtyvadues

fundlrrlgd( unnG)V\IrwIdFa/ebeengeaterorlesser

Colum G: State Foundation Per ADMFY & lessFY 9L Srm/sYﬂsloss )orggnl_(r mstate

foundation payments per ADM between FY 86 and
ajjwmwtstomlsnnp%erforwredloca effort (F) and P. L. 874 (H)).

Coum H P. L. 87§8mrADMFY Bles FY 91 Shows the gain (-) or loss (+) inP. L. 874
fromFY toFY 9L A gain reduced state aid and alGss increased state aid conpared

Colum I: City and Bor P. L. 874 payments thet viere first taken into cansideration inFY 88
ty chagi'gtsposmvelytotrefarraum (OolurmG)ThatlstreI 0ssin

statefuncsform ad districts Qe to the 8- p%entsvwsan
intentional adjustent ty tgt]’n&llg]sha/\/asareoljcu'onmciechangeln umG,

Colummn J; Curmlaiilve Changes Per ADM: Shows the net result of the changes in Colunms D




Colummn K: Cumulative Changes Per ADM Per Year: Colunm J divided by the five years FY &
through FY 90 to (&t the average dhange toapply toFY 91 K-12'Basic Nadd

Colum L: FY 91 K-12 Basic Need Per ADM: Shows theFY 91 dollars per ADM thet
gleare oargr}éal’%oB@gtgmne w@%gg pereoaiﬂc?gge In the K-12 I'i\\s(mmt%r';lg
Units for the single site school districts.

Column M_Cumulative Changes AS A Percent Of FY 91 Basic Need Including Supplementals,
Shows the average wtedda’g&speryear_baﬁqtdowtw In local effort
up o4 mills, chénge in fund belance, in P, L. 874 and State foundktion dhange
It also includes the supplemental support in Colunmn B which when relating o

foundation payments must ke adjusted aut t show how districts foundation paymants

are affected without the supplerrentals.

Colum N Avera%esmmmtalASAPeroerIOfFY 91 Basic Needt Shows the effects of not
having the supplementals in Colum B,

Coum Oa%rréjlative Percent Change Without The Supplemental: Shows the sumof Colunms M

CoumP. In Local Effort With City And Borough's Local Effort Greater Than 4 Mills In
FY QOFY86 Less FY 90 Shows the local effart increese (~)above4 mills inFY 90

Column Q Grand Total Percent Chenge Per ADM: Shows the total changes as aperoart of FY 9l
QK—12 Basic Need

ColumR: Qe Mill Per ADM: Shows tre dallars per ADM generated by are il
Colum'S: Local Mill Effort Greter Than 4 Mills

Colum T: PTR FY 86 Shows the pupil teecher ratio for FY 86

Colum U PTRFY 90: Shows the pupll teecher ratiop for FY 90

Colum V: Percent Inoresse InPTR FY 90 Verses FY &5




ALASKA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

FY93 PROJECTED FOUND/WON ENTITLEMENTS IF UNIT VALUE IS ADJUSTED. ,2.23.91 File.FOUNDY3 XLS

+ This spreadsheet reflects the total FY93 foundation entitlements if the unit value of $60,000 is increased by increments of $1,000,

ADJUSTED UNIT VALUE > | $61,000 ( $62,000 « $63,000 | $64,000 j $65,000 | $66,000
I

ADAK | $2,419,400 $2,495,210 | $2.571.020 | $2,646,830 l $2,722,640 l $2,798,450
ALASKA GATEWAY 4,433,760 4,514,650 4,595,520 4,676,390 4,757,260 4.838,130
ALEUTIAN REGION 648.764 661,014 673,264 685,514 697,764 710.014
ALEUTIANS EAST 3,955,164 4,025,524 4,095,084 4,166,244 4,236,604 4.306.964
ANCHORAGE 180.607,972 184,244.282 187.880.592 191,516,902 195,153.212 198.789.522
ANNETTE ISLANDS 1,236.243 1.280,233 1,324,223 1,368,213 1,412,203 1.456,193
BERING STRAIT 13.450.043 13.737.353 14,024.663 14,311,973 14,599.283 14,886.593
BRISTOL BAY 1,933.845 1.981,205 2,028.565 2,075.925 2,123,285 2,170,645
CHATHAM 2,175.584 2.836,084 2,896,584 2,957,084 3.017,584 3.078.084
CHUGACH 1,778,170 1.809,430 1.840,690 1,871,950 1.903.210 1.934.470
COPPER RIVER 5,342.142 5,431,692 5,521,242 5,610,792 5,700,342 5.789.892
CORDOVA 2,433,643 2,483,493 2.533,343 2,583,193 2.633,043 2,682,893
CRAIG 2.108.433 2,146,853 2,185,273 2,223.693 2.262,113 2,300.533
DELTA/GREELY 4,808.706 4,902.446 4.996.186 5,089.926 5,183,666 5,277.406
DILLINGHAM 3,742.935 3.816.835 3,890.735 3,964.635 4.038,535 4.112.435
FAIRBANKS 63.497.271 64.747.271 ¢ 657977 271 67247271 68.497,271 69.747.271
GALENA 1.372,789 1,399.799 11426.809 1,453,819 1,480.829 1,507.839
HAINES 2,281,817 2,327,267 2,372,717 2418167 2.463.617 2.509,067
HOONAH 1,568,058 1.596.428 1,624.798 1.653,168 1,681,538 1.709.908
HYDABURG 1.072,473 1,090.513 1,108.553 126,593 1,144,633 1.162.673
IDITAROD 4.747,186 4,835,816 4,924,446 5,013,076 5,101,706 5.190,336
JUNEAU 20,932,642 21,373,062 21,813,482 22,253,902 22.694.322 23.134.742
KAKE 1.158,968 1,181,698 1.204,428 1,227,158 1.249,8:3 1,272,618
KASHUNAMIUT 1.655.659 1.689,649 1.723,639 1,757.629 1,791,619 1,825.609
KENAI 41.455.268 42,366.878 43.278,488 44,190,098 45,101.708 46,013,318
KETCHIKAN 10,011.279 10.235,559 10,459,839 10.684.119 10,908,399 11,132.679
KLAWOCK 1,436.369 1.462,389 1,488,409 "(.514.429 1,540.449 1,566.469
KODIAK 12,425,343 12.681,133 12,936,923 13.192.713 13.448.503 13,704.293
KUSPUK 5,200,608 5.293,218 5,385.828 5,478,438 5,571.048 5,663.658
LAKE AND PENINSULA 5,674,274 5.779,844 5,885,414 5,990,984 6,096,554 6.202,124
LOWER KUSKOKWIM 28.906.526 29,470,526 30.034,526 30.598.526 31,162.526 31,726,526
LOWER YUKON 10.885.979 11,130,179 11,374.379 11,618,579 11,862.779 12,106,979
MAT-SU 50.044,443 50,984,703 51.924,963 52,865,223 53.805.483 54745743
NENANA 1,545,127 1,571,517 1,597,907 1,624,297 1,650,687 1,677,077
NOME 5,097,612 5,190,422 5,283,232 5.376,042 5,468,852 5,561,662
NORTH SLOPE 8,974.199 9,207,679 9,441,159 9,674,639 9,908,119 10,141.599
NORTHWEST ARCTIC 12.290.063 12,567,423 12,844.783 13,122,143 13,399,503 13.676,863
PELICAN 573.086 583,376 593.666 603,956 614.246 624,536
PETERSBURG 3.145.598 3.209,148 3,272.698 3,336,248 3.399.798 3.463,349
PRIBILOF 1.494,203 1,525,693 1,557,183 1,588,673 1.620.163 1.651.653
RAILBELT 3,203.352 3,256,192 3,309.032 3,361,872 3.414.712 3,467.552
SITKA 7,032,612 7,182.252 7,331.892 7,481,532 7,631.172 7.780,812
SKAGWAY 865,939 884,299 902,629 920,959 939.289 957,619
SOUTHEAST 5.031.050 5,125,460 5.219.870 5,314,280 5,408,690 5.503.100
SOUTHWEST 5,478,456 5,589,936 5.701.416 5.812,896 5,924,376 6.035.856
ST MARY'S 1.261,585 1,283,115 1.304,645 1,326,175 1.347.705 1.369.235
TANANA 1.089,508 1.109.798 1,130.088 1,150,378 1,170,668 1.190 958
UNALASKA 1,720,590 1,761,930 1,803,270 1,844,610 1,885,950 1.927.290
VALDEZ 3.280,232 3.358,122 3,436.012 3.513,902 3.591,792 3.669.682
WRANGELL 2,496.114 2,545,884 2,595,654 2,645,424 2.695.194 2.744.964
YAKUTAT 1.118.322 1.138.162 1.158.002 1.177.842 1.197,682 1.217,522
YUKON FLATS 4,696.090 4.781,780 4.867,470 4,953,160 5,038.850 5.124.540
YUKON/KOYUKUK 5.917,552 6.033,852 6,150,152 6,266,452 6.382,752 6.499.052
YUPIT 3.751.466 3,828,716 3,905.966 3,983,216 4.060.466 4.137,716
SUB -TOTALS 576,064,562 587.746.992 599,429.422 611.111.852 622.794.282 634.476.712
STATE CORR. STUDY 5.560.760 5.651.920 5,743,080 5,834,240 5,925.400 6.016.560
MT EDGECUMBESCHOOL 1.593.320 1,619.440 1.645.560 1,671.680 1.697,800 1.723.920
VALDEZ CONTRACT 600,000 600,000 600.000 600,000 600.000 600.000
4 MILL PHASE-IN (SUBSIDY) 0 0 0 0 0 0
PL81-874 PASS THRU 1.277,192 1.277.192 1,277.192 1.277,192 1.277,192 1.277,192
EST. PRIOR YEAR ADJ 1,500.000 1.500.000 1,500,000 1.500.000 1.500.000 1.500.000

FY93EST INCREASES

§586.595.834

$598,395,544

$610.195.254
PAGE 1

$621,994,964

$633,794,674

$645,594 364
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ALASKA DEPARTMENT UP ELUCA ilION

FY93 PROJECTED FOUNDATION INCREASED ENTITLEMENTS IFUNIT VALUE IS ADJUSTED. 12-23-91 File:FOUND93 XLS

This spreadsheet reflects the increased FY93 foundation entitlements if the unit value of $60,000 is increased by increments of $ 1,000.

UNIT VALUE INCREASES BY > P $1.000 | $2,000 | $3,000 ! $4,000 | $5,000 | $6,000 |
1 | 1 | | 1 " m1
ADAK $75,810 $151,620 $227,430 $303,240 $379,050 $454,860
ALASKA GATEWAY 80,870 161.740 242,610 323.480 404,350 485,220
ALEUTIAN REGION 12.250 24,500 36,750 49,000 61,250 73,500
ALEUTIANS EAST 70.360 140,720 211,080 281,440 351.800 422,160
ANCHORAGE 3,636,310 7,272.620 10,908,930 14.545.240 18.181.550 2t.817.860
ANNETTE ISLANDS 43.990 87.980 131,970 175,960 219,950 263,940
BERING STRAIT 287,310 574.620 861.930 1,149,240 1,436,550 1.723,860
BRISTOL BAY 47,360 94.720 142,080 189,440 236,800 284,160
CHATHAM 60,500 121,000 181,500 242,000 302.500 363,000
CHUGACH 31,260 62,520 93,780 125,040 156.300 187.560
COPPER RIVER 89.550 179,100 268,650 358,200 447,750 537.300
CORDOVA 49.850 99,700 149,550 199.400 249,250 299,100
CRAIG 38,420 76,840 115,260 153,680 192.100 230,520
DELTAI/GREELY 93.740 187,480 281,220 374.960 468.700 562.440
DILLINGHAM 73.900 147.800 221.700 295,600 369,500 443.400
FAIRBANKS 1.250.000 2,500,000 ,'A"3.750.000 5,000.000 6.250.000 7.500.030
GALENA 27.010 54.020 81,030 108,040 135,050 162,061
HAINES 45.450 90.900 136.350 181.800 227.250 272.700
HOONAH 28,370 56,740 85,110 113.480 141,850 170.220
HYDABURG 18.040 36,080 54.120 72,160 90.200 108.240
IDITAROD 88,630 177,260 265.890 354.520 443.150 531.780
JUNEAU 440,420 880,840 1.321,260 1.761.680 2.202.100 2.642.520
KAKE 22.730 45,460 68,190 90.920 113,650 136.380
KASHUNAMIUT 33,990 67,980 101,970 135,960 169,950 203.940
KENAI 911,610 1.823,220 2,734.830 3.646.440 4.558.050 5.469.660
KETCHIKAN 224,280 448,560 672.840 897.120 1,121.400 1.345.680
XLAWOCK 26,020 52.040 78.060 104.080 130.100 156.120
KODIAK 255,790 511,580 767,370 1.023,160 1.278,950 1.534.740
KUSPUK 92,610 185,220 277.830 370.440 463.050 555.660
LAKE AND PENINSULA 105,570 211.140 316,710 422.280 527,850 633.420
LOWER KUSKOKW IM 564,000 1.128.000 1.692.000 2.256,000 2.820.000 3,384,000
LOWER YUKON 244.200 488,400 732,600 976,800 1.221,000 1.465.200
MAT-SU 940,260 1,880,520 2,820,780 3.761,040 4.701,300 5.641.560
NENANA 26,390 52,780 79,170 105.560 131,950 158.340
NOME 92,810 185.620 278.430 371.240 464.050 556,860
NORTH SLOPE 233.480 466,960 700.440 933.920 1,167.400 1.400.880
NORTHWEST ARCTIC 277,360 554,720 832,080 1.109,440 1.386,800 1.664.160
PELICAN 10,290 20,580 30,870 41,160 51.450 61.740
PETERSBURG 63.550 127,100 190,650 254.200 317.750 381.300
PRIBILOF 31,490 62.980 94.470 125,960 157.450 188.940
RAILBELT 52,840 105,680 158.520 211.360 264.200 317.040
SITKA 149.640 299,280 448.920 598.560 748.200 897.840
SKAGWAY 18,330 36,660 54,990 73.320 91.650 109,980
SOUTHEAST 94,410 188,820 283.230 377,640 472.050 566.460
southwest' 111,480 222,960 334,440 445.920 557.400 668.880
ST. MARYS 21,530 43,060 64,590 %,JZ) 107,650 129,180
TANANA 20,290 40,580 60.870 81,160 101,450 121.740
UNALASKA 41.340 82.680 124.020 165.360 206.700 248,040
VALDEZ 77,890 155.780 233,670 311.560 389,450 467,340
WRANGELL 49.770 99,540 149,310 199.080 248.850 298.620
YAKUTAT 19.840 39,680 59.520 79.360 99.200 119.040
YUKON FLATS 85.690 171.380 257.070 342.760 428,450 514,140
YUKON/KOY IJKUK 116,300 232,600 348.900 465.200 581,500 697.800
YUPIIT 77,250 154.500 231,750 309,000 386.250 463,500
SUB -TOTALS 11.682,430 23.364,860 35,047,290 46.729,720 58,412,150 70.094.580
STATE CORR. STUDY 91,160 182.320 273.480 364.640 455.800 546.960
MT EDGECUMBE SCHOOL 26.120 52.240 78.360 104.480 130.600 156.720
VALDEZ CONTRACT O 0
4 MILL PHASE-IN (SUBSIDY)
PL81-874 PASS THRU
EST PRIOR YEAR ADJ
FY93EST INCREASES $11.799.710 $23.599.420 $35.399.130 $47.198.840 $58.998.550 S70 798 260

PACE2



1/06/92

11:01

FY93 AGY GOVERNOR

FY92AUTH

FY91 ACT

SAE OF AZS4\ - GFERATING BOGET SNURY
e vy XXOERIMINT OF FDLONION. X XX X X

LEGISLATIVE FINANCE
BUDGET COMPONENT

SHORT
PRGE

M [N TN TN SN TONTONTN] (NI N I NI NTONTN]

> o~ [SNISN] [V ONTONTNToN]
O. ~ D i<t ~N oo <+ ~o> — oo
o~ o ~— o~ O v o o
~ ~—
= oo oy OO—MmLD D ODOOLOHO ~ ~wo oS oot~
™ oo Moo At N Or—©o o — N oO—co
© oy ~—on ™ o O Np— < Lo ©OococN
= - [T oo .
-~ ~
= e Y STt N = ©Ooenco oM<t v Ao ~ cuoo —io
OO~ M—OO O<roLO OO © TP CNLOMLO ™ ocoo> O
LO—A~—A O IO LOO©O Lo ODPM Lo HM?  OMNOD o © ~—
NIO D choocur— o ™ oo — o~ < P==3 —
[¥e) ~— ~ [QNTaN[ N o~ -
Lo o~
LONOOLOOOLOOMCN  —iLOF—M™M ©wWwoo  — M~ 00033000. N oW
A OO OOIT—CNIHD OO [=Torbs e L B [T N | M~ oo o
OMOOMT—MOT—MT—OO oo OO o© N0 ANLO—LO o> ocoo> oo~
LO~A~Ir—~00MNOOLOOO —LOWON WOHM O OO0 COMMIOH o o e~
N©O NI [Selc=loN NS o oo — N <+ o ~
o ISUQNIaN] o~ -
(Y] o~
OO —POM—F—MD00 comco—i OO OO ANILOF—ODOD — o ~O—
A OLOONICODLODIS —LOLOSS ©Or~r— or—o— mmciomN 1w co<t—i
—ILO D onoor—0 i ~ <rco © o~ <+ == —
<~ — — ISNI=1N] o~ o
Lo o~
O TOLONHOONKD Mr— © O Oaoxo<t o~ mooortoOr—— < r~coo
N <FOOM<FNIF—MMoO <t 00 LoD dlooxoo o S~~~ Qoo co ooor—
0O AOT—CNOH—MMOO0O0 Ocd O OOt IF~dg—ioco O oogoLomJdon o oo
D OO —I—F—CNEO P O OO LoNcwoMmw M~  ocic—tatON—ir— or——1
© MMM N ~ ~ <rcoLn S NN o oo
o oo~ o~ o
[¥o) Lo~
L— = w
= a o i) Ll
o O = ) >Fa o — DNDOW =
a = o OO 5 Paa O = = >ock— = = w
55 Z SER _=2u £ Zeo9 2 oo
= = = = = = =
PZ® , Gz —2a0Z D = < 0o oS=0Z==8g | ol
L= 2_25 zowo2 & & £, % 30,5509 =393=o
=S50 ZE=<x— W P8 o <& To <= =O<C—n . O o<
<COoOwvw <o <=+ <C =< a5 <C. <C Ol oo
acoae—  o— <Lx<joe—<I ;<0 XoN=o>l > S— o STl aT
GWPDBG_IE_I XSOR8W XRGTXUOERRACTXLUWMWWOMXA =L
o = _ i pu—
Corrz s ooV 2= | OPQTuVCFNLANnDADDOV|I_mFSMEE
— Lt — 200 [ —o=w Tao >t rSuiornny O - =
O T A= o< oINS =L=GIT=Z"0 o05T0 - =t oo
- 5 UWDRNNNSWMEMTB%OMSSBES Moo ggu=oaczol<—
o=SwkE O =100 TOFZ=LSO. o [} mbA_IAS_IWW (=) TMM <<—
=<C - Lo oo = L o = oOL= - T Oulinc=
ac<oz=wZ= 9 Z-Oo2>uuTESra = o=O >0=_OUNDZ <DL n=

(&) LA O I—oO—<Tq =IO DO0a H—O><0
SFASCTBYSPPW_FDCTPMDDPACSBWEDD < <C(<Car> T DvrnOw<tay
= <OO ><<C <O ><—! =<
oO— <D <= <> =< ><Lu
= <O ><<C <O ><0 ><><
= oL o L <C (A0
<C
(&)
>
[an]
1]
A o~ [N [N ] oo onoD<tr<tr<tr<t <t Lol LOLOO OO Or—r—r~r—~



MEMORANDUM State of Alaska

Community and Regional Affairs

TO: Laura Eeason DATE: December 27, 1991
Accountant 111
DCRA FILENO: 018 2C/PF/mr

TELEPHONE NO:  465-4814

THRU: SUBJECT: Request For
Warrants:
FY 1991 National
Forest Receipts

FROM:

Peter Free

SERO Super
Merry Christmas! I would Ulike to request warrants for
municipalities entitled to 1income under the National Forest
Receipts program. In the past, only boroughs within the
national forests were eligible to receive 1income through the
forest receipts program. Now, with the adoption of HB 54,

distribution of the income has been widened to include Home
F.ule, First Class and Second Class municipalities and Regional
Education Attendance Areas (REAA®"s) within the unorganized
borough of the Tongass and Chugach National Forests.

Payments to organized boroughs will remain as they always have,
on the basis of the national forest acreage within each
organized borough®s boundaries. The income allocation for the
unorganized borough 1is also based on national forest acreage;
however, the method of distributing the funds within the
unorganized borough is new, and is based on amendments to state

law in HB 54.

The attached NATIONAL FOREST SUMMARY displays borough acreage
and payment distributions, both for organized borough®s and for
the unorganized boroughs of each national forest. The payment
for the unorganized borough in the Tongass 1is $6,706,580.95 ana
$41,404.11 in the Chugach. HB 54 (attached) states that75% of
the funds for the unorganizedborough shall be used for public
schools and 25% shall be wused for public roads. Thus
$4,804,935.71 ($6,406,580.95 X -75) is available for
distribution to school districts in the unorganized borough of
the Tongass,while $31,053.08 is similarly available in the
Chugach. The payments for public schools, as required in HB
54, are based on the Average Daily Membership ((ADM) of each
school district as a percent of the total ADM of school
districts within the unorganized borough of the Tongass and
Chugach national forests (ADM1s are provided by the DCE as

attached).

Pk H-
20/l/MBMOI PM1



Laura Eeason
December 27, 19S1 (
Page Two

Based on the above standards, warrants should be issued to
following entities iIn the following amounts:

ORGANIZED BOROUGHS AMOUNT

Tongass National Forest

Elaines Borough $507,050.45
City and Eorough of Juneau $913,842.03
Ketchikan Gateway Eorough $412,333.90
City and Eorough of Sitka $1,002,372.28

Chugach National Forest

Municipality of Anchorage $2,835.78
Kenai Peninsula Eorough $11,784.99
Kodiak Island Borough $240.23
Matanuska-Susitna Borough M448 .55
MUNICIPALITIES AMOUNT

Tongass National Forest

City of Craig $393,821.51
City of Hoonah $294,441.89
City- of Hydaburg $149,132.09
City of Kake $221,906.67
City of Klawock $265,492.72
City of Felican $57,522.38
City of Petersburg $680,192.63
City of Skagway $181,715.57
City of Wrangell $662,635.22
City of Yakutat $164,170.62

Chuoach National Forest

City of Cordova $10,177.41
City of Valdez $18,149, 281
City of Whittier | $18,149.29

REGIONAL EDUCATION ATTENDANCE AREAS AMOUNT
Tongass National Forest
Chatham REAA $471,563.24

Southeast Islands REAA $521,085.07
Annette (Metlakatla) $531,236.08



Becem er 27, 1991
age Three ( .

Chugach National Forest

Chugach REAA $2,726.

I would be happy to discuss these amounts with you.

give me a call 1f you want to go over them.

cc: Sam Thomas
Accountant 1V

r=C: & **/
/\N/~-r2cAajac E>NRESTI~

Flease
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United States ( rest Alaska Region | P.0. Box 21628
Department of Service Juneau, AK 99802-1628
Agriculture

Reply to: 6540
Date: December 17, 1991

Mr. Peter Freer _ _
c/o Community and Regional Affairs

Pouch BH
Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Mr. Freer:

The enclosed distribution of receipts indicates the final acrea%e and payment
derived from the National Forests in Alaska for Fiscal Year 1991 (16 U.S'C.
500 as amended by P.L. 94-588) .

Questions concerning the enclosed schedule may be directed to Barbara Paddock

at 586-8850.
Sincerely,
f) 1 7 OWE fnj
ROBERT E. WILSON rﬁ ml
Director of Fiscal and DEC act 1991
Public Safety.
AN cfEnclosure T T T T T o, of Communiy & Regore Afars vt
A,
(V2 1S Sl i A -5

7" T~ -Ef3rrxzzP "

Caring for the Land and Seving Pecple
FS60028(F8)



PAYMENTS TO STATES FROM NATIONAL FOREST RECEIPTS

FISCAL YEAR 1991

OCT 1, 1990 THRU SEP 30, 1991
*---NATIONAL FOREST SUMMARY---*

NATIONAL FOREST STATE BOROUGHS

CHUGACH ALASKA  Anchorage
Kenai Penin.
Kodiak Is.

Matanuska-Su
Unorganized

NATIONAL FOREST TOTAL:

TONGASS ALASKA Haines
Juneau
Ktn. Gateway
Sitka
Unorganized

NATIONAL FOREST TOTAL:

REGION TOTAL:

Actual Interim Payment Made Effective 09/24/91
Final Payment Made 12/11/91

Total State of Alaska Payment

FY-91 TOTAL
ACRES PAYMENT
274,290 2,835.78
1,139,903 11,784.99
23,236 240.23
43,386 448.55
4,004,813 41,404.11
5485,628* $ 56,713.66*

918,072 $ 507,050.45
1,654,614 913,842.03
146,571 412,333.90
1,814,908 1,002,372.28
1,599,837 6,406,580.95
16,734,008* $9,242,179.61*

22,219,636%* $9,298,893.27**

DIG -0 131

Dept, cf Community 3 Raglcnal Affairs
Southeast Recicnal OKico



PAYMENTS TO STATE OF ALASKA FROM NATIONAL FOREST RECEIPTS

Fiscal Year 1959 to 1988 (1

FEDERAL
FISCAL YEAR CHUGACH NF TONGASS NF TOTAL R-10
1959 $ 8,225. $ 150,038. $ 158,263
1960 8,466. 189,665. 198,131
1961 10,425. 202,006. 212,431
1962 10,455, 161,137. 171,592
1963 4,842, 208,332. 213,174
1964 5,476, 231,512. 236,988
1965 4.656. 212,576. 217,232
1966 71,323. 276,162. 283,485
1967 5,044, 399,923. 404,967
1968 3 7,435 . 510,123. 517,558
1969 17,678. 557,097 . 574,775
1970 23,283. 1,057,638. 1,080,921
1971 20,993. 1,031,200. 1,052,193
1972 30,806. 851,337. 882,143
1973 47,692, 926,223. 973,915
1974 44 811, 643,322. 688,133
1975 31,630. 1,014,448. 1,046,078
1976 29,081, 279,570. 308,651
1976 2,768. 158,119. 160,887
1977 90,066. 2,465,222. 2,555,288
1978 139,820. 2,970,500. 3,110,320
1979 112,596. 3,461,103. 3,573,699
1980 21,957, 6,506,123. 6,528.080
1981 23,208, 3,751,986. 3,775,194
1982 24 681. 5,405,691. 5,430,372
1983 33,5689, 1,341,479. 1,375,068
1984 36,299. 1,015,797. 1,052,096
1985 37,154, 52,308. 89,462
1986 53,719, 491,810. 545,529
1987 0. 0. 0
1988 101,989. 308,167. 410,156
1) This table of payments to the State of Alaska from National Forest

receipts indicates the final payment derived from the National Forests in
Alaska for the period requested (16 U.S.C. 500 as amended by P.L. 94-588).



NEA-ALASKA

AI-TIY IATED WITH THE NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION
\

ANCHORAGF REGIONAL OFFICE JUNEAU OFFICE FAIRBANKS REGIONAL OFFICE
Mil W. 33RD AVENUF. 105 MUNICIPAL WAY, SUITE 302 2118 CUSHMAN STREET
ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99503 (IUNEAU. ALASKA 99K01 FAIRBANKS. ALASKA 99701
(907) 27°) 0536 (907) 586 3090 (907) 456-4435

February 5, 1991

To: Senator Sturgulewski, Chair
Members, Senate HESS Committee

Re: SS SB 20; "An Act making appropriations to the
Department of Education for K-12 support; and
providing for an effective date."

NEA-Alaska commends the sponsor and the Committee for the expeditious attention
which is being given to this critical legislation. We support it and encourage that it be
passed and quickly signed into law.

We also strongly encourage that the Committee give serious consideration during the
current legislative session to the concerns which are raised in the attached issue paper.
Public education cannot effectively meet the growing needs of an increasing student
population if state and local funding levels continue to be predicated on an Instructional
Unit value of $60,000!

Each year our public schools arc expected to deal with more and more of the basic
problems in society in addition to enhancing and improving the overall quality of
educational opportunity for each student. Changes in the family structure and function
place additional burdens on public education. Students must be better prepared for a
constantly changing work environment.

If we are to be collectively successful in meeting these critical needs we must not only re
allocate our human resources, we must also increase the level of our financial
commitment,

Thank you for your support and for your consideration of our position.

Respectfully submitted,

Bob Manners
Executive Director President

cc: Senator Fischer



NEA-ALASKA

AFFILIATED WITH THE NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION

ANCHORAGE REGIONAL OFFICE JUNEAU OFFICE FAIRBANKS REGIONAL OFFICE
1411 W. 33RD AVENUE 105 MUNICIPAL WAY, SUITE 302 2118 CUSHMAN STREET
ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99503 JUNEAU, ALASKA 99801 FAIRBANKS, ALASKA 99701
(907) 274 0536 (907) 586-3090 (907) 456-4435

January, 1991
EDUCATION FUNDING CRISIS IN ALASKA

We have not kept pace with the increasing needs and obligations we have in Alaska public
education. While inflation alone has caused the elimination of critical programs and services for
students the changing family structure and increased expectations of society generally have placed
substantially heavier burdens and expectations on public education.

Each time a basic program or service is reduced or eliminated in public education there is the
increased probability that some student will become "at risk" of dropping out of school before
completion of high school. The "greater risk" for that student is the diminished or lost opportunity
to be successful and achieve to his or her potential.

Moreover, we as a State, have an obligation to all of our students, "at risk" or not, to fully
prepare them for survival and leadership in the radically different economic society that the next
century will present. To impart to our students the new and different skills and abilities this
impending economic renaissance demands, will require new and stronger financial support for the
public schools in Alaska today.

The combination of the 1990 Cowper vetoes; $9.7 million in the funding formula, $1.2 million
in pupil transportation, and $12.9 million in debt service, together with the Hickel Administration's
announced 5 percent cut to the funding formula for 91-92, send an ominous message about the
health and welfare of public education in Alaska.

With the $9.7 million veto and the unanticipated enrollment increases taken into consideration
a supplemental appropriation of nearly $21 million is needed for the current year, 1990-91. Such an
appropriation does not solve the funding problems for public education in Alaska. It merely
maintains a currently under-funded program.

Since the 1983 release of the Nation At Risk report public education lias been scrutinized,
analyzed, and, unfortunately, compromised by organizations, government, governmental agencies,
and a myriad of interest groups from the private sector.

Every finding and credible conclusion about what is necessary to restore public education—
and to ensure that the quality of our public education programs and services is incrcased—speaks to
the need for an increased financial commitment at local, state, and national levels.

Unfortunately, we in Alaska are also failing this test of the depth of our collective
commitment to public education.

While public education docs indeed represent a significant share of the operating budget in
Alaska, as a percentage of the total budget it has steadily declined.

Historical Review
During Alaska's first year as a State, the appropriation for supporting public education was

44% of the total operating budget. Ten years later, 1970-71, the icvcl of State support was at 35% of
the total operating budget. Even though the early years of statehood were financially difficult

m<g55i>
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for Alaska, the level of State support for public education was strong. Since these times the level of
State support for public education as a share of tiic total operating budget has steadily declined.
During 1990-91 the total State share for K-12 public education is 17% of the operating budget, less
than one-half of what it was in the first decade of statehood!

Even when local financial commitments are taken into consideration, the total Alaska level of
spending for public education is appalling. Again, this has not always been the case. During its
first decade as a State, 30% to 38% of all state and local operating expenditures went to public
education; a figure which at that time was comparable to national averages. For 1987-88, the last
year for which figures are available, Alaska now ranks last in the nation: at 22.8% of all state and
local governmental expenditures for public education. (The national average in 1987-88 was 34.4%.)
When added to the reality of the Permanent Fund Dividend Program this data is particularly

depressing.

We have neither an income tax or a sales tax in Alaska. We are last in the nation in our combined
state and local financial effort to support public education. The Permanent Fund Dividend Program
returns to every major organized borough nearly three (3) times the amount of financial suppcrt that
those citizens are willing to give public education at the local level. The most obvious conclusion is
that public education is no longer a real funding priority in Alaska.

Additionally, since 1986, public education has suffered severe financial setbacks. Correlated
with the drop in oil prices, State support for public education was severely cut back. Between the
1985-86 and 1986-87 school years the level of State support dropped by 15%. In 1987, the Governor
led the move to "pass along" the States' $25-30 million share of the cost of retirement contributions
to local school districts, thus encumbering them with an additional financial burden.

During 1987-88 when the new funding formula was put in place the Instructional Unit value
(the basic component of the formula which generates state funds for local school districts) was set at
$60,000--a level that was itself 8% lower than the rate of State support in the 1985-86 school year.
It has not since been adjusted for inflation.

Using the US-Urban Consumers Consumer Price Index (CPI), in constant dollars, the 1987-88
$60,000 Instructional Unii value is worth only $52,361 in purchasing power for school districts during the
1990-91 school year. Using CPI projections the Instructional Unit value would have to be increased to
$74,550 for 1991-92 to have the same purchasing power that $60,000 did in 1987-88.

During the past decade, 79-80 to 89-90, Alaska has shown the largest percent increase among
the fifty states in the number of high school graduates at a 16.1% increase. For the same period the
change in the average salary of instructional staff in Alaska's public school has been -2.8%, constant
dollars when adjusted for inflation. In this category, Alaska ranks 50th among the fifty states!

Who Has Paid the Price?

In the last five years, school district employees, through cuts and freezes in compensation and
benefits, have subsidized the cost of public education in Alaska. Their workloads and
responsibilities have increased and they subsidize public education with their property taxes as do
other Alaskans. Additionally, teachers average nearly $300 per year in out of pocket personal
gx%enses for classroom supplies, materials, and equipment because of cutbacks in local school

udgets.

Using our Profiles in Excellence document NEA-Alaska is in the process of assessing the
quality of programs and services in every school district in Alaska. With the assessment less than
1/4 complete some of the more glaring concerns, problems, and needs identified so far include:
specific programs on parenting skills, more parent involvement in and support for their child’s
educational program, significantly increasing class sizes, inadequate supplies/materials/textbooks,
the absence of academic and vocational counseling, no meaningful programs for "at risk" students,
classroom teachers with increasing numbers of different preparations, reduction and elimination of
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critical programs, reduced library services, inadequate in-servicing and staff development programs,
limited planning time, more clerical responsibilities and less teaching time.

At the same time, we, as a society, arc saying that we want our public schools to do more in
the area of substance abuse education, for "at risk" students, for special education students, for
children with Fetal Alcohol Syndrome, teenage pregnancy prevention, suicide prevention, and the
prevention of child abuse. Our continuing failure to deal with the increasing class size and work
load problem only serves to exacerbate these and other concerns unique to public education.

The task of preparing cur students for today and tomorrow is expensive, but the cost of their
not being prepared Is far greater. Each year students enter public schools with greater needs, thus
making the challenges for all of us greater. Our public schools, teachers, and other school district
employees must continue to be successful in their efforts. By limiting the necessary resources, we
arc limiting the success potential for everyone, students in particular. Public education costs a lot!
However, if we don't spend our money on our public schools we will be forced to spend even more on
welfare, prisons, and other social services. Every one of our youth must have the opportunity to
realize their full productive potential.

An equitable funding formula which requires an increased local effort and takes into
consideration pupil transportation, community schools, debt service, and maintenance and capital

costs is critically needed.
The essential components are:

Full funding with provision for enrollment increases and the probable need for supplemental
appropriations to cover unanticipated needs

An Early funding decision so that school districts may plan more realistically and so that the
continuity of programs and services is enhanced

Forward funding to establish that public education really is the priority in Alaska

Annually inflation proof the Instructional Unit value, in @ manner similar to the current
annual inflation proofing of the Permanent Fund Program, so that essential programs and
services are not lost simply because of inflation

Restore some level of the funding which has been lost to inflation and other cuts during the
past five years either through incentive grants, supplemental categorical funding or basic
increases in the formula

Adjust the formula to more accurately reflect the needs of the small! single site districts
which have been disadvantaged since 1987-88, not by year to year political decisions as has
been the recent practice, but through genuine revision to the funding formula which makes
all districts equal partners in access to the critical financial resources.

It is time to re-establish funding of public education in Alaska as the number one priority at both
the state and local levels. Clearly, it will cost more than we are presently spending. The alternative
is not a choice. Our needs and the needs of the 108,000*- students currently enrolled in our public
schools are far too important to all of us. m3janl



ALASKA ASSOCIATION OF ELEMFNTARY SCHOOL PRINCIPALS
ALASKA ASSOCIATION OF SECONDARY SCHOOL PRINCIPALS
ALASKA ASSOCIATION OF SCHOOL ADMINISTRATORS

*» ALASKA COUNCIL OF SCHOOL ADMINISTRATORS

326 Fourth SI., Suil« 406, Juneau, AK 99801 1101 (907) 606-9702 FAX (907) 666-5879

POSITION STATEMENT
SENATE BILL 20

"AN ACT MAKING APPROPRIATIONS TO THE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION FOR
K-12 SUPPORT AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE."

The Alaska Council of School Administrators supports full entitlement for
education under the language of SB 20.

We believe and recognize it is the responsibility of the State of Alaska as
stated in the Alaska Constitution to provide education to all children of
Alaska. This can only be accomplished through fully funding the
entitlement programs stated in SB 20.

We remember the severe reduction in school funding 5 years ago and the
continued responsibility placed on local districts to increase funding to
keep up with inflation, increase costs of retirementand healthinsurance

costs as well as costs this past year for fuel.

We recognize there are deficiencies within the current formula which are
being addressed is other legislation and encourage this legislature to

continue examining them and providing solutions.

Based on information collected to date regarding the future levels of
funding for education, full entitlement is the minimum districts need to
bring stability and continuity to their educational programs.

The Alaska Council of School Administrators wishes to express our
appreciation to the sponsors of SB 20 for recognizing the continued need
for full appropriation of funding for the education programs in Alaska.






Alaska State Legislature

Senator Paul Fischer V\h'le inJuneau

aul P.O.B
Senate District D g (? )u Alasé(a 99811

Box 784

Soldotna, Alaska 99669

(907) 262-9420 W
262-9269

State Senate

MEMORANDUM

TO: Senator Arliss Sturgulewski, Chairman
Senate Health, Education and
Social Services Committee

FROM: Senator Paul Fischer

SUBJECT: SS Senate Bill 20
(making appropriations for K-12 support for FY 92)
Senate Bill 31

(forward funding for K-12 support for FY 93)

DATE: February 4, 1991

I appreciate your scheduling the above referenced bills for a
hearing before the 'mnate Health, Education and Social Services
Committee on Februai:- 6.

Essentially by introduction of tnese bills, 1 have taken the

decision of education funding out of the operating budget process,
which is never determined until the latter part of the session.

It would be my desire that Senate Bill 20 be enacted by the

Legislature at the earliest possible date, 1in order to give the
school districts adequate notice of their FY 92 funding levels
prior to their local budgeting deadlines. Senate Bill 31 would

provide forward funding for education for the next fiscal year
utilizing the surplus revenues anticipated during the coming
fiscal year. This approach would considerably reduce the
operating budget for FY 93 as well as provide the districts
notice of their education funding level a full year in advance.

Both of these bills fund the school foundation program and

pupil transportation at 100 percent of entitlement. The figures
contained in Senate Bill 31 are estimates for FY 93, submitted
by the Department of Education.

PAF/sgn
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CS FOR SENATE B”_LNO 31( )

INTHE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE -FIRST SE~I1O0N

BY
Offered:
Referred:
Funding Information:  General Fund $595,415,900 ®V_
Other Funds 45.624.000
$641,039,900

Sponsors):  SENATOR FISCHER

A BILL
FOR AN ACT ENTITLED
1 "An Act making an appropriation to the Department of Education for K - 12 support
2 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1993, and providing for an effective date."

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

% .
4 SeCtIOH l The sum of $641,039,900 is appropriated from the general fund and from other funds
5 in the amount listed to the Department of Education for the purposes expressed and allocated in the

6 amounts listed for operating expenditures for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1993:

7 FUND SOURCE AMOUNT

8 General fund $595,415,900
9 Public school fund (AS 37.14.110) 7,500,000
].O School fund (AS 43.50.140) 2,500,000
11 Federal receipts 35,624,000
]2 PURPOSE ALLOCATION AMOUNT
]3 Foundation program $574,250,900
14 Student lunch program m 15,000,000

CSSB3K )

-1-
Naw ~z Underlined ICHETED TEXT BRAGETH]
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Cigarette tax distribution 2,500,000
Tuition students 14,711,200
Boarding home grants 230,000
Youth in detention 800,000
Schools for the handicapped 3,262,200
Pupil transportation 30,285,600

* Sec. 2. The appropriation made by this Act lapses into the funds from which appropriated June 30,

1993.

* Sec. 3. This Act takes effect July I, 1991.

CSSB 31 ) .
Naw Tet Underlined [CELETED TEXT 3RROETH]



NEA-ALASKA

A HLIATOwnil I NATIONAI EDUCATION ASSOCIATION

ANCHORAGE REGIONAL OFFICE JUNEAU OFFICE FAIRBANKS REGIONAL OFFICE
MU W. 33RD AVENUE 105 MUNICIPAL WAY. SUITE 302 2118 CUSHMAN STREET
ANCIT0OHAGE, ALASKA 995(13 JUNEAU. ALASKA 00801 FAIRBANKS, ALASKA 00701
(907) 274 0536 (50 ) 586-3090 (007) 456-4435

February 5, 1991

To: Senator Sturgulewski, Chair
Members, Senate MESS Committee

Re: SB 31; "An Act making an appropriation to the
Department of Education for K-12 support for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1993; and providing
for an effective date."

NEA-Alaska supports and encourages your favorable consideration of SB 31.

Forward funding of public education will provide better continuity in critical programs and
services and much needed stability in the year to year planning process.

Also, forward funding of public education is a public policy statement that public educaion
really is a priority in Alaska and gives more meaning to the Constitutional commitment and
obligation.

We strongly encourage that the Committee give serious consideration to an amendment to this hill
which would increase the Instructional Unit value to more realistically reflect the projected
impact of the increasing cost of living. Also, it is appropriate to consider an amendment which
would provide for a prospective "inflation proofing" mechanism.

Alaska now has the economic capability to put in place real forward funding of public
education. Such an opportunity may not again be available to us. To let it pass without acting
on it would be a major disservice to our future.

We urge your support for SB 31 and these suggested changes.

Thank you for your consideration of our position.

Respectfully submitted,

Bob Manners Don Obcrg
Executive Director President

cc: Senator Fischer
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Sen. Pat Pourchot, Co-Chairman

Sen. Jay Kerttula, Co-Chairman
P.O. Box V

State Crpitol

Sen. Al Adams Juneau, Alaaka 09811

Sen. Jim Duncan
Sen. Lyman F. Hoffman 907-465-3712
Sen. Dick Shultz
Sen. Rick Uehling

Senate Finance Committee

SENATE FINANCE COMMITTEE
LETTER OF INTENT

CSSB 40 (FIN)

"Regulating the practice of marital and family therapy."”

The Senate Finance Committee is concerned that the license fees reflected
in the fiscal note for CSSB 40 (FIN) of $350 per year will only support the
full program costs of the marital and family therapists board every other year
unless licensees are forced to pay a prohibitively high annual fee.

This Committee encourages the prime sponsor and both the Governor and
the Department of Commerce & Economic Development to make an effort
in the next two years to combine the Marital and Family Therapy Board with
other boards. We believe this would create administrative costs that can
easily be covered by licensing fees each year.

Co-Chair
Senate Finance

Senate adopted 4/17/91
Adopted by the House 5/16/91



STATS OF ALASKA Till Version:g- S.-5 fi, v a Fiki)

1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION (S) Publish Date: 4/ 1— ("
Revision D a te: _ Department A(fecte< _ .
Titl© Regulating the practice of BRU: OccupationalLicensing
marital and family, therapy.. Component: Administration
Sponsor; Senator Pearce
Requestor:  senate HESS COMPONENT SERIAL NO. O 3 5 6

Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 FY 95 FY 96 FY 97
PERSONAL SERVICES 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6
TRAVEL 12.7 12.7 11.6 11.6 11.6 11.6
CONTRACTUAL 10.7 10.7 10.7 10.7 10.7 10.7
SUPPLIES 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
EQUIPMENT 0 0 0 0 0 0

LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING 28.0 28.0 26.9 26.9 26.9 26.9
CAPITAL

REVENUE 28.0 0 28.0 0 28.0 0
FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 28.0 26.9 26.9
FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER GF/sPr 28.0 0 26.9 0 26.9 0
TOTAL 28.0 28.0 26.9 26.9 26.9 26.9
POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0
PART-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0
TEMPORARY 0 0 0 0 0 0

Estimate of current year impact: None

ANALYsIs: (Attach a separate page ifnecessary.) cssB 40 (HES) establishes a five-member Board
of Marital and Family Therapy to establish examination, training and education require-
ments for entry into the profession, and to issue licenses to qualified individuals.
Information on file indicates there are approximately 40 practitioners who would be
affected by this legislation upon passage.

Prepared By:  Jennifer Strickler. Admin. -Officer Phone: 465-2146
Division: Occupational Licensing * Date- April 15 1991

Approved by Commissioner: Glenn A. Ol/s L
Acency: Commerce & Economic Development ~ Date: ANy

leongM ance”lLe«isla,ive Sponsor™*****<*m OMB "4 Impacled ***<*«*>m
fisal note, This fiscal note is appropriate. Page _1 of 3
q1ti fat -

die " Comte Ae fiifal



This

CONTINUATION OF FISCAL NOTE ANALYSIS - CSSB 40 (HES)

fiscal note represents the cost of licensing marital and

therapists with a five-member board and an estimate

practitioners who would seek and qualify for licensure.

of forty

Costs
and

the marital

the program are projected based on the number of licensees
mandates in the bill. Therefore, costs associated with
and family therapy licensing program are projected as Tfollows:
Personal Services: $ 3.6
To provide administrative staff support.
Travel: $12.7
In FY 92, this funding will provide for two
face-to-face meetings (one in Anchorage and
one in Juneau), assuming two members are
from the Anchorage area, two from Juneau,
one from Fairbanks; and three division staff
(Director, Licensing Examiner, and
Regulations Specialist) to attend each
meeting; and two additional meetings to be
held by teleconference.
In FY 93, funding provides for three board
meetings (two face-to-face and one by
teleconference), and travel to administer
the licensing examination 1in various
locations throughout the State. ($12.7)
In FY 94 forward, the licensing program will
have been 1in operation for two years, and
therefore, require fewer meetings to conduct
its business. The number of board meetings
is reduced to two meetings each year. This
funding also provides for travel to
administer the licensing examination in
various locations. ($11.6)
Contractual: $ 10.7

This funding provides for printing, advertising,
postage and communication costs.

Supplies:

Funding will provide standard office supplies.

Grand Total:

Page 2 of 3
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REVENUE:

The revenues are based on 40 practitioners paying a licensing fee of
$350 per year. Licenses are issued on a biennial cycle; therefore,
revenues are doubled every other year (40 x $350 x 2 = $28,000). As
indicated, a license fee of $350 per year ($700 biennial), v/ill
support the costs of the licensing program in the first year.

Based on 40 practitioners, licensing fees will only be able to cover

full program costs with a five-member board every other year unless
licensees are willing to pay 1incredibly high annual 1licensing fees.

Page 3 of 3
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STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. CSSB 40 (HRS)

1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date : Department Affected:  commerce & Economic Dev.
Title;  Regulating the practice of BRU:  occupational Licensing

marital and family therapy.. Component.  Administration

Sponsor; Senator Pearce

Requestor:  senate-HESS. COMPONENT SERIAL NO.
Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 FY 95 FY 96 FY 97
PERSONAL SERVICES 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6
TRAVEL 12.7 12.1 11.6 11.6 11.6 11.6
CONTRACTUAL 10.7 10.7 10.7 10.7 10.7 10.7
SUPPLIES 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
EQUIPMENT 0 0 0 0 0 0

LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIMS
MISCELLANEQUS

TOTAL OPERATING 28.0 28.0 26.9 26.9 26.9 26.9
CAPITAL

REVENUE 28.0 0 28.0 0 28.0 0
FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 28.0 26.9 26.9
FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER GFsPrR 28.0 0 26.9 0 26.9 0
TOTAL 28.0 28.0 26.9 26.9 26.9 26.9
POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0
PART-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0
TEMPORARY 0 0 0 0 0 0

Estimate of current year impact. None

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.) cssB AO (HES) establishes a five-member Board
of Marital and Family Therapy to establish examination, training and education require-
ments for entry into the profession, and to issue licenses to qualified individuals.
Information on file indicates there are approximately AO practitioners who would be

affected by this legislation upon passage.

Prepal’ed Byj Jennifer Strickler. Admin. .Officer Phone - AB5-21AA
Division: Occupational Licensing Date- April 15, 1991

Approved by Commissioner: glenn a. 01
Agency: o Commerce & Economic Developmen. Date:

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



CONTINUATION OF FISCAL NOTE ANALYSIS - CSSB 40 (HES)

This fiscal note represents the cost of licensing marital and family
therapists with a five-member board and an estimate of forty (40)

practitioners who would seek and qualify for licensure. Costs of
the program are projected based on the number of licensees and
mandates in the bill. Therefore, costs associated with the marital

and family therapy licensing program are projected as follows:

Personal Services: $ 3.6

To provide administrative staff support.

Travel: $ 12.7

In FY 92, this funding will provide for two
face-to-face meetings (one in Anchorage and
one in Juneau), assuming two members are

from the Anchorage area, two from Juneau,
one from Fairbanks; and three division staff
(Director, Licensing Examiner, and

Regulations Specialist) to attend each
meeting; and two additional meetings to be
held by teleconference.

In FY 93, funding provides for three board
meetings (two face-to-face and one by

teleconference) , ai.d travel to administer
the licensing examination in various
locations throughout the State. ($12.7)

In FY 94 forward, the licensing program will

have been 1in operation for two years, and
therefore, require fewer meetings to conduct
its business. The number of board meetings
is reduced to two meetings each year. This

funding also provides for travel to
administer the Jlicensing examination in

various Jlocations. ($11.6)
Contractual: $ 10.7
This funding provides for printing, advertising,

postage and communication costs.
Supplies: $ 1.0

Funding will provide standard office supplies.

Grand Total: § 28.0

Page 2 of 3



REVENUE:

The revenues are based on 40 practitioners paying a licensing fee of
$350 per year. Licenses are 1issued on a biennial cycle; therefore,
revenues are doubled every other year (40 x $350 x 2 = $28,000). As
indicated, a license fee of $350 per year ($700 biennial), will
support the costs of the licensing program 1in the first year.

Based on 40 practitioners, 1licensing fees will only be able to cover

full program costs with a five-member board every other year unless
licensees are willing to pay incredibly high annual Ilicensing fees.

Page 3 of 3



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. SB 40
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
Revision D a te . Department Affected:  commerce & Economic Dev.
Title: Regulating thr .practice of BRU: Occupational Licensing
marital and family therapy;... Component.  Administration
Sponsor: Senator Pearce
Requestor.  senate HESS COMPONENT SERIALNO. 0 3 5 6
Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 FY 95 FY 96 FY 97
PERSONAL SERVICES 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6
TRAVEL 19.7 16.5 11.6 11.6 11.6 11.6
CONTRACTUAL 10.7 10.7 10.7 10.7 inj _ In. 7
SUPPLIES LO . t.n 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
EQUIPMENT 0 0 0 0 0 0

LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIMS

MISCELLANEOQUS

TOTAL OPERATING 35.0 31.8 1 26.9 26.9 26.9 26.9
CAPITAL

REVENUE 24.0 0 24.0 0. 24.0 0
FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 11.0 31.8 2.9 26.9 2.9 26.9
FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER GF/PR 24.0 0 24.0 0 24.0 0
TOTAL 35.0 31.8 26.9 26.9 26.9 26.9
POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0
PART-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0
TEMPORARY 0 0 0 0 0 0

Estimate of current year impact: ~ None

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.) sB 40 establishes a five-member Board of

Marital and Family Therapy to establish examination, training and education require-
ments for entry into the profession, and to issue licenses to qualified individuals.
Information on file indicates there are approximately 40 practitioners who would be

affected by this legislation upon passage.

Prepared By Jennifer Strickler, Admin. Office” Phone:  4e5-2144

Division: Occupational Licensing . -DaleL, .March 4, 1991
Approved oy Commissioner.  Glenn _a- olds A

Agency: Department of Commerce 6 Economic Development '  Date: ~

Distribution (by preparer): Legislative Finance, Legislative Sponsor, Requestor, OMB, & Impacted Agency(ies).
Rev 10/90 Page 1 of J



CONTINUATION OF FISCAL NOTE ANALYSIS - SB 40

This fiscal note represents the cost of licensing marital and family
therapists with a five-member board and an estimate of 40

practitioners who would seek and qualify for licensure. Costs of
the program are projected based on the number of licensees and
mandates in the bill. Therefore, costs associated with the marital

and family therapy licensing program are projected as follows:

Personal Services:

To provide administrative staff support.

Travel:

In FY 92, this funding will provide for four
face-to-face meetings, two 1in Anchorage and
two in Juneau, assuming two members are from
the Anchorage area, two from Juneau, one fronm
Fairbanks; and three division staff (Director,
Licensing Examiners, and Regulations Special —
ist) to attend each meeting.

In FY 93, funding provides for three board
meetings and travel to administer the licensing
examination 1in various Jlocations throughout the

State. ($16.5)

In FY 94 forward, the Ilicensing program will have

been in operation for two years, and therefore,

require fewer meetings to conduct its business.

The number of board meetins 1is reduced to two

meetings each year. This funding also provides

for travel to administer the licensing examination

in various Jlocations. ($11.6)

Constractual: $ 10.7
This funding provides for printing, advertising,
postage and communication costs.

Supplies:

Funding will provide standard office supplies.
Grand Total: $ 35.0

Page 2 of 3



REVENUE:

The revenues are based on 40 practioners paying a licensing fee of
$300 per year. Because licensing are 1issued on a biennial cycle,
revenues are doubled every other year. As indicated, 40 practioners
will not support a licensing program with a five-member board unless
licensees are willing to pay incredibly high annual 1licensing fees.
As an alternative, the 1licensing program may have to be supplemented
by general funds or fees from other licensing areas.

Page 3 of 3



FISCAL NOTE No. 7/

STATE OF ALASKA Bill Version: -s & VO
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION (S) Publish Dale: ’0/9(
Revision Da te : Department Affected: Commerce & Economic Dev.
Title: Regulating the practice of BRU: Occupational Licensing;
marital and family therapy;... Component: Administration
Sponsor: Senator Pearce
Requestor: ~ Senate HESS COMPONENT SERIAL NO.
Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING FYy 92 FY 93 FY 94 FY 95 EY 96 FY 97
PERSONAL SERVICES 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6
TRAVEL 19.7 16.5 11.6 11.6 11.6 11.6
CONTRACTUAL 10.7 10.7 10.7 10.7 10.7 10.7
SUPPLIES 1.0 In i.n i.0 1.0 1.0
EQUIPMENT 0 0 0 0 0 0
LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING 35.0 31.8 26.9 26.9 26.9 26.9

ICAPITAL
REVENUE 24.0 0 74.0 0 24.0 0
FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)
GENERAL FUND 11.0 31.8 2.9 26.9 2.9 26.9
FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER GF/PR 24.0 0 24.0 0 24.0 0
TOTAL 35.0 31.8 26.9 26.9 26.9 26.9
POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME 0 0 0 changes in Cf) 'pJbA P )
PART-TIME 0 reflect NO FI?CAL CHANC?E from Iiieorigiral
TEMPORARY fiscal note. This fiscal notei & appropriate.
Estimate of current year impact: None date Comte Aide (mitia)

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.) SB 40 establishes a five-member Board of
Marital and Family Therapy to establish examination, training and education require-
ments for entry into the profession, and to issue licenses to qualified individuals.
Information on file indicates there are approximately 40 practitioners who would be
affected by this legislarion upon passage.

Prepared By: Jennifer Strickler, Admin. Officer Phone: 465-2144

Division: Occupational Licensing ate: >farch 4. 1991
Approved by Commissioner: Glenn A. Olds n n

Agency: Department of Commerce & Economic Development /  Date: 3= Ny

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

Rev 10/90 Page L of L



CONTINUATION OF FISCAL NOTE ANALYSIS - SB 40

This fiscal note represents the cost of licensing marital and family
therapists with a five-member board and an estimate of 40
practitioners who would seek and qualify for licensure. Costs of
the program are projected based on the number of licensees and
mandates in the bill. Therefore, costs associated with the marital
and family therapy licensing program are projected as follows:

Personal Services: $ 3.6
To provide administrative staff support.
Travel: $ 19.7

In FY 92, this funding will provide for four
face-to-face meetings, two in Anchorage and
two in Juneau, assuming two members are from
the Anchorage area, two from Juneau, one from
Fairbanks; and three division staff (Director,
Licensing Examiners, and Regulations Special—
ist) to attend each meeting.

In FY 93, funding provides for three board
meetings and travel to administer the licensing

examination 1in various Jlocations throughout the
State. ($16.5)

In FY 94 forward, the 1licensing program will have
been in operation for two years, and therefore,

require fewer meetings to conduct its business.
The number of board meetins 1is reduced to two

meetings each year. This funding also provides
for travel to administer the licer 1ing examination
in various locations. ($11.6)
Constractual: $ 10.7
This funding provides for printing, advertising,

postage and communication costs.

Supplies: 3 l.o0
Funding will provide standard office supplies.
Grand Total: $§ 35.0

Page 2 of 3



REVENUE:

The revenues are based on 40 practioners paying a licensing fee of
$300 per year. Because licensing are issued on a biennial cycle,
revenues are doubled every other year. As indicated, 40 practioners
will not support a licensing program with a five-member board unless
licensees are willing to pay 1incredibly high annual 1licensing fees.
As an alternative, the licensing program may have to be supplemented
by general funds or fees from other licensing areas.

Page 3 of 3



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. sB 40
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
Revision Date: Department Affected:  commerce & Economic Dev.
Title: Regulating the practice of BRU: Occupational Licensing
marital and family therapy;... Component: Administration
Sponsor; Senator Pearce
Requestor: ~ Senate HESS COMPONENT SERIAL NO. O 3 5 6
Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 FY 95 FY 96 FY 97
PERSONAL SERVICES 3,6 3.6 3.6 3-6 3.6 3.6
TRAVEL 19.7 16.5 11.6 11.6 11.6 11.6
CONTRACTUAL 10.7 10.7 10.7 10.7 . .10.7 10.7
SUPPLIES 1.0 1.0 1 -0 - 1.0 1.0
EQUIPMENT 0 0 0 U 0 0

LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS
MISCELLANEQUS

TOTAL OPERATING 35.0 31.8 26.9 26.9 26.9 26.9
CAPITAL

REVENUE 24.0 0 74.0 0 24.0 0
FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 11.0 31.8 2.9 26.9 2.9 26.9
FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER GFsPR 24.0 0 24.0 0 24.0 0
TOTAL 35.0 31.8 26.9 26.9 26.9 26.9
POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0
PART-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0
TEMPORARY 0 0 0 0 0 0

Estimate of current year impact: ~ N°ne

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.) sB 40 establishes a five-member Board of
Marital and Fami3.y Therapy to establish examination, training and education require-
ments for entry into the profession, and to issue licenses to qualified individuals.
Information on file indicates there are approximately 40 practitioners who would be
affected by this legislation upon passage.

Prepared By:  Jennifer strickler, Admin. Officer Phone:  465-2144

Division: Occupational Licensing Ral€! March 4, 1991

Approved by Commissioner:  Glenn A. Olds
Aqencv: Department of Commerce & Economic Development /  Date; ° =7/

Distribution (by preparer): Legislative Finance. Legislative Sponsor, Requestor, OMB, & Impacted Agency(ies).
Rev 10/90 Pago 1 ol 3



