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Alaska State Legislature
STATE CAPITOL. SUITE 418

JUNEAU, AK 99801-1182

CO-CHAIR
COMMUNITY AND REGIONAL AFFAIRS (91)7) 465-4939
FAX (907) 465-2418
VICE-CHAIR 1-8(81-485-4939
I.LAIIOR AND COMMERCE
INTERIM
TRANSPORTATION
716 WEST4TII, SUITE 620

SPECIAL COMMITTEE Representative Andrew Halcro
FCONOMIC DEVELOPMENTAND TOURISM

District 12

January 10, 2000

The Honorable John Cowdery
Chairman, House Committee on Rules
State Capitol Building

Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Chairman Cowdery:

Last session legislation passed that combined the Department of
Community and Regional Affairs and the Department of Commerce and
Economic Development into the Department of Community and Economic
Development. Because of this change and changes to the titles of other state
departments, Uniform Rule 20, which addresses House and Senate Committee
jurisdictions does not conform to actual department titles.

These technical corrections to the Uniform Rules are necessary to make
them parallel the names of the reorganized state departments. | would appreciate
your scheduling HCR 16 for consideration by the House Rules Committee at your

earliest convenience.

I have enclosed a copy of the Resolution and my sponsor statement for the
members of the Committee.

Sincerely yours,

Andrew Halcro

Enclosures

E-Mail: Rcpresunlative_Aiidrew_Malcro@legis.stalc.ak.us

ANCHORAGE. AK 995111

(907) 269-0244
FAX (907) 269-0248


mailto:Rcprcsunlativc_Aiidrcw_Malcro@legis.stalc.ak.us

Alaska State Legislature

CO-CHARR
COMMUNITY AND REGIONAL AFFAIRS

VICECIIAIR
LAUOR AND COMMERCE
TRANSPORTATION

SPECIAL COMMITTEE H
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND TOURISM Representative Andrew Halcro
District 12

January 10, 2000

The Honorable John Cowdery
Chairman, House Committee on Rules
State Capitol Building

Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Chairman Cowdery:

STATE CAPITOL, SUITE -1)8
JUNEAU, AK 998011182
(907) 465-1939

FAX (907) 465-2418
1-800-465-4939

INTERIM

716 WEST 4TH, SUITE 620
ANCHORAGE, AK 99501
(907) 269-0244

FAX (907) 269-0248

Last session legislation passed that combined the Department of
Community and Regional Affairs and the Department of Commerce and

Economic Development into the Department of Community and Economic
Development. Because of this change and changes to the titles of other state
departments, Uniform Rule 20, which addresses House and Senate Committee

jurisdictions does not conform to actual department titles.
These technical corrections to the Uniform Rules are necessary to make

them parallel the names of the reorganized state departments. | would appreciate
your scheduling HCR 16 for consideration by the House Rules Committee at your

earliest convenience.

I have enclosed a copy of the Resolution and my sponsor statement for the
members of the Committee.

Sincerely yours,

Andrew Halcro

Enclosures

E-Mail: Represenlalive_Andrew_Halcro@IeBis.slatc.ak.us
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Alaska State Legislature

CO-CHARR
COMMUNITY ANDREGIONALAFFAIRS

VIGEOVR
LABOR AND COMMERCE
TRANSPORTATION

Representative Andrew Halcro

District 12

SEIA OOVWITEE
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND TOURISM

January 10, 2000

The Honorable John Cowdery
Chairman, House Committee on Rules
State Capitol Building

Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Chairman Cowdery:

STATE CAI'TOL, SUITE 418
JUNEAU, AK99SU1-1182
(91)7) 465-4939

FAX (907) 465-2418
1-800-465-4939

INTERIM

716 WEST 4TH, SUITE 620
ANCHORAGE, AK 99501
(907) 269-0244

FAX (907) 269-0248

Last session legislation passed that combined the Department of

Community and Regional Affairs and the Department of Commerce and
Economic Development into the Department of Community and Economic
Development. Because of this change and changes to the titles of other state
departments, Uniform Rule 20, which addresses House and Senate Committee

jurisdictions does not conform to actual department titles.

These technical corrections to the Uniform Rules are necessary to make

them parallel the names of the reorganized state departments.

I would appreciate

your scheduling HCR 16 for consideration by the House Rules Committee at your

earliest convenience.

I have enclosed a copy of the Resolution and my sponsor statement for the

members of the Committee.

Sincerely yours

Andrew Halcro

Enclosures

E-Mail: Represenlative_Andrewjtulcro® leyis.statc.uk.us



interim:
716 West 4in Ave., suite
320 Anchorage, AK 99501

Phone: 907-269-0222
Fax:  907-269-0223
Toll Free: 1-888-269-3879

Representative

John J. Cowdery
Chairman
House Rules
Committee

Session:
state Capitol Bldg., Suite

204

Juneau, ak 99801

Phone: 907-*165-3879
Fax: 907-465-2069
Toll Free: 1-888-269-3879

DATE: January 13, 2000
TO: House Rules Committee Members
FROM: Representative John J. Cowdery
House Rules Committee
RE: Rules Committee Meeting
CC: Speaker Porter, Representative Green, Representative Phillips,

Representative Kott, Representative Berkowitz, Representative Joule

The House Rules Committee will have a scheduled committee meeting

at the following time:

W ednesday
January 19, 2000
4:00 PM
Beltz Room

HCR 16

Amendmentto the Uniform Rules relating to standing

committees



CO-CHAIR
COMMUNITY AND REGIONALAFFAIRS

VICE-CHAIR
LABOR ANI) COMMERCE
TRANSPORTATION

SPECIAL COMMITTEE
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND TOURISM

A laska State Legislature

REPRESENTATIVE ANDREW HALCRO

Dislricl 12

Spon?%&tﬁtgment

Uniform Rule 20

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM -UK
JUNEAU, AK 99801-1182
(907)465-493"
FAX (907) 465-2418
1-300-465-4939
turn/ut

m

ANCHORAGE, AK 99501
(907) 269-024-

FAX (907, 269-0248

Last session legislation passed that combined the Department of
Community and Regional Affairs and the Department of Commerce and
Economic Development into the Department of Community and Economic
Development. Because of this change and changes to the titles of other state
departments, Uniform Rule 20, which addresses House and Senate Committee
jurisdictions does not conform to actual department titles.

HCR 20 will alter the Uniform Rules by changing the name of the
Department of Education to the Department of Education and Early Development,
changing the name of the Department of Labor to the Department of Labor and

Workforce Development.

Additionally, it provides the Committee on Community and Regional
Affairs will have jurisdiction over the programs and activities of the Department
of Community and Economic Development that primarily relate to local
government and government services or functions in the unorganized borough and
other matters relating to political subdivisions.

These technical corrections to the Uniform Rules are necessary to make
them parallel the names of the reorganized state departments.

E-Mail: Represcnlative_Andrew_Halcro@Icgis.slale.ak.us


mailto:Rcprescnlativc_Andrew_Halcro@lcgis.slale.ak.us

CO-CHAIR
COMMUNITY AND REGIONAL AFFAIRS

VICE-CHAIR
LABOR AND COMMERCE

TRANSPORTATION

SPECIAL COMMITTEE
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND TOURISM

Alaska State Legislature

W /
Representative Andrew Halcro

District 12

Sponsor Statement
HCR 16

Uniform Rule 20

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 418
JUNEAU, AK 99801-1182
(907) 465-4939

FAX (907) 465-2418
1-800-465-4939

INTERIM

716 WEST 4T11
ANCHORAGE, AK 99501
(907) 269-0244

FAX (907) 269-0248

Last session legislation passed that combined the Department of

Community and Regional Affairs and the Department of Commerce and
Economic Development into the Department of Community and Economic
Development. Because of this change and changes to the titles of other state
departments, Uniform Rule 20, which addresses House and Senate Committee
jurisdictions does not conform to actual department titles.

HCR 20 will alter the Uniform Rules by changing the name of the
Department of Education to the Department of Education and Early Development,
changing the name of the Department of Labor to the Department of Labor and

Workforce Development.

Additionally, it provides the Committee on Community and Regional
Affairs will have jurisdiction over the programs and activities of the Department
of Community and Economic Development that primarily relate to local
government and government services or functions in the unorganized borough and
other matters relating to political subdivisions.

These technical corrections to the Uniform Rules are necessary to make
them parallel the names of the reorganized state departments.

E-Mail: Rtfprcscmative. Andrewll;ilcrnj|cgis.siaiL\iik.ih



Alaska State Legislature

CO-CHAIR
COMMUNITY AND REGIONALAFFAIRS

VICE-CHAIR
LAIIOR AND COMMERCE
TRANSPORTATION

SPECIAL COMMITTEE F
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND TOURISM Representative Andrew Halcro
District 12

January 10, 2000

The Honorable John Cowdery
Chairman, House Committee on Rules
State Capitol Building

Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Chairman Cowdery:

STATE CAPITOL, SUITE 418
JUNEAU, AK 99801-1182
(907) 465-4939

FAX (907) 465-2418
1-800-45-4939

INTERIM

716 WEST 4T1l, SUITE 620
ANCHORAGE, AK 99501
(907) 269-0244

FAX (907) 269-0248

Last session legislation passed that combined the Department of
Community and Regional Affairs and the Department of Commerce and

Economic Development into the Department of Community and Economic
Development. Because of this change and changes to the titles of other state
departments, Uniform Rule 20, which addresses House and Senate Committee
jurisdictions does not conform to actual department titles.

These technical corrections to the Uniform Rules are necessary to make

them parallel the names of the reorganized state departments. | would appreciate
your scheduling HCR 16 for consideration by the House Rules Committee at your

earliest convenience.

I have enclosed a copy of the Resolution and my sponsor statement for the
members of the Committee.

Sincerely yours,

Andrew Halcro

Enclosures

E-Mail: Represcnlalive_Andrew_Hulcro(«llcgis.staic.uk.us



CO-CHAIR
COMMUNITY AND REGIONALAFFAIRS

VICE-CHAIR
LABOR AND COMMERCE
TRANSPORTATION

SPECIAL COMMITTEE
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND TOURISM

Alaska State Legislature

Representative Andrew Halcro

District 12

Sponsor Statement
HCR 16

Uniform Rule 20

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 418
JUNEAU, AK 99801-1182
(907) 465-4939

FAX (907) 465-2418
1-800-465-4939

INTERIM

716 WEST 4TH
ANCHORAGE, AK 99501
(907) 269-0244

FAX (907) 269-0248

Last session legislation passed that combined the Department of

Community and Regional

Affairs and the Department of Commerce and

Economic Development into the Department of Community and Economic

Development.

Because of this change and changes to the titles of other state

departments, Uniform Rule 20, which addresses House and Senate Committee
jurisdictions does not conform to actual department titles.

HCR 20 will alter the Uniform Rules by changing the name of the
Department of Education to the Department of Education and Early Development,
changing the name of the Department of Labor to the Department of Labor and

Workforce Development.

Additionally, it provides the Committee on Community and Regional
Affairs will have jurisdiction over the programs and activities of the Department

of Community and Economic Development that primarily

local

government and government services or functions in the unorganized borough and
other matters relating to political subdivisions.

These technical corrections to the Uniform Rules are necessary to make
them parallel the names of the reorganized state departments.

E-Mail: Repicscmaiive_Audrcw/lalcro<!i'lej5i>. siatc.ak.U'



Interim:
716 West 4th Ave., Suite
320 Anchorage, ak 99501

Phone: 907-269-0222

Fax:  907-269-0223 |
Toll Free: 1-888-269-3879 Representatlve
John J. Cowdsry
Chairman

House Rules
Committee

Session:

State Capitol Bldg., Suite
204

Juneau, AK 99801

Phone: 907-465-3879
Fax: 907-465-2069
Toll Free: 1-888-269-3879

DATE: January 13, 2000
TO: House Rules Committee Members
FROM: Representative John J. Cowdery
House Rules Committee
RE: Rules Committee Meeting
CC: Speaks Porter, Representative Green, Representative Phillips,

Representative Kott, Representative Berkowitz, Representative Joule

The House Rules Committee will have a scheduled committee meeting

at the following time:

W ednesday
January 19, 2000
4:00 PM
Beltz Room

HCR 16

Amendment to the uniform Rules relating to standing

committees



STATE OF ALASKA
2000 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: 4\ \-\ 10e>

Title: Ov~rofAN
SMogl v At Coo VAMWIN-WKG' < >

Sponsor. fV«Acya

FISCAL NOTE

Requester:

Expenditures/Revenues
OPERATING EXPENDITURES
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equg)ment
Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING

ICAPITAL EXPENDITURES I

ICHANGE IN REVENUES f [ I

FUND SOURCE

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

1091 Designated Program Receipts
TOTAL

Estimate of any current year (FY9&) cost:

Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

»

FY 01

FY 06

BILL NO. VAC JL
Dept. Affected  L.g»Cc-*AslcAVV *
BRU~ o
Component
Component Serial No.
(Thousands of Dollars)
FY 02 FY 03 FY 04 FY 05
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
I I
I I
(Thousands of Dollars)
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
S.o\c>*  Con* A*-*>"Ar-ee> Phone_
Date

Page 1 of

0.0

0.0

0.0



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. W\CJE

2000 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Dept. Affected L-.g»

\0?

c-\7>lccVvy<-
A

Revision Date: )°t
Title: Aav*>aA’ OvMo<an iLc>\c.'b\ BRU
S-fce4>qc& At Co uwvuNAfe-g< > Component
Sponsor:*\\'aXcy g J _
Requester: Component Serial No.
Expenditures/Revenues éThousands of Dollars)
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 01 FY 02 Y03 FY 04
Personal Services 00 0.0 0.0 0.0
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment
Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous
TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 1 1 1 1
ICHANGE IN REVENUES f ' | I !
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health .
1091 Designated Program Receipts
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY98) cost:

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

NeVoOrC”r 4» 4-(oOt»v S olcJ Co AALAO-Ur-eg. Phone

Date
Page 1l of 1

FY 05

0.0

0.0

0.0

FY 06

0.0

0.0

0.0



STATE OF ALASKA
2000 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date:
Title:

FISCAL NOTE

S-fccon-dXa;  C.o uwvuN-Vk-g ™ i

Sponsor: ipVa~Lcirg) A
Requestor:

Expenditures/Revenues

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 01
Personal Services 0.0
Travel

Contractual

Supplies

Equipment

Land & Structures

Grants & Claims

Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0
ICAPITAL EXPENDITURES f
ICHANGE IN REVENUES T 1 ~T

FUNDSOURCE
1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health .
1091 Designated Program Receipts

TOTAL 0.0
Estimate of any current year (FY98) cost:
POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

FY 02
0.0

0.0

0.0

Page! of T

BILLNO. VAC-ffc  1Cp

Dopt. Affected Lee.l&IcAw<
Ccmponent_

Component Serial No._

(Thousands ot Dollars)
FY 03 FY 04 FY 05 FY 06

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

(Thousands of Dollars)

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Date



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA
2000 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: |°i Ifto
Title: £\av*\aA  O/viAof/vs {Lo\jzi*\
60 « >
Sponsor: yAoAcv® 7
Requoster:

Expenditures/Revenues
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 01 FY 02
Personal Services 00 0.0
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment
Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous
TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

CHANGE IN REVENUES f i |

FUND SOURCE
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF .
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health .
1091 Designated Program Receipts
TOTAL 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY98) cost:
POSITIONS

Full-time

Part-time

Temporary

BILL NO. \A

Dept. Affected  L-.
BRU
Component

Component Serial No.

(Thousands of Dollars)

FY 03
0.0

0.0

FY 04
0.0

0.0

(Thousands of Dollars)

0.0

4-» A-ittOixc w2.0\gth e 0<var» lw~.4«V-eg,

Page 1 of '

0.0

Phone

Date

Cit \

g<UA g>\.CjVrvs/'g-

FY 05 FY 06
0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0



STATE OF ALASKA
2000 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date:  *\ \°t le o0
Title:

S-tccMaiv/vt

Sponsor: A

Requester:

Expenditures/Revenues
OPERATING EXPENDITURES
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment
Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous
TOTAL OPERATING

ICAPITAL EXPENDITURES

ICHANGE IN REVENUES f i1 t

FUND SOURCE

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

1091 Designated Program Receipts

C-0

TOTAL
Estimate of any current year (FY98) cost:
POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

N-OfP-N 4y

an

FISCAL NOTE

[Lo\cVa

BILL NO. I (r>

Dept.Affected _,ec.y & lccWv<-
BRU

£A Component
Component Serial No.
(Thousands of Dollars)
FY 01 FY 02 FY 03 FY 04 FY 05
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
! [ 1 1
1 1 1 1
(Thousands of Dollars)
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
te> V¥ a** 4pWg, Phone
Dale

Page 1 of 1

FY 06

0.0

0.0

0.0



Procedure for scheduling Rules meeting:

[SfILook at all schedules and find a convenient date (including sponsor’s schedule)
(4-6 is a good time)

O"Reserve Room
(Senate Sergeant at Arms for Beltz; Judiciary Comm. Room, etc.)

Q~Call sponsor
O notify of time/place
for packets ASAP

[y Ask if there will be any teleconference (also ask JC)
ET~Give notice to chief clerk by memo by 4:00 Thursday of week before
0 / Give notice by memo to all members
E fff teleconference, call TC people at LI1O for setup, (who, where, etc.)
C3//Qdl House Records (2214)
OMM ake labels
EfrGet files ready ch-
O""£et Marco look at files in case of changes — 47-$ A flu

O"15ive out files day before meeting.

O"Tiring yellow file of bill to meeting.



Rules Committee Announcement Memo Distribution

OrCowdery 204
OMPorter 208
[fi Green 214
OPhillips 411
G3”Kott 118
Gd Berkow itz 404
Ef Joule 405

Sponsor Distribution
418

&



Rules Committee Folder Distribution

O™"Cowdery 204
OMPorter 208
O""Green 214
OHPhillips 411
EFKott 118
O/Berkowitz 404
O Joule 405

/7 Hm . 0 #



A laska State Legislature

CO-CIIAIR
COMMUNITY AND REGIONAL AFFAIRS

VICE-CIIAIR
LABOR AND COMMERCE
TRANSPORTATION

SPECIAL COMMILITEE H
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND TOURISM Representative Andrew Halcro

District 12

January 10, 2000

The Honorable John Cowdery
Chairman, House Committee on Rules
State Capitol Building

Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Chairman Cowdery:

STATE CAPITOL, SUITE 418
JUNEAU, AK 99801-1182
(01)7) 465-4939

FAX (907) 465-2418
1-8(10-4654439

INTERIM

716 WEST 4TH, SUITE 620
ANCHORAGE, AK 99501
(907) 269-0244

FAX (907) 269-0248

Last session legislation passed that combined the Department of
Community and Regional Affairs and the Department of Commerce and

Economic Development into the Department of Community and Economic
Development. Because of this change and changes to the titles of other state
departments, Uniform Rule 20, which addresses House and Senate Committee

jurisdictions does not conform to actual department titles.
These technical corrections to the Uniform Rules are necessary to make
them parallel the names of the reorganized state departments. | would appreciate

your scheduling HCR 16 for consideration by the House Rules Committee at your
earliest convenience.

I have enclosed a copy of the Resolution and my sponsor statement for the

members of the Committee.

Sincerely yours,

Andrew Halcro

Enclosures

E-Mail: Reprc.scniative Andrew Halcro@legis.siate,uk.us



interim:
716 West 4in Ave., suite
320 Anchorage, AK 99501

Phone: 907-269-0222

Fax  907-260-0223 Representative

Toll Free: 1-888-269-3879
John J. Cowdery
Chairman
House Rules
Committee

DATE: January 13, 2000
TO: House Rules Committee Members

FROM: Representative John J. Cowdery
House Rules Committee

RE: Rules Committee Meeting

session:
State Capitol Bldg., suite
204

Juneau, AK 99801

Phone: 907-465-3879
Fax: 907-465-2069
Toll Free: 1-888-269-3879

CC: Speaker Porter, Representative Green, Representative Phillips,
Representative Kott, Representative Berkowitz, Representative Joule

The House Rules Committee will have a scheduled committee meeting

at the following time:

W ednesday
January 19,2000
4:00 PM
Beltz Room

HCR 16

Amendmentto the uniform Rules relating to standing

committees



Alaska State Legislature

Representative Andrew Halcro

District 12

Sponsor Statement
HCR 16

Uniform Rule 20

STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 418
JUNEAU, AK 99801-1182
(907) 465-4939

FAX (907) 465-2418
1-800-465-4939

INTERIM

716 WEST 4TH
ANCHORAGE, AK 99501
(907)269-0244

FAX (907) 269-0248

Last session legislation passed that combined the Department of

Community and Regional Affairs and the Department of Commerce and
Economic Development into the Department of Community and Economic
Development. Because of this change and changes to the titles of other state
departments, Uniform Rule 20, which addresses House and Senate Committee
jurisdictions does not conform to actual department titles.

HCR 20 will alter the Uniform Rules by changing the name of the
Department of Education to the Department of Education and Early Development,
changing the name of the Department of Labor to the Department of Labor and

Workforce Development.

Additionally, it provides the Committee on Community and Regional
Affairs will have jurisdiction over the programs and activities of the Department
of Community and Economic Development that primarily relate to local
government and government services or functions in the unorganized borough and
other matters relating to political subdivisions.

These technical corrections to the Uniform Rules are necessary to make
them parallel the names of the reorganized state departments.

E-Mail: Representative_ AmJrc\v_Malcrci(>i)I'uis.s(Hi;.iik.u>



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. VAC-4%. |
2000 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
Revision Date: n lop Dept. Affected Lg»<p\& Ic -W < -
Title: iLif\c.V , BRU
S~teewaciXivt c-0 €A Component
Sponsor: YA «A«.ye> 5 .
Requester: Component Serial No.
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 01 FY 02 FY 03 FY 04 FY 05 FY 06
Personal Services 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment

Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
ICAPITAL EXPENDITURES i 1 | 1 i !
CHANGE IN REVENUES f ] i | | 1
FUND SOURCE ' (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF .

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health .
1091 Designated Program Receipts

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Estimate of any current year (FY98) cost:
POSITIONS
Full-timo
Part-time
Temporary

4» A ttest te> Phone

Date
Page 1 of 1






From the office of... Representative JohnJ. Cowdery
State Capitol Bldg., Room 204

Juneau, AK 99801

907-465-3879 phone

907-465-2069 fax

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: House Clerks Office

FROM: Representative John J. Cowdery, Chairman Rules Committee
DATE: February 28, 2000

RE: Committee Hearing Date

CC:

Notes:

The House Rules Committee will have a scheduled
Committee meeting at the following time:

Tuesday
March 7, 2000
3:00 PM
Fahrenkamp Room

HJR48
Access Across United States / Canada Border



Support for Sponsor Amendments on HJR 48

Representative Gail Phillips

During a recent World Trade Committee meeting, when HJR48 was discussed, it was
suggested t\at the intent of our resolution might be different from the actual wording.
That suggestion was overlooked as the committee moved the resolution out. A
subsequent review of the resolution confirmed the difference between the intent and the

resolve. To clarify my position, | would like to offer an amendment with the following

explanation:

As it says in the short title, the resolution relates to the “free flow of people and the fair

trade of goods and services across the border between the United States and Canada”

Line 15-17 on page 2 resolves to ask the Congress to amend section 110 to exempt

Canadians from the requirements of 110.

Section 110 does not address specific borders. It only addresses the establishment of an
entry exit control system that collects information on all alien departures and arrivals to
the U.S. For example: if a Canadian goes to Mexico and travels back through the U.S. at

the San Diego crossing our resolution, as it stands, asks for him to be exempt from entry

exit requirements of section 110.

i
As the sponsor of this bill 1 would like to clarify the intent and offer the following

amendments to the resolution to be specific to the Canadian-U.S. border.






Sponsor Statement

HJR 48 - A resolution relating to the free flow of people and
fair trade of goods and services across the border between the
United States and Canada.

Section 110 of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996
(IHRIRA) requires the Immigration and Naturalization Service to have in place by March
31, 2001, an automated system to document every non-U.S. citizen entering and exiting
the United States. If this provision is implemented it would cause massive congestion at
land border crossings between the U.S. and Canada and threaten the economic structure

on both sides of the border.

Resolution HCR 48 requests the United States Congress to amend the Illegal Immigration
Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996 (IIRIRA) to call for the exemption of
Canadians from Section 110 of that act at the Canadian - U.S. land border crossings and
to provide additional resources to facilitate expedient border crossings.

Canada and the U.S. have a long practice of not requiring the majority of their citizens to
fill out formal documentation to enter each other’s country. At present, travelers leaving
the U.S. do not have to stop at U.S. Customs upon departing. Under Section 110 every
vehicle would have to stop in both directions, so that the entry and departure of all non-
U.S. citizens could be documented. Section 110 goes against the cooperative efforts to
cut red tape at the border of the 1995 Shared Border Accord and the Open Skies
Agreement, and the Canada-U.S. Partnership forum (CUSP).

Canada and the U.S. share the longest undefended border in the world and bilateral trade
exceeds $1 billion every day supporting more than 2 million jobs. Over 100 million
people cross the border annually. In 1997, 15 million Canadians visited the U.S. for at
least one day and 13 million Americans took overnight trips to Canada. We need laws to
make travel between our countries easier, not more difficult.

The Council of State Governments (CSG), CSG West, The National Governors
Association and the Cascadia Mayors Council all have adopted resolutions in favor of an
exemption from the IIRIRA Section 110, for Canadians.

Your support for this message to the President of the U.S., the U.S. Congress and other
state legislatures would help to ensure that our strong relationship with Canadians and
economic benefits of this association would be maintained.
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AMENDMENT

Offered to the House Rules Committee By REP G. PHILLIPS

To: HJR 48

Page 2, lines 15to 17 are amended to read:

Be it resolved that the Alaska State Legislature calls on the United Sates Congress to
Amend the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996 to
exempt [Canadian citizens] from the requirements of sec. 110 of that act Canadian
citizens at land border crossing stations along the Canadian-U.S. border: and be it

The amending elements of this section are repeated in Page 2 lines 24 and 25 and,
Page 2 lines 28 and 29.
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CS FOR HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 48( )
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

TWENTY-FIRST LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION

BY

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsors):  REPRESENTATIVE PHILLIPS
A RESOLUTION

Relating to the free flow of people and the fair trade of goods and services
across the border between the United States and Canada.
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

WHEREAS, in 1997, the International Committee and Governing Board of the Council
af State Governments adopted a resolution urging the United States Congress to amend the
Ilegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996 to exempt Canadians
Tom coverage under sec. 110 of that Act; and

WHEREAS the United States and Canada share the longest undefended border in the
vorld; and

WHEREAS the United States and Canada have the largest bilateral trade relationship
n the world, exceeding $1,000,000,000 every day and supporting more than 2,000,000 jobs;
ind

WHEREAS sec. 110 of the Illlegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility
Act of 1996 requires the United States Attorney General to develop an automated entry and
:xit control system to record the entiY into and departure from the United States of all

aliens™; and

nmrai
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WHEREAS sec. 110 of the Act uses the word "alien" without any qualification and
will apply to millions of Canadian citizens who enter the United States every year and have
traditionally enjoyed the longstanding reciprocal privilege of summary inspection; and

WHEREAS implementation of this control system has been delayed, but will go into
effect on March 31, 2001, imposing an unmanageable requirement on border crossing services
and resulting in gridlock at crucial border crossings between the United States and Canada,;
and

WHEREAS the United States and Canada continue to pursue joint policies to facilitate
the movement of people and the fair trade of goods and services across the border, including
the 1995 Shared Border Accord and the Open Skies Agreement; and

WHEREAS, on October 8, 1999, the President of the United States and the Prime
Minister of Canada agreed to create the Canada-U.S. Partnership Forum (CUSP) intended to
help streamline border policies and management and increase efficiencies in customs,
immigration, and law enforcement;

BE IT RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature calls on the United States
Congress to amend the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996
to exempt from the requirements of sec. 110 of that Act Canadian citizens who enter at land
border crossing stations along the border between the United States and Canada; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature requests the United States
Congress to provide additional resources to adequately facilitate the free flow of people and
the fair trade of goods and services across the border between the United States and Canada;
and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature respectfully requests the
President of the United States to make this issue an administrative priority and to urge the
United States Congress to exempt from sec. 110 of the Illegal Immigration Reform and
Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996 Canadian citizens who enter at land border crossing
stations along the border between the United States and Canada; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature encourages all state
legislatures to pass resolutions urging the President of the United States, the leadership of the
Unitea States Congress, and the state's congressional members to exempt from sec. 110 of the

Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996 Canadian citizens who

CSHJR 48( ) 2
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enter at land border crossing stations along the border between the United States arid Canada

COPIES of this resolution shall be sent to the Honorable Bill Clinton, President of the
United States; the Honorable Al Gore, Jr., Vice-President of the United States and President
of the U.S. Senate; the Honorable Trent Lott, Majority Leader of the U.S. Senate; the
Honorable J. Dennis Hastert, Speaker of the U.S. House of Representatives; to the Honorable
Ted Stevens and the Honorable Frank Murkowski, U.S. Senators, and the Honorable Don
Young, U.S. Representative, members of the Alaska delegation in Congress; and to the

legislatures of each of the states.

3 CSHJR 48( )
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Revision Date: Feb . 87 2000 Dept. Affected
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Cer fian Component”
" Sbonsor: PHTT P © :
Requester: _ H-i St/Fed RaXatd-OftS- Component Serial No.4

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY00 FY 01 FY 02 FY 03 FY 04 FY 05
Personal Services 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment

Land & Structures
Grants & Claims

Miscellaneous
TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

ICHANGE IN REVENUES [ |-

FUND SOURCE

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts .

1037 GF/Menlal Health _

* 091 Designated Program Receipts
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY98) cost:

Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS:  (Attacha separate page ifnecessary)

This resolution -would not have a significant fiscal impact on any
state agency.

Preparedby Dbonatd M. Riehle VITR S taff Phone

Phone

Data 2-8-00
Page 1 of
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SEC. 110. AUTOMATED ENTRY-EXIT CONTROL SYSTEM.

(8) System.--Not later than 2 years alter the date of the
enactmené ol this Act, th eAttorr] QIGener I sha“ develop an
automated entry and ext control System t atw
(ét collect a record of deParture for every aljen departrn%
th Unrted States and match the records of departUre with the
record 0 he aIrensarnvaI inthe Unrga Sfates; an
2) enable the Attorne General to icenify, throu

I| esearchrn Procedu es, lawfull bya dmitted non mrqrants
who remain inthe Unrted States beyond the period authorized

béthls Attorney eneral.
foll

Deadline.-Not later than December 31 of each year
ovvrn% the develori)ment of ine szstem unger subs tron @),
the Attorney Genera shalsu mrt n annual re nortto the
Co mittees on the Jud rcharglo the House ot F, ipresentatives
?f the Senate on suc
nfrteratron —-The report shaII include the following
ifrmation:
(A) The number of departure records coIIected with an
accountrng by countgl of nationality of the departing alien,
uriber of eParture records that were successfully
ma ched t% records of he %ren S prior arrival 1 |n the United
States, vvrt an accounting by th earenscoun%/
nationality and by the alien's Ciassification as arl immigrant
O nonimmigrant;
(CgThe number of aliens who arrived as nonrmmrgrants or
as 4 visitor under th evrsawarverp AC?ram under section 217
of the Immrgratron and Natronar orwhom no matching
departure récord has oeen tarngd fhrough the system or
th ough other means as of the end of the alien’s althorized
perjod of stay, with an accounting b thearenscountryo
nationality and date of arrival inthe nrte States.
(©) Use of Information on Oversta LYS Information regardrnrg
all ns Who ha'’e remained Inthe United States be on ter
aut orize epenodofstay Identified through theS){ em shall
be mtenrat d into agpropnate data bases of the mmrr[;ratron
and Naturalization Service and the Department of Sta
Br]rcrrzlgedsrng those used at ports of entry and at consular
r

ffR Z-ZlIcX

)T, I
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DRAFT ONLY
RESOLUTION

Urging Congress to repeal Section 110 ofthe Illegal Immigration Reform & Immigrant
Responsibility Act of 1996.

WHEREAS, The State of Oregon derives substantial economic benefn from tourism and trade; and

WHEREAS, Canada ranks number | as Oregon’s source of international tourism sending more than
400,000 tourists to this state in 1998; and

WHEREAS, Visitors from Canada make a major economic contribution to the State of Oregon by
spending more than $100 a day; and

WHEREAS, The United States has entered into international trade agreements with our Canadian
neighbour to foster, encourage and stimulate the exchange of goods and products for mutual economic

gain; and

WHEREAS, Canada is the State of Oregon’s number 1 export market with some S1.5 billion in
transportation equipment, trucks, computers, semi-conductors, machinery, agricultural goods, forest
products, furniture, aluminum, chemicals, metals, plastics, and seafood sold to Canada in 1998; and

WHEREAS, 70 percent of Canada - U.S. trade is shipped by truck, with some 30,000 truck crossings
a day; and

WHEREAS, In 1995 President Bill Clinton and Prime Minister Jean Chretien signed the Shared
Border Accord to facilitate the movement of goods and people across our common border; and

WHEREAS, Some 250,000 Oregonians travelled to and visited Canada in 1998; and

WHEREAS, Over 100 million people annually move across our common border with some 20 million
crossing the border between the State o f Washington and Canada; and

WHEREAS, The United States docs not currently require travellers driving to Canada to stop, file
paperwork and be interviewed by U.S. authorities at land border crossings; and

WHEREAS, Oregonians visiting Canada do not need to obtain visas, nor do Canadians visiting the
United States have to obtain visas; and

WHEREAS, Section 110 of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Actof 1996
requires that a new entry-exit control system be implemented to identify and track all foreign visitors

entering and leaving the United States; and



WHEREAS. Section 110 would impose new border inspection requirements for the gathering of data
at entry and departure points for vehicular traffic from Canada where none currently exists; and

WHEREAS, No inspection stations or other facilities for travellers departing the United States now
exist at our land borders and would have to be constructed at a cost surely in the tens of millions of

dollars; and

WHEREAS, Oregonians would be caught up in these new regulations each and ever}' time they travel
to and from Canada; and

WHEREAS, This new border entry-exit system would not provide for any enhancement of provisions
for apprehending or removing illegal immigrants, drug traffickers, terrorists or other criminals and would
not curtail illegal immigration at the border; and

WHEREAS, Congestion at our borders currently causes delays and waits running into the hours on
busy travel days, and these delays and inconveniences are projected to grow exponentially; and

WHEREAS, These delays and inconveniences would surely disrupt and have a negative impact on the
citizens and economy of the State of Oregon; and

WHEREAS, The National Governors Association and Council of State Governments West have
expressed their opposition to Section 110; and

WHEREAS, United States Senate Bill 745 and United States House of Representatives Bill 1650 have
been introduced to repeal Section 110; and

WHEREAS. The Cascadia (Oregon, Washington, British Columbia) Mayors Council unanimously
approved a call for the repeal of Section 110 at their meeting on 7 May 1999; and

WHEREAS, Senator Gordon Smith of Oregon is a co-sponsor of SB 745; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED BY THE SENATE AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE STATE OF
OREGON, That Congress is hereby urged to repeal Section 110 ofthe Illegal Immigration Reform and
Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996; and be it further

RESOLVED, That Congress is encouraged to keep our common borders reasonably free of
government over-involvement and to impose ho new restrictions until infrastructure is available that can

collect data and detect illegal and unwanted immigration without disrupting legitimate and beneficial
trade and tourism; and be it further

RESOLVED, That this RESOLUTION be copied to the Vice President of the United States as the
presiding officer of the United States Senate, the Speaker ofthe United States House of
Representatives and each member ofthe Oregon Congressional Delegation.






%

%

passed in

AmCkOroqQ£
In SeplL ™6

"S&uwf- kI&U&ut-JtepU kU ufat’

Council of State Govemments-IVESr

121 Second Street. Fourth Floor

San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 974-6422 PHONE
(415) 974-1747 Fax .
.org Bl
COnestog
OFFICERS

Melvin R. Brown
Speaker. Utah
Chair

Jeannette Hamby
Senator. Oregon
Chair-Elecl

Timothy Z. Jennings
Senate Majority Leader
New Mexico
V/co-Chair

Manny M. Aragon

Senate President Pro Tem
New Mexico

Immediate Past Chair

Kent Briggs
Executive Director

COUULTTEE CHAIRS

S A

Futureot Westemn Legidlatures
A%%Sp&aler PoTem
Gt

Eragy &Mreds
Rantra Bames
Represartative, Alada
Wéstern Water Rdlicy

ol

o
RO s ria
A

Rl
Representative, Ush

. Clifoania

Trade & Transportation

Ray Powers, L.
stant Mijarity Leader

e
. Newvbico

gﬁm&nﬁmﬁgﬁw Directars
Civedtor Lepjsitive Services, Ickho

RESOLUTION 98-8

M aintaining the Free Flow ofPeople and Goods

Across the United States Border

Introduced by the Trade and Transportation Committer?

WHEREAS, theUnited States and Canada share the longest undefended border in the world and
have the largest bilateral trading relationship in the world with over 125 million crossings by
U.S. and Canadian citizens at the border each year, many at land borders; and

WHEREAS, implementation of Section 110 of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant
Responsibility Act (1IRIRA) passed by the U.S. Congress in 1996 requires the Attorney General
to develop and implement an automated entry-exit control system to register “all aliens” entering
and departing theUnited States, including Canadians; and

WHEREAS, Western states support increased trade with Canada and Mexico in thepostNAFTA
era, but also believe firmly in maintaining the employment, safety and environmental standards
required by that agreement;

WHEREAS, strong and important ties link the United States with our land border neighbors, as
reflected in tTade which exceeds $430 billionannually and in tens of millions of border crossing

for business and tourism; and

WHEREAS, such a system will unnecessarily cause unreasonably long delays at ihe border,
thereby seriously impeding trade, hindering tourism, and adversely affecting the economies of
the 13-state region and four Pacific Island Territories of the CSG-WEST, and

WHEREAS, theU.S. Senate recently unanimously passed a Senate substitute amendment toS.
1360, which would prevent the legislation from going into effect at land borders and seaports;

and

WHEREAS, the transportation infrastructure inthe West isvital to intemational trade and
tourism and is uniquely affected by the vast distances between urban areas, by large amounts of
public land and by poor transportation conditions on many Indian reservations;


mailto:csgw@csg.org
http://www.csgwest.org

RESOLUTION 98-8
Page 2 of 2

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the CSG-WEST(Council of State Govemments-
IVEST, Serving Western Legislatures) strongly supports S. 1360, the Border Improvement and
Immigration Act 01997, and urges the U. S. House of Representatives expeditiously to pass the
Senate-passed legislation, which was sent to the House as a Senate Amendment to H.R. 2920;

and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that CSG-WEST urges its members to immediately contact their
Congressional delegations to encourage their support of H.R. 2920 with the Senate Amendment,
and endorses transmitting this policy position to the leadership of the U.S. Congress and the

appropriate members of the U. S. Congress; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that U.S. trade authorities be urged to enforce safety, labor,
environment and other side agreements of NAFTA and provide evidence of that enforcement.

ADOPTED BY THE CSG-WESTEXECUTIVE COMMITTEE ONSEPTEMBER 22,1998
ASSEMBLED IN ANNUAL MEETING IN ANCHORAGE, ALASKA.
CLram/anch/res/98-8



DRAFT

CSG EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE RESOLUTION

Facilitating the Free Flow ofPeople, Goods and
Services Across the U.S. - Canada Border

— Passed by the CSG International Committee—
— December4,1999 in Quebec City, Quebec—

W hereas,

WHEREAS,

Whereas,

WHEREAS,

Whereas,

Whereas,

Whereas,

Whereas,

In 1997, the International Committee and Governing Board
ofthe Council of State Governments adopted a resolution
urging Congress to amend Section 110 ofthe lllegal
Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of
1996 to exempt Canadians from the requirements thereof;
and

The United States and Canada share the longest
undefended bonder in the world; and

The United States and Canada have the largest bilateral
trade relationship in the world, exceeding $1 billion every
day and supporting more than two million jobs; and

Canada is the #1 trading partner of40 U.S. states; and

The rate of cross border traffic is steadily increasing, with
over 125 million crossings by U.S. and Canadian citizens
each year, many at land borders; and

Section 110 ofthe lllegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant
Responsibility Act of 1996 requires the U.S. Attorney
General to develop an automated entry-exit control system
to register “all aliens” entering and departing the United
States; and

Section 110 of the Act uses the word “alien” without any
gualification and will include millions of Canadian citizens
who enter the United States every year and have
traditionally enjoyed the longstanding reciprocal privilege of
summary inspection; and

This control system has been delayed, but will still go into
effect on March 31, 2001, imposing an unmanageable
requirement on border crossing services and resulting in
gridlock at crucial Canada - U.S. border crossings; and



W hereas, Canada and the United States continue to pursue joint
policies to facilitate the cross-border movement of people
and the fair trade of goods and services, including the 1995
Shared Border Accord and the Open Skies Agreement; and

Whereas, On October 8, 1999, the President of the United States and
the Prime Minister of Canada agreed to create the Canada -
U.S. Partnership (CUSP) intended to help streamline border
policies and management and increase efficiencies in
customs, immigration and law enforcement;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, thatthe International Committee
and Executive Committee ofthe Council of State Governments call on
Congress to amend Section 110 ofthel1996 lllegal Immigration Reform and
Immigrant Responsibility Actto exempt Canadian citizens from the

requirements thereof; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Council requests Congress to
provide additional resources to adequately facilitate the free flow of people
and the fairtrade of goods and services across the Canada - U.S. border;

and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Council calls on the President to
make this issue a legislative priority and urge Congress to amend Section

110 to exempt Canadian citizens; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Council encourages state

legislatures
to pass resolutions urging the President, congressional leadership, and
members of their congressional delegations to amend Section 110 to exempt

Canadian citizens; and

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that this resolution be transmitted directly to
the President, to the leadership of the U.S. Congress, and to appropriate

congressional members.

Adopted this 7thday of December, 1999, at the CSG Annual Meeting in
Quebec City, Quebec.

Senator Kenneth McClintock, Puerto Rico
CSG Chairman
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X1 150712753 FACSIMILE /TELECOPIE
Iflhisre is any problem upon receipt of this fax, please call 206-770-4065
S'il y a des problemes a la reception de cette telecopie, priere d'appeler:
To/ The Honourable Gail Phillips Tel
Destinataire State House of Representatives Fax 907-465-2698
State Capitol
Juneau, AK 99801
From/ Kevin Cook o Tel
De Political & Economic Officer Fax
Canadian Consulate General
412 Plaza 600
Sixth & Stewart Streets
Seattle WA 98101

No of pages including this page / Nombre de pages avec cette feuille; 22

COMMENTS/COMMENTAIRES:

Attn: Scott

Attached is information concerning section 110 IRAIRA of 1996. Should there be any difficulty in reading the
material from the embassy you can log on at www.canadianembassy.org and go to ‘issties' or search under

section 110.
Please let me know if | can provide any additional information.

Should Representative Phillips introduce such a resolution we would be most appreciative to teceive a copy.
Thank you. . S

K m Cook
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In 1989, the Canada-U.S. Free
Trade Agreement went into
effect, phasing out all tariffs and
many non-tariff barriers to trade.
Beginning in 1994, the North
American Free Trade
Agreement (NAFTA) opened the
Mexican marketto Canada and
the United States. Two-way
trade in goods, services and
income between Canada and
the United States totalled $397
billion in 1998, the largest
bilateral exchange in the world.

Alaska and Canada have a mutually beneficial
exchange. In 1998, they traded a total of $492 million
worth of goods, an increase of 27 per centover the
previous year. Alaska sold Canada $205 million in
merchandise, while its imports from Canada totalled
$287 million.

Alaska exports natural and refined resources...
Alaska’s leading exportto Canada in 1998 was
metals, which accounted for $91 million of the state’s
exports. Fish accounted for 23 per cent of the total,
$47 million, and energy products for 5 per cent, $11
million, of which $8 million was fuel oil. Crude wood
materiais accounted for 15 per cent of exports, or $30
million.

And transportation equipment. Alaska sold Canada
$7 million worth of transportation equipment, including
$5 million in aircraft engines and parts.

Canada supplies Alaskan industries and
consumers with machinery... Alaska’s largest
category of imports from Canada was machinery,
more than $140 million worth. Alaska also bought $14

t I/n/nn n-sa am
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million worth of forest products, led by $8 million in
softwood lumber.

Equipment and metals... Another important group of
Alaska’s imports was equipment and tools, which
totalled $26 million, and included $5 million in
electrical lighting and distribution equipment. Canada
also provided Alaska’s industries with $11 million
worth of metals and metal products, including $7
million in fabricated metals.

Transportation and chemicals... Alaska bought $14
million worth of Canadian transportation equipment,
including $8 million in trucks and $7 million in motor
vehicle engines and parts The state's imports of
chemicals and allied products totalled $11 million,
including $3 million in organic chemicals and $3 million
in fertilizers.

And Tourism adds millions to the exchange. In
1998, 62,200 Canadians visited Alaska for one night
or more and spent $34 million while 109,200 residents
of Alaska spent $32 million in Canada.

July 1999

For more infromation on Canada's trade with Alaska,
please contact:

Consulate General of Canada

412 Plaza 600

Sixth and Stewart

Seattle, WA 98101-1286

Tel: (206) 443-1777

Fax: (206) 443-1782

All figures are in U.S. dollars. Merchandise trade and
tourism figures are from Statistics Canada, converted
at the rate of US$1.00=C$1.4831.

Arizona

Canada® Foreign Affairs and International Trade / Affaires etrangeres et du Commerce
international
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Canada supplies Alaskan industries and con-
sumers with machinery... Alaska's largest cate-
gory of imports from Canada was machinery,
more than S140 million worth. Alaska also
bought S14 million worth of forest products, led
by S8 million in softwood lumber

Equipment and metals... Another important
group of Alaska's imports was equipment and
tools, which totalled 526 million, and Included 55
million in electrical lighting and distribution

equipment. Canada also provided Alaska's Indus-

tries wi(h SI 1 million worth of metals and metal
products, including 57 million in fabricated met-
als.

Transportation and chemicals... Alaska bought
S1 4 million worth of Canadian transportation
equipment, including 58 million in trucks and 57
million in motor vehicle engines and parts. The
state's Imports of chemicals and allied products
totalled 511 million. Including S3 million in
organic chemicals and S3 million in fertilizers.

Tourism adds millions to the exchange. In
1998, 62.200 Canadians visited Alaska for one
night or more and spent 534 million, while
109.200 residents of Alaska spent 532 million in

Canada.

July 1999
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For more information on Canada's trade with Alaska, please contact:
Consulate General of Canada
412 Plaza 600
Sixth and Stewart
Seattle, WA 98101-1286
Tel: (206) 443-1777 Fax: (206) 443-1782
All figures are in U.S. dollars. Merchandise trade and tourism figures are from Statistics
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Canada's concerns about Section 110 of the
U.S. _I(ilae af?mmlr%rat?i)op Reform an&
Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996

Citizens of Canada and the U.S. have long enjoyed free and easy
access across their shared border for family visits, tourism and
trade. As a result, they have developed extensive personal ties
and the largest trading relationship in the world, amounting to a
billion dollars a day and supporting millions of jobs in both
countries. The smooth movement of people and goods across the
border is now seriously threatened bv a provision of the U.S. lllegal
Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996.

Section 110 of the Act requires the Immigration and Naturalization

Search Service to have in place by March 30,2001, an automated system
to document the entry and departure of every "alien" arriving and
leaving the United Stales. If this provision is implemented, the
millions of people who enter the U.S. from Canada and Canada
from the U.S. every year would be required to stop at the border,
tying up traffic for miles at already crowded border points. Th>s
congestion would severely disrupt the flow of goods and services
across the border.

The intent of Section 110 was to monitor the extent of immigration
abuse by visa holders and nationals of countries that benefit from a
visa waiver program. Canadians have historically been exempt
from the requirement to obtain a visa to enter the U.S. Moreover,
apprehensions for immigration violations along the Canadian
border by the U.S. Border Patrol account for only one per cent of

the nationwide total.

In 1995, President Clinton and Prime Minister Jean Chretien
signed an accord to facilitate the movement of goods and people
across our shared border and to cooperate in combatting illegal
immigration, the smuggling of drugs and other contraband, and
cross-border crimes. Erecting border controls such as those that
would be imposed under Section 110 runs counter to the spirit of

that accord.

Canada ® 1999>Forei9n Affairs and International Trade / Affaires etrangeres et du Commerce
international
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8 nad|aﬂ ekgrslatlve framework to prevent the admission of
rug trafrickers

Canada has one of the most comprehensive sets of policy tools in
the world to prevent the admission of criminals and members of
criminal organizations and remove them from its territory. Infact,
some of these tools inspired U.S. legislators to adopt similar
provisions in the Antiterrorism and Effective Death Penalty Act and
the lllegal immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act
(IIRIRA) of 1996. For example:

. Canada's Minister of Citizenship and Immigration and
Solicitor General can issue security certificates which allow
the removal from Canada of someone who poses a security
threat. This is used against serious foreign criminals.

< Immigration officers can refuse visas or deny/revoke
admission to anyone who has committed an indictable
offence or a combination of misdemeanours.

< Immigration officers can refuse visas or deny/revoke
admission to anyone whom they have reasonable grounds
to believe is a member of a criminal organization. This
provision is used regularly at Canadian visa offices around
the globe and at Canadian ports of entry.

Drug trafficking at the northern border

The United States and Canada are equally concerned about the
movement of drugs across their shared border. Officials of both
countries work in close cooperation in this regard, recognizing that
the movement of illicit drugs occurs in both directions. Infact,
according to U.S. law enforcement sources, more illicit drugs enter
Canada from the United States than the reverse.

The importance of bilateral cooperation

The ability of any country to prevent the admission of drug
traffickers depends on the intelligence it possesses and the
screening process K has in place to use this intelligence. A close
partnership between U.S. and Canadian law enforcement
authorities is the best strategy to prevent the movement of drugs in
both directions between the United States and Canada and to
apprehend drug traffickers.

One example of this partnership is the Memorandum of
Understanding on shared research for customs enforcement
equipment, signed between the United States and Canada under
the 1995 Shared Border Accord. This joint effort has led to the
development and use of technologies such as ion mobility
spectrometers (ionscans), which increase the capacity of
authorities in both countries to detect traces of illegal drugs and
thus stop drug traffickers and inderdict shipments.
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Drug Trafficking and the United Stales-Canada Border

Canada ®
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IIRIRA Section 110 would have no impact on the admission of
drug traffickers or drug trafficking

The most effective way to prevent the admission of drug traffickers
is to develop the ability to identify them and deny them access,
ideally at the visa post and as a last resort at the port of entry.
Section 110 would be of no use for this purpose because the
proposed entry controls would not add any screening value in
terms of either enhancing the quality or quantity of the intelligence
available, or applying it through lookouts at visa offices and border
crossing points. The proposed exit controls would obviously be of
no use in this respect either. Section 110 would be especially
ineffective with respect to drugs, the vast majority of which are
smuggled into the United States as part of commercial freight
shipments, not by inaividual travellers.

A regional security approach is the most effective way for the
United States and"Canada to secure their shared border

The United States and Canada share the longest undefended
border in the world. The two-way movement of drugs and drug
traffickers across that border is a mutual concern, which the two
countries are addressing through their long-standing cooperative
relationship. A screening strategy that targets only ports of entry
will not address smuggling activities across the border in either
direction between ports of entry. The geo-physical nature of the
border makes total control impossible.

In this context, the best enforcement strategy against drugs and
drug traffickers is a regional one that focusses key screening
efforts at the two countries' external borders through the use of
joint intelligence, harmonized lookouts and common detection
techniques. This is a much more effective way of increasing public
safety than spending billions of dollars (in infrastructure costs
alone) to develop an entry-exit control system that offers no added

enforcement value.

Fore*dn Affairs and International Trade 1 Affaires 6trangeres et du Commerce
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Terrorism and the United States-Canada
Border
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Canadian legislative framework to prevent the admission of

terrorists
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The critical importance of this kind of intelligence was demonstrated
by the bombing of the World Trade Center in New York. Sheik Omar
Abdel-Rahman obtained a visa directly from the U.S. visa post in
Khartoum, Sudan, which did not have the same modern lodkdut
system as other U.S. visa posts.

Much publicity has been given to the case of Mr. Gazi lbrihim Abu
Mezer, who was arrested in Brooklyn in August 1997 after the police
were informed that he and a friend were planning a bomb attack on
the New York subway. Mr. Mezer had been apprehended three
times while attempting to smuggle himself into the United States
from Canada. He was never detained or prosecuted as a terrorist
prior to his arrest because there was no intelligence in either country
suggesting that he was one.

In contrast, Mr. Hani Abdel Rahim Sayegh, a member of the Saudi
Hizbollah who entered Canada by travelling through the United
States, was identified, detained and deported back to the United
States in July 1997 because such intelligence was available.

IIRIRA Section 110 would have no impact on the admission of
terrorists

The most effective way to prevent the admission of terrorists is to
develop the ability to identify them and deny them access, ideally at
the visa post and as a last resort at the port of entry. Section 110
would be of no use for this purpose because the proposed entry
controls would not add any screening value in terms of either
enhancing the quality or quantity of the intelligence available, or
applying it through lookouts at visa offices and border crossing
points. The proposed exit controls would obviously be of no use in

this respect either.

A regional security approach is the most effective way for the
United States and Canada to secure their shared border

The United States and Canada share the longest undefended border
in the world. The two-way movement of terrorists across that border
is a mutual concern, which the two countries are addressing through
their long-standing cooperative relationship. A screening strategy
that targets only ports of entry will not address people who smuggle
themselves across the border in either direction between ports of
enffy. The geo-physical nature of the border makes tot?) control
impossible.

In this context, the best enforcement strategy against terrorists is a
regional one that focusses key screening efforts at the two countries’
external borders through the use of joint intelligence and
harmonized look-outs. This is a much more effective way of
increasing public safety than spending billions of dollars (in
infrastructure costs alone) to develop an entry-exit control system
that offers no added enforcement value.

Otnada ®1999, Foreign Affairs and International Trade | Affaires 6trangeres et du Commerce
international
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llegal Immigration and the United
Sta?es—CanagJa border

Canadian legislative framework and administrative strategy to
combat illegal immigration

Canada is a world leader and the United States' closest ally in the
fight against illegal immigration. Canada's legislative framework of
preventive and punitive measures to discourage smuggling and

illegal entry is highly convergent with that of its southern neighbor.

Canada's inadmissibility regime to prevent the admission of
tenorists, organized criminals and war criminals inspired several
provisions in the Antiterrorism and Effective Death Penalty Act and
the lllegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act
(iIRIRA) of 1996.

| Canada was the first country, in the late eighties, to recognize the
importance of preventing illegal immigration offshore by
establishing an overseas network of immigration control officers,

Jan initiative now replicated by most OECD member countries,
including the United States with its "Global Reach" concept.
Canads has also replaced the traditional carrier liability policy with
a proactive carrier administrative policy, which the International Air
Transport Association has hailed as a model for the rest of the

world.

Canada has been similarly innovative in dealing with overstays
and other immigration violations, as well as in using data on such
violations to refine both visa policy and visa issuance. Inso doing
Canada has incorporated many of the data linkages and feedback
mechanisms recommended by Michael Bromwich, the Inspector
General of the U.S. Department of Justice, in his September 1997
report on the Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS)
Non-Immigrant Information System.

in Canada, all cases in which a person in possession of a valid
visa enters the enforcement stream (i.e., overstay, illegal work,
asylum claim or adjustment of status) are immediately reported to
the overseas post that issued the visa. Information on these cases
is also collected and analyzed to discern trends, which are
reported to visa officers to guide the assessment of risk in their
daily decision-making. On several occasions this information has
supported decisions to reimpose or lift visa requirements.

Canada has also developed the System Support for Intelligence,
which collects and analyzes intelligence and provides both event
and trend feedback to overseas posts and air carriers, thus
allowing them to constantly read and react to illegal immigrant
smuggling patterns. Finally, Canada has been a leader in
discouraging the life-threatening practice of illegal immigrants
trying to cross the ocean as stowaways in cargo containers by
developing a C0O2 reader to detect human presence in these

containers.

Canadian assessment of entry-exit controls


http://www.canadiancmbassy.org/sectionI

lllegal Immigration and the United States-Canada border

n nmCA

at the border, in lhe interior and overseas work together closely
and continuously to prevent illegal immigration to both our
countries, as illustrated by the following examples:

* InFebruary 1997 U.S. and Canadian officials informed and
assisted the Government of Senegal in the successful
interdiction of the "Africa Queen", a vessel that was about to
carry 190 Sri Lankan nationals to North America. This was
the second successful joint interdiction operation in West
Africa in as many years;

e InOctober 1998 INS and the Royal Canadian Mounted
Police (RCMP) announced the arrest of 35 people involved
in smuggling Chinese nationals from Canada into the United
States through the Akwesasne Indian reserve as a result of
Operation Over the Rainbow II. This was a follow-up to
Operation Over the Rainbow I, which had led to the arrest
by the RCMP of 20 people involved in smuggling Chinese
nationals into Canada;

m On several occasions and most recently in December 1998,
using the intelligence tools described earlier, Canadian
officials alerted their U.S. colleagues to large-scale
misrepresentations by nationals of Eastern Europe and
Africa on their applications to obtain U.S. visas solely for the
purpose of gaining illegal access to Canada.

In November 1997 U.S. Attorney General Janet Reno and Minister
for Citizenship and Immigration Canada (CIC) Lucienne Robillard
agreed to build on this successful cooperation by encouraging their
officials to formalize and systematize their partnership in what is
now known as the Border Vision exercise. This exercise is
consistent with the facilitation of legitimate travel, enhanced
enforcement against illicit movements and cost reduction
objectives of the Shared Border Accord, announced by Prime
Minister Chretien and President Clinton during the letter's 1995

visit to Ottawa.

INS, State Department and CIC officials are working hard on a
number of new initiatives to pool their resources and protect their
respective citizens against the threats associated with illegal
immigration and the movement of terrorists, drug traffickers and
other criminals. Both countries have taken concrete steps to
systematically and regularly share information on known or
suspected terrorists to ensure their early detection.

Officials hope to extend this arrangement to international criminals
and other threats in the future. A new information-sharing
instrument, consistent with our respective privacy laws, to support
daily immigration enforcement efforts is almost complete.

Exchanges of information on visa issuance resulting in illegal
immigration are now formalized and systematic. A joint map of
trends in illegal immigrant smuggling to both countrie. and
resources available overseas to combat them has been developed.

A regional security approach is the most effective way for the
Unitéd States and"Canada to secure their shared border

The United States and Canada share the longest undefended
border in the world. The two-way movement of illegal immigrants
across that border is a mutual concern, which the two countries are
addressing through their long-standing cooperative relationship.

Investing in a system to capture information on entries and exits
only at ports of entry will increase scrutiny on legitimate travelers
and fail to address smuggling activities across the border in either

http:/Aaw canadlianerioassy. org. ' ection 1 HCVillegal.hmi
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direction between ports of entry. The geo-physical nature of the
border makes total control impossible.

In this context, the best enforcement strategy against illegal
immigration is a regional one that focuses key deterrence efforts
overseas and at the two countries’ external borders through the
use of joint intelligence, harmonized lookouts and common
interdiction strategies. This is a much more effective way of
increasing public safety than spending billions of dollars (in
infrastructure costs alone) to develop an entry-exit control system
that offers no added enforcement value.

Canada ® Foreign Affairs and International Trade /Affaires etrangeres et du Commerce
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Download Secb'on 110 Spells Trouble for Tourism in Adobe
Viim M-mj ** PDF format

y n Download Section 110 Spells Trouble for Trucking and
T
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Canadlans and Americans have long
H/ rcf%andd £asy access across
hared border

Canada and the United States have a
long practice of not requiring the
majority of their citizens to fill out formal
documentation to enter each other's
country. At present, travellers leaving
the U.S. do not have to stop at U.S.
Customs upon departing. Under Section
110, every vehicle would have to stop in
both directions, so that the entry and
departure of non-U.S. citizens could be
documented. ltis easy to see howth e
inevitable massive traffic jams would discourage tourism in both
directions.

In 1996, Canadian visitors spent a total of $7.3 billion in the United
States, not including international transportation fares. The
livelihoods of millions of workers in the tourism industries across
the United States - hotel and restaurant employees, theme park
workers, rental car dealers, souvenir sellers and a host of others -
no* to mention sales tax revenues for the states, would be put at
risk If the smooth flow of visitors were interrupted.

Trucks are the lifeblood of
Canada-U.S. trade

Eighty per cent of U.S. exports to
Canada and 70 per cent of total bilateral
merchandise trade is shipped by truck.
More than 30,000 commercial vehicles
now move across the Canada-U.S.
border every day, and this number is
growing by about 9 per cent a year. Any
delays at the border would have a
serious impact on buyers and sellers of
goods in both countries and could affect
hours-of-service limits for drivers,
increasing operating costs for trucking

companies.
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Trafficjams would hurt businesses and jobs across the
United States

In 1997, the United Stales exported over $150 billion worth of
goods to Canada, which, according to U.S. Government
calculations, supported more than 2,250,000 jobs across the
country. Half of U.S. exports to Canada are produced in 14 states
that are not on the border. Ranked by volume of exports to Canada
in 1S96, they are: Ohio, lllinais, California, Texas, Indiana,
Pennsylvania, North Carolina, Massachusetts, Wisconsin, New
Jersey, Tennessee, Kentucky, Missouri and Georgia. If the smooth
flow of goods across the border were interrupted, jobs and
economic activity in every state in the nation would be affected.

Canada ® 1999, Fore'9n Affairs and International Trade / Affaires eirangeres et du Commerce
international
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NOW
SearCh If a Canadian in Ontario (for example) decides to take the family

across the border to the U.S., the group gets in the car and
proceeds to a U.S. port of entry, say Buffalo, N.Y. There the U.S.
official will:

» ask a few basic questions, possibly ask to see some form of ID and
perform abrief visual inspection 0f the vehicle;
» Wave the family into the U.S.

The average inspection time now is 30 seconds or less. For 95% of
the 76 million Canadians or U.S. permanent residents who enter
the U.S. each year, there is no recorded entry and no
documentation.

On its return to Canada, the family does not have to stop on the
U.S. side of the border. It stops only at Canada Customs.

Under Section 110

If a Canadian family decides to go for an outing across the border,
atthe U.S. point of entry:

» each member of the family has to stop and fill out an admission
form with basic biographical data; _

» aU.S. official must then review the information on the form;

» he/she must cross-check the IDs of all the passengers in the vehicle
against the informatin on the form, as well as perform a visual
inspection of the vehicle; ,

* information on the arrival of each person must then be entered into

an electronic database, 76 MILLION TIMES PER YEAR:

finally, the family would be waved into the U.S.

The total inspection time is multiplied many times.

But this is not the end of the story. When the family gets in the car
to return to Canada, it must now check in at the U.S. border station
to undergo a repeat full inspection, including a cross-check of IDs

and registration of all departures.
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Section 110 Spells

Section 110 of the U.S. lllegal Immigration Reform
and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996 requires
the Immigration and Naturalization Service to have in
place by September 30, 1998, an automated system to
document every non-U.S. citizen entering and exiting
the United States. If this provision is implemented, it
would cause massive congestion at land border cross-
ings between Canada and the United States and
threaten tourism industries on both sides of the bor-
der, which together bring in a total of USS10.5 billion
to the two economies,

Canadians and Americans have
long enjoyed free and easy
access across our shared
border

Canada and the United States have a Jong practice of
not requiring the majority of their citizens to fill out
formal documentation to enter each other's country.
At present, travellers leaving the U.S. do not have to
stop at U.S. Customs upon departing. Under Section
110, every vehicle would have to stop in both direc-
tions, so that the entry and departure of non-U.S. citi-
zens could be documented. It is easy to see how the
inevitable massive traffic jams would discourage
tourism in both directions.

Canadians and Americans love
to visit each other

Canada is the most important source of foreign visi—
tors for the United States and vice-versa. In 1997, 15
million Canadians visited the United States for at
least one night, and 13 million Americans took
overnight trips to Canada. These figures don't include

For more information,

Trouble

for Tourism

the 35 million Canadians and 25 million Americans
who crossed the border to shop or visit for the day.

Tourists prefer to travel by car
Not surprisingly, most travellers who crossed the bor-
der for the day went by car. In addition, two-thirds of
Canadians who took overnight trips to the United
States — more than 10 million travellers — and 63
per cent of Americans visiting Canada overnight —
over 8 million — chose to travel by car.

These figures add up to alot of people in both
countries who would be seriously inconvenienced by
Section 110 traffic jams. How many would decide
that crossing the border is just too much trouble?

Canadian tourists inject billions
into the U.S. economy

In 1996, Canadian visitors spent a total of $7.3 billion
in the United States, not including international trans—
portation fares.

The livelihoods of millions of workers in the
tourism industries across the United States — hotel
and restaurant employees, theme park workers, rental
car dealers, souvenir sellers and ahost of others —
not to mention sales tax revenues for the states, would
be put at risk if the smooth flow of visitors were
interrupted.

Section 110 takes us in the
wrong direction

Section 110 goes against years of cooperative efforts
between the United States and Canada to cut red tape
at the border. We need laws to make travel between
our countries easier, not more difficult.

visit the Canadian Embassy's web site at:

www.cdnemb-washdc.org/sectionl110
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S.745

Sponsor: Sen Abraham. Spencer FSintroduced 3/25/1999)

Latest Major Action: 3/25/1999 Referred to Senate committee o

Title; A bill to amend the lllegal Immlg%ra_tlon Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996 to
modify the requirements for implementation of an entry-exit control system.

Jump to: Titles. Status. Committees. Related Bill Details. Amendments. Cosponsors. Summary
TITLE(S): {italicsindicate a titlefor aportion ofa bill)

. SHORT TITLE(S) AS INTRODUCED:
Border Improvement and Immigration Act of 1999

. OFFICIAL TITLE AS INTRODUCED:_ , -
Abill to amend the lllegal Immlqratlon Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996 to
modify the requirements for implementation ofan entry-exit control system,

STATUS: (color indicates Senate actions) /Floor Actions/Congressional Record Page References)

3/25/1999; _ y
Read twice and referred to the Committee on Judiciary.

COMMITTEE(S):

Committee/Subcommittee: Activity:

Senate Judiciary Referral

RELATED BELL DETAELS:
4 o\O\E™
AMENDMENT(S):

***NO N E***

COSPONSORS(27), ALPHABETICAL:  (Sort; bv date]

Sen Bums. Conrad R. - 3/25/1999 Sen Cochran. Thad - 3/25/1999
Sen Collins. Susan M. - 3/25/1999 Sen Craig. Larry E. - 3/25/1999
Sen DeWine, Michael - 3/25/1999 Sen Doraan. Bvron L. - 3/25/1999
Sen Durbin. Richard J. - 4/19/1999 Sen Gorton, Slade - 3/25/1999
Sen Graham. Bob - 3/25/1999 Sen Grams. Rod - 3/25/1999

Sen Hagel. Chuck - 4/19/1999 Sen Inouve. Daniel K. - 3/25/1999
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Sen Jeffords. James M. - 3/25/1999 Sen Kennedy. Edward M. - 3/25/1999
Sen Leahy. Patrick J. - 3/25/1999 Sen Levin. Carl - 3/25/1999

Sen Mack. Connie - 3/25/1999 Sen McCain, John - 3/25/1999

Sen Movnihan. Daniel Patrick - 3/25/1999 Sen Murkowski. Frank H. - 3/25/1999
Sen Murray. Pattv - 3/2511999 Sen Robb. Charles S. - 7/22/1999

Sen Santorum. Rick - 3/25/1999 Sen Schumer. Charles E. - 3/25/1999
Sen Smith. Gordon - 3/25/1999 Sen Snowe. Olympia J. - 3/25/1999

Sen Voinovich. George V. - 6/7/1999

MOST RECENT SUMMARY*.

3/25/1999-Introduced.

Border Improvement and Immlgratlon Act of 1999 - Amends the lllegal Imm_lgratlon Reform and
Immigrant Responsibility Act 0T 1996 with resBect to the automated entry-exit control system to
exempt from required recordkeeping: (1) land border crossings and seaports; and (2) permanent
resident and cerfain other aliens.

(Sec. 3) Requires the Attorney General to rePort: (1) on the feasibility o fimplementing an automated
entry-exit control system that would include land border and seaport arrivals and departures; and (2)
annually on the development status of the automated entry-exit control system, and on visa overstays
identified through such system. Requires integration o overstay informafion into Department of State
and Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS) databases.

(Sec. 5) Authorizes appropriations for INS and United States Customs Service horder control and
enforcement activities. Sets forth specified set-asides. Authorizes: (1) use of equipment funds for new
technologies; and (2) transfer up to ten percent of specified set-asides for other equipment uses. Sets
aside specified funds for peak hours and investigative resource enhancement.

Provides for increased numbers of full-time INS and Customs inspectors at U.S. land borders.
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S.145

Border Improvement and Immigration Act of 1999 (Introduced in the Senate)

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.
This Act may be cited as the 'Border Improvement and Immigration Act of 199",

SEC.2. AMENDMENT OF THE ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION REFORM AND
IMMIGRANT RESPONSIBILITY ACT OF 1996.

&a) IN GENERAL- Section 110(58 ofthe lllegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant
esponsibility Act 0f 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1221 note) is amended to read as follows:

'(a) SYSTEM-

'(1) IN GENERAL- Subject to paragraph (2), not later than 2 years after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Attorney General shall develop an adtomated entry and exit
control system that will--

'(A) collect a record of departure for every alien departing the United States and
rsr}attch thedrecord of departure with the record ofthe alien's arrival in the United
ates; an

'(B) enable the Attorney General to identify, through on-line searching procedures,
lawfully admitted nonlmmlgrants who remain in the United States beyond the
period authorized by the Attorney General.

;}2) E%(CEPTION- The system under paragraph (1) shall not collect a record of arrival or
eparture-

'(A) at a land border or seaport ofthe United States for any alien; or
'(BFfor any alien for whom the documentary requirements in section 212(a)(7)(B)
of the Immigration and Nationality Act have been waived b¥ the Attorney General

and the Secretary of State under section 212(d)(4)(B) ofthe Tmmigration and
Nationality Act.".
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(b) EFFECTIVE DATE- The amendment made by subsection (a) shall take effect as if included
Inthe enactment of the Ille?al Imml(IJratlon Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996
(division C of Public Law 104-208; 110 Stat. 3009-546).

SEC. 3. REPORT ON AUTOMATED ENTRY-EXIT CONTROL SYSTEM.

a) REQUIREMENT- Not later than 1 year after the date of enactment of this Act, the Attorne¥
eneral shall submit a report to the Committees on the Judiciary of the Senate and the House 0
Representatives on the feasibility of developlng and implementing an automated entry-exit
control system that would collect a record of departure for every alien departing the United
States and match the record of departure with the record of the alien's arrival in'the United
States, including departures and arrivals at the land borders and seaports of the United States.

(b) CONTENTS OF REPORT- Such report shall—

(1) assess the costs and feasibility of various means of operating such an automated entry-
exit control system, including exploring—

(A) how, ifthe automated entry-exit control system were limited to certain aliens
arrlvmgz at alrﬂorts, departure records of those aliens could be collected when they
depart through aland border or seaport; and

gB) the feasihility of the Attorney General, in consultation with the Secretary of

tate, negotiating reciprocal agreements with the %g)vern_ments of contiguous
countries to colléct such information on behalfofthe United States andshare it in
an acceptable automated format;

(2) consider the various means of developing such a 3ystem, including the uge of pilot
projects if appropriate, and assess which means would be most appropriate in which
geagraphical regions;

(3) evaluate how such a system could be implemented without increasing border traffic
congestion and border crossin delaYs and, 1fany such system would increase border
crossing delays, evaluate to what extent such congestiori or delays would increase; and

(4) estimate the length of time that would be required for any such systemto be
developed and implemented.

SEC. 4. ANNUAL REPORTS ON ENTRY-EXIT CONTROL AND USE OF
ENTRY-EXIT CONTROL DATA.

Sﬂ ANNUAL REPORTS ON IMPLEMENTATION OF ENTRY-EXIT CONTROL AT
RPORTS- Not later than 30 days after the end of each fiscal year until the fiscal year in which
the Attorney General cert'iies to on(T;ress that the entry-exit contr_ol_s_k/stem required by section
110(a) of the lllegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996, &s
amended by section 2 of this Act, has been developed, the Attorney General shall submit to the
Committees on the Judiciary of the Senate and the House of Representatives a report that—
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House SP CM&EWNT v DE & STATE/FED

INUTES

HOUSE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON WORLD TRADE
AND STATE/FEDERAL RELATIONS
Februara/ 22, 2000
5:10 p.
BILL: HJR 48

SHORT TITLE: ACCESS ACROSS UNITED STATES/CANADA BORDER

Number 1811

CHAIR BARNES announced that the next resolution before the
committee would be House Joint Resolution 48, "A Resolution
Relating to the Free Flow of People and Fair Trade of Goods and
ServiceS across the Border hetween the United States and Canada.

REPRESENTATIVE PHILLIPS explained that House Joint Resolution 48
had come about from Alaska's involvement in the Council of State
Governments (CSG) and concerns the federal IIlegal Immigration
Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996, In that federal
act, there is aprovision, Section” 110, that would restrict the
free flow and movement of people across the Canadian border. When
the act was written, Congress did not look at it as affecting the
Canadian border, but othér borders. By March 31, 2001, an
automated system is intended to be put’into place to document every
non-United States citizen entering and exiting the US border.

REPRESENTATIVE PHILLIPS pointed out that the United States has free
trade with people across the Canadian border on a regular basis,
and It [the new system] would cause a huge bottleneck. _So the
Western ‘states and the states bordering Canada all are in the
[frocess of adopting resolutions to ask™ Congress to re-write Section
. The CSG West, the National Governors"™ Association, and the
Cascadia Mayors" Council all have adopted resolutions in favor of
this change.” Canadian ne,lg?,hbors have asked Alaska for help on.
this. Representative Phillips thinks it would be very beneficial

to pass a resolution in support.

REPRESENTATIVE PHILLIPS illustrated the volume of movement and
trade across the US-Canada border bEj p_rowdlnt% statistics from
1998, Bilateral trade [between the United States and Canada] was
worth $397 billion. With Alaska alone, Canada traded a total of
$492 million worth of goods. Alaska exPorted $91 million in metals
to Canada and imported “$140 million worth of machinery from Canada.
Sixty-two thousand Canadians and 109,000 Alaskans crossed their

mutdal borders in 1998,
REPRESENTATIVE PHILLIPS said House Joint Resolution 48 sué)ports

action_by CSG West, passed in Anchorage in 1998, She said that .
again in"Quebec in December, 1999, the overall CSG reiterated this

résolution, as Congress has not yet taken action.

Number 2004
CHAIR BARNES invited questions.

REPRESENTATIVE COWDERY mentioned problems at the Alaska-Canada
border related to the salmon fishery issue.

H
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REPRESENTATIVE PHILLIPS said that following the [Alaska State
Ferry] Malaspina incident about two years ago, there were a few
incidents of Alaskans being challengéd. She said she went to the
State Department, and therg have not been any complaints [since].

CHAIR BARNES noted for the record that Representative Berkowitz had
joined the meeting some time ago.

Number 2062

REPRESENTATIVE PHILLIPS called _attention to a new sponsor statement
on committee members' desks. There is one word change in the third
garagraph from the bottom where it says, "Canada and the United
tatés share the longest undefended border in the world and
bilateral] trade exceéds $1 billion every day, supporting over 10
million jobs." The old sponsor statement said "$§1 billion every

year," and it is "$1 billion every day."

REPRESENTATIVE BERKOWITZ asked if House Joint Resolution 48 would
affect crossings only at US-Canadian borders, or if it also would
affect any Canadian entering the United States at any point of

entry?

REPRESENTATIVE PHILLIPS said House Joint Resolution 48 applies only
to the US-Canadian borders.

SCOTT PETSEL, legislative aide to Representative Phillips, said his
interpretation is that House Joint Resolution 48 is referring only
to the land borders between the United States and Canada, as
mentioned in the first and second lines of the resolution.

REPRESENTATIVE PHILLIPS (Tferred committee members to copies
before them of the f%df lllegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant

Respansibility Act o 6, and, specifically, to Section 110
therein.

REPRESENTATIVE BERKOWITZ said he understood the intent, but that as
he reads, section 110, it is collecting the record of departure for

every alien in the United States, It does not specify that it
applies cnly to the US-Canadian border.

MR. PETSEL s;id that might be a valid interpretation.

REPRESENTATIVE PHILLIPS emphasized that House Joint Resolution 48
addresses only the land borders hetween the US and Canada. She had
been in contatt with CSG West and there is agreement that Congress
did not mean for this to appla/ to the Canadian borders with the
United States, For the record, all of the committees with which
she had been involved -- the National Conference of State
Legislatures, CSG West and CSG nationally -- take the same tack
thdat this [the federal Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant
Responsibility Act] was intended to ‘stop illegal immigration across
the United States' southern borders.

Number 2254

REPRESENTATIVE COWDERY moved to report House Joint Resolution 48
out of committee with individual recommendations an! accompanying
fiscal notes. There being no objection, it was so ordered.

There being no further business before the committee, the Committee
meeting was adjourned at 5:45 p.m.
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May 7, 1999

HAND DELIVERED

Honorable John Cowdery
Chairman, House Rules Committee
Alaska State Legislature

State Capitol

Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

Re: House Judiciary Committee Proposed Changes to
CS SB 141

Dear Representative Cowdery:

You have asked whether it would be constitutionally
permissible for the House of Representatives to add certain
previsions to Senate Bill 141 without changing the existing title
of the bill. The specific question is whether the existing title
sufficiently describes the proposed additions so as to comply
with the so-called "™descriptive title™ requirement of Article 11,
sec. 13, of the Alaska Constitution, which provides, "The subject
of each bill shall be expressed in the title." In our opinion,
one of the two proposed additions can be included in Senate Bill
141 without changing the existing title of the bill. We do not,
however, believe that the second proposed addition is
sufficiently related to the subject of the bill, as expressed in

the existing title, to pass muster under the descriptive title

requirement of Article II, sec. 13.



Hon. John Cowdery
May 7, 1999
Page -2-

The existing title of Senate B ill 141 is "An Act relating to
construction contracts and subcontractors; relating to design-
build construction contracts; and providing for an effective
date." There are currently two proposed additions to the bill.
Both are contained in the House Judiciary Committee Substitute
for CS SB 141. The first is found in Section 7 of the Judiciary

bill and proposes to amend Section 4 of Chapter 15, SLA 1998, by

adding a new subsection to read:

(d) The adoption by a municipality, when
exercising its powers under AS 29.35.020(a), of an
ordinance for a procurement of a facility or
operation on a des:.gn-build construction contract
basis satisfies the procurement requirements under

(b) of this section. 1/
We believe that this provision is adequately described by the
phrase, "relating to design-build construction contracts"™

contained in the existing title of Senate Bill 141. The second

proposed addition is contained in Section 6 of the Judiciary

Committee Substitute. This provision would add an additional

1/ Section 4 of Chapter 15, SLA 1998 authorizes the
Department of Corrections to enter into an agreement with the
City of Delta Junction to lease corrections space in facilities
located on the realigned Fort Greely military reservation under
certain conditions. Section 4(b) of Chapter 15 provides that the
commissioner of corrections must require, as part of the lease
agreement, that the City of Delta Junction procure a private
third-party operator of the facility "through a process similar
to the procedures established in AS 36.30 (State Procurement
Code)." This proposed amendment to Section 4 would make it clear
that the procurement procedures required in Section 4 (b) are
satisfied if the municipality adopts an ordinance to procure the
“"facility or operation”™ through a design-build construction

contract.
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May 7, 1999
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condition to the authorization given in Section 4, Chapter 15,
SLA 1998, for the commissioner of corrections to enter into a
lease with the City of Delta Junction for corrections space. The
proposed new condition would require the lease agreement to
provide for a fixed rate for each prison bed per day, with the
first year's rate not to exceed $70 per bed per day. We do not
believe that this provision is sufficiently related to the
subject of Senate Bill 141 as expressed in its existing title.

The Alaska Supreme Court has adopted a deferential standard
for determining whether legislation conforms to the descriptive
title requirement contained in Article 11, sec. 13. By

“"deferential,” we mean that the Court is extremely reluctant to

invalidate legislation by "second guessing"™ the choices that the

legislature makes about what provisions should be included in a
piece of legislation and what should be included in its title.

In State v. First National Bank of Anchorage. 660 P.2d 406, 414-

15 (Alaska 1982), the Court rejected the argument that the title,
"An Act Relating to Land" did not sufficiently describe the
bill's substantive contents, which included amendments to the

Uniform Land Sales Practices Act as well as amendments to
statutes dealing with the zoning power of the Department of
Natural Resources and its power to lease state lands. In
rejecting the argument, the Court noted that the purpose of the

descriptive title requirement is "to prevent surreptitious
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introduction of legislation not indicated by the title.”™ 2./ That

purpose is achieved, according to the court, if there are ™"no

hidden provisions unrelated to its title.” 3/ Thus, the

provisions need only "relate”™ to the subject that is expressed in

the title. It is not necessary that all of the particulars of

the legislation be described or included in the title. The court

went on to note that a bill title is sufficiently descriptive if

"'anyone interested in any of the particulars of the bill would

be advised by this title to look to the body of the law

4/ In the context of the legislation at issue in the case, then,

the Court found that a person interested in consumer protection

laws relating to land sales would be alerted to read all of the

sections of a bill whose title was simply ™"an act relating to

land."

The title of the Senate Bill 141 is ™"An Act relating to

construction contracts and subcontracts; relating to design-build

construction contracts; and providing for an effective date.”™ We

believe that the proposed amendment contained in Section 7 of the
House Judiciary Committee Substitute is adequately described in
the existing title of Senate Bill 141. As we have noted, the

descriptive title requirement is satisfied if the substantive

2/ 1d., at 415 n. 19
1/ 1d. (emphasis added).

4/ 1d. (citation omitted) .
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provisions of the bill are "related™ to the subject as expressed
in the title. In this instance, the proposed amendment contained

in Section 7 is clearly related to the subject of ™"construction
contracts™ and "design-build construction contracts."” In fact,
without the reference in the proposed amendment to a '"design-
build construction contract,” it would not be possible to give
effect to the underlying purpose of the amendment -- to make it
clear that this particular type of procurement is "similar to"”
the procedures set out in the State procurement code. It is true

that the proposed amendment in Section 7 deals only with one

particular type of design-build construction contract -- one for

the construction and operation of a prison facility -- and that

that particular type of design-build contract is not described in

the bill's title. However, as the Alaska Supreme Court made
clear in the First National Bank decision, it is not necessary
that the title of a bill describe or list all of the particulars

or various sub-sets of the general subject that are included in
the legislation. In our view, the provisions of Section 7 of the
House Judiciary Committee Substitute are sufficiently related to
the subject of Senate Bill 141, as expressed in its existing
title, to comply with the descriptive title requirement of
Article 11, sec. 13, of the Alaska Constitution.

At the same time, we think that the proposed addition to

Senate Bill 141 contained in Section 6 of the House Judiciary

Committee Substitute is not sufficiently described or covered by
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the subject expressed in the title of Senate Bill 141. The sole
purpose of the provision contained m Section 6 is to set out the
maximum allowable price for which the State may lease prison
space at Fort Greely from the City of Delta Junction. The pr-ice
to be paid for the facility and related corrections services has
nothing to do with whether the procurement of the facility and
services is done on the basis of a design-build construction
contract or under any other procurement method. The lease price
provision, in our opinion, has no logical connection with
construction contracts, subcontractors, or design-build
construction contracts -- the subject expressed in the existing
title of Senate Bill 141. As a result, we believe that even
under a deferential standard of review, the Alaska Supreme Court
would likely hold that this provision is unconstitutional under
the descriptive title requirement of Article 11, sec. 13, of the
Alaska Constitution.

Please let us know if we can provide any additional

information on this subject.
Very truly yours

GROSS & BURKE

Susan A.

SAB:ps
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(907) 465-3867 or 465-2450 STATE OF ALASKA
FAX (907) 465-2029 130 Seward Street, Suite 409
Mail Stop 3101 Juneau, Alaska 99801-2105
MEMORANDUM May 7, 1999
SUBJECT: HCS CSSB 141(RLS) (Work Order No. 21-LS0827\S)
T0: Representative John Cowdery, Chair
House Rules Committee
Attn: Marco
FROM: Theresa Bannister
Legislative Counsel

This memo acqomﬁanies adraft of the bill described above. Please be aware of the following
ISSues present in the bill

1. Title expression problem. The bill may violate the expression requirement of art. 11, sec.
13 of the state constitution. Even though sec. 6 authorizes procuring on a "design-build
construction contract basis," the inclusion of "design-build construction contract” in the title
may be considered misleading because "design-build construction contract" does not
normally connote an operating contract, and that appears to be involved in the contract to be
Procure under sec. 6. The court has been reluctant to find aviolation ofart. 11, sec. 13, and

do not know whether the court would consider this problem to be substantial and plain
enough to constitute a violation of the expression requirement. However, | advise either (1)
chan%mg the bill's title and filing a concurrent resolution to allow susgensmn of the uniform
rules to do this in the second house, or (2) placing the sec. 4, ch. 15, SLA 1998 amendment

in its own hill

2. Local and special issue. Sec. 6 ofthe bill raises a local and special issue under art. |1, Sec.
19 of the state constitution, primarily because of its connection with sec. 4, ch. 15, SLA
1998. How a court would ultlmately fule on this issue is unclear. Sec. 4, ch 15, SLA 1998
does appear to adaress amatter of statewide concern, and the Fort Greely correctional facility
situation does appear to have some unique features that may make it inappropriate for
general legislation. However, because the Issue depends so much on the specific facts of the
caSs, it is not really possible to predict whether the approach taken by sec. 4, ch. 15, SLA
1998, as amended by sec. 6 of the bill, would be considered to bear a fair and substantial

relationship to legitimate state purposes lor the legislation.
If | may be of further assistance, please advise,

TLB:glc
99-249.glc

Attachment
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HOUSE CS FOR CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 141(RLS)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

TWENTY-FIRST LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
BY THE HOUSE RULES COMMITTEE

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsor(s):  SENATOR LEMAN BY REQUEST
A BILL

FOR AN ACT ENTITLED
"An Act relating to construction contracts and subcontractors; relating to design-
build construction contracts; and providing for an effective date."

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

* Section 1. AS 36.30.115(h) is amended to read:
(b) A construction contractor or the [THE] apparent low bidder for a

construction contract may replace a listed subcontractor if the subcontractor

(1) fails to comply with AS 08.18;

(2) files for bankruptcy or becomesinsolvent;

(3) fails to execute a contract with the construction contractor or
bidder involving performance of the work for which the subcontractor was listed and
the construction contractor or bidder acted in good faith;

(4) fails to obtain bonding;

(5) fails to obtain insurance acceptable tothestate;

(6) fails to perform the contract with the construction contractor or

1 HCS CSSB 141(RLS)

New Text Underlined [DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]
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1 bidder involving work for which the subcontractor was listed;

2 (7) must be substituted in order for the [PRIME] contractor to satisfy

3 required state and federal affirmative action requirements;

4 (8) refuses to agree or abide with the [BIDDER'S] labor agreement of

5 the construction contractor or bidder: or

6 (9) s determined by the procurement officer not to be a responsible

[ subcontractor.

8 *Sec. 2. AS 36.30.115 is amended by adding new subsections to read:

9 (f) In addition to the circumstances described in (b) of this section, a
10 construction contractor may request permission from the procurement officer to add
11 or replace a listed subcontractor. The request must be in writing, specifically detailing
12 the bagis for the request, and include appropriate supporting documentation. The
13 procurement officer shall approve the request if the procurement officer determines in
14 writing that the requested addition or replacement is in the best interest of the state.
15 (9) The requirements of this section do not apply to a design-build construction
16 contract.

17 (h) In this section, "construction contractor" means a person who enters into

18 a construction contract with an agency.

19 *Sec. 3. AS 36.30.210(h) is amended to read:

20 (b) An offeror for a construction contract shall submit evidence of the offeror's

21 registration under AS 08.18. A request for sealed proposals for a construction

22 contract, except a design-build construction contract, must require the offeror, no

23 later than five working days after the proposal that is the most advantageous to the

24 state is identified, to list subcontractors the offeror proposes to use in the performance

25 of the construction contract. The list must include the information required under

26 AS 36.30.115(a). The provisions of AS 36.30.115(1?) - (g) that apply to a

21 construction contractor or an apparent low bidder [AS 36.30.115(b) - (e)] apply

28 to offerors submitting competitive sealed proposals for construction contracts, except

29 design-build construction contracts.

30 *Sec. 4. AS 36.30.210 is amended by adding a new subsection to read:

31 () In this section, “construction contractor" has the meaning given in
CSSB 141(RLS) -

New Text Underlined [DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]
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AS 36.30.115.
* Sec. 5. AS 36.30.990 is amended by adding a new paragraph to read:
(23) "design-build construction contract" means a contract to provide
construction in accordance with a design provided by the contractor.
* Sec. 6. Section 4, ch. 15, SLA 1998, is amended by adding a new subsection to read:
(d) The adoption by a municipality, when exercising its powers under
AS 29.35.020(a), of an ordinance for procurement of a facility or operation on a
design-build construction contract basis satisfies the procurement requirements under
(b) of this secdon.
* Sec. 7. This Act takes effect immediately under AS 01.10.070(c).

3 HCS CSSB 14L(RLY)
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HOUSE CS FOR CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 141(RLS)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWENTY-FIRST LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

BY THE HOUSE RULES COMMITTEE

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsor(s): SENATOR LEMAN BY REQUEST
A BILL

FOR AN ACT ENTITLED
1 "An Act relating to construction contracts and subcontractors; relating to design-
2 build construction contracts; and providing for an effective date."

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

4 *Section 1. AS 36.30.115(h) Is amended to read:

5 (b) A construction contractor or the [THE] apparent low bidder for a
b construction contract may replace a listed subcontractor if the subcontractor

1 (1) fails to comply with AS 08.18;

B (2) files for bankruptcy or becomesinsolvent;

9 (3) fails to execute a contract with the construction contractor or

10 bidder involving performance of the work for which the subcontractor was listed and

11 the construction contractor or bidder acted in good faith;

12 (4) fails to obtain bonding;

13 (5) fails to obtain insurance acceptable tothestate;

14 (6) fails to perform the contract with the construction contractor or
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bidder involving work for which the subcontractor was listed;
(7) must be substituted in order for the [PRIME] contractor to satisfy
required state and federal affirmative action requirements;
(8) refuses to agree or abide with the [BIDDER'S] lahor agreement of
c the construction contractor or bidder: or
( (9) is determined by the procurement officer not to be a responsible

subcontractor.
* Sec. 2. AS 36.30.115 is amended by adding new subsections to read;

oo

5 (f) In addition to the circumstances described in (b) of this section, a
1 construction contractor may request permission from the procurement officer to add
1 or replace a listed subcontractor. The request must be in writing, specifically detailing
12 the basis for the request, and include appropriate supporting documentation. The
13 procurement officer shall approve the request if the procurement officer determines in
14 writing that the requested addition or replacement is in the best interest of the state.
15 (9) The requirements of this section do not apply to a design-build construction
16 contract.

17 (h) In this section, “construction contractor" means a person who enters into
18 a construction contract with an agency.

19 *Sec. 3. AS 36.30.210(h) is amended to read:

20 (b) An offeror for a construction contract shall submit evidence of the offeror's
21 registration under AS 08.18. A request for sealed proposals for a construction
22 contract, except a design-build construction contract, must require the offeror, no
23 later than five working days after the proposal that is the most advantageous to the
24 state is identified, to list subcontractors the offeror proposes to use in the performance
25 of the construction contract. The list must include the information required under
26 AS 36.30.115(a). The provisions of AS 36.30.115(b) - (g) that apply to a
21 construction contractor or an apparent low bidder [AS 36.30.115(b) - (e)] apply
28 to offerors submitting competitive sealed proposals for construction contracts, except
29 design-build construction contracts.

30 *Sec. 4. AS 36.30.210 is amended by adding a new subsection to read:
(f) In this section, "construction contractor” has the meaning given in
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