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Galena 16 978,900

Gambell 1 58,500

Glennallen 15 1,653,431

Gus’avus 3 339,500

Haines 66 6 ,123 ,170

Healy 19 2,425,800

Homer 84 10,980,340

Hoonah 15 1,254,850

Iliamna 3 276,950

Kakc 3 278,869

Kasigluk 3 185,350

Kasilof 13 1,436,786

Kenai 55 7 ,11 1 ,6 8 0

Ketchikan 207 33,0 15,192

Kiana 4 385,854

King Cove 2 138,500

King Salmon 14 1,709,802

Klawock 8 1,132 ,638

Kodiak 4 1 1 60,701,374

Kotzebue 76 S',003,977

Koyuk 1 135,000

Lake Minchumina 1 28,900

Larson Bay 1 50,000

Manokotak 2 68,200

McGrath 9 676,764

Mekoryuk 3 170,000
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Metlakatla 10 690,200

Naknek 17 2,150,346

Nenana 3 256,965

Nikiski 45 5,369,098

Nikolai 1 27,000

Ninilchik 1 1 1,260,092

Nome 169 18,822,601

Nondalton 1 62,027

Noorvik 2 3 1 1 ,5 3 1

Nuiqsut 1 103,500

Ouankie 1 130,000

Palmer 2 180.000

Pelican 9 640,525

Petersburg 205 25,253,409

Port Alexander 3 12 1,550

Port Hciden 1 65,000

Port Lions 1 38,000

Ruby I 81,000

Salcha 1 81,000

Sand Point 10 836,693

Savoogna 1 31,000

Selawik 2 97,700

Seldovia 10 620,056

Seward 27 3 ,481,487

Shismarcf 1 99,262

Skagway 28 2,407,849
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Soldotna 105 12,989,849

St. George 1 41,923

St. Mary’s 4 416,400

St. Paul Island 4 249,750

Stebbins 1 23,600

Sterling 37 4,959,504

Sutton 2 164,400

Talkeetna 9 1,072,150

Tanana 1 40,000

Tenakee 1 70,000

Thome Bay 14 1,508,100

Tok 4 453,500

Trapper Creek 1 110,000

Unalakleet 6 775,071

Wasilla 1 85,000

Whale Pass 2 2 4 4 ,112

Wrangell 85 9,093,126

Yakutat 7 680,150

Totals 2 ,571 S  323,825,093
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Com parab ility C rite r ia  fo r 

the State o f  Alaska and Alaska T rib a l T A N F  program s

Section -412(h) o f  the Social Security Act requires Tribal TA N F eligible entities in the 
State o f  Alaska to operate a program in accordance with requirements comparable to the 

State o f  Alaska’ s  TA N F  program. Comparability means sim ilarity between State and 

Tribal T A N F  programs in the State o f  Alaska. Comparability, when defined related to 

serv ices provided, does not necessarily mean identical or equal services.

Comparability o f  programs has been established on the basis o f  the follow ing program 

criteria developed by the Secretary in consultation with the State o f  Alaska and the Tribal 

TA N F  eligible entities in Alaska:

The Alaska Department o f  Health and Social Serv ices and Tribal T A N F  eligible 

entities shall use the following standards to determine that comparability 

requirements are met in the state o f  Alaska:

(A) only families with at least one dependent child or a woman in the last 

trim ester o f  pregnancy are eligible for assistance,

(B) amounts for assistance provided to eligible families may not exceed the 

amounts specified under A S 47.27.025(b);

(C) to remain eligible for assistance, any minor parent o f  a dependent child 

must meet the requirements o f  AS 47.27.0 27;

(D) families receiving assistance must comply with the provisions o f  A S  

47.27.035(a) regarding participation in work activities,

(E) families receiving assistance must cooperate with the tribal TA N F 

program and the State o f Alaska Child Support Enforcement D iv ision (C SE D ) 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 TA N F program family. A  tribal TA N F 
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 a TA N F program for 

the period for which benefits are paid
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TERMS:
The Secretary retains the authority to amend the TANF program comparability criteria. 
Should any substantial changes in the federal or state welfare reform laws impact the 
state’s TANF program or the TANF programs of any of the Alaska Native Organizations, 
the state or any of the Alaska Native Organizations may submit amendments to the 
program comparability criteria. The Secretary shall consider such submissions in 
consultation with the state and the Alaska Native Organizations. All amendments to the 
program comparability criteria shall be made in writing and shall become effective after 
notice and opportunity for comment by the state and the Alaskan tribal entities.

C E R T IF IC A T IO N :
The State of Alaska and the following Alaska Native Organizations have been consulted 
by the Secretary to resolve the issue of comparability in the state of Alaska:

AJeutian/Pribilof Islands Association Copper River Native Association
Arctic Slope Native Association Kawerak, Inc.
Association of Village Council Presidents Kodiak Area Native Association
Bristol Bay Native Association Maniilaq Association
Central Council of Tlingit & Haida Tribes Metlakatla Indian Community
Chugachmiut Tanana Chiefs Conference
Cook Inlet Tribal Council

By signing this document, I, the President of the Central Council of Tlingit and Haida 
Indian Tribes of Alaska, certify that my employee(s): 1) participated in the consultation 
process; 2) reviewed the document; 3) understand each comparability criteria; and 4) 
understand that this document will be utilized upon approval of a Tribal TANF program.

F o r the A laska Native O rganization - Centra l C o u n c il o f T lin g it  &  Haida Ind ia n  

T r ib e s  o f  A laska :

/ / ■ ? ' ? £

nas, President Date

F o r the A lnska 'D cpa rtm cnt o f Health &  Socia l S e rv ice s:

 /

Karen Perdue, Commissioner Date

F o r the U .S . Department o f Health &  Human Se rv ice s, 

A d m in istra tio n  for C h ild ren  and Fam ilies:

— r . -----------------  - V — jSteve Henigson, Reglonar Administrator Date '



A S  47.27.020 W E L F A R E ,  S O C IA L  S E R V IC E S  &  IN S T IT U T IO N S

See. 47 .27.0 25 . Fam ily a ssista nce . [Sec effective date o f chapter note.)
(b) The amounts o f  assistance for basic living expenses may not exceed the following:

( 1 )  for a dependent child living with a nonneedy relative caretaker, S452 per month, 

plus $ 10 2  for each additional child;
(2) for a dependent child living with at least one needy parent or relative caretaker, 

$ 8 2 1  per month, plus $ 10 2  for each additional child and $ 10 2  for a second needy parent i f  

the second parent is  physically or mentally unable to perform gainful activity as defined by 

department regulation; or
(3) for a family consisting sole ly o f  an eligible pregnant woman, $ 5 14  per month.

Sec . 47 .27 .0 27 . A ssista n ce  to m in o rs. [Sec effective date o f chapter note.) (a) I f  

an applicant under A S  47.27.020 is not married, is  under the age o f  IS , and has not been 

previously emancipated under A S 09.55.590, the applicant must
( 1)  live in a home maintained by the applicant’ s  parent, legal guardian, or other adult 

relative, un less the applicant establishes that there is  good cause, as established by the 

department in regulation, to waive this requirement; i f  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 o f  the applicant’ s  family 

may be paid to the applicant’ s parent, legal guardian, or other adult relative, or i f  

applicable, to the adult head o f the adult-supervised, supportive living environment in 

w hich the applicant resides; and
(3) maintain attendance in a secondary schoo l 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 i f  a minor parent in the assistance unit fails, without good cause, 

to meet standards o f  adequate levels o f  school attendance, as defined in regulations o f  the 

department. The reduction under this subsection shall be achieved by disregarding the 

needs o f  the person who failed to meet the school attendance standards. The person’ s  

needs shall be disregarded until the minor parent complies. (A S 7 ch 107 S L A  1996)

Sec . 47 .27 .0 35 . Participation in w ork activ itie s. [See effective date o f chapter 

notc .J (a) An Alaska temporary assistance program participant shall, after the 

participant’s  family has received a cumulative total o f  24 months o f  assistance or sooner i f  

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 

serv ice s from the department under the Alaska temporary assistance program, unless the 

participant is  exempt from the work participation requirements under one or more o f  the 

exemptions set out in (b) - (d) o f  this section
(b) A parent or caretaker with a dependent child o f  up to 12 months o f  age may be . 

exempt from work participation requirements for up to 12  months, as established in the 

family se lf-sufficiency plan.
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(c) A parent or caretaker may be exempt from work participation requirements in the 
family self-sufficiency plan if

(1) the parent or caretaker is providing home care for a child who is experiencing a 
disability or a related, disabled person who requires 24-hour care;

(2) the parent or caretaker establishes an inability to participate for medical reasons 
supported by documentation from a physician or other licensed medical professional;

(3) the participation would impose an unreasonable hardship on the family; or
(4) there is a dependent child in the home that has not yet attained six years of age and 

the parent or caretaker demonstrates an inability to obtain needed child care because 
appropriate child care is not available.

(d) The department may not require a person to participate in work activities under (a) 
of this section

(1) if the person is the sole custodial parent for a child under six years of age unless the 
department agrees to pay for the costs of child care determined by the department to be 
necessary for the person’s participation; and

(2) unless the department agrees to pay for transportation expenses determined by the 
department to be necessary for the person’s participation in the activity.

Sec. 47.27.040. A ssignm ent o f  support r ig h ts ; cooperation w ith ch ild  support 

enforcem ent agency. [See effective date o f chapter note.]
(b) An Alaska temporary assistance program participant shall cooperate with the child 

support enforcement agency of the Department of Revenue in establishing paternity or 
establishing, modifying, or enforcing a child support order requiring the payment of 
support by the noncustodial parent for a dependent child for whom Alaska temporary 
assistance program assistance is received unless the participant establishes good cause for 
refusing to cooperate.
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/  P rom o te  self-sufficiency for families on pub lic assis tance, p a r t ic u la r ly  in 
ru ra l  A laska.
♦ Native organizations desire se lf-su ffic iency  for all Natives liv ing  in their legion

/  P rom o te  flexibility in des igning local a p p ro a ch e s  to ach iev ing self- 
sufficiency.
• Native organizations have a better urasp o f  regional socio-econom ic conditions, which 

allow s them to tailor serv ices based on the unique needs o f  local communities.

• Native organizations w ill be more su cce ss.u l in moving clients from welfare to work, 

therefore reducing caseload and expenditures

• Providing state funds w ill free up federal block grant moneys that can. be used for 
innovative welfare-to-work and se lf-su ffic iency efforts.

/  A ssu re th a t  both the S ta te  and  Regional p ro g ram s  a r e  m anaged  efficiently 
and  cost effectively.
• 1 ocal control and local presence puts Native organizations in the best p o sifo n  to 

administer the piogram

• Federal funds alone are insu ffic ient for operation for an Alaska Native Family Assistance 
Plan.

• Supplementing Alaska Native Family A ssistance Programs w ill help ensure effective 
serv ice delivery m odels for rural Alaska

• Native organizations can leverage existing programs they currently administer to support 
se lf-su ffic iency  goals o f  fam ilies (i e Nati\ e Employment W o ik s1. Education, 
Employment & Training funds. General A ssistance)

/  Regional Public A ssistance P ro g ram s  d iscou rage  d isp a r i ty  in benefits and 
services fo r A laskans living in the sam e com m un ity  o r  region. 

/  P rom o tes  ru ra l se lf-governance , s up p o r ts  com m un ity  ow ne rsh ip  and  
p a r tn e rsh ip s , and  g u a ra n te e s  equ itab le  serv ice delivery in ru ra l  A laska.

Developed by the Department of flea 111) and Social Services 01/02/09



CS SB 80 State Grants to Alaska NFAP

Native Organization sends Letter of Intent to the 

Department with a proposed plan 6 months before 

proposed effective date of plan1

If plan meets requirement, Native 

Organization is eligible for State Grant to 

serve Native members

+
Plan submitted to 

Federal Government

I
Federal Approval!

Native Organization m a y  make a 

supplemental submission to the Department 

to resolve any deficiencies ____

Department reviews plan to identify 

service boundaries and other 

important elements*.

Flow Chart by DHSS First Legislative Session: 1999



Sum m ary o f Issu e s Relating to the Leg isla tion  on 

G ra n ts fo r  A laska Native Fam ily A ssista n ce  Program s

Governor’s Bill: “An Act relating to contracts for tJie 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 A N D  INTENT:

Section 1 (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 Stale’s best interests to promote regional responsibility for the design of the state services.
Section 1 (b):
• Provide certain appropriations to the Native organizations assuming responsibility.
• State plans may be approved, may be administered uniformly in the region for all recipients.

T H E  L E G IS L A T IO N  . . .

• allows the state to grant Native organizations that operate Alaska Native Family Assistance Programs.

• is supported 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,

T H E  N A T IV E  O R G A N IZA T IO N S . . .

• have local control and local presence.
• a c in great position with years o f 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.

• desire self-sufficiency for all Natives.

• know local economy and characteristics o f Native people.

• held lengthy consultation period with DHSS 011 these very' issues.

A F T E R  E F F E C T S  if  legislation is not passed.. .

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

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

efforts.

• Requires greater elfort on part o f state to guarantee equitable service delivery.

Developed by the Department of Health and Social Services 03/02/99



deem s necessary to produce sta tis tica lly  valid e s ti­
m ates of th e  perform ance of S ta te  program s funded 
u r  ler th is po rt. The Secre tary  may develop ai 
m en t procedures for verifying th e quality  
subm itted  by th e  S ta te s .

"(2) Report on use of federal funds to cover adminis­
trative COSTS AND OVERHEAD.—The repo rt required by p a ra ­
g raph  (1) for a  fiscal q u a r te r  sha ll include a s ta tem en t of 
th e percen tage of th e  funds paid to the S ta te  under th is  p a rt 
for th e  q u a rte r  th a t  are  used to cover adm in istra tiv e  costs 
or overhead.

"(3) Report on state expenditures on programs for 
needy  FAMILIES.—The repo rt required by p a ra g ra p h  (1) for 
a  fiscal q u a rte r  shall include a  s ta tem en t o f th e  to ta l am oun t 
expended by th e  S ta te  du ring  the q u a rte r on program s for 
needy fam ilies.

"(4) Report on noncustodial parents participating in 
work activities .—The repo rt required by parag raph  (1) for 
a  fiscal q u a rte r  sha ll include th e  num ber of noncustodial 
p a ren ts  in th e  S ta te  who partic ip a ted  in work activ ities (as 

lief', d  defined in section 407(d)) du ring  th e  quarte r.
“(5) Report on transitional services .—The report 

requ ired  by parag raph  (1) for a fiscal q u a rte r  shall include 
th e to ta l am oun t expended by th e  S ta te  du ring  the q u a rte r  
to provide tran sitio na l services to a fam ily th a t h a s  ceased 
to receive assistance under th is p a r t because of employment, 
along w ith  a  description of such services.

“(G) Regulations.—The S ecre tary  sha ll prescribe such 
regulations as may be necessary to define th e  da ta  elem ents 
w ith  respect to which reports a re  requ ired by th is subsection, 
"(b) Annual Reports to th e  Congress by the S ecretary .— 

Not la te r th an  6 m onths a fte r th e  end of fiscal year 1997, and 
each fiscal y ea r th ereafte r, th e  S ecretary shall tran sm it to the 
Congress a  repo rt describing—

“(1) w hether th e  S ta te s  a re  m eeting—
"(A) th e  partic ipation ra te s  described in section

* > * * .  407% * objecliveBof_

"(i) increasing employm ent and earn ings of needy 
fam ilies, and  child suppo rt collections; and

"(ii) decreasing out-of-wedlock pregnancies and 
child poverty;

"(2) th e  demographic and  financia l characteristics o f fam i­
lies apply ing for assistance, fam ilies receiving assistance, and 
fam ilies th a t become ineligible to receive assistance;

"(3) th e  charac teris tics of each S ta te  program  funded under 
th is p a rt; and

(4) th e  trends in em ploym ent and earn ings of needy fam i­
lies w ith  m ino r children living a t  home.

“SEC. 412. DIRECT FUNDING AND ADMINISTRATION BY INDIAN TRIBES.
“(a) Giu n ts  for Indian Tribes —

"(1) Tribal family assistance grant.—
“(A) In general .—For each o f fiscal years 1997, 1998, 

1999, 2000, 2001, and  2002, th e  Secretary shall pay to 
each Indian trib e th a t h as an approv I triba l fam ily ass is t­
ance plan a trib a l fam ily assis tance g ran t for the fiscal

Liu STAT. PUBLIC  LA W  104-193— AUG . 22, 1996

imple- 
of da ta
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yea r in an am ount equal to  th e  am oun t determ ined under 
Bubparagraph (B), and shall reduce the g ran t payable under 
section 403(a)(1) to any S ta te  in which lies th e  service 
a rea  or a rea s of th e Ind ian trib e by th a t portion of th e 
am oun t so determ ined th a t is a ttrib u tab le  to expend itu res 
by the S ta te .

“(B) Amount determ ined .—
“(i) In general .—The am oun t determ ined under 

th is  subparag raph is an am ount equal to  th e  to tal 
am oun t of the Federal payments to a S ta te  or S ta tes 
under Bection 403 (aB in  effect du ring  such fiscal year) 
for fiscal y ea r 1994 a ttrib u tab le  to expend itu res (o ther 
th an  child care expenditures) by the S ta te  or S ta tes 
under p a rts  A ana F (as so in effect) for fiscal year 
1994 for Ind ian fam ilies resid ing in  th e  service a rea 
or a reas identified by th e  Indian tribe p u rsu an t to 
subsection (b)(1)(C) of th is  section.

"(ii) Use  of state submitted data.—
“(I) In GENERAL.—The Secre tary  sha ll use 

S ta te  subm itted  d a ta  to m ake each determ ination 
under clause (i).

"(II) D isagreement with determination .— 
If  an Ind ian trib e or trib a l organization disagrees 
w ith S ta te  subm itted d a ta  described under sub- 
clause (I), th e  Ind ian tribe or trib a l organization 
m ay subm it to th e  Secretary  such additional 
inform ation bb m ay be re levan t to m aking the 
determ ination under clause (i) and th e  Secretary 
m ay consider such inform ation before m aking such 
determ ination .

“(2) Grants for Indian tribes that received
jobs funds .—

"(A) In general .—The Secretary shall pay to each 
eligible Ind ian trib e for each of fiscal years 1997, 1998, 
1999, 2000, 2001, and 2002 a g ran t in an am oun t equal 
to th e  am ount received by th e Ind ian  trib e in fiscal year 
1994 under section 482(i) (as in  effect during fiscal 
y ea r 1994).

“(B) E ligible Indian tribe .—For purposes o f subpara ­
graph (A), th e  term  ‘eligible Ind ian  tribe’ m eans an Ind ian 
trib e or A laska N ative organization th a t conducted a job 
opportun ities and  basic skills tra in ing  program  in fiscal 
y ea r 1995 under Bection 482(i) (as in effect du ring  fiscal 
y ea r 1995).

“(C) U se  o f  g r a n t .—Each Indian tribe to which a 
g ra n t >b m ade u n d e r th is  p a rag raph  shall ise th e  g ran t 
for th e  purpose of operating a program  to m ake work 
activ ities availab le to  m embers of the Indian tribe.

“(D) Appropr iation—Out of any money in  th e  T rea s­
u ry  o f th e  U nited S ta te s no t otherw ise appropria ted , th e re  
a re  app ropria ted $7,638,474 for each fiscal y ea r specified 
in  subparag raph  (A) for g ran ts under subparag raph  (A). 

‘(b) 3-Year Tribal Family Assistance Plan .—
“(1) In  general.—Any  Indian trib e th a t deaireB to  receive 

a trib a l fam ily assistance g ran t shall subm it to th e  S ecre ta iy  
a 3-year tr ib a l fam ily assistance p lan th a t—

P  f r p t / T *
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“(A) outlines the Ind ian  trib e 's approach to providing 
w elfare-related services for th e  3-year period, consisten t 
w ith th is section;

“(B) specifies w he th e r th e  welfare-reluted services p ro ­
vided under th e plan will be provided by the L’d ian  tribe 
o r th rough agreem ents, con tracts, or compact with in te r­
tr ib a l consortia, S ta tes , o r o th e r en tities ;

“(C) identifies th e  popu lation and service a re a  or a reas 
to be served by such plan;

"(D) provides th a t a fam ily receiving assis tance under 
th e  plan may no t receive duplicative assistance from o ther 
S ta te  or trib a l program s funded under th is  p art;

“(E) identifies th e  em ploym ent opportunities in o r nea r 
th e  service a rea or a re a s  of the Ind ian trib e  and th e  m anne r 
in which the Ind ian trib e w ill cooperate and partic ipa te  
in enhancing such opportun ities for recip ients of assis tance 
unde r th e  p lan consisten t w ith  any applicable S ta te  s ta n d ­
ards; and

“(F) applies th e  fiscal accountability provisions of sec­
tion 5(0(1) of the Ind ian  Self-D eterm ination and Education 
A ssistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450c(f)(l)), re la ting  to th e  subm is­
sion of a single-agency au d it repo rt requ ired by chap te r 
75 of title  31, United S ta te s  Code.
“(2) Approval.—The S ecre ta ry  sha ll approve each tr ib a l 

fam ily assistance plan subm itted  in accordance w ith p a rag raph
(1).

“(3) Consortium of tr ibes .—Nothing in th is section shall 
preclude th e development and subm ission of a single trib a l 
fam ily assistance plan by th e  pa rtic ip a ting  Ind ian  tr ib es of 
an in te rtrib a l consortium .
“(c) Minimum Work Participation Requirements and T ime 

L im its.—The Secretary , w ith  the partic ipation  of Indian tribes, 
Bhall estab lish  for each Indian trib e receiving a g ran t under th is 
Bection m inimum  work partic ipa tion requ irem ents, app rop ria te  tim e 
lim its for rece ip t of w elfare-related services under th e  g ran t, and 
penalties aga in st indiv iduals—

"(1) coneisten t w ith the purposes of th is section;
“(2) consisten t w ith th e  economic conditions and resources 

available to  each tribe; and
“(3) s im ila r to comparable provisions in  section 407(e).

“(d) E mergency Assistance .—Noth ing in th is  section shall 
preclude an Ind ian  tribe from seeking emergency assistance from 
any Federal loan program  or em ergency fund.

"(e) Accountability .—Noth ing in  th is  section shall be con­
strued  to lim it th e  ability of th e  S ec re ta ry  to m a in ta in  program  
funding accountability consisten t w ith—

“(1) genera lly accepted accounting principles; and 
“(2) th e requirem ents of the Ind ian  Self-D eterm ination and 

Education A ssistance Act (25 U .S.C. 450 e t seq.).
“(0  P enalties .—

“(1) Subsections (a)(1), (a)(6), and  (b) o f section 409, shall 
apply to an  Ind ian  trib e  w ith  an  approved tr ib a l a ssis tance 
plan in th e  sam e m anner as such subsections apply to a  S ta te .

“(2) Section 409(a)(3) Bhall apply to an Indian trib e w ith 
an  approved trib a l assistance p lan by sub s titu ting  ‘m eet m in i­
mum  work partic ipation requ irem en ts estab lished under section 
412(c)’ for ‘comply w ith section 407(a)’.
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“(g) Data Collection and Refortino .—Section 411 Bhall 
apply to  an  Ind ian  trib e  w ith  an approved trib a l fam ily assistance 
plan.“(h) S pecial Rule for  Indian Tribes in  Alaska .—

“(1) In GENERAL.—Notw ith standing any o ther provision of 
th is section, and except aB provided in p arag raph  (2), an  Ind ian  
trib e  in  th e  S ta te  of A laska th a t  receives a trib a l fam ily a ss is t­
ance g ran t un de r th is  section sha ll ubc th e g ran t to op e ra te , 
a program  in accordance w ith requ irem ents comparable to th e  ( 
requ irem en ts applicable to th e  program  of th e  S la te  o f A laska 
funded unde r th is  p a r t. Comparab ility of program s Bhall be 
estab lished on th e  basis o f program  crite ria  developed by th e  
S ecre tary  in consu lta tion w ith  th e  S ta te  of A laska and such 
Ind ian  tribes.“(2) Waiver .—An Ind ian  trib e described in p a rag raph  (1)

_may apply to  th e  app ropria te S ta te  au tho rity  to receive a waiver 
of the requ irem en t o f p arag raph  (1).

“SEC. 413. RESEARCH, EVALUATIONS, AND NATIONAL 8TUDIE8. 42 USC 613.
“(a) Research .—The Secretary shall conduct research on the 

benefits, effects, and  costs o f operating different S ta te  program s 
funded under th is p a r t, including tim e lim its re la ting  to eligibility 
for assistance. The research shall include stud ies on the effects 
of d ifferen t p rog ram s and  th e  operation of such program s on welfare 
dependency, illegitim acy, teen pregnancy, employment ra te s , child 
well-being, and any o the r a rea  th e  Secre tary  deemB appropria te .
The S ecre tary  sha ll alno conduct research on th e  costs an a  benefits 
of S ta te  activ ities under section 409.

“(b) Development and Evaluation o f Innovative 
Approaches To  Reducing W elfare Dependency and Increasing
Child W ell-Being .—

“(1) In GENERAL.—The Secre tary  may ass is t S ta te s in devel­
oping, and  Bhall evaluate , innovative approaches for reducing 
welfare dependency and increasing th e  well-being of m inor 
children living a t  home w ith  respect to  recipients of assistance 
under program s funded under th is part. The Secretary may 
provide funds for tra in ing  and technical assistance to carry 
o u t th e  approaches developed p u rsu an t to th is  paragraph .

“(2) Evaluations.—In perform ing the evaluations under
fm ragraph (1), th e  Secretary shall, to th e  maximum  exten t 
eaaible, u se random  assignm en t as an evaluation methodology.

“(c) Dissemination of Information—The Secretary shall 
develop innovative methods of dissem inating information on any 
research , evaluations, anil s tud ies conducted under th is section, 
including th e  facilitation o f th e sharing  of information and best 
practices am ong S ta te s  and localities th rough the use of computers
and o the r technologies.

“(d) Annual Ranking of States and Review  of Most and
Least S uccessful Work Programs.—

"(1) Annual ranking of states.—The Secretary shall rank  
annua lly  th e  S ta te s  to which gran ts are paid under section 
403 in  th e  o rder of th e ir  success in placing recipients of a ss is t­
ance under th e  S ta te  program  funded under th is p a r t in to 
long-term  privato sector jobs, reducing the overall welfare case­
load, i nd , when a  practicable method for calculating thiB 
inform ation becomes availablo, diverting individuals from for- 
mnllv nnnlvinp to th e S ta te  program  and receiving assistance.



Opportun ity Reconciliation Act of 1996) shall no t apply 
w itn  respect to th e  S ta te  before th e expiration (determ ined 
w ithout regard to any extensions) of the waiver to the 
ex ten t th e  am endm ents m ade by th e  Personal Responsibil­
ity  and Work O pportun ity Reconciliation Act of 1996 are 
inconsisten t w ith  th e  waiver.

"(B) N o EFFECT ON NEW work REQUIREMENTS.—Not­
w ith s tand ing  subparag raph  (A), a w aiver g ran ted  under 
section 1115 or otherw ise whicn re la tes to the provision 
of assistance under a S ta te  program  funded under th is 
p a r t (as in effect on Septem ber 30, 1996) shall no t affect 
th e  applicability o f section 407 to  th e  S ta te .

“(b) State Option  To Terminate Waiver .—
"(1) In GENERAL.—A S ta te  m ay te rm ina te  a w aiver 

described in subsection (a) before th e  expiration of th e  waiver.
“(2) Report .—A S ta te  which te rm ina tes a v'aive.r under 

parag raph  (1) shall subm it a repo rt to th e S ecretary sum m ariz­
ing the w aiver and any available inform ation concerning th e  
re su lt or effect o f the waiver.

“(3) H old harmless provision .—
"(A) In  GENERAL—N otw ith stand ing any o ther provi­

sion of law , a S ta te  th a t, no t la te r  th an  th e  da te  described 
in  subparag raph  (B) of th ie parag raph , subm its a w ritten  
request to te rm ina te  a w aiver described in subsection (a) 
sha ll be held harm less for accrued cost n eu tra lity  liabilities 
incurred under th e  waiver.

“(B) Date described .—The da te  described in  th is  
subparag raph  is 90 days following the ad jou rnm en t of the 
firs t regu la r session of the S ta te  leg isla tu re th a t begins 
a fte r the date of the enac tm en t of th e  Personal Responsibil­
ity  and W ork O pportun ity Reconciliation Act of 1996.

“(c) S ecretarial Encouragement of Current Waivers.— 
The Secretary shall encourage any S ta te  opera ting a  w aiver 
described in  subsection (a) to continue th e  waiver and to evaluate , 
using random  sam pling and o ther charac teristics of accepted sci­
entific evaluations, th e  resu lt or effect of th e waiver.

"(d) Continuation of  Individual Waivers.—A S ta te  m ay elect 
to continue 1 or more individual waivers described in sub ­
section (a).

use 616. "SEC. 416. ADMINISTRATION.
“The program s under th is pa i and p a r t D sha ll be adm in istered 

by an A ssistan t Secre tary  for Fam ily Support w ith in the D epart­
m en t of H ealth  and H um an Services, who shall be appointed by 
th e P residen t, by and w ith  th e advice and consent of tne Senate , 
and who sha ll be in  add ition to  any o th e r A ssis tan t Secretary 
o f H ealth  and Hum en Services provided for by law, and th e  Sec­
re ta ry  shall reduce th e  Federal workforce w itn in  th e  D epartm en t 
of H ea lth  and Hum an Services by an  am oun t equal to the Bum 
o f 75 percen t of th e  full-tim e equ ivalen t positions a t  such D epart­
m en t th a t re la te  to any d irect spending program , o r any program  
funded th rough d iscretionary spending, th a t h as bean converted 
in to  a block g ran t program  under th e  P e rsona l Responsibility and 
W ork O pportunity Act of 1996 and th e  am endm en ts m ade by such 
Act, and  by an am ount equal to 75 percen t of th a t portion of 
th e  to ta l full-time equivalent departm en ta l m anagem en t positions 
a t such D epartm ent th a t bears th e sam e re la tion sh ip  to th e  am ount
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appropriated for any d irect spending program , or nny program  
funded th rough d iscre tionary spending, th a t has been converted 
in to a block g ran t program  under the Personal Responsibility and 
Work O pportun ity  Act of 1996 and th e am endm ents m ade by such 
Act, as such am oun t re la tes to the to tal am oun t appropria ted for 
use by such D epartm ent, and , no tw ith stand ing any o ther provision 
of law, th e  Secre tary  Bhall tak e  Ruch actions as may be necessary, 
including reductions in force actions, consisten t w ith sections 3502 
and 3595 c f ti t le  5, U nited S ta te s Code, to reduce the full-time 
equ ivalen t positions w ith in the D epartm ent of H ealth  and Hum an 
Services by 245 full-time equ ivalen t positions re la ted to the program  
converted in to a block g ran t under th e am endm ent m ade by section 
2103 of th e Personal Responsibility and Work O pportun ity Act 
of 1996, and by 60 full-time equivalent m anagerial positions in 
the D epartm ent.
“SEC. 417. LIM11 VTION ON FEDERAL AUTHORITY. 42 USC 617.

“No officer o r employee of the Federal G overnm ent may regu la te 
the conduct of S ta te s under th is  p a r t or enforce any pro­
vision of th is p a r t, except to the ex ten t expressly provi led in th is 
p a r t.”; and

(2) by in se rting  a fte r such section 418 the following:
"SEC. 410. DEFINITIONS. 42 USC 619.

“As used in th is  part:
“(1) Adult .—The term  ‘adu lt’ m eans an  individual who 

is no t a m inor child.
“(2) M inor child .—The term  ‘m inor child’ m eans an 

individual who—
“(A) h a s  no t a tta in ed  18 years of age; or 
“(B) has no t a tta ined  19 years of age and is a full­

tim e s tu den t in  a secondary school (or in th e  equ ivalen t 
level of vocational o r technical tra in ing ).
"(3) F iscal year.—The term  "iscal y ea r’ m eans any 12- 

month period ending on Septem ber 30 of a ca lendar year.
“(4) Indian , Indian tribe , and tribal organization .—

"(A) In general .—Except as provided in subparag raph  
(B), th e  te rm s ‘Ind ian ’, ‘Ind ian tn b e \  and ‘tribal organiza­
tion ’ have th e m eaning given such term s by section 4 
of th e  Ind ian  Self-D eterm ination and Education Assistance 
Act (25 U.S.C. 450b).

”(B) S pecial rule for Indian tribes in alaska.—
The term  ’Ind ian trib e ’ m eans, w ith respect to th e S ta te  
o f A laska, only th e  M etlakatla Indian Community o f th e  
A nnette Islands Reserve and the following A laska Native 
regional nonprofit corporations:

“(i) Arctic Slope N ative Association.
"(ii) K awerak, Inc.
“(iii) M aniilaq Association.
”(iv) Association of Village Council P residents.
"(v) T anan a Chiefs Conference.
“(vi) Cook In le t T ribal Council.
“(vii) Bristol Bay Native Association.
"(viii) A leutian and Pribilof Island Association.
"(ix) Chugachmuit.
"(x) T lingit H aida Control Council.
“(xi) Kodiak A rea Native Association.
“(xii) Copper River N ative Association.
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Alaska Native Organization Contacts - Welfare Reform
R e g io n a l N o n -P ro fit s  /  M etla ka tla

Karen Gonnc’-Harrell. Family Services Supervisor 
AleutianVPribilof Islands Association
401 E. Fireweed Lane, Suite 201 
Anchorage, Alaska 99503-2111 
Ph (907)276-2700 Ext. 10 9 /F A X : (907)279-4351 
E-mail: apiacmsv(frjptiaiaska.nct

Colleen Akpik-Lemen. Social Services Director 
Arctic Slope Native Association 
P O 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 o f Employment & Training 
Central Council: Tlingit/!la ida Indian Tribes
320 West Willoughby 
Juneau. Alaska 99801
Ph (907)586-1432 /F A X : (907)586-8970 
E-mail sharon dccthtest ptialaska.net

Rose E llis. Director o f Employment & Training 
Chugachmiut
4201 Tudor Centre. Suite 210 
Anchorage. Alaska 99508 
Ph (907)562-4155/F A X  (907)563-2891 
E-mail rose «,chugachmiut com

D A V i d ■ Planner 
Cook Inlet Tribal Council
670 W Fireweed Lane 
Anchorage, Alaska 99503-2578 
Ph (907)265-5958 / FAX (90^)265-5996 
E-mail: dthundcrcaglc a  citci com

Ten Nutter. Educ., Comm. Dev. & Child Care 
Copper River Native Association 
Drawer H
Copper Center. Alaska 99573
Ph: (907)822-5241/F A X : (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/F A X : (907)486-9898 
E-mail brendascaptialaskanet

Barbara Janitschcck. Vice Pres ofTraditional Services
Maniilaq 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 
Maniilaq 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 o f Employment. Training and Child 
Care Development 
Metlakatla Indian Community 
P O Box 8
Metlakatla. Alaska 99926 
Ph (907)886-5872 / FAX (907)886-4469 
E-mail ccamtlk@ptialaska net

Don Shirccl. Director o f 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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ALASKA FEDERATION OF N AT IVES , IN C .

TITLE:

19°8 ANNCAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION NO. 98-36

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

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

WHEREAS: 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,

WHEREAS:| 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 f’ind 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.i

SUBMITTED BY: Bristol Bay Native Association

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: DO PASS

CONVENTxu-N ACTION. PASSED



W E L F A R E  R E F O R M

1997 was a productive year for addressing many o f  the important issu e s involved with the 

implementation o f  welfare reform in Alaska. At the federal level, the technical 

amendments to the Federal legislation helped to remove barriers to implementation o f  the 

? in rural Alaska. At the State level, representatives from the regional Native non-profit 
corporations and the Alaska Department o f  Health and Social Serv ices held jo int meetings 

throughout the year to identify issu e s o f  concern and design a model tribal Temporary 

Assistance to Needy Families (TA N F) plan.

The good news is  that all parties seem to agree on he fundamental principles underlying 
welfare reform. The regional non-profits strongly sm port the notion o f  moving tribal 

members from welfare to work. For decades, the w elrare system has had a devastating 

impact on the Native community resulting in an unhealthy dependency by tribal members 

in the State for econom ic survival. A ssist ing  tribal members to become se lf  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. W e would especially like to thank Deputy Com m issioner Jay Livey 

and other D H SS sta ff for their dedication in addressing some o f  the more difficult issues 

involved with welfare re form.

In I f  >8, the State contracted with Tanana C h iefs Conference (T C C ) 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 A ssistance Partnership (ASAP) 

Program. T h is  is  a two year demonstration project betwee i the state D ivision o f  Public 

A ssistance and T C C .

A s 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 su cce ss 

in rural Alaska. Regional non-profits acro ss the state are ready and w illing to operate a 

tribal TA N F in their region provided that the State is  w illing to enter into an agreement as 

a full partner

While a great deal o f  progress has been made, there are still major areas o f  concern that 

need to be addressed in order to move forward with welfare reform

W E L F A R E  R E F O R M  R E C O M M E N D A T IO N S  1999 S T A T E  L E G IS L A T IV E

P A C K E T

The Alaska Federation o f  Natives (AFN) is  making the following recommendations:

1 We urge the Alaska legislature to appropriate matching funds for tribal TA N F 

programs Federal law authorizes the 12  Native regional non-profits and Metlakatla to 

operate tribal T A N F  programs. We feel that proposed legislation submitted by

1



Com m issioner 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 successfu l. We also feel that 

cooperative welfare reform efforts between regional Native non-profits and the State will 

net only benefit clients but the State o f  Alaska as well.

2. Earmark funds to develop comprehensive welfare to work serv ices based on the “ One 

Stop Shop” developed for the urban centers in Alaska. These serv ices 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 su cce ss. One possible source o f  funds for this program might be the 

welfare reform savings the State is  realizing already. A s part o f  this partnership, the State 

should contract with Native non-profits to provide rural employment services.

3. Many long-term recipients w ill need training, education, employment, ongoing support 

and other vital serv ices to help them make a successfu l 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 ATA P clients. Native organizations 

currently receive State-funded Case Management grants to provide supportive services 

leading to direct employment. T h is program supports short-term training as opposed to 

long-term training Despite the availability o f  funds, the funding level is  insufficient to 

support clients that require an array o f  services that would meet their short-term training 

education, employment and training needs. Regional non-profits are requesting adequate 

funding and support serv ices (such as childcare, transportation) to assist clients in 

transition from dependency to employment.

4. Under the Welfare Reform, Alaska Temporary Assistance Program (A TA P) clients are 

limited to 60-months o f  A TA P  benefits. C lients who live in communities meeting the 5 0 %  

n r  m o r e  o f  t h e  a d u l t  p o p u l a t i o n  n o t  e m p l o y e d  criteria, are exempt from the 60-month time 

limit. Many o f  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 D ivision o f  Public A ssistance. There is  

an annual deadline o f  December I ’1 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 

D ivision should provide this reconsideration process throughout the lifetime o f  the 

Tempora.y A ssistance program without specific deadlines



5. The State needs to request the Federal Government to provide a formal waiver for the 
State Welfare to Work (W tW ) 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 W tW , but there is  no formal waiver,

6. The Alaska Human Resources Investment Council needs to coordinate with the 

regional non-profit to address the issu e s o f  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, sim ilar to how A TA P 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 o f  th is type o f  commitment and partnership is  the Unalakleet Fish Plant. The 

IR A , Native Corporation, and city worked with Kawerak, D C R A , Norton Sound 

Econom ic Development Corporation, Alaika Village Initiatives, and the Indian HUD 

C D B G  program to plan and finance the construction o f  the facility. Once it is  in 

operation, it w ill employ an estimated 63 people during fishing and around seven 

individuals year round. T h is facility will also help to support the 250 commercial 

fishermen and their 250 - 400 crewmen. I f  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 D C R A  and other 

appropriate state agencies to develop a process for econom ic development in rural Alaska.

8. Increase federal and state econom ic development and loan programs for rural Alaska 

We also recommend that a process be developed to make it easier to access these funds.

P L E A S E  R E F E R  T O  E N C L O S E D  A FN  R E S O L U T IO N  98-36
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SB 80
"A n Ac l relating to contracts for lire provision o f 
state public assistance to certain recipients i the 
stale; provid ing for regional public assistance plans 
and programs in the state; relating to grants for 
A'aska triba l fam ily assistance programs; and 
provid ing for an effective date.”

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

Zero fiscal note published today from Department o f Health and 
Sociul Services.

Governor’s transm itta l Icder dated February IK 

Dear President Pearce;

The b ill I transmit today continues Alaska's effo rts to implement 
effective and responsible welfare reform , particu la rly in rural areas 
This b ill 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 b ill the Department 
ol Health and Social Services (DHSS) w ill be able to award grants 
to regional Nat.ve organizations operating triba l fam ily iissislat c 

plans that d iffe r from the Alaska Temporary Assistance Program plan 
because they are designed to meet regional circumstances.

The federal Personal Responsibility and W ork Opportun ity 
Reconciliation Act o f 1996 provided that specifica lly named Alaska 
Native organizations could propose to operate tribal temporary 
assistance plans, independent o f the state plan, to serve the Alaska 
Native and Indian populations w ithin a specific geographic I region 
A state- and federally-approved triba l fam ily assistance plan w ill 
receive, directly from the tcdcral government, a portion o f Alaska’s 
allocation o f the Temporary Assistance fo r Needy Families block
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SB 80
grant money The federal money, however, is only about ha lf o f the 
money that has his to rica lly been appropriated to serve ibis 
population, This b ill establishes clear statutory standards under which 
the state would provide grants to Alaska Native organizations w ith 
federally-approved triba l plans that d iffe r from the state's plan.

As of O c lob -r I, 1998, Tanana C h ie fs Conference, Inc (TCC ) 
received approval Irom flic federal government to operate its own 
tribal temporary assistance program fo r needy families. The D IISS 
developed a plan w ith TCC to serve tribal program recipients. Under 
current state law. however, the program must be identical to the 
'•tales temporary assistance program. As a consequence, the stale 
loses the opportunity to shape regional programs to meet regional 
conditions This b ill w ill make it possible fu r regional programs to 
be designed to specifica lly address local circumstances.

Regional tribal plans arc expected to Ik  custom designed to n c c l f ie  
economic conditions and needs of the region. This b ill also would 
allow the DHSS to adopt a regional plan fo r lion-triba l members i f 
such a plan appears more suitable to address regional conditions. 
Therefore, program standards under a regional plan could d iffe r from 
some otherwise generally applicable standards < f the state's plan, hut 
would always contain specifica lly iden tified program elements.

Th is b ill w ill contribute to making our public assistance programs 
more d ic e d vc by considering regional conditions in plan 
developments. I mge your support o l ibis measure

S iticcrclv,
h  I

Tony Knowles 
Governor

SB 81
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BY R I-yU E S r OF THE GOVERNOR , entitled;



DEPT. OF HEALTH AND SOCIAL SERVICES

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER

PO BOX 110601 JUNEAU, ALASKA 99811-0601 PHONE 1907) -165-3030 FAX (907) -165-3068

T O N Y  K N O W L E S ,  G O V E R N O R

February 24. 1999

I lonorable Andrew I lalero, Co-Chairman 

House Community and Regional 

A ffa irs Committee 

Room 4 18  Capitol 

Juneau. A K  9 9 8 0 1- 118 2

Dear Representative 1 lalero.

I he Department ol I lealth and Socia l Sen  ices respectful l\ requests a hearing in the I louse 

Community and Regional A ffa irs Committee on House B ill 98 "An Act 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 slate: relating to grants for. Uaska tribal family 
assistance programs: and providing for an effective date. "

I he b ill was introduced by the Ru les Committee at the request o f  Governor Know les. A zero 

fisca l note was attached at the time o f  introduction.

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

Ulmer A . Lindstrom

Special A ssistant to the Com m issioner

ee: 'J im  Nordlund. Director

D iv ision  o f Public A? istance 

Put Pourchot. I.egislati Director 

O ffice  o f  the Governor

Sincerelv .
O

(W-F38LH



Objectives in Developing HB 98 o r SB 80

/  P rom o te  self-sufficiency fo r families on public ass is tance , p a r t icu la  rly in 
ru ra l A laska.
• Native organizations desire se lf-su ffic iency for all Tribal members.

/  P rom o te  flexibility i r  designing local a p p ro a ch e s  to ach iev ing  self-
sufficiency.
• Native organizations h; ve a better grasp o f  regional socio-econom ic conditions, which 

a llow s them to tailor serv ices based on the unique needs o f  local communities.

• Alaska Native organizations w ill be more su cce ssfu l in moving c lients from welfare to 
work, therefore reducing caseload and expenditures

• Providing stale funds w ill free up federal block grant moneys that can be used for 
innovative welfare-to-work and se lf-su ffic iency efforts

/  A ssu re  th a t  bo th the S ta te and  Regional p ro g ram s a r e  m anaged  efficiently 
and  cost effectively.
• Local control and local presence puts Tribes in the best position to administer the 

program

• Federal funds alone are insufficient for operation for a TFAP.

• Supplementing Tribal Family Assistance Programs will help ensure effective se r\ice  
deli'.e iy models tor rural Waska

• T rib e s can leverage existing programs they currently administer to support self- 

su tfic iency goals o f  ra iv lie s (i e Name Employment W ork s'. Education. Employment cv 
Training funds. General A ssistance)

/  Regional Pub lic  Assistance P rog ram s d iscou rage d isp a r i ty  in benefits and  
serv ices for A laskans living in the sam e com m un ity  o r  region.

/  P rom o tes ru r a l  self-governance, suppo r ts  com m un ity  ow ne rsh ip  and 
p a r tn e rsh ip s , and  gua ran te e s  equ itab le  service de livery  in ru ra l  A laska.



Sum m ary o f Issu e s Relating to the Leg isla tion  on 

G ra n ts for Alaska T r ib a l Fam ily A ssista n ce  Program s

Governo r's B ill "A n Aci relating to contracts for the provision o f 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 provid ing for an effective date."

FINDINGS AND INTENT:
Section I (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 o f the state serv ices.
Section I (b):
• Provide certain appropriations to the Native organizations assuming responsibility.
• Stale plans may be approv ed, may be administered uniform ly in the region for all recipients.

THE LEG ISLATION ...
• allows the state to grant Tribal Organizations that operate Tribal Family Assistance Programs (TFAP)

• is supported 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.

• are m. ereat p<-*-stt«- 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

• will 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.. .
• 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 serv ice delivery.



SB 80 and HB 98 State Grants to Alaska TFAP

Native Organization sends Letter of Intent to the 

Department with a proposed plan 8 months before 

proposed effective date of plan1

Department reviews plan to identify 

service boundaries and other 

important elements*.

I

Plan sucmittea to

r -rderal Government

Flow Chart by DHSS First Legislative Session: 1999



T o n * K now  i kn
GOVERNOR

February 18. 1998

The Honorable Brian Porter 
Speaker of the 1 louse 
Alaska State Legislature 
State Capitol 
Juneau. AK 99801-1182

Dear Speakt^Porter:

The bill I 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 S e r ice s  (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 o f Alaska’s allocation of the Temporary Assistance for Needy 
Families block grant 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' 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 o f October 1. 1998. Tanana Chiefs Conference. Inc. (TCC) received approval from 
the federal government to operate its ow n tribal temporary assistance program for needy 
families. The DHSS developed a plan with TCC to serve tribal program recipients.

V  *

S t a t e  o f  A l a s k a

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR 

.IL’NEALT

I ' b ' r -
PO Bo* 110001 

Juneau AiasKa 99811.OCOi 
(9071 465*3500 

Fax (907) 465-3532



T h e  H onorable Brian Porter 

February 18 .  1999  

Page 2

U nder current state law, how ever, the program m ust be identica l to the state's temporary 

a ssista n ce  program. A s a consequence , the state lo se s the opportunity to shape regional 

program s to meet regional co n d it io n s. T h is  b ill w il l make it p o ssib le  for regional 

program s to be designed to sp e c if ic a lly  address loca l c ircu m sta nces.

R eg iona l tribal p lans are expected to be custom  designed  to meet the econom ic co n d it io n s 

and needs o f  the region. T h is  b ill a lso  would a llow  the D H S S  to adopt a regional plan for 

non-tribal m em bers i f  su ch  a plan appears more su itable to address regional co n d it io n s. 

T h ere fo re , program standards under a regional plan cou ld  d iffe r from  som e o the rw ise  

genera lly  applicable standards o f  the state's plan, but w ould  a lw ays contain sp e c if ic a lly  

identified  program elem ents.

T h is  b ill w il l  contribute to m aking our pub lic a ssistance  program s more e ffectiv e  by 

co n sid e rin g  regional cond ition s in plan developm ents. I urge your support o f  th is 

m easure.

S in ce re ly ,

G overnor



A laska  State Leg islature

Official Business

H o u s e  of Representa'; ves

State Capitol 
Juneau, AK. 99801-1182

C o m m it t e e  o n  C o m m u n it y  a n d  R e g io n a l  A f f a i r s
Rep r esen ta tiv e  Andrew  Ha l c r o , Rep r esen ta tiv e  J ohn Ha r r is , Co-Chairmen

S tate Capitol, Room 4 I 8 
J uneau, Alaska 9 9 8 0 1 - 1 18 2  

(907) 465-3882

A G EN D A
March  I 6 , I 9 9 9

1 . Call Meeting T o  Order
2. Call R o ll

a. Morgan

b. M urkowski

c. Jou le
d. Kookesh
e. Dyson

f. Harris
g. Halcro

3. HB 103 - L iab ility Relating to Firearms
a. Opening Statement, Representative Fred Dyson
b. Public Testim ony

4. HB 98 - Public A ssistance Programs (CS- Requested by Governor's O ffice 
- technical changes)
a. Opening Statement, Jim  Nordland, D ir. D iv ision  o f Public 

A ssistance
b. Public Testim ony

5. Any announcements from other members o f the Committee

6. Motion to Adjourn



STATE OF ALASKA

1999 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

F IS C A L  N O T E No: l

B ill Version: HB 98

(H) Publish Date: 2 / 1 9 / 9 9

R e vis io n  D n to /T im o  (N o lo  if correction):

Title: T r ib a l  Family Assistance P rograms
O opt. A ffe c te d : Health and  Social Services 

BRU: Public Assistance

Sponoor:

Requestor:

Rules Committee
Governo r

C o m p o n e n t: Tribal Assistance P rog ram  
C O M P O N E N T  SE R IA L N O . 2 3 36

Sec also (SNff):___________

OPERATING FY2000 FY2001 FY2.002 FY2003 FY2004 FY2005
P E R S O N A L  S E R V IC E S

T R A V E L

C O N T R A C T U A L

S U P P LIE S

E Q U IP M E N T

L A N D  G. S T R U C T U R E S

G R A N T S , C L A IM S

M IS C E L L A N E O U S

0 . 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 . 0

T O T A L  O P E R A T IN O 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

C A P IT A L  E X P E N D IT U R E S

IC H A N O E S  IN R EV EN U ES

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1 0 0 2  Federal R eceipts 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 0
1 0 0 3  GF M a tc h

1 0 0 4  GF 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 0
1 0 0 5  G F/P rogram  Recoipts

1 0 3 7  G F /M o n ta l H ealth

O th e r (pleaso sp o cify)

T O T A L 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 . 0

E s tim a te  of any current year (F Y 1 9 9 9 ) cost: 

P O S I T I O N S :

$ 0 . 0

F U L L -T IM E

PART-TIM E

TEM PO RA RY

ANALYSIS: (A ttach  a s e p a ra te  p r  a if n e c e s sa ry )

Under federal law, 12 Alaska Native regional non-profits and the village o f Metlakatla arc authorized to receive federal funds 
fo r the administration o f tribal fam ily assistance programs. This legislation authorizes the department to grant arid contract 
w ith Alaska Native regional non-profit organizations for the operation o f tribal fam ily assistance programs provid ing 
temporary assistance and supportive services to recipients liv ing in regions served by the regional non-profits and the village 
o f Metlakatla. The legislation also provides for the approval o f regional public assistance programs, serving both Native and 
non-Nativc families, designed to achieve administrative efficiency and cost effectiveness.

Passage o f this legislation w ill have profound impacts both on the delivery o f temporary assistance and supportive sen ices to 
needy Alaskan Natives and others served by regional assistance programs and on general DPA operations. (Continued)

Prep a red  by: 
Division:

A pp ro v ed  by C om m iss ion e r :  
Agency :

J im  N'ordlund 
Public Assistance
A ?

fvn

,nce /  ( /

Phono : 465-2680 
Date /T ime: 12/29/98 12:34 PM

Date :
Department o f  Health & Social Services

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
Q Q fy i im I  f X E E  C O P Y  ^ or l u r ,^ ef d is tr ibu t ion  in fo rm a t ion ,  coll th e  G ov e rn o r 's  Lenisla tive Off ice

•l»T>AS-DHSS Page 1 of 2



Revision Date: B ILL NO.

ANALYSIS (oon t . l :
Effects will be felt in various areas of DPA program administration and operation. Fiscal impacts, however, are contingent 
upon which organizations actually pursue implementation of tribal assistance programs and the approval of regional assistance 
programs.

A new component has been added to the DPA budget 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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3/9/99

C S  F O R  H O U SE  B IL L  NO. 98(C R A )

IN T H E  L E G IS L A T U R E  OF T H E  S T A T E  OF A L A S K A

T W E N T Y -F IR S T  L E G IS L A T U R E  - F IR S T  SE SS IO N

BY THE HOUSE COMMUN ITY AND REG IONAL AFFAIRS COMM ITTEE

O ffered:
Referred:

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

A B IL L

F O R  AN A C T  E N T IT L E D

"A n  A c l re la ting to contra cts fo r the p ro v isio n  o f state pub lic a ssista nce  to

certa in  recip ients in  the state; provid ing fo r regional public assistance plans and

p ro gra m s in the state; relating to grants fo r A laska Native fam ily a ssistance

p ro g ra m s; and p rov id ing  fo r an effective date."

B E  I T  E N A C T E D  B Y  T H E  L E G IS L A T U R E  O F T H E  S T A T E  O F  A L A S K A :

*  Section  1 .  F IN D IN G S AND IN T E N T , (a) The legislature finds that

( 1)  se lf-su ffic iency for Alaska fam ilies is  a statewide goal and that achieving 

se lf-su ffic iency  is  greatly influenced by local conditions, particularly in rural Alaska with its 

unique m ix o f subsistence and cash econom ies;

in a region o f Alaska take responsib ility for reducing dependence and when those efforts 

accurately reflect the socia l and econom ic conditions o f that region;

(3) new federal welfare reform law offers Alaska Native nonprofit 

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

(2) se lf-su ffic iency efforts r rc more likely to succeed when local communities

•I*
New T e x t  U n d e r 1 in e d  (DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]

CSHB 98(CRA)



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

1 1

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

2 1

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

3 1

su ffic iency  serv ices throughout the state: and

(4) it is  in the best interests o f the state to promote regional responsib ility for 

the design of the stale public assistance program and se lf-su ffic iency  serv ices.

(b) It is  the intent o f the legislature

( 1)  to provide certain appropriations that would otherwise be used to provide 

assistance and se lf-su ffic iency serv ice s to the recipients liv ing in a public assistance region 

through an Alaska Native family assistance grant to the Alaska Native nonprofit organizations 

that are assum ing the responsib ility for providing assistance and serv ices 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 e ffic iencie s and benefits o f a regionally 

designed program.

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

(4 1) contracts awarded under A S 47.27.072 for state public assistance 

provided under a regional public assistance plan.

*  Sec. 3 , A S 47.27.005 is  amended to read:

Sec. 47.27.005. D uties o f the departm ent. The department shall

( 1)  administer the Alaska temporary assistance program by providing 

assistance with basic liv ing expenses and se lf-su ffic iency  serv ices to needy children 

and their fam ilies Under this chapter and, i f  appropriate, bv e stab lish ing  regional 

pub lic assistance program s to provide effectively fo r varying econom ic cond itions 

in  r egions o f the state designated bv the departm ent:

(2) establish, by regulation, program standards that w ill provide 

incenti\e s to work, incentives for financial planning, and opportunities to develop 

se lf-su ffic iency while providing assistance with basic liv ing expenses;

(3, prepare, submit to the federal government, and amend, if  necessary, 

a state plan designed to ensure [A SSU R E] that federal money is  available to the state 

for the operation of the program set out in this chapter to provide assistance for basic 

liv ing expenses and se lf-su ffic iency serv ice s to needy children and their fam ilies 

consistent with the state objectives identified in (2) o f th is subsection  [SE C T IO N ];

(4) adopt methods o f program administration to ensure consistency with

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT I-GHI0l)\D

CSHB 98(CRA) -.2-
Now Text U n d e r l i n e d  [DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]



(he federal requirements under a su cce sso r federal program that replaces the aid to 

fam ilies with dependent children program;

(5) make reports regarding the program to the federal government as 

required under federal law (A N Y S U C C E S S O R  F E D E R A L  PRO G RA M  T H A T  

R E P L A C E S  T H E  A ID  T O  F A M IL IE S  W IT H  D EP EN D EN T C H IL D R E N  

P R O G R A M ], 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 o f the 

information required to be reported to the federal government under (5) o f this 

su b section  (SE C T IO N );

(7) conduct studies and research in order to evaluate and monitor the 

effectiveness o f the state program; and

(8) adopt regulations and take action to implement, interpret, and 

administer the provisions o f  th is chapter.

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

(b) In implementing its duties under (a) o f  this section, the department may 

adopt program standards that vary by region in the state in order to incorporate the 

standards o f an Alaska Native family assistance plan into a regional plan. The 

program standards adopted under this subsection need not contain all o f the 

requirements o f 'h is  chapter if  they meet the standards set out in A S  47.27.072 and 

contain the program elements set out in A S  4 7 .2 7 .0 7 1.

*  Sec. 5 . A S 4 7 .27  is  amended by adding new sections to read:

Sec. 47 .27 .0 71. Alaska Native fam ily assistance grants, (a) Notwithstanding 

a contrary provision o f th is chapter and in addition to grants awarded under 

A S  47.27.050, the department may award and administer Alaska Native family 

assistance grants in accordance with th is section to Alaska Native organizations that 

meet the requirements o f  A S 47.27.070. O nly 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 th is section. An organization that receives a 

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

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT l-GHK)ll\D

-3- CSIIB 98(CRA)
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(b) If  an organization intends to apply for a grant under th is section , the 

organization shall first submit to the department a letter o f intent along with a copy 

o f the proposed federal tribal family assistance plan that w ill be submitted to the 

federal governme t for approval. The organization shall make its subm ission  to the 

department at least s ix  months before the proposed effective date o f the federal tribal 

family assistance plan. The department shall review the subm ission and notify the 

organization of significant deficiencies that would make the organization inelig ib le 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 subm ission to the department to resolve deficiencies noted by the 

department. If. after departmental review and supplemental revision, an organization's 

plan remains elig ib le for consideration for a grant award under th is section , the 

department shall notify the organization that the organization may submit a proposal 

for a grant award after the organization has received notice o f federal approval o f the 

federal tribal family assistance plan and the pending award o f federal grant money. 

The com m issioner may waive the time deadline specified in th is subsection if  the 

com m issioner

( 1 ) enters into a joint planning agreement between the department and 

the organization: or

(2) finds good cause and the waiver is  in the state’ s  best interest.

(c) I f  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 o f the state appropriations for the state public 

assistance program administered under this chapter intended to serve the state residents 

who w ill be served by the plan; and

(2) for the second and subsequent state fisca l years under the plan 

accepted by the department, represents a fair and equitable portion o f  state 

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

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT I-G II1011\D
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family assistance grants to be awarded under this section in order to serve the state 

residents who w ill 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 ( I)  o f 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 o f its federal tribal family 

assistance plan to operate a tribal assistance program in this state; and

(B) w ill receive a grant 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 o f ic.i o f this section; and

(3) if  the com m issioner determines that a federally approved tribal 

family assistance plan would be a cost-effective and efficient means o f administering 

the program established in this chapter in that region of the state and the needs o f state 

public assistance recipients receiving assistance under this chapter can be met through 

a contract awarded under A S  47.27.072, the organization's agreement to enter into a 

contract with the department to provide state public assistance to those elig ib le 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 se lf-su ffic iency o f assistance recipients in 

the region specified in the federally approved tribal family assistance plan by

addressing the conditions sp ec ific  to that region;

(2) provide for a reasonable pattern o f service delivery from all 

providers serving that region;

(3) serve a specified region that con sists o f a geographically cohesive

group o f communities that share sim ilar interests, resources, and traditions; and

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

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

WORK DRAFT ’WORK DRAFT 1-GHI01IVD
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iind in compliance with other requirements o f this section; the program must include

the follow ing standards for providing assistance to elig ib le fam ilies:

(A) only families with at least one dependent child or a woman 

in the last trimester o f pregnancy arc elig ib le for assistance paid from an 

Alaska Native family assistance grant;

(B j amounts for assistance provided from an Alaska Native 

family assistance grant to eligib le fam ilies may not exceed the amounts

specified under A S 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 o f a dependent ch ild  must meet the 

requirements o f A S 47.27.0 27;

(D) fam ilies receiving assistance paid from an Alaska Native 

family assistance grant shall comply with the provisions o f A S  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 o f A S 47.27.040 

regarding assignment of support rights and cooperation with the ch ild  support 

enforcement agency o f the Department o f Revenue;

(F) the organization has an impartial appeals p rocess to allow 

for affected fam ilies in the region o f the state covered by the plan accepted by 

the department to have a fair hearing.

(0 The department may award a grant under this section only if  the department 

determines that the proposal, including a plan for operation o f the grant, meets the 

criteria specified in (d) and (e) o f this section and that an award o f 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 o f this section.

(g) Records pertaining to recipients o f assistance from an Alaska Native family 

assistance grant awarded under this section are confidential public assistance records 

under A S 47.05.020 and regulations adopted under A S  47.05.020. U se and m isuse o f

CSIIB 98(CRA) -6-
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these records are subject to the provisions o f AS 47.05.030. It is  an officia l purpose 

under A S  47.05.020 for an organization receiving a grant under this section and the 

department or another agency o f the state to exchange information concerning 

recipients o f assistance under this section if  the information requested is  for purposes 

directly connected with the administration o f a grant under this section.

(h) An organization receiving a grant under th is section shall provide to the 

department a copy of its quarterly report made under 42 U .S .C . 6 1 1 .  The organization 

shall have its financial records audited annually by a certified public accountant 

authorized to practice under A S  08.04. The department may prescribe the form and 

specify  the information required to document compliance with this section.

(i) I f  an organization w ishes to terminate its program before the end o f the 

time period for which the grant was awarded under this section, the organization must 

obtain the consent o f the department or provide notice to the department 120 days 

before the anticipated date o f termination. At the end o f a grant agreement or by early 

termination under this section, the organization shall provide an inventory o f property 

valued at SI.(XX) or over and purchased, in whole or in part, with grant money awarded 

under this section. The department shall notify the organization o f the required 

d isposition o f the property listed on the inventory.

(j) I f  the department awards a grant under this section, a person applying for 

assistance under this chapter who is  covered by the federally approved tribal family 

assistance plan in that region o f the state may obtain assistance from the department 

only through the organization designated by the department to serve the region. A 

person aggrieved by a decision made by an organization under a grant awarded under 

th is section may use the appeal procedure specified in A S  47.27.072(c).

Sec. 47.27.072. Regional public a ssistance p lans, p rogram s, and contra cts,

(a) Notwithstanding a contrary provision o f this chapter, the department may develop 

a regional public assistance plan and implement a regional program for the 

administration o f this chapter in order to provide state public assistance in a uniform 

and cost-cffcctive manner in a region o f this state. The department may develop a 

regional public assistance plan only i f  an Alaska Native organization is  authorized to 

implement a federally approved tribal family assistance plan in llic  region and has been

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT I-GHI01IVD
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awarded an Alaska Native family assistance gram for a program in that region for the 

applicable fiscal year under A S 47 .27 .0 71. 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)' o f state public assistance under a regional public assistance plan 

under this section is  exempt from the competitive bid requirements o f A S 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) o f this section. T h is  section provides additional 

’■.uthority to contract to that available under AS 47.05.0 15 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 A S 4 7 .2 7 .0 7 1;

(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 A S 4 7 .2 7 .0 7 1;

(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 A S 4 7 .2 7 .0 7 1; and

(4) agrees to implement an appeals process as described in (e) o f this

section.

(d) Records pertaining to recipients o f state public assistance under a contract 

awarded under this section have the same confidential protections as are provided to 

recipients o f assistance from Alaska Native family assistance grants under 

A S  4 7 .2 7 .0 7 1.

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

appeals process to applicants for or recipients o f state public assistance covered by the 

contract awarded under th is section. The appeals process must be the same as the 

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

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT 1-GH101 I\D
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the decision reached w ill be considered as a recommended decision to the department. 

W ithin 30 days after receiving a recommended decision, the department shall review 

the recommended decision and issue a decision accepting or rejecting the 

recommended decision . I f  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 o f this state.

(0  I f  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. A S  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 o f 42 U .S .C . 6 12  and has been approved for financing

through a tribal family assistance grant directly from the United States Department of 

Health and Human Serv ices.

*  S e c . 7 . A P P L IC A B IL IT Y . T h is  Act does not apply to the provisions o f an existing 

Alaska Native family assistance grant agreement in effect on the effective date o f this Act 

until the earliest o f the follow ing occurs:

( 1 ) the grant agreement expires;

(2) the grant agreement is  terminated;

(3) a substantial modification is  made to the grant agreement; routine technical

amendments to an existing Alaska Native family assistance grant agreement in effect on the

effective date o f  this Act do not constitute a substantial modification for purposes o f this 

paragraph.

*  Sec . 8 . T h is  Act takes effect immediately under A S  01.10 .070(c).
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DEPT. OF HEALTH AND SOCIAL SERVICES

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER

T O N Y  K N O W L E S ,  G O V E R N O R

PO BOX 110601 JUNEAU. ALASKA 99811-0601 PHONE (907) 465-3030 FAX' (907) 465-3068

February 24. 1999

Honorable Andrew Halcro, Co-Chairman 
House Community and Regional 

A ffa irs Committee 

Room 4 18  Capitol 

Juneau. A K  9 9 80 1-1182

Dear Representative Halcro.

1 he Department o f Health and Social S e n  ices respectfully requests a hearing in the I louse 

Community and Regional A ffa irs Committee on I louse B ill 98 "An Act 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 tribal family 
assistance programs, and providing for an effective dale. "

fhe bill was introduced bv the R u les Committee at the request o f  Governor Know les. A zero 

fiscal note was attached at the time o f  introduction.

You; favorable consideration o f  liiis request will be appreciated.

Sincerely.
O  _

__

Fimer A. Lindstrom

Special Assistant to the Com m issioner

cc : -Jim Nordlund. Director

D iv ision  o f  Public A ssistance 

Pat Pourchot. Legislative Director 

O ffice o f the Governor

08-F38LH CMMO '*TiC



Objectives in Developing HB 98 o r  SB 80

/  P ro m o te  s e l f - s u f f i c ie n c y  f o r  f a m i l ie s  on  p u b lic  a s s i s t a n c e ,  p a r t ic u la r ly  in  

r u r a l  A la sk a .

• Native organizations desire se lf-su ffic iency  for all Tribal members

/  P ro m o te  f le x ib i l i t y  in  d e s ig n in g  lo c a l a p p ro a c h e s  to a c h ie v in g  se lf -

sufficiency.
• Native organizations have a better grasp o f regional socio-econom ic conditions, which 

allow s them to tailor serv ices based on the unique needs o f  local communities.

• Alaska Native organizations w ill be more successfu l in moving clients from welfare to 
work, therefore reducing caseload and expenditures.

• Prov iding state funds w ill free up federal block grant moneys that can be used for 
innovative welfare-to-work and se lf-su ffic iency efforts.

/  A s s u r e  th a t  b o th  th e  S ta te  a n d  R e g io n a l p r o g r a m s  a re  m a n a g e d  e f f ic ie n t ly  

a n d  c o s t  e f fe c t iv e ly .

• Local control and local presence puts Tribes in the best position to administer the 
program

• Federal funds alone are in su ffic ient for operation for a TFAP

• Supplementing Tribal Family A ssistance Programs w ill help ensure effective service 

delivery models for rural Alaska

• Tribes can le erage existing  programs they currently administer to support self- 
su ffic iency  g'„ j A o f  fam ilies (i e Native Emplovment W orks', Education. Employment <Sc 
Training funds. General A ssistance)

/  R e g io n a l P u b l ic  A s s i s t a n c e  P r o g r a m s  d is c o u ra g e  d is p a r it y  in  b e n e f it s  a n d  

s e r v ic e s  f o r  A la s k a n s  l iv in g  in  th e  sa m e  c o m m u n ity ' o r  re g io n . 

/  P ro m o t e s  r u r a l  se lf - g o v e r n a n c e , su p p o r t s  c o m m u n it y  o w n e r s h ip  a nd  

p a r t n e r s h ip s ,  a n d  g u a ra n te e s  e q u ita b le  s e r v ic e  d e l iv e r y  in  r u r a l  A la sk a .



Sum m ary o f Is su e s  Relating to the Leg isla tion  on 

G ra nts fo r A laska T r ib a l Fam ily A ssista n ce  Program s

Governor's B ill. 'An Act relating to contracts for the provision o f 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 
fam ily assistance programs: and provid ing 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 provid ing services: and
• it is in the State's best interests to promote regional responsibility for the design o f the state services.
Section 1 (b):
• Prov ide certain appropriations to the Native organizations assuming responsibility.
• State plans may be approved, may be administered uniform ly in the region for all recipients.

T H E  L E G IS L A T IO N  . . .

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

• is supported by DHSS Commissioner and DPA staff.

• gives Native organizations the opportunity to serve all Native and non-Nativo families within their

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

packages for clients living in same region

TH E N A TIV E  O R G A N IZA T IO N S . . .

• have local control and local presence

• arc mjtreayiosm. n with y^.ir^ of adm:m<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

• desire self-suffic iency for all Tribal members

• know local economy and characteristics o f Tribal members

• held lengthy consultation period with DHSS 011 these very issues

A FTER  E F F E C T S  if legislation is not pa ssed .. .

• Clients will continue to live 111 rural communities where DHSS/DPA has no or limited presence or 

enforcement

• impedes efforts to promote and support community ownership and partnerships 111 Welfare Reform 

efforts.

• Requires greater effort on part o f state to guarantee equitable service delivery



SB 80 and HB 98 Slate Grants to Alaska TFAP

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: 

facilitate self-sufficiency within the region

- Provide for a reasonable pattern of service delivery

- Serve a specified region which is geographically coherent and shares 

c o m m o n  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

If plan meets requirement, Native 

.Organization is eligible for State Grant to 

(serve Tribal members

 J _________

IP ian subm itted to 
=ede f3 Gc ■.emment

T

Federal Approval

I

If Native Organization does not adhere to

requ'remenls. Department nctifies Native 

Organization of any significant deficiencies.

_______________________ T ___________________

Native Organization ma y make a 

supplemental submission to the Department 

to resolve any deficiencies

Department reviews plan to identify 

service boundaries and other 

important elements*.

Flow Chart by DHSS First Legislative Session: 1SSS



G O V E R N O R  - ' ' I  — *  Juneau Alas»a 9 9 8 "  0001
’ ■**»/  (9071 465-3500

S t a t e  o f  A l a s k a
O F FIC E  O F TH E G O V E R N O R  

J l ' N E A L

Fa« (9071 465-3532

February 18 . 19 98

T h e  H onorab le Brian Porter 

Speaker o f  the H ouse 

A la ska  State Leg isla ture  

State Capito l 

Juneau. A K  9 9 8 0 1- 1 18 2

Dear Speakj^-Forter:

The  b ill I transm it today continu es A la sk a 's e ffo rts to im plem ent e ffe ct iv e  and re sp o n sib le  

w elfare re form , particularly in rural areas. T h is  b ill b u ild s on the p ro v is io n  in  federal 

w elfa re reform  law that a llo w s reg iona l non-profit Native corporation s to develop and 

im plem ent independent w elfare program s prom oting loca l re sp o n sib ility  for program  

su c c e ss  by ty ing program a ssista n ce  to local econom ic and so c ia l co n d it io n s. U nder th is 

b ill, the Department o f  Health and S o c ia l S e rv ice s (D H S S )  w il l be able to award grants to 

regional N ative organizations operating tribal fam ily  a ssista n ce  p lans that d iffe r  from  the 

A la ska  Tem porary A ss ista n ce  Program plan because they are designed  to meet regional 

c ircu m sta n ce s.

The federal Personal R e sp o n sib ility  and W ork  Opportunity R e co n c ilia t io n  A ct o f  19 96  

provided that sp e c if ica lly  named A la sk a  Native organ izations cou ld  propose to operate 

tribal tem porary a ssista nce  p lans, independent o f  the state plan, to se rve  the A laska 

N ative and Ind ian populations w ith in  a sp e c if ic  geographical reg ion . A  state- and 

federally-approved tribal fam ily  a ssista n ce  plan w il l rece ive , d irectly  from  the federal 

governm ent, a portion o f  A la sk a 's a llocation  o f  the Tem porary A ss ista n ce  for N eedy 

F a m ilie s b lock  grant m oney. T h e  federal m oney, how ever, i s  o n ly  about h a lf  o f  the 

m oney that has h isto r ica lly  been appropriated to serve  th is population. T h is  b ill 

e sta b lish e s c lea r statutory standards under w h ich  the state w ould provide grants to A la ska  

N ative organ izations w ith federally-approved tribal p lans that d iffe r from the state 's plan.

A s  o f  O ctober I .  19 9 8 . Tanana C h ie f s  C o n fe ren ce . In c . (T C C )  received approval from  

the federal governm ent to operate its ow n tribal tem porar» a ssista n ce  program for needy 

fa m ilie s. T h e  D H S S  developed a plan w ith  T C C  to se rve  tribal program rec ip ients.



T h e  H onorable Brian Porter 

February 18 ,  1999  

Page 2

U nder current state law, how ever, the program m ust be identica l to the state's temporary 

a ssista n ce  program. A s  a con seq u ence , the state lo se s  the opportunity to shape regional 

program s to meet regional co n d itio n s. T h is  b ill w ill make it p o ssib le  for regional 

program s to be designed to sp e c if ic a lly  address loca l c ircu m sta nces.

Reg iona l tribal p lans are expected to be custom  designed  to meet the econom ic co n d itio n s 

and needs o f  the region. T h is  b ill a lso  w ou ld  a llow  the D H S S  to adopt a regional plan for 

non*tribal m em bers i f  su ch  a plan appears m ore su itable to address regional co n d it io n s. 

Th ere fo re , program standards under a regional plan cou ld  d iffe r from  som e otherw ise  

genera lly  applicable standards o f  the state 's plan, but w ould a lw ays contain sp e c if ica lly  

identified  program elem ents.

T h is  b ill w il l contribute to m aking our pub lic a ssista n ce  program s m ore e ffe ctiv e  by 

co n sid e rin g  regional co n d itio n s in  plan developm ents. 1 urge your support o f  th is 

m easure.

S in ce re ly ,

G overnor





Please add to your H B  103 file

The attached materia! was received after 

your packet was assembled.

Date: March 16. 1999
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N a t i o n a l  R i f l e  A s s o c i a t i o n  o f  A m e r i c a

I n s t i t u t e  f o r  L e g i s l a t i v e  A c t i o n  

6 5 5  C a p i t o l  M a l l ,  S u i t e  4 5 5  

S a c r a m e n t o ,  C A  9 5 8 1 4  

( 9 1 6 )  4 4 6 - 2 4 5 5

March 11,1999

TO: Alaska State Legislators

FROM: Brian Judy, NRA-ILA Alaska State Liaison

RJE: Support for Senate Bill 77 and House Bill 103

On behalf of the more than 18,000 N R A  members who live in Alaska, I urge strong 
support for both Senate Bill 77 and House Bill 103. Passage of this legislation is of paramount 
importance to the National Rifle Association and its members.

These bills would prevent cities and other municipalities in Alaska from filing frivolous 
liability lawsuits against the firearms industry and would, in effect, assert that the lawful 
marketing of firearms to the public is not an unreasonably dangerous or socially unacceptable 

activity.

This legislation is necessary because officials in many cities 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 liability law can be extended to include the notion 
that firearms arc defective in design because they can potentially be misused by criminals or 
others. These cases have taken the concepts of individual responsibility and personal 
accountability and turned them on their heads.

If these lawsuits against manufacturers, dealers, and trade associations go forward, they 
will have a chilling effect on the availability of firearms. At the very least, the cost of firearms to 
law-abiding individuals will increase dramatically. Thus, the right of law-abiding citizens to 
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 bills would 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.

Please support Senate Bill 77 and House Bill 103.
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T a r g e t i n g  G u n  M a k e r s  W i t h  a  C i g a r e t t e  S t r a t e g y

ra v i n g  lasted victory in the tobacco wars, cities are suing to recover the costs o f  violent c r i m e

oy Roberto Suro
h * i  ‘ 'U .'fttn i/r

I 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 100 dues on 
the same day sometime next year.

"This is just the beginning," Chicago Mayor 
Richard M. Daley said Last month alter hosung 
officials from 15 dues 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. I) 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 
tl Jt streak by bringing the public sector's vast 
resource* and powerful new legal arguments 
into the battle

J
THAT STRATEGY HAS WORKED AT LEAST
to a degree, 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 
X
.hr litigation campaign against thr gun 

.udustry It still In its opening phase and no 
central leadership or common strategy hat 
emerged on either tldt The National Rifle

In the Line of Fire
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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 <>•<■ mn 
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. I is tui n over corporate documents

"W e  . ir e  g o in g  to get in to  a phase o f d is c o v ­

ery. fust a» w ith  to b a cco , th a t w il l  o p e n  the  g u n  

in d u s t ry  to  a k in d  o f  s c m t w y  l l i . i l  it  h.i>  n e v e r  

e x p e r ie n c e d ."  sjys D a v id  K a ir v v .  a p r o le s v r  o f  

la w  at T e m p le  I'mvrruty. w h o  h e lp e d  C h ic a g o  

d e v e lo p  m  la w s u it  a n d  i s  n o w  w o r k in g  w ith

n ig h t  s p e c ia l*  e x p lo it  t h e  g u n s ' e x t e n s iv e  u s e  

b y  c r i m i n a l s  o r  t h a t  i n d u s t r y  m a r k e t in g  

s t r a t e g ie s  a r e  b a s e d  o n  la rg e  n u m b e r s  o l  i l le ­

g a l .  o r  a t  le a s t  q u e s t io n a b le ,  s a le s  E v e n  i f  

o n ly  o n e  p r o c e e d in g  g e n e r a t e s  d a m a g in g

Individual gun 

manufacturers and industry 

groups insist they should 

not he made to answer for 

the acts of criminals.

r r v r la t io n s .  t h e  e n t i r e  e f fo r t  w i l l  b e n e f it ,  th e  

la w y  e r s  s a id .

S e v e r a l  d i f f e r e n t  b a t t le  p la n s  a lr e a d y  a r e  

d e v e lo p in g  T h e  C h ic a g o  la w s u it  a f g u e s .  in  

e f fe c t , th a t h a n d g u n  m a n u fa c tu re r s  h a v e  k n o w ­

in g ly  p r o f i le d  f ro m  c r im e  a n d  (e a r  o f  c r im e ,  

w h ile  th e  N ew  O r le a n s  su it  c o n te n d s  m o re  n a r ­

ro w ly  th a t th e  in d u s t ry  h a s  v io la te d  s la te  g u n  
sa fe ty  ta w s  b y  (a il in g  to  in s ta ll d e v ic e s , sue It  a s  

h ig h  te ch  g u n  lo c k s ,  th a t w o u ld  p re v e n t  a c c i ­

d e n ta l sh o u u n g s . e s p e c ia lly  b y  c h ild r e n  

R e g a rd le s s  o l  th e  a lle g a t io n , t h e  g o a l is  to  

m a k e  h a n d g u n  m a n u f a c t u r e r *  c o l l e c t i v e l y  

l ia b le  (o r  th e  m u n ic ip a l c o s t s  o l  h a n d g u n  v io ­

le n c e  e x p e n s e *  t h a t  c a n  r a n g e  f r o m  la w  

e n fo rc e m e n t  s a la r .e s  to  th e  p u rc h a s e  o l e m e r ­

g e n cy  m e d ic a l e q u ip m e n t  

In d iv id u a l g u n  m a n u fa c tu re r *  a n d  in d u s t r y  

g r o u p s  i n s i s t  t h e y  s h o u ld  n o t b e  m a d e  to  

a n s w e r  fo r  th e  a c ts  o f  c r im in a l*  " T h e  id e a  th a t 

g u n *  in a n d  o l th e m s e lv e s  a r c  re s p o n s ib le  fo r 

c r im e  is  r id ic u lo u s .*  u y v  R ic k e r , o f  th e  sh o o t­

in g  s p o r ts  c o u n c il

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 z.nrv - '* 
be held liable for the Ii. alth coi.scquec. e> o l 

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

t o b a c c o  s u it s  a ls o  a rg u e d  th a t  itt.intif.se 

m is le d  s m o k e r s  N id i  a b o u t  th o se  d a n g e r . 

a N iu t  th e  a d d ic U v r  p o w e rs  o l  n ic o tin e  w i  

(o r d ie t e d  d ie  h a r m  a n d  d im in is h e d  t lo  - 

S u m e r ’s  a b d ilv  to  a v o id  it .

w h e n  th e y  f ir e  b u l le t *

" N o  o n e  h a s  b e e n  m im e d  w h e n  u s in g  J  s.* 

p ro p e rty ."  s a v s  R ic k e r ,  e x p r e s s in g  d ie  i n d u - '  

v ie w  d ia l  it  c a n n o t  b e  h e ld  l ia b le  fo r  i t i |u r - >  

th a t re s u lt  fro m  e n r n e s  o r  a c c id e n ts  

S o  fa r . tw o  le g a l  l l i r o n r *  h a v e  b e e n  dev 

o p ed  to  t r y  to  g e t a ro u n d  t h e s e  ro a d b lo c k s  v  
o t h e r s  a re  u n d e r  c o n s id e ra t io n  

J
T I I F .  N E W  ORLEANS S l ' l T  A R G L 'E S  T H  4 "  

u n d e r la iu is ia n a *  u n u s u a lly  s t r ic t  p ro d u ct l u ' 

tty  la w . g u n s  a r e  " u n r e a s o n a b ly  d a n g e r . ' . • '  

b e c a u se  m a n u fa c tu re rs  h a t e  la d e d  to  ta k e  *t< * 

th a t w o u ld  p re v e n t  th e  g u n s ' u s e  b y  c h i ld ;  

a n d  o th e r  u n a u th o n z e d  u s e r s .  F o r  e xam p le  

s u it  a l le g e s  th a t m a n u fa c t u r e r s  h a v e  ta ile d  

in c lu d e  a d e q u a te  w a r n in g s  o f  t h e  r i s k ' f b  

m in o rs  c o u ld  g a in  a c c e s s  to  w e a p o n s  o r  i n s t r . . 

t io n s  o n  how  to s to re  a  g u n  to  a v o id  th a t r i s k  

T h e  su it  a l»o  c la im s  th a t  a n u m b e r  o f d r v i* *  • 

h a v e  b e e n  a v a ila b le  fo r  m o re  th a n  2 0  y e a rs  

w o u ld  p re s  ent a n  u n a u th o r iz e d  p e rso n  fro m  

in g  t h r  w e a p o n s . T h e s e  in c lu d e  s im p le  c o m : 

n a t io n  lo c k s  b u ilt  in to  t h r  h a n d g u n  a n d  m e  

te c h n o lo g ic a l ly  c o m p le x  " p e r s o n a l iz e d "  IT- • 
Ih a t  w ilt  o n ly  f i le  w h e n  ih e  s h o o te r  i s  w r a n n c  ■ 

r in g  eq u ip p e d  w ith  a n  e n c o d e d  c h ip  

" T h e  t a x p a y e r s  o l  m y  c ity  s h o u ld  n o t b e . '  

t h r  c o n t in u in g  In c r e a s e  in  h o sp ita l  c o s t *  a 

p o lic e  c o s t s  a n d  a m b u la n c e  c o d s  a s s o c ia t e . 

w ith  t h is  spate  o f  v io le n c e ."  say  s  N e w  O r l e .  • 

M a y o r  M a rc  M . M o r ta l 

T h e  N ew  O r le a n s  s u it  n a m e s  15 m ayor ho; 

g u n  m a n u fa c tu re r s , th re e  in d u s t r y  tra d e  a —  • 

c ia t io n s  and  se v e ra l lo c a l g u n  d e a le r s  a s  d e l .  

d a m *  W ith o u t s p e c ify in g  a n  a m o u n t , th e  • .  

s e e k s  d a m a g e *  t o  c u v r r  t h e  c u v  « c o s t *  • 

‘ p o lic e  p ro te c t io n , e m e r g e n c y  s e r v ic e s .  the 

ic a l c a re . fa c il it ie s  a n d  s e r v ic e s  a s  w e ll a s  • 

t a x  re v e n u e s  d u e  to  d e fe n d a n ts ' p ro d u c t*  w r 

a c t io n s *

In  r e s p o n s e ,  t h e  g u n  m a n u f a c t u r e r *  »  

a rg u e  th a t "th e  s in g le  m o st  im p o rta n t  g u n  .a .  

fy  d e v ic e  i s  the  b r a in  o f  th e  o w n e r , an d  d  '•? ■ 
o w n e r  d o e s  not u s e  t h e  g u n  re s p o n s ib ly  th » -  

th e re  i s  no  d e v ic e  th a t  c a n  m a k e  it ab so lu te  

sa fe ."  R ic k e r  s a y *

T h e  C h ic a g o  la w s u i t ,  b y  c o n t r a s t ,  a r g u * -  

that g u n  m a n u fa c tu re r s  h a v e  b e c o m e  a  "p ub  , 

n u is a n c e *  b y  u s in g  m a rk e t in g  and  d is t r ib u te  - 

m e t h o d s  d e s ig n e d  to  c i r c u m v e n t  th e  c it y  

h ig h ly  r e s t n c U v r  g u n  la w *  w h ic h  fo tb id  h a / : 

g u n  v a le s  T h e  g u n  m a k e r *  ‘ k n o w in g ly  o v e r  

s u p p ly *  g u n  s h o p *  j u t !  o u t s id e  Ih e  c i t y  « 

",.',d.."*s » i l h  Ih e  in t e n t io n  t h a t  m an v  

l i  <e .  e .-p o n s w i l l  b e  so ld  to  c i t y  re s id e n t *  

a c c o rd in g  to  the  s u i t  

T h e  s u it  s e e k *  $ 4 3 3  m i l l io n  in  c i t y  C o * -  

re la te d  lo  g u n  v io le m  e o v e r  th e  p ast five  ye a- 

an d  n a m e *  15 g u n  s to r e s  a n d  7 2  m a n u fa ctu re  *• 

a *  d e fe n d a n ts  

"H a n d g u n  m a n u fa c tu re r *  k n o w in g ly  p a r t ; ,  -i 

p a le  in  a n  i l le g a l m a rk e t  th a t  s u p p iit  > c n / n -  

n a ls , a n d  th e n  th e y  t u r n  a ro u n d  an d  fe e d  - ft 

th e  ie a r  o l c r im e  by  c o n v in c in g  p e o p le  th e y  c a /  

p ro te c t  ih c m v f v e *  b y  b u y in g  th e s e  p c o s lu c t t " 

K i i r y *  u y t  " T h e y  p r o f it  f r o m  c r im e  a n d  v  

th e y  sh o u ld  pay th e  p u b lic  c o s t s  o f  c r im e  *

R ic k e r  re s p v n d t  " H o w  c a n  a  c t ty  c la im  th a ' 

g u n s  c a u s e  c n m e  w h e n  it  g iv e s  g u n s  o u t  t 

p o lice  o f f ic e r *  in  o r d e r  to  s lo p  m m e '  It  i s  n 

th e  g u n s  U u i  a re  a l  b u l l  w h e n  a c r im in a l  c o r  

m it t  a c ru n e  ’  ■

' LITIGATION

T h e r e  i *  n o  c l i i ' i i u c a l  a d d ic t io n  w t o ­

o th e r  c i l l r *  c o m e s  to  g u n s  .A nd  t h e re  i s  n o  w v r d  th e *

T h r  a t t o r n e y * .  fo r  e x a m p le ,  h o p e  lo  f in d  *  d a n g e ro u s  A r id  u n i r i *  h a v e  r r p r a t r d K  r r » »  

e v id e n c e  t h a t  m a n u f a c t u r e r s  o f  S a t u r d a y  **d c la im s  th a t  g u n «  . i r e  s n m e h n *  d e fe c t



O N K L
interactive

CMN.com

i n - d e p t h r o p o r t c l ^ *

MAIN PAGE
W Q f l L B  +

afrlca 
amcrlcas 
agia pacififi 
curopq 
middle- east 

U.S.
LP.CAL
POLITICS
WEAIHEB
BUSINESS
SPORTS
SCI-TECH
NATURE

BOOKS
TRAVEL

F-Q.QB
HEALTH
s m E
INiPERIH

cuslom news 
Headlir ■? News bnet 
daily almanac 
CNN networks 
CNN prycfams 
on-aif ifanscf'Pls 
news quiz

CNN WEB SfTESr '
curftf%3 Icwesi
allpolitics jCftflO fa--
CNESPANOL 
e m p o r t u g u a a  

SVEHSKA 
N O R O E

P A T H F I N D E R  S I T E S :

GOTO... R

M O R E  S E R V I C E S :

v i d e o  o a d a m a . - d

t.v toA  a r r h n .o

M a p: Gun laws bv stale

• ■ . ■ ' ' ««• a •• a a • t  •• a
U N D E R  F I R E

Map: Cities vs. Cmns | Discussion 

Siics

G u n  i n d u s t r y  f i n d s  i t s e l f  a t  

w r o n g  e n d  o f  t h e  b a r r e l

B r o o k l y n  verdict c o u l d  

" o p e n  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. s are used to commit crimes.

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

£ Related Video
CNN's Jeff Flock 

reports on America's 
fascination with guns

i

Windows Media ZSiS SCK

C N N ’s Peg Tyre 
reports on 

Philadelphia and gun 
control

Windows Media 2M  5£H

In a case bound to rock America's gun 
industry, a federal jury in Brooklyn. New 
Y'ork. found 15 of the nation's largest 
handgun makers negligent in their marketing 
and distributing practices.

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.

The cities of New Orleans. Chicago, Atlanta. 
Bridgeport and Miami-Dade have also sued 
gun manufacturers and industry groups, and a 

number of other cities - Los Angeles. Boston. Philadelphia. St. Louis 
n n r t  S a n  F r n n r i s r n  n m n n w  r h e m  • •  a r i *  r v r w t r d  i n  I n l l m v
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Philadelphia Mayor F.dward (i Kcndcll has proposed that as main as 

100 suits he filed on the same day to overwhelm the industry. And 
Chicago Mayor Richard M. Oalev warned in December that "this is just 

the beginning."

T h e  B r o o k l y n  c a s e

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. It could also lead to 
restrictions on marketing and production as 

well.

"I 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 - a sum in excess of 

S500.000.

No damages were awarded to families of the 
dead, an issue that one juror said divided the 
panel in its six 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 that, that a lot of others didn’t do." 
juror Charles Beatty said.

A  lawyer representing six of the companies 
said all efforts will be made to have the 
verdict overturned.

[
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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 laws.

Gun industry attorney James D o it  said it was 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 is simply 
wrong."
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Two lawsuits allege that gun 
manufacturers arc evading stric t gun 
laws by oversupplying som e markets.

industry.

T h e  industry vs. cities

Since efforts to toughen law s at the 
stale and national level have been 
frustrated by powerful industry 
lobbyists, the new approach is to 
achieve in court what has failed in 
boardrooms.

Unlike individuals, cities have the 
resources to hire high-powered 

lavvvcrs and go toe ’o-toe with the

Violent crimes involving handguns cost millions of dollars in police, 
ambulance and hospital expenses. Chicago is asking 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. T o m  
Cochran of the Conference of Mayors told the New York Times, has 
lawyers "seeing green."

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

A study by a New 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.

It also found that manufacturers 
"substantially and 
disproportionately" increased
production of guns like the 9 mn. In ,he la,es, "av?of laws|J|,s',h0 ,ocu*111 e  on gun manufacturer* rather than gun
semi-automatic pistols favored by store*, 
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 is suing the industry for contributing to a "public nuisance" by 

oversupplying surrounding suburban stores with guns, knowing that the 
surplus will find its way into the city where laws are tight.
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December 1. 1998
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J u m p i n g  t h e  G u n ?

A t t a c k s  o n  F i r e a r m s  

E c h o  Earlier A s s a u l t s  

O n  T o b a c c o  I n d u s t r y

B u t  Contrasts Are B ig , T o o ;  
N o  Leak ed  M emos Yet, 
N or  S am e Sum s at Stake

‘CigarettesCan O n ly  K i l l  Y o u '

By Paul M. Barrett
Staff Reporter of Tut Wall Stheet Jiiuhnal

Tobacco lawsuits indisputably spawned 
the new wave of suits against the gun 
industry. In the escalating public debate 
over mass-injury litigation, the two tend to 
be equated, as if gun makers will inevita­
bly tread the same path.

Not so fast.
Depicting themselves as children of the 

tobacco crusade, a determined group of 
antigun lawyers has mounted a serious 
threat to the way the gun Industry does 
business that would have been unimagin­
able only two years ago. But at least some 
veterans of the tobacco fight aren't yet con­
vinced the analogy holds up. David 
Kessler, the former chief of the U.S. Food 
and Drug Administration who played a 
critical role in pressuring tobacco compa­
nies to the bargaining table, says he still 
doesn't "see the comparison” between 
cigarette and gun makers.
On the Sidelines

Attorney Richard Scruggs helped lead 
the courtroom offensive on tobacco. But he 
has turned down invitations to get involved 
in the gun suits. Likewise. Prof. Laurence 
Tribe of Harvard Law Schoci. who helped 
shape strategy against jgarette makers, 
rejected feelers made c n behalf of gun 
foes.

The legal theory bohim. 'he gun suits— 
that governments should b<. reimbursed 
for public costs related to gun violence- 
was adapted from the tobacco suits 
brought by state attorneys general. But. as 
suggested by the reticence of Messrs. 
Kessler, Scruggs and Tribe. Ihe legal fight 
over guns so far lacks elements that were 
critical to achieving the states’ landmark 
settlement with the tobacco industry.

Guns, while controversial, can be used 
for self-protection, target shooting and law 
enforcement, and thus can’t be demonized 
to the degree tobacco was. says Mr. 
Scruggs, who keeps a handgun at home. 
"Cigarettes can only kill you." he says.

Internal memos and whistleblowers re­
vealing corporate deceit badly weakened 
tobacco defenses, notes Dr. Kessler, now 
dean of Yale Medical School. They haven't 
surfaced - at least not yet - in the gun 
story. Conditioned by real-life headlines 
and Hollywood legal thrillers, potential 
jurors, judges and politicians now expect 
this kind of "smoking gun” evidence be­
fore taking mass-injury suits seriously, 
says Harvard’s Prof. Tribe.

But while cigarette makers for decades 
disputed the fundamental deadliness of 
smoking, firearm companies don't hide the 
fact that guns are designed to kill.

In private, some lawyers suing the 
firearm industry concede that, as one puts 
it. "Guns are more complicated than ciga­
rettes." The mere names of some of the 
companies being sued-Colt's Manufactur­
ing Co. and Smith & Wesson Corp.. for 
example - bring to mind for many people 
images of frontier individualism or honor­
able law enforcement.

In another important respect, gun suits 
can't imitate their predecessors: The dol­
lars aren't there. With annual U.S. sales of 
$45 billion, cigarette manufacturers had 
the wherewithal to settle with the states for 
a total of $246 billion over 25 years. Annual 
gun manufacturer sales total $1.4 billion. 
Shallow Pockets

Mr. Scruggs says he isn't convinced 
"that there’s so much money at the end of 
the day" for a potential settlement. With 
an estimated 230 million guns already in 
circulation in the U.S., the Pascagoula. 
Miss., attorney questions whether lawsuits 
are the best way to curb violence. And he 
also acknowledges that unprecedented 
fees from the cigarette wars have dulled 
some lawyers' pecuniary appetites. His 
own small firm stands to take home hun­
dreds of millions for its tobacco work.

Fatigue is another issue for some top 
tobacco antagonists. "We need to recharge 
our batteries.” Mr. Scruggs says.

But a consortium of plain .ffs’ firms 
that tried unsuccessfully to mount a na­
tional class-action suit on behalf of 
smokers-and therefore might be hungrier 
than Mr. Scruggs-has turned its attention 
lo guns. Headed by New Orleans attorney 
Wendell Gauthier, the group has already 
signed up that city as a client and is 
negotiating with several other municipali­
ties about representing them.

Mr. Gauthier, who despite missing out 
on the big tobacco settlements has won 
many millions for plaintiffs over the years, 
warns that it is far too early to write off gun 
lawsuits. The tobacco suits at first were 
ridiculed as fanciful, he notes. "We're 
going to see whistleblowers coming out of 
the woodwork on guns," he predicts. And 
he sees last month's partial victory In 
federal court in Brooklyn, N.Y., by a group 
of individual shooting victims who sued 
gun companies os a promising sign for the 
municipal litigation.

Although his group would tike 30% of 
any Jury award to New Orleans, or 20% of a 
settlement. Mr. Gauthier says he isn't In 
the gun fight primarily for the money. He 
maintains that If enough municipalities 
sue the gun industry simultaneously, com­
panies will be forced to agree to long-re- 
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Where Gun and Tobacco Suits Diverge
Continued From First Page 

sisted regulation of how they make and 
market firearms.

The cities' claims bear some similari­
ties to those against the tobacco industry. 
New Orleans and other cities allege that 
gun companies failed to make "safer" 
guns that can be fired only by authorized 
users, much as states claimed the tobacco 
industry blocked development of a safer 
cigarette. Another allegation against the 
gun companies is that they target markets 
with lax gun laws, causing weapons to flow 
to criminals; tobacco companies were ac­
cused of targeting minors, who legally 
can't buy cigarettes. (The gun industry 
strongly denies both allegations.)
‘A Gut Sense’

But legal theory, says Prof. Tribe, does­
n't tell the whole story. When trailblazing 
tobacco suits drafted on behalf of attorneys 
general in Mississippi. Florida and Texas 
ran into political opposition in the mid- 
1990s, "it was the intangibles, a gut sense 
of the participants," that ultimately 
pushed the cases forward, says the profes­
sor, who advised government and private 
attorneys in the three states. The gut sense 
was that a growing body of leaked internal 
corporate documents indicating tobacco 
industry dishonesty about the dangers of 
smoking, as well as marketing allegedly 
aimed at hooking teenagers, had made the 
once-invincible cigarette business vulnera­
ble.

Antitobacco lawyers’ instincts in the 
mid-1990s were critically reinforced by Dr. 
Kessler, who relied on the same sort of doc­
uments to publicly brand smoking a "pedi­
atric disease." turning the debate into one 
about protecting children. In 1995. he pro­
posed for the first time that the FDA regu­
late nicotine as a drug. The pincer-likc 
threat of state lawsuits and federal regula­
tion was critical in motivating tobacco 
chieftains to seek a deal.

Dr. Kessler doesn’t see the same real 
against the gun companies., at least not 
yet. Those companies haven't obfuscated 
the lethality of what they make, he points 
out, and a gun whistleblower comparable 
to Jeffrey Wlgand hasn’t yet emerged to 
put a human face on the revelation of al­
leged duplicity.

Mr. Wigand, former research chief for 
the Brown & Williamson Tobacco Corp. 
unit of British American Tobacco PLC. tes­
tified in a 1995 deposition that the chair­
man of his former employer had lied under 
oath to Congress about his views on nico­
tine addiction. This revelation and others 
"eroded the industry defense that people 
choose freely to smoke," Dr. Kessler says.

P u b l i c  O p i n i o n  o n  G u n s

Gun Makers’ Liability
Companies that make ouns should be held 
financially liable if judges or juries find that 
their products were used to commit a crime.
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The only potential gun-industry turn­
coat to surface so far hasn’t had any dis­
cernible impact. Robert Hass, a fonner se­
nior vice president for marketing at Smith 
& Wesson, a unit of Britain’s Tomkins 
PLC, said in a deposition in the Brooklyn 
lawsuit that gun companies could do more 
to police distribution of their wares. But be­
cause of his reluctance to speak publicly, 
combined with health problems, the Con­
necticut re t iree d idn 't appear at trial to 
elaborate. Lawyers familiar with the situa­
tion say he isn't eager to do so in other 
cases.

A defector of a different sort also helped 
push tobacco Interests to seek a truce. Ben­
nett LeBow, a New York financier who con­
trols Liggett Group Inc., the weakest of the 
industry's five largest players, agreed in 
199G to cut his losses and settle four state 
suits at a time when other tobacco firms 
were vowing never to surrender. A year 
later, he again broke with rivals to declare 
nicotine addictive and admit that cigarette 
makers target minors.

More fractious and diverse than the to­
bacco business, the gun industry could con­
ceivably produce a renegade who would ef­
fectively Turn state's evidence. But so far, 
that hasn’t happened. The recent ousting 
of a firearms trade group executive who 
opened back-channel communication with 
antigun lawyers has been seen as a sign 
that industry hard-liners aligned with the 
National Rifle Association are trying to 
take control of the litigation.
‘Pressure Will Build’

Some veterans of the tobacco wars nev­
ertheless see the same sort of process be­
ginning again with guns. Richard Day- 
nard, a law professor at Northeastern Uni­
versity in Boston who for 15 years has ad­
vocated tobacco suits, is leading the first 
academic conference to foster gun suits, 
scheduled for May. He has changed the ti- 
t'e of his strategic-lltigallon course to; 
"Controlling Tobacco. G ins & Other Polit­
ically Protected Hazards."

"Political pressure will build for may­
ors to bring these cases against gun com­
panies. just as it did for the attorneys gen­
eral with cigarettes.” Prof. Daynard says.
If ihe number of cases grows, "the possi­
bility of even a few breaking through” be­
comes a serious threat. "The connection 
between cigarettes and guns," he contin­
ues, "is that both used political influence to 
escape safety regulation, and eventually 
people got tired of that and turned to the 
courts" to rein them In.

Popular opinion of makers oi cigarettes 
and guns is hard to discern. Hostility to­
ward smoking Increased distinctly In the 
1980s and 1990s, as measured by national 
polls and Imposition of workplace and 
restaurant smoking bans. But even as the 
tobacco suits mounted, large majorities of 
poll respondents said they opposed pinning 
liability on the companies, as opposed to 
smokers.

R e lu c tan t W itness Similarly, popular support for modest 
forms of gun control, such as requiring per­
mits and buyer background checks, has re­
mained steady and strong, but most poll re­
spondents express opposition to govern­
ment suits against gunmakers. A survey 
released in January of 1,008 adults by Peci- 
sionQuest, a jury-consulting firm in Los 
Angeles that has done work for the gun in­
dustry, found that 66% opposed such suits 
and only 19% supported them, with 15% un­
sure.

Prof. Daynard maintains that, in con­
trast to answering abstract poll questions, 
the experience of seeing first-hand the evi­
dence of alleged corporate deceit has in­
spired juries in a handful of smokers' suits 
to hold manufacturers liable— and that the 
possibility of this recurring in a state suit 
drove cigarette makers to settle. If similar

evidence emerges about the gun industry, 
he adds, it would face the same threat.

Phil Anthony, DecisionQuest's chief 
executive, sees a distinction, though. A 
majority of focus-group participants inter­
viewed by his company tend to associate 
the Second Amendment right "to keep and 
bear arms" with otherconstitutionally pro­
tected freedoms. The Second Amendment 
doesn't ban suits against gun makers, but it 
has deep meaning for many Americans, 
especially in the South and West, Mr, An­
thony says. Millions of law-abiding people 
still hunt. There is no tobacco equivalent to 
the politically potent NRA, with its three 
million dues-paying members.

In contrast, says Mr. Anthony, as legal 
attacks on tobacco mounted in the mid- 
1990s, few people in focus groups or on ac­
tual juries spoke up for smokers' rights. 
Many smokers want to quit.
Mixed Messages 

The jury in the Brooklyn case reflected 
the assessments of both Messrs. Anthony 
and Daynard. Interviews with five of the 11 
jurors revealed that most members of the 
panel saw themselves as sympathetic to 
manufacturers. But a persistent minority 
persuaded the majority to interpret certain 
manufacturer contracts with wholesalers 
as evidence of "negligent distribution" by 
15 of the 25 defendants. Three defendants 
vere ordered to pay a total of $520,000 in 
damages.

What concerned some jurors about the 
contracts was that some manufacturers 
had failed to ban wholesalers from selling 
handguns to dealers who operate at gun 
shows or who don't have stores-two 
sources of Illegal gun trafficking, accord­
ing to law-enforcement officials.
This evidence may lack the drama of 

documents that allegedly show that ciga­
rette manufacturers covertly manipulated 
nicotine levels to addict smokers. In Brook­
lyn, though, it was enough for a break­
through verdict—the first ever to hold the 
Industry collectively responsible for a 
criminal shooting.
The question Is whether that verdict 

was an aberration or an analog to the 
handful of successful smokers' suits that 
presaged the settlement of state litigation 
against the tobacco Industry.
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TWENTY-FIRST L E G I S L A T U R E  - FIRST SESSION

BY T HE SENATE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsor(s): SENATORS PETE KELLY, Ward

A  BILL 

F O R  A N  A C T  E N T I T L E D  

"An Act prohibiting certain civil actions against firearms or ammunition 

manufacturers and dealers."

B E  IT E N A C T E D  B Y  T H E  L E G I S L A T U R E  O F  T H E  S T A T E  O F  A L A S K A :

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

Sec. 09.65.155. Civil liability of firearms or ammunition manufacturer or 

dealer. A  civil action to recover damages or to seek injunctive relief may not be 

brought against a person who manufactures or sells firearms or ammunition if the 

action is related to the lawful sale, manufacture, design, or marketing of firearms or 

ammunition. However, this section docs not prohibit a civil action for negligent 

design, breach of contract, or breach of warranty.

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

12 effective date of this Act.

•I* C SSB  77(JUD)
New T e x t  U n d e r l i n e d  (DELETED TEXT BRACKETEDJ
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N A T I O N A L

March 10, 1999

A Republican Seeks to Ban Suits Against Gun 
Makers

Related Articles
• Tobacco-Rusting Lawyers on N e w  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 A S H I N G T O N  —  Opening a second front in the latest battle to protect the 
gun indust'-y, Representative Bob Barr Tuesday introduced legislation 

that would block the lawsuits filed by cities against gun manufacturers.

Barr, a Georgia Republican who is a board 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 liable when someone commits a crime with one of their weapons, 
provided that the firearm is legal and not defective and that the customer is not a 

known criminal.

"If these lawsuits are allowed to proceed, it will 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 cities now 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 11:44 AM



three bills and more arc expected.

\  Republican StfL-ks lo Ban Suits Against Gun Makers http://www.nyiintes.coni/libniry/politics/031099congrcss-gun-suiis.himl
r

Tuesday, Senator Barbara Boxer, Democrat of California, said she planned to 
counteract Barr's bill 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, I believe it is in the national interest to allow them 

to take action in court," Ms. Boxer said.

Tuesday morning, Senator Dianne Feinstcin, Ms. Boxer's fellow California 

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 to warn of the domino effect. Once 
trial lawyers sue one industry for liability 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.

2 o f 3 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, a jury 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’s in this case, although similar legislation is being considered in at least 
12 other stales. The Florida Legislature is considering a bill that would make it a 
felony for a local official to File a lawsuit against the gun industry.

But tackling the offensive state-by-state is expensive and time-consuming. Barr’s 
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: M a r  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 I 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 
--! ■ •■riate AS numbers replacing that of the Florida statutes.

(Vi (a) 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.

(b) Any civil action brought in 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.

(c) 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.O. Box 4223
Pa 1me r , A" ??~ i i 
(507) 745-i773 
Regards 
Mike Coons

3/8/99 8:41 AM
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Subject: M u r  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_l lalcro@legis.state.ak.us

Please include for the record when the Community and Regional Affairs 
Committee meets to discuss HB 103. Because I will be at work, I will not 
be able to attend the LIO 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. I 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, a bill has been
introduced in the Washington D.C, Senate, Gun Industry Accountability Act.
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 they are
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 103?
Simply that even "if” the Gun Industry Accountability Act were to pass, 
that no municipality. city or the state government could sue. much less get
~ ̂ ̂ k- y 1 f

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.O. Box 4229 
Palmer, AK 99645 
(907) 745-6779 
Regards 
Mike Coons

mailto:mikecoons@matnct.com
mailto:lalcro@legis.state.ak.us
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MEMORANDUM

March 2,1999 

To: Representative Andrew Halcro, Co-Chair 
Representative John Harris, Co-Chair 
C o m munity and Regional Affairs Committee

From: Representative Fred Dyson

Subject: Request to schedule H B  103

Please schedule a Community and Regional Affairs Committee 
hearing on H B  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.

- E-mail • 
Kepr«ienutivf_Fw<J_Dyson 

Legis state ak us

• Internet • 
http//www akrrpublicanx org



"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 d u m p  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. It is not 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.

G u n  related manufacturing is a 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.

• E-frwiI - 
W  .Frrd.Cytof1

• IMerr«t - 
M i l 1 .tWepubln jn »  M r



Ill) 103

Subject: H B  103
Date: Sat, 13 Mar 1999 08:25:31 -0900 
From: Michael McDonough <mmcdono555@sprynet.com> 

Organization: Lawyer
To: Rcprcsentativc_Frccl_Dy.son@lcgis.state.uk.us

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

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

3/15/993:04 PM

mailto:mmcdono555@sprynet.com
mailto:Rcprcsentativc_Frccl_Dy.son@lcgis.state.uk.us




R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  A n d r e w  Ha l c r o , R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  J o h n  Ha r r i s , C o -Ch a i r m e n
S tate Capitol , Room 4  I 8  

J uneau , Alaska 9 9 8 0 1 - 1 1 8 2  
( 9 0 7 )  4 6 5 - 3 8 8 2

C o m m i t t e e  o n  C o m m u n i t y  a n d  R e g i o n a l  A f f a i r s

A G E N D A

M a r c h  2 5 ,  I 9 9 9

1. Call Meeting To Order

2. Call Roll
a. Morgan
b. Murkowski
c. Joule

d. Kookesh
e. Dyson
f. Harris

g. Halcro

3. H B  133 - Voter nprova! of Service Area Changes
a. Reprcs live Con Bunde-Sponsor

b. Public siimony

4. H B  63 - Land Use in Home Rule Municipalities
a. Additional Public Testimony

5. Any announcements from other members of the Committee

6, Motion to Adjourn



03/30/99 L E G I S L A T I V E  T E L E C O N F E R E N C E  N E T W O R K  S Y S T E M  LTN1150
08:07:55 P A R T I C I P A N T  L I S T  (ALL PARTICIPANTS) BY:FBX

T C N : 90423 S C H E D U L E D  F O R : 03/30/99 08:00 T O  10:00 FOR:FBX
P U B L I C  H E A R I N G  H O U S E  C O M M U N I T Y  A N D  R E G I O N A L  A F F A I R S

L O C A T I O N :F A I R B AN K S
HB 133 — M R t

HB 133 MR.
HB 133 MR.
HB 133 MR.

M E R L E
B I L L
R A N D Y
R A N D Y

JANTZ
M C D O N A L D
F RANK
C L E N D A N I E L

T E S T I F Y
T E S TI FY
T E S TI FY
TEST IF Y



03/30/99
08 :06 :55

L E G I S L A T I V E  T E L E C O N F E R E N C E  N E T W O R K  S Y S T E M  
P A R T I C I P A N T  L I S T  (ALL PARTICI PA NT S)

T C N : 90423 S C H E D U L E D  F O R : 0 3 / 3 0 / 9 9  08:00 T O  10:00
P U B L I C  H E A R I N G  H O U S E  C O M M U N I T Y  A N D  R E G I O N A L  A F F A I R S

LTN1150 
B Y : M A T  

F O R :MAT

L O C A T I O N :M A T S U  
HB 133 ‘ ’ M R
HB 133 M R

H E N R Y
J I M

C Q R B I i L
N O R C R O S S

T E S T I F Y
T E S T I F Y



£ t t a f i U a  £ > t a t e  l e g i s l a t u r e

CURING SESSION 
S:\TECAPITOL ROOM 501 
JUNEAU. AK 9980’ 1162 
19C7) 465-AB43 (600) 892-1843 
FAX (907) 465-3871

-S3QSV DURING INTERIM 
716 W FOURTH AVE 

ANCHORAGE AK 99501-2133 
(907) 265-0131 

FAA (507)269-0164
WEBSITE
nnpl/wNM aktepuOicans or 5 Eunde him R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  C o n  B u n d e

District 18

E-MAT.
Rflprese.naDw.Con.Bunded legis stale a* us

VICE-CHAIR HOUSE FINANCE COMMITTEE 
MEMBER LEGISLATIVE BUDGET & AUDIT COMMITTEE

SPONSOR STATEMENT
H o u s e  Bili 1 3 3

" A n  Act relating to municipal service areas and providing for voter approval 

of the formation, alteration. O r  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.

H B  133 amends AS. 29.35.450 to support local control by clearly identifying w h o m  
should vote on the abolishment and alteration of a service area under three scenarios:

1. 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 area B U T  
OUTSIDE the existing service area.



3. Alteration of a service area or combining it with 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 is entitled to vote 
during the creation, alteration or abolishment of a service area. This legislation has 
support throughout service areas in Alaska and I urge the favorable consideration of this 

committee.
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FE B  1 8

K a r e n  L .  H e n d r i c k s o n
DESIGN OPTIONS CONSULTANT

Fe br ua ry  12, 1998

Sen a to r Sean Parn e ll  
State Capitol Roo m 504 
Juneau, AK 99801

Dear Senator Parnell:

I am writing to you on behal f of the Board of S u p e r v i s o r s  
of the Talus West L i m i t e d  Road S e r v i c e  Area. The b oard 
wishes to express its support for Senate Bill 208. The 
legis l at io n you have s p on s o r e d  speaks d i r e ct l y t o ’our 
abi li ty  as r e s i d e n t s  of a p a r t i c u l a r  area to d e c id e upon, 
and contract for, the services that best suit our p a r t i c­
ular needs. T h e  rece nt  forced a n n e x a t i o n  of the h i l l s i d e  
to the Anchorage P o li ce  D e p a r t m e n t s  j urisdiction, a g a i n s t  
the wishes and v ot es  of the residents, has made it o b v i o u s  
the service areas lack p r o t e c t i o n  from a local g o v e r n m e n t  
t akeover of those se r vi c e s  they c ho o se  to a d m i n i s t e r  for 
themselves. We urge you to v i g o r o u s l y  pursue pass ag e of 
p r ot ec ti on  for our s e r v ic e area.

Sincerely,

Karen L. He n drickson
Memb er  - Talus West L R S A  Board of S up er v i s o r s  
4731 Talus Drive 
Anchorage, AK 99516

^kppfrrf ~tf(3 133

4731 TALUS DRIVE • ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99516



M u n i c i p a l i t y  o f  A n c h o r a g e

G i l d  w o o d  B o a r d  o f  S u p e r v i s o r s

P 0. Box 890 • Glrchvood, Alaska 99587

Rick Mystrom, Mayor
Public Works

February 25, 1998

Senator Sean Parnell 

State Capitol 

R o o m  504

Juneau, A K  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 bill, H B  365.

The board strongly feels both bills strengthen the intent of the Municipal 
Charter as w e  understand it.

I r ^ c X



M i d - H i l l s i d e  C o m m u n i t y  C o u n c i l
10005 Mam Tree Drive Anchorage, Alaska 99516-6430Chris Birch, Board President 907 346-3265 (home) 907 346-3197 (fax)

February 13, 1998
Senator Sean Parnell 
State Capitol
Juneau, Alaska 99801 -1182
Subject: SB 208, An Act Relating to Municipal Service Areas 
Dear Senator Parnell;

' - I

to %
S

Mid-
Hillside! 6

H i l l s :

East

J ^ J r r Z ^
VIA F A X  O N L Y

Thank you for providing a copy of the subject legislation for community review and 
comment.
The Mid-Hillside Community Council is forcefully on record supporting the commi .ity 
right of decision regarding self-determination in service area related annexations. I very 
much appreciate your efforts to affirm in statute what most would assume was well 
outlined in our municipal charter, the right of a community to vote their approval of 
additional proposed services and taxes.
You have our full support in your efforts to advance this vital legislation. You may
even wish to consider a means of enabling existing Anchorage service areas an 
opportunity to competitively bid current neighborhood services. I have heard repeated 
complaints from the members of the Anchorage Road and Drainage Service Area 
(ARDSA), the service area providing municipal road maintenance, about the 3 day delay 
in snow removal and excessive costs for this service. Our Valli Vue Road Service Area 
contractor provides a much better quality of service for half the ARDSA mill rate. It would 
be wonderful if the residents of Anchorage could enjoy these same competitive 
advantages, kind a reverse annexation opportunity!
I hope to see you in Juneau next week or tomorrow at the Anchorage Caucus and 
District 18 Town Meetings.

"Hais lefer

Board President

1 5

fd USdcL -f t) &U,ppor\-
f e  I 3 3  to »+K 

(%r{$ 1 3 l V c K

XC: Mid Hillside Board of Directors
Allan Johnston, President, Hillside East Board of Directors



H i l l s i d e E a s t C o n r i m u n i t y C o u n c i l

March 13, I99S

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

Re: Seriate Bill 203

Dear Senator Farnell:

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

firm

C h i d e d  ' WllKd* £iS-f

C o m m u n i t y  Councils Center 
301 E. Fireweed Lane, Suite #101 Anchorage, AK 99503-2110

AlUn R. Johnnon, President H 3461087  Inge Lentfer, Tre*iurer H 346-1567
John O'Brien. 1st Vlce-Pre»ldent H 562-6949 Ann B*llow. Secreury H 346-I9B9
RJehifd Day. 2nd Vice-President H 346-3689 James C uo rt. Director H 346-8308

Jennifer Williams. Director H 346-0188 
Lind* Orell. Director H 346-2745
Jo*n Dewey. Director H 346-1756



February 2,1998 

Cordes Drive Service Area 

Service Area Commissioners 
Fairbanks, Alaska

Senator Sean Parnell 

State Capitol Room 504 
Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Senator Parnell,

Thank-you for introducing Senate Bill #208. W e  support it and are contacting 
our representatives to let them know. W e  agree that the residents of existing 

service areas should have control of any proposed changes to their service areas.

Sincerely,

Francis O ’Connor

4 ( 5  \oi> u> r f h  

£>(■ C o / 4 d 5 £>ru)c- 6



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

P0 3ox 84607 
Fairbanks AK 99/08

mailto:bdelana@polarnet.com
mailto:alaskarc@polarnet.com


Board of Supervisors 

R.S.A. #25 Bogard 
P.O. Box 2274 

Palmer, AK. 99645

January 24, 1998

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

Dear Senator Parnell,

The board of supervisors for R.S.A. # 25 Bogard has discussed Senate Bill 208 and we 
enthusiastically support it. W e  believe it is still 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

$ ia \e i OlaxiL


