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The Alaska Department of Community and Regional Affairs is a
proponant of SB 160 and HB 170, which, 1in part, woula preclude
the formation of any future third class borough government.
This paper supports the Department®s contention that the third

class borough concept has become outmoded.

This obsolesence stems from the two areas in which the powers
of a third class borough differ from those of a second class
borough. Unlike a second class borough, a third class borough
is not required to carry out planning, platting ano zoning.
The 1initial segment of this paper deals with this 1issue in
detail. The secono major difference 1is that a third class
borough Jlacks the capacity to provide any service, other than
educaticn ano tax assessment/collection, on an areawide basis
(i.e. throughout the borough). The second half of the paper

adoresses this matter.

PLANNING, ZONING AND PLAT 11NC

With the exception of the third class borough, Alaska statutes
provide each form of municipal government with the capacity to
carry out planning, zoning and platting throughout their
municipal boundaries. Indeed, recognizlng the importance of
ano tlie need for such services 1in areas whl-ih typically have
attained at least a moderate level of development ano activity,
the law requires that planning, zoning ano platting be
undertaken on the municipal level. Comprising such areas are
first ano second class boroughs and home rule and first class
cities locatco outside Tfirst and second class boroughs. Unoer
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such lav, municipalities with a population as little as 221 and
with a per capita assessed value as lew as $4,454* must carry

out planning, zoning and platting within their corporate

boundaries. While not required to, second class cities may
assume the powers of planning, platting and zoning. At least
2

eleven secono class cities, one with a population as little as
427? resioents, have taken on such powers. Other than the
Haines Borough, which is the only third class borough in t
Alaska, no political subdivision of the State with a population
of 650 or more lacks planning, zoning ana platting on the

municipal level.

Regulttions have been adopted which require that an area which
is proposed to be incorporated as any class of borough meet
minimum objective standards*. When compared to like components
of those existing municipalities which are required to provide
local planning, platting and zoning, it becomes clear that any
future borough will have a level of development and activity as
to warrant such services on a mandatory basis. These

standards incluoe provisions which require that the territory

proposeo for 1incorporation as a borough:

* While the regulations were adopted by the Commissioner of the
Alaska department of Community and Regional Affairs on
September 2, 1980, the regulations have not yet become
effective under the provisions of the Administrative Procedure
Act.



a. Have a per capita assessed value of at least $19,074. 6

b. Have a population of at least 1,000 residents.

c. Include at least two separate communities.

d. Include all of one or more Regional Education
Attendance Areas, unless the Local Boundary Commission
determines that the territory can otherwise meet the
standards for borough 1incorporation.

By examining the only third class borough in the State the
argument for borough planning, zoning and platting on a
mandatory basis is reinforceo. The Haines Borough has a
population of 1,924 7 and a per capita assessed value of
$30,831. ° This area has been in the past ano continues to be
the subject of a series of very 1intensive planning efforts.
Liteially hundreds of thousands of collars have been committed
toward the development of a use plan and classification systenm
(i.e. zoning) for vast areas within the borough. Borough
residents, recognizing the importance and impact of such
planning and zoning, have become 1involved 1in surprising numbers

9
in the planning process.

The Haines Borough 1itself has long been planning in a de facto
manner, as 1is evidenced by the following:

a. The Borough Assembly routinely r">vie..s and comments
upon Issues such as State tidela.id lease applications.

b. The Haines Borough recently selected some 2,800 acres
tf land under its municipal 1lano entitlement, a process
which 1involved a considerable planning and
classification effoit by the borough staff ana an aa
hoc borough committee.

C. In 1980, the Haines Borough partially financed a
lobbying effort in the nation®s capital 1in an effort to



influence federal land use legislation.

d. The Haines Borough 1is a member of the Haines Coalition,
an organization comprised of citizens and entities
which was formed for the purpose of participating 1in
the planning process being carried out in the Haines
area by the State.

e. The Haines Borough was a party to a recent lawsuit
which attempted to block timber cutting on State lands.

Yet oespite the recognized need for and importance of planning,
as well as the Borough®s role in oe facto plannin the
residents of the Borough have not supported any proposal for
their government to assume planning powers, even on a service
area basis. The responsibilities for such planning, while
having been avoided for the most part by the Haines borough,
have been carried out largely by the State ai.d the City of

11
Haines.

Because p anning, platting ano zoning are necessary within
organizec oroughs, and in oroer to properly place the
responsiblity for such activities, the Department has assumed

the position expressed 1in this paper.

Adding to the Department®s concern 1in this matter io the

current interpretation of a third class borough®s capacity to
provioe certain services, other than eoucation ana taxing, on
an areawioe basis. This issue is dealt with in the remainoei

of this paper.

CAPACITY OF A THIKC CInSS BfNOUGH TO PROVIDE AREAWIDE SERVICES
It is over this 1issue that the Department is Joineo by the

Alaska Municipal League 1in its desire to bring about the

A



elimination of the third class borough form of government. The
Alaska Municipal League®s oppssition to a thiro class borough
is based on its determination that such a government is not

) 12 o
general purpose 1in nature. That determination, of course,
stems from the view that a third class borough can provioe only
two services on an areawiae basis, education and tax assessment/

collection.

The following statutory provisions (cited in part, with
parenthetical material added for clarification) deal with a
third class borough®s capacity to provide services. AS
29.A1.010 states, "Areawide exercise of powers (by a third
class borough) other than education and tax assessment and
collection 1is not authorizeo...". AS 29.63.090 states "(a
third class borough) may exercise the powers granted a first
class city by general law but the exercise of the powers must
be approved by a majority ot the qualified voters residing
within the service area...". AS 29.A6.030 Ilists the services
which may be provided by a first class city which include,
"streets, sidewalks, libraries, visual or performing arts

centers, museums ano recreation,.l facilities."

Current interpretation of the State law, however, views a thiro
class borough as having the capacity to provioe a number cf
services on an areawide basis which Incluoe a library, a
museum, tennis courts, a cultural facility center, and swimming
pool, all under the guise of "education".1" In additior, a

third class borough 1is consioerea to have the power to provioe



with Local Service Roaos and Trails funds. These same views
hold that the voters of a third class borough need not
authorize the exercise of such powers. The third class Haines
Borough currently provides nearly all of the above services on

15
an areawide basis, and is ooing so without voter approval.

SUMMARY

In conclusion, the Department feels that no borough government
which will incorporate in the future can legitimately excluoe
planning, platting ano zoning from its functions. Further, it
is apparent that current laws oo not insure the restrictive
rein commonly thought to be held upon their government by the
citizens of a third class borough. For these .easons the
Department supports legislation which would eliminate the third

class borough form of government.
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HAINES BOROUGH

P.0.BOX H
HAINES, ALASKA 99827

February 25, 1981

Senator Donald E. Gilman

Chairman Community and Regional Affairs Committee
Pouch V

State Capitol

Juneau, Ak. 99811

Dear Senator Gilman,

In your review of Senate Bill 180 calling for revisions to Title 29,
the Haines Borough would like you to consider our position as outlined
in Resolution #184 regarding the third class borough revisions. We are
adamantly opposed to the portion of the legislation which provides for
the elimination of the formation of any future third class boroughs and
repeal of the third class borough statutes. Although there seem to be
provisions in the language of the bill which will "Grandfather™ the Haines
Borough, the repeal of the laws which govern us will result in our inability
years hence to modify or clarify the third class borough statutes. In
addition, the elimination of our laws from Title 29 will frustrate borough
administration by separating the source of our laws from, the sourceof
laws which govern all other municipalities in the state of Alaska. The
relegation of our laws to the "archives”™ will impede the function of local
government. We hope that you will see these objections as being paramount
in retaining the thLrd class borough statutes.

There is a petition enclosed which contains 556 signatures of Haines
Borough residents who organized to object to last session"s Senate Bill
354 and Hcuse Bill 584, identical bills which provided for the elimination
of the third class borough statutes with no provision to "Grandfather”
the Haines Borough. We submit this petition to you now as evidence of
the strong feeling in Haines against any state 1*g slation mandating the
elimination of our form of local government.

We hope that with this supportive documentation in hand, your final
recommendations for changes to Senate Bill 180 will include retention of
the third class borough statutes, an well as the revisions as outlined
in our Resolution.

Sincer ly,

Jv/N
R. E. Henderson
Mayor

REII:kk
ends.



P.0.BOX H
HAINES. ALASKA 99827

(907) 766-2711

HAINES BOROUGH RESOLUTION NO. 184

A RESOLUTION OF THE HAINES BOROUGH OPPOSING THE REPEAL OF
ALASKA STATUTES GOVERNING A THIRD CLASS BOROUGH AND REQUESTING
THE ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE TO AMEND EXISTING LAWS TO CLARIFY
CERTAIN AMBIGUITIES REGARDING THE THIRD CLASS BOROUGH

WHEREAS, the Title 29 Revision Canmission fosned unaer
Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 66 was charaed to consider tnt
etperience gained in local governnent since tne previous
Municipal Code revision in 1972; and

WHEREAS, experience shows that a third class borough is
a viable fone of governnent without insunnontable difficulties; and

WHEREAS, experience shows that the difficulties that
the only third class borough in the State of Alaska has encountered
can be assuaged by sane revisions of statutes and that the
difficulties arc not such as to warrant eradication of the
third class borough form of qoveriment; and

WHEREAS, the Haines Borough is a third class boroujh
incorporated as a third class boroujh since 196b,

WHEREAS, repeal of the statutes govcrmnj a third class
borough will inhibit the operation of our local governnent;

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED BY THE HAINES BOROUGH ASSEMBLY
to request the Alaska State legislature to reverse the decision
of the Title 29 Revision Conn ission to repeal state statutes
authorizing the third class borough;

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED to request the legislature to
provide for additions to Title 29 which will indicate that
State statute 29.48.010 General Powers is applicable to the
third class boroujh; which will clarify the Canmission®s revision
to the statutes regarding the veto of the borough executive to
show that tho third class boroujh mayor does not have the veto power;
which will provide for monetary transitional assistance to the
third class borough should it choose to up-gqrade to another class;
which will provide for transition from third class boroigh to hane-
rulo status w< thout the necessity of beccming a tecond class borough;
and to work with lugislative counsel to make certain that the revinions
to Title 29 do not undcmine the ocisting laws governing third class
boroig he.

ADOPTED: January 27 , 1981
APPROVED

ATTEST:



TO WHOM IT NAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 584 AND SENATE BILL NO 354 FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CUSS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED UWS.
4. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANIOT BE DELIVERED.
5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.
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0 WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

E, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL

0 584 AND SENATE BILL NO 354 FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CUSS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE

ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES

AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE.DO NOT NEED;

WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED UWS.

WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE

AME AODRESS IN CITY
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIOENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 581* AND SENATE BILL NO . ><* FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

t. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS 30ROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

t

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE.DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITEu LAWS.
i*. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

NAME ADDRESS IN CITY OuT OF CITY DATE
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ro WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

It, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
INO 58«* AND SENATE BILL NO 35% FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

[I. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CUSS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

[2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUP TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE DO NOT NEEDi

13. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED UWS.
I*. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

NAME ADDRESS IN CITY OUT OF CITY DATE
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 584 AND SENATE BILL NO 354 FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE,
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BnROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.
4. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR STRVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.
5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MCRE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.
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ro WHOM IT KAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA,DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 58" AND SENATE BILL NO 35% FOR THE FOLLOWINGREASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CUSS BOKO'JTH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.
*t
2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE .DO NOT NEEDiI
3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS. f-
U WE WOuLD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES TUT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORt GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIVE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.
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TO WHOM n  .AY CONCERN:

WE, hi. TIDINTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 58 A.0 SENATE BILL NO 35*< FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CUSS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECCNOM C BASE TO SUPPORT IT.
I
2. WE F'EL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE DO NOT NEED.
3. WE WISH TO STAY WI’T PRACTICAL LIMITED IAWS.
*. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERV.CES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

S. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GO7ERNML.<T BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHJICE.
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TO WOM IT HAY CONCERN: .

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 584 AND SENATE BILL NO 354 FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CUSS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED UWS.
4. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.
5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

NAME ADDRESS IN CITY OuT OF CITY DATE
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0 WHOM IT HAY CONCERN:

IE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSF HOUSE BILL
0 58*4 AND SENATE BILL NO 35* FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUCH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

I, WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS JPON US THAT WE.DO NOT NEED™

| WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.
. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.
|. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.
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TO WHOM 1: MAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 584 AND SENATE BILL NO 354 FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE.DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.
4. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR fERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOh OF CHOICE.
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ro WHOM IT HAY CONCERN:

»

IE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL

40 584 AND SENATE BILL NO 354 FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE

ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

I
|. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES

AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE.DO NOT NEEDt
J. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.
L WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.
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ro WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

IE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY -

10 F84 AND SENATE BILL NO 354 FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL

I. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE

ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT

IT.

|. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE .DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.

4. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 58<4 AND SENATE BILL NO 35h FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.
K. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

NAVE ADDPESS IN CITY OUT OF CITY  DATE
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 581* AND SENATE BILL NO 35% FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CUSS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

| o
2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE .DO NOT NEED.
3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.
k. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

NAVF. ADDRESS IN CITY OuT OF CITY DATE
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 5M AND SENATE BILi NO 3" FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.

I*" WE wouLD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.
NAME ADDRESS IN CITY ouT OF CITY DATE



TO

WE,

NO

WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
5M AND SENATE BILL NO 35T FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CUSS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

|
WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE.DO NOT NEED;

WE WISH TO STAY WITH PkACTICAL LIMITED UWS.

WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

S. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.
NAME ADDRESS IN CITY OuT OF CITY DATE
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 581* AND SENATE BILL NO 357 FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.
K. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

NAME ADDRESS IN CITY OUT OF CITY DATE
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WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:
Vv

, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE B ill
FBI* AND SENATE BILL NO 3S¥ FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAS(ES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE.DO NOT NEED;

. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.
. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.
. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

ADDRESS IN CITY OUT OF CITY DATE
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TO WHOM IT | .Y CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
0 $8« AND SENATE BILL NO F* FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT,

2. WE TEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE.DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAVS.
(. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.
5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 584 AND SENATE BILL NO 354 FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE

ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE.DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.

4. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE
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TO WHOM IT HAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE MOUSE BILL
NO 58<* AND SENATE BILL NO 35*« FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.
kK< WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.
5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

NAME ADDRESS IN CITY OUT OF CITY DATE
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

WE. RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY -
NO £81< AND SENATE BILL NO 35*

HAINES. ALASKA, DO HIREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES

AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE DO NOT NEED*
3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.

*. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MnRE GOVERNMENT BUT HEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.
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TO WHOM If MAY CONCERN: * $

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 584* AND SENATE BILL NO 35¥* FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CUSS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.
I* WE wouLD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DEl IVERED.
5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERN/ ENT BUT NEEDS RESPON''BLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

ADDRESS “1TY_ OUT OF CITY DATE
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 5B1» AND SENATE BILL NO 35% FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE .DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAVS.
A. WE WOULu BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.
5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NErDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

NAME ADDRESS IN CITY OouT OF CITY DATE
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 58<t AND SENATE BILL NO 35* FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES

AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE.00 NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.

li. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

f wC, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL

NO 5B<i AND SENATE BILL NO 35* FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:
> .
I'l. WE ARE SATISFIEO WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH* THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE

ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT. *

L
' 2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE P.* TAXES AND PLACE RULES:
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE.DO NOT NEED* * _

t.\V - e | v,
3. WE WISH TQUSTAY WITH BRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS,

*

t'k. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES TH. CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

NAME - V ADDRESS IN CITY OF CITY * DATE
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 58*4 AND SENATE BILL NO 35« FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

T. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CUSS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TA)?ES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE.DO NOT NEEDi

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.

. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.
NAME ADDRESS IN CITY OUT OF CITY  * DATE
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WE. F.ESI DENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 58** AND SENATE BILL HO 35¥ FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUCH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE.DO NOT NEED;

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAV'S.
K. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

NAME . ADDRESS IN CITY OUT OF CITY DATE
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TO WHOH IT HAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 584 AND SENATE BILL NO 354 FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOHIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE .DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.
4. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.
5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

NAME ADDRESS IN CITY ou” cr CITY DATE
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TO WHOH IT MAY CONCERN: . /

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE'BILL
NO 584 AND SENATE BILL NO 354 FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOMUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

|
2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE Oitf TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE.DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.
4. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

NAME ADDRESS IN CITY OUT OF CITY DATE
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TO WHOM IT KAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 581* AND SENATE BILL NO 35*1 FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH. THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC EASE TO SUPPORT IT,

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE.DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.
I*. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.
5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

NAME ADDRESS IN CITY OUT OF CITY CATE
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TO WHOM IT HAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
HO 58<4 AND SENATE BILL HO 3F* FOR THr FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE.DO NUT NEEDi

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.

li. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

5. jUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.
ADDRESS IN CITY ouT OF CITY DATE
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 584 AND SENATE BILL NO 354 FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.
4 WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.
5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.
NAME ADDRESS IN CITY OUT OF CITY DATE
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WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

IE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
0 584 AND SENATE BILL NO 354 FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE DO NOT NEED*

WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.
|. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

I. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

IAME ADDRESS IN CITY OUT OF CITY DATE
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 5814 AND SENATE BILL NO 35% FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.
4. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.
5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

NAME ADDRESS IN CITY OUT OF CITY DATE
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1 TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

| . ‘ I, jil
. WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BJIilII
, NO 584« AND SENATE BILL NO 351 FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS: * T
* - - .
| 1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLEA
ECONOMIC BASE TC(SUPPORT IT. 7 1 A
2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR"TAXES AND PLACE*RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE DO VOT NEEDi * Y
* L 4

| 3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAVS.
"K. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.
5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE

ADDRESS



WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 5B4 AND SENATE BILL NO 35¥ FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

|
2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE .DO NOT NEED;

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.
It. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

L 4
5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

ADDRESS IN CITY OUT OF CITY DATE
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TO

WE,

NO

WHOM IT KAY CONCERN:

RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINtS, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
58*4 AND SENATE BILL NO 35 FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE

ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE CF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES

AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT Wt.DO HOT NEED

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAW"S.

A. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

5. OUR COMMUNITY DOE. NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

NAME ADDRESS IN CITY OUT OF CITY DA IE
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TO WHOM IT HAY CONCERN:

$

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLE” - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 584 AND SENATE BILL NO 354 FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE

ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.
|

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON 1S THAT WE DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.

4. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.

5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

NAME ADDRESS IN CITY OUT OF CiTY DATE
£ L i n (c—=3J ir
A
\ *[/*/8&"
. . . . s/ /y/A*
/y/ .r/. t*< f A'/vr. P Sw 5-'1@’ \ y
{fa tfAy . £)cd "tIti /C~v-
I "o ji»
Aofry-Js
ny» ““£- "~ re/n
A f--ic-1/
1 VJkSlL . m v / "Jjl - <fy
I I kkkg*k!
£XX£)q\]LJI. X i
y y. JX/ ™

witov-ih&uv®fi. iot.x, )-?7-r/



o

TO

WE,
NO

1.

WHOM IT KAY CONCERN:

RESIDENTS OF THE CHILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
584 AND SENATE BILL NO 354 FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE *
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TA;ES AND PLACE RULES
 AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE.DO NOT NEED.
3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH PRACTICAL LIMITED LAWS.
4. WE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.
5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.
name ADDRESS IN CITY OUT OF CITY DATE
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TO WHOM 17 KAY CONCERN:

WE, RESIDENTS OF THE CH ILKAT VALLEY - HAINES, ALASKA, DO HEREBY OPPOSE HOUSE BILL
NO 581* AND SENATE BILL NO 35* FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. WE ARE SATISFIED WITH OUR THIRD CLASS BOROUGH, THE LOW TAXES AND THE WORKABLE
ECONOMIC BASE TO SUPPORT IT.

2. WE FEEL THAT A CHANGE OF BOROUGH STATUS WOULD RAISE OUR TAXES AND PLACE RULES
AND REGULATIONS UPON US THAT WE DO NOT NEED.

3. WE WISH TO STAY WITH P'KTICAL LIMITED LAWS.
It. VE WOULD BE TAXED FOR SERVICES THAT CANNOT BE DELIVERED.
5. OUR COMMUNITY DOES NOT NEED MORE GOVERNMENT BUT NEEDS RESPONSIBLE FREEDOM OF CHOICE.

NAME ADDRESS IN CITY OuUT OF CITY DATE
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February 19, 1981

MEMORANDUM

TO: Billy Barrier
Director )
Division of Legal Services

FROM: Senator Don Gilman
Chairman
Senate Community and Regional
Affairs Committee

Representative Ben Grussendorf
Chairman

House Community and Regional
Affairs Committee

RE: Title 29 Revisions

The Senate and House CRA Committees have received the
Title 29 revisions (SB 180 and HB 170). We recognise
and appreciate the treswndous amount of work both the
interim committee and your staff have put into this bill.

As you no dcubt already appreciate, the length and
complexity of this legislation will necessitate a great
deal of additional work by our respective committees.

We are anxious to begin this task and would be greatly
aided if you could supply the Committees with a section-
by-section analysis of the bill.



TITLE 29 REVISION COMMISSION
Policy Advisory Group Meeting

Minutes of December 15, 16, & 17, 1980

The fourth meeting of the Policy Advisory Group - Title 29
Revision Commission was held December 15, 16, & 17, 1980 in the
Adventure Room of the Captain Cook Hotel, Anchorage, Alaska. The
meeting was called to order by Senator Arliss Sturgulewski,
Chairman, at 9:00 a.m.

Present as members of the Policy Advisory Group were: Senator
Arliss Sturgulewski, Senator-elect Charles Parr, Representative
Margaret Branson, Ted Berns, Terry Cook, Marilyn Dimralck, Ronald
Larson, Gene Moore, Russell Walker, James Kohler and Jonathan
Solomon. Present substituting for Ex-Officio members were Patrick
Poland for Palmer McCarter and Marilyn Miller for Ginny Chitwood.
The Technical Committee was represented by Ted Berns and Russell
Walker as members of both groups. Present from the staff of
Legal Services was Tamara Brandt Cook, Legislative Counsel.

Guests and members of the public attending were: Stephanie
Scott, Haines Borough; Cris Fowler, AOGA; Robert Walker, Exxon;
Carl Mogli, Napakiak: David Dye, Community Planning, Department
of Community and Regional Affairs; and Jim Gottstein.

There were no presentations by guests or members of the
public.

Chairman Sturgulewski reported on attending he meeting of
the Rural Development Council. She says they are concerned with
the definitions of "rural™ *nd the relationship of rural
communities with Title 2=

The chair requested copies of the Alaska Municipal League
Policy Statement issued as a result of its November convention in
Fairbanks.

The minutes of the previous meetings were approved as
distributed with no corrections or additions.

Under Old business, Patrick Poland reported that the news
release prepared by Legal Services had been distributed and was
expected to appear In the December Issue of the RuralCAP newsletter.
The newsletter distributed by the University of Alaska at Fairbanks
was not expected to be published In December but the news release
would be Included when it was published.

The subcommittee report regarding AS 29.09.180 (Organization
Grants) as postponed duo to Marilyn Dimmlck not being present.

The subcommittee report on AS 29.30.040 (Voter Qualification)
<'it: postponed to 17 December.



Title 29 Revision Commission
Minutes of Meeting
15,16, & 17 Deo 80

Ted Berns reported on the Technical Committee®s three day
meeting saying they had covered a great deal of material In those
three days and he hoped that the Policy Group would be able to
review all the material produced by that meeting.

Tamara Brandt Cook reported on the format of the presentation
of the bill. She said that a draft would be prepared, going
first to the revisor of statutes, then to the legal editor and
would then be put into final form for presentation to the rules
committee for introduction into the legislature.

Turning to the proposed drafting changes submitted by the
Technical Committee, 1t was agreed that the original motion to
approve all changes unless otherwise noted would be held in
force.

Approved by the Policy Group without changes were: AS
29.24.050, 29.24.125, 29.24.160, 29.24.206, 29.24.210, 29.24.240.
Approved with minor wording changes were: AS 29.24.140, 29.24.145,
29.24.150, 29.24.175, 29.24.200, 29.24.250. Sections with sub—
stantive changes made by the Policy Group were: AS 29.24.170 and
29.24.205.

The meeting was recessed at 4:30 p.m. until 8:30 a.m. 16
December.

At 8:30 a.m. the meeting was called to order at the Captain
Cook Hot .] in the Quarterdeck 19 conference room. Policy Advisory
Group membe *s attending were: Senator Arliss Sturgulewski,
Senator-elect Charles Parr, Representative Margaret Branson, Ted
Berns, Terry Cook, Marilyn Diramick, Ronald Larson, Gene Moore,
Russell Walker, and Jonathan Solomon. Representing Sx-0fficio
members were Patrick Poland for Palmer McCarter and Marilyn
Miller for Ginny Chitwood. Guests and members of the public
attending were Stephanie Scott, Haines Borough; Robert Walker,
Exxon: Cris Fowler, AOGA; David Dye, Community Planning, Depart—
ment of Community and Regional Affairs, and Carl Mogli, Napakiak.

There were no presentations by guests or members of the
public.

Approved by the Policy Group without changes were: AS
29.24.160, 29.24.200(e), 29.24.210, 29.24.390, 29.24.430, 29.24.450,
29.24.480, 29.24.510, 29.24.515, 29.24.570, 29.24.620, 29.24.630,
29.24.640, 29.24.670, 29.33.030, 29.33.190, 29.33.210, 29.33.220,
29.42.020, 29.42.030, 29 42.060, 29.42.070, 29.42.085, 29.42.090,
29.42.100, 29.42.115, 29.42.120, 29.42.130, 29.42.150. Accepted
by the Policy Group with wording changes were: AS 29.24.010,
29.24.530, 29.24.680, 29.24.690, 29.33.090, 29.42.010, 29.42.050,
29.42.080, 29.42.160. Sections with substantive changes made by
the Policy Group were: 29.24.420, 29.33.010, 29.33.020, 29.33.070,
29.33.130, 29.33.140, 29.33.150, 29.33.160, 29.33.200, 29.29.060.

A drafted section sent back to the Technical Committee for further
review was 29.42.040. Drafted changes not accepted by the Policy
Croup were AS 29.33.120 and 29.33.110.

2
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Section 29.39.060 (Planning & Land Use Regulation) was
earmarked as a policy issue to be reviewed later.

The meeting was recessed at 4:30 p.m. due to lack of a
quorum.

At 8:30 a.m. 17 December 1980 the Policy Advisory Group
meeting was again called to order in the Captain Cook Hotel,
Quarterdeck 19 conference room. Members attending were: Senator
Arliss Sturgulewski, Representative Margaret Branson, Ted Berns,
Terry Cook, Marilyn Dimmick, Ronald Larson, Gene Moore, Russell
Walker, and Jonathan Solomon. Representing Ex-Officio members
were Patrick Poland for Palmer McCarter and Marilyn Miller for
Ginny Chitwood. Guests and members of the public attending were
Stephanie Scott, Haines Borough} Robert Walker, Exxon; Cris
Fowler, AOGA; Carl Mogli, Napak®".ak; David Dye, Community Planning,
Department of Community and Regional Affairs; and Timothy Troll,
City Manager of St. Many"s. John Messenger represented the
Technical Committee briefly, explaining the changes to the sections
regarding bonding.

Sections accepted without changes by the Policy Advisory
Group were: AS 29.39.060, 29.39.070, 29.39.080, 29.45.010,
29.45.020, 29.45.050, 29.45.100, 29.45.140, 29.45.150, 29.45.220,
29.45.240, 29.45.250, 29.45.260, 29.45.300, 29.45.310, 29.45.320,
29.45.400, 29.45.410, 29.45.440, 29.45.450, 29.45.460, 29.45.570,
29.45.590, 29.48.010, 29.48.020, 29.48.030, 29.48.040, 29.48.050,
29.48.060, 29.48.070, 29.48.080, 29.48.090, 29.48.105, 29.48.115,
29.48.120, 29.51.280, 29.51.340, 29.51.370, 29.51.390, 29.51.420,
29.51.430, 29.51.440, 29.51.250, 29.51.380, 29.51.370, 29.51.050,
29.51.150, 29.51.305, 29.51.240, 29.51.350, 37.30.100. Sections
accepted with wording changes were: AS 29.27.080, 29.36,1 70,
29.36.270, 29.45.210, 29.51.410. Sections <Tcepted with substantive
change* made by the Policy Group were: AS 25.45.030, 29.45.545.
Sectlcns not accepted were AS 29.45.030 and 2*.48.090. A section
sent back to the Technical Committee for new language was 29.45.610.
The Policy Group moved to repeal AS 29.45.060.

The chair directed the Technical Committee to reviev the
following: Can a city be inslde/a part of a service area? Staff
is to review service area language throughout the Title. The
Technical Committee 1is to bring back wording to allow the transition
from any class of city to Home Rule.

Stephanie Scott representing the Haines Borough spoke in
defense of third class boroughs. The Haines Borough objects to
the recommendation that third class boroughs be eliminated. She
distributed a letter from the mayor of the 1i.aincs Borough asking

what the basis for the recommendation was. The Haines borough
wants a list of the reasons fnr the ellml 1itlon of the third

class borough. Marilyn Miller said that the Alaska Municipal
League concurred with the eliminationof third class boroughs, or
at Toast opposed the formation of any more third class boroughs.
The City of Haines also concurs with the elimination of third
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class boroughs. Ted Berns made a motion that the Policy Group go
on the record as concuring with the Alaska Municipal League®s
position that third class boroughs be eliminated. The motion
carried. The chair directed the Technical Committee to draft
language which eliminates the formation of third class boroughs
but which does not alter the status of the Haines Borough.

The question of Organization Grants is to be held for the
next meeting of the Policy Group.

The chair directed the Department of Community and Regional
Affairs to look into dissemination of information regarding
non-taxable property to state assessors.

Tim Troll says the 14c3 negotiations are affected by the
current municipal properties statute and approves of the recommended
change.

The dates of the next Policy Advisory Group meeting were set
for the 17th and 18th of January, 1981 1in Juneau. The Technical
Group will have one more meeting as well.

The meeting was adjourned at 4:30 p.m. 17 December 1980.

Respectfully submitted,

Secretary, Title 29 Revision Commission



TITLE 29 REVISION COMMISSION
Policy Advisory Group Meeting

Minutes of November Q * 1980 J

The third meeting of the Policy Advtsory® Group - Title 29
Revision Commission was held November 10 and 11, 1980 in the East
Gold Room of the Traveler®s Inn, Fairbanks, Alaska. The meeting
was called to order by Senator Arliss Sturgulewski, Chairman, at

10:45 a.m.

Present as members of the Policy Advisory Group were:
Senator Arliss Sturgulewski, Senator Bob Mulcahy, Senator-elect
Charles Parr, Representative Margaret Branson, Ted Berns, Terry
Cook, Marilyn Dimmick, Ronald Larson, Gene Moore, Donna Sherby,
and Russell Walker. Present as Ex-Offico Members were Palmer
McCarter, and Bonnie Hedley from RuralCAP substituting for Phil
Smith. The Technical Committee was represented by Ted Berns and
Russell Walker as members of both groups, and by Allan Tesche.
Present from the staff of Legal Services were Billy G. Berrier,
Director and Tamara Brandt Cook, Legislative Counsel.

Guests and members of the public attending were: Stephanie
Scott, Haines Borough? Cris Fowler, AOGA; Bob Walker, Exxon; Mike
Walleri, Tanana Chiefs; John Arney, Haines Borough; Bob Juettner,
City of McGrath; Michael Tavoliero, City of Saxman; Marie Matsuno,
Department of Community and Regional Affairs; Ilvan Widom, City of
Nome; Lisa Buskirk, Tanana Chiefs; John Halliwill, City of Haines;
Tommy Nebel, Ketchikan Borough; Kathy Carssow, Ketchikan Borough;
Marvin Yoder, Ketchikan Borough; Tom Blanton, Haines Borough;
Jerry Clifton, Haines Borough Assembly; Dan Ogt, Kodiak Island
Borough; Shirley Collins, Haines; Jack Carpenter, Sitnasuak
Native Corporation; Edward A. Stahla, City of Wrangell; Richard
Careaga, City of Unalaska; Robert Flint, Wohlforth & Flint; Jack
P. Van Leuven, R«xnierBank.

There were no presentations by guests or members of the
public.

Under Old Business, Palmer McCarter reported on ways of
getting materials and information to the public. He said the
Department of Community and Reeional \ffairs was planning news—
letter inserts and coordinating with the University of Alaska for
a special 1issue of their newsletter to include an insert con—
cerning the revision of Title 29. Chairman Sturgulewski directed
Bonnie Hedley to coordinate information activities with Mr.
McCarter and Tamara Cook.

Bonnie Hedley gave a report from RuralCAP on special prob—
lems of rural c rarounities. She stated that rural communities
have little "hot "-up™ with state agencies and therefore have
little access tc programs and money. The legislature never meets
as the assembly for the Unorganized Borough. It is felt that
there are not enough people in small communities to perform all
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the required municipal functions as well as the functions of
existing forms of government, such as IRA councils. RuralCAP
recommends the recognition of IRA councils. Chairman Sturgulewski
directed staff to prepare a memo on these issues.

Kike Walleri presented a new draft of his report entitled
"Tribal-State Relations, A New Paradigm for Local Government in
Alaska™. The chair directed staff to review it.

Chairman Sturgulewski reported attending a meeting of the
AVCP in Bethel, and said they were getting funds to do a regional
government study. She also reported on attending the AFN conven—
tion in Anchorage. The people she talked to questioned parallel
governments and duplication of functions 1in the communities where
there were municipal governments as well as traditional govern—

ments .

Ginny Chitwood of the Municipal League was stranded 1in
Juneau due to weather and her report was postponed.

Billy Berrier reported what the Commission had done to date.
Ted Berns said the Technical Committee planned to present final
recommendations to the Policy Group by the 15th of December,
1980.

The Technical Committee presented their proposed drafts for
consideration to the Poli y Group. Representative Branson moved
that the Policy Group accept all recommended changes except those
requiring more discussion. Tlie motion was seconded and carried.
The following sections were accepted. (Note: There were wording
changes 1in some in the following) Sec. 29.06.010, Sec. 29.06.050,
Sec. 29.12.260, 29.15.020, 29.15.030, 29.15.110, 29.65.050,
29.30.010, 29.30.020, 29.30.030, 29.30.050, 29.30.095, 29.30.110,
29.30.120, 29.30.130, 29.30.1/40, 29.30.150, 29.30.160, 29.30.170,
29.30.130. Sections 29.09.180 and 29.30.040 were sent to subcom—

mittees for study.

The meeting was recessed until 9:00 a.m. 11 November 1980.

At ":00 a.m. 11 November 1980 the meeting was again called
to order in the East Gold Room of the Traveler®s |Inn, Fairbanks,
Alaska. All members of the Policy Advisory Group were 1in atten—
dance. Members of the public and guests who attended the day
before were present and the following people attended as well:
Ginny Chitwood, Ex-Officio Member; Gerald Lee Sharp, Title 29
Technical Committee; Richard Garnett, 1Il, Title 29 Technical
Committee, David Dye, Department of Community and Regional Affairs;
Leo Rasmussen, City of Nome; L.C. Farnen, City of Homer; Kathy
Herold, City of Homer; Carol Maser, Anchorage Assembly; Jenny
Files, Fort Yukon; and former Mayor Bill Wood, Fairbanks.

Mayor Wood gave the first presentaticn. He spoke on the
need for municipalities to have developmental authority in order
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encourage 1investments within the cities and boroughs. He
*<pmitted a letter from the oity of Fairbanks regarding tax
incentive programs and referred to Fairbanks ordinance 3906. The
Technical Committee was directed to review AS 29.53.025.

John Halliwill, Mayor of Haines spoke in favor of the elim—
ination of Third Class Boroughs.

Bob Juettener, City Manager of McGrath spoke on the problems
of communities with small populations supporting the large number
of organizations making up municipal government. He recommended
an evaluation of second class cities and abolishing those that
are not functioning. He suggests that the group providing the
best service delivery be chosen as the governing body of a community,
He feels the different classifications of cities should be abolished
and provisions made for local options concerning the assumption
of powers and form of government. He sees a need in the bush for
a means of dealing with the executive branch of government,
perhaps a regional or sub-regional elected body in the Unorganized
Borough.

Ivan Widora, City Manager of Nome said there was a need to
regionalize concepts 1in order to see what 1is happening in specific
areas. He recommends giving communities mechanisms for reaching
the state 1in order to benefit from services offered. Mr. Widom
also recommended giving communities the option of choosing their
own form of government, such as home rule.

Michael Tavoleiro, City Manager of Saxman spoke next, saying
there was no definition of local government, 1i.e., no expressed
definition of eligibility characteristics. He feels that second
class cities within an organized borough are disenfranchised from
planning powers. He stated also that second class cities should
have direct access to federal and state programs instead of being
required to go through the borough. Mr. Tavoliero cited the
Historical Districts program as an example. He feels that local
communities should be allowed more self-sufficiency.

Larry Farnen, City Manager of Homer spoke 1in reference to

29.48.260. He recommended raising the dollar amount in that
section from $25,000 to $250,000. He wants cities to have the
authority to lease land to beneficial new industry. In reference

to planning and zoning powers, Mr. Farnen recommended the statutory
language be changed to allow boroughs to assume "lanning and
zoning powers if the cities are not willing to exercise them.

Dan Ogt, Mayor of the Kodiak Island Borough cited AS 29.30.160
saying there was no provision for special elections, and recommended
special elections be mandated in the statutues.

Richard Careaga, Planning Director for the City of Unalaska
wants more definition/clarification of mandatory powers and
duties.
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Leo Rasmussen, Mayor of Nome said small government feels
hat it has lost control of its own destiny. Planning is being

taken over by REAAs and SRAAs. He said Nome feels threatened by
the possible organization of the Unorganized Borough and he asked
for more local automony.

Returning to Old Business, the Policy Group continued 1its
review of the recommended drafting changes submitted by the

Technical Committee. Sec. 29.30.210 was reviewed. James Kohler
moved to n~t accept the draftedchange but to retain the current
language. Charles Parr amendedthe motion, and it carried. The

chair directed staff to clarifythe wording of the current
statute and resubmit it at the next meeting of thePolicy Group.
Secs. 29.30.220, 29.30.225, 20.30.230, 29.30.240, 29.30.250,
29.30.260, 29.30.270,29.30.280, 29.30.290, 29.30.300, 29.30.310,
29.30.320, were accepted with no changes or some wording changes.
29.30.330 was sent back to the Technical Committee for
redrafting.

Two subcommittees were formed and are to give reports at the
next meeting on .*S 29.09.180 Organization Grants (Chair-McCarter)
and AS 29.30.040 Voter Qualifications (Chair-Dimmick).

Two sections of Title 25 considered obsolete were discussed.
The Policy Group will recommend tie repeal of the sections on
Involvement of Young People in Lc:al Government and the repeal of
the sections on Development Cities.

The dates of the next meeting of the Policy Advisory Group
were set for 15, 16, and 17 December, 1980 in Anchorage.

Staff is to review the definition of "petitioner™.

The meeting was adjourned at 4:30 p.m.

Respectful ly submitted,

Melissa Aber Fouse
Secretary, Title 29 Commission
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29.12.010 29.73.050 CHANGE OF MUNICIPAL NAME
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29.12.130 29.68.080 DECISION
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29.12.210 29.68.260 PET TTION REQUIRFCMENTS

29.12.220 29.68.270 REVIEW OF PETITION
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29 12.240 29.68.290 NOMINATION OF QIARTER COMISSION CANDIDATES
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29.12.260 29.68.310 composition of charter cxmmission
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29.12.270 29.68.320 ELECTION

29.12 280 29.68.330 REQUIREMENTS FOR APPROVAL OF UNIFICATION AND ELECTION
29.12.290 29.68.340 CHARIER COMISSION ORGANIZATION AND PROCEDURE
29.12.300 29.68.350 CHARTER PREPARATION (80)

29.12.310 29.68.360 PUBLIC HEAI JIGS

29.12.320 29.68.370 FILING OF PROPOSED CHARTER

29.12.330 29.68.380 PUBLICATION AND POSTING OF PROPOSED CHARTER
29.12.340 29.68.390 BJCCnON ON CHARTER

29.12.350 29.68.400 EFFECT OF THE CHARTER AFTER RATIFICATION
29.12.360 29.68.410 ASSETS AND LIABILITIES

29.12.3/0 29.68.420 ORDINANCES

29.12.380 29.68.430 RIGHT TO STATE AND FEDERAL FUNDS PRESERVED
29.12.390 29.68.440 POWERS OF A UNIFIED MINICIPALITY

29.12.395 ARTICLE 4. DISSOLUTION

29.12.420 29.68.500 METHODS OF DISSOLUTION

29.12.430 29.68.510 PETITION

29.12.440 29.68.520 STANDARDS

29.12.450 29.68.540 REVIEW

29.12.460 29.68.540 INVESTIGATION

29.12.470 29.68.550 REPT ”D HEARING

29.12.480 29.68.560 DEC

29.12.490 29.68.570 ELECTION

29.12.500 29.68.580 SUCCESSION

29.15.000 CHAPTER 15. HCME RUIE MUNICIPALITIES

29.15.005 ARTICLE 1. CHARTERS

29.15.010 29.13.010 MINICIPAL CHARIER ADOPTION (80)
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29.15.020 29.13.020 NOMINATION

29.15.030 29.13.030 ELECTION

29.15.040 29.13.040 PREPARATION OF CHARTER
29.7.5.050 29.13.050 INITIATIVE AND REFERENDUM
29.15.060 29.13.060 CHARTER ELECTION

29.15.070 29.13.070 CHARTER ADOPTION

29.15.080 29.13.080 CHARTER AMENDMENT

29.15.085 ARTICLE 2. HOME KUUi LIMITATIONS
29.15.110 29.13.100 LIMITATION OF IKIE UIILK IOWERS
29.18.000 CHAPTER 18. DEVELOPMENT CITIES
29.18.010 29.18.220 LEGISLATIVE FINDINGS
29.18.020 29.18.230 dfiveluiusnt cmi::>

29.18.030 29.18.240 INCORPORATION

29.18.040 29.18.250 PETITION FDR INUUKPORATION
29.18.050 29.18.260 KEV1FW

29.18.060 29.18.270 INVESTIGATION

29.18.070 29.18.280 * REPORT

29.18.080 29.18.290 DECISION ON DEVELOPMENT CITY INCORPORATION
29.18.J90 29.18.300 PRELIMINARY PLANNING
29.18.100 29.18.310 REVIEW AND REPORT

29.18.110 29.18.320 LIMITATION

29.18.120 29.18.330 LOCAL HIRE

29.18.130 29.18.340 DEVELOPMENT CITY OOUTICIL
29.18.140 29.18.350 FILLING A VACANCY

29.18.150 29.18.360 POWERS AND DUTIES OF COUNCIL

29.18.160 29.18.370 POWERS AND DUTIES OF A DEVELOPMENT CITY FJCEO/TIVF.
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PROCEDURES
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TRANSITION
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REVENUE BONDS

SHARED REVENUE

APPLICABILITY OF OCHER PROVISIONS OF THIS TITLE
DEFTNITION
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29.33.030 29.73.020 EMINENT DOMAIN

29.33.040 29.48.270 EMERGENCY DISASTER POWERS

29.33.045 ARTICLE 2. FACILITIES SERVICES AND REGULATION
29.33.070 29.48.030 MUNICIPAL FACILITIES AND SERVICES
29.33.080 29.48.033 GARBAGE AND SOLID WASTE SERVICES
29.33.090 29.48.035 REGULATORY POWERS

29.33.100 29.48.040 MINICIPALLY-OWNED UTILTIES

29.33.110 29.48.050 FRANCHISES AND PERMITS

29.33.120 29.33.280 INVESTIGATION

29.33.130 29.48.070 HEARING FOR REGULATION OF UnLITIF,,S RATES
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29.33.260 29.48.310 GENERAL CONSTRUCTION
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29.36.010 29.33.010 SOOre OF AREAWIDE IOWERS

10



TITLE 29 INDEX - DRAFT ORGANIZATION REVISION - SUBMITTED TO POLICY OOWCTI1EE BY TECHNICAL COMMITTEE 29 SEPTEMBER 1980

29.36.015 ARTICLE 2. MANDATORY AREAWIDE POWERS AND DUTIES
29.36.040 29.33.050 EDUCATION

29.36.050 29.33.030 ASSESSMENT AND COLLECTION OF TAXES
29.36.060 NEW PLANNING, PLATTING, AND ZONING

29.36.065 ARTICLE 3. ACQUISITION OF ADDITIONAL AREAWIDE POWERS
29.36.090 29.33.250 ADDITIONAL AREAWIDE POWERS

29.36.100 29.33.260 TRANSFER BY CITY

29.36.110 29.33.270 PETITION FOR POWER

29.36.130 29.33.290 ELEC.ION

29.36.135 ARTICLE 4. BO.tOUCU 1YIWKRS & DUTIES IN THE AREA OUTSIDE CITIES
29.36.160 29.38.010 FIRST QASS BOROUCH

29.36.170 29.38.020 SECOND QASS BOROUGH

29.36.170 29.48.020 SEUND CLASS BOROUGH POWERS OUTSIDE CITIES
29.36.180 29.38.030 ADDITIONAL I0OWERS

29.36.190 29.38.040 INVESTIGATION

29.36.200 29.38.050 ELECTION

29.36.205 ARTICLE 5. POWERS OK THIRD CLASS BOROUGHS

29.36.230 29.41.010 ItMiRS OF THIRD QASS BOROUUIS

29.36.240 29.41.020 ASSEMBLY TO SERVE AS SQ100L BOARD (80)
29.36.245 ARTICLE 6. SERVICE ARIAS

29.36.270 29.63.090 SERVICE AREAS

29.39.000 atAITLK 39. VCMMS OF CITIES OUTSIDE BOROUGHS
29.39.010 29.43.010 ADDITIONAL POWERS

29.39.020 29.43.020 ASSESSMENT AND TAX COLLECTION

29.39.030 29.53.405 DIFFERENTIAL TAX ZONES

29.39.040 29.43.030 EDUCATION
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060 29.43.100 EXTENSION OF CURFEWS OUTSIDE CITIES
070 29.43.105 ENFORCEMENT OF CURFEWS

080 29.43.110 PENALTY FOR VIOLATION OF CURFEW
.000 CHAPTER 42. PLANNING, PLATTING, AND ZONING
010 29.33.070 PLANNING, PLATTING, AND ZONING
.020 29.33.080 PLANNING COMMISSION (80)

030 29.33.085 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

040 29.33.090 ZONING (80S)

050 29.33.110 BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT

.060 29.33,120 ADJUSTMENT PROCEDURE

070 29.33.130 JUDICIAL REVIEW

080 29.33.150 PLATTING JURISDICTION AND POWER
.090 29.33.160 PROCEDURE

100 29.33.170 WAIVER IN CERTAIN CASES

110 29.33.180 INFORMATION REQUIRED

120 29.33.190 PENALTIES

130 29.33.200 ALTERATION OF REPLAT PETITION

140 29.33.200 NOTICE OF HEARING

150 29.33.220 HEARING AND DETERMINATION

160 * 29.33.230 RECORDING

170 29.33.240 TITLE TO VACATED AREA

180 29.33.245 DELEGATIONS

000 CHAPTER 45. MUNICIPAL TAXATION

005 ARTICLE 1. MUNICIPAL PROPERTY TAX

010 29.53.010 GENERAL PROPERTY TAX
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29.45.020 29.73.070 TAXPAYER NOTICE (80)

29.45.030 29.53.020 REQUIRED EXEMPTIONS (80S)

29.45.040 29.73.060 PROPERTY TAX EQUIVALFNCY PAYMENTS (80S)
29.45.050 29.53.025 OPTIONAL EXEMPTIONS AND EXCLUSIONS
29.45.060 29.53.030 MINING CLAIMS

29.45.070 29.53.035 FARM OR AGRICULTURAL LANDS

29.45.08C 29 53.0/:0 MOBILE HOMES

29.45.01J 29.53.045 T/X ON OIL AND GAS PRODUCTION AND PIPELINE PROPERTY
29.45.100 29.53.050 TAX LIMITATION

29.45.100 29.63.070 REASSESSMENT

29.45.110 29.53.055 NO LIMITATION ON TAXES TO PAY BONDS
29.45.120 29.53.060 FJLL AND TRUE VALUE

29.45.130 29.53.070 RETURNS

29.45.140 79.53.080 INDEPENDENT INVESTIGATION

29.45.150 29.53.090 STATEMENT

*9.45.160 29.53.095 REEVALUATION

29.45.170 29.53.100 .ASSESSMENT ROLL

29.45.180 29.53.110 ASSESSMENT NOTICE

29.45.190 29.53.120 CORRECTIONS

29.45.200 29.53.130 APPEAL

29.45.210 29.53.135 BOARD OF EQUALIZATION

29.45.220 29.53.140 HEARING

29.45.230 29.53.150 SUPPLEMENTARY ASSESSMENT ROLLS
29.45.240 29.53.160 TAX ADJUSTMENTS ON PROPERTY AFFECTED BY A NATURAL DISASTER
29.45.250 29.53.170 TAX LEVY AND RATE

29.45.260 29.53.180 RATES OF PENALTY AND INTEREST
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29.45.265 ARTICLE 2. ENFORCEMENT OF TAX LIENS

29.45.290 29.53.200 VALIDITY

29.45.300 29.53.210 TAX LIABILITY

29.45.310 29.53.220 ENFORCEMENT OF PERSONAL PROPERTY TAX LIENS BY DISTRAIN!
29.45.320 29.53.230 REAL PROPERTY TAX COLLECTION

29.45.330 29.53.240 FORECLOSURE LIST

29.45.340 29.53.250 CLEARINC DELINQUENCIES

29.45.350 29.53.260 LIST TO LIENHOLDER

29.45.360 ° 29.53.270 GENERAL FORECLOSURE

29.45.370 29.53.280 ANSWER AND OBJECTION

29.45.380 39.53.290 JUDGMENT

29.45.390 29.53.300 TRANSFER AND APPEAL

29.45.400 29.53.310 REDEMPTION PERIOD

29.45.410 29.53.320 EFFECT

29.45.420 29.53.330 ADDITIONAL LIENS

29.45.430 29.45.340 POSSESSION DURING REDEMPTION PERIOD

29.45.440 29.53.350 EXPIRATION

29.45.450 29.53.460 DEED TO BOROUGH OK CITY

29."*5.460 29.53.370 DISPOSITION AND SALE OF FORECLOSED PROPERTIES
29.45.470 29.53.375 REPURCHASE BY RECORD OWNER

29.45.480 « 29.53.380 PROCEEDS OF TAX SALE

29.45.490 29.53.385 PAYMENT OF TAXES UPON PUBLIC UTILIZATION
29.45.500 29.53.390 REFUND OF TAXES

29.45.505 : ARTICLE 3. CITY PROPERTY TAX

29.45.530 29.53.400 POWER OF LEVY

29.45.540 29.53.410 LIMITED PROITERTY TAXING POWER FOR SECOND CLASS CITIES

14
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.040
58.

415
420

440
450
460

010
015
020
025
030
040
050
060
065
080
085

010
020

050

ARTICLE 4.

ARTICLE 5.

BOROUCH SALES AND USE TAXES

SALES AND USE TAX

REFERENDUM, ADOPTION, «ND MODIFICATION
CITY SALES AND USE TAXES

POWER OF LEVY

POWER OF LEVY AND COLLECTION

COMBINING SALES TAX WITH INCORPORATION

CHAPTER 48. SPECIAL ASSESMKNTS
ARTICLE 1.

SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS
ASSESSMENT AND PROPOSAL
PROCEDURE
DECISION AND NOTICE
RECORD OWNER
OBJECTIONS AND REVISION
ASSESSMENT ROLL
HEARING AND SETHIMNT
PAYMENT
EXEMPTION
OBJECTION AND APPEAL
SPECIAL ASSESSMENT BONDS

CHAPTER 51. MUNICIPAL DEBT
ARTICLE 1.

REVENUE ANTICIPATION NOTES
BORROWING IN ANTICIPATION OF REVENUE
ISSUANCF. NOIES
ISSUANCE OF NOTES IN ANTICIPATION OF STATE,
PRIORITY CF REPAYMENT

15
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BI
29.51.070 29.58.060 SALE OF NOTES
29.51.05." ARTICLE 2. BOND ANTICIPATION NOTES
29.51.080 29.58.070 BOND ANTICIPATION BORROWING
29.51.090 29.58.U60 ISSUANCE OF NOTES
29.51.100 29.58.090 ISSUANCE OF NEW NOTES
29.51.110 29.58.100 REPAYMENT OF NOTEC
29.51.120 29.58.110 SECURITY
29.51.130 29.58.120 LIMITATION
29.51.140 29.58.130 USE OF PROCEEDS
29.51.150 29.58.140 SALE OF NOTES
29.51.155 ARTICLE 3. GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS
29.51.180 29.58.150 GI-NERAL OBLIGATION BONDS
29.51.190 29.58.160 VOTE AND NOTICE OF EXISTING INDEBTEDNESS REQUIRED
29.51.200 29.58.170 FORM AND TERMS OF SALE
29.51.210 29.58.180 PAYMENT
29.51.215 AKTIQE 4. REVENUE BONDS
29.51.240 29.58.200 REVENUE BONDS
29.51.250 29.58.205 NO ELECTION REQUIRED
29.51.260 29.58.210 FORMS AND TERMS
29.51.270 29.58.220 PAYMENT
29.51.275 * Airrigj; 5. reminding bonus
29.51.300 29.58.240 AUTHORIZATION
29.51.310 29.58.250 EFFECT OK BONDS
.9.51.320 29.58.260 NO FLECTION REQUIRED
29.51.330 29.58.270 PAYFENT OF" REFUNDING BONDS
29.51.340 29.58.280 SAUK
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