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LAND POLICY BILL

Suggested Amendments

A Page 6, line 6, suggested substitution for section .040.

AVAILABILITY OF MENTAL HEALTH LAND, SCHOOL LAND, AND UNIVERSITY
LAND. Under the purposes of this chapter, mental health land,
school land, and university land may be made available for private
use in accordance with statutes governing such lands. In their
capacity as trustee for such lands, the Mental Health Board, the
Board of Education, and the Board of Regants of the University of
Alaska shall, within 120 days from the date of this act, define
goals and objectives for the management and disposition of lands
under their trusteeship. In accordance with there goals and objec-
tives and in consultation with the municipalities in which such
lands are located, the director shall prepare an annual program for
sale or lease offerings of selected mental health lands, school
lands, and university lands. This program shall accompany the
annual land availability programs submitted to the Legislature in
accordance with section .020 of this chapter.

B. Page 7, line 11, substitute for last sentence.
The requirements of this section do not apply to land made available
through a cabin permit system, material sales, or short-term leases;
provided, however, that for short-term leases a municipality may
require compliance with local subdivision ordinances.

C. Page 9, line 27, added sentence to paragraph (e).

The classification process must include notice and review require-
ments of existing statutes.

D. Page 10, line 5, added sentence to paragraph (g).

Where a local zoning ordinance or other land use regulation is in
effect, the provisions of AS 35.30.020 and AS 35.30.030 shall

apply.



SECTION BY SECTION ANALYSIS
LAND POLICY BILL
HOUSE BILL NO. 904/SENATE BILL NO. 562

Sec. .005. This section sets forth basic intent and purpose regarding
state-owned lands. Paragraphs (a) through (e) are purposely worded in
the form of general policy directives rather than in the form of specific
binding legal requirements. The last sentence in (b), lines 13-16,

page 2, needs some explanation. Such a statement is necessary if lands
classified for open space purposes are to qualify as the matching share
for federal funds under the Land and Water Conservation Program.

Sec. .010. Under this statement, the basic orientation of State land
disposal is towards the needs of individuals and other parties who will
actually use the land. The Commission recommended this policy after
finding that state land sales in the late 1960's and 1970's had primarily
benefited land companies and wealthy individuals who could afford large
tract purchases, rather than individuals who were looking for cabin or
house sites. To change this orientation, land should be made available
in individually sized parcels.

This section also includes a directive that state land availability
programs concentrate in areas where public services already exist or can
be extended, or where a viable economic base could be developed. This
policy would not prohibit remote land disposal but, rather, direct that
in such areas disposal would be mainly for recreation cabin sites with
seasonal road or water access. Another method of fulfilling this direc-
tive might be through a rural cabin permit system, meeting the needs of
people who want real isolation with several miles of separation between
sites.

Sec. .015. This section lists the various reasons for retaining some
state lands in public ownership, and is generally self-explanatory.

Sec. .020. This paragraph is identical to the first paragraph of the
Governor's land credit proposal. An annual determination of acreage to

be lable for private use gives the legislature the flexibility to
re'"ond to changes in circumstances over the years. An annual determina-
ti is consistent with the basic thrust of the policy bill which is to

make lands available where they are most needed and with consideration
of local supply arid demand factors. We would note that, in terms of
meeting people's needs, it is not the gross acreage of land that is
important but, rather, location, access, and tract size.

Sec. .025. This section is simply additional direction to base the land
availability programs on an assessment of the differing needs for land
of different types in various parts of the state, and to tailor state
land programs accordingly.



Sec. .030. This section summarizes the variety of land availability
programs within existing statutes and regulations and adds, in lines 25,
26, and 27, authority for a cabin permit system to be used in isolated
locations on state-owned lands. To enable private use of remote isolated
lands, the state must have a program which does not require land survey.
In isolated locations a survey can cost as much as $4,000, often exceeding
the market value of the land. A permit system which, unlike a conveyance
program, would not entail land survey.

Sec. .035. The fair market value criterion set forth in (1) is self-
explanatory. Besides the reasons included in the paragraph, the
Commission recommends this approach because grant programs tend to
invite public abuse, and are very difficult to administer in a fair and
evenhanded manner. It should be noted that most of the participants at
the Alaska Public Forum favored a market value approach to state laud
disposal. However, item (1) allows the use of less than fair market
value programs as authorized by statute or administrative regulation and
thus would enable the continuation of the homesite, homestead, and open-
to-eutry programs. %

Paragraph (2) is self-explanatory.

Paragraph (3) spells out specific and detailed criteria for the choice
of areas where lease programs would be used. This is an important
addition to the state's body of land law. In the past lease programs
have ofte.. been used where sale programs would have been more suitable.

Paragraph (4) gives direction for the use of cabin permitting in isolated,
remote areas.

Paragraph (5) refers to the director's existing statutory authority to
grant conditional title in special situations such as agricultural areas
where the state wishes to ensure agricultural development, or in areas
where the state may wish to preserve scenic easements, while making the
land available for private uses compatible with this purpose.

Sec. .040. This section is self-explanatory. As a result, of our discus-
sion with the Community and Regional Affairs Committee, we are proposing
a substitute paragraph (A in the list of suggested amendments) that
would establish a more aggressive program for trust land availability.

Sec. .045. Under this section, the state would set survey control

markers so that individual private surveys, tied to these markers, would
mesh and not overlap. In the western states where areas were surveyed
separately by private citizens, without an overlying set of control
points, there were serious problems with overlapping and contradictory
surveys. As a result, citizens were saddled with title problems, unusable
property, etc. Through this section, we hope to avoid or minimize such
problems in Alaska.



Sec. .050. This section requires the state to provide adequate access
to private use areas. Lines 18 through 20 gives direction for the
integration of state road development programs with land availability
programs in appropriate locations. If state land is actually to be made
available for individual use, it is important to strengthen the state's
role in development of local access roads associated with state land use
programs.

Sec. .055. Self-explanatory.

Sec. .060. Aregular, updatedinventory of the land suitability should
be the foundation of the state’s land management program. The state
already has a good start in this direction through the laud selection
inventory.

Paragraph (b) of this section rects the division to reassess holdings
of other state agencies, such the Division of Aviation, to see if the
land amountis excessive or ii .quate inrelation to current needs and
alternative uses of the proper /. Such aprogram is especially important
in small communities where excessive agency holdings occasionally preempt
lands that are vitally needed for other community uses.

Sec. .065. Paragraphs (a) and (b) provide guidelines and standards for
the development of land use plans for state lands.

Paragraph (c) directs the commissioner to prepare regional land use
plans for all of the state-owned land. These would be of simple "first-
cut" plans separating areas of settlement and settlement impact from
areas of public use and ownership.

Paragraph (d) provides a formal method of identifying the official plan
so that the public and the administration knows which document to rely
on, and makes the important requirement that land classification be
based on the official plan.

Paragraph (e) is self-explanatory.

Paragraph (f) establishes a needed tie between transportation planning
and general land planning.

Paragraph (g) requires state planning to be consistent with local govern-
mental planning.

Sec. .070. This section adds a state multiple use management system to
the existing state park and trail systems. Lands may be designated to
this new system, the "State Public Reserve System™ by proclamation of
the governor. The legislature retains its existing power to approve any
designation of land to a system closed to multiple purpose use for an
area of over 640 acres.



Paragraph (4) gives the state the option of designating rivers or portions
of rivers to be managed by the state under the guidelines of the National
Wild and Scenic Rivers System. Such authority may be desirable in some
areas where segments of a river are owned by the federal and scate
governments. If a whole river-trip area can be managed under one set of
guidelines, overall recreation benefits may be increased.

Sec. 900. This section includes a requirement that the director adopt,
within 120 days, a comprehensive revision of the regulations affecting
planning, classification, management, and disposal of state land surface.
The administration has long recognized the need for this overall rewrite,
and work on a revision is in process.

"Sec. 3. The repealed section 38.05.300 deals with classification and
with the authority of the legislature to approve single-use designation
for more than 640 acres. This bill spells out the classification and
planning process more completely, and section 38.05.300 should be deleted
to avoid confusion. The legislature's control over single-use designation
of more than 640 acres is included in section .070(c) of this bill

(page 8, lines 8-10).



TESTIMONY
REGARDING LAND POLICY BILL
PRESENTED BY
JOINT FEDERAL-STATE LAND USE PLANNING COMMISSION FOR ALASKA

APRIL, 1978

The Commission wants to speak in support of Senate Bill 562 establishing
an Alaskan land policy. W have been studying State land policy for
several years and participated with the Administration in preparing this
bill. As we reviewed the existing statutes governing the State's public
domain and studied the State's land programs as they have operated over
the past 15 years, ,re found that Alaska has very little statutory
guidance to govern the Administration's decisions about disposal or
retention of State lands. The existing constitutional and statutory
requirement that State lands be managed for "maximum use and benefit
consistent with the public interest™ gives us an excellent basic goal,
but is not specific enough to guide the administrator who is deciding
where and how much State lands to make available for private use. As
evidence of this statutory lack, we have seen the State's land program
shift from large tract disposal practices in the late 1960's and early

1970's to the minimal disposal of recent years.

Members of the Legislature have recognized this problem, and, last year,
Senator Poland requested the Commission to study the subject and prepare
recommendations to this Legislature. We presented initial recommenda-

tions to members of the Senate and House Resources Committees this



January.

The land policy bill represents a refinement of those sections

of the Commission's recommendations dealing with policy matters.

The land policy bill before you accomplishes these purposes through

three articles:

(1)

(2)

Article 1 covers policy for public and private use. Essen-
tially, this section makes it clear that the State's overall
land policy is to provide lands for both private and public
use purposes and to allocate suitable lands for each purpose.
Special emphasis is placed on maintaining a balance of public
and private lands near communities so that natural areas are
easily reached by all people, and not just those who can
afford to travel long distances. Two parallel subsections set
forth the public purpose in making lands available for private
use and the public purpose in retaining State lands in public
ownership for recreation, mining, resource development, and
other purposes. The policy statement recognizes the essential
role of local governments in the process of arriving at

decisions about State lands.

Article 2 provides guidelines to the Administration for making
land available for private use. The first section on timing
and amount is identical to the first section of the land
credit bill which Governor Hammond introduced. This section

mandates that the Administration make a quantity of State



(3)

lands available on an annual basis for private use purposes.
A minimum of 50,000 acres is set for the first year, no more
than 10% of which may be leased land. Thereafter, the amount
is set annually by the Legislature. The basic orientation of
this section is towards making land available for direct,
individual use in locations and in parcel sizes that best meet
differing needs in different areas as determined through an

inventory process.

The bill sets forth a State policy for making land available
at fair market value, particularly in close-in locations with
high real estate values; but the criteria provide room for use
of homesiting and open-to-entry in appropriate locations. To
prevent misuse of leasing, as has occurred in past years, the
bill lists the types of special circumstances where leasing
would be an appropriate method of making land available.
Provision is also made for recreation cabin permitting in
isolated locations on State lands. A section on availability
of trust lands is included, and standards for surveying and
subdivision as well as for adequate access are set forth. On
page 7 there is a strong provision requiring State subdivisions

to conform with local platting authority.

Article 3 covers inventory planning and classification. This
section draws from existing scattered and partial statutory

direction for land inventory, planning and classification to



establish in one statute a clear, simple and unified program

for analyzing the value and use potential of State lands. All
lands must be inventoried and their appropriate use designated.
As part of this process, the advise of local governments must

be obtained.

The section establishes a new State management system for -
multiple use lands, called the "State Public Reserve System.”
There is also a new section on wild and scenic rivers giving
the State the option of designated selected rivers in State
ownership as part of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers
System to be managed by the State in accordance with national
guidelines. The Legislature retains its existing authority to

approve any designation of more than 640 acres which would

close the land to multiple use.

In summary, much of what is included in the land policy bill are generally
accepted principles of good land management. The bill acknowledges the
public desire to acquire State land for private use and mandates an
active program in this direction. However, it does so in a responsible
manner without sacrificing the many other valid uses of State land. We
feel that adoption of this bill will clarify the State's position as a
land manager, and will help in establishing this fact at a national

level.
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50,000 acres disposal
DNR/ADL Section

Planning/Classification
Survey/Records
Land & Water Management
Administration

TOTALS

Land inventory/assessment

Agency
D\R

Grand Totals
Land Policy Act

Personal Services

(9) $ 262,554
(15) 426,610
(27) 734,761

(8) 162,188

(59)$1,586,113

Personal Services
(10) § 279,873

(69) $1,856,986

LA\D POLICY ACT
Thaund

$17,300
30.000
30.000

2,814

$80,174

Travel
$17.200

$97,374

oviiit at Lo |
$ 74,764

2,055,760
530,000
126,440

$ 2,786,964

Contractual
$ 131,960

$ 2,918,924

lommooi ty Equipment
$ 3,100 $ 3,900

35,000 40.000

8,100 27.000

3,040 6,040
$49,240 $76,940
Commodi ty Equipment
s 6,200 $10,200
$55,440 $87,140

Minus

reimbursable survey costs
(contractual only)

fair market value for |and
(average $500 per acre)

Net Profit
(long term)

Totals

$ 361,618
2,587,370
1,330,061

300,532

Totals
[T 428.233

55,007,364
(Front-end)
$1,815,760
25,000,000

$21,807,896



Preliminary
Estimated State Implementation Costs
Alaska Land Policy Act -- HB904, SS562

This preliminary statement analyzes the costs of implementing (1) the 50,000
acre minimum per year disposal directive and (2) the administration of the land
inventory, assessment, coordination, etc. efforts. This is basically a first
year cost analysis because Section 38.04.020 of the bill provides for an annual
program as part of the administration's budget (at the 50,000 acre minimum level
an estimated 5 percent inflationary factor could be added for each succeeding

year).
1. 50,000 acre disposal TOTAL COST = $4,579,63L/TOTAL PERSONNEL = 59 full time

The following acreages from the state's three principal disposal programs are
assumed to comprise the first year's offerings (costs do not include provision
of roads or services at sites):

Program No. Sites Acres/Si te Total Acres
Homesite 1,000 5 5.000
Open-to-entry 1,000 5 5.000
Agncul}ureland ggg %8 10,000

eneral sales 10,000
’ 20 161 it

5 i ’
TOTALS 2,830 sites '5M488% acres



The following activities are assumed for any disposal program: (1) site
identification and evaluation, (2) public information, and community coordi-
nation, (3) subdivision and layout, (4) survey and records, (5) appraisal,

(6) disposal and accounting, (7) administration, and (8) follow-up monitoring.

A Estimated costs for (1) site identification and evaluation, (2) public
information and community coordination, and (3) subdivision layout: $361,618/
9 full time.

Personal Services (including 26% benefits)
Title No. Positions Grade Amount

Planning Supervisor 1 yil $ 39,282
Land Mggmt flicer Il 4 24,659
Public “Info. Officer Il 1 29,247
Carto rap her 111 | 16 21,186
Ianmqg ASS|stant 1l %g%%g

J 0 62554

Clerk Typist IV

TOTAL TOTAL  $2

Travel

Per diem $
ransportation
TOTAL $

Contractual

Media $ 2,
Community Land 30,

Market Analyses
Advertisin
Commumca lon

|n in

Equip megnt Rental
A r|a Photography
Space*

Commodi ties

Cartographic supplies  $2,
Othergsu%phes PP
TOTAL



Equipment

1SC
six desks 0 350 each $2,100
seven chairs 0 140 each 1,000
one drafting taie 700
one drafting chair 100
TOTAL $3,900

*Space (includes janatorial, electric, telephone, and is included in totals
as a contractual). Standard Formula; 80 ft. ~/person X $1.35/ft.*/mo. X 12
cost/year

B. Estimated costs for (4) survey and records: $2,587,370/15 full time

Personal Services (including 26% benefits)

Title No. Positions Grade . Amount
Cadastral Surveyor (Dist. offices 3 20 $109,362
Cadastral Sur eg(/or | _ | 1 20 43,848
Cartographer \(D|st. offices) 3 15 75,660
Cartographer 1 15 30,240
surveyor 1 19 33,914
Surveyor . 2 16 h4,3772
Drafting Technjcian 1 14 23,451
Land Mgmt. Technician 1 12 20,533
Drafting Technician 1 1 19,278
Typist % 8 15,952

TOTAL 15 ("includes a suryeyor TOTAL$426,610
cartographer in
each district)
Travel
er diein (200 man-days 0 $50/da $10,000
Prave ( ) , /) 18,000
miscellaneous transportation 2,000
TOTAL $30,000

Contractual
Professional Services
0 $600/5 acre tract for survey for 2,000 tracts = $1,200,000

0 $25/acre for agricultural lands for survey 20 acre tract or smaller
for 500 tracts = $250,000



I $1Z/acre for a?ricultur | lands survey for tracts larger than Z0

nds
acres for 332 tracts = $365,760

>

Space .
Data processing/records
TOTAL

Commodities - TOTAL $35,000 (supplies, survey monuments, scientific/professional
supplies, etc.)

e (chairs, desks) $
TOTAL $

Equipment - Offli

1T1C 20,000
Field 20,000
40,000

C. Estimated costs for (5) appraisal, (6) disposal and accounting, and
(8) follow-up monitoring: $1,330,061/27 full time.

Personal Services

Title No. Positions Grade Amount
LAND SECTION
Land Management Qfficer |/l 1 18 $ 32,464
Lang Management Qfficer |l 3 16 84,939
Land Management Officer | 1 14 24,725
Clerk/Typist Il 1 8 16,315
SUB-TOTAL 6 For 12 months each P 58,443
WATER SECTION
Land Management Qfficer Il . 18 $32,464
Land Management Officer |l 1 16 28,313
SUB-TOTAL 2 For 12 months each $60,777
FORESTRY SECTION
Forester |ll 1 18 $ 32,464
EReeR R olst 11 i Y ERIE
" SUB-TOTAL 5 For 12 months each $122954
NORTHCENTRAL DISTRICT OFFICE
Land Management Qfficer |l 3 16 $ 90,090
Land Management Officer | 1 1 28313
Clerk/Typrst Il 1 22,500
SUB-TOTAL 5 For 12 months each $140,9C3



L

Title
SOUTHCENTRAL DISTRICT OFFICE

Land Management Qfficer [/l )
Land Management Officer |l )
Land Management Officer | %

b

lerk/Typist 11
ClerkiTypist SUB-TOTAL
SOUTHEAST DISTRICT OFFICE

Land Management Officer [ll 1
Land Management Officer ||
SUB-TOTAL

TOTALS 21

Travel

Land Section $ 2,000
Water Section. 3,000
Forestry Section 2,000
Northcentral 10,000
Southcentral 10,000
Southeast 3.000

TOTAL $30,000

Contractual

Land Sectign $ 30,000
Water Section. 50,000
Forestry Section 15,000
Northcentral 175,000
Southcentral 175,000
i
P o ss3000

Not?: igcludes_ air charter, review appraisals, a qraisal , forms,
cﬁup al, studies, comp

advertising, communications, e
use, etc.

Commodi ties

Land Sectign $1
Water Section .

Forestry Section I
Northcentral 1
Southcentral 1
Southeast ;

Mo. Positions

ment ren

Grade

For 12 months each

18

2 14
~3 For 12 months each

rintin
ter ter

Amount

?n’inal



Equipment

Land Sectign $
Water Section

Forestry Section
Northceéntral

Southcentral

0
0
0
0
0
Southeast 0

TOTAL $27,000

Note: iqcludes tables, chairs, desks, calculators, typewriters, filing cabinets,
etc.

D. Estimated costs for (7) administration: $300,582/8 full time.

Personal Services (including 25% benefits)
Title No. Positions Grade Amount

Clerk Typlst | 8 $
Upgrade “WPC Supervisor
Personnel Technician |
Accountin Clerk |l
écwllmtar}f |l llJpgrade 5
u icer

ey O TOTAL 31

N
—
N

Travel
|Tarangportation $% %78
er diem ,
TOTAL $2 8?2

Contractual

Computer programmin $ 58,
ComButer le% ! 23,
Space 8,
State vehicle 4

flice equipmenticase Sty

Commodities - TOTAL $3,040



Equipment

8 desks @ 350 each $2,800
8 filing “cabinets @ 175 each 1,400
3 calculators Q 240 each 120
8 chairs @ 140 each 1,120

TOTAL $6,040

2. State land inventory/assessment TOTAL COST = $428,233/TOTAL PERSONNEL = 10 full timi

Personal Services (including 26% benefits)

Title No. Positions Grade Amount
Principal Planner 21 $ 39,282
Systems Analyst 20 36,454
S)elnior Plann)e/r_ 19 33,914
Land Mgmt. Officer 1]l 1 31,480
Pub,llcatlon? Specialist |l 16 27.186
ek st e 3 23650

er IS ,
ResearcﬁlpAnaWst 16 21.186
Cartographer 1i 15 25.221

TOTAL 10 $279 873
Travel
Per diem $ 7,100
ransportation 10,100
TOTAL $17,200
Contractual

Land inventory, socio-economic  analysis, air photos,  $119,000
field survey, printing, media, etc.

Space TOTAL s131 980
Commodities - TOTAL $6,200

Equipment - TOTAL  $10,200



ANCHORAGE, ALASKA £8502

1907] 274-2525
csrru
(JAYOH
OFFICE OF THE MAVOK
April 17, 1978
The Honorable Kay Pol land
Alaska State Senator
Pouch v
.Juneau, Alaska 99811
Dear Senator Polland;
«Senate Bill No. 562 kilt come before the Natural Heaoui'ce

Committee on Monday, April 17, 1978. There are three sections
of this Blfl which may adversely affect the Municipality of
Anchorage. We would like to share our concerns with you
regarding these sections before the Hill 1is heard by your
committee.

Proposed section 38.0“.045 (b) deals with the survey”and sub-—
division of State land to be conveyed to private ownership.

This section mandates compliance with local planning and platting
ordinances. However, this section exempts from these ordinances
land made available through mineral sales or a cabin permit system.

Wo object to the exemption provision for two reasons. First, It
would be detrimental to the Municipality®s planning program
oecause under it large segments of land within the*Municipality
would not be subject to our planning and platting Ordinances. ~If
certain segments of land are not subject to the Municipality®s
planning and platting ordinances, then th* ordinances become
ineffective because they are designed to regulate a the land
within the Municipality.

Second, the exemption provision conflicts with tho policy contained
in A.5. 09.55.775 which requires that any agency of the State MUSE
comply with local platting regulations in the same manner as
private lend owners when the State seeks to acquire property. This
policy logically applies to the converse, i.e. when the State seeks
to dispose of property. Providing for a partial exemption when the
State seeks to dispose of property appears to serve no purpose.

Fox- the foregoing reasons, we suggest “that the exemption provision
be deleted.



Page 2

Proposed section 38.04.065 deals Kith State Lana Use Planning

and Classification. Subsection (g) requires that State land use
plans he consistent, with local plans only to the extent that the
Commissioner det-ernir.es the local plan to be consistent with

State interests.

We object to this subsection because it seems to conflict with
A.S. 35.10.0LD entitled "Consultation with Municipal Planning
and Zoning Commissions””. This section requires the State to
comply with ail 1local planning and zoning ordinances In the same
manner as private lar.d owners unless ft Slate agency can. "clearly
demonstrate an overriding State 1interest”. When a State agency
makes such a showing, a specific waiver must be granted by the

Governor.

We suggest that subsection (g) be made consistent with the
language in A.3. 35.10.c20 by amending the latter to require
State land use plans 10.0€ consistent with Yunici al .olaris UNIESS
a gubernatorial waiver is granted upon a "clear showing of an

overriding State interest".

Proposed Section 0> would involve the State in regional
land use planning in areas which now have local planning:. The
Municipality of Anchorage has actively engaged in a land use
planning program and intends to maintain this effort. Until the
degree of State involvement 1ir; local 1land use management 1is
clarified, we cannot support this proposed section.

Sincprely,

& j sy
*"/Jeorfp* M. Sullivan
Mayor

Michael J. Meehan
Director of Planning

/SK
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Anchorage s M svuman

OFFICE OF THE MAVOft
April 17, 1978

The Honorable Kay Polland
Alaska Stii.tc Senator
Pouch V

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Senator Holland;

eSenate Bill No. 562 will come before the Natural Resource
Committee on Monday, April 17, 1978. There are three sections
of this Bl 11 which may adversely affect the Municipality of
Anchorage. We would like to share our concerns with you
regarding these sections before the Hill is heard by your
committee.

Proposed section 38.04.045 (b) deals with the survey”and sub-—
division r.f State land to be conveyed to private ownership.

This section mandates compliance with local planning and platting
ordinances. However, this section exempts from these ordinances
land made available through mineral sales or a cabin permit system.

We object to the exemption provision for two reasons. First, it
would be detrimental to the Municipality®s planning program
because under it large segments of land within the Municipality
would not be subject to our planning, and platting ordinances. I
certain segments of land are not subject to the Municipality®s
planning and platting ordinances, then the ordinances become
ineffective because they are designed to regulate a \ the land
within the Municipality.

Second, the exemption provision conflicts with the policy contained
In A_S. 09.55*275 which requires that any agency of the State must
comply with local platting regulatigns In the same manner as
private land owners when the State deeks to acquire property. This
policy logically applies to the converse, i.e. when the State seeks
to dispose of property. Providing for a partial exemption when the
State seeks to dispose of property appears to serve no purpose.

For the foregoing reasons, we suggest that the exemption provision
be deleted.
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Proposed section 38.07.065 deals with State Land liae Planning
and Classification. Subsection (g) requires that State ?.and use
plana he conalatent with local plana only to the extent that the
Commissioner determines the local plan to be consistent with

State interests.

We object to this subsection because it seems to conflict with
A.S. 35-10.020 entitled "Consultation with Municipal Planning
and Zoning Commissions™. This section requires the State to
comply with all Jlocal planning and zoning ordinances In the same
manner as private land owners unless a State agency can "clearly
demonstrate an overriding State interest". When a State agency
makes 3uch a showing, a specific waiver must be granted by the
Governor.

We suggest that subsection (g) be made consistent with the
language in A.S. 35*10.020 by amending the latter to require
State land use plans to be consistent with Municipal plans unless
a gubernatorial waiver 1is granted upon a "clear showing of an
overriding State interest".

Proposed Section jaA.C)A DBt would involve the State in regional
land use planning in areas which now have local planning. The
Municipality of anchorage has actively engaged in a Jand use
planning program and intends to maintain this effort. Until the
degree of State involvement in local land use management 1is
clarified, we cannot support this proposed section.

Mavor

Michael J. Meehan
Director of Flanning
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