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BACKGROUND and OBJECTIVES

A

Public Services and Facilities

Moose Pass currently has a Borough elementary school for grades K through 8 and has approximately
45 students. The community has expressed strong support for maintaining the current grade levels
including junior high. The Moose Pass Parent Advisory Committee has reserved the option of
participating in the Seward Middle School Concept Plan. This option would give families who choose to
send their children to Seward, a program they would approve. The community favors expansion of the
school when necessary. The current building is paid for, but may not meet future needs as enrollment
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increases. In the 1991 survey, the community did not support the option of choosing a new school site.
The school continues to be a focus for community functions.

2 Public Safety

a) Eire
The Moose Pass Volunteer Fire Company responds to structural fires from mile 16 to mile 36 of the
Seward Highway. The company will also respond, upon request, to fires between miles 36 and 50. The
company has a mutual aid agreement with the USDA Forest Service. Resources include a 1,000 gallon
engine, a 500 gallon engine and approximately six active volunteer fire fighters, including a Chief.
Because almost all residents support continuing the company, it plans to do the following:

1. Continue to recruit and train new fire fighters.
2. Continue to recruit subscribers at the rate of $25.00 per tax parcel.
3. Continue to upgrade equipment and training to enable the company to pass an Insurance

Service Organization test of pumping 200 gallons of water a minute continuously for
twenty minutes.

To maintain at least current levels of fire protection, as the population increases, the community requests
the following:

1. That locally identified State/Borough parcels in the Primrose/Lakeview, Lawing/Crown
Point, Tern Lake and Summit Lake areas be reserved now for possible auxiliary fire
stations.

2. That all new, large developments or commercial operations install fire hydrants capable

of producing at least 100 gallons of water per minute.
3. That all new subdivision include dedicated fire access routes; and,

4. That all new public boat ramps be constructed to accommodate a 1,000 gallon fire engine
for drafting purposes.

b) Emergency Medical Services

Several local residents have completed emergency trauma training. They have applied for a grant to
purchase emergency medical equipment. A modest amount of such equipment is stored along with the
fire equipment in the community hall building. These actions form the basis of a future first response
program for medical emergencies in the Moose Pass area.

C) The Speed Zone

Moose Pass requests that the Borough assist in petitioning the Alaska Department of Transportation to
extend the existing 35 mph speed zone. The preferred zone would extend from mile 27.5 to mile 31 on
the Seward Highway. The goal is reduced vehicular accidents and protection of pedestrians in the
residential core of Moose Pass.

3. Solid Waste

The community expresses satisfaction with the current disposal system and with current dumpster
locations. The Borough should consider more frequent pickups to prevent overloading, particularly
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during the summer months. The Borough should also consider visual screening to improve the aesthetics
of dumpster sites.

4. Parks and Recreation

The USDA forest Service administers the 9.92 acres of uplands known as the "ball diamond” area
located at mile 30.5 Seward Highway. The Alaska Department of Natural Resources administers the lake
shore and surface of Upper Trail Lake. Approximately two thirds of the Moose Pass community favor
some sort of recreational facilities for the site. Even in its currently undeveloped state, an ever
increasing amount of recreational activity occurs at the "ball diamond" site.

Through a community survey in October 1991, the following emerged as issues pertaining to the "ball

diamond™:
a) litter and sanitation under current management;
b) government control versus local control, if developed;
C) overnight use versus day use;
d) non-development versus pro-development attitudes;
e) local resentment of tourist use of the site; and
f) lack of local means to manage the site.

To address these issues, and to satisfy local desires for recreational facilities, the community of Moose
Pass proposes that the appropriate state and federal agencies develop the site for small scale, community
based outdoor recreation.

Funds may come from the USDA Forest Service's Rural Development Program, the State of Alaska's
economic development grants and, to a modest extent, local participation. Local initiative to pursue the
matter may come from the local business community, the Sportsmen's Club or a new ad hoc group
formed specifically for the project.

5. The Community Hall Building

People of Moose Pass area built the community hall and continue to support it. The building houses the
library, two fire engines with associated equipment, the stock of emergency medical supplies, food
preparation equipment for the Moose Pass Summer Solstice Festival, and a meeting hall used for various
public and private functions. In 1990, the community spent $20,000 to upgrade the interior of the hall.

The flat roof of the building leaks and requires annual repairs. Failure to repair the roof jeopardizes the
considerable investment in property, equipment and community resources associated with the building.
In view of the property and space limitations, and because of the strength of the existing roof beams, the
community plans to design and build a second story addition with pitched roof.

In the future, as demand dictates and funding allows, the community will provide access to the second
story and finish its interior.

B. Transportation
1. Trails
Moose Pass has, historically, been a crossroads of travel. The Historic Iditarod Trail runs through Moose
Pass along the east shore of Trail Lake. It connects with other historic trails, including the Hope Wagon
Road, Al Solars' Mill Road and many old mining roads. The public now values these trails for recreation

and for access to scenic backcountry areas. The public has traveled freely through local connecting
valleys and passes and continues to do so.
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Because Moose Pass developed before Statehood and before Borough incorporation, many local trails do
not appear on plats or maps. The Borough has approved subdivisions with no provisions for trails and no
consideration of possible blockage of traditional travel routes.

To maintain the rural lifestyle with freedom of non highway travel and access to public lands, the
community of Moose Pass seeks to secure dedicated trail rights of way to, and through, all portions of
its surrounding area.

To help meet local trail objectives, Moose Pass requests that the State and Borough adhere to the
following in their land use planning:

a) Do not allow obstruction of existing non highway travel (routes parallel to the
highway).

b) Recognize and protect all existing trails on public lands, whether platted or not.

C) Require that all new subdivisions dedicate trail rights-of-way, both within the

subdivisions and between subdivisions.
d) Do not allow obstruction of access to public lands.
2. Bicycle Path

Moose Pass has a 1.5 mile paved bicycle path. In 1990, the community voted to adopt, as a goal, the
extending of the path. Results of 1991 community survey indicated strong support for the path. In 1991,
the Moose Pass Sportsmen's Club and the Moose Pass Advisory Planning Commission included
extending the path in the Moose Pass capital improvement requests to the Borough. The path satisfies
the Borough's three conditions for improvement priority because it is:

a) a route used by children traveling to and from school;
b) on a highway corridor near popular fishing and recreation areas;
C) on a highway corridor connecting adjacent communities and residential areas.

Therefore, the community of Moose Pass requests that the Kenai Peninsula Borough recognize the path
in its Comprehensive Trails Plan, incorporate it into a Borough wide system of bicycle paths and give
it priority for extension.

C. Land Ownership and Use

1. Development Constraints

Preserving a rural lifestyle is important to residents of the Moose Pass area. To achieve this end, the
community will support actions that will, in order of importance:

a) keep population density low;

b) enhance the friendly atmosphere;

c) maintain good access to recreation land;

d) reduce crime;

e) allow pursuit of self sufficient lifestyles;

f) avoid providing services that require increased taxes or direct
COsts;

0) keep the school local,

h) deter increasing taxes;

http://www2.borough.kenai.ak.us/planningdept/AdvisoryComm/MoosePass/plan/MoosePass.htm[8/16/2012 4:34:41 PM]



Comprehensive Plan Moose Pass

) restrict large commercial development;

), enhance solitude;

K) inhibit new zoning;

1) allow freedom to build homes in styles of the owner's preference.
2. Residential Development

The Federal Government has title to some 30,370 acres of the Chugach National Forest, Seward Ranger
District in various stages of conveyance to the State of Alaska. This figure includes 560 acres that may
not get approved for conveyance. Of the total acres, 15,400 occur in the Moose pass area, of which the
Kenai Peninsula Borough seeks title conveyance to 7,800 acres.

Of the 7,800 acres, some 700 occur in the Moose Pass Townsite. According to 1990 Borough records,
the area from Primrose to Summit Lake contains 381 parcels of private land.

The USDA Forest Service Land and Resource Management Plan for the Chugach National Forest
outlines plans for local federal lands. The Alaska Department of Natural Resources Kenai Area Plan
(due in the Fall of 1994), outlines plans for local state lands, including lands still in the conveyance
stage. The Kenai Peninsula Borough Comprehensive Plan will apply to local Borough lands. If adopted
by the Moose Pass community, the Moose Pass Plan may become part of the Borough's plan and will
not apply to private lands.

Borough land transfers and Borough land use planning will likely cause controversy in the Moose Pass
area. Results from a 1991 survey show that an overwhelming 81 percent of respondents feel attracted to
the area because of its low population density. Also, about two thirds favor State/Borough land
transfers for homesites and for recreation cabins, but not for multi family dwellings. About one fourth
oppose any land transfers.

Through public meetings and public surveys, the Moose Pass Advisory Planning Commission will
identify local State/Borough lands thought suitable for residential development. Moose Pass requests
that the Borough solicit extensive community input well before any land transfers occur locally. In
addition, Moose Pass requests that State and Federal planners adhere to the principles and goals of the

Moose Pass Comprehensive Plan.

3. Commercial and Industrial Development

Issues associated with economic growth generate controversy in the Moose Pass community. They
garnered the largest number of written comments on the 1991 community survey. About half of the
respondents favor growth while half do not. While many residents favor tourism and small business,
fully two-thirds do not want public funds spent to promote economic development. Even larger
majorities oppose large business and industry in the area.

At a well attended public meeting in 1990, local residents adopted ten community goals. Two of those
goals favor growth that enhances, but does not threaten, the rural character of the Moose Pass area. To
achieve its goals, the community requests two things from the State and Borough:

a) Government sponsored growth in the area should compliment the community's goals and
should fit the framework of the Moose Pass Comprehensive Plan; and

b) Proposals to transfer public lands for economic purposes should be reviewed by the
community well ahead of the actions. After several public meetings in Moose Pass, the
responsible agencies should give the votes and opinions of the community their full,
heavy weight in decision making.
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4. Forest Management

While forest management involves numerous issues, the issue of spruce bark beetles causes the greatest
concern for the Moose Pass community. Because the beetles spread without regard to land ownership or
government jurisdiction, Moose Pass cannot deal with the beetles on just the local level. Most residents
want appropriate actions by the responsible agencies to deal with the beetles.

As evidenced by an Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation meeting in 1988, an Alaska
Railroad sponsored meeting in 1991, a USDA Forest Service sponsored meeting in 1991, and a
community survey in 1991, Moose Pass residents strongly oppose the use of synthetic
pesticides/herbicides on public lands.

To satisfy local demands for beetle management, and to avoid pesticide use, the Moose
Pass community requests that the appropriate agencies develop plans that use means other
than pesticides to manage beetles. Further, the community wants plans presented locally
before implementation.

D. Environmental Quality
1. Water Quality

Shallow bedrock and small lots have made adequate wells and ADEC approved septic
systems difficult to develop in the Moose Pass Townsite. Tern Lake and it's associated
wetlands may constrain well and septic systems there. To address this problem, Moose Pass
adopted, as a goal, studying the feasibility of a central water system. The community
applied for $1,000 in 1991 for a study. The grant hasn't materialized, however, and most
residents believe that they have adequate well and septic systems. About half of the
residents doubted the advisability of the study.

Informal analysis suggests that the high cost and the engineering difficulty of serving
outlying areas make a central system infeasible at this time. Nonetheless, protection of
groundwater and domestic wells from septic tank leachate, vitally concerns residents.

To protect itself and its groundwater, the community of Moose Pass requests the following

actions.

a) The Kenai Peninsula Ground Water Task Force should include the Moose
Pass Townsite and the Tern Lake wetlands as specific sites for hydrologic
study of the Kenai Peninsula.

b) The Borough must adhere to adequate standards for water and septic
systems when it considers subdivisions and developments.

C) The ADEC must enforce at least its minimum standards for on site septic
systems. It should consider increasing the standards if site specific
conditions identify 40,000 square feet as inadequate.

2. Toxic and Hazardous Substances

The Moose Pass community wishes to enjoy at least the current level of a healthful, clean
environment. To that end, Moose Pass supports effective monitoring and enforcement of
existing Federal, State and Borough regulations regarding toxic and hazardous substances.
Local support exists for restricting the commercial use, transport, storage and/or disposal of
these substances in the area. Moose Pass supports continued improvement in convenient
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hazardous waste collection sites and continued prohibition of disposal of toxic and
hazardous wastes on Borough lands.

3. Scenic Quality and Tourism

One of the Moose Pass goals encourages tourism. Moose Pass will promote tourism by
preserving the local scenic quality. Financing to promote tourism shall come from private
business and not from community or public funds. Moose Pass welcomes tourism, as long
as its rural lifestyle and its scenic quality are maintained.

To encourage tourism by preserving scenic quality, the community supports the following

actions:
a) Designation of the Seward Highway as a National Scenic Highway;
b) Inventorying the scenic resources of the area;
C) Recognition and preservation of any local sites listed on the Alaska

Department of Natural Resources Alaska Heritage Resource Survey or the
National Register of Historic Places, or of local historical value.

1. GOALS, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES
Based on a well attended public meeting in April of 1990, and based on the results of a community
questionnaire in October of 1991, the community of Moose Pass adopts the following as
community goals:

1. Residential development should occur on relatively large lots of one acre or greater.

2. Moose Pass should encourage economic growth and tourism in a manner that will enhance,
not threaten, the citizens' rural lifestyle.

3. Continue to maintain the community hall and its services to the community. Improve the
library located in the community hall.

4. Maintain the volunteer fire department and make improvements as required by the growth
of the area.
5. School facilities should be maintained and improved as warranted. Urge the development

of new facilities.
6. Refuse disposal facilities should be maintained at an adequate level to serve the area.

7. Extend the Moose Pass 35 mph speed limit to the north as well as to the south, and strive
for enforcement of the speed laws.

8. Extend the bike path to the north as well as to the south.
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RESULTS
62 RESPONSES

MOOSE PASS COMMUNITY
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN PUBLIC SURVEY

October 1991

Dear Friends of Moose Pass:

About a year ago, the Kenai Peninsula Borough appointed seven of your neighbors to
serve on the Moose Pass Advisory Planning Commission. We need your help to better
serve the needs of Moose Pass.

Please complete the Tfollowing questionnaire and mail it to: Moose Pass Advisory
Planning Commission, Box 516, Moose Pass, Alaska 99631 OR give to_ any Advisory
Planning Commissioner listed below OR drop off at the designated Planning Survey Box
at the Moose Pass Post Office.

Thanks for your help and contact any of us listed below for more information.
Sincerely,

Richard Smeriglio i o
Moose Pass Advisory Planning Commission

Richard Beaudoin Jeff Estes
Irene Lindquist Ellen O"Brien
Ann Painter Richard Smeriglio 288 3614

Mark Stauble

MOOSE PASS QUESTIONNAIRE

The Tfollowin questions pertain to comments or goals as determined at past
Sportsman®s Club meetings and other topics that must be addressed by a Moose Pass
Comprehensive Plan. Your response to this questionnaire will be used to draft such a
plan, the results of which will be presented at a public meeting. The final document
will be presented to the Borough for inclusion in 1its Comprehensive Plan. Your
response and additional comments will help us chart a course for the future of this
community. Please take the time and help us make these important decisions; the time
you take will be greatly appreciated.

Comment:
Moose Pass presently has a bike path from the south of town, north to the Ball
Diamond area.

QUESTION
1. Should the bike path be extended? 69% yes no 26%
2. Extend it north? 53% yes no 16%
3. South towards Seward? 67% yes no 15%
Comment:

Near the Moose Pass townsite, there is a high potential for highway accidents.
nge school bus pickups must be made in the bends of the road, just north and south
of town.

QUESTION
1. Should we request an extension of the controlled speed zone through town?
68% yes no 29%

2. Should the speed in these extensions (if adopted) be 50% 35 mph . . or . .
45 mph 13% . . or . . 55 mph 3% (circle one)
3. IT you endorse an extension, where should it begin, . . mile 27.5 [37%] to

the south or (other) ; end at mile 31 to the north [39%] or (other).

Comment:
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i The area has two dumpster sites, one at mile 24, and one at mile 29.5. Lar%e
items must be hauled to Seward and hazardous household items are collected locally
once a year.

QUESTION
1. Are you satisfied with:
ﬂ?) The present disposal system? 81% yes no 16%
(b) Current locations? 71% yes no 19%
2. Are more frequent pickups needed? 32% yes no 52%

3. Should dumpsters be relocated away from plain view?
42% yes no 52%

4. Should area be incorporated for larger items?
16% yes no 66%

5. Should visual screening provided for dumpster locations?
47% yes no 37%

Comment:
i The school is the focal point for many community activities. There has been
widespread concern that it should be maintained and Improved as warranted.

QUESTION

1. Do you think the school should expand I when necessary, providing new
facilities? 79% yes no 18%

2. Continue to provide Jr. High? 60% yes no 37%

3. Should a new school site be selected for the future, providing greater
safety and more space than the present location? 29% yes no 68%

Comment:

The Moose Pass Volunteer Fire Company presently has access to three refill sites
with fire hydrants available for year round operations: the fish hatchery,. . Estes
Bros., Store, . . and the Ralph Moore residence. Moose Pass has several dedicated
fire fighters, but still has the worst fire insurance rating. With more volunteers,
increased training and improved equipment the level of protection would be increased
for everyone. At present all equipment is located at the community hall.

QUESTION
1. Should we continue to support our volunteer fire company? 97% yes no 0%

2. Do you think the level of protection our fire company provides 1is
sufficient? 50% yes no 37%

3. Would you be interested in attending a 5 day (State sponsored) fire training
course, to become a certified structural fire Tighter? 37% yes no 58%

4. j;fUId an auxiliary site be identified for a future fire house? 50% yes no
0

5. Should a new site be identified for our Ffire equipment? 28% yes no 65%

6. Should we identify additional locations for year round water access? 79%
yes no 13%

Comment:
The community hall is on a small lot with only a few feet of space on either side,
the area in front extends to the roadway, but has right of-way set backs. The

ori%inal design provided for a second story. The structure is iIn dire need of a new
roof.

QUESTION i i
1. Shall we continue to support the community hall? 97% yes no 3%

2. Which roof repair option would you approve: (circle one)
5% (a) Repair the existing flat roof.
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19% (b) Replace the flat roof with a new pitched metal roof. i
58% (c) Install a new pitched roof and place walls under it at the same time,
for future second story expansion.

3. Would you support expanding the hall size? 58% yes no 32%

4. Would you support expansion of our library at the same time? 58% yes
no 34%
65 5. Should we identify a new site for a future community hall? 59% yes no
0
What are your suggestions on this:
Comment:

Shallow bedrock and small lots have made development of adequate water and
D.E.C. approved septic systems a problem in the Moose Pass townsite.

QUESTION i
1. Is your water quantity adequate? 77% yes no 13%
2. Is its quality adequate or safe? 79% yes no 10%
3. Is your septic system adequate? 77% yes no 6%

4_ Should the community study a CO OP central water system? 40% yes no 48%
5. For the townsite only? 42% yes no 42%

Comment:

People are attracted to the Moose Pass area for a variety of reasons. A theme
often heard at community gatherings is "rural lifestyle”. This phrase appears in
two important communit% goals. To help us define it, please circle those items
below that best describes "Rural Lifestyle" to you.

81% (1) low population density (2) low taxes. 52%

55% (3) small local school (4) solitude. 45%

39% (5) fewer bldg. restrictions (6) no zoning. 42%

63% (7) good access to recreation lands.. (8) low crime rate. 58%

48% (8) low commercial development (10) friendly atmosphere. 65%

57% (11) lack of costly city services
58% (12) the ability to pursue a self sufficient lifestyle.
Your comments:

QUESTION ) ) )
1. Would you like to see economic growth in the Moose Pass area? 52% yes no

44%
2. Would you like to see public money spent to promote economic development in
the Moose Pass area? 35% yes no 66%
3. Do you favor public lands being conveyed to private use for economic
development such as:
1) light industrial 29% yes no 58%
2) heavy industrial 6% yes no 81%
3) tourism 56% yes no 39%
4) large businesses 10% yes no 79%
5) small businesses 55% yes no 37%
(6) Your comments:
Comment:

The population of the Moose Pass area has been more or less stable for the last
50 years. There are presently 381 individual lots in the Moose Pass area. Of these
230 are bare lots, and 151 have some type of building or improvements. The State has
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selected 8,558 acres from the Federal Public Domain. It 1is seeking conveyance of
5,753 additional acres. Borough lands around Moose Pass amount to approximately 600
acres. The Borough 1is seeking conveyance of 8,558 additional acres from within the
State Selected Lands. When this land is conveyed to the Borough, it could be used for
economic, residential or recreational development, or left in its present state. The
Borough has stated that any land sold would be at current market value.

UESTION
1) Do you favor Borough/State lands being conveyed to private ownership? 66%
yes no 24%
For: (a) Residential home building? 73% yes no 23%
(b) Privately owned Recreational 55% yes no 35%
(c) Multi Family Dwellings? 25% yes no 60%
0 ac - 26% 1 to5 - 53% 5+ - 5% What size recreational lots would you favor?
0 lots - 29% 1 to 30 - 6% 30+ - 21% What size recreational lots would you favor?
0 ac - 26% 1 to 5 - 56% 5+ - 5% What size residential lots would you favor?
0 lots - 24% 1 to 40 - 8% 40+ - 21% How many lots should be set aside for this purpose?
Comment:

Trail Lake and the Moose Pass area are rated one of the most scenic areas in
all Alaska, and because of it is easy access, It has the potential to attract a
larger segment of the tourist industry. Promoting tourism while maintaining a rural
lifestyle is one of our community goals.
QUESTION
1. Would you like to see the tourist industry grow in the area? 56% yes no 40%

2. Do you think we can promote tourism, and still preserve a rural lifestyle? 61%
yes no 34%

3. Who should promote future tourism in the Moose Pass area?

(A) community Ffunds 31% yes no 42%
(B) public funds 31% yes no 40%
(C) private sector 56% yes no 21%
(D) none of the above 15% yes no 21%

(E) Your comments:

Comment:

The Public is becoming more informed and equally concerned and conscientious
about our environment and the effects our actions can have upon it. Chemicals are
part of our everyday lives.

QUESTION

(1) Should the Moose Pass area consider adopting as a Community Goal
restrictions on the commercial use of, transport,0 storage or disposal of
Toxic or Hazardous substances in this area? 75% yes no 18%

Comment:

The Ball Diamond at the North edge of town is fast becoming a non-restricted
area for RVs and campers. As many as 30 camping units have been counted in this
area. Some residents resent this, and have expressed concern that locals will in the
future be denied traditional use of this area as a community use area.

QUESTION i o
1. Do you favor as a community goal, acquisition of the Ball area as a
community Park? 66% yes no 23%
2. Would you favor the State/Borough obtaining the land for use as a Park and
develop it? 32% yes no 53%
3. Other
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Comment:
There are a number of historic and general use trails in the area that cross

Federal, State, Borough lands and private lands.

QUESTION
1. Should rights of way be pursued for trails through these
areas? 69% yes no 16% 6% maybe
Comment:

Beetles have destroyed forests in Cooper Landing and are moving this way. Forest
Service plans _at local campgrounds include chemical controls. Other means o
addressing this problem are available, including logging and prescribed burns.

QUESTION
1. D? you Teel beetles are or will be a problem for Moose Pass? 84% yes
no 11%

2. Do you favor use of chemicals to treat beetles? 19% yes no 74%

3. Do you favor alternate methods of controlling beetles? 79% yes no 6%

4. Should this be addressed locally? 74% yes no 11%

5. IFf yes, should this be addressed aggressively? 61% yes no 19%

6. Should the Borough, State and USFS be encouraged to come up with plans for
beetle problems and present them locally? 87% yes no 8%

PLEASE FOLD, SEAL AND RETURN TO THE MOOSE PASS PLANNING COMMISSION.
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M oose Pass Community Comprehensive Plan Public Survey November 1991

Moose Pass Community
Conpr ehensi ve Pl an Public Survey

Summaries of Witten Comments
62 returned surveys, Novenber 1991

Dunpsters

Person states that visible dunpsters detract from scenic quality of highway.

Person favors plain view dunpsters.

Fire Depart nent
Person favors Crown Point as auxiliary site.

Communi ty Hall
Person woul d rather have events at the school.

Person suggests investigating acquisition of new hall

Person states that the school should be the community hall.
Person states that the hall is adequate.

Person favors a new site that can accommobdate park/ hockey rink.
Person wants quality repair work.

Person favors existing site.

Person favors acquiring ball dianond site for comunity use.

Person favors using existing site as a fire station and building a new
conmunity center

Person suggests adjusting wishes to ability to pay.

Re: Co-op central water system

No | ocal resident would begrudge any other local resident frominproving their living conditions.
My negative response to this question is based on nmy belief that the residents would not want to
bear the financial burden at this tinme. The problens of inadequate water guantity usually need to
beconme serious before people are willing to bear the substantial financial burden of a comrunity
water system In ny experience, it is usually an inferior water guality that pushes small
communities into a central water system Wen water supplies becone contam nated over a

wi despread area - often as indicated by illness and/or the presence of coliform bacterial in the
water - then persons have little alternative but to consider a nore reliable (but nore expensive)
community system

In developing a community system you will have to locate the funds for capital inprovenents, and
you will need to address the ongoing operation and nai ntenance costs. "Locate funds" usually
nmeans finding grant funds - which invariably have strings attached. Grant funded systens are

sel dom designed for just the existing population - they are usually required to serve undevel oped
lots also. Grant funded System designs are usually carefully scrutinized by the funding agency or
the designated representative agency - often ADEC

Capital inprovenment costs can be crudely broken into four categories: supply, storage,
di stribution, and administration.

1. Suppl¥: If the equivalent of say 50 homes are connected to the systeminitially, wth
provi sions for another 50 to be added later as the conmunity grows, you will need a dependabl e
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year -round supply of at least 35 gallons per mnute - possibly as nuch as 100 gpm Unless there's
a source that 1'mnot aware of, the nobst optimistic possibility woul d be devel opment of a spring
or stream above town. (Does that exist? | don't know.) Regardless of what is found, the source
woul d have to neet strict ADEC standards. Chlorination would be required. If a surface source is
devel oped, nore sophisticated treatnment night be nandated.

2. Storage: Any community system would have to have storage, which serves three basic
functions. First, storage is needed for those tinmes when the source is renmoved from service
Commonly you try to have at |east one and sonetinmes two or nore day's supply on hand at all
times. Sa% 50, 000 gallons as a rough guess. Second, storage is needed for those periods during
t he day en denmand exceeds supPIy. W1 d guess 20,000 gallons. Third, community systens are
usual Iy designed to serve a dual purpose, providing also water for fighting fires. That demand is
commonly stipulated by the local fire marshal, or equivalent. The |lowest fire storage %uantity I
have seen is 500 gpm for two hours, or 60,000 gallons. That is generally not considered adequate
for any commercial establishnents, unless they have sprinkler systens. Thus w thout doing any
resear ch, YPU can rough guess your storage requirenents for this 100 unit systemat not |ess than
on

130, 000 ga s. Based on ny experience with regulatory agencies, | would not be surprised to
find that a study woul d recomend 250,000 gall ons or nore.

3. Distribution: A network of small pipes could theoretically serve a community this small
but al nmost invariably the distribution systemis designed to serve for fire protection also. If
fire protection is included, a typical watermain will be 8-inches. Sone short stubs mi ght be as

smal | as 6 inches. Some long stretches may need to be bigger than 8-inches. The point to
consider: that will cost $30 to $60 per foot installed

4. Admi ni stration (including studies and design): Oten overlooked in the early stages - wll
be not |ess than 25% of the capital cost.

Bottomline? A comunity system for Mdose Pass designed to serve the equival ent of 100 hones
woul d cost between $1, 000, 000 and $2, 000, 000 assunming a reliable source can be found within a
reasonabl e distance. Those figures are not an engineering estimate. That is sinply a guess based
on past experience. The question is not whether a systemcould be built for less. The question is
whet her ADEC would allow a | esser systemto be built.

If funds are found to build such a system the next (and major) question is howis it to be
operated and nmmi ntai ned?

I have had experience with many small water systens in Alaska, California, and Hawaii. | don't
recall ever seein% a community systemof this size that | could say was well naintained. The
problemis that there is insufficient revenue base to pay for a trained and |icensed operator
pl us pay for vehicles, equipnment, tools, chemcals, etc. Gant funding prograns of which | am
aware normally do not subsidize these types of costs. Figure what the operator, etc., would cost
on an annual basis, and then divide by 100 and that will be roughly what each user will have to
paY per year assumi ng that you have found a grant to fund 100 percent of the capital costs. If
a lesser capital grant is offered, then capital anortization will need to be added to the Q&M
costs.

| sincerely haﬁe that the above doesn't sound too negative. | have seen (and participated in) too
many studies ich are gatherlng dust on the shelf because the proposed costs were sinply nore
than the community could afford

Al ternatives?

Water quality is the big concern. Regardless of what is done, this is a potentially serious
problenwmhic% cannot be ignored. Water supplies should be nonitored for coliform bacteria and for
nitrates. Excessive concentrations of either could indicate a life-threatening situation
Honmeowners can obtain their own water sanples, and have themtested for low cost. If significant

ﬁontanin?tion is found, then the cost concerns voiced above becone secondary to the protection of
uman life.

Approach ADEC as lay citizens, and request assistance. ADEC generally wants the public to hire

engi neers to solve the problens. However they do have trained staff, and many are willing to help
to the extent that they can. Sometines the% will take and test water sanples. If nothing else
perhaps you could talk theminto testing the sanples obtained by the honeowners. This would need

to be done on an ongoi ng continuous routine basis.

Regarding the problem of guantity, consider replacing conventional plunbing fixtures with water
con?erV|ng fixtures. Water consunption can be cut in half with little sacrifice in lifestyle
quality.

I don't nean this typed response to indicate that | consider this issue to be the nobst inportant
one on the questionnaire. It is sinply an issue in which I've had some training and experience
and | hope that the

above comments mght be useful

Si ncerel vy,
Di ck Lowmran

http://ww?2.borough.kenai.ak.us/planningdept/A dvisoryComm/M oosePass/plan/comments.htm[8/16/2012 4:34:47 PM]



M oose Pass Community Comprehensive Plan Public Survey November 1991

RURAL LI FESTYLE

Person nentions quiet, lack of traffic, respect for neighbors and respect for
envi ronnent .

Person |ikes hel pful neighbors and states that | ow devel opnment is essential.

Person states that to remain rural, Mpose Pass should develop itself for
itself, not for tourists. Rural neans |arge anounts of undevel oped | and.

Per son opposes governnent.

Person nmentions clean air and quiet.

Person mentions little devel opnment.

Person favors lack of zoning and | ack of building restrictions.

Person favors zoning to preserve commercial center.

ECONOM C DEVEL OPNVENT
Person states Mbose Pass is fine as is.

Person supports growth that is privately funded, environmentally safe and not
detrinmental to rural life style.

Person states that if he/she wanted growth then he/she would live in Seward.
Person wants little devel opnment and to keep | ands wld.

Person states tourismis the easiest to pursue.

Person wants public land to remain public. States that only agencies that have

resource managers should get public |and. Opposes industry.

Person does not want growth

Person favors hydroel ectric devel opnent.

Per son encourages tourists.

Person does not favor devel opnent and wants | ow i npact, nonpolluting uses.
Person favors small business.

Person favors devel opnment controlled by comunity goals.

Person does not favor devel opnent and states that there is little interest in
Mbose Pass.

Person favors all Federal => State = Borough | and conveyances being nade
honesites and states that Seward, not Mose Pass, should be the industrial
ar ea.

Person |ikes Mose Pass as it is now and seeks to avoid strip devel opnent,
rural sluns and conflicting uses.

Person states that tourist growth is good if nanaged.

Person states that growh is conpatible with rural lifestyle.
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Person states that industrial developnent is not conpatible with Mose Pass.
Person favors handcraft/woodwor ki ng busi nesses.

Pe{?on_mould like to see small business and light industry, but w thout
pol | uti on.

BOROUGH STATE LANDS CONVEYED TO PRI VATE

Person states that recreational lots shouldn't exceed 10% of total.
Person states that only a few lots should be offered.

Person favors recreational |ots.

Person states that there is already enough private |land and that the public
land is for the public good.

Person does not want |ands conveyed, would ruin area and |ower value of
existing |lots.

Person does not favor public |ands conveyed to private, too many places for
sal e al ready.

Person does not favor |and conveyance and wants land left wild. Person does not
want special areas conveyed.

Person wants residential |ots nade available in the future as needed and wants
| ands desi gnated now for future use.

Person sees need for additional residential lots but also states that too many
dwel I i ngs woul d disrupt rural appeal.

Person favors | and conveyances for private, non commercial residences.
Person does not want |and conveyances because of associated popul ati on grow h.
Person feels that conveyances are inconsistent with rural lifestyle.

Person feels that nmulti famly units should be accomodated w thin existing
townsite.

TOURI SM

Individuals are free to pronote tourism at their own expense.

Person states that tourists are annoying and private funds can pronote tourism
Person wants slow, careful grow h.

Person states that nobre access pronotes nore tourism and that private dollars
can develop private facilities while public dollars can devel op public | ands.

Person does not want tourist developnment and states that no public dollars
shoul d be spent to pronote private business.

Person does not want tourism
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Person favors tourism
Person states that only private noney should pronote tourism
Person states that tourismis clean but does not want too nuch.

Person states that there is already adequate devel opnent and that nore people
will further |essen the area' s appeal

Person wants area to stay as is and not be devel oped for tourists.
Person does not favor public funding of tourism pronotion.

Person does not favor public funding of tourism pronotion.

Person feels that visitor's bureau does a fine job.

Person favors | odging and recreational cabins.

HAZARDOUS MATERI AL

Person states that existing |laws already address this and that

| ocal |aw would not have prevented the 1986 fornmal dehyde spill
BALL DI AMOND

Person favors Borough devel opnent of park with canpground nearby.
Person wants it left alone.

Person states that if the Borough gets the dianond, then Mose Pass won't have
a say in its managenent.

Person states that it should be community property for community events.
Person favors devel opnent and a charge for its use.

Person favors Borough devel oping the area for day use only.

Per son opposes overni ght canpi ng.

Person favors |eaving as is.

Person states Mbose Pass has no neans to nanage area.

Person favors park, but not RV park.

Person favors devel opnent of facilities.

Person favors creating conmmunity park wth canping |imted or prohibited.
Person is concerned about litter/sanitation.

Person wants it closed.

TRAIL Rl GHTS- OF- WAY

Person does not want rights-of way across private |and.
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Person states that easenents woul d be adequate.
Person does not want trail rights of way on private |and.

Person thinks that there are already rights of way across public |ands.

SPRUCE BARK BEETLE | NFESTATI ON
Person wants action now.
Person says NO to herbicides.
Person favors prescribed fire and opposes herbicides and pestici des.
Person favors prescribed fires.
Person thinks that the Forest Service won't make plans or take aggressive
action concerning beetles.
M SCELLANEQUS COMVENTS
Eerson states that Mdose Pass shoul d concentrate on nana%eable thi ngs such as
i ke path, community hall, ball dianmond and not on big things such as a hockey

rink.

Person expresses concern that two people from same household serve on the
conmmi ssi on.

Comment 1. | think it is good the comunity plans ahead for its future
otential growth, but ﬁlease try to not use the bikepaths to segregate nature and
uman or business growh: growh can conplenment nature if carefully planned.

Comment 2: It is inmportant now to anal yze potential dangers, and it is best to

be cautious and protective, rather than lose a child s life. I place in your

decisions the length of extensions needed to establish the possible protection.
Comrent 3: Currently the famly is not residing in the conmunity. During the

time of residency the dunpster sites were adequate. If the community is planning on
rowh - future dunpster |ocations should be planned. Maybe with a good sel ection of
ushes and trees -- in tine a proper screening wll devel op.
Comment 4: Naturally, yes to all three. Al adults are responsible for all
children. Kids need all the education and support they can get. If we don't plan

ahead, how can we expect our children to be able to plan ahead?

Commrent 5: Again the conmmunity has the chance to expand and try to plan. If
the borough or state does the planning then little will be left for the comunity

Comment 6: It is a lot cheaper now then it will be later. If there is no site
to relocate for future expansion then work and plan with what you have. Maybe the
library and comunity hall could be comnbi ned!

Comment 7: As our property does not have a well or septic system we cannot
state the quality of water. | feel a conmunity well, if one is created, should be
for energency supply only and not used for normal supply.

Comment 8: Public nmoney should never be used to pronote econom c devel opnent.
Public noney can be used to enhance devel opnent, i.e., good schools, police and fire
protection, |ow taxes, etc. As far conveying public land to private holdings -- this
should only happen after extensive planning. The inportance of value to your
statements are as follows: 1,7,4,8,12,2,10,3,11,9,5,6.

Comment 9: If the state and borough obtains sone |and, naturally Mose Pass

wll or should be able to obtain sone land. Sone |and can be set aside for future
growth that will restrict the inpact of other |ands being conveyed to private |ands.
If some lands are set aside for the town -- the town should support private

property, which in turn will help suPport the public lands through taxes.
Comrent 10: If the state gets land (and the borough), the land can be obtai ned
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for comunity and private growmh. This can also be acconplished w thout the extra
land. Wth hope and foresight private business can provide its own financing. The
town can enhance gromﬁh by keeping the taxes |ower, not being over restrictive in
zoni ng, support creating public events, etc.

Comment 11: Just by living humans create wastes, that are probl ens: sonme even

toxi ¢ and hazardous. | suggest the comittee pl an now for the wastes they have now
and plan now for the future. Naturally | suggest we keep all industries out --
that cannot prove they can control and contain its wastes. | also feel the
town can stop the state or borough by zoning and other neasures.

Comment 12: To this problem | can only suggest an idea. |If part of the
ball park is large enough and if the layout is arranged well enough -- why not

prepare part of the park for RV canping and charge a nomnal fee. That fee
could hel p support the ball park.

Comment 13: Develop the trails and protect the area now -- while it is
not too late.

Comment 14: There are always alternatives to chemcals. Surely, the
Spruce Bark Beetle has natural enem es, besides man.

Oiginally, | obtained the patent, and then it was transferred to ny
folks. | have answered these questions since | know the area better. | wll
ﬁart|0|pate in learning fire fighting and I can also be at your disposal, to

elp, if you request.

Jim Carter

3901 Merrill Dr.

Anchor age, Al aska 99517
(907) 243 3540
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M oose Pass Advisory Planning Commission

Minutes
October 18, 1990
November 8, 1990
December 4, 1990

January 3, 1991
February 2, 1991
April 4, 1991

May 7, 1991
November 19, 1991
February 6, 1992
March 2, 1992
March 31, 1992
December:1, 1992

January 5, 1993

CECLELELL L d
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OFFICIAL ELECTION RESULTS

(as of 8:00 P.M. 12/15/92)
BALLOT

Moose Pass Comprehensive Plan

December 15, 1992

Complete No More Than ONE PART

Part 1
Entire Plan
Acce Rej
[ []
Part 2
Section A
Accept Reject
[138 Al [1]
A2 []
Ad [1
Ad []
A5 []
Section B
Accept Reject
B1 []
[138 o H
ion
Accept Reject
[137 cL [l
c2 [1
a
C4 [1]

Caatioan Th
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Moose Pass Advisory Planning Commission October 18, 1990 Minutes

MOOSE PASS ADVI SORY PLANNI NG COVM SSI ON MEETI NG
DATE: Cctober 18, 1990

The first meeting of the Mose Pass Advi sory Planni ng Comm ssion for 1990 convened
at the Moose Pass Conmunity Hall at 7:05P.M This first round table di scussion was
organi zed and chaired by Sylvia Spearow from the Kenai Peninsula Borough and was
attended by all the appointees designated by Mayor Don G | man.

Those in attendance were: Jeff Estes, Irene Lindquist, Ellen OBrien, Ann Painter
Ri chard Smeriglio, Mark Stauble and Ri chard Beaudoi n.

Sylvia lead the neeting into a discussion of possible scenerios or ideas that could
i nvol ve the Mbose Pass Advisory Planning Conmission and cited exanples from

nei ghboring communities and the actions they chose to adopt. She will send us copies
of sonme of their docunents that we could use as role nodels if we so desired. She
brought al ong maps of the acreage selected by the Borough and expl ai ned the process
i nvol ved and the resources available to us at the Borough |evel.

We di scussed topics such as: tourism trails, and water sheds and also the need to
| ook far ahead to ensure sensible |and uses for future generations.

Through voluntary action and unani nbus consent anongst the nmenmbers it was deci ded
that Richard Sneriglio would be President for three gears, Mar k Stauble would be
Vice President for one year, Richard Beaudoin would be secretary for two years.

O her nmenbers selecting annual ternms were: Jeff Estes, 3 years; Irene Linquist, two
years; Ellen O Brien, one year; and Ann Painter, three years. It was decided that
the group should neet on the first Tuesday of everg month at 7 P.M at the Mose
Pass Community Club allowi ng the Thursday next to be the alternate date should the
need arise for a change, exanple: the first Tuesday in Novenber is election day,
therefore, it will be held on Thursday Novenber, 8th.

Ellen OBrien and Mark Stauble suggested that a questionnaire be assenbl ed and sent
out to all 115 househol ds affected by any action of this Commission to help give it
direction, this was unani nously endorsed, and all agreed that we needed tine to get
organi zed and that nothing should be decided at the first few neetings.

The nmeeting closed at 9P.M on an air of good will and the fall of fresh falling
snow!
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MOOSE PASS ADVI SORY PLANNI NG COWM SSI ON

The second neeting of the MP.AP.C. was held Nov. 8, 1990 at the Mose Pass
Community Hall. Those in attendance were, Mark Stauble, Richard Sneriglio, Ann
Painter, Ellen OBrien, Jeff Estes, and Richard Beaudoi n.

The mnutes of the last neeting were read and accepted wi thout corrections.

Mark suggested that a typed out agenda |ike the one that Richard S. had sent
out to all nmenbers, covering topics to be discussed, was a great idea; and asked
that this becone a regular event at all neetings, everyone agreed.

By nutual agreenment it was decided not to run the neetings by Robert's Rules,

but by popul ar consensus. The president will act as agenda setter and noderator. Al
itens locked in a tie vote wll automatically be tabled till the next neeting for
further discussion and research. Al votes will be by a show of hands!

During the discussion of agenda item (Conmi ssion's short term focus), Ellen
suggested that a Mose Pass Community Plan for Mwose Pass, could only be reached by
working closely with the Sportsmans C ub, and since nost of us belong to it also, it
may be best to voice our opinions at those neetings. Ann Painter has been appointed
by Mayor Don G lman to the Borough Pl anning Conmi ssion, and will provide inportant
input to our neetings. The MPAPC will be better poised to present the Mose Pass
Community input at the Borough level. Capital projects would best be addressed by
the Mboose Pass Sportsnmans C ub.

I'n discussing the questionnaire, Mark suggested that its scope be w de enough
to cover nost possible scenarios. After its draft is conpleted, it may be necessary
to send it out in two or nore segnents.

It was decided to post the approved of the past nonth's neeting publicly on the
Post O fice bulletin board. Al input to the group will be by individual suggestions
and input fromthe open neetings fromthe Mose Pass Community. The MPAPC w I | not
have open neetings except by special request, but no one will be turned away from
attending or listening In (wthout voting privileges). Ellen will check with the
Bor ough concernin% the status of closed neetings. If the neeting night is to be
changed, it will be announced by a tel ephone call, and nust have majority consent.
Anyoge unable to attend will be asked to forward witten conment to the proposed
agenda.

Mark suggested we deal primarily with Borough |ands, and with private land only
as a generality (and very softly). Unless the populace is an uproar over sone
private individuals wish to install, build or develop land in a manner detrinental
to the community as a whole; we will only make suggestions concerning private |and.

Information fromthe Borough will be decimated at our neetings, and will be
refl ected and the posted m nutes.

W will exchange mnutes of our neetings with those of the Sportsmans Club if
they are so agreeable. Jeff felt this would be proper to keep everyone informed. It
is the unanimobus will of this commission to work closely and openly with the MPSC
and exchange any and all data or information by rmutual briefing of the
Chai r/ Presi dent.

It was felt that caPitaI i nprovenent dollars would best be handled by the MPSC
and that we, as individuals, could have our input via this club. W as a group could
address issues of special interest on a broader scale as the need ari ses.

A di scussion of Comunity goals set during a public neeting of April 27, 1990
followed. Richard Sneriglio presented papers of a Borough outline for this area
dated Novenber 3, 1989. Copies will be made for all nenbers. As of yet we do not
have a hard copy of the thirteen goals voted on at a Conmunity neeting dated Apri
17, 1990. Gwnn Gardner has them and will nake them available to us. Lori Leary
has a questionnaire dated approximately 1985, and will try to get copies of this
docunment for us al so.

~ Mark suggested that this info would be a great philosophical rather than
specific outline for a questionnaire, i.e., where wll Mose Pass be 10 years from
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now!

Ri chard Beaudoin reconmended that the secretary keep a file of all past

current docunments available at all levels of involvenent, if it concerns this
community's Advisory Planning Comm ssion. Copies are to be nade avail able to anyone

upon request.

Di scussion of the questionnaire to gather public input did not progress very
far. We will set our goals first, and then set a format, etc. Most likely one
guestionnaire per household with room for nore than one input (differing views in
one household). This may include |ocation geographically, and roomto request
addi tional questionnaires. W my have a general surve%, followed by a specific
guestionnaire at a later date. Qher business drifted back nostly to the
guestionnaire. Since this will be our primary source of input, it is bound to
occupy nost of our time over the next few neetings.

Meeting adjourned at 9:35 P. M
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MPAPC
Date: 12-4-90

The 3rd meeting of the MPAPC held on Dec. 4th began, at 7:05, those present were, Mark Stauble, Richard
Smeriglio, Ellen O'Brien, Ann Painter, Irene Linquist, and Richard Beaudoin.

The minutes of the last meeting were read and accepted without change.

A discussion followed about the status of our meetings. Ellen contacted Sylvia Spearow, who explained the
legal aspects of public meetings, and explained a possible forum for our sessions. She believes that better PR is
achieved if public input is allowed at our work sessions. The group agreed, that with prior notice of at least one
week, anyone wishing to address the commission, will be allowed time to make a statement at the beginning of the
evening. Those wishing to do so should contact Richard Smeriglio @ 288-3614, or Richard Beaudoin @ 288-3608.
Since this month's minutes will be displayed at the Post Office, it was recommended to add a footnote announcing
our next meeting date, time and location. This will be done from this time forth.

A review of the Moose Pass Community Goals, dated (4-27-90) was discussed. On the subject of land
parcel size, Ann commented that legally, the smallest lot allowed that will be adequate for both a potable water well
and a home septic system, is one acre. A public water system does not seem practical for Moose Pass at this time;
however, Richard Smeriglio will talk with State Engineers and utility people about costs, maintenance, etc. to see if
it's even feasible. At two points in "the goals" the words "rural life style" appear. There is a need to define what this
means to residents and how a small town atmosphere might be preserved while promoting tourism.

In reviewing the Cooper Landing Questionnaire, several things became apparent, first it was felt that there
should be room for two sets of answers to all questions (to reflect differing views in one household) also, we all
agreed that the survey at the end was too personal and took on a census type of atmosphere that would be seen
as an invasion of privacy; this will not be used in our format. A cover page describing the Borough Land selected
and some of the issues and objectives of the questionnaire had unanimous approval and will be used along with a
brief statement made before all questions. It is hoped that all questionnaires will be filled and returned to us, to give
us direction and support. The end result will be a document that we can present to the Borough, specifying the
needs, desires, and vision of the Moose Pass Community for the future.

Food for thought, Moose Pass, which is below the 600 foot elevation falls into two categories that can have
some impact on land use, it is both within a FLOOD PLAIN, and the

COASTAL MANAGEMENT AREA. Ellen will request more information on this from the Borough. Though the
Moose Pass area is not infested with the Spruce Beetle, it will most likely be inevitable in the future and a plan
should be drawn up before it is too late. Irene Linquist

will provide us with some maps that we can reduce and include in our questionnaire. Other topics that need to be
addressed, include but not limited to, hazardous waste, avalanche areas, watershed, and rights-of-ways for access
and trails and the list goes on!

The ten goals outlined by the Moose Pass Sportsman Club will be a beginning point for our questionnaire
and that project will begin in earnest at our next meeting. We will "cut and paste" and arrange our final document
later, printing both sides of the document to save space and money.

Our meeting adjourned at 9:35 pm.

NOTE:

The regular meeting night is on the first Tuesday of the month, at 7:00 pm, at the Moose Pass Community
Hall. The alternate date is 2 days later on Thursday.
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Moose Pass Advisory Planning Commission January 3, 1991 Minutes

MPAPC
DATE: JANUARY 3, 1991.
LOCATION: MOOSE PASS COMMUNITY HALL
TIME: 7:10 PM

Those present at the fourth meeting of the MPAPC were: Richard Smeriglio, Mark Stauble, Jeff Estes, Ann
Painter, Ellen O'Brien, Irene Lindquist and Richard Beaudoin.

The minutes of the last meeting were read and accepted..

There followed an informal discussion about alternate members to the committee should someone be
unable to continue his or her duty. Richard Smeriglio will contact the Borough office to see what procedure
should be used, and if some were received, other than those appointed by the mayor. Ann Painter will act as
back-up secretary should Richard Beaudoin miss a meeting.

The group started right into the agenda set by the president, and the remainder of the evening was
spent discussing:

a) the bike path extension

b) the speed limit zone extension
c) refuse disposal facilities

d) the Moose Pass School

e) the Volunteer Fire Company
f)  the community Hall/ Library

g) acommunity water system

The context of that discussion will be part of a report that will not be published until it is complete,
because it may be subject to many revisions/alterations.

We have not received our information packet on Flood Plains or Coastal Management from the
Borough yet, when Ellen called Cynthia Spearrow, she assured her it was forthcoming, and that the new
regulations now affected 1000 feet above sea level instead of the first 600 feet of elevation.

The meeting ended at 9:35 pm.
Note:

The regular meeting night is on the first Tuesday of the month at 7:00 PM, at the Moose Pass
Community Hall. The alternate date is two days later on Thursday.
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Moose Pass Advisory Planning Commission February 2, 1991 Minutes

MPAPC
DATE: FEBRUARY 2, 1991
LOCATI ON: MOOSE PASS COVMUNI TY HALL
TI ME: 7: 08 PM

The menbers present at the fifth neeting of the MPAPC were: Ri chard
Sneriglio, Mark Stauble, Ann Painter, Ellen OBrien, Irene Linquist, and
Richa;d dBeaudoin. Jeff Estes was enjoying sonme well deserved vacation tine
St at e/ Si de.

The mnutes of the January neeting were read and accepted with some m nor
corrections.

Ann Painter gave us a fairly detailed report from the Kenai. Peninsula
Borough neeting that she had just attended. The Conprehensive Planning
Commission will have out a Public Survey Questionnaire by the end of March.
This will be a 20 year plan, a copy she had with her; and passed around
resulted in sone discussion. This should be very helpful, and give them sone
idea of the public nmood at this tinme. Wth the State suffering a downturn
recession since 1985, they may get a |lot of response and suggest i ons.

The agenda set for this nonth was:

1) residential devel opnent

2) rural life style

3) growth of Tourism

4) econom c devel opnent

5) other topics not covered in the comunity goals

After some discussion on these items, a rough draft was formulated. This

Al'l be cleaned up) and typed and will be re accessed at the next neeting for

ossi bl e corrections or changes. Wen it neets the satisfaction of all, it wll
econe part of the main questionnaire.

The balance of the evening was spent editing parts of the questions
roughly drafted at the January neeting.

The neeting ended at 9:38 pm
The regular neeting night is on the first Tuesday of the nonth at 7:00

pm at the Myose Pass Community Hall. The alternate date, in case of change
Is two days later on Thursday.
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Moose Pass Advisory Planning Commission April 4, 1991 Minutes

MPAPC

DATE: APRIL 4, 1991
LOCATI ON:  MOOSE PASS COVMUNI TY HALL
TIME: 7:08 p.m

The neeting started later, 7:08 waiting for sone late arrivals. Those
present at the seventh neeting of the MPAPC were: |Irene Lindquist, Ellen
O Brien, Mark Stauble, Jeff Estes, Richard Sneriglio, and Ri chard Beaudoin. Ann
Painter arrived a bit later due to other conmtnents.

Richard Sneriglio brought up the subject of the Forest Service letter we
received in the mil concerning new applicants for Guide and Qutfitter
Applications. After a thorough discussion, It was decided that the matter would
be best be handled by individual response from the conmunity nenbers or the
Sportsmen's Club. W wll encourage the Forest Service to keep us posted, and
solicit coments and letters they may send out periodically concerning Forest
Service Lands in and around the Mose Pass area.

Ann Painter brought in the Borough statistics on the nunber of |ots around
the Mbose Pass area and how many of them have inprovenents on them This data
will be made available as part of the Questionnaire.

Jeff Estes brought up the possibility of nmultiple famly dwellings and
| arge businesses. After sone discussion changes were nade to the original
docunent. Mark and Richard S. both felt that our concerns should al so address
State lands as well as Borough lands andthough this nmay not be the tinme and
place, they would like to go on record that this is a vital concern to many
menbers of the community. Therefore the words "State |lands" wll appear in the
questi onnaire.

W finished assessnments of the current Community Goals at approximtely
8:53 and started addressing other areas of concern.

Irene brought up the subject of Toxic and Hazardous Substances in the
area. After a good discussion a question was structured for the questionnaire
to address this topic.

The Ball Dianond at the North edge of town was di scussed next, and because

is getting a lot nore tourist traffic every year, a question concerning

this
it's future wll also appear in our docunent.

The neeting ended at 9:30 p.m

The next regular neeting of the MPAPC will be May 7th at the Conmunity
Hal|. The alternate date for that nmeeting will be Thursday May the 9th.
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Moose Pass Advisory Planning Commission May 7, 1991 Minutes

MPAPC

DATE: MAY 7, 1991
LOCATI ON:  MOOSE PASS COVMUNI TY HALL
TIME: 7:20 p.m

The neeting started late. Present were Mark Stauble, Jeff Estes, Ann
P?:nter, I rene Lindquist. Excused were Richard Beaudoin, Richard Sneriglio and
Ellen O Brien.

M nutes of the previous neeting were read and anended, then approved as
anmended.

The questionnaire was reviewed and format discussed. It was determned, to
have the yes/no placed in bold with boxes for checking which answer. A sanple
format was brought in by Ann Painter which elimnated sonme of the excess
wordi ng and spacing in the existing docunent. Some of these were adopted. A
final editing of the docunment was attenpted.

The questions regarding Toxic and Hazardous substances and the bal
di anond were edited. Additional questions were fornulated regarding trails and
the beetle problem They were added to the end of the questionnaire.

_ Di scussion was held regarding how to fund the survey, as well as how to
distribute it. Decision was held over to the next neeting when nore nenbers
woul d be present. Information regarding funding sources is to be available at
the next neeting.

The neeting adjourned at 9:30 p.m

The next neeting of the MPAPC wll be held at June 4 at the Community
Hall. The alternate date is June 6.
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Moose Pass Advisory Planning Commission November 19, 1991 Minutes

Moose Pass Advisory Pl anni ng Conm ssion Meeting
M nutes for Novenber 19, 1991

Mbose Pass Conmmunity Hall

7:00 p.m

The neeting started with Irene Lindquist, Mark Staubel, Ann Painter, Jeff Estes
and Rick Sneriglio present.

After discussion, the group decided that Novenber 28 would be the cutoff date
for accepting questionnaires to be included in the current tabul ation.

After discussion, the group decided to fornulate a paragraph about each
question in the recently returned questionnaire. Each question and its results
woul d be included in the forthcom ng Mbose Pass Pl an.

The group agreed to prepare a map of the area that would display Federal,
State, Borough and private ownerships, The MPAPC woul d al so overl ay

al ternatives for various proposed uses on the map. The group agreed that the
first map would be a draft subject to public approval

I n other business the groug del ayed designating a new Chair until the Borough
appoi nts a new person to the MPAPC

The neeting ended at 9:00 p.m
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Moose Pass Advisory Planning Commission February 6, 1992 Minutes

M NUTES
MOOSE PASS ADVI SORY PLANNI NG COW SSI ON
7:00 pm 6 Feb. 1992

The neeting started pronptly after 7:.00 pmwith Jeff Estes, Mark Stauble, Ann
Painter, Ellen OBrien and Rick Sneriglio Present.

The Conmmi ssion agreed to send a letter to the Al aska DNR about the ball _
di anond. The letter woul d enphasize comunity use of the site and |ocal desire
to continue present uses and to avoid new uses that would curtail present uses.

The Commi ssion agreed to adopt the Borough's outline for a conprehensive plan
and al so agreed to adopt the Borough's classifications for |and use,

The neeting ended at 9:15 p.m

http://ww?2.borough.kenai.ak.us/planningdept/A dvisory Comm/M oosePass/plan/020692M PA PCminutes.htm[8/16/2012 4:35:08 PM]



Moose Pass Advisory Planning Commission March 2, 1992 Minutes

MOOSE PASS ADVI SORY PLANNI NG COWM SSI ON
m nut es
2 March 1992, 7:00 p.m

The comm ssion continued to work on a conprehensive plan for Mose Pass.
It addressed the speed zone, dunpsters, fire protection and the comunity hal
at this neeting.

The Kenai Peninsula Borough's Draft Conprehensive Plan arose as a topic of
new busi ness. The Borough has requested that public response to the plan occur
no later than April 7. The conm ssion agreed to circulate the docunent and
fornmulate its witten response by the next neeting scheduled for March 31.
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Moose Pass Advisory Planning Commission March 31, 1992 Minutes

MOOSE PASS ADVI SCRY PLANNI NG COWM SSI ON
March 31, 1992
M nut es

The nonthly neeting began at 1904 hours. Present were Ann Painter, Ilrene
Li ndqui st, Mark Stauble, Jeff Estes, Rick Sneriglio and Ellen O Brien.

Previous mnutes were read and accept ed.

Jeff E. initiated a discussion of how the Borough Plan relates to trails in our
area. Rick S. asked how the group wanted to respond to the Borough's request
for input on their plan. Irene L. expressed a desire to respond I ndividually.
Ann P. stated that the Borough wanted the Advisory Conmm ssion's input for the
whol e plan, not just the part pertaining to Miose Pass. Jeff E. suggested that
comments on trails be submtted to the Borough, especially the request to not
al  ow subdivisions to block access to trails or areas used for outdoor
recreation. Ann P. suggested providing a map to the Borough showi ng trails that
we would like protected. Irene L. offered to get maps and it was agreed for
the group to offer one to the Borough conplete with dedicated and proposed
trail rights of way.

Rick S initiated a discussion of schools. It was agreed to submt to the
Borough a correction of the nunber of pupils at the Mose Pass School

Rick S. was selected to wite a letter of response to the Borough's request for
input to their plan.

The group then began work on the Mbose Pass Plan. Mark S. read his suggestion
for water quality and sewage in Mose Pass. He suggested using an overhead
projector for neetings where this information will be presented to the public
Tor approval. Both ideas were well received by the grouP. It was agreed t hat
DEC standards for septic systens and water quality should be considered m ninmum
standards for Mdose Pass.

Mark S. read his statement on econonic devel opment which was accept ed.

Irene L. read her statement on |and conveyance. It was agreed that she would
col l ect the exact nunber of acres involved in each detail before submtting her
final sunmary on the subﬂect. CGeneral agreenent was to request Borough input on
| and conveyance especially, because of its controversial nature.

St at enent s re?arding tourism toxic and hazardous substances, the Ball D anpnd,
the beetle infestation and schools were read and were accepted for the rough
draft. The rough draft will be worked on at the next neeting.

The neeting adjourned at 2120 hours.
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Moose Pass Advisory Planning Commission December 1, 1992 Minutes

Moose Pass Advi sory Planning Commi ssion

Decenber 1, 1992 the neeting began wth general conplaints about the
nonsoon weather and with | ooking at area maps to be perused. Present were Ann
P., Mark S., Rick S., Jeff Ei and Ellen O B.

2he mechanics of the Community Plan vote were discussed. Counting will be
done by at |east three nenbers at the close of voting day. Jeff, Ann and Mark
agreed to be present then. Ellen agreed to provide a box for the collection of
ball ots. The Conmmunity Hall will be manned by the nenbers throughout Dec. 15th
in shifts starting at 1000 hrs until 2000 hrs. Ellen agreed to submt an
announcenent to the Phoenix Log regarding the up com ng vote.

Further discussion about continued work on |and use planning led to an
agreenent to have a community neeting in January or early next year for nore
community input and/or to send out another questionnaire. W al so discussed
havi ng someone from the Kenai Peninsula Borough Planning Dept. join us in Jan.
for guidance on ways to proceed. It was agreed that we should offer three to

five land use options covering a range of pro and anti devel opnment vi ews.
Jeff agreed to provide cardboard backing and to set up maps. The milar wll be
applied at the next neeting and options will be explored. A comunity vote was

seen as a necessary step for both the witten and nap sections of the plan.

The neeting adjourned at 2115 hrs.
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Moose Pass Advisory Planning Commission January 5, 1993 Minutes

Moose Pass Advi sory Pl anning Conm ssi on
M nutes for 5 January 1993

Mbose Pass Conmmunity Hall

1905 hrs.

Present were Ann Painter, Mark Staubel, Jeff Estes, Rick Sneriglio, and Ellen
O Brien. Also present were Red Smith and Larry Smith who had requested to nake
a presentation to our group,

Results of the vote on the plan were announced and the Mbose Pass Pl an was
accepted. Rick agreed to send a letter to the Borough to informthem of our
acceptance of the plan. A photocopy of the Mose Pass water wheel logo will be
sent with the letter with a request to have it displayed on the cover. After

di scussion of the inaccuracy of the Borough nmailings to area residents it was
agreed to send a corrected list for future nmailings to the Borough.

A letter sent to the MPAPC but neant for the "Mose Pass Chanber of Commerce"
fromthe U S D A Forest Service, Chugach National Forest regarded grant
proposals. It was decided that Jeff would deliver it to Jack Taylor and the
Sportsman's C ub.

The group discussed conbining the next Sportsman's Cub neeting
presentation Ed Martin from the Borough Planning Dept. would I
regarding logging in the Mose Pass area,

with a
ke to make

At 1930 hrs Terry and Steve Brady of Husky Forest Products arrived to assist
the Smth's in their presentation.

A presentation was given by Red Smith regarding logging in the Mbose Pass area
and a proposed plywod plant at Crown Point, He expressed a desire to create
jQFF and gave a figure of eventually 400 jobs at this "nmjor tinber processing
mll".

Terry BradY di spl ayed sanpl es of planned products of |am nated |unber, plywood
and edge glued panels. They explained that 40 to 80 acres would be needed for
siting the plant not including support industries.

At 2100 hrs the presentation and questionin? were conpl eted. MPAPC nenbers
di scussed how to use and dissem nate the information presented The group

deci ded that the neeting with Ed Martin mght take too long to be conbined with
the Sportsman's Club neeting. Rick agreed to contact Ed Martin to set up a tine
convenient with him

2130 hrs neeting adjourned.
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