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Galena
Gambell
Glennallen
Gus’avus
Haines
Healy
Homer
Hoonah
lliamna
Kakc
Kasigluk
Kasilof
Kenai
Ketchikan
Kiana

King Cove
King Salmon
Klawock
Kodiak
Kotzebue
Koyuk
Lake Minchumina
Larson Bay
Manokotak
McGrath

Mekoryuk

16

15

66
19
84
15

13
55
207

14

411

76

978,900
58,500
1,653,431
339,500
6,123,170
2,425,800
10,980,340
1,254,850
276,950
278,869
185,350
1,436,786
7,111,680
33,015,192
385,854
138,500
1,709,802
1,132,638
60,701,374
§,003,977
135,000
28,900
50,000
68,200
676,764
170,000
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Metlakatla
Naknek
Nenana
Nikiski
Nikolai
Ninilchik
Nome
Nondalton
Noorvik
Nuigsut
Ouankie
Palmer
Pelican
Petersburg
Port Alexander
Port Hciden
Port Lions
Ruby
Salcha
Sand Point
Savoogna
Selawik
Seldovia
Seward
Shismarcf

Skagway

10
17

45

11
169

10
27

28
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690,200
2,150,346
256,965
5,369,098
27,000
1,260,092
18,822,601
62,027
311,531
103,500
130,000
180.000
640,525
25,253,409
121,550
65,000
38,000
81,000
81,000
836,693
31,000
97,700
620,056
3,481,487
99,262
2,407,849
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Soldotna

St. George
St. Mary’s

St. Paul Island
Stebbins
Sterling
Sutton
Talkeetna
Tanana
Tenakee
Thome Bay
Tok

Trapper Creek
Unalakleet
Wasilla
Whale Pass
Wrangell
Yakutat

Totals

105 12,989,849

| 41,923

4 416,400
4 249,750

1 23,600
37 4,959,504
2 164,400
9 1,072,150
1 40,000
| 70,000
14 1,508,100
4 453,500

| 110,000
6 775,071

1 85,000
2 244112
85 9,093,126
7 680,150
2,571 S 323,825,093
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Comparability Criteria for
the State of Alaska and Alaska Tribal TANF programs

Section -412(h) of the Social Security Act requires Tribal TANF eligible entities in the
State of Alaska to operate a program in accordance with requirements comparable to the
State of Alaska’s TANF program. Comparability means similarity between State and
Tribal TANF programs in the State of Alaska. Comparability, when defined related to
services provided, does not necessarily mean identical or equal services.

Comparability of programs has been established on the basis of the following program
criteria developed by the Secretary in consultation with the State of Alaska and the Tribal

TANF eligible entities in Alaska:

The Alaska Department of Health and Social Services and Tribal TANF eligible
entities shall use the following standards to determine that comparability
requirements are met in the state of Alaska:

(A) only families with at least one dependent child or awoman in the last
trimester of pregnancy are eligible for assistance,

(B) amounts for assistance provided to eligible families may not exceed the
amounts specified under AS 47.27.025(b);

(C) to remain eligible for assistance, any minor parent of a dependent child
must meet the requirements of AS 47.27.027;

(D) families receiving assistance must comply with the provisions of AS
47.27.035(a) regarding participation in work activities,

(E) families receiving assistance must cooperate with the tribal TANF
program and the State of Alaska Child Support Enforcement Division (CSED) or
their tribe (when a tribe operates a child support enforcement program) in their
efforts to establish paternity and to establish, modify, or enforce a child support
order for a dependent child within a tribal TANF program family. A tribal TANF
program applicant may not begin to receive benefits until he or she has assigned all
rights to the tribal entity authorized under the Act to operate aTANF program for
the period for which benefits are paid



TER%AS:
The Secretary retains the authority to amend the TANF program comparability criferia.
Should_an gsztanUaI c%an Es u%he ?Ieggral or sgate W?Pfarg rff m Igws |mt%ct the
state’s TANF program or the TANF %ro rams ot any of the Alaska Native Organizations,
the state or any 0 tpe Alaska Nafive ramzaﬂﬁgf ngbmn menaments t0,the
pro%ram comparanility criteria, The Secretary shall consicer such Suomissions in
consultation with tt]e State ana tpe aska Nafive Orgamzau rg Al ameng‘ments tq the
ﬁrogram 8om arapil) %ntenas all be made In writifig andl shall become effective after
otice and opportunity for comment by the state and the Alaskan tribal entities.

CERTIFICAT

The State of Alaska and the follovving Alaska Natlve Organizations have been consulted
by the Secretary to resolve the issue Of comparability In the state of Alaska:

AJquan[Pnbnof_Islands Association Copper River Native Association
Arctm_SoRe Ne\1}| eAssouatl?n , awerak, Inc. -
Association of Village Council Presidents Kodiak Area Native Association
Bristol %aa/Na Ive Assoglation . Mar]ua Assoclation _
Central Council of Thingit & Haida Tribes ~ Metlakatla Inclian Community

Chugachmiut _ Tanana Chiefs Conference
Cook Inlet Tribal Council

By signing this clocument, 1, the President of the Central Council of Tlingit and Haid
In)(ljlaﬁ Tribes 01_q Aﬁasqla, certify that ng emg‘oyee@: %partlncﬁ ated !n e c_onsu?tat?on
rtancf each com &abmty Criteria; an

r0cess; 2) reviewed the doctment: 3) un | d 4
Bnderstand) tnat this document vv|eII i)e &leed upon approval ofa Tribal TANF progra?n.

For the Alaska Native Organization - Central Council of Tlingit & Haida Indian
Tribes of Alaska:

nas, President e

For the Alnska'Dcpartmcent of Health & Social Services:

/

Karen Perdue, Commissioner Date

For the U.S. Department of Health « Human Services,
Administration for Children and Families:

Steve Henigson, Reglonar Administrator-—— Date- '



AS 47.27.020 WELFARE, SOCIAL SERVICES & INSTITUTIONS

See. 47.27.025. Family assistance. [Sec effective date of chapter note.)
(b) The amounts of assistance for basic living expenses may not exceed the following:

(1) for adependent child living with a nonneedy relative caretaker, S452 per month,
plus $102 for each additional child;

(2) for adependent child living with at least one needy parent or relative caretaker,
$821 per month, plus $102 for each additional child and $102 for a second needy parent if
the second parent is physically or mentally unable to perform gainful activity as defined by

department regulation; or
(3) for afamily consisting solely of an eligible pregnant woman, $514 per month.

Sec. 47.27.027. Assistance to minors. [Sec effective date of chapter note.) (a) If
an applicant under AS 47.27.020 is not married, is under the age of IS, and has not been
previously emancipated under AS 09.55.590, the applicant must

(1) live in ahome maintained by the applicant’s parent, legal guardian, or other adult
relative, unless the applicant establishes that there is good cause, as established by the
department in regulation, to waive this requirement; if the department waives this
requirement, the applicant must live in an approved, adult-supervised, supportive living
environment;

(2) agree that assistance for basic living expenses on behalf of the applicant’s family
may be paid to the applicant’s parent, legal guardian, or other adult relative, or if
applicable, to the adult head of the adult-supervised, supportive living environment in
which the applicant resides; and

(3) maintain attendance in a secondary school or other appropriate training program
unless the applicant has a high school diploma or general equivalent diploma.

(b) The department shall reduce the assistance for which an assistance unit is otherwise
eligible under this chapter if a minor parent in the assistance unit fails, without good cause,
to meet standards of adequate levels ofschool attendance, as defined in regulations of the
department. The reduction under this subsection shall be achieved by disregarding the
needs of the person who failed to meet the school attendance standards. The person’s
needs shall be disregarded until the minor parent complies. (AS 7 ch 107 SLA 1996)

Sec. 47.27.035. Participation in work activities. [See effective date of chapter
notc.) (a) An Alaska temporary assistance program participant shall, after the
participant’s family has received a cumulative total of24 months of assistance or sooner if
assigned to do so by the department, participate in work activities as assigned by the
department or its designee in order for the family to continue to receive assistance or
services from the department under the Alaska temporary assistance program, unless the
participant is exempt from the work participation requirements under one or more of the
exemptions set out in (b) - (d) of this section

(b) A parent or caretaker with a dependent child of up to 12 months of age may be
exempt from work participation requirements for up to 12 months, as established in the

family self-sufficiency plan.



f (I SA Eslrrrenrtc Ioer] gare aker may be exempt from work participation requirements in the
1) the arent or% ret ker 15 provrdrng home care fp]r a child who is experiencing a

dr lity 0 areIated drs g a%? reﬂ at)r ourcare

2 ar nt or careta St rshesan Wto participate for medical reasons
sup rt ocumentatron froma IClan or otfer Ircens medical professional;

artrcr ation would | n}po unreﬂsonable hards p[on the family; or

4 t ere 15a e endent childl n tne not Vet attained dsrx yedrs of age and

the parent or careta er demonstrates an rnabrlr to obtain needed child care because

app prr%te g ild care is not available,
e (epartment may not require a person to participate in work activities under (2)

e person is the sole custodiial parent for a child under six years of age unless the
>tment a rees 1o pay for the. costs OP cnilal care determrne§ by t% departrr?ent %

e person S partrcrgatron and
3 esste department arlr €S 10 pay for transportation expenses determined by the

epartment to be necessary for'the persor’s participation In the activity.
Sec. 47.27.040. Assignment of support rights; cooperatron with child support

enfgrcemen ency. [See effective date of chapter note.
Ao Alaska torm Orary assistance program partrc epant shaJI cooperate with the child
thenforcem nt genc of te Dep rt ent of Rev Cpue In establi mg paternity or
shin modr rnp or nforcrn?ac suppart or rrequrrrngt anmento
su port y he noricustodial garent oradeipendentc Ilq for whom Alaska tempora
assistance program assistance s received unless the participant establisnes good cause for

refusing to cooperate.



| Promote self-sufficiency for families on public assistance, particularly in
rural Alaska.

¢ Native organizations desire self-sufficiency for all Natives living in their legion

/ Promote flexibility in designing local approaches to achieving self-
sufficiency.

« Native organizations have a better urasp of regional socio-economic conditions, which
allows them to tailor services based on the unique needs of local communities.
« Native organizations will be more success.ul in moving clients from welfare to work,

therefore reducing caseload and expenditures
e Providing state funds will free up federal block grant moneys that can. be used for

innovative welfare-to-work and self-sufficiency efforts.

| Assure that both the State and Regional programs are managed efficiently
and cost effectively.
e 1 ocal control and local presence puts Native organizations in the best posifon to

administer the piogram
e Federal funds alone are insufficient for operation for an Alaska Native Family Assistance

Plan.
e Supplementing Alaska Native Family Assistance Programs will help ensure effective

service delivery models for rural Alaska

« Native organizations can leverage existing programs they currently administer to support
self-sufficiency goals of families (i e Nati\e Employment W oiks!l. Education,
Employment & Training funds. General Assistance)

| Regional Public Assistance Programs discourage dlsparl y in benefits and
services for Alaskans living in the same community or region.

| Promotes rural self-governance, supports community ownership and
partnerships, and guarantees equitable service delivery in rural Alaska.

Developed by the Department of flealll)and Social Services 01/02/09



CS SB 80 State Grants to Alaska NFAP

Native Organization sends Letter of Intent to the Department reviews plan to identify
Department with a proposed plan 6 months before service boundaries and other
proposed effective date of planl important elements™.

Ifplan meets requirement, Native Native Organization may make a

Organization is eligible for State Grant to supplemental submission to the Department

serve Native members to resolve any deficiencies -

+

Plan submitted to
Federal Government

Federal Approval!

Flow Chart by DHSS First Legislative Session: 1999



Summary of Issues Relating to the Legislation on
Grants for Alaska Native Family Assistance Programs

Governor’s Bill: *“An Act relatinq_to contracts for tlie provision of state public assistance to certain recipients in
the state; establishing regional public assistance plans and Programs to the state; relating to grants for Alaska
Native family assistance programs; and providing for an effective date.”

FINDINGS AND INTENT:

Section 1(a2:

= self-sufficiency for families is a statewide goal

« self-sufficiency efforts succeed when local communities take responsibility for reducing dependence

= new law offers Native organizations the opport_unitr to assume responsibility for providing services; and
e itis in the Stale’s best interests to promote regional responsibility for the design of the state services.

Section léb)i . - . - .
= Provide certain appropriations to the Native organizations assuming responsibility.
« State plans may be approved, may be administered uniformly in the region for all recipients.

THE LEGISLATION ...
< allows the state to grant Native organizations that operate Alaska Native Family Assistance Programs.

e s supported by DHSS Commissioner and DPA staff
e gives Native organizations the opportunity to serve all Native and non-Native families within their

service areas through a Regional Public Assistance Program, which discourages different service

packages for clients living in same region,

THE NATIVE ORGANIZATIONS ...
« have local control and local presence.

e acin great position with years of administrative experience with state and federal programs. Child
Cai j; Native Employment Works (old JOBS program); Employment & Training. Energy/General
Assistance, Family Services, etc.

< will leverage existing programs to support the Alaska Native Family Assistance Programs.

e desire self-sufficiency for all Natives.

e know local economy and characteristics of Native people.

< held lengthy consultation period with DHSS QL1 these very' issues.

AFTER EFFECTS if legislation is not passed...

Clients will continue to live in rural communities where DMSS/DPA has no or limited presence.

e impedes efforts to promote and support community ownership and partnerships in Welfare Reform

efforts.

e Requires greater elfort on part of state to guarantee equitable service delivery.

Developed by the Department of Health and Social Services 03/02/99
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Alaska Native Organization Contacts - Welfare Reform

Regional Non-Profits / Metlakatla

Karen Gonnc’-Harrell. Family Services Supervisor
AleutianVPribilof Islands Association

40! E. Fireweed Lane, Suite 20!

Anchorage, Alaska 99503-2111

Ph (907)276-2700 Ext. 109/FAX: (907)279-4351
E-mail: apiacmsv(frjptiaiaska.nct

Colleen Akpik-Lemen. Social Services Director
Arctic Slope Native Association

PO Box 1232

Barrow, Alaska 99723

Ph (907)852-6974 / FAX: (907)852-2049
E-mail, collccn akpik-lemenfojasna.alaska ihs.gov

Zack Brink. Vice-President of Operations

Association of Village Council Presidents, Inc.

PO Box 219

Bethel, Alaska 99559

Ph: (907)543-7300 Ext 7302/ FAX (907)543-3596
E-mail Zack Brink/ojavcp.org

Rose Hevano. Workforce Development Director
Bristol Bay Native Association

PO Box 310

Dillingham. Alaska 99576

Ph (907)842-2262 / FAX (907)842-3498
E-mail heyanoa.bbna.com

Sharon Olsen. Director of Employment & Training
Central Council: Tlingit/!laida Indian Tribes
320 West Willoughby

Juneau. Alaska 99801

Ph (907)586-1432 /FAX: (907)586-8970
E-mail sharon dccthtest ptialaska.net

Rose Ellis. Director of Employment & Training
Chugachmiut

4201 Tudor Centre. Suite 210

Anchorage. Alaska 99508

Ph (907)562-4155/FAX (907)563-2891
E-mail rose «,chugachmiut com

D A V id =Planner

Cook Inlet Tribal Council

670 W Fireweed Lane

Anchorage, Alaska 99503-2578

Ph (907)265-5958 / FAX (90")265-5996
E-mail: dthundcrcagic a citci com

Ten Nutter. Educ.,, Comm. Dev. & Child Care
Copper River Native Association

Drawer H

Copper Center. Alaska 99573

Ph: (907)822-5241/FAX: (907)822-5247
E-mail: tnutter@usa.net

Kavik Hahn. Planner

Kawerak, Inc.

P.O. Box 948

Nome, Alaska 99762

Ph (907)443-5231/ FAX: (90~,443-3708
E-mail: kavikrajkawerak.org

Brenda Schuantes. Education Administrator
Kodiak Area Native AsS' ciation

3449 E Rezanof Drive

Kodiak. Alaska 99615

Ph (907)486-9800/FAX: (907)486-9898
E-mail brendascaptialaskanet

Barbara Janitschcck. Vice Pres ofTraditional Services
Maniilag Association

P O Box 256

Kotzebue. Alaska 99752

Ph (907)442-3311 / FAX (907)442-7833

E-mail bjanitscheck a maniilaq org

Ruthie J. Monroe. Training Specialist
Maniilag Manpower, Inc.

PO Box 725

Kotzebue. Alaska 99752

Ph (907)442-3860 / FAX (907)442-2003
E-mail mmijtpa@csc.ttrc dolcta gov

Mae Williams. Director of Employment. Training and Child

Care Development

Metlakatla Indian Community

PO Box 8

Metlakatla. Alaska 99926

Ph (907)886-5872 / FAX (907)886-4469
E-mail ccamtlk@ptialaska net

Don Shirccl. Director of Family Sen ices

Tanana Chiefs Conference

122 First Avenue

Fairbanks. Alaska 99701

Ph (907)452-8251 Ext. 3229 / FAX (907)459-3851
E-mail: dshircelfa tananachiefs org

Updated 03/U.W)
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TITLE:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS: |

ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES, INC.

19=8 ANNCAL CONVENTION
RESOLUTION NO. 98-36

SUPPORTING STATE MATCHING FUNDS FOR TRIBAL TEMPORARY
ASSISTANCE TO NEEDY FAMILIES (TANF) PROGRAMS

The twelve Alaska. Native Regional Non-Profits are
eligible under federal law to contract for
administration of the Temporary Assistance for Needy
Families (TANF) Program; and,

The twelve Alaska Native Regional Non-Profitr request
the State of Alaska Legislature to support and fund the
match towards the State Temporary Assistance to Needy

Families (T/iNF) Program: and,

These Alaska Naive organizations eligible to contract
for TANF fully support the Alaska Human Resources
Investment Council and other r.on-prcfit organizations
in their efforts to have the State of Alaska
Legislature to f1Ind a match towards Tribal Temporary

Assistance tc Needy Families (TANF) Programs;

Now THEREFORE 3E IT RESOLVED that the Delegates to the 1998

Annual Convention of the Alaska Federation cf Natives,
Inc., that AFN supports the legislation tc fund
matching funds tJurough the State of Alaska for Tribal
Temporary  Assistance for Needy Families (TANF)

Programs.

SUBMITTED BY: Bristol Bay Native Association

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: DO PASS

CONVENTxu-N ACTION.  PASSED



WELFARE REFORM

1997 was a productive year for addressing many of the important issues involved with the
implementation of welfare reform in Alaska. At the federal level, the technical
amendments to the Federal legislation helped to remove barriers to implementation of the
? in rural Alaska. At the State level, representatives from the regional Native non-profit
corporations and the Alaska Department of Health and Social Services held joint meetings
throughout the year to identify issues of concern and design a model tribal Temporary

Assistance to Needy Families (TANF) plan.

The good news is that all parties seem to agree on he fundamental principles underlying
welfare reform. The regional non-profits strongly smport the notion of moving tribal
members from welfare to work. For decades, the welrare system has had a devastating
impact on the Native community resulting in an unhealthy dependency by tribal members
in the State for economic survival. Assisting tribal members to become self sufficient will
go a long way toward strengthening the Native community. The joint State/tribal
meetings have also played a key role in establishing a constructive dialogue with the State
on welfare reform. We would especially like to thank Deputy Commissioner Jay Livey
and other DHSS staff for their dedication in addressing some of the more difficult issues

involved with welfare re form.

In If >8, the State contracted with Tanana Chiefs Conference (TCC) to operate a Tribal
Family Assistance Program, allowing them to receive state funding for benefits to those
that are eligible under the Athabascan Self-Sufficiency Assistance Partnership (ASAP)
Program. This is a two year demonstration project betwee i the state Division of Public

Assistance and TCC.

As we look ahead, it is vitally important that we continue to forge a true partnership
between the State and the regional non-profits in order to make welfare reform a success
in rural Alaska. Regional non-profits across the state are ready and willing to operate a
tribal TANF in their region provided that the State is willing to enter into an agreement as

a full partner

While a great deal of progress has been made, there are still major areas of concern that
need to be addressed in order to move forward with welfare reform

WELFARE REFORM RECOMMENDATIONS 1999 STATE LEGISLATIVE
PACKET

The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is making the following recommendations:
1 We urge the Alaska legislature to appropriate matching funds for tribal TANF

programs Federal law authorizes the 12 Native regional non-profits and Metlakatla to
operate tribal TANF programs. We feel that proposed legislation submitted by



Commissioner Perdue's office will provide us with the opportunity to provide an effective
program for clients throughout Alaska. It has been our experience as a service provider
that the programs we design ourselves are the most successful. We also feel that
cooperative welfare reform efforts between regional Native non-profits and the State will
net only benefit clients but the State of Alaska as well.

2. Earmark funds to develop comprehensive welfare to work services based on the “One
Stop Shop” developed for the urban centers in Alaska. These services should be modified
to address the unique rural economic conditions. We are recommending that the State
form a partnership with the regional non-profits since we have the infrastructure to make
this program a success. One possible source of funds for this program might be the
welfare reform savings the State is realizing already. As part of this partnership, the State
should contract with Native non-profits to provide rural employment services.

3. Many long-term recipients will need training, education, employment, ongoing support
and other vital services to help them make a successful transition to being self-sufficient
citizens before reaching their 60-month limit. Since clients have been required to work
under the new law, the regional non-profits’ education, employment and training programs
have experienced increased demand for services from ATAP clients. Native organizations
currently receive State-funded Case Management grants to provide supportive services
leading to direct employment. This program supports short-term training as opposed to
long-term training Despite the availability of funds, the funding level is insufficient to
support clients that require an array of services that would meet their short-term training
education, employment and training needs. Regional non-profits are requesting adequate
funding and support services (such as childcare, transportation) to assist clients in

transition from dependency to employment.

4. Under the Welfare Reform, Alaska Temporary Assistance Program (ATAP) clients are
limited to 60-months of ATAP benefits. Clients who live in communities meeting the s o «
nrmore of the adult population not employed Criteria, are exempt from the 60-month time
limit. Many of our villages have estimated unemployment rates as high as 60 - 80%.
Currently, villages that do not meet the exemption criteria are able to request
reconsideration for the exemption status from the Division of Public Assistance. There is
an annual deadline of December 'l to request reconsideration. We are urging that the
State DPA make every consideration to exempt villages whose rates are close to the 50%
rate. Additionally, because economic conditions change rapidly in rural Alaska, the
Division should provide this reconsideration process throughout the lifetime of the
Tempora.y Assistance program without specific deadlines



5. The State needs to request the Federal Government to provide a formal waiver for the
State Welfare to Work (WtW) Program paperwork and administrative requirements.
Currently, the Federal Government has acknowledged that Native organizations with the
P.L. 102-477 status are not required to provide detailed financial monthly report required

under State WtW, but there is no formal waiver,

6. The Alaska Human Resources Investment Council needs to coordinate with the
regional non-profit to address the issues of economic development, unemployment,
employment and training and welfare reform in rural Alaska. In order to do this, we need
Native representatives on local workforce boards.

7. Long-lasting welfare reform in rural Alaska can succeed only with long term
sustainable economic development. We recommend that state and federal economic
development programs be combined for rural programs, similar to how ATAP works -
federal dollars and matching state funds. There has to be a strong commitment and a
strong partnership among the State and Federal governments and regional Native non-
profits to address the monumental challenges we face out in the rural communities and we

are asking for your help.

One example of this type o f commitment and partnership is the Unalakleet Fish Plant. The
IRA, Native Corporation, and city worked with Kawerak, DCRA, Norton Sound
Economic Development Corporation, Alaika Village Initiatives, and the Indian HUD
CDBG program to plan and finance the construction of the facility. Once it is in
operation, it will employ an estimated 63 people during fishing and around seven
individuals year round. This facility will also help to support the 250 commercial
fishermen and their 250 - 400 crewmen. |If there was an easier and more efficient way to
combine funds and efforts in enterprises like this, more could be accomplished in rural
Alaska. Regional non-profits are ready and willing to work with DCRA and other
appropriate state agencies to develop a process for economic development in rural Alaska.

8. Increase federal and state economic development and loan programs for rural Alaska
We also recommend that a process be developed to make it easier to access these funds.

PLEASE REFER TO ENCLOSED AFN RESOLUTION 98-36
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SB 80
"An Acl relating to contracts for lire provision of
state public assistance to certain recipients i the
stale; providing for regional public assistance plans
and programs in the state; relating to grants for
A'aska tribal family assistance programs; and
providing for an effective date.”

was read the first time and referred to the Community and Regional
Affairs, Health, Education and Social Services and Finance
Committees,

Zero fiscal note published today from Department of Health and

Sociul Services.
Governor’s transmittal Icder dated February IK
Dear President Pearce;

The bill | transmit today continues Alaska's efforts to implement
effective and responsible welfare reform, particularly in rural areas
This bill builds on the provision in federal welfare reform law that
allows regional non-profit Native corporations to develop and
implement independent  welfare programs promoting local
responsibility for program success by lying program assistance to
local economic and social conditions Under this bill the Department
ol Health and Social Services (DHSS) will be able to award grants
to regional Nat.ve organizations operating tribal family iissislat ¢
plans that differ from the Alaska Temporary Assistance Program plan
because they are designed to meet regional circumstances.

The federal Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity
Reconciliation Act of 1996 provided that specifically named Alaska
Native organizations could propose to operate tribal temporary
assistance plans, independent of the state plan, to serve the Alaska
Native and Indian populations within a specific geographic | region
A state- and federally-approved tribal family assistance plan will
receive, directly from the tcdcral government, a portion of Alaska’'s
allocation of the Temporary Assistance for Needy Families block

SENATE JOURNAL
290 February 1X, 1999

SB 80

grant money The federal money, however, is only about half of the
money that has historically been appropriated to serve ibis
population, This bill establishes clear statutory standards under which
the state would provide grants to Alaska Native organizations with
federally-approved tribal plans that differ from the state's plan.

As of Oclob-r I, 1998, Tanana Chiefs Conference, Inc (TCC)
received approval Irom flic federal government to operate its own
tribal temporary assistance program for needy families. The DIISS
developed a plan with TCC to serve tribal program recipients. Under
current state law. however, the program must be identical to the
'stales temporary assistance program. As a consequence, the stale
loses the opportunity to shape regional programs to meet regional
conditions This bill will make it possible fur regional programs to
be designed to specifically address local circumstances.

Regional tribal plans arc expected to |k custom designed to nccl fie
economic conditions and needs of the region. This bill also would
allow the DHSS to adopt a regional plan for lion-tribal members if
such a plan appears more suitable to address regional conditions.
Therefore, program standards under a regional plan could differ from
some otherwise generally applicable standards <f the state's plan, hut
would always contain specifically identified program elements.

This bill will contribute to making our public assistance programs
more dicedvc by considering regional conditions in plan
developments. | mge your support ol ibis measure

Siticcrclv,

h1

Tony Knowles
Governor

SB 81
SENATE' BIl L NO 81 HY THE SENATE RULES COMMITTEE

BY RI-yUESr OF THE GOVERNOR, entitled;



DEPT. OF HEALTH AND SOCIAL SERVICES

(W-F38LH

TONY KNOWLES, GOVERNOR

|
h
Linty

l"f’

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER

February 24. 1999

| lonorable Andrew l|lalero, Co-Chairman
House Community and Regional
Affairs Committee
Room 418 Capitol
Juneau. AK 99801-1182

Dear Representative Llalero.

| he Department ol Ilealth and Social Sen ices respectfull\ requests a hearing in the Ilouse
Community and Regional Affairs Committee on House Bill 98 "An Act relating to contracts for
the provision ofstate public assistance to certain recipients in the state: providingfor regional
public assistance plans and programs in the slate: relating to grants for. Uaska tribal family
assistance programs: and providing for an effective date. "

| he bill was introduced by the Rules Committee at the request of Governor Knowles. A zero
fiscal note was attached at the time of introduction.

Your la'n 'iaWe con.Mdcruliou ol this request will be appreciated.

Sincerelv.
(0]

Ulmer A. Lindstrom
Special Assistant to the Commissioner

ee: ‘Jim Nordlund. Director
Division of Public A? istance
Put Pourchot. l.egislati  Director
Office of the Governor



Objectives in Developing HB 98 or SB 80

/ Promote self-sufficiency for families on public assistance, particula rly in
rural Alaska.

* Native organizations desire self-sufficiency for all Tribal members.

[ Promote flexibility ir designing local approaches to achieving self-
sufficiency.

 Native organizations h; ve a better grasp of regional socio-economic conditions, which
allows them to tailor services based on the unique needs of local communities.

e Alaska Native organizations will be more successful in moving clients from welfare to
work, therefore reducing caseload and expenditures

e Providing stale funds will free up federal block grant moneys that can be used for
innovative welfare-to-work and self-sufficiency efforts

| Assure that both the State and Regional programs are managed efficiently
and cost effectively.
e Local control and local presence puts Tribes in the best position to administer the

program
e Federal funds alone are insufficient for operation for aTFAP.
e Supplementing Tribal Family Assistance Programs will help ensure effective ser\ice

deli'.eiy models tor rural Waska
e Tribes can leverage existing programs they currently administer to support self-
sutficiency goals of raivlies (i e Name Employment Works'. Education. Employment cv

Training funds. General Assistance)

| Regional Public Assistance F_’rograms discourage disparity in benefits and
services for Alaskans living in the same community or region.

| Promotes rural self-governance, supports community ownership and
partnerships, and guarantees equitable service delivery in rural Alaska.



Summary of Issues Relating to the Legislation on
Grants for Alaska Tribal Family Assistance Programs

Governor's Bill "An Aci relating to contracts for the provision of stale public assistance to certain recipients in

the slate: establishing regional public assistance plans and programs to the state: relating to grants for Alaska tribal
family assistance programs; and providing for an effective date."

FINDINGS AND INTENT:

Section | (a):
self-sufficiency for families is a statewide goal
self-sufficiency efforts succeed when local communities take responsibility for reducing dependence

new law offers Native organizations the opportunity to assume responsibility for providing services; and
it is in the State’s best interests to promote regional responsibility for the design of the state serv ices.

Section | (b):

Provide certain appropriations to the Native organizations assuming responsibility.
Stale plans may be approv ed, may be administered uniformly in the region for all recipients.

THE LEGISLATION...
« allows the state to grant Tribal Organizations that operate Tribal Family Assistance Programs (TFAP)

e issupported by DHSS Commissioner and DPA staff.

= gives Native organizations the opportunity to serve all Native and non-Native families within their
service areas through a Regional Public Assistance Program, which discourages different service
packages for clients living in same region

THE NATIVE ORGANIZATIONS ...

= have local control and local presence.

e are mereat peratte n with year- <t administrate e experience with state and federal programs  Child
Care. Native Employment Works (old JOBS program): Employment A Training. Energy'General
Assistance. Family Services, etc

e Wil leveMire e.Msttmr programs to support TFAP.

 desire self-sufficiency for all Tribal members.
know local economy and characteristics of Tribal members

 held lengthy consultation period with DHSS on these very issues.

AFTER EFFECTS if legislation is not passed...
e Clients will continue to live in rural communities where DHSS/DPA has no or limited presence or

enforcement
= impedes efforts to promote and support community ownership and partnerships in Welfare Reform

efforts.
= Requires greater effort on part of s.ate to guarantee equitable service delivery.



SB 80 and HB 98 State Grants to Alaska TFAP

Native Organization sends Letter of Intent to the Department reviews plan to identify
Department with a proposed plan 8 months before service boundaries and other
proposed effective date of plani important elements>.

Plan sucmittea to

r -rderal Government

Flow Chart by DHSS First Legislative Session: 1999
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State of A laska
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR

ALNEALT

February 18 1998

The Honorable Brian Porter
Speaker of the llouse
Alaska State Legislature
State Capitol

Juneau. AK 99801-1182

Dear Speakt"Porter:

The bill I'transmit todar continues Alaska's efforts to implement effective and responsible
welfare reform, particularly in rural areas. This bill builds on the provision in federal
welfare reform law that allows regional non-profit Native corporations to develop and
implement independent welfare programs promoting local responsibility for program
success by tying program assistance to local economic and social conditions. Under this
bill, the Department of Health and Social Serices (DHSS) will be able to award grants to
regional Native organizations operating tribal family assistance plans that differ from the
Alaska Temporary’ Assistance Program plan because they are designed to meet regional

circumstances.

The federal Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996
provided that specifically named Alaska Native orﬂanlzatlons could propose to oEerate
tribal temporary assistance plans, independent of the state plan, to serve the Alaska
Native and Indian populations within a specific geographical region. A state- and
federally-approved tribal family assistance plan will receive, directly from the federal
%ove_rnment, a portion of Alaska’s allocation of the Temporary Assistance for Needy
amilies block (};]r_ant money. The federal money, however, is only about half of the
money that has historically been appropriated to serve this population. This bill
establishes clear statutory' standaras under which the state would Prowde grants to Alaska
Native organizations with federally-approved tribal plans that differ from the state's plan.

As of October 1 1998. Tanana Chiefs Conference. Inc. (TCC) received approval from
the federal %overnment to operate its own tribal temporary assistance program for needy
families. The DHSS developed a plan with TCC to serve tribal program recipients.



The Honorable Brian Porter
February 18. 1999
Page 2

Under current state law, however, the program must be identical to the state's temporary
assistance program. As aconsequence, the state loses the opportunity to shape regional
programs to meet regional conditions. This bill will make it possible for regional
programs to be designed to specifically address local circumstances.

Regional tribal plans are expected to be custom designed to meet the economic conditions
and needs of the region. This bill also would allow the DHSS to adopt a regional plan for
non-tribal members if such a plan appears more suitable to address regional conditions.
Therefore, program standards under a regional plan could differ from some otherwise
generally applicable standards of the state's plan, but would always contain specifically

identified program elements.

This bill will contribute to making our public assistance programs more effective by
considering regional conditions in plan developments. | urge your support of this

measure.

Sincerely,

Governor



Official Business

Alaska State Legislature

House of Representa”;ves

Committee on Community and Regional Affairs
Representative Andrew Halcro, Representative ] ohn Harris, Co-Chairmen

State Capitol, Room 4 18
J uneau, Alaska 99801-1182
(907) 465-3882

AGENDA
March 16, 1999

Call Meeting To Order

Call Roll

a. Morgan

b. Murkowski

C. Joule

d. Kookesh

e. Dyson

f. Harris

g. Halcro

HB 103 - Liability Relating to Firearms
a. Opening Statement, Representative Fred Dyson
b. Public Testimony

State Capitol
Juneau, AK. 99801-1182

HB 98 - Public Assistance Programs (CS- Requested by Governor's Office

- technical changes)

a Opening Statement, Jim Nordland, Dir. Division
Assistance
b. Public Testimony

Any announcements from other members of the Committee

Motion to Adjourn

of Public



FISCAL NOTE No: |

STATE OF ALASKA Bill Version: HB 98
1999 LEGISLATIVE SESSION (H) Publish Date: 2/19/99
Revision Dnto/Timo (Nolo if correction): Oopt. Affected: Health and SOClal SerVICGS
Title:  Tribal Family Assistance Programs sru:  Public Assistance
component: Tribal Assistance Program
Sponoor: Rules Committee COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 2336
Requestor:  GOVEINOT Sec also (SNff):
OPERATING FY2000 FY2001 FY2.002 FY2003 FY2004 FY2005
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT
LAND G STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATINO 0.0

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

ICHANOES IN REVENUES

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Recoipts
1037 GF/Montal Health

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Other (pleaso spocify)
TOTAL

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
$0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY1999) cost:

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate pr a if necessary)

Under federal law, 12 Alaska Native regional non-profits and the village of Metlakatla arc authorized to receive federal funds
for the administration oftribal family assistance programs. This legislation authorizes the department to grant arid contract
with Alaska Native regional non-profit organizations for the operation oftribal family assistance programs providing
temporary assistance and supportive services to recipients living in regions served by the regional non-profits and the village
of Metlakatla. The legislation also provides for the approval ofregional public assistance programs, serving both Native and

non-Nativc families, designed to achieve administrative efficiency and cost effectiveness.

Passage o f this legislation will have profound impacts both on the delivery of temporary assistance and supportive sen ices to

needy Alaskan Natives and others served by regional assistance programs and on general DPA operations. (Continued)

Prepared by: Jim N'ordlund Phono:  465-2680
Division: Public Assistapeg / ¢, Date/Time: 12/29/98 12:34 PM
A??
Approved by Commissioner: fin Date:

Agency: Department of Health & Social Services

. PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
QQfyiimIfXEE COPY  Aorluref distribution information, coll the Governor's Lenislative Office

S TASDHES Page 1 of 2



Revision Date: BILL NO.

ANALYSIS (oont.l:
Effects will be felt in various areas of DPA program administration and operation. Fiscal imﬁacts, however, are contingent
e approval of regional assistance

upon which organizations actually pursue implementation of tribal assistance programs and t
programs.

A new component has been added to the DPA bud?et that will accommodate the inclusion of tribal family assistance programs
and regional assistance programs in the agency’s planning process. In the future, agency budget requests will reflect the
financial impact resulting from the development and implementation of these programs.

Pogo 2 of 2
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CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 98(CRA)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

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

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsor(s): HOUSE RULES COMMITTEE BY REQUEST OF THE GOVERNOR

A BILL
FOR AN ACT ENTITLED
"An Acl relating to contracts for the provision of state public assistance to
certain recipients in the state; providing for regional public assistance plans and
programs in the state; relating to grants for Alaska Native family assistance

programs; and providing for an effective date."
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. FINDINGS AND INTENT, (a) The legislature finds that

(D self-sufficiency for Alaska families is a statewide goal and that achieving

self-sufficiency is greatly influenced by local conditions, particularly in rural Alaska with its

unique mix of subsistence and cash economies;

(2) self-sufficiency efforts rrc more likely to succeed when local communities
in a region of Alaska take responsibility for reducing dependence and when those efforts

accurately reflect the social and economic conditions of that region;

(3) new federal welfare reform law offers Alaska Native

organizations the opportunity to assume responsibility for providing public assistance and sclf-

ol CSHB 98(CRA)
New Text Underlined (DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT I-GHIOI\D

sufficiency services throughout the state: and

(4) it is in the best interests of the state to promote regional responsibility fc
the design of the stale public assistance program and self-sufficiency services.

(b) It is the intent of the legislature

(1) to provide certain appropriations that would otherwise be used to provide
assistance and self-sufficiency services to the recipients living in a public assistance region
through an Alaska Native family assistance grant to the Alaska Native nonprofit organizations
that are assuming the responsibility for providing assistance and services in that region;

(2) that state public assistance plans may be approved on a regional basis in
appropriate circumstances and. if approved, may be administered uniformly in the region for
all recipients in order to achieve the maximum cost efficiencies and benefits of a regionally
designed program.

* Sec. 2. AS 36.30.850(b) is amended by adding a new paragraph to read:

(41) contracts awarded under AS 47.27.072 for state public assistance

provided under a regional public assistance plan.
* Sec. 3, AS 47.27.005 is amended to read:
Sec. 47.27.005. Duties of the department. The department shall

(1) administer the Alaska temporary assistance program by providing
assistance with basic living expenses and self-sufficiency services to needy children
and their families Under this chapter and, if appropriate, bv establishing regional
public assistance programs to provide effectively for varying economic conditions
in regions of the state designated bv the department:

(2) establish, by regulation, program standards that will provide
incentiles to work, incentives for financial planning, and opportunities to develop
self-sufficiency while providing assistance with basic living expenses;

(3, prepare, submit to the federal government, and amend, if necessary,
a state plan designed to ensure [ASSURE] that federal money is available to the state
for the operation of the program set out in this chapter to provide assistance for basic
living expenses and self-sufficiency services to needy children and their families
consistent with the state objectives identified in (2) of this subsection [SECTION];

(4) adopt methods of program administration to ensure consistency with

CSHB 98(CRA) 2-
Now Text Underlined [DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]
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(he federal requirements under a successor federal program that replaces the aid to
families with dependent children program;

(5) make reports regarding the program to the federal government as
required under federal law (ANY SUCCESSOR FEDERAL PROGRAM THAT
REPLACES THE AID TO FAMILIES WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN
PROGRAM], in the form and containing the information required, and comply with
the provisions that the federal government determines are necessary to ensure correct
and verifiable information on the program;

(6) provide to the legislature an annual executive summary of the
information required to be reported to the federal government under (5) of this
subsection (SECTION);

(7) conduct studies and research in order to evaluate and monitor the
effectiveness of the state program; and

(8) adopt regulations and take action to implement, interpret, and
administer the provisions of this chapter.

* Sec. 4. AS 47.27.005 is amended by adding a new subsection to read:

(b) In implementing its duties under (a) of this section, the department may
adopt program standards that vary by region in the state in order to incorporate the
standards of an Alaska Native family assistance plan into a regional plan. The
program standards adopted under this subsection need not contain all of the
requirements of 'his chapter if they meet the standards set out in AS 47.27.072 and
contain the program elements set out in AS 47.27.071.

* Sec. 5. AS 47.27 is amended by adding new sections to read:

Sec. 47.27.071. Alaska Native family assistance grants, (a) Notwithstanding
a contrary provision of this chapter and in addition to grants awarded under
AS 47.27.050, the department may award and administer Alaska Native family
assistance grants in accordance with this section to Alaska Native organizations that
meet the requirements of AS 47.27.070. Only an organization that received approval
for, and has agreed to operate, a federally approved tribal family assistance plan in this
state is eligible to receive a grant under this section. An organization that receives a

grant under this section shall operate the plan approved under this section on a state

-3- CSIIB 98(CRA)
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fiscal year basis.

(b) If an organization intends to apply for a grant under this section, the
organization shall first submit to the department a letter of intent along with a copy
of the proposed federal tribal family assistance plan that will be submitted to the
federal governme t for approval. The organization shall make its submission to the
department at least six months before the proposed effective date of the federal tribal
family assistance plan. The department shall review the submission and notify the
organization of significant deficiencies that would make the organization ineligible to
be considered for an Alaska Native family assistance grant even if federal approval is
received without significant changes to the federal tribal family assistance plan and
federal grant money is awarded for implementation of that plan. The organization may
make a supplemental submission to the department to resolve deficiencies noted by the
department. If. after departmental review and supplemental revision, an organization's
plan remains eligible for consideration for a grant award under this section, the
department shall notify the organization that the organization may submit a proposal
for a grant award after the organization has received notice of federal approval of the
federal tribal family assistance plan and the pending award of federal grant money.
The commissioner may waive the time deadline specified in this subsection if the
commissioner

(1) enters into ajoint planning agreement between the department and
the organization: or
(2) finds good cause and the waiver is in the state’s best interest.

(c) If the department awards a grant under this section, the grant shall be in

an amount that

(1) for the first fiscal year under the plan accepted by the department,
represents a fair and equitable portion of the state appropriations for the state public
assistance program administered under this chapter intended to serve the state residents
who will be served by the plan; and

(2) for the second and subsequent state fiscal years under the plan
accepted by the department, represents a fair and equitable portion of state

appropriations made for public assistance programs that is allocated for Alaska Native

CSIIB 98(CRA) 4
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family assistance grants to be awarded under this section in order to serve the state
residents who will be served by the plan; if the money is not allocated for these grants,
the amounts shall be made in the same manner as described in (1) of this subsection.
(d) For an organization to be eligible to be awarded a grant under this section,
the organization’s proposal must include
(1) documentation that the organization
(A) has received federal approval of its federal tribal family
assistance plan to operate a tribal assistance program in this state; and
(B) will receive agrant directly from the federal government to
implement the federal tribal family assistance plan;
(2) a plan for operation of the Alaska Native family assistance grant
that meets the requirements of ic.i of this section; and
(3) if the commissioner determines that a federally approved tribal
family assistance plan would be a cost-effective and efficient means of administering
the program established in this chapter in that region of the state and the needs of state
public assistance recipients receiving assistance under this chapter can be met through
a contract awarded under AS 47.27.072, the organization's agreement to enter into a
contract with the department to provide state public assistance to those eligible state
residents in the region who are not included in the population to be served by the

federally approved tribal family assistance plan.

(e) An organization’s plan for operation of the Alaska Native family assistance

grant must

(1) be designed to facilitate self-sufficiency of assistance recipients in
the region specified in the federally approved tribal family assistance plan by
addressing the conditions specific to that region;

(2) provide for a reasonable pattern of service delivery from all
providers serving that region;

(3) serve a specified region that consists of a geographically cohesive
group ofcommunities that share similar interests, resources, and traditions, and

(4) provide for administration of the grant money received under this

section to establish a program in accordance with the plan accepted by the department

5 CSHB 98(CRA)
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iind in compliance with other requirements of this section; the program must include
the following standards for providing assistance to eligible families:

(A) only families with at least one dependent child or a woman
in the last trimester of pregnancy arc eligible for assistance paid from an
Alaska Native family assistance grant;

(Bj amounts for assistance provided from an Alaska Native
family assistance grant to eligible families may not exceed the amounts
specified under AS 47.27.025(b) when combined with assistance provided
under the federally approved tribal family assistance grant;

(C) to remain eligible for assistance paid from an Alaska Native
family assistance grant, a minor parent of a dependent child must meet the
requirements of AS 47.27.027,

(D) families receiving assistance paid from an Alaska Native
family assistance grant shall comply with the provisions of AS 47.27.035(a)
regarding participation in work activities;

(E) families receiving assistance paid from Alaska Native family
assistance grant money shall comply with the provisions of AS 47.27.040
regarding assignment of support rights and cooperation with the child support
enforcement agency of the Department of Revenue;

(F) the organization has an impartial appeals process to allow
for affected families in the region of the state covered by the plan accepted by
the department to have a fair hearing.

(O The department may award a grant under this section only if the department
determines that the proposal, including a plan for operation of the grant, meets the
criteria specified in (d) and (e) of this section and that an award of the grant to the
organization would be in the public interest. The department may not distribute grant
money until a grant agreement between the organization and the department is
executed that meets the requirements of this section.

(9) Records pertaining to recipients of assistance from an Alaska Native family
assistance grant awarded under this section are confidential public assistance records

under AS 47.05.020 and regulations adopted under AS 47.05.020. Use and misuse of

CSIIB 98(CRA) 6
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1 these records are subject to the provisions of AS 47.05.030. It is an official purpose
2 under AS 47.05.020 for an organization receiving a grant under this section and the
3 department or another agency of the state to exchange information concerning
4 recipients of assistance under this section if the information requested is for purposes
5 directly connected with the administration of a grant under this section.

6 (h) An organization receiving a grant under this section shall provide to the
7 department a copy of its quarterly report made under 42 U.S.C. 611. The organization
8 shall have its financial records audited annually by a certified public accountant
9 authorized to practice under AS 08.04. The department may prescribe the form and
10 specify the information required to document compliance with this section.

11 (i) If an organization wishes to terminate its program before the end of the
12 time period for which the grant was awarded under this section, the organization must
13 obtain the consent of the department or provide notice to the department 120 days
14 before the anticipated date of termination. At the end of a grant agreement or by early
15 termination under this section, the organization shall provide an inventory of property
16 valued at SI.(XX) or over and purchased, in whole or in part, with grant money awarded
17 under this section. The department shall notify the organization of the required
18 disposition of the property listed on the inventory.

19 (j) If the department awards a grant under this section, a person applying for
2( assistance under this chapter who is covered by the federally approved tribal family
21 assistance plan in that region of the state may obtain assistance from the department
22 only through the organization designated by the department to serve the region. A
23 person aggrieved by a decision made by an organization under a grant awarded under
24 this section may use the appeal procedure specified in AS 47.27.072(c).
25 Sec. 47.27.072. Regional public assistance plans, programs, and contracts,
26 (@ Notwithstanding a contrary provision of this chapter, the department may develop
27 a regional public assistance plan and implement a regional program for the
28 administration of this chapter in order to provide state public assistance in a uniform
29 and cost-cffcctive manner in a region of this state. The department may develop a
30 regional public assistance plan only if an Alaska Native organization is authorized to
31 implement a federally approved tribal family assistance plan in llic region and has been

-T* CSHIl 98(CRA)
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awarded an Alaska Native family assistance gram for a program in that region for the
applicable fiscal year under AS 47.27.071. The regional public assistance plan under
this section must be designed to serve eligible state residents in the region who are not
covered by a federally approved tribal family assistance program in that region.

(b) The department may award contracts to implement this section. A contract
authorized for deliver)' of state public assistance under a regional public assistance plan
under this section is exempt from the competitive bid requirements of AS 36.30 (State
Procurement Code). Subject to appropriation, a contract under this section must be in
an amount that represents a fair and equitable share of the money appropriated to serve
the state residents specified in (a) of this section. This section provides additional
'm.uthority to contract to that available under AS 47.05.015 or other law.

(c) The department may award a contract under this section only to an
organization that

(1) has been awarded an Alaska Native family assistance grant for a
program in that region under AS 47.27.071,

(2) agrees to administer state public assistance under this chapter to
slate residents in the region who are not served by the Alaska Native family assistance
grant awarded under AS 47.27.071,

(3) agrees to provide state public assistance identical to that provided
under the federally approved tribal family assistance plan for which Alaska Native
family assistance grant money has been awarded under AS 47.27.071; and

(4) agrees to implement an appeals process as described in (e) of this
section.

(d) Records pertaining to recipients of state public assistance under a contract
awarded under this section have the same confidential protections as are provided to
recipients of assistance from Alaska Native family assistance grants under

AS 47.27.071.

©) An organization that receives a contract under this section shall provide an

appeals process to applicants for or recipients of state public assistance covered by the
contract awarded under this section. The appeals process must be the same as the

method available under the federally approved tribal family assistance plan, except that

CSIIB 98(CRA) X

N*w T<Yr Uunderlined (DELETED TEXT DRACKETED]



10
11

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT 1-GH1011\D

the decision reached will be considered as a recommended decision to the department.
Within 30 days after receiving a recommended decision, the department shall review
the recommended decision and issue a decision accepting or rejecting the
recommended decision. If the department rejects the recommended decision, the
department shall independently review the record and issue its final decision. The
final decision of the department on the matter is appealable to the courts of this state.

(0 If the department establishes a regional public assistance plan and awards

a contract to provide state public assistance under this section, a person applying for
state public assistance under this chapter in the region of the state covered by the
regional public assistance plan may obtain state public assistance from the department
only through the organization designated by the department to serve the region.

* Sec. 6. AS 47.27.900 is amended by adding a new paragraph to read:

(10) “federally approved tribal family assistance plan" means a plan
that meets the requirements of 42 U.S.C. 612 and has been approvedfor financing
through a tribal family assistance grant directly from the United States Department of
Health and Human Services.

* Sec. 7. APPLICABILITY. This Act does not apply to the provisions of an existing
Alaska Native family assistance grant agreement in effect on the effective date of this Act
until the earliest of the following occurs:

(1) the grant agreement expires;

(2) the grant agreement is terminated,;

(3) asubstantial modification is made to the grant agreement; routine technical
amendmentsto an existing Alaska Native family assistance grant agreement in effect on the
effective date of this Act do not constitute a substantial modification for purposes of this
paragraph.

* Sec. 8. This Act takes effect immediately under AS 01.10.070(c).

9 CSHB 98(CRA)
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CHHCGEOCF THEGOVMISSIONER

February 24. 1999

Honorable Andrew Halcro, Co-Chairman
House Community and Regional
Affairs Committee
Room 418 Capitol
Juneau. AK 99801-1182

Dear Representative Halcro.

TONY KNOWLES, GOVERNOR

1 he Department of Health and Social Sen ices respectfully requests a hearing in the |louse

Community and Regional Affairs Committee on Ilouse Bill 98 "An Act relating to contractsfor

the provision ofstate public assistance to certain recipients in the state; providing for regional
public assistance plans andprograns in the state; relating to grants for Alaska tribal family

assistance prograns, andproviding for an effective dale.

fhe bill was introduced bv the Rules Committee at the request of Governor Knowles. A zero

fiscal note was attached at the time of introduction.

You; favorable consideration of liiis request will be appreciated.

Sincerely.
0

Fimer A. Lindstrom
Special Assistant to the Commissioner

cc: -Jim Nordlund. Director
Division of Public Assistance
Pat Pourchot. Legislative Director
Office of the Governor

CMMO

T



Objectives in Developing HB 98 or SB 80

Promote self-sufficiency for families on public assistance, particularly in

rural Alaska.
* Native organizations desire self-sufficiency for all Tribal members

Promote flexibility in designing local approaches to achieving self-

sufficiency.

 Native organizations have a better grasp of regional socio-economic conditions, which
allows them to tailor services based on the unique needs of local communities.

 Alaska Native organizations will be more successful in moving clients from welfare to
work, therefore reducing caseload and expenditures.

e Providing state funds will free up federal block grant moneys that can be used for
innovative welfare-to-work and self-sufficiency efforts.

Assure that both the State and Regional programs are managed efficiently
and cost effectively.
e Local control and local presence puts Tribes in the best position to administer the

program
e Federal funds alone are insufficient for operation for a TFAP
e Supplementing Tribal Family Assistance Programs will help ensure effective service

delivery models for rural Alaska
e Tribes can le erage existing programs they currently administer to support self-
sufficiency g, j A of families (i e Native Emplovment Works', Education. Employment &

Training funds. General Assistance)
Regional Public Assistance Programs discourage disparity in benefits and
services for Alaskans living in the same community' or region.

Promotes rural self-governance, supports community ownership and
partnerships, and guarantees equitable service delivery in rural Alaska.



Summary of Issues Relating to the Legislation on
Grants for Alaska Tribal Family Assistance Programs

Governor's Bill. 'An Act relating to contracts for the provision of state public assistance to certain recipients in
the state: establishing regional public assistance plans and programs to the state: relating to grants for Alaska tribal

family assistance programs: and providing for an effective date."

FINDINGS AND INTENT:

Section 1 (a).

« self-sufficiency for families is a statevv ide goal

» self-sufficiency elTorts succeed when local communities take responsibility for reducing dependence

¢ new law offers Native organizations the opportunity to assume responsibility for providing services: and
it is in the State's best interests to promote regional responsibility for the design of the state services.

Section 1(0):
* Provide certain appropriations to the Native organizations assuming responsibility.
« State plans may be approved, may be administered uniformly in the region for all recipients.

THE LEGISLATION ...

< allows the state to grant Tribal Organizations that operate Tribal Family Assistance Programs (TFAP)

e is supported by DHSS Commissioner and DPA staff.

e gives Native organizations the opportunity to serve all Native andnon-Nativo families within  their
service areas through a Regional Public Assistance Program, which discourages different service

packages for clients living in same region

THE NATIVE ORGANIZATIONS ...

e have local control and local presence

e arc mjtreayiosm. n with yir* of adm:mc<trative experience with state and federal programs Child
C.tre, Native Emplovment Works (old JOBS program). Employment it Training Energy General
Assistance. Family Services, etc

« will leverage cxistme programs to support TFAP

e desire self-sufficiency for all Tribal members

* know local economy and characteristics of Tribal members

e held lengthy consultation period with DHSS Q1 these very issues

AFTER EFFECTS if legislation is not passed...

e Clients will continue to live 1 rural communities where DHSS/DPA has no or limited presence or

enforcement

e impedes efforts to promote and support community ownership and partnerships 1l Welfare Reform

efforts.

e Requires greater effort on part of state to guarantee equitable service delivery



SB 80 and HB 98

Native Organization sends Letter of Intent to the
Department with a proposed plan 8 months before

proposed effective date of plan”

*STATE REQUIREMENTS:

Plan Must:

Slate Grants to Alaska TFAP

Department reviews plan to identify
service boundaries and other

important elements*.

facilitate self-sufficiency within the region

- Provide for a reasonable pattern of service delivery

- Serve a specified region which is geographically coherent and shares
common resources, traditions and interests

- Include the following standards:

* Must have dependent child in household
* Payment amounts cannot exceed State amount
* Minor parent must live in an approved adult-supervised setting

* Able-bodied participants must work
* Participants must cooperate with child support enforcement

IFplan meets requirement, Native
-Organization is eligible for State Grant to

(serve Tribal members
J

IPian submitted to
=—edef3 Gcm.emment

T

Federal Approval

Flow Chart by DHSS

IFNative Organization does not adhere to
requremenls. Department nctifies Native
Organization of any significant deficiencies.

T

Native Organization may make a
supplemental submission to the Department

to resolve any deficiencies

First Legislative Session: 1SSS
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GOVERNOR

State of Alaska

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
JI"NEAL

February 18. 1998

The Honorable Brian Porter
Speaker of the House
Alaska State Legislature
State Capitol

Juneau. AK 99801-1182

Dear Speakj*-Forter:

The bill | transmit today continues Alaska's efforts to implement effective and responsible
welfare reform, particularly in rural areas. This bill builds on the provision in federal
welfare reform law that allows regional non-profit Native corporations to develop and
implement independent welfare programs promoting local responsibility for program
success by tying program assistance to local economic and social conditions. Under this
bill, the Department of Health and Social Services (DHSS) will be able to award grants to
regional Native organizations operating tribal family assistance plans that differ from the
Alaska Temporary Assistance Program plan because they are designed to meet regional

circumstances.

The federal Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996
provided that specifically named Alaska Native organizations could propose to operate
tribal temporary assistance plans, independent of the state plan, to serve the Alaska
Native and Indian populations within a specific geographical region. A state- and
federally-approved tribal family assistance plan will receive, directly from the federal
government, a portion of Alaska's allocation of the Temporary Assistance for Needy
Families block grant money. The federal money, however, is only about halfof the
money that has historically been appropriated to serve this population. This bill
establishes clear statutory standards under which the state would provide grants to Alaska
Native organizations with federally-approved tribal plans that differ from the state's plan.

As of October I. 1998. Tanana Chiefs Conference. Inc. (TCC) received approval from
the federal government to operate its own tribal temporar» assistance program for needy
families. The DHSS developed a plan with TCC to serve tribal program recipients.



The Honorable Brian Porter
February 18, 1999
Page 2

Under current state law, however, the program must be identical to the state's temporary
assistance program. As aconsequence, the state loses the opportunity to shape regional
programs to meet regional conditions. This bill will make it possible for regional
programs to be designed to specifically address local circumstances.

Regional tribal plans are expected to be custom designed to meet the economic conditions
and needs of the region. This bill also would allow the DHSS to adopt a regional plan for
non*tribal members if such a plan appears more suitable to address regional conditions.
Therefore, program standards under a regional plan could differ from some otherwise
generally applicable standards of the state's plan, but would always contain specifically

identified program elements.

This bill will contribute to making our public assistance programs more effective by
considering regional conditions in plan developments. 1 urge your support of this

measure.

Sincerely,

Governor






Please add to your HB 103 file

The attached materia! was received after
your packet was assembled.

Date: March 16. 1999
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National Rifle Association of America

In stitute for Legislative A ction
655 Capitol Mall,Suite 455
Sacramento, CA 95814

(916) 446-2455

March 11,1999

TO: Alaska State Legislators
FROM: Brian Judy, NRA- 1 LA Alaska State Liaison
RE: Support for Senate Bill 77 and House Bill 103

On behalfofthemore than 18,000NR A members who live inAlaska, Iurge strong
support for both Senate Bill 77 and House Bill 103. Passage of this legislation isof paramount
importance to the National Rifle Association and rtsmembers.

These billswould prevent cities and other municipalities in Alaska from filing frivolous
lizbility lawsuits against the firearms industry and would, ineffect, assert that the lawful
marketing of firearms to the public isnot an unreasonably dangerous or socially unacceptable

activity.

This legislation is necessary because officials inmany crties across the United States arc
now trying to achieve through the courts what anti-gun activists have been unsuccessful in
achieving through the legislative process: firearms prohibition. The basis for these cases has
been the suggestion that traditional product lizbility law can be extended to include the notion
that firearms arc defective in design because they canpotentially be misused by criminals or
others. These cases have taken the concepts of individual responsibility and personal
accountabi lity and tumed them on their heads.

Ifthese lawsuits against manufacturers, dealers, and trade associations go forward, they
will have a chilling effect on the aailability of firearms. At the very lesst, the cost of firearms to
law-abiding individuals will increase dramatically. Thus, the right of law-abiding citizens
keep and bear arms would be infringed. Make no mistakc-the point of these lawsuits is to
bankrupt the firearms industry and put the manufacturers and dealers of these legal products out

of business.

The passage of these billswould put Alaska on record ugainst these frivolous lawsuits
and could conceivably encourage the relocation of firearms manufacturers to the stale of Alaska,

bringing new business to the state and creating jobs.

Heeeea poot SreleBIl 77adHieeBll 138
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Targeting Gun Makers With a Cigarette Strategy

raving lasted victory in the tobacco wars, cities are suing to recover the costs of violent crime

oy Roberto suro
h*i “U.fttni/r

| n a sudden wave of litigation that could
rival the recent legal assault on the
tobacco industry, city governments
across the country arc preparing liw
suits seeking to hold handgun mami

(assurers responsible for the multibilliondollar

costs ol violent crimes.

New Orleans and
Chicago led the way with
suits filed last tall.
Boston. San Francisco.
Bridgeport. Conn . and Miami-Dadc have
announced they are putting together legal
teams to develop complaints And Philadelphia
Mayor Edward G, Rendell has proposed a
simultaneous filing by as many as 100dues on
the same day sometime next year.

"This is just the beginning," Chicago Mayor
Richard M. Daley said Last month alter hosung
officials from 15dues and the L'.S Conference
ol Mayors to discuss litigation plans

Inspired by the success of anti tobacco law-
suits. elected officials and gun control advo-
cates see a chance to hit handgun manufactur-
ers with so many suits m so many places that
the industry will be forced not only to pay
huge dollar settlements but to accept tough
new regulations on the sale of their products.

"The tobacco suits prompted some new
strateg.c thinking." says Knsten Rand, dirrctor
ol federal policy at the Violence Policy Center,
a Washington. 1) C based research and advo-
cacy group. "Both tobacco and gun manufac-
turing have Largely escaped regulation in the

si and now the jusoce system has emerged

the best way to ensure that they are held

.countable for their products *

Gun manufacturers, like cigarette makers,
have successfully defended themselves
against numerous lawsuits brought by individ-
uals. But gun control advocates hope to end
t1Jt streak by bringing the public sector's vast
resource* and powerful new legal arguments
into the battle

"LITIGATION

THAT STRATEGY HASWORKED AT LEAST
to adegree, with tobacco So far. cigarette man-
ufacturers have agreed to payments of $.’46 bil-
lon to settle lawsuits brought by state govern-
ments and base acceptrd restrictions on adver-
tising and the sponsorship ol sporting events
Die settlements are narrower than an unsuc-
cessful deal proposed last year, but gin control
advocates and ctty officials still see great
potential in pursuing similar litigation against
gun manufacturers And many believe they
have an easier target

"The gun manufacturers are not nearly as
big. as nch. or as unified as thr tobacco people,
and so they may well buckle when they have to
fight lawsuits In every major city in Amrnca
simultaneously.” says a lop aid' to a big-city
mayor who asked not to be named

Acknowledging their vulnerability to big-
time legal warfare fought on many fronu. gun
company execuuvrt (use esprrstrd concern
that they might simply be driven out of busi-
ness by the costs of fighting thr suits

"the survival of a domestic gun manulastur-
iog industry Is at stake." says Bob Ricker,
director of government affairs at the American
Shooting Sports Council, a trade association
and lobbying organcuoon lor gun maautertur
err which t»a defendant in the New Orleans

.hr litigation campaign against thr gun
.udustry 1t still In its opening phase and no
central leadership or common strategy hat
emerged on either tldt The National Rifle
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Association, for example, is not playing at
prominent a role as it hat on other occasions
when the gun industry felt under assault, and
the industry itself is fragmented among big
uiternanonal firms such as Beretta and Gluck
that have luge military and law enforcement
contracts and a great many downscale tninu-
failurers of Saturday night specials

Meanwhile, gun control advocacy group*
arr divided over legal tactics and have not
played a dominant role For example, the
Center to Prevent Handgun Violence, an influ-
ential Washington. D C.-based organization,
advised New Orleans on developing a com-
plaint that reties on product liability law. while
thr Violence Policy Center that is recom-
mending the approach behind the Chicago
suit has spent a decade fighting lawsuits
against gun manufacturers and hat developed
a theory that seeks to declare gun manufac-
turers and distributors a public nuitance In
the meanume. attorneys such ax Wendell H
Gauthier who were prominent in the tobacco
litigation are helping guide some of <<mmn
Suits.

For the moment there is no drive tn agree on
a unified strategy "Every city it going to have
to tailor a legal theory to its local circum-
stances and its state laws," says Tom Cochran,
executive director of the U.S. Conference of
Mayors, whkh has a lung record ol promoting
gun control measures and is acting as a clear-
inghouse of Information for duet that are
undertaking lawsuits

Indeed, some attorneys Involved in the law-
suits see an advantage in starting out with a
variety ol approaches, because if many differ-
ent assaults arr launched, there It a better
chance that a few al Iran will make it through
the uncharted legal territory ahead.

Anti gun advocates alto hope to get an
unprrtrdrnird glimpse into thr inner work
ings of the gun industry by ttnuking out
whisUeblosrrrs and forcing them  through liti-
gation. listui nover corporate documents

"We .ire going 1O get into aphase of discov-
ery. fust a»with tobacco, that will open the gun
industry to A kind of scm twy Ili.il it h.i> never
experienced." SijDavid Kairvv. dprolesvr of
law at Temple |'mVrrUty. who helped Chicago
develop m lawsuit and is now working with
othercillr*

Thr attorney*. for example, hope lo find
evidence that manufacturers of Saturday
night special* exploit the guns' extensive use
by criminals or that industry marketing
strategies are based on large numbers ol ille-
gal. or at least questionable, sales Even if

only one proceeding generates damaging

Individual gun
manufacturers and industry
groups irsist they should
not he made to answer for
the acts of criminals.

rrvrlations. the entire effort will benefit, the
lawy ers said.

Several different battle plans already are
developing The Chicago lawsuit afgues. in
effect, that handgun manufacturers have know -
ingly profiled from crime and (ear of crime,
while the New Orleans suit contends more nar-
rowly that the industry has violated slate gun
safety taws by (ailing to install devices, suelt as
high tech gun locks, that would prevent acci-
dental shouungs. especially by children

Regardless ol the allegation, the goal is to
make handgun manufacturer* collectively
liable (or the municipal costs ol handgun vio-
lence expense* that can range from law
enforcement salar.es to the purchase ol emer-
gency medical equipment

Individual gun manufacturer* and industry
groups insist they should not be made to
answer for the acts of criminal* "The idea that
gun* I and ol themselves arc responsible for
crime is ridiculous.* uyv Ricker, of the shoot-

J

THE KEY DEVELOPMENT. FIRST IN THE
tobacco liugauon and now in die gun lawsuit*,
is a change in the nature of the plaintiff—the
party that brings the legal action

"When one person has sued, whether it's on
tobacco or guns, the industries have scored
points by attacking that per.on and claiming
the harm was all their fault." says Dennis
llenigan. director of the legal action project at
the Center to Prevent Handgun Violence.

For example, judges and iufie* routinely
have cou*.."'vt = x*sitvkm frrth chose to
light up and so lobai. . . n znrv - '*
be held liable for the li. alth coi.scquec. €> o1
that choice Similarly, gun manufacturers have
successfully argued that it was not their fault
when someone chose to commit a crime and
fired a gun al someone else illegally

"The *ute*' lawsuits to recover health care
cotta from tobacco conipiniet showed that a
public plaintiff can uvrnomc these obstacles
and locus attention on the broad coin to soo
ety.” llenigan say*

Stitt, the analogy to tobacco is by no mean®
perfect

In ic.ha.co case*, plaintiff* could argue that
even when cigarette* were used property, a*
the manufacturer* had intended, a defect—die
carcinogenic effect of smoke, for example—
inflicted harm on the smoker and die manufac-
turer should be held liable foe ii Moreover, the

ing sports council

*

tobacco suits also argued that itt.intif.se
misled smokers Nidi about those danger.
aNiut the addicUvr powers ol nicotine wi
(ordieted die harm and diminished tlo -
Sumer’s abdilv to avoid it

There i* no cliiiiucal addiction wto-
comes to guns .And there is no wvrd the*
dangerous Arid uniri* have rrpratrdK rr»»
**d claims that gun« .ire snmehn* defect
when they fire bullet*

"No one has been mimed when using J s*
property.” savs Ricker, expressing die indu-"
view dial it cannot be held liable for itijur->
that result from enrnes or accidents

So far. two legal llironr* have been dev
oped to try to get around these roadblocks v

othersare under consideration

J
TIF. NEW ORLEANSSI'IT ARGL'ES TH 4"

under laiuisiana* unusually strict product lu "
tty law. guns are "unreasonably danger.".s"
because manufacturers hate laded to take *< *
that would prevent the guns' use by child;
and other unauthonzed users. For example

suit alleges that manufacturers have tailed
include adequate warnings of the risk'fb
minors could gain access to weapons orinstr..
tions on how to store a gun to avoid that risk

The suit al»o claims that anumber ofdrvi** «
have been available for more than 20 years
would present an unauthorized person from
ing thr weapons. These include simple com
nation locks built into thr handgun and m e
technologically complex "personalized” IT- =
Ilhat wilt only file when ihe shooteriswrannc =
ring equipped with an encoded chip

"The taxpayers ol my city should not be.’
thr continuing Increase in hospital cost* a
police costs and ambulance cods associate.
with this spate of violence.” says New O rle. «
Mayor Marc M. Mortal

The New Orleans suit names 15 mayor ho;
gun manufacturers, three industry trade a— =«
ciations and several local gun dealers as del.
dam* W ithout specifying an amount, the «.
seeks damage* to cuvrr the cuv « cost* «
‘police protection, emergency services. the
ical care. facilities and services as well as .
tax revenues due to defendants' product* wr
actions*

In response, the gun manufacturer* »
argue that "the single most important gun al
fy device is the brain of the owner, and d ").
owner does not use the gun responsibly th»-
there is no device that can make it absolute
safe.” Ricker say*

The Chicago lawsuit, by contrast, argu*-
that gun manufacturers have become a "pub
nuisance* by using marketing and distribute -
methods designed to circumvent the city
highly restncUvr gun law* which fotbid ha/ :
gun vales The gun maker* ‘knowingly over
supply* gun shop* jut! outside lhe city «

" 0dL"*S silh the intention that manv
li. <e . e-pons will be sold to city resident*
according to the suit

The suit seek* $433 million in city Co*-
related lo gun violem e over the past five yea-
and name* 15gun stores and 72 manufacture *e
a* defendants

"Handgun manufacturer* knowingly part;,-i
pale in an illegal market that suppiit>cn/n-
nals, and then they turn around and feed - ft
the iear ol crime by convincing people they ca/
protect ihcm vfve* by buying these pcosluctt”
Kiiry* uyt "They profit from crime and v
they should pay the public costs ofcrime *

Ricker respvndt "How can a ctty claim tha’'
guns cause cnme when it gives guns out t
police officer* in order to slop mme’ Itis n
the guns Uui are al bull when acriminalcor

mitt dcrune ]
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Gun industry finds itself at

wrong end of the barrel

Brooklyn verdict could
"open floodgates™

February 12, 1999
Web posted al: 9:56 a.m. EST (1456 GMT)

(CNN) —Controversy has swirled
around gun control in the United
States for decades, but

manufacturers have managed to
fend off critics — and plaintiffs - by claiming that they are not at tault

when handgu. sare used tocommit crimes.

Recent developments, however, pose achallenge not only to the way
the gun industry does its business, but perhaps to its livelihood as vell.

In a case bound to rock America®s gun

£ Related Video industry, a federal jury in Brooklyn. New

CNN*s Jeff Flock _
repor‘lsson Amer;)ga's Y*ork. found 15 of the nation"s largest
fascinationwith guns  handgun makers negligent in their marketing

and distributing practices.
i In the past, gun companies have defeated

lawsuits charging that they made defective
guns or objects that were inherently
dangerous, but the Brooklyn suit was the first
to take a broader perspective and charge them
with negligent marketing.

Windows Media ZSiS SCK

CNN 5 Peg Tyre

reports on
Philadelphia and gun  The citiesof New Orleans. Chicago, Atlanta.
control Bridgeport and Miami-Dade have also sued

Windows Media 2M 5EH gun manufacturers and industry groups, and a
number of other cities - Los Angeles. Boston. Philadelphia. St. Louis
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Philadelphia Mayor F.dward (i Kendcll has proposed that as main as
100 suits he filed on the same day tooverwhelm the industry. And
Chicago Mayor Richard M. Oalev warned in December that "this is just

the beginning."
The Brooklyn case

The Brooklyn suit was viewed as a test case
for anti-gun suits brought by cities. Some
predict that ihe verdict in the case could set
off a free-for-all in which the industry might
be forced to pay large sums for damages to
cities around the country. Itcould also lead to
restrictions on marketing and production as
well.

"l thank God. we absolutely won," said lead
plaintiff Freddie Hamilton, whose son. Njuzi.
was slain in 1993. She predicted the verdict
would bring a "new phase" of litigation
against the firearms industry.

Families of six homicide victims and the
severely wounded man brought the civil
lawsuit against 25 gun manufacturers,
seeking millions of dollars in compensation.
In the one case where the shooting victim
survived, the jury assessed the gun
manufacturers S4 million in damages. But the
victim. Steven Fox. and his mother will get
only a portion of that - asum inexcess of
S500.000.

No damages were awarded to families of the
dead, an issue that one juror said divided the
panel in itssix days of deliberations.

The February 11 verdict cleared 10 of the 25
manufacturers named in the suit of
negligence. ""We have seen some things they
did that helped take guns off the s’rcct... and
stuff like thet, that a lot of others didntdo.”
juror Charles Beatty said.

A lawyer representing six of the companies
said all efforts will be made to have the
verdict overturmed.
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The plaintiffs in the Brooklyn case argued handgun makers
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"oversupply” gun-friendly markets, mainly m the South, aware that the
excess guns How into criminal hands via illegal markets in New York
and other stales with stricter anti-gun lans.

Gun industry attorney James p oit Said itwas unlair to "hold the
manufacturers of a lawful, legitimately sold product responsible for acts
of outlaws w ho are totally outside their control.... The case ssimply
wrong."
. Y A The industry vs. cities
« NITICe
1 Since efforts to toughen laws at the

stale and national lewel have been
frustrated by powerful industry

[\ lobbyists, the new approach isto
achieve in court what has failed in
“ i boardrooms.

4 ex  JLATiW t Wor*530« Ww. |

manufacturers arc evading strict gun resources to hire high-powered
laws by oversupplying some markets. lamers and go toe “o-toe with the
industry.

Violent crimes involving handguns cost millions of dollars in police,
ambulance and hospital expenses. Chicago isasking for $433 million in
its suit for costs incurred onlv since 1994.

The tactic worked against the tobacco industry, which has far deeper
pockets than the gun industry. The prospect of another big payday. Tom
Cochran of the Conference of Mayors told the New York Times, has
lawyers "'seeing green."

"This area of law iswhere tobacco was 10 years ago: it’sripe.” says
Temple Law School professor David Kairvs. who ishelping
Philadelphia plot its strategy. "Their marketing is their weakness. There
are some promotions out there that bring Joe Camel to mind."

A study by aNew York corporate
consulting firm found that gun
manufacturers oversupply states
like Florida where laws arc weak,
knowing the overflow will wind up
in the black market.

ltalso found that manufacturers
"substantially and
disproportionately” increased

Production ofguns like the 9 mn. @%ﬁuf%@?%ﬁhm 9%1*11

semi-automatic pistols favored by
criminals.



New Orleans claims that the industry has violated state gun safety laws
by failing to install high-tech gun locks and other devices that would
prevent unauthorized users from firing them.

Chicago issuing the industry for contributing to a “public nuisance™ by
oversupplying surrounding suburban stores with guns, knowing that the
surplus will find itsway into the city where laws are tigt.
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Jumping the Gun?

Attacks on Firearms
Echo Earlier Assaults

On Tobacco Industry

But Contrasts Are Big, Too;
No Leaked Memos Yet,
Nor Same Sums at Stake

‘CigarettesCanOnly Kill You"

By Paul M. Barrett ~__
Staff Reporter of Tut Wal I Stheet Jiiural
Tobacco lawsuits indisputzebly spawned
the new wave of wuits against the gun
indstry. In the escallating public debate
%erm—mjury Iiticption, the two tend ©©

, as 1fgun makers will inevita—

bly tread the same .
yl\bts)fast Feth

Depicting themselves as childrenof the
tobacco crusade, a determined group of
antigun lamyers has mounted a serios
threat to the way tre gun Inoustry does

business that would have been unimagin—

able only two years ago. But at leest some

veterans of the tobacco figtaren™tyet con—

vinced the analogy holds w. David
Kessler, the former chiefof the U.S. Food
and_Drug Administration who played a

armtical role in pressuring tobacco compa—

nies o the bargaining teble, says he 4ill
doesn™t “'see the comparison” between
cigarette and gun makers.
On the Sidelines

Attormey Richard Scruggs helped leed
ﬂecourrtr%om offensiveon ti}aooopEdBut he
has turmed down invitatios toget inolved
in the gun auits. Likewise. Prof. Laurence
T;’Yiit;% of Harvard Law Sdci. wh%kelped
S apinst joarette makers,
1rit%isected feelers made cn behalf of gun

The legal theory bohim. "he gun suirts-
that governments should b reimbursed
for public aosts related to gun violence-
\é)vas ht b slatefrom mgg%reral Biuits

roug .But.as
by mm of Messrs.

Kessler, Sc and Tribke. Ire lepl fightt

over guns so far lads elements that were

attical to achieving the states” landmark

settlerent with the tobacco indstry.

for S oo, GGt oot and o

* , ing aw
enforcement, and thus canthe demonized
0 the degree tobeaoo wes. says Mr.
Scruggs, who keeps a handgun at hame.
"Cigarettes can only lall you." he ss.

Veallnterral memos Cig[ng_v\hbiesélleblo:’\j{irs erg—
ing it bedly weaken:
tobacco m notes Dr. Kessler, now
dean of Yale Medical Sohool. They haven™t
surfaced - at lesst notyet - in the gun
story. Conditioned by reaHife headlines
and Hollywood lecpl tmillers, potential
Juors, j and joliticians now expect
this kind of "'smokiing gun” evidence be—
fore taking mess-injury suits seriosly,
says Harvard’s Prof. Trite.

Butwhileci makers for decades
di the fundamental deadliness of

ing, firearmcampanies dn*thide tre
fa:tlﬂstgunsaredesi tohll._ e

n pivate, some lawers suing
firearm industry concede tret, as one puts
it "'Guns aremore complicated than ciga—
rettes.”” The mere names of some of
companies beingsued-Colt"sManufactur—
ing (. and Smith & Wesson Corp.. for
exanple - bring tomind formany pecple
images of frmter individualism or honor—
ablci law enforoement. i

nanother inportant respect, gun sUits
Gt imitate their predecessors: The dol—
larsaren*t trere. Withannual U.S. salesof
%5 hillio, ci%\retle menufacturers had
thewherewithal tossttlewith thestates for
a total of $246 billinover 5 . Annual
gun manufacturer sales total $1.4 billion.

Shallow Pockets

Mr. Scruggs he 1"t convinced
“that theresso m?gr? money at the end of
the day" fora ial settlerent. With
an estimated millim%%ns already n
ciraulatin in tre U.S., tre Pascagoula.
Miss. , attormey questioswhether lavsuits
are tre best way 1o curb violee. And he
also acknomledges thet  unprecedented
fess frlom the cigarette wars have dJII!lgd
some 3 i . His
own sraaI,WﬁSnn mpean atroy home hun—
dreds of millias for its tobaooo vork.

Fatigee sanother isse far some
tobacoo antagonists. *We need torecharge
our batteries.” Mr. Sc%?gs 5.

But a consortiun of plain 8 fimms
that tried unsuocessfully to mount a na—
tiaal clessection st on behalf of
smokers-and therefore might be hungrier
Iigan Mr. I-?Cargg SE)_yhﬁS monrw?d isattetion

qus. He ew Orleans attormey
Vlendell Geuthier,_ the group hes already
signed up thet city as a diett and B
regotiating with several other municipali—
1ies about representing them.

Mr. Gauthier, who ite missing aut
on the big tobacoo settlements has won
many millios forplaintffsover treyears,
wams thet itisfar tooearly towriteoffgun
lavauits. The tobacoo suits at first were
ndiauled as faciful, he motes. "We"re
going o see whistleblorers coming out of
the woodwork on guns,™* he predicts. And
he sees kst month™s partial victory In
Teceral court inBrooklyn, N.Y., byagroup
of individlal shooting victims who_sued
gun companies osa pramising sign for the
municipal litigation.

Al his group would tike 30% of
any Juryaward toNew Orlears, or20%ofa
sttlanet. Mr. Gauthier he It In
the qun fight primarily for the noney. He
maintains thet If enough mm”ggltles
sue thegun industry simultaneously, com—
penies will be forced o agree o lagHe-

Please Dim lo Paje AG Column |
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Where Gunad Tobacco Suits Diverge

Continued From First Page

sisted lation of how they make and
market fireams.

The aties” claims bear some similari—
ties to those against the tobeooo indstry.
New Orleans and other cities allege that
gun companies failed t© make ° )
guns that can be fared only by authorized
usars, much as states claimed the tobaoo

ndstry blodked development of a safer
cigarette. Another allegatin against the
gun companies s that they target markets
with laxgun lans, causingweapons toflov
1o crimirals; tobacoo companies were ac—
cused of targetlng minors, who leplly
't buy cigarettes (The gun indstry
strogly denles both allegands )

‘A Gut Sense’

But legal theory, says Prof. Tribe, does—
n"t =l the whole story. When trailblazing
tobacoo suits drafted on behalfofattomeys
gereral in Mississippi. Florida and Texas

ran into political goposition in the mid-
JQEIJS "Ttwas the intagibles, a?Jt
of te partmpmts thet ultimetely
pushed the cases forvard, says the profes—
o, who advised government and private
attormeys inthe three states. The gutsense
was theta growing body of | intermal
oo“llgrayte documents |rd|(at|rg uimn

di

smoking, as V\ell as rrarketl i
aimed athooking teenagers, had made 1he
gge-lmmlbleagarette businesswilnera—

Antitobacco lawyers” irstincts in te
mid-1990s were atically reinforced by D
Kessler, wfg&;el@dgpam sanllesut 'pggc—
uments topublic smokinga 1—
an1cd|sease “tumi 1hedebatnt€(-eJ inboe

protecting chil In 19%. he pro—
ﬁedfortheﬁrsttlme that tre FDA
niootire as a drug. The pincer-h
threat of state lansuits and fedeyal requla—
tin was aitical in notivating tobaco
chieftains toseek a ckal.

Dr. Kei,sselerdoesn’ts_ee1hesam|€:‘arst real
against the gun aotpenies., at ot
yet. Those cgmfpanies haven™t dofuscated
te lethality of what make, he points
at, and a V\gljlun \M(wjlsht {J!\el’ oorrpareaable
1o Jeffrey Wlgand hasn’tyet emerged 1o

a human face on the revelation of al—
eged dplicity. _

Mr. Wigand, former research chief for
the Brown & Williamson Tobacco Corp.
unitof BritishAmerican TobaccoPLC. tes—
tified ih a 19% deposition trat the dair—
man ofhlsformeren“ploiqer had liedunder
cath 1o Congress about his views on nico—
“eroced e ilstry ceferes ot people

‘e i e
choose freely tosmoke, ™ Dr-. Kﬁslelgis

Public Opinion on Guns

Gun Makers’Liavility
Companies tretmake ouns sould be held
TracElly liede Fjubess or s fid et
tairprodcts were used tocomit aarine.
Disgree]

Agree 18%

D"t

know
Refisad i |65

Sources 1CR Surve Resetrch Group:
Roper Center tor Public Opinion Resurcti. 1997

Guns Inthe Home
Housgholds trethaveagn. nperaat
| :
R VAN
5
\1
0 VV\

D
V37 H B 9 B A

Source; Hitionil Opinion Reseirch Center,
University ot Cruupo.

Support for Lawsuits

00 you sygport ar oppose govermments
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Reluctant Witness

The only potential gun-industry tum—
ooat 1o surface so far hasnthad any dis—
cemible inpact. Robert Hess, a fonner se—
niior vice president for marketing at Snith
& Wesson, a unit of Britains Tomkins
PLC, said in a deposition in the Brooklyn
lavsuit that gun companies could do more
topolicedistributionof treirvares. Butbe—
cause of his reluctance pblicly,
combined with health prablems, the Con—
necticut retiree didn't appear at trial to
elaorate. Lawyers famihiarwith thesitua—
tion say he isT't eager 0 do so in other

CasES.
A defector of adifferent sort alsohelped
push tobacco Interests toseek a true. Ben—
rettLeBow, aNew York firancierwho con—
trolsLi ﬁ(\Bgolup Ic., }Temeakest re%gﬁe
i argest players, ag in
]SEIBtoalthls losses and setide four state
uIts at a time when other tobacoo firms
were vowing never 1o surrender. A year
later, he again broke with rivals todeclare
niicotine addictive and admit thet cigarette

makers target minors.

More fractious and diverse than the to—
bacco business, thegun industry could con—
ceivablly produce a renegade who would ef—
Tectively Tum state”s evidence. But so far,
that hasnthappened. The recent custing
of a firearms trace group executive who
opened bed<—d1amel comunication with

awers has been seen as a sign

rcusn% hard-lirers aligned with the
National Rifle Associiation are trying
take aotrol of the Iitication.

“Pressure Will Build”

Some veterans of the tobaccowars nev—
ertreless see the same sort of process be—
ginning again with gns Richard Day-
nard, a law professor at Northeastern Uni—
versny in Boston who for 15 years has ad—
vocated tobaoco suits, is leading the first
academic conference 1o foster gun SUlts,
scheaulled forMay.. He has changed the -
te of his stratsgic-tigplln course 1o;

"Controlling Tobacco. G Insé Other Polit—
ically Protected Hazards. ™
Irtical re will tuild for may —

orstobrlng cases against gun com—
pam&;lf1 as itdid for the attormeys gen—
eral wi "’ Prof. Daynard sa;s
glfllheor}umber 01f=ewb ﬂ1 h

ityofeven a i rough’”
(k:)gmes a serias ﬂmat.and %e oornecthe ion

tween cigareties contin—
ues, "is thathoth used ;n?mrgl infllence o

escai)e safety regulation, and evertually
people got tired of thet and tumed to the
w%ltorelnmengjfhmak

ar opinion ersacu%aretles

and guns |shard todisem

ward smoking Incressed distinctly In ﬁe
198>s and , @ measured by natioral
polls and Irrposmm of workplace and
restaurant smoking bens. But even as tre
tobacco suits mounted, large majorities of
EDl saldﬂwopposed plmlng

icbility on the companiies, as opposed O

STokers.

Similarly, popullar support for modest
formsof gun aontrol, such as requiringper—
mits and buyer background aheds, has re—
mained steady and strog, butmost ol re—
spondents express goposition  govern—
ment SUits against gunmakers. A suney
released inJanuary of 1,0Bacllts by Reci-
Si , a jury-consulting fim in Los
Angeles trat has done work forthe gun in—
dustry, found that 66% opposed Uits
and only 19% supported them, with 15% un—

me Daynard maintains tret, in con—
trast thansiwering abstract poll questions,
theexperience of seeing firstard theevi—
dence of alleged corporate deceit has in—
spired juries ina hanaful of smokers™ suits
tohold manufacturers licble- and thet the
possibility of this recurring ina state suit
drove cigarette makers tosttie. ifsimilar
evidence emerges about the gun indstry,

he adds, itwould face the same threat.

Fhil Anthony, DecisionQuest™s chief
exeative, sees a distinctin, though. A
majority offoas-g participants inter—
viened by his company tend 1o associate
the Second Amendment right tokeep and
beararms" withotherconstitutional ly pro—
tected freedars. The Second Amendment
doesn™tban sutsagainst gun mekers, but it
has meaning for man Avericans,
eecially in the South and ,Mr, An—

says. Millios chaN-abldlrg le
ﬂl m('lr;lhcle;e lsnoﬁjgzm %tto
potent with its three

mlll% duespaying members.

Inantrast, Mr. Anthony, as
attads on mb%gmounted in the %
19905, few peaple in foous groups or on ac—
tLaIJLrlesspoke up for smkers® rights.
Many smokers want toquit.

Mixed Messages

The jury inthe Brooklyn case reflected
the assessments of both . Anthony
and Daynard. Interviesswith fneoftie 11

Jurors revealed thet most members of the
parel saw themselves as sympathetic ©
manufacturers. But a persistent minority
persuaded themgjority o interpret certain
manufacturer contrects W(Iifn V\Irl;)JIue&Iers
as evidence of ';2 istributia”
Bof the 5 gent by
vere ordered topayawofSiBZJ(ID n
damages

What concermed some jurors about the
aotracts was thet some manufacturers
had failed to ban wholesalers from selling
handguns to dealers who gperate at gun
shows or who dnt hawe stores-two
sources of el gun traffidarg, accord—
ing to law-enforcement officials.

This evidence may ladk the drama of
docurents trat allegedly show thet ciga—
rette manufacturers covertly manipulated
nlcnl]ne leels toaddict smokers. InBrook—
%}}n it was enough for a break—

ram\,erdlct the firstever o hold the
I ollectiely resosible for a
crimirel shooting.

The guestion ks whether thet verdict
was an aberration or an analog o the
hendful WI srglf«ers‘ sij_il_s thet
presaged the settlerent of state Iitigaion
apinst the tobacoo Industry.
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CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 77(JUD)
INTHE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

TWENTY-FIRST LEGISLATURE -FIRST SESSION
BY THE SENATE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsor(s):  SENATORS PETE KELLY, Ward
A BILL

FOR AN ACT ENTITLED

1 "An Act prohibiting certain civil actions against firearms or ammunition

2 manufacturers and dealers."

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

4 * Section 1. AS 09.65 is amended by adding a new section to read:

5 Sec. 09.65.155. Civil hiavility of firearms or ammunition manufacturer or
6 dealer. A civil action to recover damages or to seek injunctive relief may not be
7 brought against a person who manufactures or sells firearms or ammunition if the
8 action is related to the lawful sale, manufacture, design, or marketing of firearms or
9 ammunition. However, this section docs not prohibit a civil action for negligent

10 design, breach of contract, or breach of warranty.

11 * Sec. 2. APPLICABILITY. This Act applies to a civil action that accrues on or after the

12 effective cHte of s At

ol¥ CSSB 77(JUD)
New Text Underlined (DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]
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NATIONAL

March 10, 1999

A Republican Seeks to Ban Suits Against Gun
Makers

Related Articles
= Tobacco-Rusting Lawyers on New Gold-Dusted Trails
= Issue in Depth: Tobacco Debate
= Issue in Depth: America Under the Gun

Forum
= Join a Discussion on Gun Control

By LIZETTE ALVAREZ

W ASHINGTON - Opening asecond front in the latest battle to protect the
gun indst™-y, Representative Bob Barr Tuesday introduced legislation
that would block the lawsuits filled by cities against gun manufacturers.

Barr, a Georgia Republican who isaboard member of the National Rifle
Association, the country®s largest gun lobbying organization, said that Federal
legislation was needed to preserve free enterprise and stymie get-rich schemes by
trial lawyers. The bill would bar lawsuits that seek to hold gun manufacturers and
dealers lidble when someone commits acrime with one of their weapons,
provided that the firearm is legal and not defective and that the customer isnot a
known criminal.

"If these lawsuits are al lowed to proceed, itwill really be “Katie bar the door, "
Barr said, "because there will be no industry in America that will be safe from
these abusive and predatory lawsuits."

With citiesnow challenging gun manufacturers in court, the longtime struggle
over gun control and the rights of gun owners has been infused with energy and
importance on Capitol Hill this year.

The new strategy by local governments to recover damages from gun makers has
stoked the Democrats™ campaign to crack down on firearms after having failed to
get any gun-control legislation passed since the Republicans won control of
Congress in 1994. In the past two weeks alone, the Democrats have introduced

3/10/99 1144 AM
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three bills and more arc expected.

Tuesday, Senator Barbara Boxer, Democrat of Califomia, said she planned to
counteract Barr"s hill by introducing legislation that would guarantee cities the
right to sue gun manufacturers.

"If local governments believe the fight against crime is being hampered because
of a mass proliferation of guns, Ibelieve itis in the national interest to allow them
to take action incourt,” Ms. Boxer said.

Tuesday morning, Senator Dianne Feinstcin, Ms. Boxer®s fellow Califomia
Democrat, laid out her own legislation to close a loophole that permits the import
of high-capacity ammunition clips for assault weapons that cannot be
manufactured in the United States.

Another Democratic proposal would require the Federal Government to regulate
the design, manufacture and distribution of guns.

"The activity on the city level is sending a signal to everybody in Capitol Hill that
people really do care about this,” Mrs. Feinstcin said. "And that this totally
unregulated, produce-anything, sell-anything, Kill-as-many-people sort of attitude
is just not acceptable.”

Republicans, sensing a serious threat this time, have moved swiftly to try to
protect the gun industry.

Surrounded by law-enforcement and gun lobbyists, Barr held up a w-ooden
Louisville Slugger bat at a news conference towarn of the domino effect. Once
trial lawyers sue one industry for ligbility of this sort, he said, the strategy will be
used against other businesses.

These bats. Barr intoned, "are used in the commission of crimes, with some
frequency unfortunately. Should the manufacturers of Louisville Sluggers, already
reeling under changes in their industry, be subject to devastating, abusive lawsuits
because their lawful products, none defectively manufactured, are abused by
criminals? Obviously not.”

His bill, Barr emphasized, would not shield manufacturers from lawsuits for
selling defective firearms or selling guns to known criminals.

The legislation would serve as a stopgap for lobbyists who have been furiously
working with state legislatures to halt the spate of lawsuits. Using the tobacco
industry lawsuits as a model, five cities have sued the gun industry: Atlanta,
Bridgeport, Conn., Chicago, Miami and New Orleans. Others, including St.
Louis, arc considering doing the same.

The cities seek to recover expenses from violent gun crimes, including
law-enforcement and hospital costs. Most also argue that the gun industry is
negligent for not including more safety features.

20f3 3/10/99 11:44 AM
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Gun lobbyists have taken note of a ruling last month in Federal District Court in
Brooklyn. In a lawsuit filed by private citizens, ajury held 9 of 25 gun
manufacturers liable for three shootings that involved illegally obtained
handguns.

So far, only in Georgia has the Legislature enacted a law to block a lawsuit,
Atlanta’ in this case, although similar legislation is being considered in at least
12 other stales. The Florida Legislature isconsidering a bill that would make ita
felony for a local official to FAle a lawsuit against the gun industry.

But tackling the offensive state-by-state isexpensive and time-consuming. Barrs
bill would accomplish the same f?at all at once, but its prospects are uncertain.

The proposal puts Republican lawmakers in a bit of a philosophical bind. They
could wind up defending a law that undermines local governments and leaves
them open to the question of whether they defend local governments or the gun
industry.

Barr said the decision was simple: they will defend the status quo. "There is
nothing more conservative than maintaining the status quo," he said.
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Subject: Mar 16 Committee Hearing on House Bill 103
Date: Sat, 06 Mar 1999 13:21:36 -0900
From: "Coons, Mike" <mikecoons@niatnet.com>
To: Representative Andrew_Halcro@legis.state.ak.us,
Repiesentative_John_Harris@legis.siate.ak.us
CC: Representative Fred Dyson@legis.state.ak.us

Please ir.clude for the record when the Community and Regional Affairs
Committee meets to discuss H3 103. Because | will be at work, I will not
be able to attend the LIO teleconference.

To CRA Committee

We ask that the following be placed as an amendment to H3 103, with the
—! m emiate AS numbers replacing that of the Florida statutes.

i @ Any official, agent, or employee of a county, municipality, town,
special purpose district, or other political subdivision or agent of the
state, while he or she was acting in his or her official capacity and
within the scope of his or her employment or office, who willfully and
knowingly brings or is party to bringing an action in violation of this
section commits a felony of the third degree, punishable as provided in s.
775.0°" and s. 1~S.383.

Any civil action brought 1in violation of this section shall entitle
the defendant to recover all expenses resulting from such action from the
person, persons, and/or unit of government bringing such action.

(© In any civil action where the court finds that the
defendant is immune as provided in this section, the court shall award the
defendant all attorney®s fees, and costs and compensation for loss of
income, plus any and all expenses incurred as a result of such action.

Sincerely

Mike and Sandy Coons
P.0. Box 4223
Palmer, A" ?2?~ii
(507) 745-i773
Regards

Mike Coons

3/8/99 8:41 AM
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Subject: Mur 16 Committee Hearing on House Bill 103
Date: Sal. 06 Mar 1999 12:14:34 -0900
From: "Coons. Mike"™ <mikecoons@matnct.com>
To: Represcntative_Andrew_I lalcroflegis.state.ak.us

Please include for the record when the Community and Regional Affairs
Committee meets to discuss HB 103. Because | will be at work, I will not
be able to attend the LI0O teleconference.

To CRA Committee

I write in full support of HB 103. I would like to see an amendment to
this bill however. That would be to hold criminally responsible for any
governmental employee or elected official to file a lawsuit against any gun
manufacture such as Chicago, Brooklyn, Mew Orleans, Atlanta, Miami, etc.
have filed. 1 would urge the language used in the Florida legislation
which would make it a Felony with a 5 year prison term. The reason for
this drastic measure is that although Georgia has signed into law
legislation similar to this, the Atlanta Mayor is still going with the
suit. This is because there is no punitive damage to disregard State Law!

This legislation, HB 103 is even more important today than it was when it
was first introduced. For as of Thursday, 4 Mar 99, abill has been
introduced in the Washington D.C, Senate, Gun Industry AccountabilityAct.
This bill would give Federal Funds, our taxpayer dollars to those counties,
cities and States who file a frivolous iawsuit against the firearms
industry. Senator Schumer and Lautenberg made it very clear that theyare
out to bankrupt the firearms industry, both guns and ammunition
manufactures! They made it plain in their Press Conference that just the
suits themselves will be enough to kill the industry by spending dollars
and time defending these frivolous lawsuits. There is no intention on
winning ar.y of the suits, just to bankrupt the industry.

We have written to all the Senators urging the defeat of this bill, prior
to ever getting on the floor for a vote! How does this impact HB 1037?
Simply that even "if””the Gun Industry Accountability Act were to pass,
tR%E n% @unicipality. city or the state government could sue. much less get
~Tky

We urge the passage of H3 103, with our suggested amendment. The
continuous attacks against the American and Alaskan citizens who enjoy the
freedom of the Constitution ar.d Bill of Rights must be defeated pro actively.

Sincerely

Mike and Sandy Coons
P.0. Box 4229
Palmer, AK 99645
(907) 745-6779
Regards

Mike Coons
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MEMCRANDM

March 2,1999

To: Representative Andrew Halcro, Co-Chair
Representative John Harris, Co-Chair
Community and Regional Affairs Committee

From: Representative Fred Dyson

Subject: Request to schedule HB 103

Please schedule a Community and Regional Affairs Committee
hearing on HB 103, "An Act relating to civil actions by municipalities
and certain public corporations and prohibiting certain civil actions by
them against firearms or ammunition manufacturers and dealers.”
Attached is a Sponsor Statement for your review.
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"An Act relating to civil actions by municipalities and certain public
corporations and prohibiting certain civil actions by them against
firearms or ammunition manufacturers and dealers.”

Around the country municipalities have been suing firearm
manufacturers to establish liability for gun violence. The most often
stated objective is to pay for costs related to violence in cities. The
theory is that firearm manufacturers have conspired to dump excessive
guns in friendly markets knowing that the overflow would be illegally
filtered into cities with strict gun control laws.

It is the intent of this Act to prohibit political subdivisions in Alaska
from seeking reimbursement for the costs of gun-related violence from
businesses engaged in the lawful manufacture, sale, design, or
marketing of firearms or ammunition. [t isnot the intent of the
legislation to prevent bringing an action for breach of contract or
warranty as to firearms or ammunition purchased by a political
subdivision or local government authority.

Gun related manufacturing isa legal enterprise producing quality
products which are lawfully and safely used by thousands of Alaskans
for hunting, sport, recreation and protection. Some municipalities are
seeking to create gun control through judicial means rather than
through the legislative process, where it belongs.
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Subject: HB 103
Date: Sat, 13 Mar 1999 08:25:31 -0900
From: Michael McDonough <mmcdono555@sprynet.com>

Organization: Lawyer
To: Representative Frecl_Dy.son@lcgis.state.uk.us

Rep. Dyson, i
I would appreciate your support of HB 103.
Thank you,

Mike McDonough
19732 Big Diomede Circle
Eagle River, AK. 99577

J/15/99304 PM
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Committee on Community and Regional Affairs

Representative Andrew Halcro, Representative John Harris, Co-Chairmen
State Capitol, Room 4 18
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182
(907) 465-3882

AGENDA
March 25,1999

1. Call Meeting To Order

2. Call Roll
a Morgan
b. Murkowski
C. Joule
d  Kookesh
e. Dyson
f. Harris
g- Halcro
3. HB 133 -Voter nproval! of Service Area Changes
a Reprcs live Con Bunde-Sponsor
b. Public siimony

4. HB 63 -Land Use inHome Rule Municipalities
a Additional Public Testimony

5. Any announcements from other members of the Committee

6, Motion to Adjourn
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SPONSOR STATEMENT

House Bili 133

"An Act relating to municipal service areas and providing for voter approval
of the formation, alteration. Or abolishment of certain service areas; and
providing for an effective date."

Alaska®s Constitution provides for maximum local self-government (Art. X sec. 1) and
for the creation, alteration, or abolishment of service areas subject to the provisions of

law (Art. X sec. 5).

AS. 29.35.450 codifies these Constitutional provisions and establishes the mechanism by
which service areas are created, altered, and abolished.

Alaska has approximately 200 service areas; in these areas, the local residents assess
themselves to pay for a particular service, like snow plowing and road maintenance from
private contractors.

HB 133 amends AS. 29.35.450 to support local control by clearly identifyingwhom
should vote on the abolishment and alteration of a service area under three scenarios:

L Abolishment of a service area.
Subject to approval by the majority of the voters residing in the service area.

2. Abolishment and replacement of a service area.
Must be approved separately by a majority of voters inside an existing service
area and by a majority of the voters residing in the proposed service areaBUT
OUTSIDE the existing service area.



3. Alteration of a service area or combining itwith another service area.
Must be approved, separately, by a majority of the voters who vote on the
question and who reside in each of the service areas or in a proposed service
area affected by the proposal.

This proposed legislation would settle a long time debate about who isentitled to vote
during the creation, alteration or abolishment of a service area. This legislation has
support throughout service areas in Alaska and 1urge the favorable consideration of this
committee.
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p Karen L. Hendrickson
0 DESIGN OPTIONS CONSULTANT

February 12, 1998

Senator Sean Parnell
State Capitol Room 504
Juneau, AK 99801

Dear Senator Parnell:

I am writing to you on behalf of the Board of Supervisors
of the Talus West Limited Road Service Area. The board
wishes to express 1its support for Senate Bill 208. The
legislation you have sponsored speaks directly to dur
ability as residents of a particular area to decide upon,
and contract for, the services that best suit our partic—
ular needs. The recent forced annexation of the hillside
to the Anchorage Police Departments jurisdiction, against
the wishes and votes of the residents, has made it obvious
the service areas lack protection from a local government
takeover of those services they choose to administer for
themselves. We urge you to vigorously pursue passage of
protection for our service area.

Sincerely,

Karen L. Hendrickson
Member - Talus West LRSA Board of Supervisors

4731 Talus Drive
Anchorage, AK 99516

kppfrrf ~t(3 133

4731 TALUS DRIVE « ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99516



M unicipality of Anchorage

Rick Mystrom, Mayor
Public Works

Gildwood Board of Supervisors

P 0. Box 890 =Glrchvood, Alaska 99587

February 25, 1998

Senator Sean Parnell
State Capitol

Room 504

Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Re: Senate Bill 208

Dear Sen. Parnell,

The Girdwood Board of Supervisors unanimously supp >rted a motion to
endorse the passage of Senate Bill 208 at our last regular meeting, February 16,
1998. The board also supports Rep. Bunde®s companion hill, HB 365.

The board strongly feels both bills strengthen the intent of the Municipal
Charter as we understand it

lr™cX
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February 13, 1998 i, =
Senator Sea{w Pamell

State Capito

Juneau, Alaska 99801 -1182

Subject: SB 208, An Act Relating to Municipal Service Areas JATrrzA

Dear Senator Parnell: VIA FAX ONLY

Thank you f Il f the subject legislation f Ity revi d
Thenk you for providing a copy of the subject legislation for community review an

The Mid-Hillside Community Council is forcefully on record sv ortm the. commi .
rioht of decision regarding Self-determination In Servi earea re exat|ons Ive

ch gppreciate Your efforts {0 alg]rmj sta}ue at most wou assume was
Hﬂme n our manicipal charter, the rignt of a community to vote their approva
itional proposed services and taxes.
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March 13,

HillsideEastConrimunityCouncil

199S

Senator Sean. Pamell
State Capital Room 504
Juneau, AK 99S01

Re: Seriate Bill 203

Dear Senator Famell:

Congratulations on your introduction and good work on Senate Bill 208. Please put
Hillside East Community Council unanimously behind your hill.
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Community Councils Center

301 E. Fireweed Lane, Suite #101 Anchorage, AK 99503-2110
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February 2,1998

Cordes Drive Service Area
Service Area Commissioners
Fairbanks, Alaska

Senator Sean Parnell
State Capitol Room 504
Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Senator Pamell,

Thank-you for introducing Senate Bill #208. We support itand are contacting
our representatives to let them know. We agree that the residents of existing
service areas should have control of any proposed changes to their service areas.

Sincerely,

Francis O Connor
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Author: ffjha9aurora.alaska.edu (James H Anderson) at CC2MHS1

Date: 2/12/98 1:29 PM

Priority: Normal

TO: Senator Sean Parnell at LAA_TRANS

CC: bdelana@polarnet.com at CC2MHS1, alaskarc@polarnet.com at CC2MHS1
Subject: SB 208

Dear Senator Parnell,
Thank you for your letter of January 20 explaining your bill, SB 208.

I have discussed the matter addressed in your bill with the other members
of the Spinach Creek Road Service Area Commission. We agree
enthusiastically with the intent of the bill, and we extend to you our

support of it.
I will send messages in support of SB 208 to John Davies and Gary Wilken.

Thank you for helping us to provide the best service to the residents of
our service area.

Jim Anderson

Chairman

Spinach Creek Road Service Area Commission
Fairbanks North Star Borough

907 455-6077

PO 3o0ox 84607
Fairbanks AK 99/08
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Board of Supervisors
R.S.A. #25 Bogard
P.0. Box 2274
Palmer, AK. 99645

January 24, 1998

TO: Senator Sean Pamell
State Capitol Room 504
Juneau, AK. 99801

Dear Senator Parmell,

The board of supervisors for R.S.A. # 25 Bogard has discussed Senate Bill 208 and we
enthusiastically support it We believe it is stll important to allow taxpayers to have a voice In
the spending of their tax monies. Local control is important to the residents of this road service
area. Thank you for your assistance in maintaining it

Sincerely Yours,

Wrex Diem
Board R.S.A. # 25
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