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TABLE 2
ASPHALT PAVEMENT DATA

Anchorage Area

Composite
Construction No. of Studded Average Wear Rate Per
Test Location Date Tire Passes/Lane Wear 100,000 Passes

E. 5th (Dragow to McCrarry) 1965 1,933,157 0.287~ 0.015”~

E. 5th (Airport Heights to Bragow) 1965 1,978,259 0.31>~ 0.016”~
1Spenard 1 (15th toN. Lights) 1969 1,304,489 0.207~ 0.015>~

Spenard I (N. Lights to Spenard Rd.) 1970 452,430 0.13>” 0.029"
-Spenard Il (Spenard Rd. to Intemational) 1970 289,511 0.12" 0.041>~

Gambel (15th to Fireweed) 1967 2,314,564 0.22>~ 0.00957~

Ingra (15th to Fireweed) 1967 2,310,702 0.24>> 0.0107"

Northern Lights (Seward Hwy. to “€ *St.) 1970 769,067 0.18>~ 0.0247"

Glenn Hwy. (Gate 1N. 2 miles) 1954 2,298,356 0.34>~ 0.015>”

Jewel Lake Rd. (Intemational to4 Corners) 1965 2,185,508 0.267~ 0.012"

“C 7”Street (Diamond to Intemational) 1969 911,428 0.207~ 0.0227~

0 Malley Road 1963 628,813 0.15>~ 0.024>>

¢International Airport Road 1970 488,619 0.22>~ 0.045~~

(Seward Hwy. to “C ”“Street)
+Lake Otis (Dowling to 88th) 1970 391,615 0.14>~ 0.0367~
+Asphalt Overlays
34
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Test Location
Airport (Cowles to Lathrop St.)
Airport Way (Lathrop toWilbur St.)

irport Way (Wilbur toPeger Rd.)

University Ave. (Geist Rd. to College Rd.)
College Rd."(University Ave. to Jade Shop)
College Rd. (Jade Shop to Aurora)

College Rd. (IHlinois to Steese Hwy.)
Richardson (4 Lane 1)

(Old Richardson Intersection to
Wainwright Gate)

ASrHALT PAVEMENT DATA

istruction

Date

1968

1968

1968

1968

1965

1965

1969

1969

1969

1966

TABL E 3

Fairbanks Area

No. of Studded
Tire Passes/Lane

35

1,002,268
826,644
838,984
765,482
7/5..202
742,810
423,785
392,473
351,744

939,371

Average
Wear

0.11>>
0.13>~
0.12>~
0.12>~
0.17>>
0.107~
0.10"
0.12
0.097

0.21"

Composite
Wear Rate per

100,000 passes
0.011"

0.0167~
0.014"
0.016~
0.022"
0.013"
0.024"
0.031””
0.0267~

0.022"

<3



Test Location
Juneau
Outer Drive (Glacier Ave. to 12th Ave.)
1Glacier Highway (M P. 2)

2Glacier Highway
(Sunny Point Non Overlaid)

Glacier Highway (Sunny Point Overlaid)

Glacier Highway
(N. of Brotherhood Bridge)

3South Douglas Highway
(Lawson Creek South)

“Mendenhall Loop (South End)

Ketchikan

North Tongass Highway (Above Pulp Mill)

"eeSouth Tongass Highway
(Off End of Concrete)

1Seal coated 8/25/70

TABLE 4

ASPHALT PAVEMENT D/*TA

Southeastern District

Construction No. of Studded

Date

1969

1967

1968

1968

1965

1967

1963

1954

1970

Tire Passes/Lane

390,122
909,492

823;486

823,486

659,682

552,152

691,283

360,839

187,944

20ne lane overlaid with amixture of fines and asphalt
3Asphalt overlay 9/27/67 and seal coat 6/27/68

4Seal coated July 1968
5Asphalt overlay

Average
Wear

02077

0.517~

0.357~

0.44~~

0.33”~

0.40%”

0.41"

0.19>”

0.24>>

Composite
Wear Rate per
100,000 passes

0.051~~
0.056"

0.0427~

0.053”~

0.0507~

0.072"

0.0597~

0.0527~

0.128”~






FISCAL NOTE
NOT YET AVAILABLE



Senator Dave Donley

ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

Date: April 10, 1997

To: Senator Jerry Ward, Chair
Senate Transportation Committee

From: Senator Dave Donley

RE: SB 157 - Children®"s Trust License Plates

1 respectfully request that you schedule SB 157 for a committee hearing at
your earliest convenience. SB 157 establishes a motor vehicle registration
plate that the department may design and issue to represent the Alaska
Children®s Trust. Itallows the legislature to appropriate funds received from
the sale of these registration plates into the principal of the Alaska Childrens3

Trust.

The primary purpose of the Alaska Children®s Trust is to work in partnership
with communities, private business, and government to reduce and prevent
child abuse, neglect, and family violence. The Children®s Trust will improve
the status of children in Alaska by generating funds and committing

resources to promote healthy families and by assisting in developing healthy

communities.

DL»/ljh - previous rcq 4/03/97

January-May: STATE CAPITOL «JUNEAU, AK «99801-1182 = (907) 465-3892 = FAX: (907) 465-6595
Junc-December: 716 W. 4TH AVE. «STE. 430 «”ANCHORAGE , AK «99501 = (907) 258-8181 =FAX: (907) 258-1643

MEMBER: senate Finance Committee « Legislative Budget & Audit Committee
« Senate Community & Regional Affairs Committee

| Produced inll<niM1
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CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 157( )
INTHE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

TWENTIETH LEGISLATURE -FIRST SESSION

BY

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsor(s): SENATOR DONLEY
A BELL

FOR AN ACT ENTITLED

"An Act establishing a children3 trust motor vehicle registration plate.”
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. AS 28.10.181 isamended by adding a new subsection to read:

(® Special request Alaska children3 trust plates. Upon application by the
owner of a passenger vehicle, noncommercial van or pick-up truck, or motor home,
the department may design and issue registration plates representing the Alaska
children 3 trust under AS 37.14.200. The department may disapprove the issuance of
registration plates under this subsection when the requested plates are a duplication of
an existing registration. The legislature may appropriate funds received under this
subsection into the principal of the Alaska children3 trust established under
AS 37.14.200.

* Sec. 2. AS 28.10.421(d) isamended by adding a new paragraph to read:
(14) special request Alaska children3 trustplates ............ $100
plus the fee required for that vehicle under (b)(1) or (2) of this section; the fee
required by this paragraph shall be collected only on the first issuance and the

, -1- CSSB 157( )
New Text: Underlined [DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]



WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT 0-LS0683M

replacement of special request plates; the commissioner of administration shall
separately account for the fees received under this paragraph that the department

deposits in the general fund; notwithstanding (g) of this section, the annual estimated
balance in the account that is in excess of the cost of issuing special request plates

may be appropriated by the legislature for the support of the Alaska children 3 trust

under AS 37.14.200.

CSSB 157( ) . 2-
New Text Underlined [DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA
1997 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: Department Affected: Administration

Title:  An Act establishing a children's trust motor vehicle BRU:. Motor Vehicles
license plate.... Component: Field Services

Sponsor:  Senator Donlev
Requestor: (S) TRAN

COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 0502

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (Thousands of Dallars)

OPERATING EXPENDITURES Fy 98 FY 99 Fy 00 Fy 01 FY 02
PERSONAL SERVICES 22
TRAVEL 17.7
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT
LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING 19.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

1CHANGE IN REVENUES (1005) *

FUND SOURCE: (Thousands of Dallars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 G~ Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts 19.9
1037 GF/Mental Health

OTHER

TOTAL e, 19.9 0.0 ....0,0. 0.0 0.0
Estimate of any current year (FY 97) cost: $_

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

BILL NO. CSSB 157 (TRAN!

0.0

0.0
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FISCALNOTE
STATE OF ALASKA

1997 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Bill No: CSSB 157 (TRAN)

ANALYSIS: (continued)

This bill establishes a special license plate for children's trust fund. Under this proposed legislation the fee for purchasing
the special plate is $100.00 per set of plates. The license plate manufacturer requires a minimum of 900 sets of plates for
the purchase of a new design plate. This bill will require a new design for the license plate. The personal services
estimates the cost associated with the reissue of the existing license plate for the new children's trust license plate.

SUMMARY OF EXPENSES

FY98

TRANSACTION COSTS
Personal Services costs associated with reissue of
new plate 900 sets of plates at S2.43 per set 2.2

Overhead costs associated with program and includes;
forms, license tabs, DP chargeback, shipping/freight etc.

900 sets of plates at $3.05 per transaction 2.7

NEW DESIGN COSTS

Set-Up aosts for new design shesting 10.0
5.0

Design aosts for design of new plate
TOTAL 19.9

**At this time, we are unable to estimate the number of sets of license plates thet will be purchased and trerefore, we are unable 1©
project the amount of revenues.
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Senator Dave Donley

ALAS1CA STATE LEGISLATURE

SPONSOR STATEMENT SB 157
Establishing a Children®s Trust License Plate

SB 157 establishes a motor vehicle registration plate that the department may
design and issue to represent the Alaska Children®s Trust. Itallows the
legislature to appropriate funds received from the sale of these registration
plates into the principal of the Alaska Children®s Trust.

The primary purpose of the Alaska Children®s " rust is to work in partnership
with communities, private business, and gover ment to reduce and prevent
child abuse, neglect, and family violence. The C hildren®s Trust will improve
the status of children in Alaska by generating \i. ds and committing

resources to promote healthy families and by as. —-ting in developing healthy

communities.

Other states such as Louisiana, California, Misssouri, Nevada, and Illinois
have created specialized license plates for the benefit of children and have
had great success in raising funds for this worthwile cause.

DD/1jh

January-May: STATE CAPITOL =JUNEAU. AK *99801-1182 = (907) 465-3892 =FAX: (907) 465-6595
June-Dccember: 716 W. 4TH AVE. STE. 430 «ANCHORAGE , AK 99501 = (907) 258-8181 =FAX: (907) 258-1648

MEMBER: senate Finance Committee » Legislative Budget & Audit Committee
«Senate Community & Regional AffairsCommittee
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History

The Alaska Childrend Trust (ACT) was created by the legislature in 1988 (AS 37.14.200 -
37.14.270) to address rising rates of child neglect, abuse, community violence, and juvenile
crime. The trust is designed to promote and financially support community-based initiatives to
strengthen families and children. Until this year, the trust remained idlewith no funds.

Purpose

The primary purpose of the Alaska Children®s Trust isto work in partnership with communities,
private business, and government to reduce and prevent child abuse, neglect, and family
violence.

Mission Statement

Alaska®s children require and deserve to grow up ina safe and nurturing environment. The
mission of the Alaska Children®s Trust is to improve the status of children in Alaska by
generating funds and committing resources to promote healthy families and to assist in
developing healthy communities.

Alaska Children3 Trust (ACT) Board of Trustees

Mark R. Williams, Alaska Children®s Trust Chair, Anchorage, Vice-Chair, Carr Gottstein
Foods Company

Carol H. Brice, Fairbanks, President, Family Training Associates
Arliss Sturgulewski, Anchorage, former Alaska State Senator
Morris Thompson, Fairbanks, President and CEO, Doyon Limited
Bruce M. Botelho, Attorney General, Department of Law

Shirley Holloway, Commissioner, Department of Education

Karen Perdue, Commissioner, Department of Health and Social Services

Alaska Children3 Trust - Annual Report — 1996

Alaska Children3 Trust

Goals

To accomplish the trust$ mission, the
board of trustees has established four
goals:

n

a

Change the climate of tolerance for
child abuse and neglect by promoting
an awareness of the current plight of
many of our children:

Support the development of safe and
nurturing community environments;

Promote responsible parenting and
care giving;

Ensure children are eager and ready to
leam.

The goals are to be achieved through:

a

Funding community-based child abuse
prevention programs;

Educating the public, inftiating media
campaigns and providing information;

Coordinating resources and sharing
information;

Encouraging collaboration and
developing partnerships with public and
private organizations.



Why Alaska Needs the Trust - The State of

Alaska3 Children

Although many Alaskan children grow up in loving homes with parents and other family who
tend to their needs, there are many who do not.

AEconomic hardship, rapid social and cultural change, and many other stresses result in
Wicreasing cases of child neglect and abuse, community violence, and juvenile crime.

The statistics support an unsettling conclusion that children in our state are introuble.*
m Alaska leads the nation in per capita cases of child sexual abuse and neglect.

a Each year 125 babies die before their first birthday. Another 160 are bom with alcohol-
related disabilities.

n More than 10,000 Alaska preschoolers live below the poverty lire.
m The suicide rate for Alaska teens isfour times the national average.

m Every year 1,450 children are arrested for offenses including assault, rape, robbery,
and drug sales.

m Every year 2,200 children drop out of school.
a Each year 3,500 children are reported as runaways.

The goal of the trust is: to give all Alaskan children the opportunity to grow up in a safe and
healthy setting so they become responsible and productive adults. The Alaska Children®s Trust
can support initiatives that directly and creatively address the problems of our youth; itcan
make a difference.

* From Invest in Our Children: An Investment in Our Future, an interim report from the child health planning
work group to the governor and the people of Alaska (October. 1994).

Alaska Children3 Trust - Annual Report - 1996
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How the Trust Works

m The Children8 Trust is a savings account for children. The principal of the trust is
maintained - only the interest income can be spent.

m The trust relies on gifts, bequests, and contributions of cash or other assets from
individuals, corporate entities, legislative appropriations, and federal funds.

m The income from the trust is distributed to community organizations through a grant
application and review process.

m The treasurer of the trust is th Commissioner of Revenue. The Commissioner is the
official custodian of the cash and investments.

m The trust isadministered by a seven-member board of trustees; the trustees are appointed
by the Governor. The board of trustees include the Commissioner of Health and Social
Services, the Commissioner of Education, the Governor or designee, and four public
members.

m The trust board isestablished in the Office of the Governor.

b The trustees set priorities, award and monitor community grants, and assist in raising
funds.

Alaska Children3 Trust - Annual Report — 1996

"The Alaska Children®s Trust was founded
on the notion that every Alaskan child ought
1o get the help they need along the road to
adulthood. . . help a kid and you"ve
changed a lie. Nobody said itwas going to
be easy, just worth & Alaska Children®s
Trust - everybody deserves to be a kid
once."

- Tom Bodett,

Alaskan Author

(6}



Highlights and Accomplishments

The Alaska Children®s Trust board of trustees was appointed inApril 1996.

A strategic plan is established which includes a mission, goals, and action steps to
begin moving forward the trust$ purpose of preventing child abuse and neglect.

The, current trust balance includes $6 million from a 1996 legislative appropriation and

approximately $11,000 from individual contributions - a good beginning.
"Isnot just another source of funding for

The Alaska Children$ Trust has received letters and resolutions of support from over traditical programs— we intend to be at the
100 communities, local governments, organizations, and individuals. autting edge ofpreventing child trauma."
The trustees have established a core group of volunteers - Friends of the Alaska —Mark Williams, ACT Chairman
Children§ Trust, a non-profit corporation, to raise money on behalf of the Alaska

Children$ Trust.

The Alaska Children®s Trust isworking in collaboration with state agencies to maximize
resources and avoid duplication.

The Alaska Children§ Trust board has initiated a statewide media campaign featuring
well-known writer Tom Bodett. The promotional radio spots will be broadcast across
Alaska during 1997. Bodett donated money, his time, and his talent to produce the
radio spots.

Alaska Children3 Trust - Annual Report — 1996



How the Trust Will Benefit Alaskans

In the summer of 1997 the Alaska ChildrenS Trust board will launch the trust"s first direct
activities to begin fulfillirg its purpose, by making grants to community-based child abuse and
neglect prevention projects.

Applications for the Alaska Children3 Trust child abuse and neglect prevention funds will be
funded on a competitive basis. The annual funding level for the Alaska Children§ Trust is
based upon annual income earnings from the truist. The amount of funds available for
community projects in FY"98 isprojected at $250,000.

The Alaska Children®s Trust board of trustees will set priorities and award projects that the
board determines will aid in the prevention of child abuse and neglect. Some examples of
potential child abuse and neglect prevention projects are listed below:

b  Parent support and education projects for at-risk parents through in-home instruction and
weekly and monthly classes and seminars;

m Projects to help new fathers with parenting salls;

b Home visits to parents with new-born children to help them connect with parenting
resources and to capitalize on the interest of new families in learning how to nurture and
protect their children.

m Violence-prevention and contlict-resolution training for school-aged children to teach
peaceful alternatives to conflict;

m Mom-to-mom mentoring projects;

m \Workshops to help teachers learn how to detect, report, and support abused andneglected
children;

a Child development classes inschools.

Information about the application process can be obtained by writing to the Alaska Children®s
Trust, Office of the Governor, P. 0. Box 110001, Juneau, AK 99811-0001, or by calling 1-800-
643-KIDS (5437).

Alaska Children3 Trust - Annual Report - 1996

How You Can Help

All citizens of Alaska can help prevent child
abuse and support families. Here are a few
things you can do to help:

m Volunteer your time at a community-
based child abuse prevention program.

m Offer to caro for the children of a
parent under stress.

m Talk to leaders in your community
about public policies that support
families and children.

m Take a parent education class or join a
parent support group.

a Donate to the Alaska Children"s Trust
on behalf of your own children - your
contribution will help for generations.

a Call the Alaska"s Childreng Trust hot
lire. Call Ol free: 1-800-643-KIDS
(5437) for information about the Alaska
Children™s Trust and Children®s Cabinet
initiatives.



Directory of Staff and Work Groups Friends of the Alaska Children 3

Trust
. , .

Alaska Children’s Trust - Office of the Governor
Bruce Scandling, Special Assistant n Deborah Bonito, Chair, Small Business Owner, Anchorage
*P0 Box 110001 aDennis Demmert, former Executive Director of Sealaska
Juneau, AK 99811-0001 Heritage Foundation and University of Alaska Southeast faculty,
(907) 465-3500 Juneau
(907) 465-3532 - fax mDiane Kaplan, Diane Kaplan and Co. Consulting Firm,
bruce_scandling@gov.state.ak.us Anchorage

. . milike Porcaro, Porcaro Blankenship Advertising, Anchorage

1

Frlends Of the AlaSka Ch||dren3 TrUSt milike Burns, President and CEO, KeyBank, Alaska

Thea Agnew, Staff

PO Box 92155

Anchorage, AK 99509-2155
(907) 248-7676

(907) 258-0952 - fax
mou*.erl228@aol .com

Contributions to the Alaska

Children3 Trust

Deborah Bonito, Chair
JPO Box 200445

Anchorage, AK 99520-0445 Tax-deductible contributions can be sent to:
(907) 338-7251
(907) 333-9389 - fax Alaska Children™s Trust

State of Alaska
Department of Revenue
i PO Box 110400
Alaska Children3 Trust Juneau, AK 99811-0400

Toll-Free Phone Number

1-800-643-KIDS (5437)

EffIBBHHinBBIBHHHHHHNBnHBNDBBBBIMBBHNBIBNBNnBNnBI
Alaska Children 3 Trust Annual Report - 1996 8
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FISCALNOTE

STATE OF ALASKA
1997 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

BILL NO. SB 171 |

Revision Dete: Dept. Affected, DOT&PF

Tite: Captial Improvement Project Authority ~~ BRU: Commissioner's Office
Conponent: Office of the Commissioner

Sponsor: Senator Miller

Requester: Senate Transportation COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 530

Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING EXPENDITURES Fy 8 FY 9 FY0O0 Fy 0L Fr o2 Fr 3
PERSONAL SERVICES 376.2 376.2 376.2 376.2 376.2 376.2
TRAVEL .1 .1 6.1 6.1 651 &1
CONTRACTUAL 818 8L8 8.8 818 818 818
SUPPLIES 6.0 45 45 45 45 45
EQUIPMENT 517
LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS
MISCELLANEQOUS
TOTAL OPERATING 580.8 527.6 527.6 527.6 527.6 527.6
CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 00 00 ol 00 00 00

CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) 00 00. 00 | 00i 00 00
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Ddllars)
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 G- Metch
1004 G- 530.8 527.6 527.6 527.6 527.6 527.6
1005 GFH/Program Receipts
1006 GF/MHTIA
Other
TOTAL 580.8 527.6 527.6 527.6 527.6 527.6
Estimate of any current year (FY97) cost: S 00
POSITIONS
FULL-TIME 0 0 0 0 0
PART-TIME 10 0 0 0 0 0
TEMPORARY 0 0 0 0 0 0
ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary)
(See Attached for details)
Prepared by Sam Kito Phone:  465-3900
Special Assistant
Division: Office of the Commissiffrer Dete: . 4/29/97
Approved by: Dete: 4/25/97
Commissioner
Agency. Department of Transportation and Public Facilities

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

For further distribution information, call the Governor's Legislative Olfice

(Rev 01/97) 97fisno.xIs/SSK
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OOT&PF

HB227
Persoral Servicss | !
1 1 1
ReftinClsifictin | RagefSep 1 Lot (st
Director j2C Prdorage | 91,40
w1 5, G B
Aocounting Clak @ Ethe)  Mob IAncherace 18,20
Boiner B 12A (Androrage 77,90
Brgireer 1 ItSA hchorage 63,00
Trargoortation Plarer 1 21BC Pdorage 1 76,800
[Total Fersorel Serviices 1 376,20
1 1 1
Birters, Notehodss, Per, Rars,
Office S pliies, Merals 2,90 2,50
Data Processirg Syplies,
Boireering ar Secializd
Software 2,50 1,90
Glaulators, Holle udh,
Steplers, FiC 101 =00
Total Spplies 6000 4500

Nurber of thits | RriceEach  IMotal 1998 Qost

Rersorall Qomputersw/Besic Soft 51 4,300 21,50
it i 6,401 6,40
Fecsinile Mechine L 250 2,30
Phores o 0L 1,70
Hub & router 1 4.501 4,30
Office & amference room fomiture 1 15,000
Total Equiprent 5160
1 1 1
Summary GCosts FYo8 FUTURE
1 1 1
Rersal Savics IB.A0L  376,200]
Trael 6.1281 6,128]
GontrectLal a7l aL7sy
Srplics 6000 450
Ecpiiprent oL, 6L o
1 1 1
TOTAL 50,721 8.6
1 1 1

100% GENERAL FUNDS



DOT&PF

Capital Project Authority=staff of 4 reporting to 7 memOer Poard 1 1 |
Board has 2 mbrs. eacn inAnchorage, Fairbanxs. 1each inJuneau, Ketchikan and Bethel

moard meetings = 10 inANC &2 in JNU, average of 2 days each
IStaff is located in ANC i I I I I

TRAVEL COSTS I to I I |

ANC Board meetings: | | | 1 1 1 1
Bd. Mbrs. |Meals ILodging 'Airfare iMisc. (taxTotal | |
2 ANC Infa 1 1 1 1 1
12 F3X | 1631 2201 3651 01 784 |
;1 INU 84. 1101 2201 151 29
|1 KTN | 81 1101 6201 201 834
1 Bethel 1061 2201 9601 201 1,3061
icoffee, etc. 1 1 1 201 20| |
I TOTAL 442" 6601 2,166! 1051 3,373]|cost per meeting
| | | | ! | 33,730icost of 10 meetings
JNU Board meetings: | I I I
Bd. Mbrs. [Meals ILodging .'Airfare iMisc. (taxi, parking, etc.) |
2 ANC 2121 3561 4401 301 1,0381
2 FBX I 2121 3561 1,252! 301 1,8501
1 JNU Ina 1 1 1 I 0L |
[1 KTN j 481 89l 263! 201 425 |
j1 Bethel 1261 3161 886! 201 1.3481
12 staff from ANC | 212! 3561 4401 301 1,0381
i TOTAL 810! 14731 3.285! 1301 5,599icost per meeting

| 11,398icost of 2 meetings
Transportation Associations meetings (e.g. WASHTO, AASHTO)

staff | 5,0001 | j 1 |

Authority I I 15,0001 i I ! 1

i subtotal I ;20,0001 | 1 |

I I I i I I I
TRAVEL TOTAL I ; 65,123 I I i I

I I I I 1 I I I
CONTRACTUAL COSTS! f [ I I
Legal costs forrejs. I [ 10,0001 1 1 1 1
Telephones | 1 1 1 ;

|voice mail/centrex & lines 13,0001 i

Hong distance charges 16,0001

linstallation 1 [ 7501 1 1 I

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 i
Computing/Network charges I 1 1

Iport-connect 11,9801 | |

Iport access charges [ 3,6001 1

linternet address | 1100 ! 1

terminal/printer access charges!  1,5841 I

[data line installation | 2.5001 I

Idataline mo. charges [ 1,8001 1

lleased modem for dataline | 3001 1

|mtc. for router 1 4501 | 1

\wiring installation | 3001 1 1

|contract LAN & desktop support  6,0001

I | 1 1 1 1 1
Leased office space w/ conference room: 23,4001for 1300 sq.ft. @ 1.50/sq.ft/mo. |
Advertising for public board meetings 7,200iaverage based on 3 newspapers. 3 days for 12 mtgs.
Advertising for proposed regulations 2,400(4 locations, twice
Other =postage, express mail, etc. 5,0001

1 1 1
Vehicle =sedan class 106 j 4.920| 1 1
I i I I

CONTRACTUAL TOTAL: 81,784.
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10. March 1997

Dear Legislator:

Our members and many citizens are very concerned about the direction

Alaska®s transportation program is taking. This includes lack of

integrated multimodal planning, insufficient funding , misdirected

priorities and "deferred maintenance' problems.

The time is now to correct this situation. The following proposal to

create a "CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLANNING AUTHORITY*" is a Ffirst step in

the right direction

The mechanics are simple and the principles sound. We urge you to

execute such a move during this year®"s session and we offer our help

and expertise.

Sincerely,

Frank-"tnllon, Executive Director

ALASKA TRUCKING ASSOCIATION

Henry Springer, Executive Director

ASSOCIATED GENERAL CONTRACTORS OF ALASKA

Dennis Nottingham, PE, Secretary

HIGHWAY USERS FEDERATION OF ALASKA



Proposal:

CREATION OF A “CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLANNING AUTHORITY"

Back ground:

Eversince Statehood in 1959 the former Departments of Highways and Public Works and
later the Department of Transportation and Public Facilities had the highest turnover rate of their
commissioners of any department (18 commissioners in 35 years = 1.9 years/each). 1"s has
resulted in instability, change of direction and management and uncertainties, externally and
internally. The resulting uncertainties have had negative effects on commerce in general, and
more specifically on the industries dealing with insurance and bonding, manufacturing and supply,
unions and labor, contractors and other entities involved in transportation and public facilities. In

addition local governments are adversely effected.

The 5, 6 or 10 year plans that were required by the Federal Government turned out to be
political and administrative tools rather than well planned and binding planning - and programming
documents. Asa consequence Alaska's yearly CIP budgets have been exactly that - yearly
products, which were and are the results of the political and legal activities of the Legislature and

the Administration and not part ofa long-term plan.

Inthe absence of a plan (he Capitol program becomes a yearly “free-for-all”and the general
mistrust and display of power between the Legislative and Executive Branches becomes
apparent. The Legislature now micro-manages the program with line-item appropriations and
every appropriations for singular phases ofa project and a healthy mix of pork to fulfill the
individual legislator’s obligations. The executive branch inthe absence of such restraints has a
history of re-defining projects, re-allocating funds and line-item vetoes for purely political reasons.

This all to the detriment of a clear long term plan and policy.

At the present, additional factors are of consequence:

1) Lack of a state-or ever region wide inter-modal transportation plan. Previous “regional
transportation studies” which were obtained at high costs are ignored and collect dust.

2) Lack of a State(funded) program: at present all our plans are based on Federal-aid type
programs.
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3) Overall efficiency to translate public policy into action. High costs for planning activities
which are based on broad “public involvement' processes, which isa sure way to prevent any
new construction or even develop a broad state policy, because such processes never result ina

consensus on statewide issues.

4) the Federal Aid Highway -and Aviation programs forWestern States have seen a

significant cut for next years authorization. In addition, we can expect further cuts when the

ISTEA (Intermodel Surface Transportation Efficiency Act) and distribution formula are up for re-
authorization th"c vear. There are no plans to find other funding sources. Under the direction of

Congress and the Whit® House the "balanced budget”approach makes itunlikely that additional

funds from the Highways -and Aviation®s trusts will be released.

5) Deferred maintenance of public facilities: lack of sufficient funds through the years for
maintenance and up keep operations has resulted in premature deterioration of our fecilities. In
Alaska over 25% of bridges and 40% of highways are now deficient. The increased use of federal
programs dollars for environmental and recreational purposes, as is presently the case, does not
help matters. Under the present circumstances itis particularly misguided and a luxury we cannot

afford. In addition, Alaska®s unique situation with the South Eastern Maritime Transportation takes

funding away from the more traditional uses.

Itis time to find some mechanism to provide a balance to fund a long term plan based on

sound public policy. Our situation is not unique; other states face the same problems and itis

prudent to examine their solutions.

Of the 50 states 31 have adopted a “Board”or “Commission' system invarious functions. 16

fiave a Board with full executive authority, likea Commissioner as a cabinet member has here. 8
have a board which has policy setting authority and 7 have boards with “advisory" capacity. The

rest has a “Commissioner”or “Director’with full authority likewe have.

Itis apparent that under our given circumstances an authority with policy setting and

program/planning powers would be a suitable and desirable mechanism to address the stated

problems.
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Planning and Programming Authority for all State Public Facilities, including Highways,

Airports, Marine Facilities and Buildings, to review and approve a yearly CIP and long range

program.

This would include as a State wide basis by modes:

Land: highways - trails; basic access roads; urban mass transportation, rail systems,

recreational facilities;

passenger and freight services, intemational airports, bush aviation, private

aviation;

SE Marine Highway System, ports and harbors, both commercial and recreational

Marine:
fecilities ,commercial barges - inland and ocean ,navigable river systems,
erosion control, etc.;

Building: public fecilities, armories, maintenance stations, court buildings etc.

The overall functions would include integration with private systems, environmental concerns

and coordination with federal and local government programs.

2) Compositions and function:

The approach used by the Fish and Game Department could serve as a model (without
the structure of advisory committees). The planning authority would consistof7 members who

would represent modal concerns and also based on geographic considerations. The members

would serve staggered terms.

Two should represent "Land”, two “Air”’,and two “Marine' and one “Buildings" interests.

At leastone would be picked to represent one of the 3 DOT/PF “Regions', but not more
than 3 from any. (orwe could use "Judicial Districts ifsuitable’). They would serve staggered four
(or five) year terms, appointed by the Governor, confirmed by the Legislature. Ifa member does

not fulfill a designated term they can be replaced, by another appointee for the rest of the tenn.

The members of the authority would elect their chairperson.
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The personnel presently assigned to DOT/PF for State Wide Planning could be

significantly reduced to two positions (for federal mandated functions like statistics) and

considerable savings are the result.

The members of the authority would receive reimbursement for expenses, including travel
and per diem, however, no salary. They would need minimal clerical support. The Regions would
maintain their regional planning staffwhich would fulfill the present functions in relation to the

headquarters Statewide Planning Group and the Regional Director.

Therefore the present "Div. Statewide Planning and Programming" would be controlled by

the Authority and not the Commissioner.

Considerable savings could be achieved with the reduction of Statewide Planning

positions.
The present “Alaska Transportation Planning Council' could be eliminated, as the

Authority would include this function.

The "research” function should not be included as part of the Authorities task. Itshould
be leftas is, primarily with the University and the DOT/PF materials sections. Maintenance is part

of the operating budget and should remain under the control of the Commissioner of DOT/PF.
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DOT/PFCOMMISSIONERS

PUBLIC WORKS
Richard A. Downing

George R. MacClanahan
Harold D. Strandberg
George W. Easley

Buel “Tex”’Taggart

HIGHWAYS
SamJohnson

Donald A. McKinnon
Warren C. Gonnason
Cosby E. Steen
Robert L. Beardsley
Bruce A. Campbell
Walter B. Parker

Il. D. Scougal

DOT & PF
Donald P. Harris

Robert W. Ward
Daniel A. Casey
RichardJ. Knapp
R. Rocky Gutierrez
Mark S. Hickey
Frank G. Turpin
Bruce A. Campbell
Michael A. Barton

Joseph L. Perkins

YEARS

1959 -66
1967-68
1968-70
1971 -74

Apr -Dec

Mar 1962
1962-66
1967 -68
1968-69
1969- 71
1971 - 74
1974 -76

1976-77

1977-78
1978-82
Feb-Nov
1984 -86
Dec 1986
1987-90
1991 -93

1993-94

1974

1983

- Feb 1987

Jul -Nov 1994

Jan 1995
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Alaska State Senate
Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Senator Ward:

Testimony on Senate Bill No. 171

Iwould like to take this opportunity to express our concerns regarding the
proposed Senate Bill No. 171, relating to the establishment of an Alaska Capital
Improvement Project Authority. This Authority would be established to rank,
prioritize and approve capital development projects, as well as provide stability
and continuity in the capital development program when administration changes
occur. However, from an FAA perspective, this proposed Senate Bill No. 171
has negative consequences that will jeopardize the ability of the State of Alaska
to optimize federal airport capital development funds.

The Airport Improvement Program (AIP), administered by the Alaska Region
Airports Division, comprises 100% of airport capital development funding in the
State of Alaska. AIP funds are derived from the Airport and Airways Users Trust
Fund, and are distributed nationally by FAA Headquarters. As far as we are
aware, there is no State funded "stand alone” airport infrastructure development
program in Alaska. AIP provides 93.75% of airport capital development funds,
and 6.25% is provided by the airport sponsor (which iq the State of Alaska for
State owned and operated airports).

We are concerned that Senate Bill No. 171, will adversely impact the ability of
the State of Alaska to compete for limited AIP funds. Tho AIP funding level, on a
national basis, is shrinking from a high $1.9 billion to $1.0 billion projected for
fiscal year 1998 AIP funding averages approximately $60 million per year for
the State of Alaska. These funds are distributed on a competitive basis, based
on the selection of high priority projects. The State of Alaska competes with
every other state on a national basis for its commensurate share of limited AIP
funds. The airport system in Alaska is in an infancy state as compared to the
mature airport system in the lower 48; hence, airnort infrastructure development
needs are paramount in Alaska as compared to -ther states
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We understand that the Authority, as proposed, will bp approving a list of
davelopment projects by February 2 of each year, for construction over the next
bjcceeding iwo fiscal years. This proposed process will not mesh with the AIP
application process. ACIP's are required to be submitted to FAA Headquarters
in the October time frame to compete for AIP funds for the succeeding
construction seasons. Furthermore, to compete effectively on a national basis
requires at least two to three years advanced planning to accomplish AIP
programming requirements, such as attaining environmental permits and. land
acquisition, before a project can be approved for AIP funding. Legislative
authorization is needed for the DOT&PF to perform the required preliminary
engineering, design and bidding that must occur before an AIP grant can be
issued. Any inability to timely submit ACIP's, or meet AIP programming
requirements, will be perceived by FAA Headquarters as an indication that the
State of Alaska may not really need AIP funding; thus jeopardizing future funding

levels.

We believe that this Authority is being proposed to fixa problem that has already
been recognized and corrected by DOT&PF; the backlog of capital development
projects that were designed but never constructed. The DOT&PF formed the
Airport Project Evaluation Board (APEB) two years ago to address this apparent
problem with their project selection process. We have worked very closely with
the DOT&PF to ensure that the new APEB project selection process results in
the highest priority projects being selected. The record will verify that the
backlog of unfinished projects developed prior to the establishment of the APEB.
The APEB has corrected this problem, as well as improved the State of Alaska’s
ability to compete for limited AIP funds.

The APEB is comprised of the Statewide Planning Director, Statewide Aviation
Director, three Regional Directors, and the Deputy Commissioner of Aviation
which provides a statewide porspective incorporating the entire State’s airport
development needs and concerns. The APEB project selection ranking criteria
considers factors such as safety, health and quality of life, economic benefits,
community support, community maintenance and operation contribution, airport
security and certification requirements, aviation and transportation alternatives,
runway length and condition, aviation hazards, erosion and flooding problems,
among others. This new project selection ranking criteria closely resembles the
FAA’s National Priority System for AIP project selection.

The establishment of the APEB has resulted in higher priority projects being
forwarded by the State of Alaska to FAA Headquarters to compete for these
limited federal funds. The APEB process effectively incorporates federal
priorities with overall statewide needs to compile Airport Capital Improvement
Plans (ACIP%) that are credible. The ACIP’s are three to five year plans that
provide a measure of stability and continuity to the State’s airport capital
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development program. The APEB process has enabled the State to acquire
over $45 million in discretionary funds over the last two years; additional funds
that the State would not have otherwise received without selecting projects that
are high priority and competitive on a national basis.

This new Authority, as proposed in Senate Bill No. 171, will be made up of public
citizens that will serve with staggered terms. This causes us great concern as
we have invested countless hours in educating the APEB on the FAA National
Priority System to ensure that they have the expertise to select the highest
priority projects to give the State of Alaska the best competitive edge for AIP
funds. Re-educating this new Authority and building the necessary expertise is
no small undertaking; and with staggered terms and rotating membership, this
educational process will undoubtedly be ongoing, significantly impacting our
resources and the State's ability to optimize AIP funds.

With all due respect, we encourage the Alaska State Legislature to enable the
DOT &PF and FAA to continue to work cooperatively together incorporating the
APEB process to pursue, capture and retain all of the airport infrastructure
development funds we can to meet the aviation need3 in Alaska. The
establishment of an Authority will only add an additional layer of bureaucracy
and jeopardize the ability of the State of Alaska to optimize federal airport capital
development funds.

Ifthere are any questions, or if I can clarify the AIP funding processes, please do
not hesitate to call me at (907) 271-5438

Sincerely,

Manager, Airports Division

cc.  Senate Transportation Committee Members
Joseph Perkins, P.E., Commissioner DOT&PF



Alaska "Uegtslaiurt”

Mailing Address:
P.0. Box 55094
North Pole, Alaska 99705
Ph: (907) 488-0862
Fax: (907) 488-4271

MIKE MILLER
President of the Senate

SB 171 SPONSOR STATEME
ALASKA CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLANN
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The purpose of Senate Bill 171 is to increase public involvement,

stability and discipline in capital project planning for the State

Alaska.

Planning for Alaska's capital improvement projects is presently
and

carried out by the Planning Division of the DOT/PF. Research

of

planning is carried out by three regional planning teams (Central,
Northern and Southeast). The Regional Planning Teams coordinate

with the local governments, including Anchorage Metropolitan

Authority Transportation Systems (AM ATS), and Fairbanks

M etropolitan Authority Transportation System (FM ATS), within

their

regions. They feed their regional plans into the Statewide Planning

Team in headquarters, Juneau. HQ Juneau consolidates the local
regional plans into statewide plans. Statewide plans are required

and
for

internal management and to meet requirements for federal funding.

SB 171 comes into play most directly at the level of statewide

prioritization and funding alternatives. It would not change the

basic, regionalized planning process now in use. It will change

method by which projects are rated, prioritized and submitted

Governor and Legislature.

the
to the

Currently, DOT/PF sets up a Project Evaluation Board to prioritize
projects. SB 171 establishes an independent Authority, the Alaska

Capital Improvement Project Authority (ACIPA), to perform the

functions that lead to finalizing our capital spending priorities.

The

Authority, a seven member board* would represent modal concerns

(air, land and sea) and be based on geographic considerations.

It

would have greater public participation and community sensitivity
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by wvirtue of the diverse composition of its members. It would also
have all the expertise available from DOT/PF's Planning Division and

be more independent of political influence by virtue of the

staggered tenure of its appointees.

Despite efforts by DOT/PF over the years to have the planning
process include the public, capital project planning remains a dark
science to most Alaskans. We don't know how oi why Project A gets
funded before Project B, and why Project C doesn't get funded at all.
Part of the problem is there plans are arrived at by different

methods. All are subject to political intrigues between the Governor

and Legislature.

Planning is further hindered by a lack of continuity at the executive
level. DOT/PF Commissioners have an average tenure under two
years. The permanent professional planners get committed to the

projects they work on and the people they work with.

The provisions in SB 171 are intended to make the capital project
planning process more comprehensive and stable in its role of
building Alaska's infrastructure. The Authority will have a single
purpose mission rather than be entangled with the multi-purposes of
the Governor, Legislature and DOT/PF.

This bill also vests in the Authority the power to set tolls on toll

facilities and to establish signing standards and speed limits for

Capital Improvement Projects.

We have talented state employees involved in our planning process.

But, when it comes to decision making about competing projects, we
need to enlarge the circle of expertise to include members of the
public. SB 71 provides a mechanism for project planning and
approval. This bill will add continuity and stability to our capital

budget process.
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The Honorable Jerry Ward; Chair
Senate Transportation Committee
Alaska State Senate

Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Senator Ward:

Testimony on Senate Bill No. 171

Iwould like to take this opportunity to express our concerns regarding the
proposed Senate Bill No. 171, relating to the establishment of an Alaska Capital
Improvement Project Authority. This Authority would be established to rank,
prioritize and approve capital development projects, as well as provide stability
and continuity in the capital development program when administration changes
occur. However, from an FAA perspective, this proposed Senate Bill No. 171
has negative consequences that will jeopardize the ability of the State of Alaska
to optimize federal airport capital development funds.

The Airport Improvement Program (AIP), administered by the Alaska Region
Airports Division, comprises 100% of airport capital development funding in the
State of Alaska. AIP funds are derived from the Airport and Airways Users Trust
Fund, and are distributed nationally by FAA Headquarters. As far as we are
aware, there is no State funded ‘Stand alone™ airport infrastructure ci.'velcoment
program in Alaska. AIP provides 93.75% of airport capital development funds,
and 6.25% is provided by the airport sponsor (which is the State of Alaska for
State owned and operated airports).

We are concerned that Senate Bill No 171. will adversely impact the ability of
the State of Alaska to compete for limited AIP funds. The AIP funding level, on a
national basis, is shrinking from a high $1.9 billion to $1.0 billion projected for
fiscal year 1998. AIP funding averages approximately $60 million per year for
the State of Alaska. These funds are distributed on a competitive basis, based
on the selection of high priority projects. The State of Alaska competes with
every other state on a national basis for its commensurate share of limited AIP
funds. The airport system in Alaska is in an infancy state as compared to the
mature airport system in the lower 48; hence, airport infrastructure development
needs are paramount in Alaska as compared to other states.
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We understand that the Authority, as proposed, will be approving a list of
development projects by February 2 of each year, for construction over the next
succeeding two fiscal years. This proposed process will not mesh with the AIP
application process. ACIP's are required to be submitted to FAA Headquarters
in the October time frame to compete for AIP funds for the succeeding
construction seasons. Furthermore, to compete effectively on a national basis
requires at least two to three years advanced planning to accomplish AIP
programming requirements, such as attaining environmental permits and land
acquisition, before a project can be approved for AIP funding. Legislative
authorization is needed for the DOT&PF to perform the required preliminary
engineering, design and bidding that must occur before an AIP granf can be
issued. Any inability to timely submit ACIP's, or meet AIP programming
requirements, will be perceived by FAA Headquarters as an indication that the
State of Alaska may not really need AIP funding; thus jeopardizing future funding
levels.

1
We believe that this Authority is being proposed to fix a problem that has already
been recognized and corrected by DOT&PF; the backlog of capital development
projects that were designed but never constructed. The DOT&PF formed the
Airport Project Evaluation Board (APEB) two years ago to address this apparent
problem with their project selection process. We have worked very closely with
the DOT&PF to ensure that the new APEB project selection process results in
the highest priority projects being selected. The record will verify that the
backlog of unfinished projects developed prior to the establishment of the APEB.
The APEB has corrected this problem, as well as improved the State of Alaska’s
ability to compete for limited AIP funds.

The APEB is comprised of the Statewide Planning Director, Statewide Aviation
Director, three Regional Directors, and the Deputy Commissioner of Aviation
which provides a statewide perspective incorporating the entire State’s airport
development needs and concerns. The APEB project selection ranking criteria
considers factors such as safety, health and quality of life, economic benefits,
community support, community maintenance and operation contribution, airport
security and certification requirements, aviation and transportation alternatives,
runway length and condition, aviation hazards, erosion and flooding problems,
among others. This new project selection ranking criteria closely resembles the
FAA's National Priority System for AIP project selection.

The establishment of the APEB has resulted in higher priority projects being
forwarded by the State of Alaska to FAA Headquarters to compete for these
limited federal funds. The APEB process effectively incorporates federal
priorities with overall statewide needs to compile Airport Capital Improvement
Plans (ACIP's) that are credible. The ACIP's are three to five year plans that
provide a measure of stability and continuity to the State’s airport capital



development program. The APEB process has enabled the State to acquire
ov8r $45 million in discretionary funds over the last two years; additional funds
that the State would not have otherwise received without selecting projects that

are high priority and competitive on a national basis.

This new Authority, as proposed in Senate Bill No. 171, will be made up of public
citizens that will serve with staggered terms. This causes us great concern as
we have invested countless hours in educating the APEB on the FAA National
Priority System to ensure that they have the expertise to select the highest
priority projects to give the State of Alaska the best competitive edge for AIP
funds. Re-educating this new Authority and building the necessary expertise is
no small undertaking; and with staggered terms and rotating membership, this
educational process will undoubtedly be ongoing, significantly impacting our
resources and the State’s ability to optimize AIP funds.

With all due respect, we encourage the Alaska State (legislature to enable the
DOT &PF and FAA to continue to work cooperatively together incorporating the
APEB process to pursue, capture and retain all of the airport infrastructure
development funds we can to meet the aviation needs in Alaska. The
establishment of an Authority will only add an additional layer of bureaucracy
and jeopardize the ability of the State of Alaska to optimize federal airport capital

development funds.

If there are any questions, or if | can clarify the AIP funding processes, please do
not hesitate to cail me at (907) 271-5438.

Sincerely,

ManageyAirports Division

cC, Senate Transportation Committee Members
Joseph Perkins, P.E., Commissioner DOT&PF



10. March 1997

Dear Legislator:

Our members and many citizens are very concerned about the direction
Alaska®s transportation program is taking. This includes lack of
integrated multimodal planning, insufficient funding , misdirected

priorities and "deferred maintenance"™ problems.

The time is now to correct this situation. The following proposal to

create a "CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLANNING AUTHORITY"™ 1is a Ffirst step in

the right direction.

The mechanics are simple and the principles sound. We urge you to
execute such a move during this year®"s session and we offer our help

and expertise.

Sincerely,

Frank-"trTllon, Executive Director

ALASKA TRUCKING ASSOCIATION

Henry Springer, Executive Director
ASSOCIATED GENERAL CONTRACTORS OF ALASKA

Cl

Dennis Nottingham, PE, Secretary”
HIGHWAY USERS FEDERATION OF ALASKA



Proposal:

CREATION OF A “CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLANNING AUTHORITY"

Back ground:

Ever since Statehood in 1959 the former Departments of Highways and Public Works and
later the Department of Transportation and Public Facilities had the highest turnover rate of their
commissioners of any department (18 commissioners in 35 years = 1.9 years/each). This has
resulted in instability, change of direction and management and uncertainties, externally and
internally. The resulting uncertainties have had negative effects on commerce in general, and
more specifically on the industries dealing with insurance and bonding, manufacturing and supply,

unions and labor, contractors and other entities involved in transportation and public facilities. In

addition local governments are adversely effected.

The 5, 6 or 10 year plans that were required by the Federal Government turned out to be
political and administrative tools rather than well planned and binding planning - and programming
As a consequence Alaska's yearly CIP budgets have been exactly that - yearly

documents.

products, which were and are the results of the political and legal activities of the Legislature and

the Administration and not part of a long-term plan.

In the absence of a plan the Capitol program becomes a yearly “free-for-all" and the general
mistrust and display of power between the Legislative and Executive Branches becomes
apparent. The Legislature now micro-manages the program with line-item appropriations and

every appropriations for singular phases of a project and a healthy mix of pork to fulfill the

individual legislator’s obligations. The executive branch in the absence of such restraints has a
history of re-defining projects, re-allocating funds and line-item vetoes for purely political reasons.

This all to the detriment of a clear long term plan and policy.

At the present, additional factors are of consequence:

1) Lack of a state-or ever region wide inter-modal transportation plan. Previous ‘regional

transportation studies” which were obtained at high costs are ignored and collectdust

2) Lack ofa State(funded) program; at present all our plans are based on Federal-aid type

programs.
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3) Overall efficiency to translate public policy into action. High costs for planning activities

which are based on broad “public involvement" processes, which is a sure way to prevent any

new construction or even develop a broad state policy, because such processes never result in a

consensus on statewide issues.

4) the Federal Aid Highway - and Aviation programs for Western States have seen a

significant cut for next years authorization. In addition, we can expect further cuts when the

ISTEA (Intermodel Surface Transportation Efficiency Act) and distribution formula are up for re-

authorization this year. There are no plans to find other funding sources. Under the direction of
Congress and the White House the “balanced budget" approach makes it unlikely that additional

funds from the Highways - and Aviation’s trusts will be released.

5) Deferred maintenance of public facilities: lack of sufficient funds through the years for

maintenance and up keep operations has resulted in premature deterioration of our facilities. In

Alaska over 25% of bridges and 40% of highways are now deficient. The increased use of federal

programs dollars for environmental and recreational purposes, as is presently the case, does not
help matters. Under the present circumstances it is particularly misguided and a luxury we cannot

afford. In addition, Alaska’s unique situation with the South Eastern Maritime Transportation takes

funding away from the more traditional uses.

It is time to find some mechanism to provide a balance to fund a long term plan based on

sound public policy. Our situation is not unique; other states face the same problems and it is

prudent to examine their solutions.

Of the 50 states 31 have adopted a “Board"” or "Commission" system in various functions. 16

have a Board with full executive authority, like a Commissioner as a cabinet member has here. 8
have a board which has policy setting authority and 7 have boards with “advisory" capacity. The

rest has a “Commissioner” or “Director" with full authority like we have.

It is apparent that under our given circumstances an authority with policy setting and

program/planning powers would be a suitable and desirable mechanism to address the stated

problems.
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"Alaska Capital Improvement Planning Authority" Points for consideration:

1) Area of authority:

Planning and Programming Authority for all State Public Facilities, including Highways.

Airports, Marine Facilities and Buildings, to review and approve a yearly CIP and long range

program.

This would include as a State wide basis by modes:

Land: highways - trails; basic access roads; urban mass transportation, rail systems,

recreational facilities;

Air: passenger and freight services, international airports, bush aviation, private
aviation;
Marine: SE Marine Highway System, ports and harbors, both commercial and recreational

facilities , commercial barges - inland and ocean , navigable river systems,

erosion control, etc.;

Building: public facilities, armories, maintenance stations, court buildings etc.

The overall functions would include integration with private systems, environmental concerns

and coordination with federal and local government programs.

2) Compositions and function:

The approach used by the Fish and Game Department could serve as a model (without
the structure of advisory committees). The planning authority would consistof 7 members who

would represent modal concerns and also based on geographic considerations. The members

would serve staggered terms.

Two should represent “Land", two “Air", and two “Marine" and one “Buildings’ interests.

At leastone would be picked to represent one of the 3 DOT/PF “Regions”, but notmore
than 3 from any. (orwe could use "Judicial Districts ifsuitable'”). They would serve staggered four
(or five) year terms, appointed by the Governor, confirmed by the Legislature. Ifa member does
not ifill a designated term they can be replaced by another appointee for the restof the term.

Vv
The members of the authority would elect their chairperson.
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The personnel presently assigned to DOT/PF for State Wide Planning could be

significantly reduced to two positions (for federal mandated functions like statistics) and

considerable savings are the result

The members of the authority would receive reimbursement for expenses, including travel

and per diem, however, no salary. They would need minimal clerical support. The Regions would
maintain their regional planning staff which would fulfill the present functions in relation to the

headquarters Statewide Planning Group and the Regional Director.

Therefore the present "Div. Statewide Planning and Programming"” would be controlled by

the Authority and not the Commissioner.

Considerable savings could be achieved with the reduction of Statewide Planning

positions.
The present “Alaska Transportation Planning Council" could be eliminated, as the

Authority would include this function.

The “research" function should not be included as part of the Authorities task. It should

be left as is, primarily with the University and the DOT/PF materials sections. Maintenance is part

of the operating budget and should remain under the control of the Commissioner of DOT/PF.
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DOT/PF COMMISSIONERS

PUBLIC WORKS
Richard A. Downing

George R. MacClanahan
Harold D. Strandberg
George W. Easley

Buel “Tex”’Taggart

HIGHWAYS
Sam Johnson

Donald A. McKinnon
Warren C. Gonnason
Cosby E. Steen
Robert L. Beardsley
Bruce A. Campbell
Walter B. Parker

H. D. Scougal

DOT & PF
Donald P. Harris

Robert W. Ward
Daniel A. Casey
Richard J. Knapp
R. Roclcy Gutierrez
Mark S. Hickey
Frank G. Turpin
Bruce A. Campbell
Michael A. Barton

Joseph L. Perkins

YEARS

1959 -66
1967 -6S
1968 - 70
1971 - 74
Apr -Dec
Mar 1962
1962 -66
1967 -6S
1968 -69
1969 -71
1971 - 74
1974 - 76
1976 - 77
1977 - 7S
1978 -82
Feb-Nov
1984-86
Dec 1986
1987-90
1991 -93
1993-94

1974

1983

- Feb 1987

Jul-Nov 1994

Jan 1995
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FISCAL NOTL

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. SB 192
1997 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
RevisionDa te Dept Affected DOT/PF
Title Maintenance of State Vessels >RU
Component

Sponsor Senator Robin Taylor
Requester Senate Transportation Committee Component Serial No.
Expenditures/Revenues
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 98 FY 99 FYOO FY 01 FY 02
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment
Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscel laneous

TOTAL OPERATING 00 00 00 00 00

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

ICHANGEIN REVENUES f

FUND SOURCE

(Thousands of Dol lars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match
1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health
1091 Designated Program Receipts

TOTAL 00 00 00 00 00
Estimate of any current year (FY97) cost: OO
POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary
ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary)

See Attached.

Prepared by
Division
Approved by
Agency

(Rev 11W0) 97FNFORM.XL.S

Lydia A. Jones. Senate Transportation Committee Aide Phone_  465-6641

Senate Transportation Committee A Date_ 5/6/97

Senator Jerry Ward. Chairman Date 5/6/97
Senate Transportation Committee//*

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL ijffA"TRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For further distribution Information, call tho Governor's Legislative Office

/ POQO__ 1 Of

FY 03

3

00

00



A fiscal note was requested from the Department of Transportation in compliance with the five
day rule. As of the date of the Transportation Committee meeting, the fiscal note had not been

completed by the Department of Transportation.

In order to facilitate the continued progress of SB 192 through the legislative process, a zero

fiscal note was prepared by the Senate Transportation Committee.



OVERHAUL - LAYUP

KETCHIKAN SHIPYARD INC.
AURORA

BARTLETT
COLUMBIA
LECONTE *
MALASPINA
MATANUSKA
TAKU*
TUSTUMENA *

SUBTOTAL KETCHIKAN SHIPYARD

OTHER SHIPYARDS IN ALASKA
TUSTUMENA
BARTLETT

SUBTOTAL SEWARD SHIPYARD

04/24/97

FY97

FY96

76,291 399,422

24,600
173,999
371,139
364,085

518,005
735,337

2,263,456

149,942

149,942

303,221
230,405

356,405

1,289,453

7,604,753

7,604,758

FY95 FY94
349,240
517,343 495,969
566,965
1,433,548 495,969
200,050 3,579,136
253,380
453,430 3,579,186

FY93

228,300

228,300

FY92

177,695

242,348

441,674
214,781

1,076,498

761,060

761,060

FYo1

280,184
213,242
487,916
302,821
355,083
520,499
363,738

2,523,483

FY90

282,928
170,612

453,540

OVRH2 WK1
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Rules Conuniilee
Committee un Committees

Senator Robin L. Taylor
Senate Majority Leader

SPONSOR STATEMENT
SENATE BILL 192

Senate Bill 192 was mroduch as back up for SB 21, the
Marine Highway Authority legislation.

AS 36.90.050, . the statuatory requjrement  that state-owned
vesse? be  maintained d¥epa?ﬂeol Err]t Alaska, wﬂ sunset

on August 30, 1997

Provisions hat eltwmaie FIS sunB% clause are O‘lncluded |in
Senate  BIill The ation  before you addresses on

IS
the Issues from SB 21 tt%at relate to in State maintenance.

SB 192 contains the exact same Iang&tag adopted étg/
Senate  Transportation Commtttee aln ater amen
Senate State Affairs that ecanne sections 21 and 22 of the
Marine Highway Authortty .

Passage of SB 192 will ensure that fs ate-owned vessels will
continue to be maintained In Alaska facilities.
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AMENDMENT

OFFERED INTHE SENATE

TO: CSSB 21(TRA)

1 Page 16, lines 12- 16:
Delete "In this subsection, “commissioner of the department that operates the marine

2

3 vessel" incluijftSmiVYesident of the University of Alaska with regard to a vesselo’erafdtfby

4 the university and the chief"tewduive officer of the Alaska Mame/flgmvav Authority

5 with regard to a vessel operated bv mtXla"ka Marin*ffimvav Authority."

6 Insert "A detailed list of the cost<"B)a*Tg&togsconsidered in calculating the

7 Interport differential must bepr eteffriTeach nersorTwli*c*r ses an interest in

S submitting a bid to perfonmifrtaintenance or repair work on a maringessel owned bv

9 the state. UNTfflg"SECTION. "COMMISSIONER OF THE DEPARTASNT THAT

10 OPERATEMIffi MARINE VESSEL" INCLUDES THE PRESIDENT OF THE

11 UNp#t?SITY OF ALASKA WITH REGARD TO A VESSEL OPERATED BY THE X

12°E4IVERSITY ]"

13 Page 16 line 18, through page 17, line L o C.ft 2
Delete all material and insert, o V* &w - "
"(c) The commissioner of a department that operates a marine vessel shall
16 adopt requlations establishing the criteria that the department shall use to determine
17 whether the cost of maintenance or repair work at a shipyard facility located in the
18 state is reasonable under (a) of this section. The commissioner shall designate by
19 requlation the designated base port for each vessel operated by the department. A
2 vessel’s designated hase port Is the vessel’s delivery and redclivery port. The Alaska
21 Marine Highway Authority shall adopt requlations establishing the criteria that the
2 authority shall use in calculating the interport differential under this section. The
23 criteria for calculating the inteiport differential must include costs incurred from the

2 time that the vessel leaves the vessel’s designated base port to enter the shipyard

-1-
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facility until the time that the vessel returns to the designated base port from the

shipyard facility.

(d) In this section,

(1) "commissioner of the department that operates the marine vessel"
includes the president of the University of Alaska with regard to a vessel operated by
the university and the chief executive officer of the Alaska Marine Highway Authority
with regard to a vessel operated by the Alaska Marine Highway Authority;

(2) "interport differential” includes all costs related to the performance
of the maintenance or repair work of a marine vessel at a shipyard located outside of
the state, including travel costs incurred moving the vessel from its designated base
port to the shipyard outside of the state; additional fuel consumption; cost of
consumables including lubricants and other engine and deck stores; maintenance costs
incurred during running time; cost of crew transfers including airfare between Alaska

and the shipyard; wages in travel status; crew room and board; and other interport

costs identified by the Alaska Marine Highway Authority."



C e e s SO S| - 0-LS0134\K

* Sec. 20. AS 36.30.990(1) is amended to read:
(1) "agency"

(AVs~means a department, institution, board, commission,
division, authorityYpublic corporation, the Alaska Pioneers’ Home, or other
administrative unit ai the executive branch of state government;

(B) dc~s not include

the University of Alask

(ii\ the Alaska Railroa~Corporation;

(iii)\ the Alaska Homing Finance Corporation;

(iv) \ regionalLNative housing authority created under
AS 18.55.996 or a\regional -electrical authority created under
AS 18.57.020;

(v) \] I the\Alaska Marine Highway Authority
[DEPARTMENjJr OF TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC
FACILITIES”; in regard to the impair, maintenance, and reconstruction
of vessel docking facilities, ancL passenger and vehicle transfer
facilities of the Alaska marine highwayY system;

(vi) the Alaska Aerospace Development Corporation;

(vii) the Alaska.State Pension Investment Board;

(viii) the Alaska SeafoodM arteti”®

* Sec. 21. AS 36.90.050(a) is amended to read:

(a) Marine vessels owned by the state shall be maintained and repaired at a
shipyard facility located in the state unless the commissioner of the department that
operates the marine vessel determines in writing that there is no shipyard facility
located in the state that is equipped or qualified to perform the particular maintenance
or repair required, or, after taking into consideration the Alaska bidder preference set
out in AS 36.30.170 and the interport differential, as determined by the Alaska Marine
Highway Authority under this section [M ARINE HIGHW AY SYSTEM ], that the
proposed cost of the maintenance or repair work is unreasonable. In making the
determination, the commissioner shall consider, and document in writing, the

direct and indirect benefits to the economy and labor force in the state that would

CSSB 21(FIN) -16-
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be derived by performing the vessel maintenance and repair at a facility in the
state. A detailed list of the costs and factors considered in calculating the
interport differential must be provided to each person who expresses an interest
in submitting a bid to perform maintenance or repair work on a ma.-ine vessel
owned bv the state. [IN THIS SUBSECTION, "COMMISSIONER OF THE
DEPARTMENT THAT OPERATES THE MARINE VESSEL"™ INCLUDES THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNIVERSITY OF ALASKA WITH REGARD TO A VESSEL
OPERATED BY THE UNIVERSITY.]
Sec. 22. AS 36.90.050 is amended by adding new subsections to read:

(c) The commissioner of a department that operates a marine vessel shall adopt
regulations establishing the criteria that the department shall use to determine whether
the cost of maintenance or repair work at a shipyard facility located in the state is
reasonable under (a) of this section. The commissioner shall designate by regulation
the designated base port for each vessel operated by the department. A vessel3
designated base port is the vessel 3 delivery and redelivery port. The Alaska Marine
Highway Authority shall adopt regulations establishing the criteria that the authority
shall use in calculating the interport differential under this section. The criteria for
calculating the interport differential must include costs incurred from the time that the
vessel leaves the vessel 3 designated base port to enter the shipyard facility until the
time that the vessel returns to the designated base port from the shipyard facility.

(d) In this section,

(1) "commissioner of the department that operates the marine vessel"”
includes the president of the University of Alaska with regard to a vessel operated by
the university and the chief executive officer of tire Alaska Marine Highway Authority
with regard to a vessel operated by the Alaska Marine Highway Authority;

(2) "interport differential” includes all costs related to the performance
of the maintenance or repair work of a marine vessel at a shipyard located outside of
the state, including travel costs incurred moving the vessel from its designated base
port to the shipyard outside of the state; additional fuel consumption; cost of
consumables including lubricants and other engine and deck stores; maintenance costs

incurred during running time; cost of crew transfers including airfare between Alaska

17- CSSB 21(FIN)
New Text Underlined [DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]
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and the shipyard; wages in travel status; crew room and board; and other interport

costs identified by the Alaska Marine Highway Authority.

* Sec. 23.

AS 37.05.550 is amended to read:

Sec. 37.05.550. Alaska Marine Highway Authority [M ARINE HIGHW AY

SYSTEM ] vessel replacement fund, (a) There is in the general fund the Alaska

Marine Highway Authority [MARINE HIGHW AY SYSTEM ] vessel replacement

fund.

The fund consists of money appropriated to it by the legislature. Money

appropriated to the fund does not lapse. The Department of Revenue shall manage the

fund. Interest received on money in the fund shall be accounted for separately and may

be appropriated into the fund annually. The legislature may appropriate money from

the fund for refurbishment of existing state ferry vessels, acquisition of additional state

ferry vessels, or replacement of retired or outmoded state ferry vessels.

(b) The legislature may appropriate to the fund money received by the state

as Alaska Marine Highway Authority [MARINE HIGHW AY SYSTEM ] program

receipts or from a settlement or final judicial determination of the Dinkum Sands case

(United States v. Alaska) [AND THE NORTH SLOPE ROYALTY CASE (STATE V.

AMERADA HESS, ET AL.)] and not deposited into the Alaska permanent fund under

AS 37.13.010(a)(1) or (2) or into the public school trust fund under AS 37.14.150.

(c) The Department of Revenue shall prepare a written report, no later than the

10th legislative day of each regular legislative session, regarding the earnings of the

Alaska Marine Highway Authority [MARINE HIGHWAY SYSTEM] vessel

replacement fund during the prior fiscal year and projected earnings of the Alaska

Marine Highway Authority [MARINE HIGHW AY SYSTEM ] vessel replacement

fund for the current fiscal year and the next fiscal year. The Department of Revenue

shall notify the legislat -e that the report is available.

* Sec. 24.

AS 39.20.310(8) is amended to read:

(8) persons employed by the Alaska Marine Highway Authority

[DIVISION OF MARINE TRANSPORTATION] as masters and members of the crews

operating the state ferry system who are covered by collective bargaining agreements

as provided in AS 23.40.040, except as expressly provided by law;

* Sec. 25.

CSSB 21(FIN)

AS 39.25.110(11) is amended to read:
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Chapter 57

AM ACT

Relating to the maintenance of marine vessels of che state;
and providing for an expiration of che Act.

eSection 1. AS 36.20 is amended by adding a new section to read:

Sec. 36.20.020. MAINTENANCE OF STATE MARINE VESSELS. (a) A
marine vessel owned by Che state may not be transported outside of the
state tor the purpose of maintenance or repair unless the commissioner
0. crnnsportarion and public facilities determines that there is no
“icilicy in che state able Co perform Che maintenance at a price chat
ts inche state'sbest interests. In making this determination, the
commissioner shall consider, and docuncnc through written findings

(1) the amount of money the state hn3 granted to, or ocher-
“ise invesced in, marine vessel maintenance facilities in the state;

(2) che amortization, overhead, and start-up costs of the
Polities in the state; and

(3) che direct and indirect benefits to the economy and
«hor force of the state that may be obtained by contracting with a
mc.licy in the state.

(> AS 37.05.230 and the competitive bidding p*ovisions of any

aw do not apply to a contract for the maintenance or repair of

“arine vessel owned by the state if the contract is awarded to a
<N licy in the state,
't-- 2- The provisions of this Act expire six years after the date it
m W\ -1-. CS 2d SSIiB 181 (Fin) am
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repair, maintenance, and reconstruction of vessels, docking facilities, and p.tssenge;
transfer facilities of the Alaska marine highway system  The regulations mest e o
principles of competitive procurement consistent with this chapter to stis'-, uc
requirements of the Alaska marine highway system as determined by uie llepi.-;.,-..
Transportation and Public Facilities.
* See. 3. AS 36.30.990(1) is amended to read:
(1) “agency”

(A) means a department, institution, board, commission. di,lv .
authority, public corporation, liic Alaska Pioneers' Home, or other administrative un.
the executive branch of state government;

(B) does not include

(I) the University of Alaska;
(ii) the Alaska State Housing Authority;
(iii) the Alaska Railroad Corporauon;
(iv) the Alaska Housing Finance Corporation;
(vy a regional Nauve housing authority created arc-
AS 1855996, or a regional electrical authority created under AS 1S.57.020
(vi) the Department of Transportation and Public Facilities, n
recard to the repair, maintenance, and reconstruction of vessels, dockm
facilities, and nassenecr and vehicle transfer facilities of the Alaska niarm
highway system;
fviO the Alaska Aerospace Development Corporation;
* Sec. 4. AS 36.90H50 is repealed and reenacted to read:
Sec. 36.90.050. MAINTENANCE OF STATE MARINE VESSELS, (a) Marine
vessels owned by the state shall be maintained and repaired at a shipyard facility located
in the state unless the commissioner of the department Uat operates the marine vessel
determines in writing that there is no shipyard facility located in the state "het is equipped
or qualified to perform the particular maintenance or rcnair required, or, after taking into
consideration the Alaska bidder preference set out in AS 36.30.170 and the intcrport
differential, as determined by the Alaska marine highway system, that the proposed cost
of the maintenance or repair work is unreasonable. In this subsection, *commissioner of

SCS CSHB 380(FIN) 2



Chapter 94

the department thet operates the merine vessel” includes the president of die L'nnersny
of Alaska with regard to a vessel operated by the university.
(b) The competitive bid provisions of AS 36.30 do not apply to a contract for the

maintenance or repair of a manne vessel owned by the stale if die contract is anarded to
a shipyard facility ui die state

Sec. S. AS 36.90.050 is repealed August 30, 1997.

Sec. 6. Secuon 2, ch. 57. SLA 1986, is repealed.

Sec. 7. This Act takes effect immediately under AS 01.10.070(c).

3 SCS CSHB 380(l:INi






FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. SB 211

1998 LEGISLATIVE SESSION I
Revision Dete Affected DOT&H-
Title Renaming the Gavina \eterans' Menorial Bride BRU Office of the Commissioner
as the Raph M Bartholomew \eterans' Menmoriadl Bride Conporent  Commissioner's Cifice

Sponsor Taylor
Requester Senate Trangportation Conporent Serial Nb. 50

Expenditures/Revenues
CPERATING EXPENDITURES FY® FY00 Fr QL Fro2
Personal Services
Trad
Contractdl
Supplies
Fouprent
Lad &Sinuctures
Qats &Jairs
Msoellaneous
TOTAL CPERATING

(Thousands of Dollars)

Fra3 Fro4

0.0 00 00 00 Q0 00

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 00 | 00 00 00 00 00

CHANGE INRBEVENLES ( ) 00 00 00 00 00 00
RLND SOLRCE (Thousands of Ddllars)

1002 Feckral Receipts
1003 G~ Maith
1004 G-
1006 GHProgram Receipts
1037 GHMental Helth
Gier (Specify Type)
TOTAL 00 00 00 00 00 00

Estinete of any current year (FY98) cost: 00
PCEITIONS

FUline

Pattine

Tenporary

ANALYSIS  (Attaon aseparate page if necessary)

oo
oo
oOoOOo
oOoOOo
oo
oo

Dernis Poshard Phore 46563004
Cvisioan Officg"f the Conrpriseioger Dete 1278
Approved by . Commissioner Ceate 1/27/98
Agercy S Department of Trangportation and Public Fedilities
PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL. DISTRIBUTION CCPIES TO GOVERNORS LEAS ATMECFHCE

For further distribution Information, call the Governor's Legislative Office
(Rov¥97) SJinlonvxIs/OVB Page 10f 1



Chairman,
Judiciary Committee

Member,
Resources Committee
ilule.i Comntiuee

Committee on Committees

In 1989, as
State House
designating
Narrows at
Bridge.

® #

A laska State Legislature

State Capitol
Juneau,'Alaska 99801-1182

€07) 165-373
|-ax (@0% -166-322

352 Front' treet
Ketchikan. Alaska 99901
(907) 225-8088

1
fax (907) 225-0713

Senator Robin L. Taylor
Senate Majority Leader

SPONSOR STATEMENT
SENATE BILL 211

Senate Bill 37 was moving through the Alaska
of Representatives, an amendment was added
the bridge to be built across the Tongass
Ketchikan —as the Gravina Veterans” Memorial

This amendment was offered at the suggestion of Ralph M.

Bartholomew,

civic leader
the leading

a life-long  resident of Ketchikan, a noted
and a veteran of World ~ Warll. Ralph was also
proponent  of the construction of a bridge

connecting Ketchikan with its airport.

Ralph Bartholomew passed away last fall at age 74, without
seeing his dream of a bridge become reality. It is only

appropriate

that the bridge Dbe named for its greatest

supporter and become known as the Ralph M. Bartholomew
Veterans’ Memorial Bridge.

Ralph was born in Ketchikan in 1923 and graduated from
Ketchikan High School in 1941, That fall his studies at the

University

of Texas were interrupted by the Japanese

attack on Pearl Harbor, lie tried toenlist in the Army Air

Corps, but

needed arental  consent.  He returned to

Ketchikan to enlist and spent nearly three of the next four
years in the Aleutians.

Histrift A

llvJcr  Ketchikan e Kiiprcanol « Meyers (llinok e Petershurg  S.ixinun e Si(k;i * Wrangell



Sponsor Statement SB 211
Page Two

In 1946 he joined his father in the family business and
remained with [Ireland Transfer until its sale in 1996. He
was elected chief of the Ketchikan  Volunteer  Fire
Department in 1958 and served for six years. It was during
that period that disastrous arson fires plagued downtown
Ketchikan, changing the face of the community. Working
with city police and the State Fire Marshall, Bartholomew
was able to bring the fire bug to justice in 1961.

Ralph served on the school hoard and planning commission
and then on the Ketchikan Gateway Borough Assembly. He
was elected Borough mayor in 1990.

Ralph  Bartholomew  served in almost  every volunteer
organization in his community and as president of the
Eleventh Air Force Association.

For more than the last decade he championed the
construction of a bridge to Gravina Island, linking the
community  with its airﬁort. His advocacy inspired many in
his community and the bridge project comes closer to
reality with time. When it is completed, the span should
serve as the legacy of a true community leader and be
named in his honor and the honor of all veterans.



JAN 21 '98 14:15 FROM ALASKA TRUCKING ASSOC PAGE.002

ALASKA TREKING ASSOCIATION, $b.

3443 Minnesota Drive » Anchorage, Alaska 99503 « PHONE (907) 276-1149 « FAX (907) 274-1946

January 21, 1998
Senate Transportation Committee

Dear Senator Ward, Chairman, and Committee Members,

The Alaska Trucking Association is wholeheartedly in support of S.B. 211.
Given Mister Bartholomew’s long time advocac%_for a bridge across the
Tongass Narrows, it seems apﬂroprlate to honor him by naming the bridge in
his honor. We only wish Ralph could have lived long enough tc sec the

project completed.
Thank you for your attention and please support S.B. 211.

Frank J. Dillon
Executive Vice President

** TOTAL PAGE.002 *»



835.40.050 Public Buildings, Works, etc. M

Sec. 3540.050. Gravina Veterans’Memorial Bridge. The bridge to be built across
Ibngas- Narrows to Gravina Island shall be named the Gravina Veterans' Memorial

Bridge. (§ L ch 56 SLA 1989)

Sec. 35.40.055. Clint Starnes Memorial Bri%q_e. The bridge over the Swanson
River in the Cas)tam Cook Park area is named the Clint Starnes Memorial Bridge. (8 1

ch 56 SLA 1989

Sec. 35.40.060. Charles E. Carney Memorial Bridge. The bridge over the Little
Susitna River on North Shyshana Drive in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough is named the
Charles E. Carney Memorial Bridge. (§ 1ch 56 SLA 1989)

Sec. 35.40.065. ChiefEddie Hoffman Road. The Bethel Airport road is named the
Chief Eddie Hoffman Road. (8 2 ch 86 SLA 1989)

Revisor’s notes. — Enacted as AS 35.40.035. Re-  connection with the enactment ofthis section, see 1
numbered in 1989. ch. 66, SLA 1989 in the Temporary and Special Acts.

Cross references. — For legislative findings in

Sec. 35.40.070. Bob Blodé;ett Nonie-Teller Highway. The road connecting Nome
and Teller is named the Bob Blodgett Nome-Teller Highway. (§ 1ch 8 SLA 199%

Sec. 35.40.075. Ina Johnston Brid?e. Bridge number 1192 on Edgerton Park Road
over the Little Susitna River is named Tna Johniston Bridge. (§ 1ch 8'SLA 1991)

Sec. 35.40.080. Briggs Bridge. Bridge number 1739 on Ea%le River Loop Road over
the Eagle River is named the Briggs Bridge. (8 1ch 124 SLA 1992)

Sec. 35.40.085. Black veterans recognition brid%e. Bridge number 503 on the
AIaska_nghwag over the Gerstle River at milepost 1392 is named Black Veterans
Recognition Bridge. (8 2 ch 42 SLA 1993)

Cross references. — For statement of legislative Effective dates. — Section ?. ch. 42. SLA 1993
purpose in enacting this section, see § 1, ch. 42, SLA  which enacted this section, took effect on August 30.

1993 in the Temporary and Special Acts, 1993.

Sec. 35.40.090. Manvil H. Olson Bridge. Bridge number 1030 off Schrock Road over
the Little Susitna River is named the Manvil H. Olson Bridge. (§ 1ch 19 SLA 19%4)

Effective dates. — Section 1, ch. 19, SLA 1994,
which enacted this section, took effect on August 3,
1594,

Chapter 95 General Provisions.

Section
10. Purpose and intent
100. Definitions

Sec. 35.95.010. Purpose and intent. The purpose of AS 35.05, AS 35.10, AS 35.15,
and AS 35.20 is to establish a public works department capable of carrying out a public
works planning and construction program that will provide public buildings necessary to
efficient government, and boat harbars, jetties, dikes and breakwaters necessar_Y to'the
economy of Alaska communities, all of which is_to the advantage and benefit of the
general welfare ofthe public. (§ 2art Ititle Tch 152 SLA 1957: am'§ 32 ch 71 SLA 1972)
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City of Skagway
P.O. Box 415
Skagway,A K 99840
(907)983-2297 Phone

907)983-2151 Fax
% aswsracc ( )

February 4. 1998

Senator Jerry Mackie
State Capitol, Room 427
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Senator Mackie,

As you know, the City of Skagway is greatly interested in the prospect of operating die Malaspina
as a day boat in the Lynn Canal. We see this as an opportunity to address a capacity bottleneck at this end
ofdie system, provide consistent and convenient service to this highly utilized system component, and to
free up other AMHS vessels for increased service to other southward ports.

We are also aware of the budgetary challenges facing the State as you consider live implementation
of this service. To this end we have secured a commitment from our private dock owner, the White Pass
Corporation, for free winter berthing of the Malaspina during lay-up. |am also willing to go to the City
Council for additional incentives in utility services if necessary to make the retention of the Malaspina

more economically viable.

We feel very strongly that the provision of dayboat service, using the Malaspina, is of sufficient
impact ro the City and the region that we make this offer in an attempt to overcome at least a portion of the
fiscal impediments you face. 1have spoken with Mr. Doll at AMHS about our offer, and am willing to
speak with any legislative or administrative body to move this idea forward. Please let me know what else
I can do to assist you in your efforts to secure die funding for this dayboat operation. You can contact me
at 983-2250. or Bob Ward, our City Manager, at 983-2297.

I hope this gives you some ammunition as you enter into this battle.

Sincerely,

John Mielke
Mayor

cc: Governor Know les
Representative Kookesh
Senate Transportation Committee
House Transportation CommitTee
Commissioner Perkins - DO'fPF
Dob Doll, Alaska Marine Highway System

TOTAL P .01



TONY KNOWLES, GOVERNOR

3132 CHANNEL DRIVE

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
AND PUBLIC FACILITIES Xt (00853652
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER PHONE:  (o0r) 465,300

January 21, 1998

Senator Jerry Ward
State Capitol
Juneau, AK 99801

Dear Senator Ward:

I respectfully request that you schedule Senate Bill 247, an act making appropriations
for the MA/ Malaspina, for a hearing in the House Transportation Committee. Itis
imperative for the assurance of travelers and the success of the of the vessel that this

hill be acted upon as soon as possible.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact my special
assistant, Dennis Poshard.

Thank you in advance for your cooperation.

cc. Legislative Office



; TONY KNOWLES, GOVERNOR

L"3 v_/
3132 CHANNEL DRIVE

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION JUNEAU, ALASKA 98801-7898
AND PUBLIC FACILITIES TEXT:  (a0nacs a6ep

OFFICEOF THE COMMISSIONER PHONE:  (907)465-3900

January 22, 1998

The Honorable Jeny Ward
Alaska State Legislature
State Capitol, Room 423
Juneau AK 99801

Dear Senator

| respectfully request that you schedule Senate Bill 247, an act malting
appropriations for the M/V Malaspina, for a hearing in the Senate
Transportation Committee, It is imperative for the assurance of travelers
and the success of the vessel that this bill be acted upon as soon as possible.

Ifyou have any questions or need additional infonnation, please contact me
or have your staffcontact my special assistant, Dennis Poshard.

Thank you in advance foryour cooperation.

Sincerely,

Joseph L. Perkins, P.E.
Commissioner

cC: Legislative Office






FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO, SB 251

1998 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
Revision Dete Dept. Affected DOT&Pr

Tite Act nening Hamren Leirer Road near Seward BRU COffice of the Gonrissioner
Gomponent - Gommissioner’s Cifice

Sponsor Torgerson
Requeester Senate Trangoortation Gonmponent Srial Nb. 50

(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures/Revenues
CPERATING EXPENDITURES FY®o FY00 Fral Fro2 Fr(s Fro4
Persoral Services
Trad
Gontractual
Syplies
Eouprent
Lad &Structures
Qats &dains
Miscellaneous

TOTAL CPERATING 00 00 00 00 00 00
CAPITAL EPENDITURES 00 00 00 00 00 00
CHANGE INREVENUES ( > . 00 00 00 00 00 00
RUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Feckral Receipts
1008 G- Match
1004 G-
1006 GHProgram Receipts
1037 GHVental Helth
Ctiher (Specify Type)

TOTAL 00 00 00 00 00 00

Estinate of any current year (FY98) cost: 00
PCEITIONS
FUline 0 0 0 0 0 0
Parttire 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tenporary 0 0 0 0 0 0
ANAL/SIS:  (Aftach 0separate pago if necessary)
Prepared by Demis Poshard Phore 4653004
Ouvsin Gffice of the Conmissioer |, Cete 1/27/98
Approved by: /48U)/ L. Conmissioner Dete 1127198
Agercy Apartrmentof Trangportation and Public Fedilities

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL. DISTRIBUTION CCPIES TO GOVERNCRS LEASL ATVE CHHCE

For further distribution information, call the Governor’s Legislative Office
(Rex 9/97) 98mfofm.*Is/OM3 PagB 10Of 1



TLfoka State Legislature

Committee Membership
Senate Finance
Senate Resouices
Senate Rules
Legislative Budget & Audit

S

SenatorJohn torgerson

B 251 - Herman Leirer Road

Sponsor Statement

Senate Bill 251 renames the Exit Glacier Road near Seward

Leirer Road".

District Address:
145 Main St. Loop; Ste. 226
Kenai, AK 99611
(907) 283-2690
fax 283-9267

State Capitol: Room 514
Juneau, AK 99801-1182
(907)465-2828
fax 465-4779

the "Herman

The Exit Glacier Road is the only vehicle access route to the Exit Glacier, a

formation of the Harding

improvement to the

lcefield near Seward, Alaska.

Since the

road, that glacier has become a popular tourisnm

destination on the Kenai Peninsula, helping the economy of the area.

Herman Leirer was a solid supporter of opening up that road for the benefit

of the public and tourist alike. He was instrumental 1in promoting and
after the earthquake and coniinued to support and

developing the road

encourage further road improvement. A major portion of that road is now

part of the Kenai Fjord"s Park.

Mr. Leirer moved to Seward in 1924, where he resided until
mbered in the Seward area for his countless time and

past fall. He is reme

energy to numerous

his death this

projects to make Seward a better community. As a

principal supporter of opening up this transportation route,

his behalf is an appropriate measure.

SS SB 251: S(TRA): 1/26/%8: nij

Fpresciuintj tfic "Kfittai <Peniusufa

renaming iton



JLfi& figState

District Address:
145 Main St. Loop; Ste. 226

Committee Membership Kenai, AK 99611
Senate Finance (907) 283-2690
fax 283-9267

Senate Resources

Senate Rules
State Capitoi: Room 514

Legislative Budget & Audit Juneau, AK 99801-1182
(907) 465-2828
SenatorJohn ‘Torgerson fax 465-4779
SB 251 - Herman Leirer Road

Sectional Analysis

Section 1: Adds a new section to AS 35.40 which renames the Exit

Glacier Road off the Seward Highway the Herman Leirer Road.

SA SB 251: S(TRA): 1/26/98: mj

Npresenting tfic Kenai (peninsufa
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