ALASKA LEGISLATURE COMMITTEE FILES 1995-1996 8672
65026 HOUSE COMMUNITY & REGIONAL AFFAIRS






10
11

12
13
14

9-LSO091INM*'

HOUSE CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. s (CRA)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

NINETEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
BY THE HOUSE COMMUNITY AND REGIONAL AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsor(s): SENATORS TAYLOR, Sharp
A BILL

FOR AN ACT ENTITLED
"An Act relating to suspension of a driver's license for failure to appear in court
or failure to pay a fine; relating to court and collection costs for traffic offenses;
and relating to citations and court procedures for municipal traffic and parking

offenses."

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
4

* Section 1. PURPOSE AND INTENT OF SECTION 4. The purpose of sec. 4 of this Act
is to create a mechanism to enforce citations issued for offenses involving a moving motor
vehicle. It is the intent of the legislature that after a person has made a required court
appearance or paid a fine required by the court, that any driver's license suspension imposed
by the court be terminated as quickly as possible.

* Sec. 2. AS 12.25.200(b) is amended to read:

(b) A citation issued under AS 12.25.180 must indicate
(1) the amount of bail or fine applicable to the offense;

() [] the procedure a person must follow in responding to the citation;
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(3 [, AND] that if the person fails to pay the bail or fine the person
must appear in courts
(4) that failure to pav the bail or fine or appear in court for an
offense involving a moving motor vehicle mav result in
CA) suspension of the person’s driver's license, nrivilege to
drive, or privilege to obtain a license: or
fB) atta :hment of the person's permanent fund dividend to
pav the fine plus court and collection costs under AS 28.05.155; and
£51 [. IN ADDITION, A CITATION MUST INDICATE] that the
person has a right to
£A: [(1)] atrial;
fBl [(=)] engage counsel;
(©) [(®] confront and gquestion witnesses;
ID) [(4)] testify; and
HE) [(5)] subpoena witnesses on the person's behalf.
* Sec. 3. AS 28.05 is amended by adding a new section to read:

Sec. 28.05.155. COURT AND COLLECTION COSTS. If a person's
permanent fund dividend is attached to pay the bail or fine for an offense involving
a moving motor vehicle, the court shall increase the bail or fine of that person by at
least

(1) $25 for court costs; and
() s10 for collection costs.
* Sec. 4. AS 28.15.181 is amended by adding a new subsection to read:

(h) The court may suspend the driver's license, privilege to drive, or privilege
to obtain alicense of a person who fails to appear incourt as required by a citation
for anoffense involving a moving motor vehicle, or who fails topaya fine as required
by the court for an offense involving a moving motor vehicle. If the court suspends
a driver's license under this subsection, the court shall also provide notice of the
suspension to the department. A suspension imposed under this subsection remains
in effect until the person appears in court as required by the citation, or pays the fine

as required by the court. When the person appears in court or pays the required fine,
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the court shall terminate the suspension imposed under this subsection and provide the

department and the person with written notice of the termination.
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AMENDMENT

OFFERED IN THE HOUSE
TO: SB s am

nage 2, line 16, through page 3, line L

Delete all material.

Renumber the following bill sections accordingly.
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From: Tom Nicolos
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Fax: (907) 852-2430
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cover page:

Comments:

Allached, please find my testimony from the teleconference on SB 87 this date, as you
requested. Thank you for giving me the opportunity to express my views in what |
believe are very important issues.

fwould also like to point out some concerns | have about information which was
misrepresented during the hearing. Please review AS 04.11.502 as currently written and
reference SB 87 Section 30. and | believe you will find that, in fact, time restrictions on
elections to remove a local option are much more restrictive than to impose alocal

option.

Further. | would like to point out that you were informed that Barrow's concerns have all
ready been addressed and this is not true. Had our issues been addressed. | would not
be testifying at this hearing and it was extremely disturbing to hear someone testify to

the Committee that they had.

Please pay particular attention to page eight (8) of my testimony. My greatest concern
Is that a petition certified by the municipality can so easily and swiftly be swept aside.
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Nineteenth Alaska Slate Legislalure
Juneau, Alaska 99801

April 27, 1995

RE: SB 87

My name is Tom Nicolos. I'd like lo commend the Legislalure for its efforts 1o
further clarify Title 4; how ever | have many points of concern with SB 87. As 1
understand it, SB 87 was sponsored by Senator Taylor for the purpose of
clarifying local option elections and to address some technical and common
sense amendments to Title 4. While Lcompletely agree with Senator Taylor that
Title 4 needs overhauling, | feel this bill is far from being adequate. It contains
contradictions within the bill itself and although the attempt to provide clarity and
equity, SB 87 has become slanted toward the prohibitionist point of view which is
unfair. It should be amended lo be fair tobothpointsof view.Personally,l do
not think prohibition is the answer lo theproblemscaused by alcohol, and further
refining and giving more control lo the government to set specific limits on local
option law driven bv prohibitionists is frightening. Serious consideration should
be given before restricting the freedoms of law-abiding citizens, and for these

reasons | would like to be heard.

| have grave concern that enacting this bill will perpetuate the present problem of
citizens potentially becoming felons because they have "too much beer" in their
home. Felony crimes in my estimation arc heinous crimes against the State, such
as murder, kidnapping, and sexual assault.

It should not be because a citizen has one loo many bottles of Winc in his

possession. | urge you lo go home tonight and lake slock of you own liquor



HOM 0NSNG/NEIE B XD ElIONAR /10 MK S coe/Ga) VOV 202U 10 MIESTITINONT ol AcEa VIO GSITIO FOO0A Y Uy AN /1. 12D .10/ R

RE SB 87 ® A

cabinet. If you had alocal option election tomorrow and possession was made
illegal, would you be "over the limit," thereby a potential felon? Any well-
stocked liquor cabinet exceeds the limit (even in a city where liquor stores arc
available for restocking purposes). However items such as single-malt scotches
and schnapps' arc rarely used in bootlegging operations, nevertheless according
to SB 87, bv merely owning them, they can add up lo the presumption of sale.

This is unfair and untrue.
Specific changes to the bill | would like to see:

Page 3, Sec. 4. “Ina.criminal.pro&gimlion for possession-of akflholig
beverages for sale in volation d. ().t m eclon. ticfad thet aperson
possessedjnpreihan.12 liters oLdislilled spirils®24iiiers.or_niore of wine, or.12
gallons or more of malt beverages in an area.where the sale of alcoholic
beverages is restricted or prohibited under AS 04.11.491 aeales ;t presumption
that the person possessed the alcoholic beverages for sale," Rewrite this section
to aim it toward the populace that can be presumed to be selling alcoholic
beverages. A hootlegger is going lo be selling the inexpensive "aricly to keep
profit margins up; a bootlegger is rarely going to be selling cognac, liqueur, etc.
Any person convicted of possession of more than these quantities, because this
may incorrectly presume sale, is quilty of a Class C felony; the same as a person

who sells cocaine.

Page 18. Sec. 24. Line 18-27: CIHAXGF OP LOCAL OPTION Thisis a
commendable change lo the law which appears lo be well thought-out and will
allow avillage or municipality lo exactly slate their desire at the polls, without

having lo go through multiple elections to do so.
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Page 21, Sec. 30, Line 29: PROCEDURE FOR LOCAL OPTION
ELECTION; . . .Upi?inLC_cipLgJjLp.eliliQa of anumber of ragisleredyQlas-Ciieal
o 35,.pej;cedi OF more of ic number of-vo.igs.casi aLihc tostrpgulaLmuniEip |
election, the local governing body of a municipality shall place upon a separate
bitlloy u k flextie&ulaLelec!ion,Joi.iispedidckciion..\WMcLevgiln£itl
option. .change in local option or removalolTocal option.dQslilules Ihe subject
of the petition."

Exactly when alocal option election can be held needs to be stipulated in
this section. Title 29 and Title 15 specifically address time frames or elections in
regards to windows after a petition is certified lo clarify whether an item will be
voted on in a special election or a general election for referendum, initiative, and

recall.

(AS 29.26.180) slates that after certification of a petition for referendum, "if no
election occurs within 75 days of certification of a petition, the governing body
shall hold a special election within 75 days, but not sooner than 45 days after

certification."

(AS 29.26.170) states for an initiative election, "if no regular election occurs
within 75 days after the certification of a petition, the governing body shall hold a
special election within 75 days, but not sooner than 45 clays after certification”

(AS 29.26.320) for recall election slates "If a regular election occurs within 75
days bill not sooner than 45 days after submission of the petition lo the governing
body, the governing body shall submit the recall at that election. If no regular

election occurs within 75 days, the governing body shall lie1* a special election
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on the recall question within 75 clays but not sooner than 45 clays after a petition is

submitted lo the governing body."

However, verbagc in SB 87 slates "shall place upon a separate ballot at the next
reqular election, or at a special election.” No windows are indicated as are in all
other petition-process elections. This needs to be rectified.

Delete or more from paragraph (c) Upon receipt of a petition of 35 percent 0i
more of the registered voters . (AS 29.26.130) Signature requirements for initiative
and referendum slate ™ equal lo 25% of the votes cast if a municipality has fewer
than 7,500 persons; or  equal to  15% of the votes cast if a municipality has 7,500
persons or more. (AS 29.26.280) Signature requirements for recall stales “the

petition shall be signed by a number of voters equal to  25% of the number of
votes cast for that office." No mention is made in any other election of obtaining

acertain percentage  or more of signatures on a petition. Exactly at whose
discretionis or more ? Would aCitv Council or the Lieutenant Governor be able

lo require a set percentage amount, say 85%, at their discretion? The 35% of

signatures needed for petitioning the government to place alocal option question

on the ballot as opposed lo the 25% needed for any other election item indicates

the strength of @ community's desire on this important issue. Since this is such an
important issue, the law has adequately built in an additional 10% of signatures

needed. The term," ormore "adds vagueness to something you're attempting lo
clarify. 1 suggest changing the verbage to " equal to 35% of the number of voles

cast at the last regular municipal election”.

A recent court decision slated thal local option elections arc neither referendum
nor initial; e. So, specific clarification and concrete lime frames are needed to
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stipulate when alocal oplion election can be held after the certification of a

petition.

Page 22, See. 30, Line 22-26: " Notwithstanding any other provisions of law.
aiLclecliQit.imdenCh.).Qr..(c)..QElhis.sccligiilQ.r.emQi‘c a local oplion or lo.cliaiige

to aless restrictive oplion than the local option previously adopted. underAS
04.11.491 may not be conducted during the first 12 months after the local option

was adopted or more thitn once in tin Ig-monlh.pcriQd.-| If Lunderstand this
correctly, it appears that there's numerous restrictions on when an election can be
held lo remove an oplion or to change lo a less restrictive option, but imposing

more restrictions is unlimited in fact an election could be held monthly. Where's

the equity in this law? There seems to be none. Legislation regarding an
individual's freedoms should be impartial whether imposing or removing a local
option question it should have the same set of time frame criterion.

Page 22, Sec. 30, Line 27-30:"  Notwithstanding AS 29,26.140(a). after a petition
has been certified as sufficient to meet the requirements of (b) or fc) of this

section, another petition may not be filed or certified until after the question

presented in the first petition has been voted oil. Only one local oplion question

may be presented in an election.” | feel that restricting the number of items a
voter be allowed to vote on is a direct restriction of democracy and serves no

purpose.

Page 30, Sec. 50, Line 9-12:"  The court shall order destroyed any property
forfeited under this section that is harmful to the public and shall order any
piopcrty forfeited under this scction that was seized injununiripality to be

Inmsfeiied.|Q the.municipality in.which he property was sei/g<LI- Acts of
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property seizures that can be left to the discretion of a local police force should
not be permitted especially if the municipality will gain financially from the
seizure. Employment and salaries could become dependent upon the amount of
properly seized. It also lends to punish a person twice for the same offense.

Page 30. Sec. 51, Line 24-30: the monthly amounts of alcoholic beverages a
person may import into the municipality. This is to say that the municipality has
the right to dictate just how many bottles of distilled spirits they think is proper for

a citizen to bring into their home? The problem in a community is caused by

alcohol abuse, not alcohol use. And there is a difference. Regulating the quantity

of importation is too restrictive and allows a municipality to attempt to legislate

morality which is not it's job.

Secondly, the type of alcoholic beverage container that may be possessed in (lie
municipality."  What exactly does this mean? If you are trying lo clarify
something, what sense does it make to add a clause that if you ask five different
people what it means, you gel five different answers? When it boils right down to
it, why docs it really matter and who cares what type of alcoholic beverage
container may be possessed? What next? Are we going to legislate and regulate

what color the container can be? Where docs the line get drawn?

Page 30-31, Sec. 52, 31-9: After the adoption of a local oplion under AS
04.11.491(a). a municipality may adopt an ordinance making the sale, importation
or possession of alcoholic beverages a misdemeanor to the extent prohibited

under !lic_loc;iLoption,
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| believe possession and importation should be an infraction. Importation and
possession are viclimless crimes and shouldn't carry a possibility of a felony,
especially when  residents ir one portion of the State could be felons whereas
their neighbors in other locations of Stale wouldn't. Again, the problem with
alcohol is alcohol abuse, not alcohol usc....so legislate against abuse, not use as is
presently written. Additionally, if possession were made a misdemeanor, this will
allow law enforcement agencies to obtain a search warrant lo enter a private
residence. 1. like many other citizens, should not have lo fear answering the door
to find the Dept, of Public Safety there to invade my privacy based on alip. The
fact of the matter is, | resent it.

Page 27. Sec. 44 .1ine 22-27: . (AS 04.11.501) clearly states that possession may
not be considered a criminal offense. | very mi' h agree with this: making
possession acriminal offense can only further burck i the Slate's judicial system
and impose a large financial burden on the Slate for what is clearly a viclimless
crime. Can the Stale truly afford this added financial burden especially at a time
when we are looking for ways to do more with less? This is clearly a
contradiction within the bill and I urge you lo maintain possession as an infraction

and lo reduce importation to an infraction as well.

Page 36. Sec. 72, Line 22-25: TRANSITION: EXISTING LOCAL

OPTION PETITIONS. A petition to adopt or remove a local oplionoflitkw iili
amunicipality or the lieutenant governor on the effective dale of this section that

liits. APLbegflv.pteri.on is .yoiQiind. nmy.no! be placed onita eledion balloL If you
find Section 72 fair, then let's be completely fair and under Section 71. let's just

void local options earlier adopted and let everyone start with a clean slate. 1can

sec no reason in voiding existing petitions so they may not be placed on an

election ballot merely because the law is being modified. The people of Barrow
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currently have petitions on file with the municipality: | find it absurd, a
duplication of effort, and a direct thwart of the will of the people lo void their
petitions on file with the municipality. This is just as senseless as legislating a
transition clause staling that on the effective dale of this section that all local
option restrictions in place within any municipality shall be nullified and started
fresh. 1 can not imagine why anyone, in their wildest dreams, could find anything
fair or just about voiding lawfully-certified petitions on file awaiting an election.

Thank you for your time and allow ing me lo express my views on this matter.
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T0: THE HOUSE, ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE
NINETEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
HOUSE COMMITTEE ON COMMUNITY AND REGIONAL AFFAIRS

Date: April 27, 1995

Sub): CS For Senate Bill No. 87 (FIN), "AnActrelating to community local options for
control o falcoholic beverages, ei siq

Mr. Chairman and Members o f the Committee on Community and Regional Affairs:

My name is James Wood. | am a Police Captain employed by the North Slope Borough. |
have lived in (he North Slope for fifteen years. My home is in Barrow, Alaska, a
community that has prohibited the importation, sale and possession 0 f alcoholic beverages
by local option election.

Senate Bill No. 87 (FIN version, dated 4/11/95) is, oi will soon be, before you. The way
possession 0f an alcoholic beverage in a local option area is treated in Sections 40-45
(pages 26-28) of SB87 is inadequate to deter civilly disobedient citizens who intend to
continue drinking alcoholic beverages despite local options that ban it. The possession 0 f
on alcoholic beverage in a local option area is a serious breach of order that should be
classified as a crime, not a mere infraction as it is now treated. Wo, who live in and
experience a local option area daily, believe that the illegal possession of an alcoholic
beverage in a local option area is. because of the same unpredictable consequences, every
bit as serious as driving while intoxicated, a class A misdemeanor. Possession 0f alcoholic
beverages in violation of local option should be a crime, classified as a misdemeanor or
felony accordm% to the amounts possessed the sanv' as is provided for the sending,
transportlng or bringing alcoholic beverages into a municipality or established village in
violation o flocal option (Sec. 39. pages 25-26).

Accordingly, Section 39 should be amended to include the following new language
identified in brackets:

* Sec 39. AS 04.16.200(e) is amended to read:

(e) A person who sends, transports, or brings alcoholic beverages into a
municipality or established village in violation of AS 04.11.499, [or possesses
an alcoholic beverage in a municipality or established village in violation
of AS 04.11.501 or an ordinance adopted under AS 04.11.501,] is. upon
conviction.
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(1) guilty of aclass A misdemeanor if the quantity imported [or possessed!
is "ess than 12 liters of distilled spirits, 24 liters of wine, or 12 gallons of

malt beverages, or

(2) guilty of a class C felony if the quantity imported [or possessed] is 12
liters or more of distilled spirits. 24 liters of wine, or 12 gallons or more

of malt beverages.

Sections 40 - 45 (pages 26-28) should be deleted. Section 46 should he amended to
include the following new language enclosed in brackets:

* Sec. 46. AS 04.16.220(a) is amended to read:
(a) The following are subject to forfeiture:

(1) Alcoholic beverages manufactured, sold, offered for sale or
possessed for sale, bartered or exchanaged for goods and services in this state in
violation of AS 04.11.010; alcoholic beveages possessed, stocked, warehoused, or
otherwise stored in violation of AS 04.21.060 [or AS 04.11.501]; alcoholic beverages
sold, or offered for sale in vi lation of a local option adopted under AS 04.11.491:
alcoholic beverages transpoi "ed into the state and sold to persons not licensed under

this chapter in violation of AS 04.16.170(b);

Current law is too lenient. A possessor of an alcoholic beverage in violation of a local
option ban may only, at a maximum, be fined $1000.00. Even that cannot be imposed until
the violator is cron” 'et a third time in illegal possession. This limitation was imposed by
the Alaska - Court who mandated, by bail schedule, that the culprit can be fined
only a maximum of $100.00 for the first and second convictions. The fine amounts to less
than the $150.00 price of an illegal bottle of liquor here. This falls far short of deterrence.
The result is that fewr people have any real fear of the punitive consequences of illegal
alcohol possession. No meaningful message is conveyed to them about how serious a
breach of public trust, confidence, and safety they have committed. Where is the message
of public condemnation in such light treatment o f so serious a matter? What rehabilitation
occurs for the violator? What example is being set for our children?

And, although Section 4 of SI387 (page 3) proposes that possession of a particular amount
of an alcoholic beverage in a local option area creates a presumption that the alcoholic
beverage was possessed for sale, realistically there is not likely to be found anywhere in
Alaska ajurisdiction where violators will bo prosecuted for sales based only on the amount
of liquor they possessed. To the contrary. District Attorneys steadfastly refiise to prosecute
for illegal sales of alcohol based only on the amount of alcohol possessed. This

presumption of law is not valid.
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Because the possession of an alcoholic beverage in a loc il option area is an infraction, the
police are not likely to be ab'e to obtain a search warrant to find and seize illegally
possessed alcohol. They may do so to search for evidence of a crime, but not for an
infraction. Without the availability of this basic enforcement tool, alcoholic beverages will
continue to leach into our community. The demonstrated danger and harm that alcohol
does to families and individuals in their own homes, and the danger and harm to the public
posed by those who begin drinking alcohol at home then venture out, justifies making Ihe
Illegal possession of it a crime in local oplion areas, and tilts the balance o fjustice toward
condoning the warranted entry into citizen's homes to seize illegal alcohol over condoning
illegal possession ofalcohol to preserve the sanctity of the home.

Limitations of the numbers of law enforcement officers, of their time and of their
resources, and the reality that tew citizens involve themselves in law' enforcement, make it
unlikely that many who illegally possess an alcoholic beverage will get caught until they
have done some monstrous act that draws attention to them...some monstrous crime that
was the basis for the ban on alcoholic beverages in the first place. Those who illegally
possess alcoholic beverages in a local option area are time bombs of violence waiting to
explode, or, too ofion are opportunists getting wealthy from other people's misery and
pain. They are a unique danger to the health, welfare and life safety of our community.
The penalty for violating a local option ban on the possession of alcoholic beverages must
cany amessage sh ng enough to deter them and others, express public condemnation, and
to promote opportunities for rehabilitation. Relegating the illegal possession of alcoholic
beverages in a local option area to a simple infraction, no more serious than a parking or
littering ticket is grossly unjustified.

We in Barrow, as in communities all across Alaska, have first hand knowledge of the pain
and suffering that alcohol abuse has caused among our citizens. Because the majority of us
were sickened to our hearts by the murders, violent physical assaults, rapes, suicides, and
pandemic family deterioration caused by alcohol abuse in our community, we voted to ban
It entirely. Most of us were personally touched by the barrage of tragedies caused by
alcohol abuse through the years.

Ailcr the ban went into effect in Barrow on November 1, 1994, alcohol related crime
(about 95°0 of our previous crime rate) droppec by X0%. We have not had any murders,
serious physical assaults, rapes, or suicides since then, and our community is a healthier,
more productive, happ|er place to live. The public health has improved, and recovering
families are being reunited. Lven citizens here who opposed the ban on alcohol agree that
there has been a big improvement in our health, welfare and life safety. Where there was
misery, there isjoy. Whore there was sickness, there is health. Where there was death,
there is life. We feel, with alcohol banned, that local culture and our community has a

greater chance o f survival.

But. there are people here, as elsewhere, who will violate the law. They will import, sell
and possess alcoholic beverages despite the majority's local option to ban them. They will
perpetuate the misery and pain of our past. Already they are doing it. During November in
Barrow there were 32 alcohol related police calls. In December there were 15. In January
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- 26. In February - 32. In March - 53, The numbers are spiraling upward. As people learn
about tho limitations of enforcement and the lack of a meaningful penalty for possession,
more and more alcoholic beverages are being sneaked into our community. People who do
so are not afraid ofa S100.00 fine. .Vnd, there is little incentive for them to cooperate with
the community to keep alcoholic beverages out. The police are hard pressed to catch
alcoholic beverages before they get into the community, and they are frustrated by their
limited ability to do much after the alcohol has breached the portal. There are just too
many ways that alcoholic beverages can be smuggled into our community. .And, with each
new" alcohol related crime, with each child touched by alcohol induced violence and
neglect, our future dimsjust a bit more.

The law simply must be amended to criminalize the possession ofalcoholic beverages in
local oplion areas. A greater burden must be placed on the illegal possessor and user of
illegal alcohol. There are those who say "get the ones who import the liquor. Get the ones
who sell it. They are the violators." While importers and sellers of illegal alcohol are law
breakers, the guilt must equally be shared by those who solicit and use illegal alcohol. It is
they who perpetuate the market for it. It is they who must be held equally accountable,
share equally in the responsibility for their actions, and share equally in society's
condemnation and punishment.

SI387 proposes to allow municipalities to make the illegal importation, sales or possession
of alcoholic beverages a misdemeanor crime within municipal ordinances. Most
communities, especially those in bush Alaska where local oplion bans or limitations on
alcohol are most prominent, do not have the resources or money to prosecute
misdemeanor crimes. They simply cannot afibrd the costs of court, prosecutors, public
defenders, and all of the related costs. Consequently, most communities in Alaska will not
be able to enact, enforce or prosecute misdemeanor laws. Making the possession of
alcohol @ misdemeanor crime under state law is the best, more workable approach.

There are voices opposed to our majority privilege to ban the importation, sale and
possession o falcoholic beverages. There most always are opposing views in such matters.
Many of them want that banning or limiting access to alcohol will only make criminals of
innocent citizens. But isn't it our republican form of government to acquiesce to the will of
the majority, acting for the common good ofall? We who prevail in local option elections
to ban or limit alcoholic beverages do not make criminals out of anyone. We simply
exercise our option, as a majority, to enact laws that we believe are best for the good of
all. People who commit crimes make criminals o f themselves.

On behalfof all of those who have reawakened to the vigor of sobriety and those who
struggle daily simply to survive with cleam hearts and clear minds, | appeal to you to
make the will of the majority meaningful. Close the loophole. The conduct of those who
violate a local option ban on possession of alcoholic beverages must not e condoned.
Violators must risk stem penalties the first time they're caught, not alter they are caught a
third, fourth or even more times. Please, make the possession of an alcoholic
beverage in a local option area a class A misdemeanor.



Thank you.
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SPONSOR STATEMENT
SENATE BILL 6

The intent of this legislation is to encourage individuals to pay
some of the 25,000 traffic fines for moving violations that go *
uncoliected each year,.

Senate Bill 6 is designed to provide the court system with
additional leverage in the collection of fines. It would also
apply to an individual who fails in appear in court, as ordered.

SB 6 would be a valuable tool for use by the courts in
addressing the problems created by those who choose to ignore
the law , especially those who fail to make court-ordered
appearances or to pay fines imposed by the court.

The bill is based on statutes from other states. The experience
in the state of Washington indicates that over 50 percent of
those who receive notice of possible sanctions clear wup
outstanding matters within one week.

SB 6 allows the court to suspend the driver's license of anyone
who fails to make a court appearance or pay a fine. It also
includes a provision putting the offender on notice that under
existing law their Permanent Fund Dividend could be attached.
The bill would actually generate revenue, first by helping to
collect outstanding fines and secondly by the reinstatement
fees that would be collected by the Division of Motor Vehicles.

Section three of the bi'l was not included in the original
legislation. It addresses perceived problems with the Anchorage
Parking  Authority and  would restrict the amount
municipalities could collect on traffic citations issued by
someone other than a peace officer.

District A
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Approved py Commissioner: Dgte.  37/[#
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<1 For further distnbutlon information call the Governors Legislative Office
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2 Comouter Workstations © S10 2 eacn 520.0
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FISCAL NOTE
STATE OF ALASKA BILLNO. SB 6
1995 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: o _ Oant. Affected:  Alas) a Court System
Ttla: License/Registration - Suspension/ BRU: Tflai Courts

Denial Components:
Sponsor: Sen. Taylor

Requestor; COMPONENT SERIALNO. 768

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 96 FY 97 FY 98 FY 99 FY0O FY01
PERSONAL SERVICES 5.5 5.5 5.5 5.5 * 05 5.
TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL 15
SUPPLIES 0.2
EQUIPMENT

LAND 4 STRUCTURES

GRANTS 1 CLAIMS |

TOTAL OPERATING 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES
[change in revenues

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2
1005 GF/Program Receipts

1006 GF/MHT1A

Other

TOTAL 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2

POSITIONS
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

)
2

1 0
0. 2

15 1 1.5 15
0.2 0. 0.2 0.2

Estimate of current year (FY 95) cost: $ None

ANALYSIS:  (Attach a separate page if necessary)
See attached fiscal analysis.

Prepared by:  C. S, Christensen IIl, Start Counsel | Phone; 264-8228
Agency. Alaska Court System < Date; 02/02/95

Approved by:  Arthur H, Snowden. II, Administrative Director ~ <*- ( A
Agency. Alaska Court System Date; 02/02/95
PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
ohosru
Rev 1/95 Page 1 of 2



FISCAL NOTE 7

STATE OF ALASKA BILL fit SB6
1995 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision D ate : Deot. Affected:  -UDJiC Safety

Title: 'An_Act relating to registration of 3 motor 3RU: Alaska State Troooers
vehicle.,.suspension.,.for failure ro oav a fine.." Component: Deiacnnenis.

Soonsor: Senator Robin Tavlor

Requestor:  IS) State Affairs COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 0799
EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (Thousands of Dollars) (inflation not included)

OPERATING FY 96 FY 97 FY 98 FY 99 FY 00 FY 01

PERSONAL SERVICES 1

TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL

SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES

GRANTS. CLAIMS

MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING 0- 0- 0- 0- 0- )
CAPITAL EXPENDITURES -0- - (- -0- - -0-
CHANGEMREVENUES( | -0- - - -0- -0- -0-

Revenue Coca

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receiots |"
1003 GF Match J
1004 GF i
1005 GF/Program Receiots

1006 GF/MHTIA

Other i
TOTAL - 0- - - - 90,
Estimate of current year (FY 95) impact: S -(0-
POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0
PART-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0
TEMPORARY 0 0 0 0 0 0

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.)
See attached discussion.

Prepared By: Francis C. Allan Phone:  769-5t391

Division: Alaska State Troooers Date: 01/91/95

Approved by Commissioner. Date; AEC'
Agency: , Ronald.L. Qtte. Dent, of Puhlic Safety

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE

For further distribution information call the Governor's Legislative Office
Page 1 of 2



A Iftka State Legislature

1.:0 Stf'vara Street. Suite 218
Juneau. Alaska 99801-2196

Legislative Research Agency
JSIk-S & Phone: (9071 465-3991
tggy Fxx: (9071 463-3351

February 23. 1993
MEMORANDUM
TO: Senator Robin Tavlor

FROM: Christine M. Chetf
Legislative .Analyst

RE: Sanctions for Failure to Pay Traffic Fines or Make Court Appearances
Research Request 93.116

You asked about the Hawaii. Oregon and Washington laws which pertain to sanctions imposed
for failure to pay traffic fines or to make related court appearances. Additionally, you wanted
to know if there were any problems with implementation of the laws, and whether driver’s
license revocation and nonrenewal ofvehicle registration are effective sanctions. Your request
is related to draft legislation that is modeled on California Vehicle Code 40509.

From our analysis of the Hawaii. Oregon and Washington laws it is clear that a
differentiation is made between a parking violation sanction, generally nonrenewal of
vehicle registration, and a moving violation sanction which affects driving privileges. That
differentiation was also noted in our previous analysis of the California law upon which your
draft bill is based.1

In the states you asked about. Oregon is the only one which suspends a driver’s license for
failure to appear in court or to pay fines for moving traffic violations, whereas, Hawaii and
Washington have nonrenewal provisions. None of the three states suspend vehicle registrations
for failure to pay parking fines. Washington does, however, have a proviso against renewal
of a vehicle registration if the registrant has more than two outstanding parking
violations.

‘Christine Cheff, "Draft Bill - Fines and Court Appearances,” Legislative Research
Agency Memorandum 91.193, 1991.

- ANALYSIS OF HAWAIIl, OREGON &
WASHINGTON LAWS



Senator Tavior
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No iegai opinions related to the sanction laws appear to have been issued, either by the courts
or by the states' attorneys general.*

Although we spoke with court personnel about the effectiveness of sanctions, most of the
information we obtained was from persons employed in the driver’s license ana motor vehicle
registration departments in each state. The primary' responsibility for enforcing court
suspensions or nonrenewal orders, as well as for maintaining recordkeeping systems, falls to
those departments. The persons with whom we spoke were knowledgeable concerning the
application of sanctions and provided general overviews of their effectiveness. Although we
were unable to determine what initial problems may have been encountered with implementing
the sanctions programs, the principal recommendation we received from the departments
contacted was that an automated recordkeeping system and communications link should be in
place before implementation.

Summaries of our contacts with the staff of various agencies and of the individual state laws
are provided below.

Hawaii

Highway Safety Code Section 286-109 provides that anyone who fails to respond to a traffic
citation or summons for violation of traffic laws, or who fails to comply with orders of the
court, may be denied issuance or renewal of a driver's license. There is no provision for
revocation or suspension of driving privileges.

The municipal courts on each island are responsible for notifying the respective traffic
violations divisions about outstanding fines or citations. That information is entered into a
computerized recordkeeping system which serves as the checkpoint when a person makes
application for or attempts to renew a driver's license. Although each island has a traffic
violations division, there isno electronic link between their recordkeeping systems. According
to Milton Hee, manager of the Honolulu Traffic Violations section, the computer systems
throughout the islands are very old and it is, therefore, impossible to track the number of
persons currently on suspension or nonrenewal status. The only comprehensive source for that
information is a computer printout. When an outstanding obligation has been satisfied, the
court will issue a clearance notice to the traffic violation division and the person's name is
removed from the computer.

‘We conducted a WESTLAW search of the Attorney General Opinions and case law for
Hawaii, Oregon and Washington, and called the Attorney General’s office in Oregon.
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Hawaii does not have a statutory provision for suspension or nonrenewai of a vehicle
registration for outstanding parking tines. Persons who fail to respond to a summons or
citation for an illegally parked vehicle may be issued a penai summons to appear in court
ITraffic Code Section 291C-168). Failure to appear in court can result in the person's arrest
(Traffic Code Section 291C-169).

Oregon

Under Oregon law (ORS 309.210 and 809.220), failure to appear (FTA) for a court hearing
or to pay a traffic fine will result in the suspension of a person's driving privileges.” There
are no sanctions (other than towing; for failure to pay fines related to parking offenses.

The Oregon Department of Motor Vehicles (DM V) is electronically connected to over 300
courts statewide-district. municipal, justice, and circuit. According to Jeaneile Naatz. Data
Entry Division supervisor, about 12.000 FTAs are processed by the division each month. Ms.
Naatz believes that the incidence of repeat offenders is quite high, possibly 50-75 percent. The
courts clear between 6.000 and 7.000 driver’s licenses for reinstatement per month. After five
years, a statute of limitations allows the violator to clear a suspension by simply coming to the
DMV office and paying the fine, plus interest. No court appearance is necessary.

Lane Borg, manager of the Criminal Division for the Multnomah County Circuit and District
Courts, believes that sanctions arc not particularly effective because of the limitations on
enforcement. Conceivably, a person may drive on a suspended or expired license for five years
and then clear the record without having to go to court.

Washington

Currently, the only sanction for those who fail to appear in court or to pay parking fines is
nonrenewal of a driver's license (RCW 46.20.031(3) or vehicle registration (RCW 46.16.216)
respectively.

A Dill to suspend driver’s licenses for FTAs related to moving violations has been introduced
in the legislature, but at present the offense is a misdemeanor (RCW 46.64.020). Anyone with
two or more outstanding FTAs within five vyears is gquilty of "failure to comply"
(RCW 46.64.027), which is a gross misdemeanor punishable by up to one year in the county
jail or a fine of up to $5,000, or both (RCW 9A20.020).

3ln Oregon an FTA refers to outstanding fines as well as to failure to appear in court.
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Approximately 85 or' the i50 eiigibie court jurisdictions in Washington participate in the
automated vehicle registration suspension program maintained by the state's Title &
Registration Department. Statewide, the department processes 30-35 parking violation
suspensions per day. Bob Bardish. internal operations manager, says that over 50 percent of
the suspensions which come in during a week are cleared by .he end of that week.

Copies of the statutes referenced in this memorandum are attached. | hope the informauon will
be useful. Please do not hesitate to call if we can be of further assistance.

A.ttachments



0O FFICE C Steven H. Schweppe

O F THE
CITY OF KETCHIKAN, ALASKA City Attorney
331 FRONT STREET
KETCHIKAN. ALASKA 39901
10071 223-3111, EXT. 327
Facsimile 1007) 247-311"

November 30, 1994

Mr. Joe Ambrose

Senator Robin Taylor’s Office
352 Front Street

Ketchikan, Alaska 99901

Re: Statutory Changes to Improve Collection
of Traffic Citations

Dear Joe:

Earlier this month | attended the Jaska Municipal Attorney’s Association
Convention in Juneau. During the convention 1 had an opportunity to speak with
Senator Taylor and with other municipal attorneys on the topic of enforcement of traffic
citations. It appeared that municipal attorneys from around the State were all confronting
difficulties in the current system ofcollecting fines imposed in traffic cases and in pursuing
violators who fail to appear in court when scheduled. Senator Taylor talked to us about
his proposal to require payment of outstanding citations prior to allowing a driver to
register a vehicle or renew his driver’s license. As you probably know, Judge Gucker has
been a strong advocate of this concept as well. | have had some previous experience with
this system in the State of Wisconsin and found it to be highly effective when applied to
outstanding unpaid parking tickets. Judge Gucker believes that it is used effectively in
California. It could be an effective way to collect fines from people who leave the State.
Senator Taylor suggested that | contact you concerning my interest in this topic and my
willingness to provide such assistance as | can to obtain its passage. It appeared that the
municipal attorneys in Barrow, Kenai, and Juneau found this concept to be attractive and
might be willing to provide some assistance to obtain its passage. The same system should
be applied to persons who fail to appear for arraignment or trial of a traffic offense.

lunderstand that setting up and maintaining a system for recording traffic offenses
with the Department of Public Safety, may cause some expense to the State. The expense



can be covered by imposing an additional fee on the violator. This fee is justifiable on two
counts. First, it seeins only appropriate that the persons who cause the additional expense
should pay for it. Secondly, these same offenders found it too inconvenient to pay the fine
as required by the court or to appear in court. Since they would now desire the additional
convenience of paying their fines through the licensing process, they should pay for this
additional service. In short, it appears to me that this system can provide a direct, fair, and
efficient method to enforce laws which are now expensive and time consuming to enforce.

Yours very-.truly,

tevem-HrTjchweppe
City Attorney
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City and Borough of Sitka

100 LINCOLN STREET.SITKA, ALASKA 99835

December 12,1994

Steven H. Schweppe
C|t Atorne

Front Street
Ketchlkan Alaska 99901

RF- PROPOSED LEGISLATION TO PERMIT THE SUSPENSION OF DRIVER'S
LICENSES UTON FAILURE TO APPEAR OR PAY TRAFFIC OR PARKING

CITATIONS

Dear MnJJshvtfeppe:

After such a large reference, | have very little to say. The proposed legislation looks good
to me.

Verytruly yours,

Theron"Cole
Municipal Attorney

cc. Sitka Police Department






OFFERED IN THE SENATE

BY:  SEN. ZHAROFF
TO:  CS SB 16 (FIN)

LETTER OF INTENT
FOR
CS SB 16 (FIN)

It is the intent of the legislature the University of Alaska require the continuation of
customary and traditional uses to the maximum extent practicable in any conveyance
or disposal of land to a third party under the provisions of AS 14.40.369.

4/10/95:Adopted by Che Senate
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FACT SIHILIEW

5516 - Enhancing UA Land Grant
AR AR B L A (1 00 Al & S A Ml A S
Docs no( lake effect until final settiement of the mental hcaldi land dispute;
Gives priority to Municipal land selections;

Provides that huid transfers are subject lo:

* 6(i) of Alaska Statehood Act , ,
* Permanent Fund requirementsfor oil, gas and mineral royalties and bonuses
* Other rights of die slate

Allows UA to select 1,000,000 acres including lands:

Not conveyed by die state
Not reserved from public domain
Not included in 5-year oil & gas leasing program
Not necessary for interagency agreement
Not subject to land exchange
Unconveycd and unencumbered, except:

» Leases (odier than oil and gas)

* Timber contracts

*Mining claims

» Materials sales

» Land use permits

* Exploiadon licensing area

* % %k Sk o F

Department of Natural Resources can refuse to convey land if theCommissioner
considers die retention of land in stale ownership to be in die best interests of die state;

The University can appeal die Commissioner's decision to the Governor, but is prohibited
from entering into litigation;

The University pays the costs of land conveyance and surveying;

The University and DNR will allow leases, licenses, permits, rights-of-way, or easements
prior to final conveyance, widi 90% of proceeds held in escrow pending final conveyance;

Exisdng leases and encumbrances will be honored throughout die term, including any
provisions for lease extensions;

Income from exisdng encumbrances Qe_ases, mining claims, timber contracts, etc.) go to
state until term of existing agreement is completed.

Mineral entry or location and mineral leasing on UA land will be substandaliy similar
to provisions currently provided on state lands;

Customary and traditional uses of resources on UA land, including hunting and fishing,
will be permitted to the maximum extent practicable;

F;]ro,\(/jid?s additional requirement for UA regarding public notification and comment on
uid plans.



SB 16 has had tlircc substantive hearings in the Senate that resulted in additional amendments. The
changes and clarifications dial have beén made in response to concerns and questions raised by legislators
and members or the public.

Senate Community & Regional AffairsCommittee
Provides tort immunity for personal injuries, death, or property damage occuring
on UA land because of continuation ot customary and traditional use

* Clarifies that UA oil mid gas development is subject to Permanent Fund loyalties
and bonus provisions

Senate Resources Committee:

* No iunendments were made in Resources Committee

Senate Finance Committee:

Adds Janguage that allows UA and DNR to approve entry on land following
selection but prior lo conveyance. 90% of proceeds arc o be held in escrow
pending f i<uconveyance; die state retains 10% of proceeds.



V ision of _egal servicH;
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY
STATE OF ALASKA

(907) 465-3867 or 465-2450

FA)'<(907)465-2029 130 Seward Street, Suite 409
MailSlop 3101 Juneau. Alaska 99801-2105
M EiiVIORANDUM April 20, 1995
SUBJECT: CSSB 16 (FIN) am, relating to the University of Alaska - sectional

analysis (Work Order No. 9-LS0165/F)
TO: Senator Steve Frank

FROM:

The measure proposes (1) to permit the University of Alaska to select and receive the
conveyance of 1 million acres ofland that has been selected by the state under the provisions
ofsection 6(b) of the .Alaska Statehood Act and (2) to hold the land selected in trust as pan
ofthe University endowment.

Specifically-

Bill section 4. proposing a new section, AS 14.40.365, woulu authorize selection of, and
conveyance of, state land by the University:

- Subsection (a) sets the total amount ofland the University may select and describes
the kind of land that is available to the University to complete its selection, tying the
description of the kind of land that may be selected to its status on the date the land is
selected.

-- Subsection (b) sets aside the effect 0of AS 33.05.125(a) to allow the state to pass
the mineral or subsurface estate in the land selected to the University. However, the state's
oil and gas interest in land that the University may select passes only as to land that the
University selects after the fifth anniversary date ofthe Act's effective date.

- Subsection (¢) mandates conveyance of University selections "unless the commis-
sioner [of natural resources] determines under [subsection (e)] that the title should not be
conveyed." Conveyances are subject to later divestiture.

- Subsection (d) prescribes the authority of the respective parties, the state and the
University, for land that the University has selected but as to which it has not received title,
and sets out the circumstances under which the respective parties have a claim on the earnings
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or proceeds of the land selected before and after issuance of a document of interim
conveyance or a patent.

- Subsection (e) precludes the commissioner ofnatural resources from conveying land
ifthe conveyance ofthe proposed selection conflicts with a municipal land selection, is subject
to an oil and gas exploration license, or is not in the state's best interests, and identifies factors
that the commissioner is to consider.

-- If there is a difference of opinion between the Board of Regents and the
commissioner o f natural resources as to a land selection, subsection (f) directs the governor
to make a final decision with respect to the conflict over the selection.

- Subsection (g) declares that the University takes land conveyed to it subject to any
outstanding possessory interest--any outstanding interest in the party held or asserted by a
third party-but gives to the University the right to any consideration otherwise due the state
for that possessory interest from date ofconveyance to termination of the possessory interest.

- Subsection (h), applicable to the land conveyances, imposes on the commissioner
ofnatural resources the duty to provide notice and allow access.

- Subsection (i) subjects the land that is transferred or conveyed to the University to

certain other laws:

—section 6(i) of the Statehood Act, reserving to the state-under subsection
(b), presumably to the University the mineral estate;

—article IX ofthe state constitution, addressing, generally, matters of finance
and taxation;

—AS 19.10.010, a provision relating to the reservation o f state land for public
highway purposes;

—payment of all amounts due the Alaska Permanent Fund; and

—the rights of the state under former 43 U.S.C. 932—more commonly known
as RS 2477—relating to rights-of-way over unreserved public land for public highway
construction;

but it excludes from selection by and conveyance to the University certain lands obtained by
the state under the Alaska Omnibus Act, P.L. 86-70. In addition, under paragraph (3) of the
subsection, for land selections made by the University within five years of the taking effect
ofthe Act, the state shall reserve to itselfin perpetuity any oil and gas interests on that land.

- Subsection (j) requires the University to bear the costs of selection, platting,
surveying, and conveyance of its selections an | sets limits on the nature of the survey
requirements that attach to land selections. This subsection also sets a time limit ofone year
on the conveyance of selected land that is unsurveyed.
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- Subtection (k) permits use ofdocuments of interim conveyance. This subsection
also sets a time limit of one year on the issuance ofa document ofinterim conveyance.

- Subsection (1) declares that, with the exception specifically noted, management of
land conveyed by a final or an interim conveyance document vests with the University from
the date of the document's recording. The state is to bear the costs of recording the
conveyance documents.

-- Subsection (m) sets a final land selection limitation date of December 31, 2009.

-- Subsection (n) establishes a divestiture mechanism under which the land may be
reconveyed to the state if, within 10 years of the date of conveyance, the University is not
actively managing the land to provide income.

The reminder of the bill includes a series ofcollateral provisions --

Bill section 2 amends AS 14.40.170(a) to add to the duties of the Board of Regents
responsibility for the land selected and conveyed to the University under AS 14.40.365, and
requires the Regents to include within their required annual report a discussion of the
expenditureo made based on the earnings o f that land.

Bill section 3 adds "land selected by and conveyed to the University [of Alaska] under
AS 14.40.365" as land that is not to be treated as part of the state public domain land. The
section further directs that the land conveyed is to be treated as other public land and that it
isto be managed by the University as provided by law and in accordance with management
rules established by the Board ofRegents.

Bill section 5 adds a series ofnew related bill sections. Proposed AS 14.40.366 directs the
University to establish rules for mineral entry, location, or leasing on the land selections, and
to develop an annual plan for the management and disposition of land and describes a
framework under which the public has the opportunity to comment on the Regents' plan.
Proposed AS 14.40.368 addresses the manner of the management and disposition ofincome
from encumbrances cn land selected by and conveyed to the University. That responsibility
shifts from the state to the University only after conclusion of the term of an existing
encumbrance and the term of any renewal that may be authorized by the language of the
existing encumbrance. Proposed AS 14.40.369 declares that the University's management
ofland conveyed to and held by it must permit continued "customary and traditional uses of
the resources of that land to the maximum extent possible.”

Bill section 6 adds a ton immunity provision to protect the University against claims for
personal injury, death, or property damage on its land that is unimproved or not actively
maintained. Under this bill section, the University does not enjoy tort immunity as to that
land when injury or damage is due to its gross negligence or its reckless or intentional
misconduct.



Senator Steve Frank
April 20, 1995
Page 4

Bi.lLsgctipn 7; This amendment of AS 14.40.400(a) alters the provision that directs the
University to establish an endowment trust fund for land conveyed to it under the 1929 grant
to the Territory of Alaska for the benefit ofthe University to require deposit into the trust the
land selected by the University and conveyed by the state under AS 14.40.365. The land
selections made under bill section 4 would be managed under applicable trust principles.

Bill section 8 amends the definition o f "university receipts™ to incorporate reference to the net
income ofthe University trust fund.

Bill section 9; This amendment 0of AS 29.45.030(a) would extend to the land selected by the
University and conveyed to it under AS 14.40.365 the exemption from municipal taxation that
is provided to other land granted by the federal or state governments to the University for

land grant purposes, by extending to this selected land the exception to an exemption of state
land held for purposes of investment.

Bill section 10 sets aside land that may be used to satisfy the obligation to reconstitute the
mental health trust as other land that may not be conveyed to the University under the Act.

Finally, bill section 1lincorporates into proposed findings and a statement of purpose a brief

history of University land transactions and ajustification for this measure.

JBC:glc:Imb
95-176.Imb
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FISCAL NOTE  (s) pubiish Date

STATE OF ALASKA

1995 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
Revision Date: 2/9/95

Title: Increase Lana Grant 0 UAA
Sponsor: rrank
Recuester 'SIRES
Expenditures/Revenues

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 96
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LAND 4 STRUCTURES

GRANTS. CLAIMS
i MISCELLANEOUS
i TOTAL OPERATING 0.0

| CAPITAL EXPENDITURES
iCHANGE IN REVENUES ( )y |

FUND SOURCE

11002 Federal Recsiots

11003 GF Match

|100A GF

11005 GF/Program Receipts |
11006 GF/MHTIA

10ther
i TOTAL | 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY95) cost: 3

POSITIONS
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

Oeot. Affected Revenue
" 5FiU: Revenue Qos
Comoonent:Cil and Gas Aucit

COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 115

(; nousands of Dollars)
FY 92 i FY 98 FY 99 FYoo 1 FYO1

0.0 | 0.0 0.0 1 0.0 0.0

linousanas of Cellars)
|

0.0 0.0

There would be no identifiable revenue or cost impacts resulting from the passage of this legislation

over the period covered by this fiscal note.

Prepared by: Aurm ftTh

(Division: OiLand Gas Audit * \/V

Commissioner  Deborah Voot \ _ a/
Agency: Revenue

a | Phone: )7-276-1363
Date: 3/9/95
I A Date: 3/9/95

PREPARER TO PR LDEAL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVElRNO 'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
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Version: £ % s $
" (Spui-ash Date:

FISCAL NCxE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. CSS3 16 (CRA)
199S LEGISLATIVE SESSION
Envision Date:  3/9/95 Oeot.__Alfactad: Fish and Gama
Title: University Land So*action 3RU: Habitat and Reiteration Oiviaion
Component Habitat
Sponsor: Senator .-rank
noquoater: Sonata laaourcoa COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 486
Sxoenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars
OPERATING EXPENDITURES 1 FY9 | FYO97 FY 98 | FY 99 FY 00 | FYOL |
1=E?.SCNAL SERVICES 3121 31.2 31.2 1 31.2 3121 31.2
" TRAVEL 131 13 131 13 131 13
I'CONTRACTUAL 1 101 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1 1.0
SUPPLIES 1 051 0.5 051 0.5 051 0.5
; EQUIPMENT 1 0.01 0.0 001 0.0 0.0 1 0.0 ]
.UNO 1 STRUCTURES | 0.0 1 0.0 0.0 1 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 1
L1 GRANTS. CLAIMS 0.01 0.0 0.0 1 0.0 0.0 1 3.0 1
I MISCaLANEOUS 0.01 0.0 0.01 0.0 0.0 1 0.01
; TOTAL OPERATING 343 1 34.3 343 1 34.3 34.3 1 343
CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 1 0.01 0.0 0.01 0.0 1 0.0 I 0.0 1
CHANGE IN REVENUES ( 0.01 0.0 0.01 0.0 1 0.0 I 001
FUND SOURCE (Thoueanda of Oollaral
11002 Feaeral Receipts 1 1 1 1 { 1
[iC03 GF Matcn ! 1 1 1 1 1
(1004 GF I 3431 343 3431 3431 343 | 343 |
110C5 Gr/Program Receipts 1 | 1 1 1 i
jl00a GFIMHTIA ) ! | ! 1 1
:Other | 1 1 1
I TOTAL 343 | 343 343 | 3431 3431 343
Sstimete of any current yaat (FY95) coat: 0.0
POSITIONS
FULL-TIME 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.5l 0.5l 0.5
PART-TIME 1 1 1 | 1
TEMPORARY 1 1 I 1 1
{ANALYSIS: (Attach a seoi 'ate page if necaaaary)

Tne Oaoartmant of Fish and Gama will require approximately orm-half full time equivalent for a Habitat Biologist to
review university lend selections and advise the Department of Natural Resources on the effects of conveyance
to fish and wildlife resources, public uses of fish and wildlife; and potentially for legislatively designated state
game refuges, critical habitat areas, and game sanctuaries. Additionally, as university land selections are mtdo,
existing stats land management and Special Area plans will have to be revised to reflect the changes in land
management. This will require approximately one-half full time equivalent of Habitat Biologist participation to
advise the Department of Natural Resources on their revised land management plans and to revise the
Department of Fish and Game's Special Area plans.

Prepared by: Sian Fritta. Acting Oirector 'L L — * i / 1 Phone:  465-4105
Oiviaion: Habitat and Restoration Oats: 3/8/95

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEOISLATIVEOMCE'

For furthar dittnbuoon information, coil tha Govornor'a Lati«Utiva Offica-
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FISCAL N OT
STATE OF ALASKA
1995 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
Revision Dale: 9-Mar-95 Dept Affected:
~[le: An Ad raiauna to the University of Alaska ana 3RU:
jmversity land, authonzina ihe University of Alaska to select... Comoonent:

No.
Version'd 'Q S fa /(n C

(S) PubHsh Date: 3 -2 ~ b 7

BILL NO. CSSB16CCRA)

Natural Resources
Resource Develooment
Information Cgsouefc- ManQccmom-

Sconsor Senator(s) Frank. Kellv. Sharo. Reiaer

Requestor Comoonent Serial No. 421
rtoenaitures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)

_OPERATING EXPENDITURES LOFY%6 | -T97 | FY98 FYo9 | .-700
IPERSON/ L ScRVIDcs 50.01 50.01 50.01 50.01 50.0

I TRAVEL 5.0l 501 5.01 501 5.0
CONTRACTUAL 501 501 501 501 5.0
*SUPPLIES 101 101 101 131 10
'EQUIPMENT 1 1 1 1 1

NDISTRUCTURES 1 1 1 1

GRANTS. CLAIMS 1 1 I 1
MISCELLANEOUS 1 1 1
, TOTAL OPERATING 1101 7101 110 7101 7101
*CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 0.01 001 0.0 0.01 001
:CHANGE IN REVENUES 1 ) 0.0%1 0,0%1 0.0% 0.0%; 0.0%1
FUND SOURCE It housancs of Dollars)

*-C02 Feaeral Recelots I I I , I
11C03 GF Match ! | I | |
1.0C4GF . 1 1 1 1 1
fCOS GF/Frogram Recaiots 1 1 I 1 1
tCCS GFIMHTIA 1 i i i i
_Other I/A Receiots 7101 7101 7t.0{ 1101 7101
JTOTAL 1101 7101 110 1101 1101
Estimate of any current year (FY95) cost: S None

POSITIONS

FUIL-tIMA o o 0 o
PART-TIME o o 0 o 0}
TEMPORARY ol o ol 0
ANALYSlS (Attach a separate page if necassary)

This fiscal note is for tne minimum necassary for ONR to process land conveyances to tne University of AlasKa. All costs for

tne conveyance work will be paid by tne University to ONR using Interagency flecaipcs. We assume this includes all casts a include

selecbon, conveyance, records notation, deed recordation, survey, litigation, etc.

"It is impossible to project tne exact amount of revenue those conveyances will generate (cr the University, and wiil be losta the -tate.

without Knowing wnat lands will be transferred. With the inclusion of oil and gas. the revenue losta the stata will be significant.

Preoared hy: Ron Swanson. Directory <> --Vfc-/ -7
Oivision: Ovision of Land '/ /
Aoproved by Commissioner7 . -

Agency:. Natural Resources /s

Phone: 465-2406
Date: 9-Mar-95
Oate;

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S"LEGISLATIVEGFFICE

For funher distribution information call the Governor's Legislative Office
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FISCAL NOTE SinVasia.: CSSé&ffa CCXA

P
ALASKA B © Rublish Daiie:

mJ) LEGISLATIVE SESSION
Revision Date: 9-Mar-95 Dept Affected: Natural Resources

Title: An Act relating to the University ot Alaska and 8ftu: Resource Develooment
university land, authonzina the University of Alaska to select... Component:  Information Resoucre Manaaement

Sponsor: Senatorfs) Frank. Kelly, Sharp. Re™er
Recuestor Component Serial No. 427

Exoenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
IOPERATING EXPENDITURES FY96 FY97 FY98 i FY99 FYOO -Toi"
Personal services 220 .

TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL 2.0

SUPPLIES |

EQUIPMENT 1
UNO &STRUCTURES I
GRANTS, CLAIMS 1 l
MISCELLANEQUS
TOTAL OPERATING 24.0 0.01 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

|CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 0.01 0.0] 0.0] 0.01 0.01 0.0l
ICHANGE IN REVENUES! ) 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts | I I
1003 GF Match | |

1004 GF _ 24,01 |

1005 GF/Procram Receipts 1

1006 GF/MHTTA 1

Other |
TOTAL 24,01 0.0 0.0 0.0

—_

—
—

e
e e

00 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY95) cost: S None

POSITIONS
FULL-TIME 0 01 0l 0 0l ol

PART-TIME i il 01 0 0l 01
TEMPORARY i 0| O 0 0 0

ANALYS'S (Attacn a separate page if necessary)

This proposed legislation involves considerable public records notation work; however, since the University of Alaska is responsible lor
covenna all cast associated with the selection, platting, survey and conveyance, those costs will be identified after we nave worked with
the University to identity a deliverables and a contract. The Land Records Information Section assumes that the records work associated

with each of these steps will be paid by the University based on actual cost.

LRIS will need to set up a tracking system to facilitate the selection and conveyance process. LRIS mustdevelop a new Land
Administration System (LAS) casatype lor these conveyances, and will establish a tracking subsystem within LAS. Aseparate tracking
mechanism is necassary to comply witti Sec. 14.40.365(n), where the commissioner is required to recover title after 10 years if cartain

conditions are not met. These are notexpenses specified to be covered by the University.

<i A
Prepared by: Nico Bus. Acting Director*#”-/Z iz PRona. 765-24T%
Qivision: Support Services ¢ ~ Date: 3-Mar-95
Approved by Commissioner” oy > m .
Agency: Natdral Resourris; /' I i f

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For further distribution information call the Governor's Legislative Office
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STEVE FRANK

119 M. Cushman. Rm, 213
Fairbanks. Alaska 99701
(907) 452-3421

llAn

" aska |Siate "Csgislature

While in Juneau
P.O. Box V
Juneau. Alaska 99811
(907) 465-3709
Capitol Rm. 417

Sponsor Statement - Senate Bill No. 16
Act relating to land of the University of Alaska and

authorizing the University of Alaska to select additional

state public domain land."

SB 16 would allow the University of Alaska to select one
million acres of unencumbered land from the State of Alaska.

In this era of declining state funds, endowing the university
with additional lands will allow it to develop those lands to produce
income for wuniversity programs.

Under the Congressional Morrill Act of 1862, each state was

entitled

to receive a grant for public lands, the income from which

would provide the financial base of operation for at least one college
or university. The University of Alaska received about 112,000

acres of land, less than any other western public land state and less

than thenational average entitlement of over 300,000 acres. Some
universities in states with much smaller state land grants, such as
iNew Mexico and Oklahoma, have received up to one million acres.

An additional grant of land would bring Alaska up to the level

of other

western states and follows through with the original purpose

of land grant colleges.

Thank you for your consideration.



STEVE FRANK While in Juneau

P.O. Box V
119 N. Cushman. Rm. 213 Juneau, Alaska 99811
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701 (907) 465-3709
e o Capitol Rm. 417

(907) 452-3421

T0: Representative Alan Austerman, Co-Chair
Representative Ivan Ivan, Co-Chair
House Community and Regional Affairs Committee

FROMTj / "Senator Steve Frank, Co-Chair
.f) Senate Finance Committee

Re: 7 Hearing Request: CS SB 16 (FIN)- Increase Land Grant
to the University of Alaska

DATE: April 13, 1995

I am writing to request a hearing for CS SB 16 (FIN) in the House
Community and Regional Affairs Committee at your earliest possible
convenience.

The legislation would allow the University of Alaska to selectup to
one million acres of land from the State of Alaska, and the income
produced from those lands would be available for university programs
subject to legislative appropriation.

Under the Congressional Morrill Act of 1862, each state was entitled
to receive a grant for public lands, the income from which would provide
the financial base of operation for at least one college or university. The
University of Alaska received about 112,000 acres of land,less than any
other western public land state and less than the national average
entitlement of over 300,000 acres. For example, New Mexico and
Oklahoma have each received about one million acres.

I believe that an additional grant of land would bring Alaska up to
the level of other western states and follows through with the original
intent of the land grant college tradition.



SB 16 EXPANDING UNIVERSITY OF ALASKA LAND GRANT
By Senators FRANK, Kelly, Sharp

The University of Alaska is called a “Land Grant University" in the tradition of American land grant
universities, providing teaching, research and public service |o the people of Alaska. While the University
hits attempted to mold itself in‘die fand grant tradition, one piece of that tradition is lacking - a sufficient

land grant.

In 1915, Congress provided a land grant of approximate(ljy 250,000 acres -- every section 33 in die
Tanana Valley - to support die Territorial Agricultural olleg_e and School of Mines, together with a
site for die inslitudon itself. In 1929 Conﬂress granted an addidonal 100,000 acres of public lands for
die use and benefit of die Agricultural College and School of Mines.

In 1959, die Alaska Statehood act extinguished die University's right to receive die unsurveyed secdons
33 of die Tanana Valley, leaving die University widi 100,000 acres. Congress so acted because its land
grant to die suite was by far the most generous of all suite land grams. Supporters of die extln?ulshment
Said die state clearly was receiving enough land that it could Prov!de necessary huid lo support die
University. The Suite of Alaska has never kept diis moral obligation to die University of Alaska.

Forty-nine of the states received land grants to support dieir universities. In all butone, die universides
received more land dian die University of Alaska notwidistanding die fact dial Alaska's slate land grant
is 16 times the size of die average suite land grant, In elf;hteen of die lower 48 states, the entire federal
land %rants - 100%, -- went to support die universides. In Alaska, less than one percent -- 0.11% -

went o the University.

The Suite of Alaska did not manage what land die University received well. In 1978, following
legislauve appropriation of die University's most valuable acreage, the University Sued, ,eventuallﬁ
winning a Ieglslauve setdement dial reconstituted die University land trust. Later litigation brouF it
replacement Tand for die legisladvely-appropriated acreage. The University's total land ?rant holdings
today total 140,000 acres. Sdll, nearly 50,000 acres of limited umber cuiung rights west of Icy Bay
remdins lied up in lidgadon.

Alaskans look to the University of Alaska to provide for some of its financial needs by earning income
from die federal land grant, yet Alaskans do not realize the paucity of lands managed by the university.

If die University of Alaska received die average percentaqe of die total federal gir,ant to the suite --
42.01% of die State of Alaska grant - die University would be managing 43 million acres, and would
?robabtljy need no further state Support If die University of Alaska received a p_ropor_tlonal share of the
otal federal grant to universides - 5.09% of die Suite of Alaska grant -- die University would be
managlnlg 5.3 million acres. Even bringing die University of Alaska’s federal grant up to the average of
die smaller states -- 340,000 - would triple die size of die University's federal grant.

Passage of diis legislauon will allow expansion of the University of Alaska land grant, and allow die
University to generate addidonal revenue in support of its programs, The lands would be _responsmly,
managed to ?enerate income. The Unlversn?/ IS currently Involved in a wide range of projects including
commercial [easing, development and sale of residcnual and remote subdivisions, oil and gas lease
sales, timber and gravel sales and mineral leasing.

contact:

Wendy Redman
University Relations
463-3086/474-7582
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Distnct Address Session Address

145 Main St. Loop; Suite 226 State Capitol; Room 427

Kenai, Alaska 99611 Juneau, AK 998021182

(907) 283-2690 « Fax 283-9267 (907) 465-2828: fax 465-4779
Senator John Torgerson

SPONSOR STATEMENT
Committee Substitute for Sponsor Substitute for Senate Bill 20(FIN)

This legislation changes the name of the Revenue Sharing program to "Priority Revenue
Sharing for Municipal Services,"” changes the Municipal Assistance Fund to the Safe
Communities Fund, and requires that payments from the Safe Communities Fund be used
for specific prioritized purposes. The intent of these changes is to more accurately reflect
the purposes for which payments received are used. These programs appear to have
fostered the perception that it is a type of "slush fund,” for communities. The change in
name and requirements for use help to dispel that notion.

Communities are required to spend funds received from the Safe Community Fund on
specific purposes in the following order of priority: 1) Police protection and related public
safety services; 2) Fire protection and emergency medical services; 3) Water and sewer
services not offset by user fees; 4) Solid waste management;and 5) Other services the
governing body determines to have the highest priority. Communities are not however
required to fund all requests for services in a category before funding services in another
category.

Communities that levy and collect property taxes are required to list the allocation
received from Revenue Sharing for Safe Communities and its millage equivalent on the

"Notice to Taxpayers."”

This bill also revises how appropriations to the Safe Community Fund are allocated. In
fhe event appropriations continue to be reduced, allocations to and the resulting payments
from the base amount account will be proportionately reduced. In the past, this account
was "held harmless™ and appropriation reductions were taken entirely from the per capita
account. This resulted in an inequitable reduction of payments to communities.

The minimum entitlement to communities is increased to $40,000. If, however,
appropriations continue to decline, this minimum entitlement may be proportionately
reduced along with payments from the base amount and the per capita accounts.

Finally, the date of payment has been changed so that communities receive entitlements
from both Priority Revenue Sharing and the Safe Communities Fund on July 31.
Previously, payments from revenue sharing were made on July 31 and municipal
assistance payments were made on February 1.
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District Address Session Address

145 Main St. Loop; Suite 226 State Capitol; Room 427

Kenal, Alaska 99611 Juneau, AK 99801-1182

(907) 283-2690 ¢ Fax 283-9267 (907) 465-2828: tax 465-4779
Senator John Torgerson

Committee Substitute for Sponsor Substitute for Senate Bill 20(FIN)
Overview by Section

Section 1:  AS 29.10.200 (50) "Limitation of home rule powers." Changes name
from state aid to priority revenue sharing.

Section 2. AS 29.20.640 (b) "Reports." Changes name from state aid for
miscellaneous municipal services to priority revenue sharing for
municipal services.

Section 3:  AS 29.45.020 "Taxpayer Notice” Changes name from state aid for
miscellaneous municipal services to priority revenue sharing for
municipal services. Requires communities that levy and collect
property taxes to list the allocation received from revenue sharing
for safe communities and its millage equivalent on the notice to
taxpayer. Currently these funds do not have to be reported to the

public.

Section 4. AS 29.45.660(b) "Notice of sale and use tax." Changes name from
state aid for miscellaneous municipal services to priority revenue
sharing for municipal services.

Section 5: AS 29.60.100 "Revenue Sharing Payable." Changes name from
revenue sharing to priority revenue sharing for municipal services.

Section 6:  AS 29.60.170 "Miscellaneous services account” Changes name
from miscellaneous services to municipal services

Section 7:  AS 29.60.280(b) "Allocation and distribution® Changes name from
miscellaneous services to municipal services

»
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Section 8

Section 9:

Section 10:

Section 11:

Section 12

AS 29.60.350 "Municipal Assistance Fund” Renames Municipal
Assistance fund to the Safe Communities fund. Establishes two
accounts within the fund-the base amount account and the per
capita account. Allocates 1/3 of the appropriation to the Safe
Communities Fund to the "base amount account™ and 2/3 of the
appropriation to the "per capita account.” Changes the date the
funds are distributed from February 1 to July 31.

AS 29.60.350 (¢) Adds a new section requiring payments received
from both accounts in the Safe Communities Fund to be spent on
the following services in the following order of priority:

Police protection and related public safety services;

Fire protection and emergency medical services;

Water and sewer services not offset by user fees;

Solid waste management;

Other services determined by the governing body to have the
highest priority

This section does not require a municipality to fund all requests it
receives for services in a category before funding services in a
another category.

AS 29.60.360 "Base amount of assistance™ This section is renamed
to "Base amount account distributions.” Excludes boroughs with
a per capita full and true property value exceeding $500,000 when
calculating the base amount to be received by new boroughs.
Allows the distributions from the base amount account to be
prorated if the amount allocated to the account is insufficient to
pay the full base amount to each eligible municipality.

AS 29.60.370(a) Renames increased assistance to per capita
account distribution. Specifies that allocations to the per capita
accountwill be distributed to municipalities on a per capita basis.

AS 29.60.372 and 373 Adds a new section stating that the
minimum entitlement to those communities eligible for payments
under equalization of tax resources for municipal services, priority
revenue sharing for municipal services and revenue sharing for
safe communities, is $40,000. Adds an additional section
allowing the minimum entitlement to be reduced proportionately
in the event future appropriations to the safe communities fund
are reduced.
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POSITIONS:

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

TEMPORARY

Estimate of current (FY94) impact$  none
AnAlySis: (Attach a separate page it necessary)

(Thousands of Dollars)
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Comparison of an 8 % Cut t Municipal Assistance Payments Under Existing Formula vs. "Base Amounts” Not Held Harmless
(1) Payments municipalities would receive if the FY 97 appropriation to Municipal Assistance was the same as the FY 96 appropriation

m'pTymeltsSicipalities will receive under the existing program if the FY 97 appropriation for Municipal Assistance is 8 percent less than the FY 96 appropriation (Governor's
request). The existing program funds the base amount of assistance in its entirety and takes the reduction out of increased assistance.

(3 Amount each municipality's allocation is reduced from it's FY 96 allocation under the existing program

(4) Percent reduction each municipality realizes under the existing program.

(~f Pa% rrmunicTp®an*ies would receive if FY 97 if the base amount of assistance and the increased assistance are both reduced by the same percentage as the overall appropriation

reauction between FY 96 and FY 97 i ® U« i
(6) Amount each municipality's allocation would be reduced from it's FY 96 allocation with the hold harmless removed

(7) Percent reduction each municipality would realize.

(8)*1~*diffmmoTin each municipality's FY 97 allocation under the existing progran. and by removing the hold harmless
(9) The percent difference in each municipality's FY 97 allocation under the existing program and by removing the hold harmless

Comparison nfan 8% Cut to Municipal Aaslatanca Payments Under Existing Fomiule va. 'Base Amounts' Not Held Harmless

Vo Y _ i lative
[ MA Payments  —— MA Base Amounts . . Relative Rela
Municipality E?wt}\mS;;?nErTISY With 8y% Cut $5 Difference % Difference NotHehIdSHarCmIess S$ Difference % Differ mce 5§ Difference % Difference
With 8% Cut

7 2.38%
City ol Akhlok §3,274 52,934 (5340) -10.38% $3,012 ($262) -8.00% !
Citz ol AkJak 511,486 $10,t24 (S1.362) -11.86% $10,567 ($919) -8.00% g;‘? g g?of
City ol Akutan $15.701 5)3,648 (51.858) -11.81% $14,445 ($1,256) -8.00% it 1.630/0
City of Alakanuk 526,699 524,126 (52,571 -9.63% $24,563 $2,136) -8.00% b3k
58.915 56.140 (5775 -11.21% $6,362 ($553) -8.00% gﬁ% g%%o//o
Aleutians East Borough $10.875 $10,420 §$455; -4.18% $10,005 ($870) -8.00% (5212) BRI
City ol Allakaket 55,705 55,037 5668 -11.71% $5,249 ($456) -8.00% 2547 3-340/0
City of Ambler Sit,59a $10,279 (SI,315) -11.34% $10,680 Esgzsg -8.00% S 3.88(;
City of Anaktuvuk Pass 510.461 $9,218 ($1,243) -11.88% $9,624 $837 -8.00% $27374 0.20(;
512.964.382 ($1,097,148 -1.80% §12 ggfggg ($11(é4|g§§% ggggf ( $'779) 351%

City of Anderson $23.558 $20,894 (52-554; -11.31% ; , -8.00% -
Cit¥ of Angoon §24.275 $21,718 (S2.557) -10.53% $22,333 (61,942) -8.00% igég 335733)
City of Anlak 523,853 $21,380 (52.473) -10.37% $21,945 ($1,908) -8.00% 1190 3-660/0
City of Anvlk $3,509 §3.10C (5409) -11.66% $3,228 §$281g -8.002& $179 3'650/0
City ot Alka 53.544 $3,131 (5413) -11.65% $3.260 $284 -8.00% Mers 4'120/0
city of Atgasuk 525,563 $24,5'1 ($992) -3.88% $23,518 ($2,045) -8.00% ($4,084) BET
Scity of Barrow 5174,205 $156,185 ($18,020) -10.34% $160,269 ($13,936) -8.00% 200 0-840/0
Jcity of Bethel 5250,262 5228,151 ($22,111) -8.84% $230,241 ($20,021) -8.00% 8 0-420/0
jcity ol Betties 51,722 51,57/ ($145) -8.42% $1,584 ($138) -8.00% $301 3'780/0
e L (35413 0820 a0 732 oo

ljBnstol Bay Borough $60,270 $54,716 (85,554) -9.22% , , -8.00% .
i}cny of Buyckland ’ 515,123 513,356 ($1,767) -11.68% $13,913 ($1,210) -6.00% gig; ggfzo
iCity of Cholomak $13,715 $12,136 ($1,579) -11.51% $12,818 ($1,097) -8.00% 8045 3-880/0
iCity of Chevak 524,430 $21,528 ($2,902) -11.88% $22,476 ($1,954) -8.00% H 3.260/0
JCity ol Chlanlk $5,330 $4,730 ($600) -11.26% $4,904 (5426) -8.00% B 3.170/0
City of Chuathbaluk $-1.762 $4,230 ($532) A1.17% $4,381 ($381) -8.00% %353 3.870/0
City ol Coffman Cove $9,117 58,035 ($1,082) 11.87% $8,368 ($729) -8.00% 33 0'130/0
City of Cdd Bay $11,910 $10,973 ($937) -7.87% $10,957 ($953) -8.00% (%22) -0.020/0
City of Cordova $136,334 $125,405 ($10,929) -8.02% §125,427 ($10,907) -8.00% 62 360 3-190/0
City ot Craig $74,023 $65,741 ($8,282) -11.19% $08,101 ($5,922) -8.00% o 19
City ol Dearfng 55,893 $5,242 ($651) -11.05% 35.422 ($471) -8.00% o1 188 1.990/0
City of Delta Junction 558,853 $55,129 ($3,524) -8.01% $53,981 ($4,692) -8.00% ($1,168) 1.99%
Denali Borough $81,724 $55,905 E$5,729 -9.28% $58,786 E$4,938 -8.00% $1$3%% &gw
City of Olllingham $108,735 $97,106 $9,547 -8.94% $98,198 $8,539 -8.000& 1) 3'820/0
City ol Diomede 55,552 $4,896 (8856 -11.82% $5,100 ($444 -8.000A) T 2330/0

City ot Eagle $6,012 $5,301 (S821) -10.33% $5,531 (5481) -8.00% 11'210Al\/|
2/14/96 ;

|H B



Comparison of an 8 % Cut t Municipal Assistance Payments Under Existing Formula vs. "Base Amounts" Not Held Harmless
(1) Payments municipalities would receive if the FY 97 appropriation to Municipal Assistance was the same as the FY 96 appropriation

0)' Spav~nentsBmimicipalities will receive under the existing program if the FY 97 appropriation for Municipal Assistance is 8 percent less than the FY 96 appropriation (Governor's
reguest), Tihe existing pregram funds the basearmaunt of assistance. in.its entirety.and. takes.the reduction out of increased assistance.

(3 Amountéath munidpalit/salioestiondsrretineed fieotitts Y Bbadlpeedigh Witpdrtheeaxsi By pes e

(4) Percent reduction each municipality realizes under the existing program.

(5)1PaymentsmimicTpaHtiL would receive if FY 97 if the base amount of assistance and the increased assistance are both reduced by the same percentage as the overall appropriation
reduction between FY 96 and FY 97 ) ) )

(6) Amount each municipality Sallocation would be reduced from it s FY 96 allocation with the hold harmless removed.

(7) Percent reduction encn municipality would realize.

(8)* Th~differavre'in each municipality's FY 97 allocation under the existing program and by removing the hold harmless
(9) The percentdifference in each municipality's FY 97 allocation under the existing program and by removing the hold harmless
« i Cxlainn Cnmnla ume' g ajo AmouRtE* Not Meld Harmless

Estimated FY 97

MA Payments

MABiae Amounts

Relative
SS Difference

Relative
% Difference

Municipally MA Payments With 8% Cut SS Ollleranco % Difference No\lNHtehlth;/larletess $$ Difference % Difference
| 0 CU

ICity ol Eek $10,321 $9,117 ($1,204) -11.67% $9,495 ($826) -8.00% $378 3.67%
pr;y ol Ekwok $3,696 $3,261 ($435) A1.77% $3,400 ($296) -8.00% $139 317k
ply ol Elm $10,327 $9,131 $1,196 -11.50% $9,501 ($826) 8.00% $370 3.56%

$30.118 $26,874 $3,244 -10.77% $21,709 ($2,409) -8.00% $835 217%
City ol Fairbanks $2.205.959 $2,068,975 ($138,9B4) -6.30% $2,029,482 ($176,477) -0.00% ($37,493) -1.700&
Fairbanks MSB $2.342.757 52,129,627 ($213,130) -9.10% $2,155,330 (6187,421) -8.00% $25,709 L10%
City ol Fatso Pass $3,261 $2,910 ($371) -11.31% $3,019 ($262) -8.00% $109 3 31%
city ol For: Yukon $30.228 $27,407 E$2,821% -9.33% $27,810 ($2,418) -8.00% gf%g &%éé’
jcty ol Oaluna $25,637 $23,394 $2,243 -8.75% $23,586 ($2,051) -8.00% Jo
City ol Ganbell $23,705 $21,032 ($2,673) -11.28% $21,809 ($1,896) -8.00% $717 3.280/0
City ol Golovin $6,177 $5,513 ($864) -10.75% $5,683 ($494) -8.00% $170 275k
City ol Gocdnews Bay $9,074 §7,992 ($1,082) 11.92% $6,348 ($726) -8.00% $356 3.92%
City o1 Grayllt < $7,923 $7,021 ($902) -11.38% $7,289 ($634) -8.00% $268 3.30%
City ol Haines $69,505 $63,572 ($5,933) -8.54% $63,945 (§5,560) -8.00% $373 0.54?
Htrnes Bot'Xjgtt $40,862 $36,831 ($4,031) -9.86% $37,503 ($3,269) -8.00% $762 1.86%
City ol Hot)1Cross $11,134 $9,904 ($1,230) -11.05% $10,243 ($691) -8.00% $339 3.05%
City ol Honcr $208,628 $191,037 ($17,591) -8.43% $191,938 ($16,690) -8.00% $901 0.430/0
City ol Hocnah $39,032 $35,169 (53.843) -9.95% $35,909 ($3,123) -8.00% $720 1.85%
City ol Hooper Bay $37,788 $33,549 ($4,239) -11.20% $34,765 ($3,023) -8.00% $1,%%6 g.zzom
City ol Houston $35,559 $31,490 ($4,069) -11.44% $32,714 ($2,845) -8.00% $1,224 A4t
City ol Hughes $2,847 $2,515 ($332 -11.66% $2,019 ($220) -8.00% $104 3.66%
City ol HusHa $9,696 $6,611 ($1,085 -11.19% $8,920 ($776) -8.00% gggg g%goﬁ)
City ol Hycaburg $16,303 $14,575 ($1,728) -10.60% $14,999 ($1,304) -8.00% e
City & Bofcugh ol Juneau $1,427.669 $1,301,027 ($126,642) -0.87% $1,313,455 ($114,214) -8.00% $12,428 0.07%
City ol Kachemak $14,820 $13,100 ($1,720) -11.61% $13,634 ($1,186) -6.00% $534 3.61%
City ol Kaks $27,142 $24,180 ($2,902) -10.91% $24,971 ($2,171) -8.00% $791 291%
City ol Kasiovik $8,533 $7,639 ($894) -10.48% $7,850 ($603) -8.00% $211 2.48%
City ol Kaltag $9.115 $8,021 ($1,004) -12.00% $8,360 ($729) -8.00% 5065 4.00%
Cityotkasuan $1484 $1,310 ($1741 -11.73% $1,365 (§119) -8.00% 555 3.730&
Cllyol Kenai $394 445 $364,826 $29,819) -1.56% $382,889 ($31,558) -8.00% ($1,737) 0 44%
Kenai Peninsula Borough $1,347,372 $1,227,349 ($120,023) -8.91% $1,239,582 ($107,790) -8.00% $12,233 0.91%
City ol Ketchikan $512,408 $475,988 E$36,420} -7.11% $471,419 ($40,993) -8.00% ($4,573) -0.09%
Kalchikan Gateway Borough $249,773 $223,712 $28,001 -10.43% $229,791 ($19,982) -8.00% $8,079 2.430/0
City ol Klana $16,145 $14,370 ($1,775) -10.99% $14,853 ($1,292) -8.00% $483 2.99%
City ol King Cove $33,019 $20,278 ($3,741) -11.33% $30,377 ($2,042) -8.00% $1,099 3.33%
City ol Klvallna $12,538 | $11,052 ($1,488) -11.85% $11,539 ($1,003) -8.00% $483 1316251A)AI\A

211419



Comparison of an 8 % Cut to Municipal Assistance Payments Under Existing Formula vs. "Base Amounts" Not Held Harmless
(1) Payments municipalities would receive If the FY 97 appropriation to Municipal Assistance was the same as the FY 96 appropriation

BTSpTyments8municipalities will receive under the existing program if the FY 97 appropriation for Municipal Assistance is 8 percent less than the FY 96 appropriation (Governor's
request). The existing program funds the base amount of assistance in its entirety and takes the reduction out of increased assistance.

(3) Amount each municipality's allocation is reduced from it's FY 96 allocation under the existing program

(4) Percent reduction each municipality realizes under the existing program.

(5)*1Paymentsmunicipalities would receive if FY 97 if the base amount of assistance and the increased assistance are both reduced by the same percentage as the overall appropriation

reduction between FY 96and FYo97
(6) Amount each municipality's allocation would be reduced from it s FY 96 allocation with the hold harmiess removed

(7) Percent reduction each municipality would realize.

(8)1'ihe'dIffcren”in each municipality's FY 97 allocation under the existing program and by removing the hold harmless
(9) The percent difference in each municipality's FY 97 allocation under the existing program and by removing the hold harmless

Comparison of an 8% Cut to Municipal Assistancd Payments Under Exliling Formula va. 'Base Amounts* Hot Held Harmless

0 1 2 — un rr )l | m ) )
Estimated FY 97 MA gay?nents MA Base Amount* . Relative , Relative
Municipality MA Payments With B% Cut SS Ctltarenca % Difference Nole-.ItehIdSIEI/arletess SS Difference % Dllferenco SS Difference % Difference
| b CU
City ol Klawock $20,459 §25.229 $3,230 +11.35% $26,182 (52.217) *8.00% $953 3.35%
cn¥ of Kobuk §2.073 $2,533 | ($34o) -11.83% $2,643 ($230) -8.00% $110 3.83‘;&
City of Kodiak $432,770 $400,338 ($32,4323 +7.49% $398.148 ($34,622) -8.00% ($2,190) *0.51%
jiKodiak Island Borough $259,790 $231,112 ($28,678) 11.04% $239,007 ($20,783; 8.00% $7,895 3.04%
City ol Kotllk $20,532 $18,199 ($2,333; +11.38% 518,889 ($1,643 *8.00% $690 3.36%
City ol Koliobue $138.4F] $125,923 ($12,542 +9.06% $127,388 ($11,077) 600k $1,465 %gguf
City of Koyuk $10,150 $8,903 ($1,187) -11.69% $9,338 E$812§ -8.00% $375 £9%
City ol Koyukuk $4,878 $4,346 E$532; +10.91% $4,488 $390 +8.00% S142 291%
City of Kupraanol $851 $749 $102 m11.99% $783 (S68) *6.00% $34 gg%ﬂ
City ot Kwethluk $25,817 $22,869 (52.928) -11.34% $23,752 ($2,065) *8.00% $863 3k
Lake and Peninsula Borough $45,558 1 $41,606 ($3,950; *8.67% $41,913 (§3,645) *8.00% $305 918170//0
City of Larsen Bay $4,611 $4,057 ($554 *12.01% $4,242 ($369) -8.00% $185 AL,
City of Lowor Kalskag $11,132 $9,621 ($1,311) 11.78% $10,241 ($891) -8.00% $420 3;%
City of Manokotak $14,577 $12,866 ($1,711) *11.74% $'3.411 ($1,166§ -8.00% $545 3. Oo
City ol Marshall $11,092 $9,624 ($1,268) *11.43% $10,205 ($887 *8.00% $361 343k
IMal-Su Borough $1,540,307 $1,366,362 ($173,945) -11.29% $1,417,092 ($123,225) *8.00% $50,720 329k
jeityof McGrath $20,339 $18,300 ($2,039) -10.03% $18,71 "2 ($1,627§ 8.00% $412 2.03%
Sty of Mekoryuk S7.754 $6,852 ($902) -11.83% $7,1114 ($620 *8.00% $282 3.630/0
ICity of Mountain Village $29,197 $25,971 ($3,226) *11.05% $28,801 é$2,336; -8.90% $890 3054,
City of Napaklak $13,109 $11,722 ($1,387) -10.58% $12,010 $1.049 *6.00% $338 2.56%
City of Napasklak $14,344 $12,624 ($1,720) -11.99% 513,136 ($1,148) *0.00% $572 3.99%
City ol Nenana $29,914 $27,828 ($2,086) -6.97% $27,521 ($2,393) *8.00% ($307) -1.030/0
City of New Sluyahok $15,310 $13,519 ($>.791) 11.70% $14,085 ($1,225) *8.30% 5566 3.10%
City of Newhalon $6,240 $5,517 ($723) -11,59% $5,741 ($499) -8.00% $224 3.590/0
City of Nightmute $6,723 $5,919 ($004) *11,96% $8,185 E$538} -8.00% $266 3.960/0
City ot Nikolai $4,448 $3,918 ($532) +11.98% $4,092 $356 -8.00% $176 3.960/0
City ol Nomé $194,363 $177,407 ($16,950) *8.72% $178,814 ($15 549) *8.00% $1,407 0.720/0
City of Nondalton $6,833 $7.824 ($1,009) 11.42% $8,126 ($707) -8.00% $302 3.42%
City of Noorvik $22,167 $19,693 ($2,494) o11.24% $20,412 ($1,775) -8.00% $719 3.24041
City of North Pole $89,827 $82,808 ($7,019) -7,81% $82,641 ($7,186) -8.00% ($187 010k
North Slope Bomogh $1,294,770 $1,283,832 ($10,938) +0.84% $1,191,188 ($103,582) *8.00% ($92,644 '710%
Northwest Arctic Borough $20,711 $24.378 ($2,333) *8.73% $24,574 ($2,137) -8.00% $196 0.730/0
City ot Nulgsut $14,571 $12,826 $1,745 -11.98% $13,405 §$1,108} -8.00% $579 3.98%
City of Nulato $13,382 $11,854 $1,528 11.42% $12,311 $1,071 -8.00% $457 3.42%
City of NunapHchtik $18,488 $14,545 $1,941 A1.77% $15,167 ($1,319§ -8.00% $622 377%
City ot Old Harbor $11,348 $10,028 ($1,320) +11.63% $10,440 ($908 -8.00% $412 3.63%



Comparison of an 8 % Cut to Municipal Assistance Payments Under Existing Formula vs. "Base Amounts” Not Held Harmless

*t: 1o
(1) Payments municipalities would receive If the FY 97 appropriation to Municipal Assistance was the same as the FY 96 appropriation

BTSpTymen!s8mulicipaUties will receive under the existing program if the FY 97 appropriation for Municipal Assistance is 8 percent less than the FY 96 appropriation (Governor's
request). The existing program funds the base amount of assistance in its entirety and takes the reduction out of increased assistance.

(3 Amounteach municipality's allocation is reduced from it's FY 96 allocation under the existing program

(4) Percent reduction eacn municipality realizes under the existing program.

(51 Pajmaatsmimiripalities would receive if FY 97 if the base amount of assistance and the increased assistance are both reduced by the same percentage as the overall appropriation

(6) Amount each municipality's allocation would be reduced from it's FY 96 allocation with the hold harmless removed.
(7) Percent reduction earn municipality would realize.

(8)*JTheCd!fferaioTin*each municipality's FY 97 allocation under the existing program and by removing the hold harmless
(9 The percentdifference in each municipality's FY 97 allocation under the existing program and by removing the hold harmless

‘Base Amounts' Not Held Harmless

- L*) _
Estimated FY 97 MA Paymeénts MA Basa Amounts Relative Refattve
Municipality MA Payment* With Sy% Cut $S Difference % Dlllorenco Nobvl-_lehldgio-/iarcmless $$ Dlrierence % Dllfarencr §S Difference % Difference
ith 8% Cut

C.ty ol Ouzinkle $9.517 $8,415 $1,102 m11.58% $8,756 (5761) -8,00% §341 3 58%
Cit)gol Palmof $200,907 $183,282 (S(|7.625)) -8.77% $184,834 (S16.073) -8.00% $1,552 0.77EAJ
City ol Pelican $10,318 $9,428 ($690) +8.63% $9,493 ($625) -8.00% $65 0.630/0
City ol Petersburg $162,462 $148,204 ($14,258) -8.78% $149,465 (512,997) -8.00% sug% gégéo
Cilv ol Pilot Point $3,778 $3,378 (§400) -10.59% $3.476 ($302) -8.00% $ 9%
City ol Pllol Station $18,825 $16,599 ($2,226) -11.82% $17,319 (S I,SOG; -8.00% 5;52 31?)%0//0
City ol Platinum $2,077 $1,889 ($188) -9.05% $1,911 ($166 -8.00% RIS 2-570/0
City ol Point Hope $29,098 $26,021 (83,077) -10.57% $26,770 ($2,328) -8.00% 19 i 0/0
City ol Port Alexander $4,194 $3,726 ($468) -11.16% $3,858 ($336) -8.00% $13 3. 600
City ol Port Helden $4.707 $4. 71 ($536) -11.39% $4,330 ($377) -8.00% S159 3.390/0
City ol Port Uons $9.661 $8,541 ($1,120) -11.59% $8,808 ($773; -8.00% $347 3.590A>
City ol Quinhagak $20,164 $17,828 ($2,338) -11.59% $18,551 ($1,613 -0.00% $723 3.590A)
City ol Ruby $8,215 $7,321 ($894) -10.88% $7,558 ($657) -8.00% $237 2.880/0
City ol Russian Mission $10,508 $9,252 ($1,256) -11.95% $9,667 ($841) -8.00% $415 3.950/0
City ol Sand Point $39,522 $35,312 ($4,210) -10.65% $36,360 ($3,162) -8.00% $1,048 Z'GSf’
City ol Savoonga $23,763 $21,192 ($2,571) -10.82% $21,862 (S1.901) -8.00% $670 2.82041
City ol Saxman $15,385 $13,674 ($1,711) -11.12% $14,154 ($1,231) -8.00% $400 3.120@
City ol Scammon Bay $15,945 $14,097 ($1,048) -11.59% $14,069 ($1,276) -8.00% $572 3.590A)
City ol Saiawlk $24,034 $21,276 ($2,758) -11.48% $22,111 ($1,923) -8.00% $835 3.480/0
Cltv ol Seldovla $17,303 $15,881 ($1,422) -8.22% $15,919 ($1,384) -8.00% $38 0.220A)
City ol Seward $153,240 $140,327 ($12,913) -8.43% $140,981 ($12,259 -8.00% $654 U.43%
City ol Shageluk $5,276 $4,663 ($613) -11.62% $4.854 ($422 -8.00% $191 3.62?
City ol Shaktoolik $7,166 $6,319 ($847) -11.82% $0,593 ($573) -8.00% $274 3.820/0
City ol Sheldon Point $5,895 $5,201 ($694) -1177% $5,423 ($472) -8.00% $222 3.770/0
City ol Shlahmarel $19,980 $17,809 ($2,281) -11.42% $18,382 ($1,598) -8.00% $683 3.420&
City ol Shungnak $9,819 $8,789 ($1,030) -10.49% $9,033 ($786) -8.00% $244 2.490/0
City and Borough ol Sitka $457,721 $413,590 ($39,131) -8.55% $421,103 ($36,618) -8.00% $2,513 O.SSOAJ
City ol Skagway $50,343 $46,892 ($3,451} -6.85% $46,316 ($4,027) -8.00% (8578) -1.150&
Cilv ol Soldotna $244,530 $227,554 ($18,982 -6.94% $224,973 ($19,563) -8.00% ($2,581) -1.060/0
City ol St George $7,053 $8,223 ($830) -11.77% $8,489 ($504) -8.00% $266 3.770/0
City ol St Mary's $17,808 $15,567 ($2,039) -11.58% $16,198 ($1,408) -8.00% $631 3.580A)
City ol St Michael $16,201 $14,750 ($1,451) -8.96% $14,905 ($1,296) -8.00% $155 0.96?
City ol SI. Paul $27,107 $24,442 E$3,285% -11.78% $25,490 E$2,217; -8.00% $1,048 3.780/0
City ol Slebblns $17,164 $15,142 $2,022 -11.78% $16,791 $1,373 -8.00% $649 3.780A)
City ol Tanana $14,698 $13,204 ($1,494) -10.18% $13,522 ($1,176) -8.00% $318 2.160A)
City ol Teller $9,890 $8,724 ($1,168) -11.79% $9,099 ($791) -8.00% $375 3.79%
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Comparison of an 8 % Cut to Municipal Assistance Payments Under BExisting Formula vs. "Base Amounts” Not Held Harmless

(1) Payments municipalities would receive if the*FY 97 appropriation to Municipal Assistance was the same as the FY 96 appropriation

Existing Prograniici i~ N reccive under the existing program if the FY 97 appropriation for Municipal Assistance is 8 percent less than the FY 96 appropriation (Governor's
request). The existing program funds the base amount of assistance in its entirety and takes the reduction out of increased assistance.

(3) Amount each municipality's allocation is reduced from it's FY 96 allocation under the existing program

(4) Percent reduction each municipality realizes under the existing program.

(5°* Paymentsmunicipalities would receive if FY 97 if the base amount of assistance and the increased assistance are both reduced by the same percentage as the overall appropriation
reauction between FY 96 and FY 97 ) ) )

(6) Amount each municipality's alienation would be reduced from it's FY 96 allocation with the hold harmless removed.

(7) Percent reduction each municipality would realize.

Relative Differences o ) o T .
(8) The difference in each municipality's FY 97 allocation under the existing program and by removing the hold harmless

(9) The percent difference in each municipality's FY 97 allocation under the existing program and by removing the hold harmless

f. Comparison otan 8% Cut to Municipal Asalitanca Paymanta Undor Existin') Formula va. ‘Baaa Amounts* Not Held Harmless
Estimated FY 97 MA Fl"e{ymlents L MA 1Jate Amounts . _ Relative . Relative |
Municipality MA Payments With 8% Cut 55 Difference % Difference Not\ﬂehldSIB/iarcmless 55 Difference % Difference 55 Difference % Difference
"Vith 8% Cut

City ol Tenakee Springs 55,331 54.858 (5473) -8.87% 54.905 (5426) *8.00% 547 0.870A
City ol Thomo Bay $24,1Bt) 521.414 52.766 -11.44% 522.246 ES|.934§ +8.00% $832 3.440@
City ol Togiak 529,521 526.350 553,171} -10.74% 527,159 52.362 +8.00% 5809 3.74041
City ol Toksook Bay 519.340 517.132 (52,214) 11.44% 517,798 (S .548) +8.00% 5666 .440/0
City ol Unalakloot 531.190 527.944 (53.252 +10.42% 528.700 (52.496) -8.00% S756 §.4Z§n
City ol Unalaska 5152.307 5134,929 (517,378{ -11.41% 5140.122 (512.185) -8.00% 55.193 .410A1
City ol Upper Kalskag 57.804 57,021 (5783} -10.03% 57,180 (5624% -8.00% 5159 i%w
City ol Valdez $526,718 5507,697 (519.021 *3.61% 5484.581 (542.137 +8.00% (S23.116) 3o
City ot Walnwright 519,655 517.344 ($2,311 m11.76% 518.083 (51.572; -8.00% $739 3.76%
Cltv ol Wales 50,137 55.400 (5737 -12.01% 55,646 (5491 +8.00% 5246 4.015}
CIS'" ol Wasllla 5218.923 5199.196 (519.727 -9.01% 5201,409 $17,514) *8.00% $2,213 1.01?
City ol While Mounlaln 57,443 56,553 (5890) -11 96% 56.648 (5595) +8.00% $295 3.960/0|
City ol Whittier 511.707 510,498 (51,209) -10.33% 510,770 (5937) +8.00% 5272 2.33OAu|
City ol Wrangell 5136.653 5124915 (511,738} -8.59% 5125.721 (510,932; m8.00% 5806 0.5904;
Cty and Borough ol Yakutai 542,395 538.988 (53.409 -8.04% 539.003 (53,392 +8.00% 517 0.04%
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Effects of CSSSSB20 (CRA) on FY 97 SRS/MA Payments
(Based upon Governor's Budget; No base amount held harmless, $40,000 overall minimum entitlement
Explanation of Columns

Existing Program
(1) Payments municipalities will receive from revenue sharing under the FY 97 budget request

(20 Payments municipalities will receive from municipal assistance under the FY 97 budget request
(3) Total payments municipalities will receive from the two programs under the FY 97 budget request.

CSSSSB 20 (CRA)

Hold Harmless
4) Payments municipalities will receive from revenue sharing under the FY 97 budget request (no change from existing

program shown on column 1)
() Payment municipalities will rc.eive from the Safe Communities Fund with the hold harmless provision of the base

amount removed (may be compared with column 2)
(6) Total payments municipalities would receive from the two programs if only the hold harmless provision were enacted

(may be compared with column 3)
(7 Percent difference in what would be received under CSSSSB 20 (CRA) and existing program if only the hold harmless

provision were enacted

Minimum Entitlement
(8) Additional funds needed for each community to receive a minimum of $40,000. This amounts to $238,909 or .45 percent of

the total appropriation request of $53.6 million
(9) Additional funds that would actually be received after pro rating
(10) Amount municipalities receive from the Safe Communities Fund after proration is made to make up Lhe $238,909 needed

for minimum entitlements (may be compared with column 5)
(11) Actual payment municipalities would receive from the Safe Communities Funds (may be compared to Columns 2 and 5)

CSSSSB20(CRA) in its Entirety
(12) Total payments municipalities will receive from both revenue sharing and safe communities fund (may be compared to

Columns 3 and 6)
(13) Percent difference in what would be received under CSSSSB 20 (CRA) and existing program (may be compared with

column 7).

Potential Interest
(14) Amount of interest that could be earned because of the earlier payout of Safe Communities funds at 5 percent

(15) Total amount received by municipalities from revenue sharing, safe communities and earned interest
(16) Percent difference in what would be received under CSSSSB 20 (CRA) with interest and the existing program.



Overview
St§te fReveéue Sharing/Mupicipal Assistance vs.

e Communities Program

CURRENTPROGRAMS

't m-\ | v i
evy M ipiicipii LAssistance.
, e " O )
Base Distribution PerCapita Distribution Primary Allocation Separate Entitlements
1978 Business Percapita distribution All local revenue L Road_s .
Tax as abase ofthebalance among Community tax base 2 H0$p|ta|3/hea|th f_a(?|||t|es
allcommunities X 3. Unlﬂ_COprfﬁ'[Ed cities
;. (about$10 million Population (HOt m boroughs)
. 4. Vol. fire departments
hold harmless" is (ﬂOt in borou hS)
distributed o ffthe top) ($25,000minimum g

entitlement)

Distributed annually on February 1st Distributed annually on July 31st

NEWPROPOSAL -SB 20- SAFE COMMUNITIES

t A . ; '| | ¥, N o
eSafe conwmunicie. Protthim A Priority Revenue Sliiirmji-Pro" rain

All Safe Communitiesmoney musthbe

used inthe following ordero fpriority: Same provisions as
1. Police protection State Revenue Sharing
2. Fire protection & EM S above

3. Water & Sewer

4. Solid Waste Mgmt

5. Other services

Consolidated Provisions -

1. $40,000 minimum entitlement for the total o fboth program:; (may be prorated iffunding is

reduced afterFY 97).
2. Date ofdistribution for both programs adjusted toJuly 31 (Municipal Assistance iscurrently

»,

distributed on February 1).
3. "Hold harmless" provision removed.



WHAT ARE THE FOUR “LEGS” OF SB 20
“SAFE COMMUNITIES” BILL?

1 Requires that the funds received under this program (the old
Municipal Assistance Program) be used for public safety/health
basic services. Changes program to “Safe Communities”.

2. Creates a new $40,000 minimum payment for small incorporated
municipalities. (Larger communities contribute about $238,000 of
their allocation to raise minimums for small communities.
Anchorage, Fairbanks, Fairbbanks North Star Borough, Juneau, Kenai
Peninsula Borough, Mat-Su Borough, and all other large
municipalities support this provision to reduce dissolutions of small

municipalities.)

3. Removes the ‘hold harmless”wnich is about half of the funding of
the current Municipal Assistance Prcg”m. The “hold harmless”
provision creates wide variations among communities for no good
reason. (For example, currently an 8% cut to Municipal Assistance
may account fora. s t09.9% actual individual cut to a city.)

4. Advances the payment date for Municipal Assistance from February
1to July 31, the same date on which Revenue Sharing payments are
made. This provision creates the internal equity in the bill that
allows support from all municipalities.

C:mars:396sb20y.doc



CITY OF HOONAH
P.0. Box 360 * Hoonah. Alaska 99829 « (907) 945-3663 « FAX (907) 945-3445

March 1,1996

[],o»*

Honorable Tony Knowles
Governor of the State of Alaska
PoDox 110001

Juneau, Alaska 99811-0001

Re: Support for SB 20 «"Sale Communities” Bill.

Dear Governor Knowles:

The City ofHoonah cannot afford any more cuts in our Municipal Assistance and .State Kevcnue
Sharing as proposed by the administration. The City of Hoonah isin full supoortofSB 20 as 1
have testified at the last hearing. By passuge ofthis bill it enables the community to effectively
project their fiscal year budgets. | am ata loss as why the Administration would be in opposition
to this bill, 'ibis bill enables the small communities to receive much needed support from the

larger communities with the larger communities taking the larger cuts.

The Alaska Conference of Mayors have worked for the past two years to develop a bill that is not
only good for the communities but also for the State of Alaska. Small communities use these
funds to provide essential scr'iccs to theircommunities and without these funds they will be
required lo start cutting services or even completely dissolving their governments.

Over the post ten years we have had more than 50% cuts in our Municipal Assistance and State
Revenue Sharing that bos n serious impact on our budget. As the MayorofHoonah it has been
hard taking these cuts. By changing Municipal Assistance to "Safe Communities” it enables the
state to prioritize stale revenues to be spenton critical municipal services.

I am requesting for you as Governor to please consider supporting and signing Senate Bill 20 in

its present form.

Sincc.cly,

Albert W. Dick
Mayor ofHoonah

cc: Senator ZharofF
Representative Mackic
Alaska Municipal League
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CITY OF HOONAH

s P.0. Box 360 + Hoonah, Alaska 99829 + (907) 945-3663 « FAX (907) 945-3445

August 21, 1995

Long Range Fiscal Planning Commission
Brian Rogers, Chairperson

716 West 4th

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Mr. Rogers:

For the pan three years small communities such as Hoonah have fought hard to keep the
Legislature from cutting Municipal Assistance and State Revenue Sharing completely. In the past
six years they have cut the funding for both Municipal Assistance and State Revenue Sharing
more than 50%. As asmall community with only a 4% sales tax for revenue we would be unable
to continue providing services to the people ofHoonah ifthey eliminate these two programs.

The City ofHoonah feels that itwould be a major mistake to completely eliminate the Municipal
Assistance, State Revenue Sharing, Capital Matching Grants, and other Municipal Grants and
Programs. Every year when our Finance Committee works on our budget it gets more

complicated to find the money needed just to provide basic services.

As the Mayor ofHoonah | have been working on finding the needed resources from both the
State o f Alaska and from the Federal Government to build a much needed water treatment plant.
In the past three years we have had little to no success and with each passing day it continues to

get harder to provide treated water to our community.

As | stated in my first paragraph without these programs, small communities will be forced too
dissolved. Ifthat happens the cost to the State to provide these services wfll be much higher.
Small government issues are not an easy task. Any cuts to the School Foundation Funding
Programs affect the local government. The local fishermen are having a very slow ifnotbady~r
and the effects will show in our Raw Fish Tax. The Subsistence issues, the IFQ issue, all these
affect the City along with the cut backs in the fishing seasoa The total lost o ffinest service
receipts will also drastically effect the City and the School. Generators generate our power and
without the power equalization fund most ofour citizens cannot afford powerto their homes.
Our community is also going to have to face what the Welfare Reform Act will do to some ofour

citizens.



Page 2
Long Range Fiscal Planning Com m ission

So what | am asking you, when the comm ittee is sitting around making suggestions to the

Governor concerning long range fiscal planning. Please do not forget what the effects arc going

to be not only to the State, but also the small local governments.

I would like to thank the committee for taking the time in reading this letter, and to ask that they
keep us informed concerning any recommendations your commission may develop.

Sincerely,

Albert W. Dick, Mayor

cc: Governor Tony Knowles
Senator Fred Zharoff
Representative Jerry Mackie
Kevin Ritchie, AM L Executive Director
Senator Jim Duncan
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October 24, 1995

Tony Knowles
Governor

State of Alaska
Juneau, AK 99801

Dear Governor Knowles,

We fully understand the need to make cuts in the state budget, but
we are writing to request that you do not do it on the backs of the
incorporated cities, though we do need to assist you in balancing
the budget. Our community is small, but we do have taxes and we
work to provide basic services to all the residents. The cuts that
have been made in the state revenue sharing over the past years are
disproportionately felt in our rural towns.

We support the proposal to maintain the revenue sharing appro—
priation to 3% of the state operating budget. Our city needs this
stability in order to carry on our basic programs. With this com—
promise, we could all share and work together 1in balancing the

state budget.

We also support setting a $40,000 minimum funding level for incor—
porated communities. This would encourage the smaller areas to
incorporate and maintain that status which | understand is one of
the state®s goals. More attention also needs to be given to assure
that all communities get a fair share now and in the future.

We would be very appreciative if you would support the above
recommendations.

Sincerely,
Elva Scott, Mayor
Eagle City Council

cc: Alaska Municipal League



P.O. Bob 196030

M unicipali Aadxwy.Ahwka 996194680
mrL\\ TcUphooc (907) 048-6481
. )lFax: (907) 8484499

Anchoral [?[<* Mijstrom, Mayer

Februiry 14,1995 OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

FAX: 465-2779

Senator John Torgerson
State Capitol

Room 427

Juneal, AK 99801-1182

Dear Senator Torgerson:

| have reviewed, and strongly support, the latest work draft of Senate Bill 20.
Y our «efforts have produced a bill which will benefit all Alaskan communities.

For tco long, Alaska’s municipalities have had to bear the brunt of state budget
cuts. From 1986 to 1996, the Municipality of Anchorage has seen a 62 % drop in
state tssistance. During this same ten-year period, the state operating budget has
actual y increased by about : %. Other Alaska communities have faced similar
reductions. As these state revenues decreased, the taxes paid by local residents

have iicreased.

SB 20 emphasizes a Safe Communities approach, and will prioritize state revenues
be spent on critical municipal Safe Communities services. It will redefine the
state ; hared revenues formula so citizens will better understand its goals and the
role siate dollars play in creating and maintaining Safe Communities. | believe
this a] proach will make these critical local basic services more visible.

Thani you for your continued assistance in initiating and supporting this
iImpor ant legislation. Your efforts help make our communities safer and better

places in which to live, work, and raise our families.

Sinceiely,
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Submitted by: Assembtymembers Murdy, Wuerch and

Abney
CLOUTS om ¢s Prepared by: Assembly Policy & 9udget Office
APPROVED For reading: ?«bru*ry 27, 1996

A a
ANCHORAGE, ALASKA

AROG6-_ *i_

A RESOLUTION OF THE ANCHORAGE MUNICIPAL ASSEMBLY REQUESTING
THAT THE GOVERNOR AND STATE LEGISLATURE CEASE MAKING
DISPROPORTIONATE CUTS TO EXISTING MUNICIPAL REVENUE3 AND PROGRAMS
THAT FORCE HIGHER LOCAL TAXES ORCUTS TO BASIC LOCAL PUBLIC SERVICES

WHEREAS, oil revenues are collected by the State government, but do not belong to
the State Government OH revenues belong to all of the people of the St8te to ensure a basic
level of public services in allcommunities, whether provided by State of Municipal government

and

WHEREAS. State revenue sharing with municipalities is not unique to Alaska and Is not
an oil boom program. According to a federal research agency, every state in the United States
provides some form of revenue sharing. Alaska is now below the average among the western

states for sharing state revenue with its municipalities; and

WHEREAS, the percentage of the State budget appropriated for municipal revenue
sharing has now been cut to the same level as in 1972, well before the oitboom, when many
municipalities lacked the finances to construct and supportbasic services such water, sewer,

adequate public safety services, and health services; and

WHEREAS, since 1986 the State has shifted an estimated $200 million ofcosts to local

taxpayers through cuts to municipal revenue sharing, transfers of State service responsibilities,

and unfunded State mandates on municipalities. Since 1986, aH sales and property tax

increases among municipal governments total only $188 million per year.
most sales and properly tax Increases paid by Alaska citizens since 1986 went to balance the

Therefore, all or

State's budget; and

WHEREAS, since 1986, the State has cut the Municipal Assistance/Revenue Sharing
by $83 million, which is approximately twice the amountofany "new tax'proposed by the Long
Range Financial Planning-Commission for Implementation during this century; and

WHEREAS, the impact of the State's cuts in revenue sharing, cuts in other municipal
programs, and new unfunded mandates on municipalities since 1988 Is roughly equal to taking
away the value ofone Permanent Fund Dividend check from every fomfy that pays property

tax; and

WHEREAS, approximately half (or $10 million) of the actual reductions in the State's
proposed budget for next year simply epasses the buck* to local taxpayers; and

WHEREAS, the proposed State budget for nextyearwould cutthe State operations less
than 1% while the proposed cut to direct municipal revenue sharing is 8% ; and
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WHEREAS, cut* in municipal revenue sharing and the routing fiscal pressures haw

bean a major factor In municipal dissolutions. Many smaller communities are considering

unincorporating and giving the responsibility for providing local service* back to the State

government. The cost to the State to provide services win be much higher than the cost of

municipal revenue sharing; and

WHEREAS, in the explanation of the proposed State budget, Hstates that the “Overall

in State aid to local governments/school districts is 1.2%*. Schools are not a

The Alaska Constitution states, “The legislature shall by general law
It is dearly a State responsibility to

reduction
municipal aid program.

establish and maintain a system of public schools...*.
provide for education. The actual proposed overall reduction in State aid to local governments

is actually 8-10%; and

WHEREAS, all munidpal governments balance their budgets and that many municipal

governments use long range fiscal planning tools; and

WHEREAS, the Alaska Municipal League and the Alaska Conference of Mayors have

adopted resolutions supporting the developmentofa Long Range Financial Plan for Alaska,
and have offered to work in partnership with the State to develop the plan (see attached AML

Resolution 96-3).

NOW.THEREFORE, The Anchorage Municipal Assembly resolves:

That the Governor and State Legislature are requested to:

impact of State budget actions and avoid passing a

1. Carefully study the
disproportionate share of cuts, transfers, and unfunded mandates on local
taxpayers.

2. Support the implementation of the “Revenue Sharing for Safe Communities*

program developed by the Alaska Municipal League (AML) and the Alaska
Conference of Mayors (ACoM ) to improve and stabize the current Municipal
Assistance and Revenue Sharing Programs (see attached background

information).

3. Work in formal partnership with municipalities as proposed by the AML and
ACoM todevelop a State/Municipal Long Range Financial and Services Plan for
Alaska in recognition of the fact that the State and Municipal governments jointly
provide Alaska's publicservices and thatboth serve the same citizens/taxpayers.

PASSED AND APPROVED by the Anchorage Assembly this .day of

1996.

Chair

ATTEST:

Municipal Clerk

10 »t M If*¥'-* e
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February 27, 1996

Senator John Torgerson
State Capitol, Rjm. 42/
Juneau, AJaska 99801-1182

Dear Senator Torgerson*

The City of tJnalaUcct strongly urges the passage of Senate Dill 20—"Safe Com m unities".
It has become increasingly difficult over recent years for our community to make cuts in
keeping with the cots sustained to Municipal Assistance and Revenue Sharing. We are not
alone in this situation because as 1talk to members ofother communities | find that they
are also hurling and in many cases are on the brink ofdiSSO|Ving local government entirely.

W e arc constantly working lo improve our tax base. Here in UnaJaklcct wc are wutking
in conjunction with the local Native Corporation, the local IRA and othergroups to
replace our old fish plant with emphasis not only on market-ready fresh fish but with
value-added products aswell. We are supporting the tourism efforts ofthe Unalakleet
Native Corporation with their Unalakleet River I.odge. W ¢ are woiking to expand our
community across a narrow slough which is the only place to expand, as we siton a spitof
land currently with water on three sides and the airport on the othci. lit short, we are
working very diligently and in hanmony with all the various community groups to make
our community a thriving place to live. W e need the “Safe Communities” support to

sustain us in our efTorts.

Public Safety is something that, in our second class city, is not sustained by any particular
revenue source other than the current Municipal Assistance and Revenue Sharing and the

minimal amount ofprotective custody fees. So the City runs a Bingo/PuDtab game o f

which 100% ofall revenues derived go directly to support the police department.
However, that amounts to $25,000-5S30,000/yr. With a Chief, two officers and support
dispatchers/jailers, our current Public Safely budget is $179,318. The City collects a 5%
Sales Tax, 2Vo o f wliieh is dedicated to support our new solid waste baler facility. The
Sales Tax revenue that was not dedicated to the baler operation in FY93 was $139,138.
The City docs not receive revenues from fish taxes as do many coastal communities in
Southeast Alaska or Bristol Bay. So asyou can see, with the cuts m MA/RS, our general
fund revenues continue to shrink while demand for services continues. Staffing turnoveris
high because ofthe workload, job stress and low pay. It is difficult to build a credible

workforce when salaries remain static.
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The above scenario is noi unigue to UnalalrMI only It is happening Sidewkic, but the
most immediate |m’oacts_ are on small communities rvith limited fevenuC'generiiing
capacity. We jimply rmi.u have the assistance in order to sunive.

Thank yon tor the npfkJi (unity to piuvidc input on SD20. | urge you not to ddty in it*
pawgc

llenry Ivanoff, Sr.
Mayor

cc: City Ccunci!
file



TO 1 Senator rgarson fHOMiI Joe UvWrt
Pax 907 445-4 fax 90?7 ?41-1j599

Kit sB 30 Phone 907 741*7152 010

Otar Senator Torgersons

Count m v o m Alaskan who hoav.Uy supports the passage of SI20# the
Safe cocwurtitlee Sill.

Loom have «« struggled to find equity and value la the distribution ef
State revenue* to local govemasnts. At last you have forged a ceupso-

mieu which la supported by nearly every conunity in the State* Bit
Legislature would be resits not to pate this bill. Alaskans everywhere

want to see fewer decisions aade in Juneau and sore sadr locally*

Thank you for your efforts to bring this bill to tbs floor* It is s
landaurk bill, and X desperately hope your colleagues see it as that*
It and s long-range fiscal plan solution in this legislature would insure

your place in history.
Sincerely
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Cxd iU 9900

CTTYOFTHETHRtE 2AIHTS

(907)236-2203 O R 2W-220«

FAX; 246-227#

FEBRUARY 21, 1996

SENATOR JOHN TORGERSON

STATE CAPITOL
JUNEAU, AK 99601-1182

REs THE "SAFE COMMUNITY * BILL

DEAR SENATOR TORGERSON,

The City of O0ld Harbor is writing in support of SB 20# the
"Safe Community"™ Bill. The City supports this bill for several

important reasons:
* OUNT OF STATE SHARED REVENUES THEI
ECIEVBS HAS DECLINED DRASTICALLY
HE PAST 10 YEAftS. THIS BILL WILL
RAISE THE AMOUNT RECIEVED BY OLD HARBOR

AND SET A FUNDING LEVEL WS CAN COUNT ON
FOR YEARS TO COME} and

* THIS BILL WILL GIVE THE CITY THE STATE
SHARED REVENUES SOON AFTER THE FISCAL
YEAR WHEN THE CITY OPERATIONS IS IN MO8T

NEED OF FUNDS.

Th ro ou and your fellow *7 I*torf_t ** this
f « yy %%r your ef orts to help Rural munic pg?lties.

JAKES NESTIC, Vice Mayor
Old Harbor# Ak
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Fe nrueiy 20, 1996
I

Heaonbte John TcrgenNa Via pAPc907-480-4779

At i*ka State Senate
Stte Capitol am 3100)
Ju aeau, AK 99801-1132

RE: CSforSponsor Substitute for Satiate Bill 20 (CRA)

Di ar Senator Torgerson:

H tyor Floyd and tbs City Council support tho referenced bill relating to certain
programs ofstate aid to municipalitiei Please convey Kodiak’s pof w u tecdie Senate

Fijianc# Committee.
Wank you.
SiW tly,

CllY OF KODIAK

AR DALKE, CMC/AAE

Senator Fred Zharoff
Representative Alan Austennaa



Kodiak IslandBorough

710 Mill BAY HOAD
KOOiAX, ALASKA 996154391

(9071468*9300

V February 20,1996

tor Joh , iti
Comrauntty & Régionar Attain Coenounce
Room 427 State Capital
Juneau AK 99801-1182

VIA FAX: 465*4779

Dear Senator Torgerson:

The Kodiak Island Borough heartily endorses the revised version of Senate Bill 20 for
"Safe Communities* in Alaska. The changes made to SB 20 in the Revenue Sharing and
Municipal Assistance Programs are critical to the continued viability o f the munidpadiliea
throughout the state. In particular, the $40,000 minimum funding will be a mato-it or
break-it level for the very small communities in rural Alaska, which have no other real
funding source other than Municipal Assistance and Revenue Sharing. The concept of
"Safe Communities”™ in maintaining viable rural communities is very important lo Alaska.
The feet that* number of these communities have dissolved in the past year, with several
mote dissolutions pending, and reports of 30 to 90 mote considering dissolution, h a seal

warning befl for all o f us.

Another strong feature of the bill is the accountability feature where the municipalities
must inform the public what the money is used for, as wtfl as requiring that the money be
used for high priority public safety and safe community projects. Additionally, the feature
allowing the distribution of the funding at the beginning of the fiscal year will enable
communities to plan around the actual amountof funding, as opposed to guessing forput
of the year, only to discover that the estimated figures M shoo of planned expenditures
which creates major obstacles to sound planning and budgeting for the municipalities.

I want to commend you for the outstanding work that you have done on SB 20 to bring us
to this point and urge ycu and your colleagues to pass this bill into hw this session so foal
we can bring some stability to the communities throughout the State of Alaska. Stable
communities are critical to successfully plan for the fiscal changes that will bo necessary to
dose the fiscal cap and bring Alaska into a strong hcahhy position going into the twenty*
firstcentury. It | can provide you with any additional information, please don*t hesitate to

give me a call.

Sincerely,

|ODIAK ISLAND BOROUGH

Borough Mayor



City of LowerRaising
Lower Kaiakag, AK sKkgs

(907)471-8228

February 7.1, 1996

Hear Senator Torgerson;

?fo Eaal e I?t'% ﬁ " ,[Jr &e Sakaau*nlweifugpaoeratbr%g cs)?.zochéhe
8( u | eague, and ve are um%ed on thl« ISy,
coanun tv|(c)a Eeglslau% eII e herefora Support™ Safe



City of Ouzinkie
P.0. BoX 109
Quzinkie, AK 9964
Ph#t (s07) ss0-2209
Fax (oo07) 680-2223

February 21, 1996

Senator John Torgerson
State Capitol
Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Senator Torgerson;

The City of Ouzinkie supports SBz2o the Safe
Communities B ill.  Like many Alaskan Villages, or small
cities with p_oFu_Iatlons less than 1,000.00 and no revenue
base, this bill if passed could save us from dissolving.

To many times Municipal Assistance is interpreted
wrong or confused with welfare, which it is not, it is the
communities share of Alaska's resources.

These monies are generally used for the Health and
Safety of the people of the communities, without revenues
from the State, the Public Safety Department does not have
operating funds. o _

The "amount of revenues allocated'in SB:o w ill make a
considerable difference for smaller ccjmunities to operate
without impacting the larger cities.

As | said, before, we def|n|teIP/ support SBz2o and ask
the legislature to pass it, the bill makes allocation more

equitable among municipalities.
Sincerely,

Mayor



CITY OF HOMER

TxUYM** ***xx%% \
OJTY HALL
- TRMO * kK *k
%1 tAST WOKOA M x «  WOMBA AKWSW-WS omwn

FAX465-4779

21 February 1995

Senator John Torgerson
State Capital, Room s 27
Juneau, AK99801-1182

RE: SB:1 - “SAFE COMMUNITIES”

Dear Senator Torgerson:

1 support SB 2o - the “Safe Communities” bill. The concept ofstable and
predictable municipal revenue sharing is essential to long range community

planning in Alaska.

Thank you lor your support.

HugfrR. Sevan
Acting city Manager

HBAh

TOTAL P .81



HAIJNE8 BOROUDQH Box 1209, Hdnea. a1aska 99627  (907)765-2711 FAX7M-2716

February 20, x996

Senator John Torgerson
Alaska State Legislature
State Capitol, Room
Juneau, AK 99801-1162

Re: Letter of Support for SB 20 - “Safe Communities* B ill

Dear Senator Torgerson:

I am writing this letter in support of SB 20 - the revised ‘Safe
Communities” Bill. It is my opinion that the passage of this bill
will provide for the stabilizing and strengthening of our community
along with many other communities in the state.

The Haines Borough does not want a reduction in funding for road
maintenance, health care facilities, etc., so we strongly support
Senate Bill 20, because it does not reduce this funding. We are
pleased to know that this bill will not significantly reduce any
community's funding, but make allocations more equitable aoong

municipalities.

This bill directly ties state aid to public safety services which
is one of the priorities of the citizens in our borough.

Thank you fee your efforts on our behalf.

Sincerely,

J lyor

Haines Boro'u'g'h
JLL/jm

cc: Senator Zharoff )
Representative Mackie
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cny M7M
February 19, 1996
TQ; Senator Torgerson FAX 465-4779
FROM: Blva Scott, Mayor ~ FAX 547-2232
Hagle City

SUBJBCT: SB 20

We have just received the information regarding SB 20, the revised
"Safe Communities” bill. 1 understand you are interested in
learning the reaction of the smaller incorporated communities to

this bill.

We would support SB 20. We have a property tax, but with only 146
residents, it is a real struggle just to provide fire protection
and a source of oafe water plus meeting unfunded mandates and
federal mandates. Any assistance would be welcomed.

We like the name change from "Municipal Assistance™ to "Safe
Communities".



