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To R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  C l i f f  D a v i d s o n R e c e i v e d r ,• •C h a i r ,  House Resou rces  Committee 
A la ska  S t a t e  L e g i s l a t u r e ,  S t a t e  C a p i t o l  Juneau , Ak 9 98 01 -1 182
I  have l i v e d  in  K e tch ik an ,  A la s k a ,  a l l  bu t one y e a r  o f  my l i f e  (35 y e a r s )  
and would l i k e  to  say t h a t  I  am opposed to  the Cape Fox Land T rade ,  f o r  
the f o l l o w i n g  re a son s i
1. T rad ing  a b e a u t i f u l  o ld  g row th , p r o d u c t i v e ,  l a k e  ecosystem f o r  h a l f  
o f  a muskeg la k e  and huge c l e a r c u t  makes no sense a t  a l l .
2 . T h e re ' s  no quaran tee  t h a t  the remain ing roads  w i l l  be a v a i l a b l e  to
us . Cape Fox a s su re s  us ,  now, t h a t  the roads  w i l l  be open to  the p u b l i c .  
But 10 y e a r s  l a t e r ,  when the lo gg ing  i s  f i n a l l y  done, and the roads a re  
f i n a l l y  a v a i l a b l e ,  t h e r e ' l l  be new management and sudden ly  i t  w i l l  be 
"Oops, s o r r y !  Roads a re  c l o s e d . "  I f  the s t a t e  and borough won 't  
m a in ta in  the r o a d s ,  who w i l l ?  Cape Fox? Out o f  the goodness o f  t h e i r  
h e a r t s ?  I  h a r d l y  t h i n k  so .
3 . Cape Fox does a poo r  Job o f  h a r v e s t i n g .  They have few r u l e s  to
f o l l o w ,  u n l i k e  white man. T h e r e ' s  no e s t h e t i c  p la n n in g .  Ho seconda ry  
p r o c e s s in g .  One s imp ly  has t o  l o o k  a t  t h e i r  cu t  in  the Hard Lake a re a  to  
see t h e i r  ‘ r i p  i t  ou t  and ge t  r i c h '  s t y l e .  H a t i v e s  have l e a r n e d ,  too  
w e l l ,  the ways o f  the white  man (and t h i s  i s  no t  p r e j u d i c e ,  as I  r e s p e c t  
o r i g i n a l  H a t ive  Americans more than o r i g i n a l  w h i t e s ) .
4 . C l e a r c u t s  a re  u g l y .  There i s  no th ing  b e a u t i f u l  about a c l e a r c u t .  
Peop le  a re  becoming more s e n s i t i v e  about th e se  huge s c a r s .  You c a n ' t  go 
anywhere in  K e tch ikan  w i th ou t  s ee ing  one. I n  ou r  l i f e t im e  we w i l l  n o t  
see the e x i s t i n g  cu ts  as n a t u r a l - l o o k i n g  f o r e s t s  a g a in .  How much more o f  
ou r  su r ro und in g s  w i l l  we a l l o w  to  be cu t  down, paved o v e r ,  b u i l t  on - 
man ipu la ted  in  some way? Th is  i s  a b ig  i s su e  in  the t o u r i s t  i n d u s t r y  
where I  work .
5. R ec re a te  in  a c l e a r c u t ?  I t ' s  p a t h e t i c  when ou r  s tanda rd  o f  q u a l i t y  
i s  so low t h a t  we have t o  be happy r e c r e a t i n g  in  a c l e a r c u t .  I t ' s  l i k e  
t e l l i n g  a l i t t l e  k id  -  " S o r r y  about you r  p la y g ro und ,  a l l  the sw ingse ts  
and m e r ry -g o - round s  were yanked ou t  o f  he re  y e s t e rd a y .  But h e r e ' s  a 
coup le  2 by 4 ' s  t o  wa lk  on o v e r  the mud. And hey , l o o k  a t  the b r i g h t  
s i d e ,  y o u ' l l  see the h o l e s  in  the  ground where the  equipment once was, 
and you might f i n d  a t o y  c a r  in  the mud. Hope t h a t ' l l  d o . ”
As a s o c i e t y ,  we a re  r o t t i n g  from the i n s i d e  o u t .
T n ls  i s  an i s su e  o f  a p r i v a t e  company's economic ga in  a t  the expense o f  
p u b l i c  w i l d l i f e ,  i t s  h a b i t a t ,  e s t h e t i c  b eau ty ,  and q u a l i t y  r e c r e a t i o n .  
S h o r t - t e rm  p r o f i t s ,  l o n g - t e rm  g reed .
I f  I  have to  choose I ' l l  say no to  the land  t r a d e ,  yes to  a s t a t e  p a r k . 
Thank you.

Cindy Ross B a rb e r
P .O . Box 8 S 9 8 , K e tc h ik an .  AK 99901

S i n c e r e l y ,
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Alaska Stats Juneau, Alask

Honorable C l i f f  Davidson Chairman, Hot mm Rssourcs Committsa 
Legislature 
a 99801-1182

May 5 t 1992

Dsar Honorabl t Chairman Davidson,

O iT

I am wh Caps Fox Harrjl I am a avid outdoor and wholesome 
r ids ths i r  f  throu9h ths c arsa.

Thtssapprsciats s I would your committed about the sigi Ws nssd a pi a 
not thinking scary budget Stats Park ye 
children of Kjt 

Thank yoi

iting as a Ketchikan resident opposed to the et-Hunt-for-Leask-Lakee Land Trade, school teacher at Ketchikan H.8. and 1 u  an *ecrsator. 1 ae interested in having a healthy area fo r  in* students to recreate. Now they wheelers and trucks at breakneck speeds all ear cut of Harriet Hunt, the proposed trade

or**

Box 9143 Katchkan, Alaska
C C  * i  } s c

f y . * .  W C 0 / 7
R t f '

i

(ids need a place to natural ly slow down and thing that is  easier bo enjoy than speed, ike to plead with you-and a l l  the members of here in the 11th hour to think long and hard iflcance of th is trade so close to Ketchikan. :o to recreate and breathe. Even though we are n terms of funding another 8tate Park in these :ioes please consider slating Leask Lakes as a to be developed. Let's set i t  aside f o r  the 
itchikan*so ouch f o r  your time and e f fo r t s .

Sincerely,
/ (  ■ u Z u y  
Betsey Burdett

99901
urce Ginxmittie fVJeswknS 

& / > .  M y  t r  f o p , C o .  

G w S c fir to rf p.

r / j e  y  

1

/ . d / n a / l



H o n o r a b le  C l i f f  

C h a ir , H o u . e  

A la s k a  S ta te  Lfc 
S ta te  C a p ito l  

J u n e a u , A K m O l - 1 1 8 2

D a v id s o n  

R e s o u r c e s  

tg ls la tu r e

M r . D a v id s o n ,

l a m a s  rv e n te e n  y e a r , life  lo n g  r e s id e n t o f  K e tc h ik a n . 1 h a v e  to  d r iv e  

th r o u g h  o n e  c l ta r  c u t  o n  m y  w a y  to  Ic e  s k a te  o r  s k i .... I  h a te  it. I  d o  n o t w a n t to  

tr a d e  a  p r im e  J 'o re s t r e c r e a tio n a l a r e a  f o r  m o r e  c le a r  c u ts  I  V o te  d o w n  th e  C a p e  

F o x  tr a d e .

S in c e r e ly ,

J e a n n e  P e r r y  

6 1 8  S u n s e t D r  

K e tc h ik a n , A h

P U w  copy to: 

R tp . Lincoln

R tp .Z aw odd  

R tp . FlrXelsuin  

R tp .M cy* r  

R tp .O n u stn d o rf

V L
L J

9 9 9 0 1

R tp. H ndxm  

Rtp, C a n ty  

Rtp, Ivwt 

R tp .L anan
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P.O. Box 3280 
Ketchikan, Alaska 99901 
May 3, 1992

Honorable C l i f f  Davidson 
Chairman, House Resources Committee 
Alaska S ta te  L eg is la tu re  
S ta to  Cap;,toi Building 
Juneau, A:.aska 99801-1182

Dear R epresen ta tive  Davidson,

I vould l i k e  to  express my s in c e re  dea iro  th a t  the Alaska 
S ta te  Leg; s l a tu r e  r e j e c t  passage of the  Cape Fox C o rp o ra tio n 's  
proposed Jand exchange b i l l  (HB578 and SB 465).

This trade 
vhich v i l l  
pu b lic ly -c  
these  lane 
fo r  the ir

Many peopl 
t h i s  f a r  
Gateway Be 
than a karjg 
of providijn 
to  lo c a l  c 
informaticjn 
th e  inforjqa 
t h i s  trad e  
dubious vail 
tw is ted  and 
tra d e  th e r s  
environment 
No compreha 
of p u b l ic ly  
given to  t  
tim ber are  
b id d e r .  Th 
t r a d in g  fo 
t h e i r  own 
s t a t e  land 
o th e r  unus

There i s  n 
exchange 
process 
fo r

o r

i s  p r im arily  a sh o r t - s ig h te d  " tim ber-deal"  
r e s u l t  in  squandering and abusing valuab le  

vned resou rces . I am p e rso n a lly  f a m i l ia r  v i th  
a and know th a t  s e v e ra l  much b e t t e r  op tions  e x i s t  
t e l l i g e n t  management of t h i s  a rea .

s in  Ketchikan f e e l  the  process to  push th i s  b i l l  
as been con trived  and m anipulated. The Ketchikan 
ro u g h 's  (KGB) "pub lic  hearing" vas l i t t l e  b e t t e r  

aroo c o u r t .  The KGB appeared to have no in te n t io n  
g good accu ra te  and f a c tu a l  te c h n ic a l  inform ation 

i t i z e n s ,  and in  f a c t  seemed to  suppress such
as much as p o s s ib le .  Local c i t i z e n s  have not had 

t io n  needed to  f a i r l y  cons ider the  pros and cons of 
Both the  timber c ru is e  and a p p ra is a l  are of 

ue. Inform ation given to  the pub lic  has been 
misused. For each reason given fo r  doing t h i s  
a re  b e t t e r  reasons fo r  not doing i t .  The 

a l  co s ts  have not been fa c to re d  in to  the  a p r~ a isa l .  
naive assessment has been done regard ing  the lo sses  
-ovned w i ld l i f e  re so u rce s ,  and no mention has been 

be value of these  l o s t  re so u rce s .  I f  s t a t e  lands and 
pu t "on the  block" they should go to  the h ig h es t  
e KGB has lands th a t  Cape Pox has shown i n t e r e s t  in  

the  White R iver, but the  KGB i s  unw illing  to  trad e  
Lands. F in a l ly ,  why a re  we s e l l in g  v a luab le  undamaged 
3 f o r  as l i t t l e  as $72/acre and buying c le a r - c u ts  and 
ib le  lands fo r  about four times as much??

i t  time enough to  p ro p e r ly  s c ru t in iz e  t h i s  land 
" examine i t  in an open and f a i r  p u b lic  review 
le a s e  put a s top  to  t h i s  land exchange. Thank you 

co n s id e r in g  t h i s  req u e s t .

S in c e re ly ,
J  C utfe*

Jack ie  Can 
cct House

[ o n -
t^rbury
Resources Committee members



sw a p .

H o n o r a b le  C l{ f  D a v id s o n  

C h a ir , H o u s e  I \esou: c e s  

A la s k a  S ta le  L  \g ls la tu re  

S ta te  C a p ito l 

J u n e a u , A K  9 9 8 0 1 -1 1 8 2

M r . D a v id s o n ,

I  a m  w r itin g  to  th e  s tr e s s  m y  d is p le a s u r e  a b o u t th e  p r o p o s e d  C a p e  F o x  la n d  

I t  app< a r s  to  m e , to  b e  m o r e  o f  a  C a p e  F o x  la n d  s w ip e .

I  f e e l  the t  D N R  h a s  n o t l iv e d  u p  to  th e  p u b lic  tr u s t  o f  b e in g  f a i r  a n d

E O T J IT A R L 1 $ \ tn  th e  P U B L I C . T h e  a c c o u n tin g  a n d  a c c o u n ta b ility  o n  th is  tr a d e  

h a s  n o t  b e e n  ti ro u g h , n o r  is  i t  a c c u r a te .
I  f e e l  the t  th e  p r o c e s s  h a s  b e e n  s la n te d . T h a t C a p e  F o x  h a s  p u t  to g e th e r  a  

" d e a l” th a t w i l ! b e n e fit  C a p e  F o x  a lm o s t e x c lu s iv e ly .

I  f e e l  the t  th is  tr a d e  w ill  s e t  a  n e g a tiv e  p r e c e d e n t f o r  o th e r  s ta te  la n d s  th a t  

w ill  r e d u c e  o u  * v ia b le  fo r e s ts  to  s tu m p s .

I  u r g e  y o u  th e  to  o p p o s e  th e  C a p e  F o x  la n d  s w ip e

S in c e r e ly ,

C a r o ly n  S ta llir  g s  

6 1 8  S u n s e t D r  

K e tc h ik a n , A K \ 9 9 9 0 1

PUo»t copy 16:

R tp . Lincoln 

R tp . Zoovadd 

Rep. Plnkelsuln  

R tp . Moyer 

R tp. OntsxnOorf

Rep. Hndtan 

R tp. Carney 

Rep. Ivan 

R tp . Lem an



To:

From:

H onorable Cliff Davison 
Chair, House Resource 
Alaska State Legislature 
S ate Capitol
Jifneau, Alaska 99801-1182

Mike Haddix /
8: Mountain Ash Hts So. 
Kstchikan, Ak. 99901

area 
<d

As a resident 
trade, 1 fail to 
and fishing 
parcels includ 
proposal is no 
a corporation, 
sustained use 
Ketchikan res

<pf the community who allegedly will benefit most directly from the 
see any benefits to trading an undisturbed, excellent sport hunting 

for the mostly logged over White River area and the additional 
in the Cape Fox-Leask Lakes trade bill (SB 465). Clearly, this 

: about roaded access to recreation but rather, economic gains for 
This trade is not a good deal for the public nor does it encourage 

and financial responsibility of the Cape Fox Corporation. As a 
i lent I ask you to vote against this bill.

cc: Rep. Lincoln
Rep. Carney 
Rep. Ivt n 
Rep. Fiikelstein 
Rep. Me yer 
Rep. Zavacki 
Rep. Hudson 
Rep. Le nin 
Rep. Grissendorf



R E C E I V E D  w  „ jJ(,

D e t h  A n t o n s e n  
3 0 5  A u s t i n  
K e t c n i k a n ,  A l a s k a

9 9 9 0 1

A l a s k a  S t a t e  L e g i s l a t u r e  
S t a t e  C a p i t o l  
J u n e a u ,  A l a s k a

9 9 8 0 1 - 1 1 8 2

D e a r

I  am w r i t i n g  i n  r e g a r d s  t o  t h e  L e a s k  L a k e s / C a p e  F o x  
l a n d  t r a d e  d e a l .  P l e a s e ,  d o  n o t  l e t  t h i s  s l i p  b y  w i t h o u t  
a  h a r d  l o o k  a t  t h e  f a c t s .  T h i s  t r a d e  i s  n o t  i n  t h e  b e s t  
i n t e r e s t  o f  t h e  p e o p l e  o f  K e t c h i k a n .

I  w a s  b o r n  a n d  r a i s e d  i n  K e t c h i k a n  a s  w e r e  my p a r e n t s .
I  l o v e  A l a s k a  a n d  i t  h u r t s  t o  s e e  o u r  n a t u r a l  r e s o u r c e s  
s q u a n d e r e a  f o r  t h e  s a k e  o f  s h o r t  t e r m  . j o b s .  My f a m i l y  h a s  
b e e n  i n v o l v e d  i n  t h e  l o g g i n g  i n d u s t r y  f o r  o v e r  50 y e a r s  s o  
I  am n o t  a n t i  l o g g i n g .

We n e e d  m o r e  f o r e s t e d  h i k i n g  t r a i l s  a n d  c a m p g r o u n d s  i n  
t h e  K e t c h i k a n  a r e a .  T o  o f f e r  a c l e a r c u t  a r e a  t o  u s  t o  
r e c r e a t e  i n  s i m p l y  b e c a u s e  i t  h a s  l o g g i n g  r o a d s  i s  i l l o g i c a l .
I  d o n ' t  k n o w  a n y o n e  w i t h  a l l  t h e i r  m a r b l e s  w h o  w a n t s  t o  c a m p  
o r  h i k e  i n  a  c l e a r c u t .  I t  i s  a d a n g e r o u s  p r o p o s i t i o n ,  
e s p e c i a l l y  f o r  c h i l d r e n .

W h a t  t h i s  t r a d e  r e a l l y  b o i l s  d o w n  t o  i s  a  t r a d e  o f  s t u m p s  
f o r  t r e e s  a n d  f a v o r s  i n d u s t r y ' s  s h o r t  t e r m  g o a l  ( m o n e y )  a t  
t h e  e x p e n s e  o f  q u a l i t y  o f  l i f e  f o r  c u r r e n t  a n d  f u t u r e  
g e n e r a t i o n s .  I  d o n ' t  k n o w  o f  a n y  t o u r i s t  w i t h  a  d e s i r e  t o  
c a m p  i n  a  c l e a r c u t  e i t h e r .

A g a i n ,  I  i m p l o r e  y o u  t o  p l e a s e  s e e k  o u t  a l l  t h e  f a c t s  
a b o u t  t h i s  l a n d  t r a d e  b e f o r e  y o u  m a k e  a d e c i s i o n .  T h e r e  i s  
o n l y  s o  m u c h  o l d  g r o w t h  f o r e s t  l e f t  a n d  o n c e  i t  i s  g o n e  we 
c a n  n e v e r  g e t  i t  b a c k .

T h a n k  y o u  f o r  t a k i n g  t h a  t i m e  t o  r e a d  t h i s  a n d  c o n s i d e r  
my v i e w s .

B e t h  A n t o n s e n

C O iD N B
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r t s / ) \/c. Z /'A Z  A 4 i / / a f o a r )

</2Juir; /bust. /R e so u rc e  (? d /y )rr> ///c .£

D e a r
2 a M a < r o / i  /

I a m  a g a i n s t  t h e  l a n d  t r a d e  b e t w e e n  C a p e  F o x  a n d  

t h e  S t a t e .  It  d o e s n ' t  s e e m  l o g i c a l  t o  m e  t h a t  t h e  

S t a t e  w o u l d  a c c e p t  b a r r e n ,  l o g g e d - o f f  l a n d  f o r  l a n d  

t h a t  i s  f u l l  o f  o l d  g r o w t h  t i m b e r .  T h i s  l a n d  is 

a l r e a d y  h i g h l y  u s e d  f o r  r e c r e a t i o n a l  p u r p o s e s .  W h y  

g i v e  i t  t o  C a p e  F o x  t o  a b u s e ?  P l e a s e  d o  n o t  m a k e  

t h i s  t r a d e .

S i n c e r e l y ,

M i c h a e l  P a t r i c k  

P O  B o x  5 5 1

W a r d  C o v e ,  A K  9 9 9 2 8
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J e f f  B u d d  

B o x  7 2 6 3  

K e t c h i k a n ,  A K  9 9 9 0 1

6  M a y  9 2

C l i f f  D a v i d s o n

C h a i r ,  H o u s e  R e s o u r c e s  C o m m i t t e e  

A l a s k a  S t a t e  L e g i s l a t u r e  

C a p i t o l  B u i l d i n g  

• J u n e a u , -

D e a r  M r .  D a v i d s o n ,

I  w o u l d  l i k e  t o  g o  o n  r e c o r d  a s  o n e  K e t c h i k a n  

r e s i d e n t  w h o  d o e s  n o t  s u p p o r t  t h e  L e a s k  L a k e s  

/ C a p e  F o x  l a n d  t r a d e .  I  f e e l  t h e r e  a r e  m a n y  o t h e r s  

i n  K e t c h i k a n  w h o  a l s o  d o  n o t  s u p p o r t  t h i s  t r a d e .  I  

a m  a  m e m b e r  o f  t h e  K e t c h i k a n  c i t y  C o u n c i l ,  

a l t h o u g h  I  a m  n o t  w r i t i n g  o n  b e h a l f  o f  t h e  c o u n c i l ,  

a n d  m e e t  a  f a i r  n u m b e r  o f  p e o p l e  d u r i n g  m y  d a y .  

T h e r e  i s  a  g o o d  p e r c e n t a g e  t h a t  d o  n o t  s u p p o r t  

t h i s  t r a d e  i n  t h a t  g r o u p .  T h e r e  a r e  m a n y  m o r e  

p e o p l e  t h a t  I  d o  n o t  c o m e  i n  c o n t a c t  w i t h  w h o  I  d o  

n o t  k n o w  h o w  t h e y  f e e l  o n e  w a y  o r  t h e  o t h e r .  I  d o

m a j o r i t y  o f  t h e  c o m m u n i t y  d o  s u p p o r t  t h e  t r a d e .

T h a n k  y o u  f o r  y o u r  a t t e n t i o n .

S i n c e r e l y ,  

J e f f  B u d d
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M a y  3, 1992

Honorable C 
Chair, Hous4 
Alaska S ta tu  
S ta te  Capit^ 
Juneau, AK

As a oonoarh 
o ppo rtu n ity  
Cape Fox Co: 
c u r r e n t ly  o

While i t  i s  
o u r re n t ly  la

Creek/Lake 
and r a p id ly  
examples

i f f  Davidson 
Resources Committee 
L eg is la tu re

1
9 9 8 0 1 - 1 1 8 2

Dear R ep resen ta tiv e  Davidson,

ed r e s id e n t  o f Ketohikan, I  would l ik e  to  tak e  t h i s  
to  express my strong  opposition  to  th e  Leask Lakes - 

irpora tion  Land Trade b i l l  t h a t  your committee i s  
< ms id e r in g .

t r u e  t h a t  Ketchikan, l i k e  most Southeast communities, 
cks o p p o r tu n i t ie s  f o r  q u a l i ty  roadad r e c r e a t io n ,  i t  

i s  a l s o  t r u 4  t h a t  th e  roads we do have e i th e r  pass through o r  
te rm in a te  i;i ex ten s iv e  c le a rc u t  a re a s .  Those of th e  Ward

H a r r ie t  Hunt and Whipple Creek d ra inages  (both owned
c le a r c u t  by th e  cape Fox Corporation) a re  f in e  

We c e r t a in ly  d o n 't  need another road through a 
v i s u a l ly  an I b io lo g ic a l ly  impoverished landscape j u s t  f o r  th e  
saku of b e i  lg ab le  to  pu t a few so re  m iles on our v e h ic le s .  What 

.s a road to /th rough  a f in e  example of Southeast 
que, a l b e i t  ra p id ly  d isappearing , tem perate 

where lo c a l  u se rs  and v i s i t i n g  t o u r i s t s  can have th e  
t o  sea and experience what southern  Southeast 

r e s t  resou rces  have to  o f f e r .  The state-ow ned Leask 
o f f e r s  th e  b e s t  opportun ity  f o r  such a q u a l i ty  

ixperienoe. Promulgating t h i s  exchance f o r  th e  so le  
l e f i t  o f a co rpo ra tion  which hao l iq u id a te d  i t s

we dfl need 
A la sk a 's  un 
r a i n f o r e s t  
o ppo rtu n ity  
A la s k a 's  fo 
Lakes t r a c t  
r e c r e a t io n  
economic be
re so u rc e s  t i ro u g h  non-susta inad  y ie ld  management would p reclude
th e  p o s s ib i  
p r i s t i n e  a r  
l e g i s l a t i v e

L it ie s  o f  e s ta b l i s h in g  a road system t h a t  accesses  a 
Wa. I  r e a l i s e  t h a t  a t  t h i s  l a t e  d a te  in  th e  

s e s s io n ,  you 've a l l  go t p r i o r i t y  is su e s  to  co n s id er ,

in e q u i ty  of 
and th e  p re  
f u tu r e .  Th

S in ce re ly ,  

Kevin J .  Ha

co: Rep. Li 
Rep. Zap 
Rep. F

b u t X ask t i a t  you ta k e  a moment to  cons ider both  th e  obvious
t r a d in g  Rt r e e s  fo r  stumps**, as i t  has been c a l le d ,  

cedent t h a t  such an exchange w i l l  e s ta b l i s h  f o r  th e  
ink you fo r  your time r^d c o n s id e r a t io n

Y i

Ha rjley

nooln 
ac k i 

e l s t e i n

Rep. Moyer 
Rep. Gruasendorf 
Rep. Hudson

Rep. Carney 
Rep. Ivan 
Rep. Leman
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March 23, 1992
Reid Cross 
P.O. Box 8983 
Ketchikan, AK.
99901-3983

Andrew W. Pekovich 
Regional Manager-Southeast Region 
Department of Natural Resources 
400 Willoughby Avenue 
Suite 400 Juneau, AK 99801

Dear Mr.. Pekovich:
I am a resident of Ketchikan and I attended the recent public 

hearings concerning the land exchange between Cape Fox 
corporation and the State of Alaska. D.N.R.

.After listening to both sides of the issue I am going to have to 
speak against the exchange. The Leask Lakes area should stay in the 
states care for the following reasons:

1. Preservation of Old Growth. I think that is reason 
enough this area's preservation. We, as humans need to 
have some old growth, there Is no other justification 
necessary.
2. Economics. I just do net think that this makes very 
good business sense. The timber at Leask Lakes is very 
valuable and will just continue to become more valuable as 
time goes on. Let us leave this place as it is for a long term 
investment. In fifty years when our grandchildren are 
making the decisions this timber will be worth a lot more.
It Is imperative that we leave them with something worth 
being a steward of.
3. The majority that spoke during the public hearings in 
Ketchiakn were against the exchange.

Thank-you for considering my opinion, please exercise caution 
and prudence on this decision.

C i n  r a m ]  \  •

Reid Cross
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R ep r e s e n ta t i v e  C l i f f  Davidson 
C h a i r ,  House Resources Committee

r e :  p roposed S t a t e  o f  A la s k a ,  Cape Fox C o rp o ra t i o n  (CFC) land t r a d e  

R e p r e s e n ta t i v e  Dav idson :

I OPPOSE THIS LAND EXCHANGE

In the p r e l im i n a r y  exchange agreement the Ke tch ikan  Gateway Borough 
s t a t e s :  QUOTE

"The Ke tch ikan  Gateway Borough b e l i e v e s  th a t  the 
r e s u l t a n t  d i r e c t  and i n d i r e c t  b e n e f i t s  o f  the land 
exchange in c lu d in g  economic, r e c r e a t i o n ,  h a b i t a t ,  
e n v i r o nm en ta l ,  and t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  b e n e f i t s  r e p r e s e n t  a 
unique and s i g n i f i c a n t  community b e n e f i t . "  ENDQUOTE

I b e l i e v e  th e re  i s  NO DOUBT th a t  t h i s  community suppo r t s  a l l  o f  the 
items l i s t e d  above .

However, I q u e s t i o n  th a t  THIS EXCHANGE accomp l ishes  any o f  these 
g o a ls  t e r r i b l y  w e l l ,  and th e re  a r e  some th a t  i t  d e f i n i t e l y  h i n d e r s .

ECONOMICS. The economics o f  a s h o r t  term i n f u s i o n  o f  cash from a 
t imber s a l e  a r e  i n s i g n i f i c a n t  compared to  the economic b e n e f i t s  o f  
a s t a t e  p a rk ,  which i s  an a l t e r n a t i v e  p lan  th a t  I  s u p p o r t ,  and 
th e re  a re  o t h e r s  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  as w e l l .  I f  the t r a d e  goes th rough ,  
I doubt th a t  what we have a f t e r  lo gg ing  w i l l  be v e ry  a t t r a c t i v e  to  
ou r  g u e s t s ,  and i f  the community i s  even w i l l i n g  to  pay f o r  the 
maintenance o f  the road3 i t  w i l l  be a net l o s s  f o r  yea r  a f t e r  y e a r .  
Th is  w i l l  l i k e l y  neve r  end because the road i s  such th a t  i t  may 
neve r  be taken ov e r  by DOT o r  FHA.

RECREATION. I s e r i o u s l y  q u e s t io n  the r e c r e a t i o n a l  b e n e f i t s  o f  t h i s  
exchange . The p lan  i s  s imp ly  a logg ing  p l a n .  I t  may be a 
r e l a t i v e l y  TOOD logg in g  p l a n .  However, th e re  has been no 
i n d i c a t i o n ,  and d e f i n i t e l y  no gua ran tees  tha t  the s t a t e  o r  the 
borough has i n t e r e s t  o r  money, t o  open and m a in ta in  roads o r  
d eve lop  f a c i l i t i e s  whose r e a l  i n t e n t  r e c r e a t i o n .  In f a c t  t h e re  
have been i n d i c a t i o n s  f rom the s t a t e  th a t  i t  i s  NOT i n t e r e s t e d .



We do not know i f  t h e re  w i l l  be any access f o r  a p e r i o d  o f  ten 
yea rs  by which time CFC w i l l  be r e q u i r e d  to  comp le te  i t s  l o g g in g ,  
so i t  i s  not the qu ic k  f i x  to ou r  r e c r e a t i o n  needs as has been 
t o u t e d .

A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  the m a j o r i t y  o f  the land w i l l  g r e a t l y  resemble  the 
views o f  the c l e a r c u t s  a long  the road to  H a r r i e t  Hunt. These views 
have never encouraged me to r e c r e a t e  in the v i c i n i t y ,  and I see 
l i t t l e  reason  f o r  the p u b l i c  to  pay f o r  a r e c r e a t i o n a l  road th a t  
d r i v e s  th rough more o f  them. The r e c r e a t i o n a l  needs o f  t h i s  
community would be f a r  b e t t e r  se rved  by d eve lop ing  the r e c r e a t i o n a l  
p o t e n t i a l  o f  the land th a t  we a l r e a d y  own.

i f  t h i s  exchange goes th rough ,  the s t a t e  w i l l  g a in  ownersh ip  o f  
s e v e r a l  v a l u a b l e  p ie c e s  o f  p r o p e r t y .  Some p a r t s  o f  them have 
r e c r e a t i o n a l  p o t e n t i a l .  However, the b e s t  we cou ld  do , i f  they 
were d eve loped ,  would be second c l a s s  compared w ith  what we can do 
w ith  the Leask Lakes t r a c t  as i t  i s  t o d ay .

HABITAT and ENVIRONMENTAL. Th is  t r a d e  does no t  have h a b i t a t  
b e n e f i t s .  I  was g r e a t l y  d i s a p p o in t e d  to  hea r  the KGB P lann ing  
department c a l l  t h i s  the " e n v i r o nm en ta l  a l t e r n a t i v e "  in t h e i r  
a n a l y s i s  and I  f e e l  t h a t  i t  i s  t remendous ly  i r r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  a 
p u b l i c  agency to sugges t t h a t ,  w ith r eg a rd s  to  h a b i t a t ,  two 
d ra in ag e s  w ith  the b e s t  h a b i t a t  cu t out o f  them a re  b e t t e r  than 
one .  This t r a d e  does no t  b e n e f i t  h a b i t a t ,  and i t  i s  shame fu l  th a t  
p u b l i c  agenc ies  would t r y  t o  p r e s e n t  i t  as such . The ou t rageous  
s ta tem en ts  such as o n l y  63 a c re s  o f  h a b i t a t  a f f e c t e d  when 1200 a re  
h a rv e s ted  would be lu d i c r o u s  i f  they were no t  p a r t  o f  p u b l i c  
documents . C u r ren t  e s t im a te s  show o v e r  70% dee r  l^ s s  in  the land 
th a t  CFC would r e t a i n  a f t e r  the t r a d e .

TRANSPORTATION. I f  we a r e  t r u l y  s e r i o u s  about  p romot ing a 
t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  c o r r i d o r  f u r t h e r  up the i s l a n d ,  the pu rchase o r  
upgrade o f  any r o a d s ,  such as those  in t h i s  exchange , shou ld  be 
made w i th  th a t  in m ind. In  f a c t  the b igg e s t  o p p o r t u n i t y  on the 
h o r i z o n  f o r  roaded r e c r e a t i o n  i s  l i n k i n g  Ke tch ikan  w i th  the USFS 
S h e l t e r  Cove t imbe r  s a l e .  The CFC land  exchange buys and upgrades 
roads  which a r e  n e i t h e r  the p r e f e r r e d  a l t e r n a t i v e  o f  the  USFS o r  
the L'OT. W ithou t  r e s o l u t i o n  o f  these  d i f f e r e n c e s ,  we may be 
spending s u b s t a n t i a l  s t a t e  r e s o u r c e s  th a t  cou ld  in s tead  be spent 
on an a c c ep tab le  a l ignmen t  th a t  meets DOT, FHA, NEPA, and o t h e r  
s t a n d a r d s .  To da te  1 see no i n d i c a t i o n  th a t  t h i s  exchange



— — —

accomp l ishes  I t s  o b j e c t i v e  o f  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n ,  and may in f a c t  
> h ind e r  i t  by spending dw ind l ing  r e s o u r c e s .

SUMMARY. I f  th e re  i s  to  be a t r a d e  o f  p u b l i c  r e s o u r c e s ,  i t  shou ld  
be done on i t s  m e r i t s ,  w ith  c a r e f u l l y  an a ly zed  b e n e f i t s  t o  the 
p u b l i c .  As I  rev iew  the community b e n e f i t s  which t h i s  t r a d e  i s
meant to  a ccomp l i sh ,  I f i n d  th a t  i t  f a l l s  v e ry  s h o r t  o f  a c h ie v in g
i t s  g o a l s .  I t  i s  my o p in i o n  th a t  the bes t  o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  a ch ie ve  
economic, r e c r e a t i o n ,  h a b i t a t ,  e n v i r o nm en ta l ,  and t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  
b e n e f i t s  f o r  the community would be to  r e t a i n  the e n t i r e  Leask Lake 
T ra c t  in S t a t e  ownership and use funds r a i s e d  from l im i t e d  h a r v e s t
in p a r t n e r s h i p  with the USFS and DOT to  b u i ld  a road th a t  connects
to the S h e l t e r  Cove t imber s a l e .

Th is  land t r ad e  does no t accomp l ish  i t s  in tended g o a l s .  In f a c t ,  
i t  h in d e r s  them, dec rea se s  the v a lu e  o f  the p u b l i c l y  owned land ,  
and dec reases  ou r  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  f o r  f u t u r e  economic b e n e f i t  and 
p u b l i c  en joymnent .  P le a s e  do a l l  w i th in  y ou r  power to  oppose t h i s  
t r a d e .

Thank you f o r  l i s t e n i n g  
B i l l  R o te c k i



RECEIVED MAR 3 I 1992
March 28, 1992

R e p re se n ta t iv e  C l i f f  Davidson 
Chairman, House R esources Committee 
House of R e p re se n ta t iv e s  
Juneau, A laska, 99811

Dear R e p re se n ta t iv e  Davidson,

As th e  chairm an o f  th e  House Resources Committee, p le a s e  
co n s id e r  c o -sp o n so r in g  th e  enc losed  b i l l .  There i s  a broad based 
support f o r  p r o te c t in g  th e  s t a t e  owned lan d s  w i th in  roaded access  
of Ketchikan f o r  r e c r e a t i o n a l  use  only .

The ag en c ies  such as th e  Mental H ealth  T ru s t  a r e  charged  
w ith th e  duty to  produce income from s t a t e  land  re s o u rc e s  v e s te d  
in  t h e i r  t r u s t .  L ikew ise th e r e  i s  a g r e a t  m o tiv a t io n  a t  th e  
s t a t e  le v e l  to  t r a d e  u n d es ig n a ted  s t a t e  lan d s  to  th e  Mental 
H ealth  T ru s t  to  c l a r i f y  t i t l e  and f u l f i l l  o th e r  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s .  
Because o f  such fo rc e s  w ith in  Alaska people  o f  K etchikan a re  
j u s t i f i e d  in  t h e i r  f e a r s  t h a t  w hatever th e  outcome o f  th e  Leask 
Lakes Land Trade, any s t a t e  la n d s  in  th e s e  a re a s  may be y e t  be 
l o s t  fo r  r e c r e a t i o n a l  use  by th e  people o f  K etchikan.

S p e c i f ic  s t a t u t o r y  p r o te c t io n  i s  d i f f i c u l t  a t  t h i s  t im e due 
to  th e  un reso lved  i s s u e  of th e  Leask Lakes Land T rade. Through 
t h i s  r e s o lu t io n  th e  l e g i s l a t u r e  can im m ediately reco g n ize  th e  
unique va lue  o f  th e s e  lan d s  to  th e  people of K etchikan and 
support development o f  a c c e s s ib le  r e c r e a t io n a l  la n d s  f o r  th e  
people of K etchikan Gateway Borough.

The r e s o lu t io n  r e f l e c t s  a c c u ra te ly  th e  en c lo sed  motion 
passed  unanimously by th e  K etchikan S ta te  Parks Advisory Board. 
Included  on t h a t  board  a re  members from a l l  s id e s  o f  th e  Leask 
Lakes Land Trade I s s u e .  E r ic  Muensch helped  d es ig n  th e  land  t r a d e  
fo r  Cape Fox C o rp o ra t io n .  B i l l  R oteki i s  one o f  th e  le a d e r s  of 
th e  Torgass C o n serv a tio n  S o c ie ty .  Nathan Jackson i s  a l e a d e r  
w ith in  the  lo c a l  N a tive  community. The motion i n i t i a t i n g  t h i s  
a c t io n  passed unanim ously.

To f a c i l i t a t e  passage  o f  t h i s  r e s o lu t io n  I  have spoken w ith  
s t a f f  a .  th e  o f f i c e s  o f  Jay K e r t tu la ,  Lloyd Jones and C heri 
Davis. I  have forwarded to  them co p ies  o f  th e  b i l l ,  r e q u e s t in g  
t h a t  they  co -sp o n so r  i t .  I f  th e  Resources Committee o f  bo th  
houses in tro d u ced  th e  r e s o lu t i o n  w ith  b i - p a r t i s a n  su p p o r t ,  a c t io n  
could  be taken  in  t h i s  s e s s io n  o f  th e  l e g i s l a t u r e .  Thank you fo r  
your time and e f f o r t  on our b e h a l f .

E rnest B. Meloche
Member, K etchikan S ta t e  Parks Advisory Board 
PO Box 6058
K etchikan, A laska , 99901 
247-6058

S in c e re ly ,



Honorab le 
Chairman, 
A laska 
S ta te  Cap 
Juneau, A

St; i

I  would 1 
S ta te  Leg 
proposed
This trad<i 
which w i l  
p u b l i c l y -  
these  lane 
f o r  the ir

P .O. Box 3280 
Ke tch ikan ,  Alaska 99901 
May 3, 1992

C l i f f  Davidson
House Resources Committee
te  L e g i s l a t u r e
t o l  B u i ld in g
aska 99801 -1182

Dear R ep re s en ta t iv e  Davidson ,
ke to  express  my s in c e r e  d e s i r e  th a t  the  Alaska 
s l a t u r e  r e j e c t  passage o f  the Cape Fox C o rp o r a t i o n ' s  
and exchange b i l l  (HB578 and SB 4 6 5 ) .
i s  p r im a r i l y  a s h o r t - s i g h t e d  " t im b e r -d e a l "  
r e s u l t  in squander ing and abusing v a lu a b l e  

4vned r e s o u r c e s .  Z am p e r s o n a l l y  f a m i l i a r  with 
s and know th a t  s e v e r a l  much b e t t e r  o p t io n s  e x i s t  
t e l l i g e n t  management o f  t h i s  a r e a .

peopJ e inMany 
t h i s  f a r  
Gateway Bdrough ’ s 
than a kar o f  p ro v id i  
t o  l o c a l  
in fo rm a t ic
the i n f o r n a t i o n  needed t o  f a i r l y  c on s id e r  the p ro s  and cons o ft h i s  t rade 
dubious vs 
tw is ted  ar t r a d e  thex 
env lronmer 
No compreh 
o f  p u b l i c l  
g iven  t o  
t imber arej 
b id d e r ,  t r a d in g  fc 
t h e i r  own 
s t a t e  l a n t

There i s  
exchange 
p r o c e s s . 
f o r  const'

Ke tch ikan  f e e l  the p rocess  t o  push t h i s  b i l l  
as been c o n t r i v e d  and man ipu la ted .  The Ketch ikan 

(KGB) ' p u b l i c  h ea r ing "  was l i t t l e  b e t t e r  
ga roo  c o u r t .  The KGB appeared to  have no in t e n t i o n  
ng good accu ra te  and f a c t u a l  t e c h n ic a l  in fo rm a t io n  i t i z e n s ,  and in  f a c t  seemed t o  suppress such 
n as much as p o s s i b l e .  Loca l  c i t i z e n s  have not had

Both the  t imber c r u i s e  and a p p r a i s a l  a re  o f  
l u e .  I n f o rm a t i o n  g iven  t o  the p u b l i c  has been 
d misused, f o r  each reason g iven  f o r  doing t h i s  
e are b e t t e r  r e a son s  f o r  not doing i t .  The 
t a l  c o s t s  have no t  been f a c t o r e d  i n t o  the  a p p r a i s a l ,  
e n s iv e  assessment has been done reg a rd ing  the l o s s e s  
y -ovned w i l d l i f e  r e s o u r c e s ,  and no mention has been 
he v a lu e  o f  these  l o s t  r e s o u rc e s .  I f  s t a t e  lands  and 
put "on the b lo c k "  they shou ld  go to  the h igh e s t  

Tlhe KGB has lands t h a t  Cape Fox has shown i n t e r e s t  in 
r  the White R i v e r ,  bu t the KGB i s  u nw i l l i n g  to  t r ad e  
l a n d s .  F i n a l l y ,  why a r t  we s e l l i n g  v a lu a b l e  undamaged 
s f o r  as l i t t l e  as $ 7 2 /a c re  and buying c l e a r - c u t s  and

o th e r  unusab le  lands f o r  about f o u r  t imes as much??
r\o
o r

t  time enough t o  p r o p e r l y  s c r u t i n i z e  t h i s  land 
examine i t  in an open and f a i r  p u b l i c  r e v i e w  

p l e a se  put a s top  t o  t h i s  land exchange. Thank r i n g  t h i s  r e q u e s t . youo e
S in c e r e l y ,

S '

Jack ie  Ca 
cc» Hous

I
^ r b u r y
Resources Committee members
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April 14, 1992

Heather Muench 
Box 6811 

Ketchikan, Alaska 
99901

Dear Representative,I  am writing you concerning the Cape Fox (White River/Harr iet Hunt/ 
Talbot Lake) land trade between and the State o f  Alaska (Leask Lakes).

We need roaded recreational lands f o r  today's children; not more 
locked -up wilderness f o r  e l i t e  preservationists .

Families need a place to go that is  within a short car drive frcm 
Ketchikan. Families often do not have the time, or the money or the 
physical a b i l i t i e s  fo r  long extended hikes in to the wilderness.

The U.S. Forest Service's Ward Lake area i s  over-used. This shows 
a great need f o r  more o f  the same type o f  recreation.

I  am the mother o f  5 children; ages 11 to 3 years. We cannot go 
on long hard hikes. This land trade w i l l  give us and other families the 
opportunity to  continue to use land current ly owned by Cape Fox. The t r a i l  
along Ward Creek down to  Talbot Lake and along i t ' s  shore is  easy hiking 
f o r  children. Harr iet Hunt has vast recreat iona l opportunities. White River 
i s  a large slow moving, mandering r i v e r  with beautifu l sand bars. The area 
i s  great f o r  picnics, camping, and hiking. The road access to White River 
makes i t  unique.

The Leask Lake Area w i l l  be another area f o r  famil ies i f  the 
proposed logging plan o f  Cape Fox's happens. W i ld l i fe  and f ishe r ies  w i l l  
be protected while opening:* up the area.

Logging i s  not a d i r ty  word as sane people would l i k e  you to 
believe. Logging roads o f f e r  easy walking, bike riding, s t r o l l e r  pushing, 
X-country skiing, snownobiling, etc . f o r  fami l ies . You can recreate in a 
c learcut.

PJctise don't believe the l i e s  being to ld  by the preservationists . 
They claim this i s  a trade o f  clearcut f o r  wilderness. The fact is  Cape 
Fox i s  trading 4336 acress o f  which only 900 acres have been cut. The 
re s t  i s  p r is t ine wilderness with great potent ia l  f o r  families and roaded 
recreation. The State w i l l  be trading 2335 acres o f  which Cape Fox w i l l  
on ly be able to  cut 1400 acres. The in teg r i ty  o f  the Leask Lakes w i l l  
remain. This trade w i l l  a lso preserve the in tegr i ty  o f  White River,
Harr iet Hunt, and Talbot Lake. This trade w i l l  open up lands current ly  
owned by Cape Fox and th ie r  vast potentia l w i l l  be f o r  the average 
Ketchikanite to  enjoy.

The e l i t e  preservationist fee ls  near ly  driving 
through a clearcut to get to a beautifu l area ruins the experience f o r  them. 
They are repulsed by the sight o f  logged areas. I f  these areas are not 
p r is t ine  enough f o r  the snobby preservat ionist ,  there is  about 2H m i l l ion  
acres adjacent or very close by f o r  those people.

Please give families the same opportunit ies fo r  outdoor recreation. 
Approve the Cape Fox -  State land trade.

Thank you fo r  your attention.

Sincere ly ,

Heather Muench
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To:

From:

Honorable Cliff Davidson 
C hair, House Resources 
Alaska State Legislature 

bate Capitol 
Jjineau, Alaska 99801-1182

N [eg Cartwright 
P O. Box 9506 
Ketchikan, Ak. 99901

I am a resident 
Fox land trad< 
whole trade pi 
the Cape Fox 
proposal is no: 
will primarily 
Leask Lakes 
be developed 
levels of outd 
in this area fbi 
trading old-gr 
of you. Pleasb 
the lost recreational

of Ketchikan and am strongly opposed to the Leask Lakes-Cape 
proposal currently being considered by your committee. I feel the 

ocess has been railroaded by some Borough Assembly members and 
lorporation in an effort to generate 50 jobs for 2 years. This trade 
about roaded recreation but rather short-term economic gains that 

benefit private shareholders of the corporation. The state owned 
is unique in that it is centrally located and has the potential to 

i nto a high quality recreational area with roaded access and varying 
<>or activities for all residents of Ketchikan. Future roads planned 

transportation and utility purposes make this a viable alternative to 
<Jwth forest for clearcut lands as outlined in the bill proposal in front 

, I urgue you to carefully consider the implications of this bill and 
value of our public lands if this proposal is adopted.

>yer 
acid 

ddson
Z s w i

cc: Rep. Liicoln
Rep. Cimey 
Rep. Ivi
Rep. Fiikelstein 
Rep. M 
Rep.
Rep. Hi 
Rep. Leman 
Rep. Gijussoodorf
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Mary McCa f fe r ty  PO Box 3203 Ke tch ikan ,  Alaska 99901

Honorab le C l i f  C h a i r ,  House 
A laska S ta t e  S ta te  C a p i t o l  Juneau, A laska

Davidson 
a B o u r c e s  L e g i s l a t u r e

Honorab le  C l l£

Z am adamant ly B i l l .  I  am d i  s id e red  accept r e c r e a t i o n  a re  th a t  has been the White Rive way o f  an e n r l  a re  not expect pact lu sh  r a i n  
Ke tch ikan  r e s i  
s e r i o u s  cons ld  have on fu t u r e  K e tch ik an .

R e s p e c t f u l l y ,
7

Mary McCa f fe r t

cc :
Rep. L in c o ln  
Rep. Zavack l Rep. P in k e l s f t e in  
Rep. Moyer 
Rep. GruB8en|dorf

9 9 8 0 1 - 1 1 8 2

£ Davidson,

opposed to  the  Leask Lakes/Cape Fox Land Trade 3appointed th a t  such a t rade  would be con- i b le  f o r  l o c a l  r e s i d e n t s  who seek g u a l i t y  as. Ketch ikan l o c a l s  deserve  a r e c r e a t i o n  a rea  t h o u g h t fu l l y  p lanned f o r  them. I  have hiked Road a r e a .  Th is  s i t e  o f f e r s  l i t t l e  in  the rh lng  outdoor e xp e r ie n ce .  Our summer v i s i t o r s  »d t o  vaca t ion  in  c l e a r  cu t f o r e s t s .  They ex- Eorested land inhab i ted  by b i r d s  and w i l d l i f e ,  
dents deserve t h a t  same A laska .  P le a se  g ive  s r a t i o n  t o  the Impact t h i s  land t r ad e  w i l l  
o p p o r t u n i t i e s  f o r  q u a l i t y  r e c r e a t i o n  s i t e s  in

Rep. Hudson Rep. Carney Rep. Ivan  
Rep. Leman
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May 5, 1992

Honorable c 
C hair, Hous4 Alaska S ta tu  
S ta te  Capit^  
Juneau, AK

As a c o n c e r  
o p p o rtu n ity  
Capa Pox Co: 
c u r r a n t ly  c

While i t  i a  
c u r r e n t ly  14 
i a  a lso  tru ii 
te rm in a te  in

i f f  Davidson 
Resources committee 
L e g is la tu re

1
99801-1182

Dear Rapreai m ta t iv e  Davidson,

pad r e s id e n t  of Ketohikan, I  would l i k e  to  ta k e  t h i a  
t o  express ay s tro n g  opposit ion  to  th e  Leask Lakes * 

:-poration Land Trade b i l l  t h a t  your committee i s  
onsidering*

t r u e  t h a t  Ketohikan, l i k e  most Sou theast communities, 
oka o p p o r tu n i t ie s  f o r  q u a l i ty  roaded r e a r e a t io n ,  i t  

t h a t  th e  roads ve do have e i t h e r  p ass  through o r  
ex ten s iv e  c le a r c u t  a r e a s .  Those o f  th e  Ward

Creek/Lake H a r r ie t  Hunt and Whipple Creek d ra in ag es  (both owned 
and r a p id ly  c l e a r c u t  by th e  Cape Pox Corporation) a r e  f in e  
examples. He c e r t a in ly  d o n ' t  need ano ther  road through a 
v i s u a l ly  an I b io lo g ic a l ly  impoverished landscape j u s t  f o r  th e  
sake of b e l i g  ab le  to  p u t  a few more m iles  on o u r  v e h ic le s .  What 
we sift need ,.s a road  to /th ro u g h  a f in e  example of Southeast 
A la sk a 's  un .qua, a l b e i t  r a p id ly  d isappearing , tem perate  
r a i n f o r e s t  where lo c a l  u se rs  and v i s i t i n g  t o u r i s t s  can have th e  
o p p o r tu n ity  t o  see  and experience what sou thern  Sou theast 
A la sk a 's  f o r e s t  re so u rces  have to  o f f e r .  The sta te-ow ned Leaak 
Lakes t r a c t  o f f e r s  th e  b e s t  oppo rtu n ity  f o r  suoh a q u a l i ty  
r e c r e a t io n  experience . Promulgating t h i s  exchange f o r  th e  so le  
economic b e n e f i t  o f  a co rp o ra tio n  which has l iq u id a te d  i t s  
re so u rce s  through non -susta ined  y i e ld  management would p rec lude  
th e  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  o f  e s ta b l i s h in g  a road  system t h a t  accesses  a 
p r i s t i n e  arfca. I  r e a l i z e  t h a t  a t  t h i s  l a t e  d a te  in  th e  
l e g i s l a t iv e ]  s e s s io n ,  you 've a l l  g o t p r i o r i t y  i s s u e s  to  co n s id e r ,  
bu t Z ask  t p a t  you ta k e  a moment t o  cons ider both  th e  obvious 

t r a d in g  " t r e e s  f o r  stumps", as  i t  has been c a l l c '1 
jedent t h a t  such an exchange w i l l  e s t a b l i s h  f o r  t* 
ink you fo r  your time and c o n s id e ra t io n .

in e q u i ty  o f  
and th e  p re  
f u tu r e .  Th

S in c e re ly ,

'Kevin J .  HaHa l ie

cc: Rep. Li 
Rep. Za 
Rep. 7 i

U b y

ico lnraok i
ik e l s t e in

Rep. Koyer 
Rep. Grussandorf 
Rep. Hudson

Rep. Carney 
Rep. Ivan 
Rep. Leman
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To:

From:

Honorable Cliff Davidson 
Chair, House Resources 
Alaska State Legislature 
S ate Capitol
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

Meg Cartwright 
U. Box 9505 

Kletchll^n, Ak. 99901

I am a residei it of Ketchikan and am strongly opposed to the Leask Lakes-Cape
Fox land tradi» 
whole trade pfi 
the Cape Fox 
proposal is nc 
will primarily 
Leask Lakes 
be devp'-'ped 
levels of oui

proposal currently being considered by your committee. I feel the 
ocess has been railroaded by some Borough Assembly members and 
Corporation in an effort to generate 50 jobs for 2 years. This trade 
i about roaded recreation but rather short-term economic gains that 
benefit private shareholders of the corporation. The state owned 

ract is unique in that it is centrally located and has the potential to 
into a high quality recreational area with roaded access and varying 

r activities for all residents of Ketchikan. Future roads planned 
in this area fo1 transportation and utility purposes make this a viable alternative to 
trading old-gr DWth forest for clearcut lands as outlined in the bill proposal in front 
of you. Pleat e, I urgue you to carefully consider the implications of this bill and 
the lost recra itlonal value of our public lands if this proposal is adopted.

cc: Rep. Lincoln 
Rep. Cirney 
Rep. I\an 
Rep. F nkelstein 
Rep. Moyer 
Rep. Ziwacki 
Rep. Hudson 
Rep. Ljman 
Rqp. Grus8endorf

15:25

I



72k Bayview 
Ke tc hi kan 
A l as ka 99901 
May k, 1992

H o n o r a b l e  Cliff Davidson 
H o u s e  Be ac ur oe s Chair 
A l a s k a  St at e Legislature 
State Ca pi to l 
June au* A l a s k a  99801-1182

De a r  Bepre

I a m  a Ket 
controvers 
land exch 
k n o w  eaoh 
u p o n  exter 
the passag 
mistake,

SB k 6 5  and

senfcktlve Davidson,

o h l k a n  resident and ha ve be en following the 
y re ga rd in g the p r o p o s e d  L e a s k  Lakea/White B l v e r  

ejng6, , I have spent m a n y  days in bo th areas and 
of them well from ff rs t-ha nd experience. Based 
sive background kn ow le dge, I mu st tell yo u that 
e o f  this land ex ch an ge bill woul d be a terrible 
T*.i1b letter is to express m y  op po si ti on to 
H B  5 7 8 .

If yo u ta le the time to ex am in e this bi l l  closely, you w i l l  
find n u m e i o u s  re as ons why this land ex ch ange wo ul d be 
ex t r em el y u n d e s i r a bl e  legislation. We mu s t  do a better job 
o f  m a n a g i n g  Alaska's natu ra l resources if we wa nt to have 

e development and k e ep our state a decent and 
p l a o e  to live. Ad di ti on al ly , if this bill were 
beli ev e it would be an in di ca ti on that the s y s t e m  

and ba lanoes de s i g n e d  to sa feguard o u r  system of 
is n o  longer functional.

sustalnabl 
en jo ya bl e 
to pass, 
o f  oheoks 
government

F o r  the gc 
t h e re s t ( 
land ex oh

S i n o e r e l y  

J a c k  Q u a 1 1 ,f son

od of the general po pu la oe o f Ke tc hi ka n and for 
f the state, p l e a s e  do not pa s s  this proposed 

Ange bill.
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M a y  4,1992

Davidson 
Committee 

ture

Honor abfa Cliff 
House Resource 
Alaska State
State capital 
Junuea, AK 996011182 

Dear Sir:

I Vfotfd HKo to uga you to do everything in your power to. stop the Lease Lake Land’s 
Trade BIB. I be|ieve this woiid set a terrible preoedent for land tradee in the State of 

good timOer for stumps makes no eooncxnkj cx teuiMtiuiwf sense. I 
are tha moat logging roads in the state and they are worthless for 

anything but u$4 by the industrial timber beasts, not to even mention the tost of wildlife 
habitat

Thank you for y  hjt consideration.

Sincerely;

Jerry SharrircJ 
Box 121 v  
Craig, AK 98931

oc: PatCam ry
David Fkicelstetn 
Bfll Huds<n 
Loren Let tan 
Oeorgiam 

, Tbm M oyy 
Ivan Ivan 
Jamee Cdwackl 
Ben Grue *torf

x t  U n o o k i



Ellen Toll 
4204 Cope Street 

Anchorage, Alaska 99503 
(907) 561-0500

»/Fq  M , y

'f JQQ?

M a y  2, 1992

Representative Cliff Davidson 
P.O. Box V
Juneau, Alaska 99811

Re: Leask Lake Land Exchange

Dear Representative Davidson,

I am writing to voice my opposition to the exchange of old 
growth forest lands that belong to the State of Alaska to the 
Cape Fox Corporation in return for heavily logged and clear-cut 
lands owned by the Corporation. I understand that this exchange 
has been approved by the Senate and will be before the House for 
consideration this week. I think the exchange does not serve the 
interest of the state.

I understand that there has been no final appraisal of the 
deal, so it is impossible to know whether the acres to be 
transferred to the state (which have been clear-cut, so the 
economic, recreational or scenic value must be questionable) are 
of equal value to the old-growth that would be given up.

I also understand that the Senate amended the bill to 
provide that the citizens of Ketchikan will be given the 
opportunity to ratify the exchange. Although I understand that 
they will be most affected by the exchange, these are state 
lands. I also wonder about the propriety of a vote by part of 
the citizens on an appropriation of state money. If the Senate 
was so unsure of whether the appropriation should be made that 
they gave Ketchikan veto power over it, then the House should be 
even more skeptical.

I would urge you to vote against this bill. It is not in 
the state's interest to give up valuable old-growth forest lands 
in return for clear-cuts. It also sets a bad precedent for the 
transfer of state lands into private hands.

Thank you for your consideration.

Yours truly,

cc: All members of House Resources Committee
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From:

H Dnorable Cliff Davidson 
C lair, House Resource 
Alaska State Legislature 
Slate Capitol
Jmeau, Alaska 99801-1182

T m Zadina 
l  : 092 Connie Lane 
Ketchikan, Ak. 99901

I am a residei t o f  Ketchikan and am strongly opposed to the Leask Lakes-Cape 
Fox land trad* i bill (SB 465) currently being considered. I am an avid outdoors 
person who er joys hunting and fishing in the Ketchikan area. The majority o f the 
land we woult get in this trade is absolutely worthless as far as I am concerned 
for recreation. I believe it is possible to get roaded access in to the Leask Lakes 
area and devel 5p a high quality recreation area without being forced into accepting
a land trade tl

cc: Li ii

at is a bad deal for die public.

Ci m
coin
°y

Rep.
Rep.
Rep. I\
Rep. H  
Rep. M 
Rep. Z i\
Rep. Hi 
Rep. Li
Rep. Gjussendorf

I v  n
1 ikelstein 

>yer 
wacld 

ltdson 
man

1 7 :0 4
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May 5, 1992

Honorable Cliff Oavidoon 
Chair, Houae Raaourcoa 
Alaska State Lsgislature 
State Capitol 
Jgneeu, AK 99P01-11B2

Dear Fir* O a v i d s o m

I am writing in regards to the state land swap proposal with Cape 
Fox Corp., of The Leaek Lakes area uith White River.

I havs been s Ketohikan reaidant for 5 years* 1 have been employed 
full-time with SC Island School District as an itinerant music 
teacher. I cover tha 20,000 square mile diatriot in a floatplane 
on a daily basis. I sea tho logging an Prince of Uelaa and other 
locatione.

I enjoy living and working in SC Alaska, I feel extremely/ fortu­
nate to bo blessed uith a uondsrful Job and the wonderful natural 
beauty around mo,

t ainoaraly believe that the state should deaignste the leask Lakes 
aroa ao a protected atata park, Tha advantages of preserving such 
beauty so olose to Ketchikan show incredible wisdom and vision,
Onca it ie gone, Ketohikan losas an important rseourcs.

Ploesa support legislation to preserve Leask Lakes and dBny tha land 
swap with Caps Fox Corp.

Thank you vary much I

cci Rap, Lincoln 
Rep, lawacki 
Rep. Finkelstoin 
Rep. Moyer 
Rep. Gruesendorf 
Rep. Hudson 
Rep, Carney 
Rep, Ivan 
Rep, Lsman

OGsdg

David C, Glazier 
614 Main St. 
Ketohikan, AK 99901
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To:

From:

onorable Cliff Davidson 
Chair, House Resource 
Alaska State Legislature 
State Capitol 

ineau, Alaska 99801-1182

Steve Heinl 
P.O. Box 3101 
1 [ctchikan, Ak. 99901

I am a resid 
Fox land tra< 
benefit to tho 
recreate in a 
recreational 
corporaion 
away. P leasi

cc: Rep. L

Rep. I

.dot o f Ketchikan and am strongly opposed to the Leask Lakes-Cape 
e bill (SB 465) currently being considered. I feel that there is no 
i state or the public in this trade proposal. Why would I want to 

_ clear-cut area? The White River area is not appealing to me as a 
jxea. The economic gains are short term and benefit a handful o f  

s lareholders but not the public. I strongly feel that this is a state give  
consider the implications o f a trade o f this nature and vote no.

incoln
Rep. Carney 
Rep. I  fan 
Rep. Flnkelstein 
Rep. Moyer 
Rep. 2awacld

( S io U k L ,

udson
Rep. Leman 
Rep. C russendorf
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443 Front Street 
Ketchikan, Ak. 99901 
May 3, 1992

Honorable Cliff Davidson:
Chair| Hquse Resources Committee

re: Cafe Fox Land Exchange HB37B

Representative Davidson:

In Ketchikan thia trada haa baan touted aa an anawar to our 
"Roaded Recroational Naada" and a road -further up tha ialand.

In fact uhat thia bill doea ia:

-sell Stita owned recreational land at *72/acre and buy privately 
owned cliarcut land at an average of *S95/acre .
THIS IS NOT A GOOD DEAL FOR RECREATION

-spend 
doeen’t 
legal po» 
tha raca 
standards 
THIS IS I

-designs 
area, pi 
and calls 
A CLEARCl

-decreasa 
claim it 
interests 
THIB BILL

This trac 
for valus 
state.

2.5 million on a road upgrade for a road that the stats 
ant, that tha borough government wants but does not have 
ers to maintain, and is NOT the prafferad alternative of 
nt DOT highway study, and cannot meat FHA .»ighway

OT A GOOD DEAL FOR A ROAD UP THE ISLAND

clearcuts in a gem of a very accessible and beautiful 
ts a *2.3 million road through and to these clearcuts, 
the project a tourist attraction.

T DOES NOT INCREA8E THE TOURISM INDU8TRY

deer population by 71% on the state traded lands and 
is being done to "further...environmental protection 
1 (quote from the bill)
IS DEVASTATING TO WILDLIFE

e does not accomplish what it claims to, is not value 
and benefits a very few people at a great cost to the

PLEASE OPPOSE HB37B and SB]

Sincerely yours, 
Bill Roteckl



PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE

DEAR: REPRESENTATIVE DAVIDSON

NAME: CAROLYN STALLINGS 
TITLE:

ADDRESS: 61fi SUNSET DRIVE
CITY: KETCHIKAN, AX ZIP: 99901
PHONE: 297-9817 

BILL NO: SB 965
SUBJECT: LANO EXCHANGE WITH CAPE POX CQfifORATION
MESSAGE: I AM NOT IN FAVOR OF THE TRADtS HITH CAPE FOX. I STRONGLY SUPPORT A 
STATE PARK IN THE LEASK LAKES AREA, AND TRADING FOR MORE STUMPS DOES NOT MAKE 
GOOD ECONOMIC SENSE IN THE LONG RUN. PLEASE TREAT THIS BILL NI7H GREAT, 
HOUGHTFUL CONSIDERATION.

POHID: 08160130 
DATE: 92/09/19 
TIME: 16:01:30 

LIONAME: KETCHIKAN LIO

COPIES! SENATORS

ELIASON
POURCHOT

PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE

DEAR: REPRESENTATIVE DAVIDSON

NAME: JOAN E. KAUTZER 
TITLE:

ADDRESS: LOT t, UPPER GEORGE INLET, BOX 129
CITY: POINT BAKER ZIP! 99927
PHONE: n/r- 

BILL NO:
SUBJECT: LEASK LAKES LANO TRADE
MESSAGE: AS A PROPERTY OWNER IN GEORGE INLET, I STRONGLY OPPOSE THIS CORRUP 
LANO TRADE. THE STATE WOULD ILL SERVE THE PUBLIC IN THIS UNBALANCED SWAP. IEASK 
LAKES SHOULD BE LEFT IN IT'S EXISTING OLD GROWTH SPLENDOR TO BEST PROVIOE FOR 
VIABLE RECREATIONAL OPPERTUNITY. DON'T ALLOW THIS PUBLIC THEFT TO OCCUR!

POMID: 15132802 
DATE: 92/0</19 
TIME: 13:28:02 

LIONAME: PETERSBURG LIO

COPIES: REPRESENTATIVES SENAIflBS

BROW}: JONES
ELLIS ELIASON
GRUSSENOORF KERTTULA
NAVARRE MENARO



PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE

DEAR: REPRESENTATIVE DAVIDSON

NAME! ANOI 5MITH-GUTHREAU 
TITLEi CONCERNED CITIZEN 
DRESS: P. 0. BOX 6033
CITY: KETCHIKAN ZIP: 99901
PHONE: 225-6033 
LL NO:
BJECT: LEASK LAKES-NHITE RIVER LAND TRAOE PROPOSAL
SSAGE: HELLO: I'M WRITING TO STATE MY OPPOSITION TO THE PROPOSED LAND SWAP
UEEN CAPE FOX AND THE STATE. I'M IN FAVOR OF THE LEASK LAKES AREA AS A STATE 
RK BUT NOT IF IT'S GOING TO BE LOGGED FIRST. IT WOULD DEFEAT THE PURPOSE OF 
ECREATION/PARK AREA! THANKS!

POHID: 06169296 
DATE: 92/03/25 
TIME: 16:92:96 
ONAME: KETCHIKAN LIO

OPIES: REPRESENTATIVES SENATORS

BROWN JONES
C.DAVIS KERTTULA
ELLIS POURCHOT
GRUSSENOORF
MACKIE
NAVARRE

PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE

DEAR: REPRESENTATIVE DAVIDSON

99901

SUPPORT A LEASK LAKE STATE

POMIO: 06169010 
DATE: 92/03/25 
TIME: 16:90:10 

LIONAME: KETCHIKAN LIO

COPIES: REPRESENTATIVES SEMiMBHS

C.DAVIS JONES
ELLIS KERTTULA
NAVARRE POURCHOT
TAYLOR

NAME: SCOTT M. GUTHREAU 
TITLE: PRIVATE CITIZEN 

ADDRESS: P. 0. BOX 6033
CITY: KETCHIKAN ZIP:
PHONE: 225-6033 

BILL NO:
SUBJECT: CAPE FOX CORPORATION LANO SWAP 
MESSAGE: I STRONGLY OPPOSE THE LAND SWAP BUT DO 
PARK.



PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE

DEAR* REPRESENTATIVE DAVIDSON

NAME: DAVID BEEBE 
TITLE: COMMERCIAL FISHERMAN 
)RES3: BOX 196
CITY: PETERSBURG ZIP: 99B33
’HONE: 772-3B0B 
IL NO: HB 576 
3JECT:
SSAGE: PLEASE VOTE THIS TRADE DOWN! THE POOR CHOICE OF ROAD CONSTRUCTION THAT 
S ORIGINALLY CONOUCTEO MILL SADDLE THE STATE MITH HUGE MAINTENANCECOSTS 
TE, NOT TO MENTION THE SHAM OF "RECREATION" AND "WILDERNESS" VALUES THAT 
ERY TOURIST IS LURED TO ALASKA UPON.

POMIO: 15155290 
DATE: 92/09/13 
TIME: 15:52:90 
3NAME: PETERSBURG LIO

3PIES: BfpPSSENTAHyES SEMTflK

BROWN JONES
MACKIE KERTTULA
NAVARRE MENARO
TAYLOR POURCHOT

PUBLIC OPINION ME3SAGE

DEAR: REPRESENTATIVE DAVIDSON

NAME: JOSEPH D. SEBASTIAN 
TITLE:

ADDRESS: BOX 1297
CITY: POINT BAKER 2IP: 99927
PHONE: N/R- 

; BILL NO: HB 576
1 SUBJECT: LAND EXCHANGE MITH CAPE FOX CORPORATION 
MESSAGE: BE ADVISED THAT THE LEASK LAKES LANO TRADE IS UNWISE AND CORRUPT. 
STATE WOULD INHERIT ROAD MAINTENANCE PROBLEMS, UNSTABLE SOILS, AND MANY 
EXISTINGSLIDES. HOW THIS LANO RIPOFF GOT THIS FAR IS A TESTIMENT TO IN-STATE 
CORRUPTIONLEAST LAKES IS AN OPPORTUNITY FOR AFOWL STATE PARK AND TOURIST 
DESTINATION.

POMIO: 15152312 
1 DATE: 92/09/13 

TIME: 15:23:12 
LIONAME: PETERSBURG LIO

COPIES: REPRESENTATIVES ?FNATpBS

BROWN JONES
ELLIS ELIASON
MACKIE KERTTULA
NAVARRE POURCHOT



PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE

DEAR! REPRESENTATIVE DAVIDSON

NAME! JOSEPH D. SEBASTIAN 
TITLE:
JDRESS: BOX 1297 
CITY! POINT BAKER ZIP: 99927
PHONE! 772-9669 
ILL NO: HB 576
UBJECT: LANO EXCHANGE WITH CAPE FOX CORPORATION
ESSAGE: OE AOVISED THAT THE LEASK LAKES LANO TRADE IS UN-HISE AND CORRUPT. 
ATE WOULD INHERIT ROAD MAINTENANCE PROBLEMS, UNSTABLE SOILS, ANO MANY 
ISTINGSLIOES. HOW THIS LANO RIPOFF GOT THIS FAR IS A TESTIMENT TO IN-STATE 
RRUPTION LEAST LAKES IS AN OPPORTUNITY FOR A FOWLSTATE PARK ANO TOURIST 
TINATION.

POMIO: 15151991 
DATE: 92/09/15 
TIME! 15:19:91 

IONAME: PETERSBURG LIO

COPIES: REPRESENTATIVES SENATORS

BROWN JONES
ELLIS KERTTULA
MACKIE POURCHOT
NAVARRE

PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE

DEAR! REPRESENTATIVE DAVIDSON

NAME: DON CORNELIUS 
TITLE:

ADDRESS: BOX 1727
CITY: PETERSBURG ZIP: 99833
PHONE: 772-9869 

BILL NO: HB 576
SUBJECT: LAND EXCHANGE WITH CAPE FOX CORPORATION
MESSAGE: PLEASE SAY NO TO LEASK LAKES LAND EXCHANGE. USE ALTERNATE ROUTE FOR 
ISLAND ROAD SYSTEM. LEASK LAKES WOULD MAKE A VERY POPULAR STATE PARK. WHITE 
RIVER ROAD SYSTEM IS A MAINTENANCE NIGHTMARE ANO WOULD COST TOO MUCH TO 
MAINTAIN ANO INCUR TOO MUCH LIABILITY.

POMIO: 15195208 
OATE: 92/09/13 
.TIME: 19:52:08 

LIONAME: PETERSBURG LIO

COPIES: REPRESENTATIVES SENATORS

NAVARRE
FINKELSTEIN
HUDSON
IVAN
LEMAN
LINCOLN
MOYER
ZAWACKI
TAYLOR
C.DAVIS

JONES
KERTTULA
MENARD
POURCHOT



PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE

DEAR! REPRESENTATIVE OAVIDSON DEARS REPRESENTATIVE DAVIDSON

NAME! CONSTANCE GRIFFITH 
TITLE: CITIZEN 

AD0RE5S: 2509 FOURTH AVENUE
C1TTJ KETCHIKAN ZIP: 99901
PHONE: 225-5069 

BILL NO:
SUBJECT: STATE OF ALASKA - CAPE FOX LANO SNAP
MESSAGE: D.N.R. WANTS TO TRADE 2,500 ACRES AROUND LEASK LAKES FOR 9,300 ACRES 
IF LOGGED-OVER LANDS HEAVILY CLEARCUT. O.N.R. CLAIMS THE TRAOE PROVIOES A 
RECREATION AREA FOR KETCHIKAN. LOGGED AREAS ARE NOT SUITABLE. LEASK LAKE STAT 
LANOS PROVIDE WILDLIFE, RECREATION ANO FISH. A CENTURY IS REQUIRED TO RESTORE 
LOGGED AREAS WITH THESE VALUES. THE PROPOSED SWAP IS A HOAX. PLEASE DO NOT 
APPROVE THIS LANO SWAP.

NAME: MRS. AMOS BURG 
TITLE: 

address: PO BOX 20005
CITY: JUNEAU, AK ZIP: 99B02
PHONE: N/R- 

8ILL NO: SB 965
SUBJECT: LAND EXCHANGE WITH CAPE FOX CORPORATION
HESSAGE: SB 965 IS UNCONSTITUTIONAL ANO VOID. THE STATE CAWOT EXCHANGE 
PRIVATE PROPERTY FOR STATE PROPERTY, OTHERWISE THE* COULD TAKE AWAY YOUR HOME 
FOR STATE PROPERTY! EVEN BEFORE OUR U.S. CONSTITUTION Hi; FORMED THERE WERE 
RESOLVES BY OUR FRAMERS THAT PRIVATE PROPERTY SHOULD NOT BE TOUCHED.

POMIO: 0B195601 
DATE: 92/03/09 
TIME: 19:56:01 

L10NAHE: KETCHIKAN LIO

COPIES: REPRESENTATIVES SENATORS

BROUN
C.0AVI3
GRUSSENOORF
NAVARRE

JONES
KERTTULA
POURCHOT

POMID: 00095553 
OATE: 92/05/05 
TIME: 09:55:53 

LIONAME: JUNEAU LIO

COPIES: ES REPRESENTATIVES SENATORS

BAKER BARNES ADAMS
BOYER BROWN COLLINS
BRUCKHAN CARNEY COTTEN
CHOQUETTE B.DAVIS CRAFT
C. DAVIS DONLEY DUNCAN
ELLIS FINKELSTEIN ELIASON
FOSTER GONZALES FISCHER
GRUENBERG GRUSSENOORF FRANK
HANLEY HUOSON HALFORD
IVAN JACKO HOFFMAN
KOPONEN KUBINA JONES
LARSON LEMAN KERTTULA
LINCOLN MACKIE MENARD
HACLEAN MARTIN PEARCE
M.A.MILLER M.W.MILLER POURCHOT
MOYER NAVARRE ROOEY
PARNELL G.PHILLIPS SHULTZ
R.PHILLIPS SHARP STURGULEWSKI
TAYLOR ULMER UEHL1NG
ZAWACKI ZHAROFF
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Cliff Da'S 
Chair m 
Box V 
Juneau,

Box 315B
Ketchikan, Alaska 99901 
May 3, 1992

idson
of House Resource Committee<n

Alaska 998i l  

Re: Leajjk Lakes - White River Trade 

Dear Mr. Davidson:

I have lived in Ketchikan since 1954. I have taught school for 15 years 
and am at present teaching school at Schoenbar Junior High. I am an outdoor 
recreate r and am a regular promotor of outdoor recreation for my students.

1 am concerned about the Leask Lakes - White River land trade for 
many r< asons.

0  le: Leask Lakes should be turned into a National or State Park in 
order tt at safety regulations would be made. At present there are no rules 
or regui aiions in the Harriet Hunt and White River areas. The four 
wheelers nearly run over the cross-country skiers. They are fighting with 
each other. There needs to be designated areas so that both groups of people 
are hap >y. People are driving their cars out of control on the roads and 
teenage -s go there to drink. The roads are barely maintained. The road to 
White River is a four wheel road and is not one that people would choose for 
a Sunday drive with the family. Bvery year we have totalled cars and 
people Leing hit by speeding cars. Someday something disastrous is going to 
happen to the lives of people.

T
country 
family 
there, 
propert 
same.

vo: We need a National or State Park with maintained cross­
trails would enable more people to use the area. It would become a 
rea. There are people right now that won't take their children up 

l{f the Leask Lakes area is handled like Cape Fox's While River 
7 or Ketchikan's Parks and Recreation, we will only have more of the

Three: Cape Fox's White River property is NOT the type of place one 
goes to ook at the beauty of the countryside because it is nothing buV a 
graveyj rd of barren stumps. It Is very pretty in the winter because the
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snow w  lite washes the debris. Mountain biking in the summer is a dreadful 
sight It s not the place I take any visitors from out of town unless they 
mounta n bike and they always ask, '"What happened out here?"

Fpur: From the dollar standpoint for the State of Alaska, I think It Is 
a dangerous situation. Does the state want to get into selling land to 
corporate interests and let them exploit the major raw product we have out 
there? Is the State of Alaska going to benefit as much as Cape Fox?

F vei Ketchikan and the surrounding area needs a recreation area for 
the peo] >le that live here. Juneau has one, Anchorage and Fairbanks have 
one. W< t have nothing other than a few State Parks with walking paths or 
campinj facilities. We need a RECREATION AREA. We need to ride bikes, 
cross country ski, hike, four wheel, fish, and camp. Our roads are so 
coagulated with cars and congestion that it Is no longer a safe place to 
ride...so 
recreate

I

White f

we need to think about our children and where they are going to 
. We do have the water...but not ail people do the water.

appreciate your consideration injiot supporting the Leask Lake. 
Lver trade.

r n - p  „

Rosie Roppel

cc  B jn  Guessendor
Georglanna Lincoln 
Pat Carney 
D ivid Finkelstein 
B 11 Hudson 
b an Ivan 
T^m Moyar 
Lorren LeMan 
J1 n Zewacky
Johnny Ellis (House Rules Committee)



6489 South Tongass Highway 
Ketchikan, Alaska 99901 
May 6 , 1992

Honorable Cliff Davidson 
Chair, House Resources 
Alaska State Legislature 
State Capitol
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182 

Dear Representative Davidson:

I am third generation Alaskan and a Ketchikan native who has spent 
quite a lot of time in and around the Leask Lakes area. This is 
one of the most beautiful, pristine, and untouched areas in 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly feel that a land trade with the Cape 
Fox Corporation would not only be detrimental to me, but also to my 
children and grandchildren. 1 strongly urge you to vote against 
this land trade.

Respectfully,

O J A  J r u ju u f r
Mary U^quhart O

cc: Rep. Lincoln
Rep. Zawacki 
Rep. Finkelatein 
Rep. Moyer 
Rep. Grussendorf 
Rep. Hudson 
Rep, Carney 
Rep. Ivan 
Rep. Leman



722 P a rk  Avenue 
K e tc h ik a n ,  A la s k a  99901 
May 6 , 1992

The H o n o ra b le  C l i f f  D a v id s o n  
C h a ir ,  House R e so u rce s  
A la s k a  S ta te  L e g is la tu r e  
S ta to  C a p i t o l  
J u n e a u , A la s k a  99801-1182

D e a r R e p re s e n ta t iv e  D a v id s o n :

I  am a K e to h ik a n  n a t iv e  and am s t r o n g ly  opposed  t o  th e  Lea sk  
L a ko s -C a p e  F ox  C o rp . la n d  t r a d e  b i l l  t h a t  p a s s e d  o u t  o f  th e  
S e n a te  l a s t  w eek. I  am a ls o  c o n c e rn e d  a b o u t th e  p re s s u re  t h a t  
may be e x e r te d  on each and e v e ry  one o f  yo u  t o  make a d e a l r a t h e r  
th a n  t o  c o n s id e r  t h i s  t r a d e  on i t s  own m e r i t s .  I  u rg e  you  t o  
c o n s id e r  t h i s  b i l l  o n ly  on i t s  own m e r i t s .

S in c e r e ly ,

D e id ra  H o lum

o c :  R ep, L in c o ln
R ep. Z a w a ck i 
R ep. F in k le s t e in  
R ep. M oye r 
R ep. G ru s s e n d o r f  
R ep . Hudson 
R ep. C a rn e y  
R ep. Iv a n  
R ep. Leman
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LoAnn Swanson 
PO Box 1161 
Ward Cove, Ak 99901 
6 May, 1992

Honorable Cliff Davidson 
Chairman, House Resources Committee 
Alaska State Legislature 
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1102

I am writing to encourage you to oppose the Leask Lakos Capo Pox 
Land Exchange <HBS78). 1 Have been a resident of this community
for over 27 years, have raised my family here, and have spent 
many hours recreating in the places near to Ketchikan including 
the White River before it was logged. I am deeply concerned that 
you would consider trading this desslmated area for the Leask 
Lakes Drainage. I am not alone in this concern. Please note the 
following:

At the DNR hearing about the proposed exchange:

COMMUNITY
KETCHIKAN
SAXMAN
JUNEAU

OPPOSED
36
2
2

FOR
26#
14
6#

NUETRAL

1

# <1 person spoke in support at bath hearings)

Written Testimony submitted to DNR about the proposed exchange: 
0PPP0SED 37 FOR 16

Furthermore, there was a petition circulated by a group called 
"Tho Leask Lakes State Park Committee" calling for the creation 
of a State Park in the Leask Lakes area. In response to that, 
the Cape Fox Corporation circulated a petition to oppose the 
State Park idea. It is my understanding that the petition for 
the park gathered about 800 signatures, and tho one opposing the 
park received about 110 signatures.

Clearly this community does not "overwhelmingly support" trading 
stumps for trees. Pleaso give this your careful consideration

Sirvperely^^ 

LoAnn Swanson

cc:
Rep. Lincoln 
Rep. Zawacki 
Rop. Flnkelsteln 
Rep. Moyer 
Speaker Qrussendorf

Rep. Hudson 
Rop. Ivan 
Rep. Carney 
Rep. Loman

I



641J9 South Tongao3 Highway 
Ketchikan, Alaska 99901 
May 6, 1992

Honorable Cliff Davidson 
Chair, House Resources 
Alaska State Legislature 
State Capitol
Juneau, Alaska 99001-1102 

Dear Representative Davidson:

I am third generation Alaskan and a Ketchikan native who has spent 
quite a lot of time in and around the Leask Lakes area. This is 
one of the most beautiful, pristine, and untouched area3 in 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly feel that a land trade with the Cape 
Fox Corporation would not only bo detrimental to me, but also to my 
children and grandchildren. I strongly urge you to vote against 
this land trade.

Respectfully,

Mary U^quhart O

cc: Rep, Lincoln
Rep. zawacki 
Rep. Finkelatein 
Rep. Moyer 
Rep. Grussendorf 
Rep. Hudson 
Rep. Carney 
Rep. Ivan 
Rep. Leman
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Ralph C. Gregory» o * c  X i t a h t H M n ,  U y n h .  ■ ■ ■ O X
iiitmt-Kii

Cliff Davidson, Chair 
House Resources Committee

Dear Cliff:

1 have observed the proposed land trade between Cape Fox and 
the State since its beginning concepts. While I worked for it 
in its early stages, X no longer feel that the community hoc a 
stake in its completion.

The Borough has neither the powers nor financial resources to 
maintain the road, It should not be assumed that future 
Assemblies will be obligated to expend local revenue in times 
when other serious and pressing problems face taxpayers to 
operate a dead end and expensive ROW.

The State DOT has determined that the proposed ROW would not 
be suitable for future development into a federal funded 
highway across the island. Actual development of a 
transportation link to Canada would be buJlt over another 
route.

Logging close to Ketchikan is gradually eroding the outdoor 
experiences available to our residents and extension of clear 
cut logging in this area would not enhance the visitor 
industry, personal quality of life or long term employment in 
the Borough.

Personal regards,

Ralph C. Gregory
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STEVE COWPER, GOVERNOR

*  0 .  B O X  W
D O U O L A S ,  A L A S K A  9 M H 4 0 3 0

* " 1 6 5 - 4 2 9 0

n«i)lL«L Division

N o v e m b e r  13, 1990

CP n  GTP

I 'c / F
D E P A R T M E N T  OF F IS H  A X D  GA M E

S O U T H E A S T  REGIONAL OFFICE

Mr. Bruce Phelps 
P l a n n i n g  Director 
K e t c h i k a n  Gateway Borough 
344 Front Street 
Ketchikan, Alaska 99901

D e a r  Mr. Phelps:

Re: Habitat Impacts and Proposed White H i v er / Le as k Lakes Lan d
Trade

I n  the Ketchikan Community Survey completed by the M c D o w e l l  G r o u p  
in S ep tember 1990, "Consideration of wi ldlife and fisheries 
h a b i t a t  impacts in p ro p o s e d  la n d  *v rs h *n g *e  was th e  a o a t  im p o r t a n t  
v a l u e  overall," as expressed by a representative sample o f  
K e t c h i k a n  residents.

D u r i n g  the community workshop held on N ovember 3, 1990, t h es e 
v a l u e s  were once again reiterated. In a paired c o m p a r i s o n  
a nalysis of important cultural and natural resource v a l u e s  w i t h i n  
t h e  study area, th e combined effort of m a n y  of the w o r k s h o p  
p a r t i c i p a n t s  found that the highest p r iority goals of the 
c o m m u n i t y  were to:

(1) "Provide roaded recreation." and

(2) "Protect and ma in ta in  vildlife species, abundance, 
diversity, and habitats."

A t  vario us  times during the past year, Department of F is h a nd 
G a m e  staff have informed Borough and rep# Fox personnel t h a t  the 
p r o p o s e d  White R iv er/Leask Lakes land trade wo u ld  b e  
c ounterpr od uc ti ve  to the goals of fish and wildlife h a b i t a t  
p r o t e c t i o n  witnin the recreational study area. For example, on 
2-12-90, staff transmitted comments to y o u  that the p r o p o s e d  
trade, "would result in a net loss to b o t h  high quality h a b i t a t s  
a n d  recreational opportunities. This trade w o u l d  h a v e  
i r re vo ca bl e  consequences to those types of habitats w h i c h  w i l l  
b e c o m e  the most limited in future years."



Department staff have informed me that although they had made the 
proposed land trade their highest priority/ and requested close 
coordination and involvement during each stage of the 
Borough/Cape To* planning process, their concerns have not been 
addressed.

Unfortunately, what has emerged as a result is a product which 
has significant technical flaws regarding the wildlife and 
habitat information which is now being publicly presented by the 
Ketchikan Gateway Borough and the Cape Fox Corporation. Although 
a logging engineer employed by Cape Fox informally discussed 
certain aspects of some wildlife species with department staff, 
the Borough has not made available to us sufficient opportunities 
to rovi*w and partioipat* in th« various* stages o£ development of 
the materials which are being presented.

Consequently, the Borough Planning Department is now displaying 
"critical habitat" maps for wildlife which are technically 
incorrect.

I'hls d * f i o i c n o y  n e e d *  to be r e m e d i e d  and W 8 a r e  W i l l i n g  and
available to assist you in this endeavor. Furthermore, when 
discussing the wildlife related impacts, we would appreciate it 
if you would instead report that the trade is expected to result 
in a significant net loss of important habitat values.

For additional information concerning our review of the proposed 
land trade and options for roaded recreational opportunities in 
the Ketchikan area/ please refer to the enclosed comments which 
ve hope you find useful/

Sincerely,

Richard Reed 
Regional supervisor

enclosure

cc: Mayor Bartholomew
Borough Assembly Members 
Frank Rue, ADF&G 
Jack Gustafson, ADF&G 
Andy Pekovich, ADNR 
Mike McXinnon, ADOT/PF

aileask.ltr



ALASKA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME 

NOVEMBER 1990

The Depa r t m e n t  of Fish and Game has concluded that there are 
serious problems with the proposed LeasJc Lakes/White River land 
trade. We believe that this trade would result in a net loss to 
both w i l d l i f e  habitat values and future recreational opportunities. 
Additionally, further evaluation by qualified transportation 
experts and other specialists may reveal that a trade could impede 
the timely extension of a transportation link extending into this 
area. With proper planning, retention of the Leask Lakes drainage 
in s t a t e  ownership could be beneficial to future habitat and 
re c reational values, while concurrently expediting a road extension 
and the eventual establishment of a transportation corridor. A 
more c o m p l e t e  explanation of our concerns follows:

1. T H E  TRADE WILL RESULT IN A SIGNIFICANT NET LOSS OF IMPORTANT 
H A B I T A T  VALUES.

O v e r  the past year, Alaska Department of Fish and Game 
biologists have met with Forest Service biologists to discuss 
ways of harvesting timber on southern Revilla Island while 
att e m p t i n g  to maintain healthy wildlife populations. We have 
identified the protection of a core area including the Naha 
R i v e r  drainage, the George Inlet Saltchuck, and the Leask 
Lakes drainage as vital to this objective. Most of the lands 

- arou n d  this core area will be intensively logged, and the area 
w h i c h  includes Leask Lakes will become essential in attempting 
to maintain the future integrity of wildlife populations on 
so u t h e r n  Revilla Island, in addition to striving for viable 
and well distributed representations of wildlife species in 
so u thern southeast.

T h e r e  is a greater diversity of species at Leask Lakes, along 
w i t h  a more complex food chain than exists at the White River. 
Species which have suitable habitat in the Leask Lakes tract 
b u t  not in the White River drainage include sockeye salmon, 
s u m m e r  run coho salmon, trumpeter swans, loons, Vancouver 
C a n a d a  geese, bufflehead, goldeneye, greater/lesser scaup, 
h o o d e d  mergansers, goshawks, marten, some of the owl species, 
and possibly others. A  half-dozen or more species could be 
lo s t  from the ecosystem at Leask Lakes if the land trade plan 
is implemented, and the present abundance of many other 
spec i e s  could be greatly reduced. For example, Leask Lakes 
p r e s e n t l y  provides suitable habitat for two (swans, goshawks) 
r e g i o n a l l y  identified sensitive species, while the White River 
does not. Consequently, while additional logging in the White 
R i v e r  would not affect the habitat of presently identified 
se n s i t i v e  species, we can anticipate that both sensitive 
species could be permanently lost from the Leask Lakes area



u n d e r  the land trade proposal. Additionally, other wildlife 
w h i c h  may disappear from the Leask Lakes tract with the heavy 
fragmentation and greatly expanded access proposed by the land 
trade could include some of the species of owls, marten, 
wolves, and possibly others.

T h e r e  are three important factors which contribute to the 
r e l a t i v e l y  high level of wildlife productivity in the Leask 
Lakes area compared to the White River. These are (1) the 
p r e sence of a lake system, (2) lack of previous habitat 
fragmentation/loss and, (3) geographic juxtaposition in 
r elation to other productive habitats. The Leask Lakes tract 
is strategically located adjacent to both the Naha and the 
G e o r g e  Inlet Saltchuck. Some species require large blocks of 
old growth, and their viability can be much better provided 
for in the current existing land ownership pattern. Important 
habitats and suitable connections to other unfragmented areas 
c a n  be designed if the state retains ownership of the Leask 
Lakes tract. A trade would severely cripple our planning 
efforts to maintain viewable, harvestable, and viable 
p o p u l a t i o n  levels of some wildlife species near Ketchikan, 
e s p e c i a l l y  for wildlife within proximity to an accessible road 
system.

T H E  TRADE RESULTS IN A NET LOSS TO HIGH QUALITY RECREATIONAL 
O P P O R T U N I T I E S .

St a f f  has concluded that there is a much wider diversity, 
h i g h e r  quality and greater abundance of future recreational 
opportunities in the state-owned Leask Lakes tract than on 
Cape Fox-cvned White River lands. Local residents have 
p r o m o t e d  a plan to keep the Leask Lakes tract under state 
ow n e r s h i p  and provide roaded access to the area for the 
purp o s e  of opening-up this part of George Inlet for 
recreational use. They have stated that visitors could pursue 
a v a r i e t y  of activities including hunting, fishing, camping, 
hiking, sight-seeing, natural history education, photography, 
n o n-motorized boating/canoeing, and winter sports such as ice- 
skating, ice-fishing, and cross country skiing. A lands 
co m m i t t e e  composed of area residents rated the recreational 
v a l u e s  of the Leask Lakes area equal to or higher than those 
for the White River. Department of Fish and Game staff who 
h a v e  spent significant amounts of time in both areas rate the 
L e a s k  Lakes as having a much greater value in each 
recreational category than the White River.

It seems, for example, that the amount and quality of sport 
fishing opportunities at the White River have been somewhat 
exaggerated. While there are sometimes large runs of pink 
sal m o n  into the White River, few sportfisheroen pursue pinks 
a f t e r  they have entered their spawning streams. Other species 
of fish occur in the White River, but are not abundant. In
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the single escapement survey conducted for steelhead, for 
example, only 22 fish were observed. At this point, 
bi o logists are unsure if a viable steelhead season would be 
p o s s i b l e  on the White River if the road were opened for public 
access. Additionally, some habitat impairment has occurred as 
a r e s u l t  of the logging activities which have taken place in 
the White River, particularly where clearcutting has fallen 
the trees along both streambanks. Donald Siedelman, a 
fisheries biologist contracting for Cape Fox, concluded that, 
"The resultant upland activities (logging) have now made the 
d r a i n a g e  a "temperature sensitive" river system. During above 
aver a g e  warm weather conditions, the stream warms creating 
m a r g i n a l  salmonid h a b i t a t ...This occurred for the first time 
in the White River in 1986." It should also be noted that 
there is a significant opportunity for recreational fisheries 
enhancement projects in the Leask Lakes area, while the White 
R i v e r  contains no lakes and offers few options to improve its 
recreational fishing opportunities.

THE COASTAL ROAD A L I GNMENT MAY BE UNSUITABLE.

T h e r e  could be major problems with eventually attaining NEPA 
a p p r o v a l  for a connective road along the alignment proposed by 
Cape Fox. As early as 1985 the Department expressed 
objections to a coastal road alignment along George Inlet 
b e c a u s e  of environmental concerns. No such environmental 
p r o b l e m s  have been identified on the shorter inland route, 
w h i c h  has been preliminarily supported by this department as 
the location of any transportation link. In addition, in a 
p o s i t i o n  paper last year, the Forest Service suggested the 
W h i t e  River alignment would not be a usable road location for 
recreational or through-traffic purposes. Safety and 
engineering constraints have been identified which they say 
will be very expensive and difficult to overcome. In the 
For e s t  Service position statement, it was also recommended 
that several miles of road be relocated.

THE PROPOSED TRADE DOES NOT APPEAR TO BE VALUE FOR VALUE.

At present, the land trade proposal indicates Cape Fox 
C o r poration would trade approximately 300 acres of 
commercially important timber in the White River corridor for 
approximately 1200 acres of commercially important timber in 
the L e a s k  Lakes tract. An estimated 60 acres of Cape Fox 
t i m b e r  along the "White River corridor could be in 
legislatively protected riparian buffers and unavailable for 
logging. Consequently, it appears Cape Fox would receive 
about 6.5 acres of commercially marketable timber for each 
acre they traded to the state. Depending upon market 
con d i t i o n s  and other factors, the timber values alone appear 
to b e  significantly different, in addition a trade of 
disportionate timber volume types could result in a
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disportionate loss of wildlife habitat. Cape Fox co..tends 
that the fish and wildlife related recreational values of the 
White River compensate for this difference in values.
However, the proposal does not take into account the habitat, 
and recreational values which would be lost in the Leask Lakes 
area if the trade were implemented.

5. IF CAPE FOX ACQUIRED THE LEASK LAKES LAND, IT IS UNLIKELY 
THEIR FUTURE MANAGEMENT WOULD BE COMPATIBLE WITH THE 
COMMUNITY'S RECREATIONAL GOALS.

Once Cape Fox became a major land-owner in the Leask Lakes 
area, their land management policies could complicate or 
confound recreational planning efforts of adjacent lands and 
be in conflict with the objectives of providing suitable 
unencumbered recreational opportunities for the community. 
Additionally, maintenance of wildlife habitat was the number 
one major community concern in the McDowell survey, but the 
diversity and abundance of wildlife in the Leask Lakes tract 
would be severely curtailed due to habitat losses and the 
roads Cape Fox would have to construct to access timber.

6. ACCEPTABLE ALTERNATIVES ARE AVAILABLE TO TRADE OTHER PUBLIC 
LANDS FOR THE WHITE RIVER.

Although the Department of Fish and Game has serious concerns 
with a trade for the state-owned Leask Lakes tract, we see 
less problems with trading other publicly-owned lands for the 
White River. One such area which has been identified for 
trade and which is acceptable involves borough-owned lands in 
the Whipple Creek drainage. A Whipple Creek trade does not 
result in a net loss to important habitat and recreational 
values, nor does it have the other problems identified with 
the Leask Lakes trade. Additionally, we believe other areas, 
such as at Tolstoi Bay or Shelter Cove, continue to be viable 
options for trading for the White River.

In summary, we do not feel the proposed land trade would meet the 
highest priority goals of the November 3 Community Workshop which 
were to "provide roaded recreation" and to "protect and maintain 
wildlife species, abundance, diversity and habitats."
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Tho D e p a r t m e n t  of Fish and Game has concluded that there are 
serious problems with the proposed Leask Lakes/White River land 
trade. We believe that this trade would result in a net loss to 
b o t h  w i l d l i f e  habitat values and future recreational opportunities. 
Ad ditionally, further evaluation by qualified transportation 
experts and other specialists may reveal that a trade could impede 
the t i m e l y  extension of a transportation link extending into this 
area. W i t h  proper planning, retention of the Leask Lakes drainage 
in state ownership could be beneficial to future habitat and 
r e c r e a t i o n a l  values, while concurrently expediting a road extension 
and the eventual establishment of a transportation corridor. A 
more c o m p l e t e  explanation of our concerns follows:

1. T H E  T R A D E  WILL RESULT IN A SIGNIFICANT NET LOSS OF IMPORTANT 
H A B I T A T  VALUES.

O v e r  the past year, Alaska Department of Fish and Game 
bi o l o g i s t s  have met with Forest Service biologists to discuss 
ways of harvesting timber on southern Revilla Island while 
a t t e m p t i n g  to maintain healthy wildlife populations. We have 
identified the protection of a core area including the Naha 
R i v e r  drainage, the George Inlet Saltchuck, and the Leask 
Lakes drainage as vital to this objective. Most of the lands 

- a r o u n d  this core area will be intensively logged, and the area 
w h i c h  includes Leask Lakes will become essential in attempting 
to m a i ntain the future integrity of wildlife populations on 
s o u t h e r n  Revilla Island, in addition to striving for viable 
and w e l l  distributed representations of wildlife species in 
s o u t h e r n  southeast.

T h e r e  is a greater diversity of species at Leask Lakes, along 
w i t h  a more complex food chain than exists at the White River. 
S p e c i e s  which have suitable habitat in the Leask Lakes tract 
b u t  n o t  in the White River drainage include sockeye salmon, 
s u m m e r  run coho salmon, trumpeter swans, loons, Vancouver 
C a n a d a  geese, bufflehead, goldeneye, greater/lesser scaup, 
h o o d e d  mergansers, goshawks, marten, some of the owl species, 
and possibly others. A  half-dozen or more species could be 
lost from the ecosystem at Leask Lakes if the land trade plan 
is implemented, and the present abundance of many other 
s p e c i e s  could be greatly reduced. For example, Leask Lakes 
p r e s e n t l y  provides suitable habitat for two (swans, goshawks) 
r e gionally identified sensitive species, while the White River 
does not. Consequently, while additional logging in the White 
Ri v e r  would not affect the habitat of presently identified 
s e n s i t i v e  species, we can anticipate that both sensitive 
spec i e s  could be permanently lost from the Leask Lakes area
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3

t h e  single escapement survey conducted for steelhead, for 
example, only 22 fish were observed. At this point, 
biol o g i s t s  are unsure if a viable steelhead season would be 
p o s s i b l e  on the White River if the road were opened for public 
access. Additionally, some habitat impairment has occurred as 
a result of the logging activities which have taken place in 
t h e  White River, particularly where clearcutting has fallen 
t h e  trees along both streambanks. Donald Siedelman, a 
fisheries biologist contracting for Cape Fox, concluded that, 
" T h e  resultant upland activities (logging) have now made the 
d r a i n a g e  a "temperature sensitive" river system. During above 
a v e r a g e  warm weather conditions, the stream warms creating 
m a r g i n a l  salmonid h a b i t a t .. .This occurred for the first time 
in the white River in 1986." It should also be noted that 
t h e r e  is a significant opportunity for recreational fisheries 
enhancement projects in the Leask Lakes area, while the White 
R i v e r  contains no lakes and offers few options to improve its 
recreational fishing opportunities.

T H E  COASTAL ROAD ALIGNMENT MAY BE UNSUITABLE.

T h e r e  could be major problems with eventually attaining NEPA 
a p p r o v a l  for a connective road along the alignment proposed by 
C a p e  Fox. As early as 1985 the Department expressed 
o b j e c t i o n s  to a coastal road alignment along George Inlet 
b e c a u s e  of environmental concerns. No such environmental 
p r o b l e m s  have been identified on the shorter inland route, 
w h i c h  has been preliminarily supported by this department as 
t h e  location of any transportation link. In addition, in a 
p o s i t i o n  paper last year, the Forest Service suggested the 
W h i t e  River alignment would not be a usable road location for 
recreational or through-traffic purposes. Safety and 
e ngi n e e r i n g  constraints have been identified which they say 
w i l l  be very expensive and difficult to overcome. In the 
F o r e s t  Service position statement, it was also recommended 
t h a t  several miles of road be relocated.

T H E  PROPOSED TRADE DOES NOT APPEAR TO BE VALUE FOR VALUE.

A t  present, the land trade proposal indicates Cape Fox 
C o r p o r a t i o n  would trade approximately 300 acres of 
commer c i a l l y  important timber in the White River corridor for 
approximately 1200 acres of commercially important timber in 
the Leask Lakes tract. An estimated 60 acres of Cape Fox 
t i m b e r  along the White River corridor could be in 
legislatively protected riparian buffers and unavailable for 
logging. Consequently, it appears Cape Fox would receive 
a b o u t  6.5 acres of commercially marketable timber for each 
a c r e  they traded to the state. Depending upon market 
c o n d i t i o n s  and other factors, the timber values alone appear 
to b e  significantly different, in addition a trade of 
disportionate timber volume types could result in a
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disportionate loss of wildlife habitat. Cape Fox contends 
that the fish and wildlife related recreational values of the 
White River compensate for this difference in values.
However, the proposal does not take into account the habitat, 
and recreational values which would be lost in the Leask Lakes 
area if the trade were implemented.

5. IF CAPE FOX ACQUIRED THE LEASK LAKES LAND, IT IS UNLIKELY 
THEIR FUTURE MANAGEMENT WOULD BE COMPATIBLE WITH THE 
COMMUNITY'S RECREATIONAL GOALS.

Once Cape Fox became a major land-owner in the Leask Lakes 
area, their land management policies could complicate or 
confound recreational planning efforts of adjacent lands and 
be in conflict with the objectives of providing suitable 
unencumbered recreational opportunities for the community. 
Additionally, maintenance of wildlife habitat was the number 
one major community concern in the McDowell survey, but the 
diversity and abundance of wildlife in the Leask Lakes tract 
would be severely curtailed due to habitat losses and the 
roads Cape Fox would have to construct to access timber.

6. ACCEPTABLE ALTERNATIVES ARE AVAILABLE TO TRADE OTHER PUBLIC 
LANDS FOR THE WHITE RIVER.

Although the Department of Fish and Game has serious concerns 
with a trade for the state-owned Leask Lakes tract, we see 
less problems with trading other publicly-owned lands for the 
White River. One such area which has been identified for 
trade and which is acceptable involves borough-owned lands in 
the Whipple Creek drainage. A Whipple Creek trade does not 
result in a net loss to important habitat and recreational 
values, nor does it have the other problems identified with 
the Leask Lakes trade. Additionally, we believe other areas, 
such as at Tolstoi Bay or Shelter Cove, continue to be viable 
options for trading for the White River.

In summary, we do not feel the proposed land trade would meet the 
highest priority goals of the November 3 Community Workshop which 
were to "provide roaded recreation" and to "protect and maintain 
wildlife species, abundance, diversity and habitats."
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DATE: October 8, 1991

Juneau FILE NO:
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Deer Research Biologist 
Douglas

TELEPHONENO: 465-4265

SUBJECT: ANTs deer habitat evaluation

Following Is my review of the 1 August 1991 report which America North prepared for Cape Fox 
Corporation regarding the proposed Leask Lakes • While River land exchange. The report evaluates the 
effect of the exchange on important deer habitat, and by Inference, on hunting and viewing opportunities.

General Comments;

To their credit, the authors acknowledge that this report does not constitute a scientific study, noting that 
no quantitative data were collected or analyzed, and that the conclusions are based on literature review, 
consultation with experts, and qualitative field review. Their literature review was fair, and their field 
observations generally consistent with what I have seen myself in southeast Alaska. I have reservations, 
however, about the lack of clear methodology, and the simplistic analysis relied upon in this report

The authors have chosen to illustrate the impact of this land exchange in terms of percent of ’important" 
winter habitat logged. What "important" habitat means, however, is unc'-ar. Although a variety of 
factors were vaguely considered in mapping these acres, it would be Impossible to ..plicate the results on 
the basis of information provided. More importantly, there is no connection between acres of "important" 
habitat lost and the resultant impact on the deer population. To draw meaningful conclusions about likely 
effects on deer hunting and viewing requires that we know (a) how Jeer populations will change, and (b) 
how that change will affect hunting and viewing. The authors acknowledge these factors were not 
addressed in their evaluation. Their uncertainty is reflected by their range of conclusions:

1) "with adherence to the following recommendations, AN1 believes deer populations in 
the Leask Lake area could support limited hunting and viewing." (page 21)

2) "Adherence to the six recommendations above, will minimize impacts from the 
proposal, but will not eliminate the possibility that deer numbers may not always be 
sufficient to meet hunting and recreational viewing demands’ (page 22)

3) "(neither alternative) can assure adequate numbers of deer will remain for hunting and 
viewing after moderate to severe winters (page 22).

A m<*re usefti! effects analysis should consider a ll acres which contribute to deer carrying capacity, and 
express tix)se effects in terms of changes to the deer population. In my earlier memo to you (dated 17 
September, 1991), I used the Forest Service model to generate current and future deer carrying capacity 
estimates for the Leask Lakes study area. If logging proceeds according to plan, the model predicts that 
the deer population will decline by 68% (134 deer to 43 deer) over the next 40 years. Whether or not the 
43 deer that remain can still provide satisfactory hunting and viewing Is a more subjective question. I 
personally doubt that having 43 deer In an area that large will satisfy significant hunting or viewing 
demand.



Page-specific Comments:

Page I. Cape Fox Corporation staff apparently defined "critica* .» habitat as "sites containing high- 
volume timber no more than one-quarter to one-half mile horn saltwater'. Their definldon reflects the 
mistaken impression that the highest value habitat Is adjacent to the bejch. Extensive winter deer surveys 
and radio-telemetry data have revealed this Is not the case. The current Forest Service model places no 
value on proximity to the beach.

Page 1. AN1 defines "critical" habitat as "those areas capable of supporting deer in moderate to severe 
winter based on parameters Identified In the deer habitat model". With out specifically saying how many 
deer can be supported, what constitutes "moderate to severe winters", or precisely how parameters were 
"considered", the term has limited utility. Are we to believe if none of those 788 "Important" acres are 
cut there will be no Impact on deer, or alternatively, If all 788 "important" acres are logged, we will lose 
all our deer? To be meaningful, one needs to know how saving or logging various amounts of important 
habitat will affect deer.

Page 1. The report states: "AN1 based (his determination (of critical habitat) on application of the habitat 
capability model for Sitka black-tailed deer In southeast Alaska: Winter Habitat (tJSDA Forest Service, 
1991), and other published scientific literature". This Is misleading. The Forest Service model calculates 
the number of deer a given land unit can support based on specific characteristics of the habitat. All 
forested habitat has some value. The model can not, and does not. Identify "Important" or "critical" 
habitat.

Pages 1-2. Authors state, "Significant parameters for deer winter range during deep snow conditions, 
which are noted in the model and applied to the study area are: (1) elevation (primarily below 800 feet),
(2) aspects with southern exposure (136-225 degrees), (3) timber volume (20,000-20,000 b!7acre), (3) 
snow depth (less than 12 inches), (4) presence of predators..., and (5) minimum habitat area (200-1,000 
acre blocks minimum)*. The GIS database they used did not differentiate habitat by aspect or elevation, 
and no data on canopy cover or snow depth (other then the acres they visited) exists. A less ambiguous 
procedure for identifying "importaju*. "intermediate", and "critical" deer winter range is needed.

Page 2. Schoen and KJrehhofT (1985) are cited as establishing that proximity to coastal climate is 
important to deer. Quite the contrary, in this and other papers we try to dispel the notion that proximity to 
coast is important (e.g., see their discussion).

Page 6. I sense an undercurrent of resentment towards AD F & G  for lack of cooperation on this project. 
From my experience that is unwarranted. I had very cooperative and productive discussions with AN1 
biologists and freely gave advice and technical information. Given constraints of time (2 days afield) and 
manpower (2-4 persons), I advised it would be impossible to quantitatively measure forage abundance, 
snow conditions, deer populations, or habitat preference over any meaninghrl area. They acknowledged 
this. Alternatively, I suggested evaluating habitat capability using the Forest Service model in 
conjunction with aerial photos or GIS inventory data. Then, they could spot check selected stands in the 
field to verify that various habitats had been correctly classified. The field stage could be done anytime 
during the late spring, summer or early fall I remain willing to help ANI and Cape Fox with ‘his aspect 
of the work.

Pages 9-16. This section reviews existing literature on deer/habitat relationships and also includes some 
results of the field reconnaissance. The review Is well done, and the observations on deer use appear 
consistent with established decr/habiui relationships.

Page 17. The Forest Service's habitat capability model recognizes that all acres contribute to deer 
carrying capacity. The model calculates how many deer each acre can support, based on habitat attributes 
(e.g., aspect, elevation, volume class, species composition), winter severity , and predation risk. In



contrast, the analysis used in this report assumes each acne either has, or does not have value. In 
moderate to severe winters, 788 acres are assumed to have value (I.e., are Invariant), while the remaining 
4,612 acres la~'. value. Subsequent discussion of the Impact of the land trade on deer center how many of 
these 788 valuable acres will or will not be cut This analysis misses the fact that many other acres, with 
many deer on them, will be affected by this logging plan.

Page 22. Although I obviously feel the methodology and analysis used In 'he report could have been 
improved, I agree with the report's conclusion, stated in the last paragraph:

"While neither (of the) alternatives can assure adequate numbers of deer will remain for 
hunting and recreational viewing after moderate to severe winters (moderate being the 
norm), they do retain more critical habitat and other commercial volume forest than 
originally proposed....(and) should support more deer than the original alternative 
presented."

Both the ANI report and my own analysis indicate that deer will decline significantly- probably by 50% 
or more. We can disagree about the precise extent of those losses, and the best means used to reach those 
estimates, but the qualitative results are the same. There should be no question that if this logging plan is 
implemented, there will long-lasting adverse impacts on the deer in this area.
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April 2 5 , 1992

Senator Pat Pourchot 
Room 516/ State Capitol 
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

Re: cape Fox Exchange Appraisal
Karabelnikof & Associates, Appraisers

Dear Senator Pourchot,

After receiving the latest in a series of revisions to the Cape Fox 
exchange appraisal it is my carefully considered conclusion that Z 
am unable to recommend use of this report by the department in the 
exchange process. AS 38.05.020 (a) requires that..."The land, 
interest in land, and other consideration which the state receives 
in an exchange made under thin chapter shall be equal to or exceed 
the appraised fair market value of land, interest in land or 
property exchanged by the state;..." After careful review of this 
appraisal it is my opinion that the report fails to lead the reader 
to a clear convincing conclusion • that the resulting values 
represent what could be defended as "fair market value."

I received what was presented as a "draft" appraisal report from 
Xarabolnikof & Associates in January, 1991. Very logically, Mr. 
Karabelnikof was concerned about the size of the report, how it was 
organized and preferred to preeunt it to me as a draft, rather than 
as a final, in tha interest of obtaining my in-put and comments on 
an informal basic. During the first reading it was immediately 
obvious that the report did not follow what could be loosely 
described as a standard appraisal format or process. It was 
ponderous, containing come 300 pages subdivided into nine sections, 
much more academia in tone then the usual report and extremely 
technical in terms of statistical processes and applications.

In earlier sections (I through V) tha reader is lead through a 
general analysis of the appraisal problem and a v e r y  thorough (and 
commendable) description of the attributes of the five Cape Fox 
parcels end the three state parcels. Section VI is the beginning of 
the valuation methodology. Here the appraisers utilize a stepwise 
forward regression analysis to determine statistically what needs 
to be done to adjust eight of what are considered by the appraisers 
to be the most comparable market sains in southeast Alaska to an 
indication of value for cur subject properties, some fifteen

X>OC- 4-
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possible attributes were selected by the appraisers and each of the 
eight comparables were statistically tested to determine the 
extent, if any, each attribute affeoted the transaction. It ia at 
this point (Section VI) that the ability of the appraisers to 
explain tha statistical process clearly and concisely, in terms 
that can be understood by any reader, fails. An explanation of the 
regression process, extremely vague to anyone not familiar with 
statistics in general, and regression in particular, is presented 
a l o n g  with aosarlptlve statistics (in chart form) and scattergrams 
in Appendix E in the back of the report. I believe it is reasonable 
to say that the explanation I have just offered regarding vhat is 
done in Appendix E is considerably more clear than vhat would be 
obtained by a complete reading of vhat is presented in that 
appendix.

As a result of this statistical analysis it vas determined that 
five of the fifteen attributes tested were significant enough to 
warrant consideration. Adjustments were made to each of the eight 
sales for percent of forested area, date of sale, percent of slope, 
presence or absence of a stream and for percent forested. 
Application of adjustments necessary in the case of each sale vas 
completed and resulted in the indicated value for each of the eight 
subject properties seen on page B-24 of the report.

The appraisers then proceed with valuing the eight subject parcels 
using a market comparable program called MXTCQMP. It is implied in 
the report that KKTCOMP is a second method of valuation when, in 
fact, the process essentially utilizes the same adjustments and 
sales from the regression analysis. In appraisal practice it is 
common to utilize as many methods of valuation as possible to 
support a value, then to correlate the different methods and reach 
a conclusion (e.g. the market, cost and income approaches used in 
appraising improved, income producing properties.) . The only 
significant difference between the two programs in this instance 
appears to be that the regression analysis utilizes eight sales to 
predict value while MKTCOHP uses five. A comparison of values 
predicted by regression, on pngeo VI-10 of the report and by 
MXTCOMP on page VII-2, demonstrates that the values are very close; 
not apparently as a result of a meaningfully different process but 
more due to identical adjustments having being applied to 
essentially the same sales.

Following my review of the original draft I expressed my concern 
to the appraisers over the inability of the report to convey 
clearly and concisely, in language any reader of average 
intelligence could understand, how the value was determined in this 
report. In addition tn not being lead to a conclusion of value that 
I would be comfortable recommending ay department approve, I made 
it abundantly clear to the appraisers that this vas a document
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that would be subject to a public hearing process and close public 
scrutiny. The report needed to be written to accommodate that use. 
This is not an unreasonable requirement. It is consistent with our 
department appraisal instructions, to which this report was subject 
by contract, and to standards of professional practice with which 
these appraisers are familiar and to which they are professionally 
obligated.

In addition to the inability of the report to clearly and 
understandably explain itc valuation prooooo a number of procedural 
and technical questions have arisen over the several months that 
have passed since receipt of the first draft. These are as follows:

In particular, there ie considerable debate in the appraisal 
community regarding the propriety of using suoh a small market data 
set (eight sales in the regression analysis) to determine market 
value statistically. The debate appears to he industry wide and not 
confined to this particular appraisal project. Tha issue does not 
involve questioning the use of statistical analysis as an appraisal 
tool. The method is generally accepted and widely used,
particularly in mass appraisal applications such as assessing. The 
debate, in cases such as we have here, centers on the issue of 
small data sets; specifically, on the ability of small data sets 
to meaningfully forecast valua using a statistical program.

From the project outset, particularly in view of the procedural 
debate, it would have appeared appropriate that the results of the 
MKTCOKP process be placed against another method of valuation as a 
check of the process. It is my understanding that this was
suggested early on in the appra5sal process by one member of the 
appraisal team but the advice was not taken, on several occasions 
in the review process I suggested the addition of a standard market 
approach as a check to support tha MKTCOMP conclusions. A review 
of the appraisal vas contracted for in February, 1992 by
Karabelnlkof i  Associates. Mr. Dan Swango, Phd, MAI, CRB, SREA, of 
Svango Real Estate Counseling and Valuation, of Tucson, Arizona, 
also recommended the inclusion of a second approach. The appraisal 
team rejected this advice but did prepare a brief report as
evidence for Dr. Swango that a standard simulation (market) 
approach would produce value conclusions that would sufficiently 
support MKTCOMP. (Dr. Swango also voiced concern to the appraisal 
team over the small data set looue.) Dr. Lynn Woodward, MAI, SREA, 
of Lynn Woodward and Associates, Saranota, Florida, vas hired in on 
April 10, 1992 by Karibelnikof fc Associates to complete another 
review tha report. It was also hie recommendation that a atar.dord
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market approach be added to the appraisal. On April 16 I received 
a report entitled "Value Estimate Using Traditional Judgmental 
Approach". This represented the long suggested market approach 
being offered as support for the statistical valuation. It was my 
conclusion that this document represented little more than the 
hastily prepared report offered to Dr. Swango back in March. Hardly 
what could be accepted, by any standard, as a valid, well supported 
appraisal.

Ignoring the debate over procedure, and the lack of a credible 
alternative approach to support the appraisers statistical 
conclusion, the results of the regression process itself raise some 
concern. It is obvious to an appraiser who haa been involved in 
appraising in Alaska in general, and southeast Alaska in 
particular, for twenty years that many of tha conclusions reached 
by tha statistical analysis fly in the face of what is generally 
known of the Alaska real estate market.

It is the conclusion of the regression analysis that the most 
significant adjustment the program has identified is "% Open 
Space" > This refers to the percentage of natural occurring open 
space, as opposed to clearing or clear cut. Thia factor has never 
manifested itself, to my knowledge, in any other appraisal. The 
adjustment is notably inexplicable, especially as it is apparently 
the most significant attribute identified by the program from the 
fifteen attributes analyzed.

It was the conclusion of the regression analysis that a negative 
adjustment was necessary to account for falling prices in that area 
of the market over recent years. There is no such evidence 
available, outside this report, to support that value of southeast 
large acreage parcels axe experiencing a decline. To the contrary, 
a resale of one of the sales included in the report (Sale Ho. 97) 
hac occurred vhloh indicates a significant value inoraaee beuveen 
1984 and late 1991. This parcel is not logged and heavily timbered 
and it must be considered that current timber prices may have 
contributed to tha value increase.

It vas tue conclusion of the regression analysis that no adjustment 
was necessary to account for the presence or absence of waterfront. 
Two of the Cape Fox parcels, Parcels 4 and 5, have significant 
amounts of frontage on Upper George Inlet, including a number of 
islands. All available evidence indicates vaterfrontage accounts 
for a significant portion of tha value of parcels possessing this 
attribute.

It was the conclusion of the regression analysis that "% Forested"
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is an attribute significant enough to warrant a positive 
, adjustment. It is not entirely clear how this adjustment is 
explained in terms of its relationsv ip to •'% Open". The two 
attributes, both requiring positive adjustments, appear opposed to 
one another.

The regression analysis indicates no adjustment is neoeccary in 
consideration of size. The eight sales utilized in the program vary 
from 40 to 792 acres. That no consideration is given to this 
attribute is contrary to all available knowledge and appraisal 
practice.

The regression analysis indicates a significant positive adjustment 
should be applied in adjusting for presence or absence of a stream. 
Several of the comparable parcels appaar to possess streams, In 
some cases this was adjusted for in others it was not.

Six of the eight regression comparables are logged off or timber 
value appeared irrelevant. Two sales, sale 95 in particular, 
possess amounts of commercially valuable timber. As valuation of 
tha all the subjects is on a clearcut basis the presence of timber 
would appear to raguira allocation out of the sale price if these 
sales are used as comparables.

CONCLUSION

This report essentially remains as cumbersome and unreadable as 
when it was first submitted. The addition of adjustment charts in 
the MKTCOMP process, allowing the reader to now mathematically 
compute the dollar amounts of adjustments made, and same minor 
editorial adjustments, are the only significant changes. The heart 
of the report, the regression analysis, remains a technical mystery 
to most readers.

On several occasions and from several different sources I have 
satisfied myself that the mathematics of the regression program 
used by the appraisers are correct. I have examined arguments for 
and against use of a small data set. It is easy to recognize that 
one small change in the comparable data could result in broad 
changes in the adjustments and resulting values, a circumstance not 
as likely to occur if a much larger number ot sales had been used 
in the regression process. I believe the appraisal team had 
compiled the best set of large acreage sales data available in 
southeast Alaska. A larger data set vas available.
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Despite repeated advice of the advisability of a second approach to 
value to support the statistical process the appraisal team has 
resisted doing so. Such a report could have been completed months 
ago. The generic market analysis recently presented to me as 
representing some form of support for the statistical analysis is 
consider to be generally irrelevant.

There are numerous conclusions arising out of the regression 
analysis that fly in the face of a large body of current appraisal 
practice and knowledge. These inconsistencies and contradictions 
are too significant to be either ignored or explained away by the 
sophisticated nature of statistical analysis.

For these reasons X cannot recommend approval of this report as 
evidence of the fair market value of the Cape Fox and state 
properties. At the same time, in deference to the appraisal team 
and a uuphi&tiC&t&d COiupUtOtiiwd pioOwuo Uiat dufiuu aaay 
explanation, I cannot, unequivocally, state that either the process 
is incorrect or the value is wrong.

Review Appraiser

cc: Ron Swanson, Director
Martha Welbourn, Chief, Land and Resources 
Don Karabelnikof
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oesldes a  h is to ry  o f  appra is lng 's  use of reg ress ion ,  the nost probable buyer, 
timber harvest conpanles, use regress ion extens ive ly  to value propert ies and 
are f am i l i a r  u i th  i t s  use. This is cons is ten t u ith appra isa l  theory of buyer 
ca lcu lus  o r  s in i t ia t ion to uso a technique connonly used by the narhet f o r  the 
sub ject p roper ty .  Although the appra isers  use regress ion and i t  supports tho 
MKTCOMP technique c l o s e l y ,  i t  was not the pr ine technique.
MKTCOMP Technique
MKTCOMP is a nechanized adjustment g r id .  Most appra isers  do tho sano 
ad justnent process on a typeur i t ten page o r  spreadsheet progran, l i k e  LOTUS 
123. Dr. Robbins has written a computer progran, uhich is nore complex. Based 
on inputs of  e i t h e r  Judgmental, paired s a le s ,  or  regress ion c o e f f i c i e n t  
cha ra c te r i s t i c s  developed into f a c t o r s ,  MKTCOMP ad justs  the conparables to the 
sub ject  in tiie sane manner as an appra ise r  does on an adjustment g r id .
I studied MKTCOMP program in the mid 1970's and have used i t  in my appraising 
since 1981, including land app ra i sa ls .  I have used both Judgmental and 
regress ion c o e f f i c i e n t s  as input c h a ra c t e r i s t i c s .  I understand and concur that 
the MKTCOMP program using regress ion c o e f f i c i e n t s  is accurate from the data and 
is the best technique f o r  determining value in th i s  case. Regression 
c o e f f i c i e n t s  are based on the market and are be t te r  than unchecked Judgments
MKTCOMP lias some unique cha ra c te r i s t i c s ,  as programmed by Dr. Robbins, compared 
to a t r a d i t i o n a l  adjustment g r id .  MKTCOMP can search a comparable data base 

i choose the best comparables. In th i s  case,  the program along u i th  the 
app ra i se r ' s  Judgment choose f i v e  comparables as the best . This program ad justs 
a l l  comparables based on the f a c to r s  inputted and chooses based on a C-index. 
The C-index is simply the squared comparable adjustment amount added up uith 
the square roo t  taken. My personal MKTCOMP progran picks the best comparables 
based on the t o t a l  o f  the f a c to r s  added up. Several methods are ava i lab le .
Dr. Robbins method chooses comparables u i th  the leas t  number o f  large 
adjustments to determine the most s im i l a r .  Five comparables uere the chosen to 
be the best a t  the poin t uhen the C-index stopped changing, uhen adding an 
add i t iona l  comparable.
Another concern is the use of  regress ion c o e f f i c i e n t s  from the regression as 
f a c to r s  in the MKTCOMP adjustnent g r id  and whether they represent d o l l a r  
adjustments. In t h i s  case, the regress ion c o e f f i c i e n t s  (percent non-forested 
open land, 16481 da te ,  -IBS,' X  s lope ,  -15411 stream, 1381 and X  f o r e s t ,  247) 
appear lo g ic a l  and the signs (♦/- befo re the c o e f f i c i e n t )  a re co r rec t  compared 
to any readers understanding o f  the market. The amounts can not be d i r e c t l y  
t rans la ted  to the market ind iv idua l ly .  Logical  amounts and signs are not 
necessa r i ly  the case with reg ress ion .  Ind iv idua l ly  the f igu re s  do not 
represent d o l l a r  va lues ,  but a f t e r  t o t a l i n g  the adjustments to each comparable, 
the t o t a l  adjustment represents d o l l a r  per ac re .
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..nTCOMP l ia s  an  a d v a n ta g e  o v e r  r e g r e s s i o n  u s i n g  t h e  s a n e  c o e f f i c i e n t s .  The 
a d j u s t m e n t s  a r e  c a l c u l a t e d  on t h e  d i f f e r e n c e s  b e tw e e n  t h e  s u b j e c t  and  t h e  
c o m p a r a b le s  r a t h e r  t h a n  on t h e  s u b j e c t ' s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c .  T h i s  l o u e r s  t h e  
v a r i a n c e  a ro u n d  t h e  p r e d i c t e d  m a r k e t  v a l u e .  The MKTCOMP u i t h  c o e f f i c i e n t s  has  
a n a r r o w e r  ra n g e  o f  v a l u e s  f i a n  t h e  s m a l l  r e g r e s s i o n  f o r m u l a .

I r a n  t h o  MKTCOMP p ro g ra m  w i t h  t h e  d a t a  b a s e  o f  e i g h t  c o m p a r a b le s  and  a c h ie v e d  
t h e  samo r e s u l t s .  I a l s o  r a n  t h e  MKTCOMP p ro g r a m  u s i n g  a c o m p a r a b le  a s  th e  
s u b j e c t  and  t h o  o t h e r  s e v e n  c o m p a r a b le s  a s  c o m p a r a b le s .  T h i s  " h o l d o u t "  
a n a l y s i s  c o n f i r m s  t h a t  t h e  m ode l  ( t h e  s e t  o f  a d j u s t m e n t s )  u o r k s  f o r  t h i s  
p r o p e r t y  s u b m a r k e t .  On an a c t u a l  s e l l i n g  p r i c e  v e r s u s  MKTCOMP u i t h  
c o e f f i c i e n t s  p r e d i c t e d  v a lu e  c h a r t ,  a l l  c o m p a r a b le s  w e re  p r e d i c t e d  w i t h i n  t u o  
s t a n d a r d  d e v i a t i o n s  and  t h e  t h r e e  b e s t  c o m p a r a b le s  w e re  m o re  a c c u r a t e l y  
p r e d i c t e d .

I r e d i d  E x h i b i t s  U I - 7  t h r o u g h  14 on  p a g e s  6 - 1 9  t o  6 - 2 6  i n t o  a n  a d j u s t m e n t  g r i d  
t h a t  lo o k e d  more  l i k e  an  MAI a d j u s t n e n t  g r i d  u s i n g  t h e  r e p o r t s  f i g u r e s .  T h is  
s u m m a r iz e d  and  ro u n d e d  some o f  t h e  f i g u r e s  a n d  added  t h e  n o n - c o m p a r a b le  
a d j u s t m e n t s .  The a u t h o r s  may i n c l u d e  t h a t  i n  t h e i r  r e p o r t ,  b u t  i t  I s  n o t  a 
s u b s t a n t i a l  c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  t h e  r e p o r t ,  o n l y  a r e f o r m a t  o f  t h e i r  i n f o r m a t i o n .

Summary

I  have  c o n c u r r e d  u i t h  t h e  $ 8 , 0 0 0 , 0 0 0  v a l u e  b a s e d  on  my r e v i e w  o f  t h e  la n d  
r e s i d u a l  la n d  a p p r a i s a l  p o r t i o n .  The r e p o r t  i s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  r e a d  f o r  t h o  

i r a g e  la y m a n ,  b u t  a n y o n e  t r a i n e d  i n  a l l  t e c h n i q u e s  o f  a p p r a i s i n g  o r  h a v i n g  
,.e a d v i c e  o f  someone f a m i l i a r  u i t h  r e g r e s s i o n  s h o u ld  be  a b l e  t o  r e p l i c a t e  t h e  

c o n c l u s i o n s  i n  t h e  r e p o r t .  The r e p o r t  w o r d in g  i s  p o n d e r o u s  a n d  a c a d e m ic  i n  
p a r t s ,  b u t  i t  i s  s t i l l  r e a d a b l e .  The r e p o r t  f o r m a t  d o e s  n o t  f o l l o w  t h e  MAI 
t e x t b o o k  o u t l i n e ,  b u t  a l l  e l e m e n t s  seem t o  be  i n c l u d e d  t o  d e t e r m i n e  v a l u e .  One 
o f  t h e  m a jo r  c r i t i c s  o f  a p p r a i s e r s ,  w r i t i n g  i n  t h e  " M o r t g a g e  B a n k in g  M a g a z in e " ,  
h a s  s a i d  a p p r a i s e r s  e l e v a t e  f o r m a t  o v e r  s u b s t a n c e .  T h i s  a p p r a i s a l  has  
s u p p o r t a b l e  a d j u s t m e n t s  f o r  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e s  b e tu e e n  t h e  c o m p a r a b le s  and  t h e  
s u b j e c t ,  s u b s t a n c e ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  s i m p l y  J u d g m e n ts .  1 c o n c u r  w i t h  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  
p r o v i d e d  as  a l l o w e d  b y  a d e s k  r e v i e w ,  h a v e  u s e d  and  a g r e e  w i t h  t h e  t e c h n i q u e s  
c h o s e n ,  h a v e  c h e c k e d  t h e  m a t h e m a t i c s  and  r e r u n  a l l  a n a l y s i s .  As a r e v i e w  
a p p r a i s e r .  I c a n  n o t  r e w r i t e  t h e  r e p o r t  t o  p u t  i t  i n t o  an  o u t l i n e  f o r m a t  more 
t y p i c a l  o f  MAI f o r m a t ,  b u t  c a n  c o n c u r  u i t h  t h e  v a l u e .

R e s p o c t f u l l y  s u b m i t t e d ,

D r .  Lyn n  H . Woodward M A I ,  SREA
P h .D .  I n  R e a l  E s t a t e  and  U rb a n  Land  E c o n o m ic s
R e v ie w  A p p r a i s e r ,  d i d  n o t  i n s p e c t

a t tache d :  c e r t i f i c a t i o n  and resume
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\ f t  A p r i l  1 0 ,  1 9 9 2 ,  f i n a l  c o p y  w i t h  s i g n a t u r e ,  c e r t i f i c a t i o n  and  re s u m e  u l l l  i o I I o u  a f t e r  - e t u r n l n g  t o  F l o r i d a

D r .  L y n n  N , U o o d u a rd  M A I ,  SREA 
L y n n  U o o d u a rd  and  A s s o c i a t e s  
4518  Pawnee T r a i l  
S a r a s o t a  FL 3 4 2 3 3 -1 9 4 ?
( 8 1 3 )  9 2 4 - 8 6 6 1

A p r i l  1 0 ,  1992

Don K a r a b e l n i k o f f ,  CRE 
K a r a b e l n i k o f f  and  A s s o c i a t e s  
4041  B S t r s e t ,  S u i t e  201  
A n c h o r a g e ,  AL 9 9 5 0 3

Re: R e v ie w  o f  Cape F o x  C o r p o r a t i o n / S t a t e  o f  A l a s k a  i  and E x c h a n g e  

D e a r  M r .  K a r a b e l n i k o f f ,

1 h a v e  r e a d ,  u n d e r s t o o d  and c o n c u r  w i t h  t h e  v a l u e  c o n c l u s i o n s  o f  t h e  r e s i d u a l  
la n d  a p p r a i s a l  o f  t h e  J a n u a r y  1992 c o p y  o f  t n e  APPRAISAL FOR CAPE FOX 
CORPORATIOM/STATE OF ALASKA LAMD EXCHANGE. P a r a g r a p h  9 g . ,  pag e  7 ,  o f  y o u r  
a g r e e n e n t ,  d a t e d  A u g u s t  8 ,  1 9 9 1 ,  w i t h  t h e  K e t c h i k a n  G a te w a y  B o ro u g h  s t a t e s ,
"T h e  A p p r a i s a l  s h a l l  be d e l i v e r e d  w i t h  a s e p a r a t e  l e t t e r  r e p o r t  b y  a r e v i e w  
a p p r a i s e r  h o l d i n g  a n  MAI d e s i g n a t i o n .  The r e v i e w e r  n u s t  c o n c u r  w i t h  t h e  

^ e l u s i o n s  o f  t h e  A p p r a i s a l  R e p o r t  a f t e r  p o r f o r n l n g  a d e s k / f i e l d  r e v i e w . "
. . i i s  l e t t e r  s e r v e s  a s  a r e v i e w  l e t t e r .  I d i d  n o t  i n s p e c t  t h o  s u b j e c t  p r o p e r t y  
n o r  t h e  c o n p a r a b l e s ,  b u t  d i d  a d e s k  r e v i e w  o f  t h e  w r i t t e n  r e p o r t .

The c o s t  a p p r o a c h  u a s  n o t  u s e d  b e c a u s e  t h e  s u b j e c t  p r o p e r t y  had  fe w  
Im p r o v e m e n t s .  The In c o n e  a p p r o a c h  w as I n c l u d e d  I n  t h e  t i m b e r  v a l u e .  I  d i d  n o t  
r e v i e w  t h e  t i m b e r  v a l u e  a s  1 am n o t  a n  e x p e r t  f o r e s t e r ,  o n l y  a  p r o p e r t y  
a p p r a i s e r .  1 a l i o  do  n g t _ h a » q  an o p i n i o n  on~~th e  n o n -c o m p a r a b l s  a T k T s ts w in ts  
l e a d i n g  t o  t h e  $ 8 , 8 0 0 , 0 0 0  v a l u e ,  s u c h  a s  s u b s u r f a c e ,  o p e n  s pa c e  o r  r o a d  c o s t s  
a s  1 am n o t  a  g e o l o g i s t ,  f o r e s t e r  n o r  r o a d  e n g i n e e r .  T h e I n c o m e  a p p r o a c h  was 
n o t  u s e d  f o r  t h e  r e s i d u a l  l a n d  a p p r a i s a l  b e c a u s e  fe w  c o m p a r a b l e s ,  w h ic h  w e re  
r e n t e d  a t  t h e  t i n e  o f  s a l e ,  w e re  f o u n d .  The m a r k e t  c o m p a r i s o n  a p p r o a c h  was 
u s e d  u s i n g  tw o  t e c h n i q u e s :  1 .  s t e p w i s e  f o r w a r d  r e g r e s s i o n  a n d  2 .  MKTCOMP, 
w h ic h  I s  a m e c h a n iz e d  m a r k e t  c o m p a r i s o n  a d j u s t m e n t  g r i d .

Recommended A d d i t i o n  o f  a T r a d i t i o n a l  M a r k e t  C o m p a r is o n  T e c h n iq u e

B e c a u s e  o f  t h e  c o n c e r n s  i n  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  t h e  r e p o r t  b y  a n y  r e a d e r  o f  t h e  
o r i g i n a l  m a r k e t  c o m p a r i s o n  t e c h n i q u e s  I n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  r e p o r t ,  t h i s  r e v i e w e r  has  
recom m ended  an  a d d i t i o n a l  t e c h n i q u e  t c  be u s e d  i n  t h e  m a r k e t  c o m p a r i s o n  
a p p r o a c h .  The t r a d i t i o n a l  m a r k e t  c o m p a r i s o n  a d j u s t m e n t  g r i d  u s e s  J u d g m e n ta l  
f a c t o r s  f o r  a d j u s t m e n t s  and  c o n c l u s i o n s  o f  v a l u e  f o r  e ^ c h  p a r c e l .  A l t h o u g h  t h e  
v a r i a n c e s  i n  v a l u e  f o r  i n d i v i d u a l  p a r c e l s  w e re  h i g h e r ,  t h e  o v e r a l l  v a l u e  
s u p p o r t e d  t h e  $ 8 , 0 0 0 , 0 0 0  v a l u e ,  w h ic h  was d e v e l o p e d  f r o m  t h e  o t h e r  tw o  
t e c h n i q u e s .
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M f e u  r e p o r t  r e a d e r s  h a v e  e x p r e s s e d  c o n c e r n  t h a t  t h e  r e p o r t  d i d  n o t  u s e  th e  
t r a d i t i o n a l  a d j u s t n e n t  g r i d  w h ic h  n o r m a l l y  u s e s  J u d g m e n ta l  a d j u s t n e n t  f a c t o r s  
o r  f a c t o r s  d e v e lo p e d  f r o m  p a i r e d  m a tc h e d  s a l e s  a n a l y s i s .  The J u d g m e n ta l  
f a c t o r s  w e re  u s e d  i n  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  t e c h n i q u e ,  recom m ended t o  be a d ded  as 
n o te d  a b o v e .  P a i r e d  m a tc h e d  s a l e s  c a n  n o t  be u s e d  i n  t h i s  r e p o r t  b e c a u s e  o f  
th e  d i s s i m i l a r  c o m p a r a b le s .  P a i r o d  m a tc h e d  s a l e s  a n a l y s i s  i s  b e s t  u s e d  when 
s i m i l a r  c o m p a r a b le s  h a v e  o n l y  o n e  o r  tw o  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d i f f e r e n t  f e a t u r e s .
Each o f  t h e s e  c o m p a r a b le s  ha ve  f o u r  o r  m ore  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w h ic h  a r e  d i f f e r e n t  
a t  a n y  o n e  t i n e .  I c o u l d  n o t  d e v e l o p  a p a i r e d  m a tc h e d  s a l e s  a d j u s t n e n t  
a n a l y s i s  f o r  t h e  a d j u s ' a e n t  f a c t o r s .

R e g r e s s io n

R e g r e s s io n  i s  e s s o n t i a l l y  a m u l t i p l e  m a tc h e d  s a l e s  a d j u s t m e n t  t e c h n i q u e .  
R e g r e s s io n  i s  an  a c c e p t e d  a p p r a i s a l  t e c h n i q u e  w h ic h  h a s  b e e n  u s e d  s i n c e  th e  
1 9 6 0 's .  U n f o r t u n a t e l y  m o s t  M A l ' s  a r e  n o t  t r a i n e d  c o m p r e h e n s i v e l y  t o  u n d e r s t a n d  
r e g r e s s i o n  as i t  i s  o p t i o n a l  t o  g a i n  a d e s i g n a t i o n .

I r a n  t h e  CSS s t e p w i s e  r e g r e s s i o n  p ro g r a m  w i t h  c a r e f u l l y  c h e c k e d  d a t a  base  f r o m  
t h e  r e p o r t  on  a d i f f e r e n t  c o m p u t e r .  I c o n c l u d e  t h a t  t h e  t e c h n i q u e  i s  d e v e lo p e d  
a c c u r a t e l y  and f i v e  f a c t o r s  —  p e r c e n t  ope n  ( n o n - f o r e s t e d ) , d a t e ,  p e r c e n t  
s l o p e ,  p r e s e n c e  o f  s t r e a m ,  and  p e r c o n t  f o r e s t  —  w o re  c h o s e n  a s  t h e  b e s t  
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  t o  p r e d i c t  v a l u e  f r o m  a s o a r c h  o f  o v e r  t e n  f a c t o r s  I n v e n t o r i e d  
f r o m  t h e  s u b j e c t  and  t h e  c o m p a r a b le s .  E ven  u i t h  t h e  s m a l l  s a m p le  s i z e  o f  
e i g h t ,  f i v e  d e g r e e s  o f  f r e e d o m ,  t h e s e  f a c t o r s  h a v e  a h i g h  s i g n i f i c a n c e  ( F )  i n  

t e r m i n i n g  v a l u e .  The R - s q u a r e d  i s  o v e r  9 0 / ,  e v e n  u i t h  o n l y  t h r e e  f a c t o r s ,  
w ie p w is e  f o r w a r d  r e g r e s s i o n  p e r f o r m s  s i m i l a r l y  t o  an  a p p r a i s e r  b y  p i c k i n g  t h e  
b e s t  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  t h a t  e f f e c t s  v a l u e  f i r s t ,  t h e n  a d d i n g  e a c h  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  
r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  w h ic h  e x p l a i n s  m o s t  o f , t h e  v a l u e  d i f f e r e n c e  b e tw e e n  t h e  
c o m p a r a b le s ,  i n  t u r n .  I n  t h i s  c a s e  t h e  f i r s t  t h r e e  ( p e r c e n t  n o n - f o r e s t e d  open 
l a n d ,  d a t e ,  and  p e r c e n t  s l o p e )  p r e d i c t s  n e a r l y  a l l  t h e  v a r i a n c e  i n  v a l u e  . w i t h  
s t r e a m  a n d  p e r c e n t  f o r e s t  o n l y  m i n o r  c o n t r i b u t o r s  t o  e x p l a i n i n g  t h e  v a l u e .  
S e v e r a l  o t h e r  c o n t r i b u t o r s  and  r e v i e w e r s  h a v e  r u n  s i m i l a r  s t e p w i s e  r e g r e s s i o n  
p ro g ra m s  o n  o t h e r  c o m p u t e r s  and  c o n c lu d e d  t h e  s a n e  r e s u l t s  u i t h  l i t t l e  
v a r i a n c e .  One r e v i e w e r  r u n  a m u l t i p l e  l i n e a r  r e g r e s s i o n  p r o g r a n  ( d i f f e r e n t  
f r o m  s t e p w i s e  f o r w a r d  r e g r e s s i o n )  u i t h  s e v e r a l  d a t a  e n t r y  e r r o r s .  A ny  r e a d e r  
w i t h  a c c e s s  t o  a PC c o m p u t e r  a n d  a s t a t i s t i c a l  p a c k a g e  p r o g r a n ,  and  maybe 
s t a t i s t i c a l  a d v i c e ,  u s i n g  t h e  p r o p e r  p r o g r a n  and  i n p u t  s h o u l d  be  a b l e  t o  
d u p l i c a t e ,  w i t h i n  a r e a s o n a b l e  v a r i a n c e ,  t h e  r e s u l t s .

One c o n c e r n  I s  t h e  s m a l l  s a m p le  s i z e .  The s c o p e  o f  t h e  a p p r a i s a l ,  c o n s i d e r i n g  
t h e  l a c k  o f  p r i v a t e  s a l e s  i n  t h i s  a r e a  o f  A la s k a  was i m p r e s s i v e .  O v e r  180 
s a l e s  w e re  a n a l y z e d ,  33  s a l e s  w e re  i n v e n t o r i e d ,  and  8 s a l e s ,  a l a r g e  num ber f o r  
t h e  m a r k e t ,  w e re  d e t e r m i n e d  t o  be r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  o f  t h e  m a r k e t .  I h a v e  used  
r e g r e s s i o n  u i t h  s n a i l  s a m p le  s i z e s ,  b a s e d  o n  c l a s s i c  s t a t i s t i c a l  a s s u m p t io n s ,  
f o r  a l o n g  t i n e .  I t  i s  v e r y  d i f f i c u l t  t o  s e p a r a t e  r e a l  e s t a t e  i n t o  p r o p e r  
s u b m a r k e ts  and m a i n t a i n  l a r g e  s a m p le  s i z e s .  As o n e  s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f e s s o r  t o l d  
n o ,  s m a l l  s a m p le s  a r e  b e t t e r  t h a n  no s a n p l e s  a n d  b e t t e r  t h a n  J u d g m e n ts  n o r m a l l y  
use d  b y  a p p r a i s e r s .  The r e g r e s s i o n  i s  a r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  t h e  m a r k e t .
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SIERRA CLUB LEGAL 
DEFENSE FUND, INC.
P ’c I.in  F inn for the F nnrtin inent.il M  t ement

i:< 41I1 Street Juneau,  Alaska 99801  8̂6 -2—si i ax  (9 0 - )  4 6 ) ^ 8 9 1

Tongass C onserva tion  Socie ty, Inc. 
v. 

State o f A laska, D epartm ent o f Natura l Resources 

No. 1JU -92-847C I

The Sierra Club Legal Defense Fund represents the Tongass 
Conservation Society in a challenge to the DNR land exchange with Cape 
Fox Corporation at Leask Lakes, near Ketchikan. This appeal is filed in 
Superior Court in Juneau. Following are the principal legal points raised:

INADEQUATE APPRAISAL

1. DNR has approved this exchange w ith ou t com p le tin g  an 
appra isa l, in violation of AS 38.50.020, AS 38.50.130 and 11 AAC 67.240.

2. DNR has abused its  d isc re tion  in several respects by relying on 
the existing draft appraisal. DNR's own appraisers have found the draft to 
be severely flawed. The draft is marred by a conflict of interest, improperly 
discounts open space land values, and fails to adequately consider public 
interest use values.

UNLAWFUL ROAD ACQUISITION

3. DNR is attempting to use sta te  land and tim b e r to  pay fo r m ad 
upgrades valued at $2.2 million. This sole-source procurement serves the 
purpose of bolstering the value of Cape Fox’s land, which is worth far less 
than the state land to parceled up and exchanged. This procedure violates 
the State Procurement Code, AS 36.30, and DNR’s own regulations, 11 
AAC 67.260.

INADEQUATE AGENCY REVIEW

4. DNR failed to cons ide r se lling  o r leas ing  the state land instead 
of exchanging it, as required by AS 38.50.100 and AS 38.50.130.

5. DNR did not adequately cons ide r the  soc ia l, e conom ic  and 
env ironm en ta l Im pacts of the exchange, as required by AS 38.50.130. 

INADEQUATE PUBLIC PROCESS

6. DNR has not completed the land use p lann ing  and 
c la ss ifica tion  required by AS 38.04.065 for all land disposais before 
approving this exchange.

7. DNR did not pub lish  a m ap of the areas proposed for exchange 
in local newspapers, as required by AS 38.50 110.

PnoteJ co no.>J ’.orvi
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K E T C H I K A N  G A T E W A Y  3 0 R 0 U G H

R E S O L U T I O N  NO. 1 0 2 7 A

A R E S O L U T I O N  OE THE A S S E M B L Y  OF THE  K E T C H I K A N  
G A T E W A Y  BOROUGH, A L A S K A , P R O V I D I N G  FO R A LAND 
M A N A G E M E N T  P L A N , I N T E R I M  P R O T E C T I O N  OF 
RE S O U R C E S ,  AN D M A I N T E N A N C E  OF P U B L I C  
R E C R E A T I O N  F A C I L I T I E S  ON TH E  S T A T S  P R O P E R T I E S  
S U B J E C T  T O THE P R O P O S E D  E X C H A N G E  B E T W E E N  THE 
S T A T S  OF A L A S K A  AND  T H E  C A P E  FO X  C O R P O R A T I O N .

R E C I T  A L S

The a v a i l a b i l i t y  of r e c r e a t i o n a l  a rea s  f c r  the  r e s i d e n t s  of 
the  Ketchikan Gateway Borough i s  now s e r i o u s l y  l i m i t e d .

Lands c u r r e n t l y  owned by th e  S t a t e  of Alaska wi th in  the 
3orough demonstrate  g r e a t  p o t e n t i a l  for  roaded access  for  
r e c r e a t i o n a l  a c t i v i t i e s  by th e  r e s i d e n t s  of the  Borough, 
i n c l u d i n g  c h i l d r e n ,  the e l d e r l y ,  and the d i s a n l e d .

C e r t a i n  lands now owned by Cape Fox Corpora t ion  t h a t  are  being 
c o n s id e r e d  for  a land exchange wi tn  the  S t a t e  a l s o  have g r e a t  
p o t e n t i a l  for  s i m i l a r  roaded access  for  r e c r e a t i o n a l  
a c t i v i t i e s  by a l l  r e s i d e n t s  of  the  Borough.

NOW, T H E R E F O R E ,  IT IS R E S O L V E D  BY THE  A S S E M B L Y  OF T H E  
K E T C H I K A N  G A T E W A Y  B OR OUG H,  A L AS KA , as  fol lows :

S e c t i o n  1: S t a t e m e n t  of In t e n t .  The Ketchikan Gateway
Bcrough Assembly has suppor ted the  proposed land exchange on the  
b a s i s  of  the  roaded r e c r e a t i o n a l  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  which i t  w i l l  
prov ide  to  r e s i d e n t s  and v i s i t o r s  to  Ketchikan.  The Assembly 
r ec o g n i ze s  t h a t  the  lands and f a c i l i t i e s  to  be acqu i red  or  r e t a i n e d  
by the  S t a t e  have high r e c r e a t i o n a l  va l u e .  The Borough Assembly 
recommends t h a t  the S t a t e  p r o t e c t  th e se  r e c r e a t i o n a l  va lues  by 
l i m i t i n g  the  range of pe r mi t t ed  use  and a c t i v i t i e s  on sa id  l ands  
and f a c i l i t i e s  t o  th ese  which a r e  p r i m a r i l y  r e c r e a t i o n a l l y  o r i e n t e d  
or o t h e rw i s e  s u b j e c t  to  the  terms of the  F in a l  Exchango Agreement.

5 c c  £



A c t i o n h i Land ;!a.: acor.o". » cj, r.n. " *.' ifcar. ‘ : .••:•.
Borcucn r e c s r n t s t s  "he r.eeu t c  p rcvide  a lane Management ?1 n : : r 
a i l  3 £ a ' . e - c w r ,  i-d land th a t  •..•ill r  u s  u 1 1 £ rcn pr Land o 7 *3 .
These Lands include a l l  lands c u r r e n t l y  cvr.ee :y . r.e »a: ;••*:•:
Cor por a t io n  in the • < h 1 1  e River o r a l  r. age,  in the v i c i n i t y  : :  Lake 
H a r r i e t  Hunt and 7 a ! b e t  La<e vhion are proposed t :  re t rar .s :  1 croc 
t  s the  S t a t e  ar.a a l l  lands r e t a i n e d  by the State m tr.e L>M3 < l . i <■ ■ 
’' r i o t  as a r e s u l t  of the nrone sed land exchance.  The Eet *hikan ̂ k  «  *

.j.atevay 3cr:cch commits to  the p r e p a r a t i o n  :: such 1  ni an in
c c c p e r a t i o n  with the  S t a t e  of Alaska /

Section 2 i Intsrin Stewardship . The Ketchikan 5a teway
Rorcuch suppor t s  any a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  d e d i c a t io n  by the S ta r e  to 
p rov ide  for  the p r o t e c t i o n  of the n a t u r a l  resources  durm:; the 
pe r io d  p r i o r  to  the  p r e p a r a t i o n  and p r i o r  to  adept  1 : n of a Land 
Management Plan vhich i s  necessary  in order  to provide for  
p r o t e c t i o n  of the  r e c r e a t i o n a l  values  of these  lands desc r ibed in 
S ec t i on  1  he reof .

S e c t ion 4: F a c i l i t y  Ma i n te n ance.  The Borough Assembly
u nd er s t a nd s  t h a t  the  S t a t e  i s  un w i l l i ng  to  assume c o s t s  a s s o c i a t e d  
wi th  t h e  maintenance of road f a c i l i t i e s  to be provided as a 
c o n d i t i o n  of the f i n a l  exchange agreement .  In c o n s i d e r a t i o n  f c r  
opening of  areas  to  be acqui red  or  r e t a i n e d  by the S t a t e  to roaded 
r e c r e a t i o n a l  use,  the  Borough agrees  in  p r i n c i p l e  to  assume the  
c o s t  of  f a c i l i t y  maintenance in the  event  t h a t  the  S t a t e  con t inues  
to  be u n w i l l i n g  or  unable to  and to  the  e x t en t  the Borough i s  
emDCwered to do sc .

Se c t io n  5: E f f e c t i v e  Date.
e c t i v e :pcn adop t ion .

This Resolut ion s h a l l  be

ADOPTED t h i s day of _ 1992.

BOROUGH MAYOR

SCRGVGil CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

■* t* * 4  s f t 's  4,‘c <

B O R O U G H  A T T O R N E Y
«_

P u b l i c  H e a r : r . c :

E f f e c t i v e  Da * «  • --------------------------  .

P o l l  C a l l : Y N A
9 c a t w r  ig r . t : : : i i  i  ;
C a te : 1 ! : r : 1
C r u 1 1 0 1 : 1 ' r i !
F a d e r i i  ! : : i 1
M c C a r t y 1 j 1 1  : 1
H o lm a n : ; i i  1 1 1
C s n ie y 1 1  M  1 )  '

F o u r  (4 1  a f f i r m a t i v o  v o t e s
r e q u i r e d  f c r p a s a a c e

il— ■ --------------- —
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