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	Earl West Cove

	PT.1004
	CSEAP
	General 
Use
	Management intent indicates parcel to be used for multiple uses, including settlement and future timber sales.

	Mite Cove

	MF.1001
	NSEAP
	Dispersed 
Recreation
	Management intent indicates that the parcel is to be used for public purposes; not appropriate for settlement.

	Moser Bay
	CS.MB.1001
	CSEAP
	Settlement, 
General Use
	Management intent indicates western part of parcel to be managed for settlement; remainder is General use.  Note: anadromous stream is Habitat.

	Olive Cove

	CS.OV.1001
	CSEAP
	General Use, 
Dispersed Rec.
	Adjoins state subdivision.   Management intent indicates that portions of parcel may be appropriate for settlement.

	Sumdum
	SD.1001
	NSEAP
	Dispersed 
Recreation
	Management intent indicates that only development related to recreation uses would be appropriate.

	Tenakee Springs
	ST.1003
	NSEAP
	Public Facilities, Settlement/
Commercial
	Management intent indicates that development appropriate near harbor and, in some inland locations, for commercial, industrial, and road right-of-way purposes.  Areas not used for this purpose should remain undeveloped.   

	Thoms Place

	SD.1001 
	NSEAP
	Settlement, 
General Use
	Management intent indicates that settlement should occur along coast.  Timber harvest in General Use areas not appropriate except as related to land development.  Adjoins state subdivision to south. 


CSEAP – Central Southeast Area Plan
NSEAP – Northern Southeast Area Plan

Identification of Parcels – 2005 Land List
Parcels were identified according to the needs of the University and the restrictions of state area plans.   DNR also established some sideboards of properties that would not be considered, such as producing oil and gas properties (including the entire North Slope), areas where DNR had already started work on land sales, timber parcels critical to the DNR Forestry sales program and sustained yield calculations, parcels selected by municipalities, etc.  (this is not a complete list).  Three types of properties were identified as needed by the University.
     
Investment Properties (73,865 acres).  DNR and the University initially reviewed all available land throughout the state and all applicable area plans.  Generally, both parties agreed that it would be preferable, except in cases related to educational development and research and oil and gas utilization, to exclude parcels that were designated in area plans as generally inappropriate for development or could not be conveyed to individuals or municipalities based on plan or statutory restrictions.  Designations that included Water Resources, Habitat, and Forestry were avoided; these designations cannot, for example, be conveyed to municipalities under the Municipal Entitlement Act.   Designations that provided for development of some type or are acceptable for municipal conveyance were used as the basis for initial selection.  Our review therefore focused on state land designated Agriculture, Settlement, General Use (a multiple use designation) and, to a lesser extent, Public Recreation where some type of recreation development was envisaged.   The management intent associated with these parcels (which sometimes constrains use and development) as well as specific parcel knowledge were then used to reduce the inventory of parcels to that contained in the 2005 Land List.  In all cases DNR required that the entirety of state land in an area of selection be included; this avoided the selection of just the best areas (high-grading), leaving the state with areas of limited worth.
Educational Properties (35,973 acres).  Parcels that augmented the holdings of current educational facilities (Sitka, Juneau, and Fairbanks) were included.  Also included were parcels important to water and water quality research and forest research and management.  The former included large areas near Fairbanks as well as portions of the Tanana Valley State Forest.  The latter was conveyed as a University Research Forest under the previous legislation.

Oil and Gas Properties (90,000 acres).  A large area near Nenana was included on the basis that this area has oil and gas potential and may be able to generate revenue.
� Affected by legislative provision allowing land to be conveyed to a borough under certain conditions. 


� See footnote 1.


� See footnote 1.


� See footnote 1.


� The acreage estimates given reflect the proposals of the 2005 Land List.  Some parcels have been conveyed to the University.  Especially significant is the University Research Forest (51,820 acres).





