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The Municipality agrees that each "program" and "facility" as defined in subsections 21.23
(b) and (e) of the Regulations, will be (with regard to a program) conducted or will be (with
regard to a facility) operated in compliance with all requirements imposed by, or pursuant to,

the Regulations.

The Municipality shall insert the clauses of this assurance in every contract subject to the Act

and Regulations.

Where the Municipality received Federal financial assistance to carry out a program of
managerial training, under section 10(a) of the UMTA Act of 1964, as amended, the
assurance shall obligate the Municipality to make selection of the trainee or fellow without

regard to race, color, sex, or national origin.

Where the Municipality receives Federal financial assistance to cany out a program under the
UMTA Act of 1964, as amended, the assurance shall obligate the Municipality to assign
transit operators, and to furnish transit operators, for charter purposes without regard to race,

color, sex, or national origin.

Where the Municipality receives Federal financial assistance to carry out a program under the
UMTA Act of 1964, as amended, routing scheduling, quality of service, frequency of service,
age/quality of vehicles assigned to routes, quality of stations serving different routes, and
locations of routes may not be determined on the basis of race, color, sex, or national origin.

This assurance obligates the Municipality for the period during which Federal financial
assistance is extended to the project, except where the Federal financial assistance is to
provide, or is in the form of, personal property, or real property or interest therein or
structures or improvements thereon; in which case the assurance obligates the Municipality
or any transferee for the longer of the following periods: a) The period during which the
property is used for a purpose for which the Federal financial assistance is extended, or for
another purpose involving the provision of similar services or benefits; or b) the period
during which the Municipality retains ownership or possession of the property.

The Municipality shall provide for such methods of administration for the program, as are
found by the Secretary of Transportation or the official to whom he delegates specific
authority to give reasonable guarantee that it, other Municipal sub-grantees, contractors,
subcontractors, transferees, successors in interest, and other participants of Federal financial
assistance under such program will comply with all requirements imposed or pursuant to the

Act, the Regulations, and this assurance.

The Municipality agrees that the United States has a right to seek judicial enforcement with
regard to any matter arising under the Act, Regulations and this assurance.

This Assurance is given in consideration of and for the purpose of obtaining, any and all Federal
grants, loans, contracts, property, discounts, or other Federal fmancia' assistance extended after the
date thereof to the Municipality by the FHWA and/or FTA program and is binding on it, other
Municipal sub-grantees, contractors, subcontractors, transferees, successors in interest, and other
participants in FHWA and/or FTA programs. The person or persons whose signature appears below
are authorized to sign this assurance on behalf of the Municipality.
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SECTION 17 Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBE) PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS

171

Compliance

The parties, their agents and employees shall comply with the provisions of 49 CFR Part 26 and Title
V1 of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 49 CFR Part 26 requires that each Municipality shall agree to
abide by the statements in paragraphs 17.1 and 17.2 and shall include these statements in the
Municipality's USDOT financial assistance agreement and in all subsequent agreements between the
Municipality and any sub-grantee and in all subsequent USDOT assisted contracts between the

Municipality or sub-grantees and any contractor.

17.2 Policy

It is the policy of the USDOT that disadvantaged business enterprises as defined in 49 CFR Part 26
shall have an equal opportunity to participate in the performance of contracts financed in whole or
part with Federal funds under this agreement. Consequently the DBE requirements of 49 CFR Part

26 apply to this Agreement.

17.3 DBE Obligation

The Municipality or its contractor agrees to ensure that Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBE),
as defined in 49 CFR Part 26 have an equal opportunity to participate in the performance of contracts
and sub-contracts financed in whole or part with Federal funds provided under this agreement. In
this regard the Municipality and/or its contractors shall take all necessary and reasonable steps in
accordance with 49 CFR Part 26 to ensure that DBE's have an equal opportunity to compete for and
perform contracts. The Municipality and/or its contractors shall not discriminate on the basis of race,
color, national origin, or sex in the award and performance of USDOT assisted contracts.

SECTION 18- HOLD HARMLESS CLAUSE

Insofar as they may legally do so, the State and the Municipality shall indemnify each other and hold
each other harmless against any and all suits, actions, claims or losses of any kind, nature and
description, including costs, expenses and attorney fees that may be incurred by reason of any act or
omission, neglect or misconduct of the State and Municipality in the fulfillment of their respective

work which is the subject of this Agreement.

SECTION 19- AMENDMENTS

This Agreement may be amended only in writing, and must be done prior to undertaking changes or
work resulting therefrom or incurring additional costs or any extension of time. Said amendments
are subject to approval by the AMATS Policy Committee the FHWA and the FTA.

SECTION 20- LIMITATION OF LIABILITY

No liability shall be attached to the State and/or the Municipality by reason of entering into this
Agreement, except as expressly provided herein.
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SECTION 21 - COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS

In addition to the laws, statutes, regulations and requirements stated herein, the State and
Municipality shall be knowledgeable of and comply with all Federal, State and local laws and

ordinances applicable to the work to be done under this Agreement.

SECTION 22 - TERMINATION OF AGREEMENT

221 The State and Municipality may terminate this Agreement at such time as they choose not to approve
the AMAI'S UPWP for the continuing transportation planning process or a portion thereof. To do
so, aparty shall give 60 days written notice to the other parties. The resigning party may also request
the other party revise and resubmit the AMATS UPWP for reconsideration. Furthermore, in the
event that the Municipality is dissolved or its present structure radically changed, the remaining party
may, at its option, terminate this Agreement upon 60 days written notice to the parties subject to this

Agreement.

22.2 In the event of any termination by any of the parties outlined above, full payment of the State's and
Municipality's applicable reimbursable share of actual costs pursuant to and subject to the provisions
set forth above and in the AMATS UPWP shall be made for all work performed to the date of

termination.

22.3 It is anticipated that this Agreement will continue in force until or onless the State and Municipality
terminate the Agreement in writing as previously described.
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SECTION 23- AGREEMENT SIGNATURES

This Agreement, having been approved on the 23rd day of April 2002 by Anchorage Municipal
Assembly Resolution No. (“AR™) 2002 - 119, the parties to this Agreement hereby enter into this
Agreement effectiv™a”of the 15.day of October, 2002.



Subject:

From:

To:

Q M e m o r a n d u m
U.S. Department

of Transportation _
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DEFORMATION: Eligibility o f Membership pate:. October 8, 2002

Dues for FHWA/FTA Planning Funds
(signed by Cindy Burbank)

Cynthia J. Burbank, FHW A Associate Administrator Reply to
for Planning, Environment & Realty Attn, of: HEP-2
(signed by J.M. Ryan for)
Charlotte Adams, FTA Associate Administrator
TPL-10

for Planning

FFIWA Division Administrators
FHW A Resource Center Managers
FTA Regional Administrators

The purpose of this memorandum is to provide guidance on the use of FHWA and FTA State
planning and research and metropolitan planning funds for membership dues in professional

associations or other organizations.

This responds to several recent questions ffom field offices, State DOTs, and MPOs. The
guidance below is based on the guidelines in the following OMB Circulars: A-87, Cost
Principles for State, Local and Indian Tribal Governments; A-21, Cost Principles for Educational
Institutions; and A -122, Cost Principles for Non-Profit Organizations.

A basic guideline in these OMB circulars is that for a cost to be allowable, as either a direct or
indirect cost, it must be necessary and reasonable for proper and efficient performance o f the
Federally funded program and must be assignable to the Federal program and other activities in
accordance with the benefits received by those activities. In essence, a cost can be billed to a
Federal award based on the relative benefits to the work being performed with the Federal funds

versus other benefiting activities.

For organizations such as the American Association of State Highway and Transportation
Officials (AASHTO), the American Public Transportation Association (APTA), and the National
Association of Regional Councils (NARC), which are multipurpose organizations that provide
benefits to their members for more than just transportation planning, the membership dues need
to be treated as an indirect cost or the dues must be allocated to all benefiting activities of the
member agency on an equitable basis that considers the relative benefits to the federally funded

transportation planning work.



In the case of the Association of Metropolitan Planning Organizations (AMPO), which is an
organization that specifically serves the MPOs responsible for carrying out the metropolitan
planning process required by title 23 U.S.C. and Chapter 53 of title 49, U.S.C., the eligible
portion of the dues may be billed directly to FHWA/FTA funds if similar costs are billed directly
to other benefiting activities. Similarly, NARC Transportation Supplemental Services

membership fees may be billed as a direct cost.

Memberships in any organization or professional association must be in the name of the member
agency and not in the name of an individual in order to be allowable. In addition, in all cases the

portion of the organizations dues that is used for lobbying is unallowable and cannot be billed

to Federal funds as either an indirect or direct cost. In the case of non-profit organizations such

as AASHTO, NARC, APTA, and AMPO, those activities that are considered to be lobbying and
unallowable are identified in OMB Circular A -122, Attachment B, paragraph 25 (copy attached).
If these organizations do not notify their members of the portion of the dues that are for lobbying
activities, the State DOT or MPO should request such information from the organization.

Ifyou have any questions about this subject, please contact Tony Solury on 202-366-5003 or at
tony.soluiy@fliwa.dot.gov or Candace Noonan on 202-366-1648 or at

candace.noonan@fta.dot.gov.

Attachment
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OMB Circular A-122, Attachment B

25. Lobbying.
a. Notwithstanding other provisions ofthis Circular, costs associated with the following activities
are unallowable.

(1) Attem‘z)ts to influence the outcomes of any Federal, State, or local election, referendum,
initiative, or similar procedure, through in kind or cash contiibutions, endorsements, publicity, or
similar activity;

(2) Establishing, administering, contributing to, or paying the expenses of a political party,
campaign, political action committee, or other organization established for the purpose of
influencing the outcomes of elections;

(3) Any attempt to influence: éi) The introduction of Federal or State legislation; or (ii) the
enactment or modification ofany pending Federal or State legislation through communication with
any member or employee of the Con%ress or State legislature (including efforts to influence State or
|local officials to engage in similar lobbying activity), or with any Government official or employee in
connection with a decision to sign or veto enrolled legislation;

(4) Any attempt to influence: (i) The introduction of Federal or State legislation; or (ii) the
enactment or modification of any pending Federal or State legislation by preparing, distributing or
using Bublicity or propaganda, or by urging members of the general public or any segment thereofto
contribute to or participate in any mass demonstration, march, rally, fundraising drive, lobbying
campaign or letter writing or telephone camf)aign; or

(5) Legislative liaison activities, including attendance at legislative sessions or committee
hearings, gathering information regarding legislation, and analyzing the effect of legislation, when
such activities are carried on in support of or in knowing preparation for an effort to engage in
unallowable lobbying.

b. The following activities are excepted from the coverage of subparagraph a

(1) Providing a technical and factual presentation of information on a topic directly related to the
performance ofa grant, contract or other agreement through hearing testimony, statements or letters
to the Congress or a State legislature, or subdivision, member, or cognizant staff member thereof, in
response to adocumented request (including a Congressional Record notice requesting testimony or
statements for the record at a regularly scheduled hearing) made by the reciﬂient member, legislative
body or subdivision, or a cognizant staff member thereof; provided such information is readily
obtainable and can be readily put in deliverable form; and further provided that costs under this
section for travel, lodging or meals are unallowable unless incurred to offer testimony at a reqularly
scheduled Congressional hearing pursuant to a written request for such presentation made by the
Chairman or Ranking Minority Member of the Committee or Subcommittee conducting such
hearing.

(2)gAny lobbying made unallowable by subparagraph a.(3) to influence State Ieﬂislation inorder
to directly reduce the cost, or to avoid material impairment of the organization's authority to perform

the grant, contract, or other a?reement._ _
?3) Any activity specifically authorized by statute to be undertaken with funds from the grant,

contract, or other agreement.



C. (1) When an organization seeks reimbursement for indirect costs, total lobbying costs shall be
separately identified in the indirect cost rate proposal, and thereafter treated as other unallowable
activity costs in accordance with the procedures of subparagraph B.3 of Attachment A.

(2) Organizations shall submit, as part of the annual indirect cost rate proposal, a certification
that the requirements and standards of this paragraph have been complied with.

(3) Organizations shall maintain adequate records to demonstrate that the determination ofcosts
as being allowable or unallowable pursuant to paragraph 25 complies with the requirements of this
Circular.

(4? Time logs, calendars, or similar records shall not be required to be created for purposes of
complying with this paragraph during any particular calendar month when: (1) the emﬂloyee engages
in lobbying (as defined in subparagraphs (a) and (b)) 25 percent or less of the employee's
compensated hours of employment during that calendar month, and (2) within the preceding
five-year period, the organization has not materially misstated allowable or unallowable costs ofany
nature, including legislative lobbying costs. When conditions #1) and (2) are met, organizations are
not required to establish records to support the allowabliliy of claimed costs in addition to records
already required or maintained. Also, when conditions (1) and (2) are met, the absence oftime logs,
calendars, or similar records will not serve as a basis for disallowing costs by contesting estimates of
lobbying time spent by emplo%/ees during a calendar month.

o) Agencies shall establish procedures for resolving in advance, in consultation with OMB, any
significant questions or disagreements concerning the interpretation or application of paragraph 25.
Any such advance resolution shall be binding in any subsequent settlements, audits or investigations
with respect to that grant or contract for purposes of interpretation of this Circular; provided,
however, that this shall not be construed to prevent a contractor or grantee from contesting the

lawfulness of such a determination.



O'une 25, 1974

The Honorable Alexander P. Butterfield
Administrator, o _

Federal Aviation Administration

U, S. Department of Transportation
800 Independence Avenuet Southwest
Washington, b. C. 20591

Dear Mr* Butterfield:

In_response to your joint letter of dune 3r 1974>
concerning urban transportation planning in Anchorage,
| wish to” inform %ou that a joint metropolitan planning
organisation has been in operation for several years.

This organization, the Anchorage Metropolitan. Area
Transportation Study (AHATS), is headed b%_a Palicy
Committee consisting of the Mayor of tho City of Anchorage, ¢
the Mayor of the Greater Anchorage Area Borou%h, and tho
Commissioner of hlghwa}/s. By mutual agreement the AMATS
Policy Committee recently consummated a revised agreement
which"states that the Greater Anchorage Area Borough has
the responsibility of drafting the Unified Work Program
and for carrying on the continuing phase of AMATS. ~Xi
further provides that the AMATS Policy Committee shall
have the respon:sl_blllw of providing policy direction and .
of approving Unified Work Programs and funding, J

1 am personally convinced that in order -to have a
workable, continuing,'comprehensive,'cooperative urban
transportation planning program, it 1a essential that
each 8over_nmental_agency involved have a proper share of
both decision-making authority and actual responsibility
for implementation of the planning process. 1In analysing
the difficulties which have arisen in other metropolitan
areas throughout the country it appears that, too often,
designation of one specific "governmental entlt){ to imple-*
meat” the continuing planning process has resulted in
abdication of responsibility by those a(t;enmes and local
governments not directly involved in actually achieving

results. As_a consequence it appears that in some
instances frictions and lack of cooperation have followed,

and the goal of cooperative, comprehensive planning hao
been circumvented.



The Honorable _
Alexander P* Butterfield -2“ June 25/ 1974

| fully agree with your commitment to implement new

programs with maximum f_IeX|b|I|t¥ for State and local
governments/ as only with such flexibility will the best
interests of the public be served. As a tonsequence |
concur in the agreement reached by the AMATS Policy
Committee, and agree that funding made available for
urbanized area. transportation planning from all sources
should be administered in the soma manner and by the

same organisation.

~Xhope that this designation will bring about a e
continuation of the cooperative, intergovernmental planning

approach in Alaska's most populous urban community.
Sincerely,

[}

Milliara A. Egan
Governor

bce.5  Hr. James A. Walsh _
Chairman, Intermodal Planning Group

Federal Standard Region
Federal Highway Adnministration

m(? Mohawk™ Building,
222 Southwest Morrison Street
Portland, Oregon 97204

The Hon. John R. Roderick
Mayor of the Greater Anchorage Area Borough

The Hon, George M. Sullivan
Mayor of Anchorage

Division of Planning and Research
Department of Highways

HIGHWAYS/WC:LL :cw
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TO From
Co. Co.
D«pt. Phone#
Fax# Fax#
April 3, 1975

Mr, Bruce Cannon, Chairman
Interaodal Planning Group
Department of-Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
222 s, W. Morrison Street
Portland, Dragon 97204

Dear Mr. Cannon? * 1 :

Asla result erf the unification election in Septessfcsr 1975 the City of
Anchorage and the Greater Anchorage Area Borough combined into one

e governing entity, the Municipality of Anchorage, The approved bound-

aries of the urbaolzad area fall within the new boundaries. At this

tins, the State would like to designate the nffw'Municipality of A m -
—m-o0rage aslhe-WetrqpoTItan-PTann1ngOrganization“(frPQ), not only to

reflect the political changes but to prorata a planning process as
responsive to the desires of local residents as possible.-

The previous designation latter,-sent to Mr. Butterfield by fcreiar
Governor Egan on June 25, 1974, designated a representative membership
of local government as the HPCL The designation will not affect the
make-up of the bodies which establish the direction of transoorration
planning in the Anchorage area. The three-person Policy DsEittss has.

o two elected.representatives - the rbyor™and 'a*Municipal '‘Councilman - and
the third member 1s the' Comoissioner ofTiieHwaysi®'Tte' Technical Cera-
mfttes also has three voting members - the Municipal Planning Director
the Municipal Director of Transportation, and the State Department of
Highways' District Engineer, As required by current regulations, this

eprocess vrill enable transportation planning to be carried cut by the MPO
in cooperation with the highway agency and the transit cesratcr. The
Highway Department has rsprssantation on both coasaittess. Since the
transit operation is a division of the Municipal Department of Trans-
portation, It too, implicitly, has representation on these permittees,
though only implicitly. Also, the transit operator is an associate
member of the Technical Committee,

*
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Mr. Bruce Cannon , h- « Apdl 3, 7975

hasten further devel gprtr%ﬁt al |ﬁ|sp'r8\'/érl1$¥1t*
Sincerely,

Jay S. Hammond
Governor

ECC: Gene A. Hanna, FHWA, Juneau
George Sullivan, AMATS Policy Committee
George Dickson, AMATS Policy Connittee
Jack Spake, AMATS Technical Committee
William Fort, UMTA, Seattle
Department of Highways

JSH/JLU/nth

. 02
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FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
Room 412 Mohawk Building
222 *S.W. Morrison Street
Portland, Oregon 97204

April 2%, 1976

i fall
in norJd k T j-
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£

Honorable Jay S. Haionond 1
Governor of Alaska RtW On. Bxo. I

Juneau, Alaska 99801 A= 3 \

* A
Dear Governor Haawond: Aﬁ_mA,(’)t Ere«f{
AT 1a
Anchorage Urban Area, Designation of A, M.n.gt* nfsT
Metropolitan. Planning Organization g«:: i Jl
Wnifi,— T 1

of Anchorage as che Metropolitan Planning Organisation (MPO) for
the Anchorage urban area, .

With this designation, the Municipality is the established eligible
recipient of Department of Transportation planning funds for com-
prehensive urban transportation planning, Alro the organisation,
together with the State, is responsible for conducting the aetro-
palitan transportation planning program. The policy and technical
cortcictees” structured by you and the Municipality are che means to
fulfill this responsibility.

The U.S. Department of Transportation adcimscracions in this region
are looking forward to continuing their working relationship with
the Municipality of Anchorage and the®"State on che Anchorage crar.s-

porcation/isnd use planning process. |

Sincerely yours,

Bruce Cannon, Chnirccn
Incemodal Planning Gjruup,

Region X
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K TRANSPORTATION PLANNING(AGREEMENT .

Anchorage MetropaHtan Area m

This agreement is entered into this 3 day of February, 1977, by
and between ALASKA.DEPARTMENT..OF HIGHWAYS, hereinafter called the “DEPART-
MENT", the MUNICIPALITY OF ANCHORAGE, hereinafter call the "MUNICIPALITY",

WITNESSETH: .

WHEREAS* voters of the former Greater Anchorage Area Borough and the
former City of Anchorage created a single goverment entity, the Municipality of
Anchorage, which was incorporated as a unified home rule Municipality on Sep-

tember‘15, 1974: and

WHEREAS, the former Borough passed and approved-Resolution No, 212
eon April 15, 1968, providing for the participation by the Borough in the Anchor-
'‘age Metropolitan Area Transportation’Study AMATS; and

WHEREAS, the May 7, 1963, Agreement between the DEPARTMENT, the
former  BOROUGH and the former CITY provided for.a cooperative effort by the
signatories in the AMATS as well as in its continuing phase; and 4

WHEREAS, the MUNICIPALITY has, by state law, areawide planning
powers throughout its jurisdiction and is respon5|ble far comprehensive planning;

and
| * |t

WHEREAS, the Bureau of Census announced the designation of the
Anchorage area as an urbanized area on March 1, 1974; and

»

_WHEREAS, for purposes of complying with Section 134 and Section
104(f),Title 23, U.S. Code, the date recognized-for planning purposes has bheen
established as February, 1974; and

WHEREAS, Federal regulations promulgated in the September 17, 1975,
Federal Register call for an urban transportation process to he carried out in
urbanized areas by a Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), in cooperation
with the State and in cooperation with publicly-awned operators of mass trans-
portation services; and

WHEREAS, The MUNICIPALITY is the only publicly-owned operator of mass

transportation serviced in the study area; and N

WHEREAS, the Governor of the State of Alaska designated the MUNICI-
PALITY as the Metropolitan Plann|ng Organlzatmn for the Anchorage Metropol|tan
Area on April a,. 1576; and . oo .

WHEREAS, the designation establishes the MUNICIPALITY as the eligible
recipient of planning funds from che Department of Transportation for conducting

comprehensive urban transportation planning and gives it the responsibility in
process; and DEPARTMENT to conduct an urban transportation planning .



WHEREAS, the Anchorage Metropolitan Area Transportation Study AMATS
Policy and Technical Committees represent the mechanism whereby the MUNICIPALITY

and the DEPARTMENT exercise the above responsibility; and

WHEREAS, the AMATS Policy Committee is composed of the Commissioner
of Highways from the DEPARTMENT, and the Municipal Mayor and one respresen-
tative from the Municipal Assembly from the MUNICIPALITY, and provides necessary
policy direction to the Technical Committee, to accomplish details required in

the continuing phase of study; and

o WHEREAS, the AMATS Technical*Committee is composed of the Division'
Engineer from the DEPARTMENT, the Municipal Director of Transportation®and the
Municipal Director of .Planning, or their representatives as voting members-, and
additional non-voting "members as appointed by the Policy .Committee and is
responsible to the Policy Committee for giving technical advice in performing
the continuing phase of AMATS, and has the additional responsibility of techni-
mcally reviewing the work produced in conjunction with the continuing phase of

AMATS.

* NOW, THEREFORE, IN CONSIDERATION OF THE MUTUAL BENEFITS and the
provisions, promises, and considerations herein provided to satisfy the require-
ments of Title 23, U.S. Cade, Section 134 and Section 104(f), and the Urban
Mass Transportation Act of 1964 as amended, the parties hereto agree as follows:

The MUNICIPALITY with full assistance of the DEPARTMENT and other
cooperating agencies shall be responsible for annually drafting a Unified Work
Program for approval by the Policy Committee. The MUNICIPALITY shall assume
the responsibility as outlined in the Prospectus for managing the urban trans-
portation planning process of AMATS, and the MUNICIPALITY shall proceed in e
accordance with the Unified Work Program approved by the Policy Committee. e

Changes in work assignments and studies to be performed may bhe made
by the Policy Committee at such times and to such extent as deemed necessary.
Total funds to be made available for the performance of said work and services
shall not exceed the amount specified in the annual Unified Work Program.
Reimbursement will be made by the DEPARTMENT to the MUNICIPALITY in accordance
with procedures to be established by the DEPARTMENT in the Fiscal and Reporting
Agreement and shall be expended only an the Unified Work Program approved by

the Policy Committee.

The AMATS Technical Committee, within the study area, shall have the
responsibility of technically reviewing all plans prepared and monitoring all
studies in progress as part of the continuing phase of AMATS. The Technical
Committee shall report to the Policy Comnittee.on a periodic hasis concerning
the progress and preliminary findings of the ongoing urban transportation

planning process. )

The AMATS Policy Cciranittee shall have the responsibility of giving
policy direction to the Technical Coimrittee in ,thel, function of reviewing and
acting on work produced through the continuing phase of AMATS and shall approve
Unified Work Programs and necessary funding. In addition, all plans and reports
must be approved by the Policy Committee prior to issuance of official documents.
The AMATS Policy Committee has the authority to* give direction and approval to
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the tranportation planning effort in accordance with Section 104(f), Title 23,
U.S. Code, which is performed by the MUNICIPALITY and the Technical Committee
in their managing function of the continuing phase. All actions of the Policy

Committee shall be by majority vote. ‘

This agreement shall remain in effect unless terminated or revised.
Should any of the signatories find reason to terminate this agreement, they may
do so upon sixty (60) days written notice to each of the other members of the
Palicy Committee, In the event of termination of this agreement, full payment
of the applicable reimbrusable share of'actual costs pursuant to and subject of
the reimbursable provision set forth above shall be made by the DEPARTMENT for
all work performed to the date of termination. ‘ (. %% o

The comprehensive planning area for the purpose of this agreement-
shall be the area within the study boundaries as shown in Figure 1, Volume Il
of the Future Travel Demands and Recommended Transportation [lan, dated August,
1970. The urbanized area boundary, as approved by the Policy Committee in
August, 1975, is.included within this study area. The study area may bhe adjusted
upon mutual agreement by the DEPARTMENT, the MUNICIPALITY and approval by the
Federal Highway Administration and the Urban Mass Transportation Administration.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned members of the* State and the
Municipality have executed this AGREEMENT on the day and year first above
written. e .

o STATE OF ALASKA
DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS

<

By:
H. D. Scougal, Con™issioner

MUNICIPALITY OF ANCHORAGE’



MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
FOR AREAWIDE AIR QUALITY PLANNING

v TItis memorandum of understanding entered into this

2S~ day of . 1970, by and between the State of
Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation and the
Municipality of Anchorage.

The parties agree as follaus:

Section 1. Legal Authority.

A. 42 USC 7504 ct. seq. requires each areawide air
quality planning agency to prepare an areawide air quality plan
providing for attainment of national ambient air quality
standards. The Municipality has been designated an areawide air
quality planning agency and intends to adopt such a plan for
submission to the state as the local revision to the State's
Implementation Flan.

B. Chapter 46.03 of the Alaska Statutes requires the
State to develop a State Implementation Flan providing for the
attainment of national ambient air quality standards.

C. The Federal Highway Act of 1962 (23 USC 134J, as
amended, and the UrLan Mass Transportation Act of‘1964 (49 USC
1601), as amended, require the State and the Municipality to
coordinate the planning and construction of all urban
transportation facilities with a continuing, cooperative, and
comprehensive transportation planning prncess. The Governor of
the State has designated the Municipality as the Metropolitan

Planning organization in accordance with federal law." The



Metropolitan Planning Organization shall ensure the preparation
anil adaption of a transportation plan as required by federal
lau. The Metropolitan Planning Organization Policy Committee
shall review and endorse AMATS annually.

D. lho Demonstration ' Cities and Metropolitan
Development Act of 1966 (42 USC 3334), as amended, and OB
Circular A-95, as amended, require an areawide air quality
planning agency to review all applications for federal
assistance with metropolitan projects. The Governor of the
State hao designated the Municipality as the areawide clearing-
house for the Area.

Section 2. Definitions.

A. "Advisory Committee” means the Environmental
Health Advisory Committee, an arm of the Municipal Health
Commission.

B. “Air Quality rlan" or "Planning" netns the local
revision to the Stato Implementation Plan with regard to the
Area.

C. "AMATS" taean3 .the Anchorage Metropolitan Area
Transportation Study.

D. "Area" means that portion of the Municipality
which haa been designated as nonattainment in the Federal
Register.

E. "Municipality" means the Municipality of

Anchorage.

F. "Policy Committee” means the Air Quality Planning
Policy Committee.

G. "State" means the State of Alaska Department of
Environmental Conservation.

H. "Technical Committee” means the Air Quality
Planning Technical Advisory Committee.

Section 3. Purpose.

The State and Municipality agree to Jevelop jointly an
air quality plan for the area which will assure Area compliance
with state and federal air quality requirements.

Section '4. Air Quality Planning Policy Committee. .

A. There -shall, be_a ..Policy-Commi ttee esconsisting-of-~
mthree, members- of -the-—AMATS" Policy Committee, one municipal
assemblyman who is concurrently serving as a member of the Cook
Inlet Air Resources Management District Commission, and the
Commissioner for the State Department of Environmental
Conservation. Each menber shall have one vote.

D. The Tolicy Committee shalli

1. Prepare, adapt, and update a Unified Work
Program allocating responsibility for
planning activities and studies between the
State and the Municipality in accordance
with the guidelines set forth in the Federal
Intermodel Planning Group, Region X, and
including a multi-year prospective, major

planning issues to be addressee!, available



resources, operating procedures, funding
estimates, timetables, task status for the
air quality plan.

Supervise the development and adopt a
recomraunded Air Quality Plan for the Area
and submit it to the State and Municipality
for adoption.

Coordinate effective public participation
in the air quality planning process
including, among other things, use of 'the
Advisory Committee as a citizens advisory
committee and the scheduling of public
hoarinys.

Arrange for third party financial partici-
pation in the air quality planning process.
Provide overall direction to the municipal
air quality planning staff and the technical
committee including, but not limited to,
guidance on alternative formation and
assessments, development of feasible strat-
egies, and report preparation.

Annually review this agreement, the Unified
Work Program, the air quality plan, and
progress made towards the achievement of
national ambient air quality standards

throughout the Municipality.

7. Produce and publicize periodic wriccen

reports describing factual findings,
planning conclusions, planning progress,
and other pertinent information abovt the

] planning process.

C. The Tolicy Committee shall elect a chairman

among its members."
Section S. Air Quality Planning Technical Advisory Committee.
A. .There shall.be a .Technical Committee, consisting-
of six members selected by the Policy Coirmlttee_.and .including
one representative from the Municipal Health Department, one
representative from the Municipal Planning Department, one
representative from the Municipal Transportation Department,-one.
—representative from the State « Department- of Environmental-
Conservation, ona -representative Tfrom "Die "StAX'e “Department of
Transportation and Public Facilities, and,one- representative
.from the AdvisoryCOifiniit'CelT: Each member shall have one vote,
fi. The Technical Committee shall:

1. Coordinate with the municipal air quality
planning steff to develop an air ffuality
plan for the area for submission/ to the
policy coiamittee; and

2. Assist, advise, and submit recommendations
to the policy committee with regard to
planning proposals developed by the

municipal air quality planning staff. *

from



C The Municipality shall provide an air quality
plan coordinator and staff to uork with the Technical Committee
to develop an air quality plan for tha Area.

D The Policy Committee shall select a chairman for
the Technical Committee.

Section 6. Public Participation.
The Policy Committee and the Tuchnical Committee shall

endeavor to maximize public participation intheair quality
planning process herein provided.
Section 7. Air Quality Plan.

The Air Quality Plan shallt

A Identify areawide objectives and policies
required to attain the national ambient air quality standards
fur carbon monoxldu foe tho Aruo by Uucombur 31, 1902.

D.  Inventory tocluilcal, physical andother air
quality planning data. ,

C  Andlyze alternatives and establish strategies
designed to attain the national ambient air quality standards-
for the area.

D Address any other air quality issues required by
the federal Environmental Protection Agency or the United States
Department of Transportation.

E.  Provide adequate assurance that there will be
sufficient personnel, funding, and authority to carry out the

F.  Provide for the implementation of all reasonably
availab'e strategies as erpedicously as practical.

G.  Provide for and show reasonable further progress
towards achievement of carbon moncxidc standards.

Section B. Coordination with Trensonrtation Planning.

To minimize transportation related emissions, the
State and Municipality shall endeavor to integrate and
coordinate the.Air quality planning process provided herein with
AMVATS.

Section 9. Termination.

Either party may terminate this agreement for cause by
delivering written notice to that effect at least sixty (60)
days before tire effective date of termination, but not before
January 1, 1979.

Section 10. Civil Rights.

The parties, their agents and emnloyeus shall comply
with the provisions of <9 Cell 21 and Title Vi of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964. Attachraeat A which assures tha the Municipality
shall comply with the Civil Rights Act of 19-1 and is attached
hereto and incorporated herein as if set forth in full. /
Section 11. Review of Agreement. A

The parties shall review this agreement annually and
revise it as necessary.

Section 12. Amendment.

Tho parties may amend this agreement only by written

agreement, which shall be attached as an appendix hereto. *



Section 13. Terra.
This  agreement  shall become  effective  on

/LJWJ'* <07f _ . and continue to be in force until jti
purposes are accompllshed or it lias been terminated as provided
herein. '

Section 14. Integration.

This instrument and all appendices and amendments
hereto embody'the enciro agreement of the parties. There are no;
promises, terms, conditions or obligations other tilAn those
contained herein; and this agreement shall supersede all
previous'-conunuoications, representations or agreements, either<
oral or written, between the parties hereto.

" WITNESS IfIEREOF, the parties havo executed this

agreement on tho date first hereinabove written.

IEINGIAITY OF ACECHNE Wﬁ@aﬁ‘%@&}% 07
A _
s ——t

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO EORMr
iMu /1 [jL~e? 9 ur- KmB*SfL"u
Municipal clerk state Attorney General

g 1F
.

i off +

APPROVED AS TO FORMN:

ASsistant Municipal Attorney



MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
BETWEEN
THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
AND
THE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
' REGARDING

THE INTEGRATION OF TRANSPORTATION AND AIR QUALITY PLANNING

| . Introduction

The Clean Air Act Amendments of 1977 were signed into law by the President
on August 7, 1977. These Amendments require state end local governments
to develop for all areas where national ambient air quality standards have
not heen attained, revi.sfo'ns to state imp!e-mentation plans (SIPs). . The
revised SIPs must be submitted by the state to the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) by January 1, 1979. These revised plans must provide for
attainment of the national ambient air quality standards by 193?. or, in
the case of areas with severe photochemical oxidant or carbon monoxide
problems, not later than 1S37. The revised plans must also provide for
incremental reductions in emissions ("reasonable further prog; ess") between
the time the plans.are submitted and the attainment deadline.

In many major urbanized areas of the country the revised SIPs will require
transportation controls, i.e. strategies designed to reduce emissions .from
transportation-related sources by means of structural and operational changes
in the transportation system. A mechanism is required that will enable

state and local governments to: (1) develop a wide range of alternative
transportation control strategies, (2) analyze the air quality and other
impacts of the strategies, and (3) select among the alternatives in a

timely and informed manner.

Federal transportation planning requirements in urbanized areas are imple-
mented by the Department of Transportation (DOT) through a joint delegation
of authority to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Urban
Mass Transportation Administration (UMTA). The FHWA and UMTA provide funds
to states and local governments to plan, develop, and improve transportation
systems and services. In urbanized areas improvements are imple.r.entod
according to a continuing, comprehensive, and cooperative transportation
piarming”process carried out pursuant to FHWA/UMTA joint regulations. It



is ir this context that "DOT" is utilized in this 'document. In order to
effectively achieve the objectives of the 1977 Clean Air Act Amendments,

the DOT and Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) agree that the trans-
portation-related air quality pianning_negu.ixement.s..of ..ERA..will ,be.integrated
w.ith .the..transportation planning.process.admijiistored by the DOT, <closer
integration of the planning requirement’s of DOT and EPA'will ensure the

timely consideration of air quality concerns and will reduce potentially
duplicative, overlapping, and inconsistent activities at the.state and
local level. DOT administers other planning programs through other

administrations (e.g. FAA and FRA) which have lesser impact on air
qguality but may be subject to future discussion.

1. Purpose

This Memorandum of Understanding, developed pursuant to the President's
request, is designed (1) to establish certain principles which DOT and EPA
agree to follow in the preparation of more detailed regulations and
administrative procedures required to achieve the objective of integrating
the air quality and transportation planning processes; (?.) to identify
specific areas of agreement with regard to the joint administration of the

air quality aspects of the planning process.

I, Principles that Will Guide the Integration of the Air Quality
and transportation Planning Processes

A.  The reduction of air pollution is an important national goal end
must be among the highest priorities of the transportation planning
process in areas not meeting primary Air Quality Standards. Ho.wever,
the'transportation planning process must also consider other national
and local objectives such as mobility, safety, energy conservation,
urban economic development, full employment and orderly metropolitan

growth.

B. It is the affirmative responsibility of federal, state and local
agencies involved in funding or conducting transportation planning
and implementation to ensure that evaluation of an adequate range
of alternative transportation control strategies is conducted in
order to furnish local, state and federal officials with an adequate

* basis on which to reach informed decisions.

C. Any transportation planning activites conducted pursuant to this
agreement must continue to provide for an adequate process of
consultations with and involvement of the general purpose local
government, responsible state agencies and the public as called for
in the joint UMTA/FHWA Urban Transportation Planning regulations.



D. It is the objective of the activities undertaken pursuant to this
agreement to contribute to the maximum cxtent fcasible, in com-
bination, with otiiei"eBTsslb'n"fc'ductfon'rifeacures, to'a reduction of
emissions necessary to meet the prescribed air quality standards.

IV. Joint Administration of the Air Quality Aspects of the
Urban Transportation Planning Process

The Department of Transportation and Environmental Protection
Agency agree to modify existing procedures concerning the administration
of the urban transportation and air quality planning processes in

nonattainment areas as follows:

1. DOT and EPA regional/division offices will have the opportunity
for joint review of and concurrence in the Unified Work Program (UWP)
required pursuant to paragraph 450.114 of the Joint Planning Regulations
(23 CFR 450), to ensure that adequate air quality planning tasks are

included in the planning programs. Any disagreements at the regional
level shall be referred to the DOT Secretary for resolution. Before
making his final decision on the UUP, the Secretary will consult with

the EPA Administrator and will notify EPA of the disposition of its
comments, with appropriate supporting materials. In addition, where an
KPO has failed, without adequate reason to carry out the analysis or
other activities committed in its Unified Work Program, DOT will prescrib

conditions which will require specified remedial actions to be taken in
order to correct the identified failure in the Unified 'dork Program.
DOT and EPA will develop in the near future a document identifying

appropriate categories of remedial actions.

2. DOT and EPA regional/division offices will have the opportunity
for joint review of transportation plans (including T5H elements) in
nonattainment areas required pursuant to paragraph 450" 116 of the Joint
Plannning Regulations, to ensure that air quality considerations are
adequately addressed. DOT and EPA will consult with the planning agency
on how air quality related planning deficiencies will be corrected. DOT
will also explicitly consider EPA comments in taking subsequent actions
on program approvals and will notify EPA of the disposition of its
comments, with appropriate supporting materials.

3., DOT and EPA regional/division offices will have the opportunity
for joint review in connection with the annual .planning ~certification
required pursuant to paragraph 450.122 of the Joint Planning"Regul'atTons,
on the adequacy of the planning process to address air quality consider-
ations. DOT and EPA will consult,with the planning agency on how air
quality related planning deficiencies will be corrected. DOT will also
explicitly consider EPA comments in making any certification decisions
and will notify EPA of the disposition of its comments', with appropriate

supporting material.



vl 4. DOT and EPA regional/division offices will have the opportunity
for

review of the Transportation Improvement Pj’OgrEsn«(TIP) and its
annual element required" pursuant to’yaragrvjph "£bO".Tf3” 0"f The Joint

Planning Regulations for consistency with tlie air quality elements of

the transportation plan and/or the SIP, DOT will explicitly consider

EPA's comments in g.rog.i*n_apprgval]Sj/and will notify EPA of its disposition
EPA disagrees with the disposition of its comments,

joint

of the comments. " f
the procedures for resolution set forth in Addendum 7 to this memorandum
will be followed.

5. DOT and EPA regional/division offices will have the opportunity
review of the revised SIPs, for compliance with the r'-jscLives
administered~"by DOT "(e.g., Title 23 USC’end the Ur | Hass
Act) to provide for mobility and for safe and erncient
explicitly consider DOT comments in approving

or joint
of statutes
Transportation

transportation. EPA will
or disapproving SIP revisions, and will notify DOT of its disposition of
the comments, with appropriate supporting materials. If DOT disagrees

with the disposition of its comments, the procedures for resolution set

forth in Addendum 2 to this memorandum will be followed.

6. DOT and EPA agree to work toward greater coordination in the
administration of their respective grants for local planning activities
by including these’grants in the UWP, to ensure that such grants support
effectively the related objectives of both agencies while avoiding

duplication and overlapping planning activities.

DOT and EPA will take appropriate steps to alter their existing internal
procedures and to issue a joint appendix to the existing transportation

planning regulations to implement the above understandings.'

DOT and EPA agree to consult one another in the development of
criteria and procedures required by Section 176 of the Clean Air Act,
including insuring that all major capital improvement projects are

consistent with the SIP.

Signed in Washington, D.C. this 14th day o f June _, 1978.
Department of Transportation Environmental Protecjion Agency
X A/
/ /(
\
A 1/$.-»(<%9a, (/a<a

*'1



ADDENDUM 1

If the EPA Regional Administrator disagrees with the disposition

of his comments by DOT, he will so notify the DOT Regional/Division
Administrator within seven days. In such a case, the. DOT Regionall
Division Administrator will not approve the element or elements of

the TIP-in, dj reement until so advised by headquarters.
<" 1CH

Within 30 days after the ERA Regional Administrator notifies DOT
of his disagreement, the EPA Administrator will notify the Secretary
of Transportation if the EPA Administrator disagrees with the DOT
field staff disposition of EPA comments, and the reason for the EPA

Administratorls disagreement.

[f such notification is received within 30 days, the Secretary of
Transportation will carefully consider the EPA Administrator’s-views

and in the event of disagreement will notify the EPA Administrator
of the disposition of his comments, with appropriate supporting
materials before making his decision.



ADDENDUM 2

If tho DOT Regional/Division Administrator disagrees with.the

disposition of his comments by EPA, he will so notify the EPA
Regional Administrator within seven days. In such a case, the
EPA Regional Administrator will not approve tho SIP until so

advised by headquarters.

Within 30 days after the DOT Regional/Division Administrator
notifies EPA of his disagreement, the Secretary of Transportation
will notify the EPA Administrator if the Secretary of -Transportation
disagrees with the EPA field staff disposition of DOT comments, and
the reason for the Secretary's disagreement.

If such notification is received within 30 days, the EPA Administrator
will carefully consider the Secretary of Transportation's views and

in tli? event of disagreement will notify the Secretary of the
disposition of his comments, with appropriate supporting materials
before making his decision.



FEDERAL HIGHWAY PRC 1AM - ADOT&PF
DRAFT REPORT OF NET OBLIGATIONS
FFY81-FFYO3

FISCAL NHS NON-NHS % OF % OF

YEAR ANCHORAGE ANCHORAGE ANCHORAGE STATEWIDE CENTRAL STATEWIDE STATEWIDE
81 $36,672,000 $7,372,000 $44,044,000 30.4% $65,295,598 45.0% $145,101,328
82 $13,780,000 $9,547,000 $23,327,000 21.6% $48,637,800 45.0% $108,084,000
83 $55,906,000 $14,538,000 $70,444,000 47.6% $83,920,000 56.7% $147,914,431
84 ($1,951,000) $35,453,000 $33,502,000 21.8% $78,378,000 50.9% $153,835,509
85 $21,820,000 $42,326,000 $64,146,000 40.3% $65,994,920 41.4% $159,363,306
86 $20,000,000 $21,300,000 $41,300,000 27.3% $62,287,166 41.2% $151,150,323
87 $44,400,000 $16,800,000 $61,200,000 40.2% $u0,332,534 43.5% $152,396,403
88 $1,300,000 $44,300,000 $45,600,000 34.4% $56,926,235 42.9% $132,653,576
89 $18,000,000 $27,000,000 $45,000,000 31.0% $50,397,727 34.7% $145,290,927
90 $45,339,209  $20,450,556 $65,789,765 43.8% $67,276,715 44 8% $150,269,333
91 $7,942,800 $20,011,500 $27,954,300 15.8% $78,633,123 44.5% $176,523,889
92 $48,429,487 $9,072,832 $57,502,319 27.2% $84,224,427 39.9% $211,137,939
93 $38,461,400 $8,713,900 $47,175,300 25,8% $84,590,437 46.2% $183,032,721
94 $11,004,005 $17,505,336 $28,509,341 12.8% $98,532,700 44.2% $223,063,500
95 $22,968,143 $18,013,787 $40,981,930 18.4% $98,532,700 44.2% $223,063,500
96 $3,315,305 $20,112,291 $23,427,596 10.9% $122,631,426 57.0% $215,107,738
97 $13,620,444 $20,939,060 $34,559,504 16.9% $80,862,276 39.5% $204,930,257
98 $33,995,440 $16,757,483 $50,752,923 17.8% $130,004,016 45.6% $285,010,332
99 $16,576,996 $22,294,905 $38,871,901 12.9% $148,983,844 49.3% $301,984,992
2000 $29,548,838 $37,806,882 $67,355,720 22.8% $176,523,796 59.7% $295,793,040
2001 $22,993,406 $41,621,915 $64,615,321 20.9% $207,100,021 67.0% $309,246,538
2002 $9,565,097 $45,872,708 $55,437,805 16.9% $154,000,948 47.0% $327,611,853
2003 $24,370,022 $27,085,821 $51,455,843 20.1% $157,039,768 61.3% $256,225,689
2004 $14,250,000 $40,977,000 $55,227,000 16.2% $167,804,400 49.4% $340,000,000
2005 $29,450,000 $40,977,000 $70,427,000 20.7% $110,726,400 32.6% $340,000,000
2006 $2,650,000 $46,961,000 $49,611,000 13.0% $140,164,300 36.7% $382,000,000
TOTAL $1,258,217,568 22.0% $2,685,801,277 46.9% $5,720,791,124

SOURCES: STATEWIDE; 81 THROUGH 93; D. MICKLE (DOT&PF HQ) 12/28/93

CENTRAL; 81 THROUGH 82; ). BOWDEN ESTIMATE (DOT&PF CE) 12/28/93

CENTRAL; 83 THROUGH 84;J). BOWDEN (DOT&PF CE) 12/28/93

CENTRAL; 85 THROUGH 93; D. MICKLE (DOT&PF HQ) 12/28/93
ANCHORAGE; 81 THROUGH 85; S. VAN HORN (DOT&PF CE) 2/13/85

ANCHORAGE; 86 THROUGH 89; P. MCNEES (DOT&PF CE) 1/5/90

ANCHORAGE; 90 THROUGH 93; L. MITCHELL & M. MAYO (DOT&PF CE) 1/4/93

ALL COLUMNS; 94 YEAR END STIP; 12/31/94

ALL COLUMNS; 95 YEAR END STIP; 1/31/96

96-98 ALL COLUMNS; ORACLE FROM J.VANHORN, DONE BY J. WILSON & L. JANKOWSKI (DOT&PF CE) 11/27/98
99-03 ALL COLUMNS FROM ORACLE FROM J. WITT 1/27/04

0* n6 ALL COLUMNS BASED ON PROJECTED FUNDING IN TIP AND Fxip
Central Region Program Devoloprnr 27/04



Alaska Division

U.S. Department

of Transportation www.fhwa.dot.aov/akdiv

Federal Highway
Administration

P.0. Box 21648
Juneau, Alaska 99802-1648
907-586-7418

February 22, 2001 HCA-AK
Adm-Gen 11
RECEIVED
Senator Randy Phillips NMR| 9 201
State Capitol, Room 103 ;i
Juneau, AK 99801-1132 Senate Finance
Committee
Dear Senator Phillips:
Thank you for your phone call of February 22. You specifically
asked "Is there anything in Federal 1law precluding participation
of State Legislators on the AMATS Policy Board." We offer the
following for your consideration:
The Federal regulations on MPO membership are contained in Title
23 CFR Section 450.306. In general, they provide considerable
flexibility in recognition of the variation 1in local government

need to give

each

authority across the United States and the
State and its local officials the flexibility to determine the
institutional form of each MPO. Providing the provisions of
Title 23 CFR Section 450 are followed, Federal regulations do
preclude the participation of State legislators on the AMATS
Policy Board.

Si

David C. Miller

Division Administrator

not


http://www.fhwa.dot.aov/akdiv

budgets now in place were based on the outdated MOBILES
emission model from EPA.

EPA has changed the computer model used to predict air
emissions levels from transportation activity. The EPA model,
known as "Mobile" has changed to version 6 (known as
MOBILE®6). There are enough differences between version 5
and 6 that you can't reliably compare a list of new projects
against the emissions calculated with the previous model for

the baseline condition.

EPA regulations require the use of the new version of the
model starting in January 2004. Alaska Department of A
Environmental Conservation staff note that we must update
the baseline emissions inventory with the new model.
Otherwise/the LRTPs (long range transportation plan) and
TIPs will not demonstrate conformity, and funding for new
projects in 2004 are most likely in jeopardy.

Options for updating the air emissions budget
There are two options to update the emission budgets:

¢ Revise the SIP using the new model to update the
budget used to demonstrate attainment;

e Prepare a Maintenance Plan using the new model to
establish a new budget.

The Municipality of Anchorage, Fairbanks North Star Borough,
and the Department of Environmental Conservation plan to
update the air emissions budgets for each community by
preparing a new Maintenance Plan. They predict completion
of the Maintenance Plans and approval of the emission
budgets no later than April 2004. This leaves a gap of up to
four months between the time when MOBILES must be used in
conformity analyses and when the new emission budgets will

Final STIP 2004 - 2006

be available for use. Conformity determinations conducted
during that period will exceed the budgeted air emissions.

Except for projects that are exempt from air quality conformity,
this means that no new work may be authorized in the non-
attainment areas during the possible 4 months lapse.

New CMAQ project selection criteria
Project selection process for the Statewide Congestion
Mitigation and Air Quality funds will be adopted separately.

Pividing the SUP funds between
MPOs and other communities

Special status of urbanized areas - Fairbanks

and Anchorage
The manner in which

funding is allocated

and projects are

selected within urban

areas over 50,000

population differs from

other areas of the

state. This difference

is based on

requirements for

communities with a

population greater

than 50,000 in a Pavement rut depth of nearly 4” due to studded

federally designated tire wear. In 2003 state law was changed to
require a tax on tires, intended in part, to provide

urbanized area. This
funds to repair such damage.

designation is based
on both total

November 2003



State of Alaska

population and relative density per square mile. The
determination about whether an area is urbanized is made by
the US Census Bureau, and then the state and the affected
local governments must work together to establish an MPO
(Metropolitan Planning Organization). The state allocates a
portion of the federal transportation funds to each MPO.

All MPOs including AMATS (Anchorage Metropolitan Area
Transportation Solutions) and FMATS (Fairbanks Metropolitan
Area Transportation System) are empowered under federal
rules to select their own list of transportation projects within the
MPO boundary, except for National Highway System projects.

Both AMATS and FMATS prepare a Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) based on all funding sources
available to fhe MPO. Like the state as a whole, the dominant
sources of funds for surface transportation in both AMATS and
FMATS is a share of the federal funds that flow from the
federal program to Alaska DOT&PF.

Anchorage

AMATS, using a process very similar to the state, prepares a
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) based on all
funding sources available to AMATS. Like the state as a
whole, the dominant source of funds for surface transportation
in AMATS is the federal funds that flow from TEA-21.

AMATS also prepares a Needs List and follows a public review
process similar to the Department's. If you have questions
about a project in Anchorage or the AMATS planning process
contact the AMATS office at the number shown on the inside

front cover.

Fairbanks
The Fairbanks urbanized area was federally designated on

May 1, 2002 and formally established as an MPO in May

Department of Transportation
& Public Facilities

2003. For purposes of surface transportation program
development, Fairbanks is now similar to Anchorage.
Beginning in FFY 2004 the Fairbanks MPO (FMATS) will
receive a STIP funding allocation for use in the MPO-
boundary area. The new MPO must have an approved long-
range transportation plan and planning process established,
before it can directly select projects. This is anticipated by
FFY 2006.

Until Fairbanks completes a long-range transportation plan,
Alaska DOT&PF will prepare Fairbanks project schedules in
the STIP as follows:

The Alaska DOT, consulting with the new Fairbanks MPO,
will select surface transportation projects (other than
National Highway System and bridge projects) within the
boundaries of the metropolitan planning area.

Funding for the surface transportation projects selected on
behalf of the Fairbanks MPO wi lcome from an allocation
in the STIP.

With the development of the new STIP for FFY 2006 -
2008 the MPO will prepare it's own TIP.

The new formula for sharing STIP funds with
MPOs

The new state transportation regulations (17 AAC 05) guide
the department in determining the level of funding to be
allocated to the urbanized areas of the state in Anchorage and
Fairbanks. Criteria to be considered when making this
calculation may include one or more of the following included
in 17 AAC 05.150(b):

(1) the number oflane miles of existing and proposed
highways and roads in each metropolitan planning area
as compared to the remainder of the state;



(2) the geometric and functional deficiencies of highways
and roads in each metropolitan planning area as
compared to the remainder of the state;

(3) the number of miles of sidewalks, trails, and waysides
in each metropolitan planning area as compared to the
remainder of the state;

(4) the number of vehicle miles traveled or traffic
congestion in each metropolitan planning area as
compared to the remainder of the state;

(5) the number and severity of traffic accidents in each
metropolitan planning area as compared to the
remainder of the state;

(6) the capacity of the tax and employment base to
contribute local money to the cost of surface
transportation within each metropolitan planning area
as compared to the remainder of the state;

(7) the population within each metropolitan planning area
as compared to the remainder of the state;

(8) the degree of unmet need for new orimproved
transportation features within each metropolitan
planning area as compared to the remainder of the
state;

(9) consideration ofthe unmet needs for minority and low-
income population in each metropolitan planning area
compared to the remainder of the state.

The department circulated a formula for allocating funds to

both : IPOs using comparisons based on the preceding
criteria. This formula used several types of readily available
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data to compare the relative need between urban and less
developed areas.

With the widely available data, the following five formula
factors and relative weights are proposed:

e (10%) Population: All things equal, more people need
more lanes and higher class systems

* (40%) Centerline Miles: The existing system is an
important investment and must be kept in usable, safe
condition.

e  (10%) Major Accidents (major injury and fatalities): An
indicator of both poor roadway geometry and high
intensity of use.

* (20%) Total Accidents: An indicator of both high VMT
and system inadequacies.

¢ (20%) Lane Mile Burden: Based on total lane milesl
and ratio of lane miles to population. (Recognizes
Alaska has vast land area but small population, hence
limited tax capacity relative to local system size should
not be penalized.)

Using statistics for both boroughs that contain the two MPOs,
and data for the remainder of the state, the result is that entire
Municipality of Anchorage would garner 27.75% and Fairbanks
North Star Borough 10.55%. Both of these borough-wide
calculations must be further reduced to account for the smaller
geographic footprint within each borough occupied by the
MPO boundary. For this final adjustment, population was
chosen as the method of division.

1In fact centerline equivalents are used for this calculation due to
Inadequate data concerning lane miles across the entire stale.
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Applying the MPO allocation formula to Anticipated
Federal Funds for 2004 to 2006
(in thousands)

AMATS 2004 2005 2006
Total: $44,477 .4 $44,477 .4 $53,343.3
CTP 31,935.5 31,935.5 36,966.6
TRAAK 3,452.5 3,452.5 3,996.4
Flexible 2,589.4 2,589.4 2,997.8
Prev. 4,000.0* 3,500.0 6,382.5
Maint.

CMAQ 3,000.0 3,000.0 3,000.0

‘Additional funds were made available by not using formula funding for
Emergency Repairs in 2004. Inthe STIP, this is $4,000.0.

FMATS 2004 2005 2006
Total: $18,997.4 $18,509.9 $20,815.6
CTP 7,891.8 7,891.8 9,135.1
TRAAK 853.2 e 853.2 987.6
Flexible 639.9 639.9 740.7
Prev. 1,500.0 1,500.0 1,577.2
Maint.

CMAQ 2,000.0 2,000.0 2,000.0
75% of 6,112.5 5,625.0 6,375.0
On-going

Projects

The above tables are based on predicted funding targets for
the various program categories during FFY 2004 - 2006. For
each federal fiscal year (FFY) the total of CTP, TRAAK and
Flexible funds is multiplied by the derived MPO formula.

As the funding that goes to the MPOs is a percentage of actual
federal funds received, these allocations will be adjusted to
reflect the final values made available to the state, using the

same ratios.
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For both MPOs, the allocation formula was also applied to the
Flexible 3% portion of the STIP. Additionally, a category of
preventative maintenance and CMAQ funds was sub-allocated

to both MPOs.

For FMATS additional money was allocated to help the
transition covering 75% of the cost of two large on-going
projects already begun in that community— University Avenue
Widening and lllinois-Barnette & Bridge. Both of these
projects are time traps as well.

In addition, both MPOs are eligible for HSIP (highway safety
improvement program) funds, and can also compete for
statewide CMAQ funds.

Is this allocation equitable?

Outside Alaska, the other 49 states derive funding to the
MPOs in their jurisdiction based on a national formula
established in federal law. Were this same formula applicable
to Alaska (federal law exempts Alaska at present time) the
funds allocated to the MPOs would be about 20% of the
amount allocated in the formula developed by Alaska DOT.

Another method of comparison is to evaluate the allocations
by ratios to population served and existing extent of the road
network in each area. By these comparisons, the two MPOs
both receive substantially more funding per centerline mile of
existing road than the remainder of the state. On a per capita
basis, the FMATS MPO is above the remainder of the state,
and AMATS receives less on this basis. These comparisons
do not include federal funds allocated to the NHS or AHS, nor
earmarks and other non-flexible funds such as transit or ferry

funding.



Comparison of Average of 2004 & 2005 Federal Formula
Funds Allocation by Population and Centerline Mile

Area $ Per CL Mile $ Per Capita
AMATS $32,946 $172.61
FMATS $18,172 $267.27
Non-MPO $11,570 $215.60

Intelligent Transportation Systems

Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) is the
application of computers, communications, and
sensor technology to the transportation system.
Used effectively, ITS opens the door to new
ways of understanding, operating, expan ".ng,
refining, reconfiguring and using the
transportation system. To date, Congress, las
provided significant earmarks of ITS funds for

Alaska.

FHWA final rule/FTA policy on ITS:

On January 8, 2001 the US DOT published two important and
related documents in the Federal Register: The FHWA Final
Rule on the National ITS Architecture and the FTA's Policy on
the National ITS Architecture. The Rule/Policy implements
Section 5206(e) of TEA-21, which requires that all ITS project
funded from the Highway Trust Fund be in conformance with
the National ITS Architecture and National ITS Standards.

The National ITS Architecture is a common framework that
defines the system components, key functions, organizations
involved in developing an architecture, and the type of
information to be shared between organizations and between
parts of the system. Because it's unlikely that the entire
National ITS Architecture would be fully implemented, the

Final STIP 2004 -2006

Rule/Policy requires that the National ITS Architecture be used
to develop a regional ITS architecture. Currently, the
ADOT&PF have a implemented a statewide architecture called
the Alaska Iways Architecture Implementation.

Alaska ITS program: iways

The ADOT&PF adopted iways as a user-friendly term for ITS.
"i" stands for integration, intelligence, internet and information,
“ways" is multi-modal to include air, sea and roadways since
Alaska is reliant on all modes of travel.

lways applications

Following are significant near-term applications in Alaska:

¢ Road Weather Information Systems (RWIS): RWIS are
road weather sensois aiong the state highway corridors
that maintenance personnel use to determine deicing and
snow removal operations. Information is also available to
the public for real-time road condition information. The
information on this web site has rapidly become one of the

most visited.

¢ 511 Travel In the Know: Near real-time and real-time travel
information is available on the web or by phone. The public
can access htip://5ii.Aiaska.gov on the web or dial 5-1-1
anywhere in the state to get urgent reports, driving
conditions, roadwork, ferry arrival/departure information
and more.

¢ |ITS/CVO: Advanced technology is improving commercial
vehicle operations (CVO). The Infra-Red Inspection
System (IRIS) is a mobile inspection van using optical
scanning technology. Inspectors use IRIS to make
accurate, on the spot determination of malfunctioning
braking systems.

¢ Land Mobile Radio Communications (LMRS): Land mobile
radios will improve communications among transportation
.maintenance personnel and other agencies during
emergency situations.
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Glossary of Terms

ADOTSPF - Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities - The agency
within Alaska state government empowered to own. operate, plan, design and
construct transportation facilities.

AC or Advance Construction - This Is a financial tool permitted under FHWA rules.
With approval of the FHWA the state may begin a federally funded project early, prior
to the availability of federal funds to reimburse the project. With this flexibility the state
can construct a federally eligible project one or moro years before reimbursement,
taking advantage of federal funds prior to their availability.

ADEC - Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation - The agency within
Alaska stale government responsible for air quality programs, Including transportation
air quality matters.

AHS - Alaska Highway System - The Alaska Highway System Is composed of those
transportation facilities, excluding those on (he National Highway System, that provide
greater utility to Alaska as a whole, than to individual communities.

AIP - Airport Improvement Program - A schedule of projects for airports throughout
the stale, funded with Federal Aviation Administration funds.

AMATS - Anchorage Metropolitan Area Transportation Solutions - A Joint local-state
planning and programming organization, designated as the Metropolitan Planning
Organization for Anchorage and charged with developing a Transportation
Improvement Program for the Anchorage urbanized area In compliance with the

current federal surface transportation law,

AMHS - The Alaska Marine Highway System - The department’s system of vessels,
terminals and routes that link most of Alaska's coastal communities from the Aleutians

to Southeast.

Apportionments - Program funding levels authorized from the federal Highway Trust
Fund. These amounts are calculated annually and distributed to states. They are
available for four years, typically. Expenditures of apportionments are generally
subject to and limited by annually appropriated obligation authority.

ARRC - Alaska Railroad Corporation — a state owned agency responsible for.
management and operation of the Alaska Railroad.

Bridge Discretionary Program - A competitive program administered by the FHWA
for major bridge replacement or for new bridges that replace ferry routes.

BIA - Bureau of Indian Affairs - Some federal funds are allocated directly to the BIA
for ultimate distribution to Alaska Native villages. These funds must be Included In the
STIP but are not controlled or allocated by the State.
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CMAQ - Congestion Mlligallon/Alr Quality - A specific funding program targeted to
reducing air pollutants In nonallalnment areas, specifically Anchorage, Eagle River,

Fairbanks and Juneau.

Community Access Projects - Priority projects that have been defined to Improve
community connectivity to the stale’s transportation nelworks, Improving the
movement of people and goods, strengthening local economies and taking advantage
of local infrastructure proximity. Funding may include STIP funds or oilier sources.

Conformity - A federally required process used to ascertain if proposed
transportation plans or projects will reduce emissions of pollutants In areas that are
considered lo be In nonattainment. Generally speaking, plans, such as the TIP and
STIP and Individual projects must be reviewed for conformity. Absent a finding of
conformity, such decisions, except for specified categories of projects, plans or
projects cannot be Implemented in the nonattainment areas.

CTP - Community Transportation Program - A program of the Alaska Department of
Transportation and Public Facilities that addresses a wide range of community
transportation modes, including rural and urban roads, remote, ITS and transit.

Ciscretlonary Funding - Several dedicated funding sources wherein projects
compete nationally Including Ferry Boat, Bridge, Scenic Byways and Public Lands.

Earmark- Earmark or earmarked projects have been selected during the
Congressional approval process as to funding amount, purpose and geographic
location. Tho stale has no authority to change these requirements.

Environmental Justice - An emerging federal requirement, based on Title VI of the
1964 Civil Rights Act and Executive Order /12898, 1994. The essence of this
Executive Order, pertaining to transportation Issues, is the requirement that the
delivery of transportation benefits shall be equitable with regard to populations
protected under the Civil Rights Act.

ER or Emergency Repair—Special federal funding allocaled to projects that repair
damage caused by natural disaster. We are waiting for reimbursement ol
expenditures for the Denali Earthquake damage to our highways. Federal
appropriations in 2003 were not sufficient to cover the nationwide natural disasters
and therefore, Alaska is delaying reimbursement of the Emergency Repairs until
additional federal funds are appropriated.

Forest Highway Program - A funding program for public highways on federal lands
administered directly by the FHWA. In Alaska this program uses a three-agency
project selection committee Including FHWA, the US Forest Service and ADOT&PF.
These funds must be included In the STIP but are not controlled or allocated by the

state.

Ferry Boat Discretionary Program - A program administered by the FHWA for ferry
and terminal projects. Under TEA-21 Alaska receives $10 million annually In specified



funds from the program and Is further eligible for nationwide competition for the
unspecified portion of the program.

FAA - Federal Aviation Administration - The federal agency of tho US Department of
Transportation responsible (or funding airport and aviation projects.

FFY - Federal Fiscal Year- The period October 1- September 30. For example, the
FFY 2004 Is the period October 1, 2003 - September 30, 2004.

FHWA - Federal Highway Administration - Tho federal agency of the US Department
of Transportation responsible for funding highways, trails and ferry projects.

FMATS -Fairbanks Metropolitan Area Transportation System - A Joint local-state
planning and Pro%]ramming organization, designated as the Metropolitan Planning
Organization for the North Star Borough and Cities of Fairbanks and North Pole. The
MPO Is char%ed with developing a Transportation Improvement Program for the
Fairbanks urbanized area In compliance with the current fedeal surface transportation

law.

FRA - Federal Railroad Administration - The federal agency of the US Department of
Transportation responsible for railroad Issues.

FTA - Federal Transit Administration - The federal agency of the US Department of
Transportation responsible for funding transit projects.

High Priority Funding - Dedicated funds for specific projects established In federal
law. Also known as demonstration (demo) or earmarked projects.

Industrial Access Projects— Priority projects identified to enhance the stale's
economic development through transportation Infrastructure Investment.  Funding

may be STIP or other sources.

ISTEA - Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 - An act of
Congress providing funding authorization for highways, safety, end mass
transportation for a six-year period for federal fiscal years 1992 through 1997. This
law was responsible for some new programs, such as CMAQ and Transportation
Enhancements, and implementing the STIP planning requirements.

ITs - Intelligent Transportation System - A range of technologies designed to Improve
the effectiveness of existing and new transportation Investments. There ate several
possible ITS applications within Alaska that are under consideration.

MPO - Metropolitan Planning Organization - The forum for cooperative transportation
decision making for an urbanized area Involving multiple government agencies. In
Alaska, Anchorage and Fairbanks are the only MPOs, known as AMATS and FMATS

respectively.
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NAAQS -National Ambient Air Quality Standard - Standards established li. j Clean
Air Act for various pollutants. Those most concerning Alaska transportation Issues are
CO (carbon monoxide) and PM (particulate matter - dust and smoke).

Needs List - Transportation Needs and Priorities In Alaska - A document of the
Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities that lists all desired
transportation projects In the state. Including highways, ferries, trails, transit, airports,
harbors, and buildings. The Needs List Is used as a starting point for preparation of

the STIP.

NHS - National Highway System - The most Important highways and ferry routes in
the United States. Congress must approve NHS designations based on
recommendations by the FHWA.

Nonattainment Area - A designated geographic area, which based on long-torm air
quality sampling, has been found to bo in nonattainment for one or more NAAQS. In
Alaska, there are four nonattainment areas: Juneau-Mendenhall Valley, Anchorage,
Eagle River and Fairbanks.

Non-metropolitan consultation rule - changes lo federal regulations (23 CFR 450)
were instituted In Feburary 2003 requiring state's to Institute new procedures for
consulting with non-metropolitan area local officials on transportation planning Issues,
including the Statewide Transportation Plan (SWTP) and the Statewide Transportation
improvement Program These new procedures must be adopted by ADOT&PF by

February 24, 2004.

Obligation Authority - Tho total amount of federal highway funds that can be
authorized for projects In a given FFY. This amount results from annual
Congressional appropriations and has historically been less than the annual total
program apportionments authorized by TEA-21 and predecessor legislation.

PEB - Project Evaluation Board - The board empowered to evaluate and score
projects; It Is a team of managers from tho Alaska Department of 1 ansportatlon and
Public Facilities. There Is a board forsurfaco transportallon and another for aviation.

Public Lands Discretionary - A program administered by the FHWA under Federal
Lands Highways for highways on public lands. Alaska can apply for nationwide
competitive funds annually.

Regional Transportation Plan - Also known as on "area transportation plan”, a
detailed multimodal plan for a region or geographical area within Alaska prepared by
the ADOT&PF. As defined, the regional transportation plans are an element of the
SwTP and comprise the recommended projects for the SWTP for a given region.
Several regional transportation plans are currently in progress. The plans for
Southeast Alaska, Prince William Sound and Yukon-Kuskokwim Area Plans are
complete. The Northwest Area Transportation Plan will be complete after public
review is finished and assimilated. Tho Southeast Alaska Transportation Plan Is being

updated.
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SHAKW AK/Alaska- Otherwise unusable federal program authorization transferred to
a special fund. These funds do not require state match and have no expiration dale.
SHAKWAK funds, by federal law, are limited to projects for the AMHS and Haines

Highway.

SHAKWAKfCanada - Special funds available for use on the Alaska Highway and
Haines Cutoff In Canada. These funds do not decrease Alaska's share of federal-ald

highway funding.

SIP - Slate Implementation Plan - A stale (ADEC) prepared plan defining how the
NAAQS will be met In areas currently defined by the US EPA os not meeting national
standards for air quality. Transportation elements called for In the SIP ore eligible for
CMAQ funds and must be implemented in the year defined In the SIP.

STIP - State Transportation Improvement Program - A staged, multi-year, statewide,
Intermodal program of surfaca transportation projects which Is governed by surface
transportation regulations and funded primarily with surface transportation program
funds. The STIP Is prepared by ADOT&PF and is approved by FTA and FHWA.

SwWTP - Statewide Transportation Plan - A federally required plan upon which
projects In the STIP are developed. In Alaska the SWTP Is a policy plan for the state
as a whole. Regional plans are prepared for Individual areas of the state, which
outline recommended projects and are each an element of the Statewide Plan.

TCSP -Transportation and Community and System Preservation Program-A
discretionary grant program providing funds for comprehensive Initiative of research
and grants to investigate the relationships between transportation and community and
system preservation and private sector-based Initiatives.

TEA-21 - Transportation Equity Act for the 21“ Century-The most current law
describing the surface transportation policy of the United States and making program
allocations for funding In various categories to the stales. The law is valid from 1998 -

2003 and has been extended until March 1, 2004.

TIP - Transportation Improvement Program - A subset of the STIP developed by
AMATS or FMATS for transportation projects within the MPO boundary.

"Time Trap" - By federal highway regulations, a project must proceed to the earlier of
construction or right of way acquisition within 10 years. The consequences are that
the stale may have to repay any expenditures that have been reimbursed.

TRAAK - Trails and Recreational Access for Alaska - A orogram of the ADOT&PF
and the Alaska Department of Natural Resources that address trails, scenic highways,
recreational access points and Interpretive facilities.
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moot, to iin acceptable degree, tho re-
of 23 11.5.0. 135 and tliuso

quirements
regulations (Including oubpart 0 where
a metropolitan TIP In Involved), tljoy
will approvo the STIP. Approve] action

will tnlio olio of tho following forms, ns

appropriate:
(1) Joi
(2) Joint approval of tho STIP subject

t approval of tho STIP;

to corlnln corrcctlvo actions being
taken;
(3) Joint approval of tho STIP as the

basis for approval of ldentified cat-
egories of projects; and/or
(1) Under special clrcumstnncos, Joint

STIP covering

approval of a partial
only a portion of tho State.

(d) Tho Joint approval period for a
now STIP or amended STIP will not ex-
ceed two yenro. Whore tho Slato dom-
onstratea that
cumstances will delay tho submittal of

STI1P for ap-

oxtcnoatlng cir-

nmended
FTA will

a new STIP or

proval, FHWA and consider

and tako appropriate action on re-

quests to extand tha npproval beyond

two yoarc for all or part of the SITP

ed period of tImo. Whom tho

for a
rcquost Involves projects In a metro-
politan planning nroafo), tho affected

MPO(s) must concur In tho request and
dolny was due to the develop-

of tho TIP,

If tha

ment and approvnl tho af-
fected MPO(e) must provide supporting
nnu-

Information for tho request. If

attnlnmont and/or maintenance areas
arc Involved, a request for nil extension
cnnnol bo granLed If the conformity de-
termination on the TIP Is no longer
valid EPA"S
tions (10 OFfl part 61).

(o) If, - view, tho
the FTA
mine that tho STIP or amendnent docs

moot tho require-

under conformity regula-

upon Fllwa and
Administrators Jointly deter-

not substantially

ments of 2.1 11.5.0. 135 and this part for

any ldentified categories of projects,
they will not approvo tho STFP.

(0 The FIIWA and the FTA will no-
tify tho State of notions taken under

this section.

(g) Where necessary In order to main-
tain or establish operations, tho Fed-
eral Transit Administrator and/ur tho

Administrator may

Federal Highway

approve operating assistance lor spe-

cific projects or prograns even though

tho projccte NI programs may not

Included Inan approved STIP.

23 CfR Ch. 1<4-1-99
$-15nmmcot selection for Impli

<n) Except as provided In 55450.220(f)

and 150.215(a)(7), ouly projects Included
lu the Federally approved STIP shall,
bo ollglblo for funds ndrillnisterod by
tlia FI 1WA or tho FTA.
(b> In metropolitan planning arohs,

requiring titlo

transportation projects

23 ur Federal Transit Ant funds admin-

istered by tho FIIWA or tlio FTA shnll

ho selactod In accordance with proce-

dures established pursuant to the

project selection portion of tho nitilro-
subpiirt

polltnn planning regulation

0of this part. -

(c) Outalds metropolitan planning

nrons, transportation projocts under-

taken on the national Highway Systen
with title 23 funds and under tha brldgo
prograns

nnd Interstate inalntcnanca

shall be selected by the State In con-

eultatlon with the aflooted local offl-
clalo. Federal lands highway projects
shnll he solcctcd In accordance with 23
u.3.0. 204. other transportation

projeots undertaken with funds admin-
shall ho selected
with the

istered by tha F H W A
hy tha State In cooperation
affected local officials, mid projects u'u-
th Federal Tranelt Act

ba selected by the Slalo In

dortakcn w
funds shall
appropriate af-

cooporatlon with the

fected local officials and Lrnuslt opera-

tors.

(d) The projects In the first year of
an approved STII ~elioll constitute nn
“agreed to" list of projects for subse-

quent scheduling and Inmplementation.

project soloctlon notion Is

Ho further

required for tho Implementing ngoinmy
to proceed with these projects except
that If appropriated Federal funds

are significantly loss than

{4511.332(c)

available
the authorised amounts,

provides for a revised list of “"agreed

to" projects to bn developed upon the

request of tho Slato, MPO. or transit

operators. If an
wishes to proceed with a project tu the
third year of the STIP, tho

Implementing agency

second and
specific solactlon procedures
slated In paragraphs (li) nnd (c.) of Ililo
Expedited selec-

project

section must ho used.
tion proceduroe which provide fur tho
ndvnncoincnl of projects from the sao-

y ho

oiid or third ynnrs of tho ST1P 1
used If ngrced to hy nil tho parties In-

volved In the selection.

feckral Hihwy Adinistation, BOT

5<150.22-1 Pfinse-In new require-

ments .
The State aimil, by January I, 1955,
tdentify the of al statewide trans-
plan, described tinder

portation
1450.214, to bo used ns a basis fnr subse-

quently approved STIPo. Until such n
plan Is Identified, hut no later than
January 1, 1995, the Slato may ldentify

policies which can
sT1P

existing pinna nnd

serve ns the official Interim plan

development shall be based upon a

transportation plnn which nerves ns tha

official plan (lIncluding nn Interin

plan, Ifappropriate, prior to January 1,

1995, provided that nil factors Identified

5450.208 are considered).

Subpaf! C—Melfopolllan Ttanspor-
lallon Planning and Program-

ming

4-150.300 Purpose.

Tha purpose of this oubpnrt Is ta In-

plement 23 U.3.U. 134 and section I) of

the Federal Transit Act, ns nmomlod,

which require that a Metropolitan

Planning Organization <MPO) be den-

lguated for each wurbanized area and

that the metropolitan area bnB a con-

tinuing, cooperative, and comprehen-

sive transportation planning proec3n

nnand programs that

that results In p!

consider all transportation modes and

supports metropolitan comnmunity de-

These

velopment and soc goals.

plans mill prograns aliall lead to tha

development nnd operation of nn Inte-

grated, Intermodal transportation sys-

ient, eco-

tem Hint facilitates tho effi

nomic movement of people nnd goads.

B3P Aglailly

“Ilioprovisions of this snbparl arc ap-

plicable to agencies Involved lu tho

transportation planning, program du-

volopincnt, nnd project selection proc-

esses In metropolitan planning areas.

5B®1 Defintios

Except as otherwise provided In sub-
part A of this part, terms defined In 23

U.Ss.C 101Ca) are used In thin part ns no

dafined.

§450.306

planning orga-
rcdeslg-

Metropolitan
Designations nnd

5-150.305
nization;

nallnn.

inotropollt.
organizations (MPOs)
December 18, 1991, shnll he by
among tho Oovornor(n) and

(n) Dcalgnntlinne of
planning made
after
agreement
units of general purpose local govern-
ments representing 75 percent of the af-
feoted metropolitan population (Includ-
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ing the central city or ¢
by tlioDurenu of the Census), or
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I ac-

h procedures

cordance wi
hy applicable Slate or local law To tlio

extent possible, only one M P O Blinll ho

designated for each UKA or group of
contiguous UKAs . Mora than one M PO
may he designated within an UKA only
If the Oovernorfs) determines that the
size nnd complexity of the UKA make
designation of more than one MP O ap-
propriate.

(b) Tlio designation shall clearly

tdentify tha policy body Iliat Is the
forum for cooperative decisionmaking
required ap-

that will he taking the

proval actions ns the MPO .

(0) To the extent possible, tho
designated should ha established under
State

MPoO

specific Stnto logl latlnn. ena-

bling legislation, or by IntersLatu con -
pact, nnd shall linvo authority to carry
plan-

out inclropulltnn transportation

ning.
(d) llcdeslgnatlon
new MPO(s) to replace an
MPO) shall occur by
Governor nnd affcctod
representing 75 percent of

la tho entire metropoli-

(designation of a
existing
agreenment of tlio

local wunits of

government
tho population
tan arun. Tho central clty(les) rnuet he
among the unite of local government
agreeing to the redcslguatlen.

(a) nothing In this sulipart shnll he
deemed to prohibit the M PO from uti-
zing the stall renournes of other agen -

elcinenta of

cies to carry out selected
the planning process.

(f) Existing MP O designations remain
d until a new W PO
unions revolted by tho
local units of government representing

va Is redesignated,

Governor anil

75 percent of the population In the area

Bervcd by tho existing MP O (the cen-

tral clly(les) must lie among those dc-

olring to revoke the M P O designation),
or as otherwise provided under State cir
If the Governor nnd

local procedures.
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Ocean View Center, Suite 200 808)587-2015
808) 523-4178

707 Richards Street %
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813-4623 FAX (808) 587-201B
April 1,2004

 Z0p3e Honorable Ben Stevens
State Senator
State Capitol Room 119
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

Dear Senator Stevens,

OMPO Policy Committee Composition

As requested by your staff, | am writing to describe the membership of the Oahu
Metropolitan Planning Organization’s Policy Committee. The Policy Committee is
OMPOQ's decision-making body.

Since OMPQ was established in 1975, its Policy Committee has always included state
legislators. The first Policy Committee consisted of nine members from the Honolulu
City Council, five members of the Hawaii Senate,- and-five members of the Hawaii House

of Representatives.

In the mid-1980’s, the Policy Committee’s composition was reduced from 19 to 13 -
five members from the Honolulu City Council, three members of the Hawaii Senate,
three members of the Hawaii House of Representatives, a member appointed by the
Governor of Hawaii, and a member appointed by the Mayor of Honolulu.

In 1997, the composition of the Policy Committee was again changed. In place of the
Governor’s and Mayor’s appointees, the Hawaii Department of Transportation Director
and the Honolulu Department of Transportation Services Director were made members.

Please call me if you have any further questions regarding this matter.

Sincerely,

Gordon G.W. Lum
Executive Director



OMPO Policy Committee http://oaliumpo.org/PC/iK.httnl

OAHU METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

Policy Comm ittee

rUpcoming Meeting] rPast Meetings and Agendas!

About the Policy Committee

The Policy Committee is the "heart" of the OMPO planning process. It determines the direction of the
OMPO effort, corsiders and approves transportation planning issues, and makes the final approval for

OMPO matters.

The Policy Committee is made up of 13 members. Five members are from the City Council, including the
chair of the Council's transportation committee. Three members are State senators, including the chair of

the Senate’s transportation committee. Three members are State representatives, including the chair of the
House's transportation committee. One member is the Director of the State Department of Transportation

(DOT) and one member is the Director of the City Department of Transportation Services (DTS).

Policy Committee Members )
X

Chair; Senator Cal Kawamoto
Vice Chair: Council member Nestor Garcia

Honolulu City Council:

Romy Cachola
Charles Djou
Nestor Garcia
« Ann Kobayashi
« Gary Okino

State Senate:
* Brian Kanno

+ Cal Kawamoto
+ Gordon Trimble

House of Representatives:
« Kirk Caldwell
* Mark Moses
« Joseph Souki

State DOT Director:

4/1/2004 3:33 PM
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OMPO Policy Committee http://oahumpo.org/PC/pc.html

* Rodney Haraga
City DTS Director:
* Cheryl Soon

Back to OMPO Home

4/1/2004 3:33 PM
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ALASKA STATE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Session Address

Alaska State Capital, Room 408
Juneau, AK 99801

Phone: 907-465-4527

Fax: 907-465-2197

Representative Carl Morgan, Chair
District 6

MEMORANDUM

Date: May 6, 2004

To:  Representative Pete Kott
Speaker of the House

From: Representative Carl Morgan, Chair _
House Community and Regional Affairs Committee

Re:  CSSB 279 (FIN) AHFC Water and Sewer bonds

| request that SB 279 "An Act authorizing and relating to the issuance ofbonds by the Alaska
Housing Finance Corporationfor safe and clean water and hygienic sewage disposedfacility
capital projects and other capital projects; providingfor the repayment ofthe bonds and bond
costs; relating to the dividend paid to the state by the Alaska Housing Finance Corporation; and
providingfor an effective date.™" be waived from the House Community and Regional Affairs
Committee. The following committees members have indicated their support by signing below.

Representative Ralph Samuels

Representative Tom Anderson Representative Sharon Cissna

Representative Albert Kookesh

NUUP> MhrssiiiiU omisponcltinaliKad, MvOE4EL Sit 270 uhived mil urconniiilioc.doc



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number: 1
2004 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Bill Version: SB219
(S) Publish Date: Y2304
Revision Date/Time (Note if correction): Dept. Affected: Revenue
Title Issuance of Bonds by AHFC for |RDU Alaska Housing Finance Corp.
Capital Projects Component Operations
Sponsor Rules Committee
Requester Governor Component No. 110
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted helow.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010
Personal Services
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

CHANGE IN REVENUES ( TZL
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate)
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any currentyear (FY2004) cost: 0.0
Mark this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor's FY 2005 budget proposal:

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

anALYsis:  (Alachasgeratepece ifnecessary)

This bill authorizes the issuance of bonds by the Alaska Housing Finance Corporation for safe and clean
water and hygienic sewage disposal facility capital projects and other capital projects.

This legislation will not have a fiscal impact on the Department of Revenue.

Prepared by:  Bryan Butcher, Legislative Liaison/Special Assistant Phone 330-8445

Division Alaska Housing Finance Corporation Date/Time 12/31/03 9:03 AM
Approved by:  10mas Boutin, Deputy Commissioner Date 12/31/2003

Agency Departrment of Reveritie —

(Rovisoii 12/2003 OMB) Page 10f l_



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number:
2004 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Bill Version: CSSB 219(STA)
(S) Publish Date: 2113104
Revision Date/Time (Note if correction): Dept. Affected: Revenue
Title AHFC Water and Sewer Bonds |[RDU Alaska Housing Finance Corp.
Component Operations
Sponsor Rules Committee
Requester Governor Component No. 110
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010
Personal Services
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
CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) 0.0 (3,000.0) (3,000.0)  (3,000.0) (3,000.0) (3,000.0)

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Type--Do not abbreviate)
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any currentyear (FY2004) cost: 0.0
Mark this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor's FY 2005 budget proposal:

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

anALysis:  (Ataha peceif
Under AS 18.56.089(2)(a), activities of the corporation that relate to the issuance of obligations and the

repayment of debt obligations are exempt from the provisions of the Executive Budget Act. These costs
are included in the bond authorizations of the bill. Bonds issued under this legislation will be paid from the
annual dividend to the state general fund under 18.56.089(c). This bond issuance will result in a reduction
in the annual dividend. The term of the bonds is expected to be ten years.

Estimates for debt service and other costs are based on a number of assumptions, including future interest
rates and bond ratings. Operational costs for issuing and monitoring these bonds will be done with existing
personnel and within the authorized operating budget for FY2005 and beyond. No budget authorizations

are necessary with this fiscal no te.

Prepared by:  Bryan Butcher, Legislative Liaison/Special Assistant Phone 330-8445

Division Alaska Housing Finance Corporations Date/Time 2/9/04 9:50 AM

Approved by Tom Boutin, DeFE)uty Commissioner Date 2/9/2004
Agency Department of Revenue

Page 1of 1

CSSS m - (srp)

(Revised 12/2003 OMB)



Mailing Address:

AlasldML Headquarters: PO Box 101020
I 4300 Boniface Parkway Anchorage, AK 99510
Anchorage, AK 99504
Frosmescorreraiier 907-338-6100 Internet Web Site:

http://www.ahfc.state.ak.us

Senate Bill 279

Senate Bill 279 will provide $25 million for village safe and clean water and hygienic sewage
disposal facilities projects and other capital projects. The village safe water projects that will be
funded with bond proceeds have historically been funded through cash from the Corporation's

annual dividend to the State.

Estimated debt service on the $25 milllion in bonds, based on current interest rates, is
approximately $3 million per year for 10 years. These debt service payments, per Sections 2 and 4
of the hill, would be deducted from AHFC's annual Dividend provided for by AS18.56.089(c).

Preliminary indications from rating analysts are that there will be no negative impact upon the
Corporation's ratings from this proposed issuance. Those indications are given based upon the
passage of this bill and Senate Bill 274, which replaces the Housing Assistance Loan Fund (a rural
revolving loan fund) with the Housing Assistance Loan Program (a rural loan program). This bill will
allow the Corporation to transfer the loans to the General Account and leverage them to help

strengthen the Corporation's General Account.


http://www.ahfc.state.ak.us




TOUSE COMMITTEE
\%
Date Referred to Committee: April 13,2004 FURTHER REFERRALS: Finance

Date of Committee Action:

The COMMUNITY AND REGIONAL AFFAIRS Committee considered: CSSSSB 328(FIN)

CS FOR SPONSOR SUBSTITUTE FOR SENATE BILL NO. 328(FIN)
NATIONAL FOREST INCOME PROGRAM/DCED REGS

"An Act relating to the national forest income program in the Department of Community and Economic
Development and to the authority of the department to adopt regulations; making conforming amendments; and

providing for an effective date."

Recommends it be replaced with [ 1|_HCS or [S\CSfor _ fitLSS Sce. S& - )
for Senate Bills with new title: [ ] Technical T|tIe [ ]New Title: HCR [v<fSame Title [ ] New Title

attach amendments _
add new referral to Committee
[ ] Letter of Intent Committee

ﬁ,%f/ NEW FISCAL NOTES PREVIOUS FISCAL NOTES
List by Dept(s): Fiscal

Signing with recommendations |
Printed Last Name

uf |

Chair:
Chair:



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number: 1
2004 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Bill Version: SB 328
(S) Publish Date: 2127/04
Revision Date/Time (Note if correction): Dept. Affected: DCED
Title National Forest Income [RDU State Revenue Sharing (217)
Program/DCED Regulations '‘Component National Program Receipts
Sponsor Senator Stedman
Requester Senate Community & Regional Affairs Component No. 2480
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2005 FY 2005 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment

Land & Structures
Grants & Ciaims

Miscellaneous
TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES
CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) |

0.0 0.0 0.0 1

1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate)
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any currentyear (FY2004) cost: 0.0
Mark this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor's FY 2005 hudget proposal:

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

aNALysis:  (Atacha Speretepece ifrecessary)

This legislation provides the Department with the authority to adopt regulations necessary to implement the
revised federal forest receipts pr_gram. The federal program was revised with the passage of the "Secure
Rural Schools and Self-Determination Act of 2000" (P.L. 106-393).

Italso corrects a statutory problem created by the merger of the former Department of Commerce and
Economic Development and former Department of Community and Regional Affairs by providing the
Department with general regulation adoption authority to carry out its statutory functions.

Prepared by: Gene Kane. Director Phone (907) 269-4578
Division Community Advocacy Date/Time 2/19/04 8:13 AM

Aggroved by, Edgar Blatchf?rd, Commissioner Date 2/19/204
Agency Department of Community anaEconomic Development_____—

Page 1of 1
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HOUSE CS FOR CS FOR SS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 328(CRA)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWENTY-THIRD LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION

BY THE HOUSE COMMUNITY AND REGIONAL AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsor(s): SENATOR STEDMAN

ABILL
FOR ANACT ENTITLED
"An Act relating to the national forest income program in the Department of
Community and Economic Development and to the authority of the department to adopt

regulations; malting conforming amendments; and providing for an effective date."
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

*Section 1. AS 41.15.180 is amended by adding new subsections to read:

(k) The department may adopt regulations necessary to implement this section
that are consistent with federal law.

(/) 1f any provision of this section is determined by the department to be in
conflict with federal requirements regarding the allocation of money received by the
state from the federal government under (a) of this section, the provision that is in i
conflict is inoperative to the extent of the conflict. The determination does not affect
the operation of any other provision of this section. Upon a determination that a
provision of this section is in conflict with federal requirements regarding the
allocation of money received from the federal government, the department may adopt

-1- HCS CSSSSB 328(CRA)
New Text Underlined [DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]



\WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT 23-151620\Q

requlations that modify the requirements of that provision to the extent necessary to
comply with the federal requirements.

(m) In this section, "number of children in average daily membership" means
the number of full-time equivalent students enrolled in the city school district or
regional educational attendance area, excluding correspondence students residing
outside the school district's or regional educational attendance area's boundaries, that
receives a share ofthe income from the public schools allocation of the fund created in
(b) of this section.

* Sec. 2. AS 44.33.020 is amended by adding a new section to read:
(b) The department may adopt regulations necessary to carry out its statutory

functions.
*Sec. 3. AS 44.33.113(a) is amended to read:
(@) If the governor delegates duties as described in AS 44.33.020(a)(Il)

[AS 44.33.020(11)] to the department, the department shall determine and assess an
annual administrative cost charge for the administration of the state's role in the
federal community development quota program. The department shall by regulation
establish the method for implementing the charge in accordance with the provisions of
this section. The department shall assess the charges on community development
quota groups with approved community development plans for the fiscal year for
which the charge is applicable. The community development quota group shall pay the
charge.

*Sec. 4. AS 44.33.113(c) is amended to read:
(c) The aggregate total of administrative cost charges to all CDQ groups for a

fiscal year shall approximately equal, but may not exceed, the appropriations
authorized for that fiscal year for the state's role under AS 44.33.020(a)(TI)
[AS 44.33.020(11)], less

(1)  appropriations from sources of program receipts under
AS 37.05.146(b) and (c) not collected under this section; and

(2) any reappropriations of charges collected under this section.

*Sec. 5. AS 44.33.113(g) is amended to read:
(g) The department shall collect and enforce the administrative cost charge

1ICS CSSSSB 328(CRA) 2
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| WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT 23-151620\Q

assessed under this section. The receipts from the charge assessed under this section
shall be deposited in the community development quota program account in the state
treasury. Under AS 37.05.146(c), receipts from charges collected under this section
shall be accounted for separately, and appropriations from the account are not made
from the unrestricted general fund. The legislature may appropriate money from the
community development quota program account for expenditures by the department
for necessary costs incurred by the department in implementing any assigned role
under AS 44.33.020(a)(1l) [AS 44.33.020(11)] or for any other public purpose.

*Sec. 6. AS 44.33.113(h) is amended to read:
(h) The Department of Administration shall identify the amount of the

appropriations for the state's role under AS 44.33.020(a)(T1) [AS 44.33.020(11)] that
lapses into the general fund each year. The legislature may appropriate an amount
equal to the lapsed amount to the community development quota program for its

operating costs for the next fiscal year.
*Sec. 7. AS 41.15.180(m), enacted in sec. 1ofthis Act, takes effect July 1, 2005.

* Sec. 8. Except as provided in sec. 7 of this Act, this Act takes effect immediately under
AS 01.10.070(c).

3- HCS CSSSSB 328(CRA)
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State Capitol
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Representative Morgan:

As you are aware, Senate Bill 328 was recently passed out of the Senate and referred to your
Community and Regional Affairs Committee in the House.

This bill began strictly as a housekeeping measure to allow the State of Alaska to update regulations
pertaining to the national forest receipts program. Unfortunately, the Senate Finance Committee
amended the bill in such a way as to exclude some students residing in the national forest from funding
eligibility from the national forest receipts program. 1fthe amendment approved by the Senate Finance
Committee is left intact, some public school students residing in the national forest will be eligible for
national forest receipts funding, while others who also reside in the national forest will not. What makes
matters worse is that the school districts that will be most adversely impacted by the change are those in

rural areas here in Southeast Alaska.

There is no rational basis for the exclusion ot some national forest students from the program and the
inclusion of others. Every public school student residing in the Tongass and Chugach National Forests
should be treated equally under the implementation of the national forest receipts program. That was the
intent of Congress for the program, and the State of Alaska has already implemented the program that

way for many years.

It is also important to note that in the more than thirty years between Alaska statehood and 1992, rural
Southeast Alaska communities were not permitted to receive national forest receipts. Instead the state
paid those receipts to organized boroughs but not to the many municipal school districts in the
unorganized borough that like their borough counterparts also oFerated and supported local schools.
Now that payments to rural national forest communities are well established after a thirty year absence, |
am uncertain why the Senate would again wish to selectively deny some public school students national

forest receipt eligibility while continuing to allow it for others.

There is a simple and fair solution for SB 328. The solution is to reword the bill to allow every public
school student residing in the national forest be counted in the implementation of the program. | know
that Mr. Ron Erickson and Mr. Doc Waterman of the Craig City School District are scheduled to meet
with you in Juneau this week to offer you language for SB 328 that results in a fair application of the
program. | hope you will agree that their proposal is worthwhile.

Thank you for considering my comments.
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March 27, 2004

Senator Bert Stedman
State Capitol, Room 30
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Sen. Stedman:

Thank you for taking the time to meet with me earlier this week to discuss SB 328. As |
understand it, on Wednesday, March 24, the Senate Finance Committee considered adding
language to the bill that would change the way national forest receipts (SNFR) are paid to school
districts. The change would disallow counting non-resident correspondence school students
toward a school district’s ADM for the purpose o_frece_lvm? NFR. While I have not been told
expressly why the proposed change is under consideration, 1 expect that some members of the
committee believe that NFR Tpayrnents should be more cIoseI\é_tled to students inand near the
national forests in Alaska. There are three reasons why the Finances Committee should choose

not to amend the hill they discussed last Wednesday.

First, the problems that the committee sees and hopes to solve with the proposed change to SB
328 will largely fix themselves in the comlngi year, even ifthe Senate Finance Committee does
nothing. This 1s so because under new re?u ations out for public review fromthe Alaska
Department of Education and Early Deve opment,__i)ubllc correspondence schools will limit their
enroliment to students who are not also enrolled fiill time in private schools. For its part, Craig’s
PACE Program willreduce its enrollment from approximately 600 students to about only 150,
most ofwho will be residents of Southeast Alaska. Therefore, not only will other unorganized
borough communities receive more national forest receipts dollars, those students remaining in
PACE will have a close tie to the national forest because they live in Southeast Alaska.

Second, the fundin? Craig receives from its next NFR payment in January is for students
enrolled in it schools today. If the committee amends the hill to change the NFR formula, it will
prevent Craig from receiving reimbursement of funds it has already spent to educate students.

Third, the Craig City School District and PACE arc already planning substantial reductions in
staffand services in anticipation of its lower PACE enrollments anc: the resulting reduction in
State foundation formula tunding. The district is already preparing for a $1,1 millh r drop in
revenues for the coming year by cutting teaching and other staff [fthe Finance Committee
proceeds with its discussed change to SB 328, many more teachln? staffwill be laid offto
account for an additional $550,000 in cuts. The district would be forced to reduce its budg{et b)r]
nearly 25% for the coming ?/ear. | am sure the Senate Finance Committee would agree that suc
a revenue reduction is simply too much to force on a small school district in a single year.

(907) 826-3275 » Fax (907) 826-3278 P.0. Box 725, Craig, Alaska 99921
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The City of Craig and the Craig City School District would like to offer the committee an
alternative to the change it proposes to SB 328. Our alternative meets the needs ofthe
committee without also forcing needlessly austere cuts to the Craig City School District
operating budget, "

* Postpone the effective date of SB 328 until July 1. 2005. The NFR payment that
communities will receive in January, 2005 is based on the ADM established in October
0f2003. The result is that school districts receive NFR payments only after those
districts have already delivered educational services to students. Tfthe effective date of
the bill is postponed, it will allow school districts to receive NFR funding for students
that those districts have already spent resources educating.

« Chan?e_NFR eligibility to students who reside in the national forest. The committee
shouldjnodify SB 328 so that NFR payments to school districts are based on students
<who reside in the Tongassi>(“hugach NationalForestsj Currently, correspondence
school students whoTesidc outside the Tongass or Chugach National Forests are counted
toward a district’s NFR payment. Changing AS 41.15.180 to limit the count to national
forest resident students is more consistent with the intent ofthe national forest receipt

program.

The two recommendations detailed above provide a sensible and timely change to the NFR
program in Alaska. 1t is my hoB_e that the Senate Finance Committee will concur and adopt these
changes into SB 328 when the bill moves out of committee.
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Senator Bert K. Stedman

SPONSOR STATEMENT
CS SS SB 328
"An Act relating to the National Forest income program in the
Department of Community and Economic Development and to the
authority of the department to adopt regulations; making conforming
amendments; and providing an effective date."

This legislation makes the statutory changes required for the Department of
Community and Economic Development to dishurse federal funds commonly referred

to as the "Timber Receipts".

The "Secure Rural Schools and Community Self-Determination Act of 2000" (P.L. 106-
393) made substantive changes to the federal program commonly known as National
Forest Receipts. The Federal Act is subject to reauthorization in 2006.

National Forest Receipts are distributed to the State for schools and roads within the
boundary of the national forest in which they are collected. The Senate Finance
Committee amended the bill to define the student "average daily membership" for the
purpose of distributing forest receipts within unorganized boroughs.

In order to address the federal changes, the Department of Community and Economic
Development needs to amend its program regulations so the payments to communities
located within the Tongass and Chugach National Forests would conform to the new

federal requirements.

Subsequent to the adoption of the program regulation changes, the Department of Law
advised the Department of Community and Economic Development that it lacks the
statutory authority to implement the federal changes through its regulations. This
legislation provides the Department with the authority to adopt regulations necessary
to implement the revised federal program in a manner consistent with federal law.

This legislation also provides general regulation adoption authority for the Department
to carry out its statutory functions. The change corrects a statutory problem created by
the merger of the former Department of Commerce and Economic Development and
the former Department of Community and Regional Affairs.

Pelican Sponsor Statement offman Cove * Hollis
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Sponsor: Senator Bert Stedman
Current Version: CSSSSB 328 (FIN)
Contact: Dick Coose, 465-3873
Date: April 5, 2004

Fact Sheet for: Senate Bill 328

Short Title: National Forest Receipts Program/DCED Regulations

Summary:
 Makes the statutory changes necessary for the Department of Community and
Economic Development to disburse National Forest Receipts in accordance with
the federal act providing these funds.
« Defines the student "average daily membership" for the purpose of distributing
forest receipts within unorganized horoughs.

Benefits:
» Provides the DCED with the authority to adopt regulations necessary to
implement the revised federal program in a manner consistent with federal law.

« Allows federal forest receipts to flow through to schools as intended.

Background: _ o o
National Forest Receipts are distributed to the State for schools and roads within

the boundary of the national forest in which they are collected. The “Secure
Rural Schools and Community Self-Determination Act of 2000” (P.L. 106-393)
made substantive changes to the federal program, necessitating the conforming

changes made by SB 328.

Fact Sheet
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FY04 Statewide

Correspondence

Alaska Gateway
Aleutian Region
Aleutians East
Anchorage
Annette Island
Bering Strait
Bristol Bay
Chatham
Chugach
Copper River
Cordova

Craig
Delta/Grecly
Denali
Dillingham
Fairbanks
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Haines
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I lydaburg
Iditarod Area
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Ketchikan Gateway
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North Slope
Northwest Arctic
Pelican
Petershurg
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Saint Mary's
Sitka

ACS

173.49
3.00
1.00

4.00

7.60
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1.00

1.00
27.10
1.00
4.00
0.80
1.00

52.20
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1.50
3.30
8.69

24.30
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1.50
5.15
1.00
5.45
1.00
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Extension
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(Chugach)

3.00
11.70
1.00
1.00

8.00
11.40

37.50

1.00

4.00

5.00
1.00

PACE
(Craig)

Copper
River

280.94
1.00

37.75

34.65

6.00

2.00
14.00

1.00

6.00

2.00
215.90
1.00
1.00

21.00

31.10 14.00

0.85

2.00

Cyber
(Delta/  PEAK
Greely) (Denali)
188.10 241.75
1.00
56.35
8.50
3.75
1.00
18.25
93.50
174 3.00
4.00

IDEA
(Galena)

10.00
6.00
3.00

853.13
1.00
1.00

4.25

58.00
6.00
9.00

68.00
9.75

19.00

759.30
4.25
4.00

11.55

2.00
196.25

559.25
13.00
2.00
75.50
2.00
0.25
8.00
1.00
781.65
7.00
26.25
8.00
3.00

31.00

17.25

Distance
Learning
(Iditarod)

0.25

57.00

1.00

9.60

2.00

11.00

Prepared by Mindy Lobaugh

“Horizon Raven
Charter CyberLynx (Yukon %g
(Mat-Su) (Nenana) Tanana Koyukuk]

1.00 12.00 26.25

6.00

0.80 3.80

101.47 266.80 2450 17399 2,237.13
2.00

1.00 2.00

5.90 6.90

4.25

1.00

4.00 105.65

17.40

1.00 16.00

1.00 56.00 181.35

1.00 1.00 1.00 21.25
1.00 22.00

156.31 453.68 1,425.54

4.25

4.00

2.00 14.55

11.60

5.00 116.35 324.60

12.65 14.40 628.55

230.90

3.00

170.00

2.00

2.00 2.25

2.00 2.00 6.00 18.00

1.00 2.00

846.40 215.10 4.00 43.75 1,955.74
4.00 6.00 21.00

1.50 33.60

9.00

1.00 2.00 6.00

33.00

17.25



ALASKA STATE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Representative Carl Morgan, Chair Alaska State Capital, Room 408
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Representative Kelly Wolf, Vice Chair
Representative Tom Anderson Telephone: (907) 465-3882
Fax: (907) 465-4527

Representative Ralph Samuels
Representative Pete Kott reprosentative_carl_moigan @legis.state.ak.us

Representative Sharon Cissna
Representative Albert Kookesh

HOUSE COMMITTEE ON COMMUNITY AND REGIONAL AFFAIRS
Representative Carl Morgan, Chair

AGENDA
State Capital 124

April 29, 2004
8:00'am- 10:00 am

o Call to Order
« SB 328 National Forest income Program - DCED Regulations

« Next meeting is soon!
« Adjourn

N:\ltop_ MtinjunU'KA CitininilU ‘¢-\2104\( Vminiiltcc uili'mIn (MOD-IM.tlor



Department of Education and Early Development
Prepared 3/24/04
FY04 Statewide

Correspondence

Extension Cyber
Prog Copper  PACE (Deltal  PEAK

ACS (Chugach)  River (Craig) Greely) (Denali)

Skagway

Soutlieast Island 6.35 1.00

Southwest Region 7.00 13.00

Tanana

Unalaska 2.00

Valdez 3.75 20.65 1.60 3.00

Wrangell 1.25 4.00 9.00

Yakutat 4.75

Yukon Flats 3.00

Yukon/Koyukuk 2.00

Yupiit

OUT OF STATE 8.95 2.00 - - 5.00 4.00
TOTAL 411.78 113.25 126.10 573.62 363.94 266.00

GM)isISup\S04l:oundalion\Re< | iids[s\ | StaiewidcConc5 | JondenceDislrict__of_Res.xI!»ISunuxiary of Statewide Corcsp ADM

IDEA
(Galena)

1.00

7.80
3.00
9.75

3.00
5.00

17.25
3,667.43

Prepared by Mindy Lobaugh

i
Distance Horizon

Raven

Learning Charter CyberLynx (Yukon %g
(Iditarod) (Mat-Su) (Nenana) Tanana Koyukuk)

1.00

1.00 2.00

2.00 1.00 16.00

1.00 1.00

7.80

1.00 1.00 30.25

22.75

1.00 5.00 6.00

1.00 9.00 13.00

0.60 7.00 14.60

2.00 3.00 38.56 31.85 163.66

82.85 953.87 724.22 29.50 947.02 7,847.87



_ ESTIMATED
FY 06 National Forest Receipt School Payments

FY 04 Total ADM
FY 04 Total ADM Les\s/SCorrespondence ADM P
Tongass National Forest FY 04 FY 4 FY ®5NFR School  FY G5NFR School Difference in
ek oo ToulADM - Conespontence PaTER BRI O Cotponcence Ao
Craig 955.44 573.69 $1,105,263 $532,512 -$572,751
Hoonah 179.40 0.00 $207,532 $250,249 $42,717
Hydaburg 86.85 0.00 $100,469 $121,149 $20,680
Kake 155.15 0.00 $179,479 $216,422 $36,943
Klawock 147.68 0.00 $170,838 $206,002 $35,164
Pelican 15.00 0.00 $20,719 $24,984 $4,265
Petersburg 657.45 0.00 $760,545 $917,092 $156,547
Skagway 105.83 0.00 $122,425 $147,625 $25,200
Wrangell 391.78 0.00 $453,215 $546,503 $93,288
Annette Island REAA 287.50 0.00 $332,583 $401,040 $68,457
Chatham REAA 215.00 0.00 $248,714 $299,909 $51,195
Southeast Island REAA 219.80 9.57 $254,267 $293,255 $38,988

Prepared by DCED on 3/23/04
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Proposed re-wording of Section 1 (m) of SB 328

03 (m) In this section, "number of children in average daily membership" means

04 the number of full-time equivalent students residing in the National Forest area and enrolled aaf
residing in the city school

05 district or regional education attendance area that receives a share of the income from

06 the public schools allocation of the fund created in (b) of this section.

tai’taVi Arc. = (svjIX 0% ‘C
oR  fn&vw-/-
03 (m) In this section, "number of children in average daily membership" means

04the number of full-time equivalent students and enrolled and-residing in the city school
05 district or regiunal education attendance area that receives a share of the income from
06 the public schools allocation of the fund created in (b) of this section and residing in the

National Forest dltd.

Rationale:

The forest receipts program was intended to provide federal funding to school districts who
provide educational services to students whose parents live and work in national forests, without

local taxes to provide funding for schools.

The wording in the Senate committee substitute bill does not allow a city school district to be
reimbursed for children who live outside a city, but go to school in the nearest city. For example, in
Craig, there are more than 100 students who do not live in Craig, but who attend school in Craig.
Under the committee substitute language, Craig could not properly be reimbursed for providing

educational services to these children.

This proposed language does not take funding away from any school district. It simply allows the
district which provides educational services to a child to count that child in the forest receipts

program.

ft*m m . m 1
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(m) In this section, “number of children in average daily membership” means the
number of full-time equivalent students enrolled in the city school district or regional
education attendance area excluding correspondence students residing outside the school
district’syjooundaries that receives a share of the income from the public schools
allocation ofthe fund created in (b) ofthis section* . t
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR PROVIDING PILT DATA
TO THE BUREAU OF LAND MANACHVENT

Section 6903(b)(2) of the Payments in Lieu of Taxes (PILT) Act, 31 U.S.C.
6901-6907 (copy available at wwwblm.gov/pilt/ ), specifies that the Chief
Executive Officer of each State shall furnish the Secretary of the Interior
with a listing of the amountB transferred by the State Co each unit of local
government out of amounte received under 11 revenue sharing laws specified in
section 6903(a)(l) of the Act. Our request is for information of this nature
passed through to local units of government during the period.October 1, 2002,
through September 30, 2003. Any amounts received but not passed through to
local units of government during the period should k noted and included in

next year's report.

Enclosure 2.details Federal payments made to either the State or to local
units directly. It should be used as a guide to ensure that amounts reported
on Enclosure 4 as actually received by local units are for the: proper time
period as indicated above.

In addition, please note that Enclosure 2 contains a new columjn heading
entitled "FSMMS Timber Payment”. The new column is necessary because the
Mineral Management Service is now responsible for making some of the -\mber
payments formerly made by the U.S. Forest Service. The timber, payments meade
by MG are made by wire transfer and are included with the monthly M6 mineral
leasing payments to States under the heading "NFF' (National forest Fur.d).

You should also be aware that this is the first year that timbtsr payments made
by the ForeBt Service under the new Secure Rural Schools and Community
Self-Determination Act of 2000 law should be included cn this report. A
digest of that law is as follows;

Title | requires a county that elects to receive its share of the "full,
paynent amount”, and would receive $100,000 or more, to epend po less than 80
nnd no more than 85 percent of the funds in the same manner as the original
timber fund payment was expended (for schools and roads with the State
mandated amount to schools not boing deducted from PILT). Tho county is, also
required to reserve the remaining 15 to 20 percent of its share for one br
more of the following purposes: projects under Title XXj projects under Title
IIl; or both. A county that elaots to reoeiva its share of the “full payment
amount”™ and that will receive lees than $100,000 say elect to ipand all of its
funds in the seme manner as the original twenty-five percent funds are

expended.

As a result of some counties electing to reoeiva payment under the new Secure
Schools end Roads Act and other counties electing to continue jpecelving their
payment under the old- 25% Timber Act the amounts reported on Bnclosure 3 under

the “PS/MMS Timber t Secure Schools Title I" column should inalude the

following:
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The State mandated roads portion of both the old Psi Timber payments
(if the county has elected to aontinue this method)and Title X
payments under the new Secure Schools and Roads Act; (if the county
has elected this method).;

2. The roads portion of any tinbar payments made by |IflfiS as irentiened in
tha first highlighted paragraph above.

Payments received by counties under Title Il of the Secure Schools and Roads
Act should not ba raportad, ainca they era not deductible for FXLT purposes.

All Title 111 payments received by tha county under Secure Schools and Roads
Act are deductible under PILT and should ha entered, in total, on Bnclosure 3
under thecolumn entitled "USFS St , Schools Title 111", Questions about

how or what to report for these tv; columns should bs directed to Bill Howell
on 202-452-7721. *

Enclosure 3 should be submitted by tha appropriate State office and should be
accompanied by copies of applicable State laws that govern brw amounts
received (including those that do not flow through the State but are received
by the local units directly) should be used. If the amounts shown on
Enclosure 3 are a State mandated percentage of the total receipts received by
a unit pleaBe be sure to footnote how the amount shown tleB back to the total.
A sample submission, including a properly completed Bnclosure 4 is contained
in Enclosure 4. If there is no State law that governs how tlieae araountB are
to be used please indicate so. Enclosure 4 and all supplementary information

should be forwarded to the following address:

Attn; BIEL Howell

Budget and Finance Team

Bureau of Land Management (WO-880)
1849 C St., N.W.,, M5 1025-L St.
Washington, D.C. 20240-9998

The "pass through" amounts reported by your State should take into
‘onoideration Comptroller General's Decision number B-167553. A digest of

that Decision states:

"l. Payments to units of local government under section (6903(a)(1)) of
the Payments in Lieu of Taxes Act of 197S, 31 U.S.C. (6901-6906), are to be
reduced only by tho amounts of payments actually received by.the units of
local government under the statutes specified in section (6903 (a) (1)) of the
Act, 31 U.S.C. (6903(a)(1)). Thus, Federal revenues paid to a State tinder the
statutes in section (6903(a)(1)) and distributed by the State directly to a
school district without being received or acted upon by a ugit of local
government, nhnnld not be. deducted from paymentp to that unit of local
government under section (6903(0)(1>(A)). payments to other single or special
purpose districts should be treated in a similar manner. -
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"2. Federal revenues paid to a State under the statute* in Bection
(6903(a)(1)) of the Payments in Lieu of Taxes Act of 1976, 31 U.S.C.
(6903(a)(1)), and distributed by the State to a unit of local government,
which unit is required by State law to pass these revenues directly to a

financially Independent school district. Bhould not be considered "received-
by~the unit of local government, and should not be deducted from payments to
that unit of local government under section (69iJ37b)TD (A)) of the Act, unless

that unit 1b legally responsible for provision of school services and has
collected other tax revenues for that purpose. Payments passed through to
other special or single purpose districts should be treated in a like manner.

A complete copy of Comptroller General Decision number B-167553 is available
from Bill Howell on 202-452-7723,.

Please note that the amounts reported by your State, as being passed through
to local governments, will be used to calculate the in-lieu payments to local
governments within your State in accordance with section 6903bf the Act.

Please furnish us with a copy of any state legislation that may have been

enacted since July 30, 2003, directing the State to reallocate PILT payments
to other smaller units of local government. We will need this information to
determine if and when Federal payment should be made to the State government.

The Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 requires that when we ask you for
information, we must tell you:

a. Cur legal right to ask for the information.

b. What major purpose we have in asking for it, and
how it will be UBed.

c. What could happen if we do not receive it.
I
d. Whether your response is voluntary, required to
obtain a benefit, or mandatory under the law.

Our legal right to ask for this information is cited in chapter 69, Title 31
U.S. Code, commonly referred to as the Payments in Lieu of Taxes Act (31
U.S.C. 6901-6907) (copy available at www.blm.gov/pllt/ ) Section 6903(b)(2) of
the Act states that must furnish this information so we con compute the in-
lieu tax payments to local governments in your State.

Failure to furnish thiB information would maeke it impossible’ for us to compute
the in-lieu tax payments to local governments within your State and,
therefore, payments could not be made.

If you have any questions concerning thiB information request, please call
Mr. Bill Howell of the Budget and Finance Team on (202) 452-7721.
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Senator Bert K. Stedman

MEMORANDUM
DATE: April 14, 2004
TO: Representative Carl Morgan
Chair, House Community and Regional Affairs Committee
FROM: Senator Bert K. Stedman
SUBIJECT: Request for Committee Hearing CSSSSB 328 (FIN)

| respectfully request a House Community and Regional Affairs Committee hearing on
CS SS SB 328 (FIN) at y au* earliest convenience.

CS SS SB 32S(FIN) makes statutory changes required for the Department of Community
and Economic Development to disburse National Forest Receipts in accordance with the
federal act providing these funds. National Forest Receipts are distributed to ine State
for schools and roads within the boundary of the national forest in which they are

collected.

The growth of correspondence schooling in the state has resulted in the use of these
funds for correspondence students residing many miles from the National Forest.
The Senate Finance Committee amended the bill to define the student "average daily
membership" for the purpose of distributing forest receipts within unorganized
boroughs as those students enrolled and residing m the city school district or regional

school attendance area.

Plec.se contact Dick Coose (3873) of my office for information and questions.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

DISTRICT A
Ketchikan eSitka ePetersburg *Wrangell
Pelican « Elfin Cove » Port Ale.xande- « Saxman ¢ Mei/ers Chuck « Thorne Bmj « Coffman Cove ¢ Hollis
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April 23,2004

Rep. Carl Morgan

Alaska House of Representatives
State Capitol

Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Representative Morgan:

As you are aware, Senate Bill 328 was recently passed out or the Senate and referred to your
Community and Regional Affairs Committee in'the House.

This hill began strictly as a housekeeping measure to allow the State of Alaska to update regulations
pertaining to the national forest receipts Frogram. Unfortunately, the Senate Finance Committee
amended the bill in such away as to exclude some students residing in the national forest from funding
eligibility from the national forest receipts program. Ifthe amendment approved by the Senate Finance
Committee is left intact, some public school students residing in the national forest will be eligible for
national forest receipts fhnding, while others who also reside in the national forest will not. What makes
matters worse is that the school districts tbat will be most adversely impacted by the change are those in

rural areas here in Southeast Alaska.

There is no rational hasis for the exclusion of some national forest students from the ﬁrogram and the
inclusion of others. Every public school student residing in the Tongass and Chugach National Forests
should be treated ect]ually under the implementation of the national forest receipts program. That was the
intent of Congress for the program, and the State of Alaska has already implemented the program that

way for many years.

It is also important to note that in the more than thirty years between Alaska statehood and 1992, rural
Southeast Alaska communities were not permitted to receive national forest receipts. Instead the state
paid those receipts to organized boroughs but not to the many municipal school districts in the
unorganized borough that like their borough counte(P_arts also oloerated_ and supported local schools.
Now that payments to rural national forest communities are well established after a thirty year absence, |
am uncertain why the Senate would again wish to selectively deny some public school students national

forest receipt eligibility while continuing to allow it for others.

There is a simple and fair solution for SB 328. The solution is to reword the hill to allow every Fublic
school student residing in the national forest be counted in the implementation ofthe program. know
that Mr. Ron Erickson and Mr. Dac Waterman of the Craig City School District are scheduled to meet
with you in Juneau this week to offer you language for SB 328 that results in a fair application of the

program. Thope you will agree that their proposal is worthwhile.
Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

on .
City Administrator

(907) 826-3275 « Fax (907) 826-3278 P.O. Box 725, Craig, Alaska 99921
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FAX NUMBER CALLING:  907-465-3922

DATE 3/29/04
TO: Sen. Bert Stedman, Mr. Dick Coose

FROM:  Jon Bolling, City Administrator

TELECOPIER:  (907) 826-3278
NUMBER OF PAGES (INCLUDING COVER SHEET) :  Three
IF ANY PRCELEMB CR TO CONFIRM TRANSMISSION CALL: :

AT (907) 826-3275
DOCUMENTS BEING TRANSMITTED: Letter and recommendations_

for Sen. Stedman and the Senate Finance Committee regarding SB 328.
| will call your office this morning before the scheduled 9:00 a.m.

Finance Committee hearing.
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P.O. Box 725, Craig, Alaska 99921



Borough

Haines Borough

City & Borough of Juneau
Ketchikan Gateway Borough
City & Borough of Sitka
City & Borough of Yakutat
Unorganized Borough

TOTALS

TOTAL TONGASS PAYMENT

Borough

Municipality of Anchorage
Kenai Peninsula Borough
Kodiak Island Borough
Matanuska-Susitna Borough
City & Borough of Yakutat
Unorganized Borough

TOTALS

TOTAL CHUGACH PAYMENT

STATE OF ALASKA
FY 04 NATIONAL FOREST RECEIPTS
BOROUGH PAYMENTS

BASED ON PRIOR-YEAR BOROUGH ACREAGE AND
14 YEAR HISTORICAL PAYMENTS TO EACH NATIONAL FOREST

TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST

Acres

916,353
1,710,896
740,014
1,796,304
1,226,567
10,194,630

16,584,764

CHUGACH NATIONAL FOREST

Acres

274,933
1,094,630
2,495
43,386
420
3,981,456

5,397,320

TOTAL STATE OF ALASKA PAYMENT

Schools/Roads S

$432,122.60
$806,803.53
$348,966.80
$847,079.20
$578,409.55
$4,807,459.64

$7,820,841.32

Schools/Roads S

$7,475.76
$29,764.32
$67.84
$1,179.72
$9.71
$92,021.52

$130,518.87

15% Projects S

$76,256.93
S142,377.09
$61,582.38
$149,484.56
$102,072.27
$848,375.23

$1,380,148.47

15% Projects S

S0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$1.71
$16,239.09

S516,240.80

Total Payment

$508,379.53
$949,180.62
$410,549.18
$996,563.76
$680,481.82
$5,655,834.87

$9,200,989.79

$9,200,989.79

Total Payment

$7,475.76
$29,764.32
$67.84
$1,179.72
$11.42
$108,260.61

$146,759.67

$146,759.67

$9,347,749.46
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