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ASSEMBLY STANDING COMMITTEE 

LANDS AND RESOURCES COMMITTEE 

THE CITY AND BOROUGH OF JUNEAU, ALASKA 

May 16, 2016, 5:00 PM. 
Municipal Building Assembly Chambers 

I. ROLL CALL 

II. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

IV. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

(Not to exceed a total of 10 minutes nor more than 2 minutes for any individual). 

V. AGENDA TOPICS 

A. Request for authorization to enter into negotiations for the sale of Lots 6 & 7 of the 
Renninger Subdivision with the Alaska Housing Development Corporation 

B. Distribution of Lots in Renninger Subdivision for Pacific Development Group, Educational 
Home Build partnership, and Prama Inc. 

C. Presentation of the Draft Juneau Wetlands Management Plan 

D. Alaska Power and Telephone request to acquire CBJ Park property for communications 
cable 

E. Summary of Air Quality monitoring program for 2015-2016 winter 

VI. STAFF REPORTS 

VII. COMMITTEE MEMBER / LIAISON COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS 

VIII. ADJOURNMENT 

ADA accommodations available upon request: Please contact the Clerk's office 72 hours prior to any meeting so arrangements can 
be made to have a sign language interpreter present or an audiotape containing the Assembly's agenda made available. The Clerk's 
office telephone number is 586-5278, TDD 586-5351, e-mail: city.clerk@juneau.org 

mailto:officetelephonenumberis586-5278,TDD586-5351,e-mail:city.clerk@juneau.org
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MEMORANDUM CITY/BOROUGH OF JUNEAU 

Lands and Resources Office 
155 S. Seward St., Juneau, Alaska 99801 

Dan_Bleidorn@ci.juneau.ak.us 

Voice (907) 586-5252 
Fax (907) 586-5385 

TO: The Assembly Lands Committee  

FROM: Dan Bleidorn, Deputy Land Manager 

SUBJECT: Request for authorization to enter into negotiations for the sale of Lots 6 & 7 of the 
Renninger Subdivision with the Alaska Housing Development Corporation 

DATE: May 9th, 2016 

At the February 22nd, 2016 Lands Committee Meeting, the Lands Committee directed staff to 
advertise for letters of interest regarding the development of Renninger subdivision. After the 
30 day advertisement period, the results were brought back before the Lands Committee at the 
April 25th, 2016 meeting. It was there that the Lands Committee passed a motion of support for 
Lands staff to work with the Alaska Housing Development Corporation (AHDC) to purchase 
two lots in the Renninger Subdivision for fair market value.  

The current proposal that was received from the AHDC states that they would like to utilize 
City financing. For recent land sales, conditions have been 10% down, 10% interest, and the 
length of the financing has been 10 years. If staff receives a motion of support from the 
Assembly at the May 23rd meeting the next steps will be to solicit Planning Commission 
comments before requesting final Assembly approval to dispose of these properties.  The 
AHDC has also expressed interest in lengthening the term to 15 years as well as lowering the 
interest rate. The reasoning behind these proposed changes is to allow for more available 
funds for construction. 

Staff recommends the Lands Committee provide a motion of support for the Assembly 
to authorize the Manager to enter into direct negotiations with the Alaska Housing 
Development Corporation for the sale of Lots 6 and 7 in the Renninger Subdivision 
utilizing City financing. 

CITY /BOROUGH OF JUN EAU * AlASKA'S CAPITAL CITY 

mailto:Dan_Bleidorn@ci.juneau.ak.us
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Legal Description: Lot 6 Renninger Subdivision 
Acreage: 47,851 Sq. Ft. 1.10 Acres 

LOT 7 
40,734 SQ. FT. 

0.94 AC~ES 

5 ' SLOOE & 
UTILITY EASEMENT 

Lot 6, Renninger Subd. 
47,851 sq. ft. = 1.10 Acres 
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/ l /1///71/ 
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/ EASEMENT 

At 1.10 acres the theoretical maximum residential 
units that can be built on this lot is 16. 

S<ll'.';J;}u,er. LOT , Wetlands: This lot contains 26,565 square feet of 
1..--------------'---"'··=· =·"'-"'" wetlands and the Army Corps of Engineers has per-

mitted the filling of .12 acres or 5,227 square feet of wetlands. 

Special Conditions: The southern portion of this lot has a storm drainage and trail easement. 
The eastern property line contains a 7.5' wide sewer easement. 

8 
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Lepl Descrtptlon: Lot 7 Renninger Subdivision 
Acrease: 40,734 Sq. Ft. .94 Acres 
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I Fair Market Value: $122,000 I 
At. 0.94 acres the theoretical maximum resldentlal 
units that can be bullt on this lot Is 14. 

Wetlands: This lot contains 6,586 square feet of wet­

LOT 6 
47,851 SQ. FT. 

1.10 AC~ES 

N87"59'30'"E 
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lands. The Army Corps of Engineers has permitted the filling of .05 acres or 2,178 square feet 
of wetlands. 
Spedal Conditions: lbe southern portion of this lot Is covered by a storm drainage and trall 
easement. The northern property llne contains a S' wide slope and udllty easement. 
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AHDC RES.# 16 - 1 

ALASKA HOUSING DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 
MARCH 2, 2016 

AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASE/ACQUISITION OF LAND LOCATED IN THE 
CBJ/RENNINGER SUBDIVISION 

WHEREAS, the Alaska Housing Development, a non-profit corporation organized for the 
purpose of providing affordable housing opportunities; 

WHEREAS, the Alaska Housing Development Corporation wishes to proceed on negotiating the 
purchase/acquisition of land located the CBJ/Renninger subdivision for future program development 
from the City and Borough of Juneau for the purpose of constructing affordable housing qualifying for 
the Alaska Housing Development Corporation's program; and 

WHEREAS, the officers of the Alaska Housing Development Corporation are Stephen F. 
Sorensen, as President, and Tamara Rowcroft, as Executive Director; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED: that the Board of Directors of Alaska Housing Development 
Corporation authorizes the President and/or the Executive Director, to take all steps necessary, and to 
proceed on negotiating the purchase/acquisition of land located the CBJ/Renninger subdivision for 
future program development from the City and Borough of Juneau for the purpose of constructing 
affordable housing qualifying for the Alaska Housing Development Corporation's program. 

APPROVED X DISAPPROVED 

~A TED this_ 2nd_ day of March, 2016. 

~?,~~4--t~ l, 
Tamar)\'' owcro .• 
Executive Dire tor 

TABLED 

Stephen F. Sorensen 
President 



Packet Page 6 of 31 

MEMORANDUM CITY/BOROUGH OF JUNEAU 

Lands and Resources Office 
155 S. Seward St., Juneau, Alaska 99801 

greg.chaney@juneau.org 

Voice (907) 586-0205 

Fax (907) 586-5385 

TO: The Lands Committee 

FROM: Greg Chaney, Lands and Resources Manager 

SUBJECT: Allocation of Lots in the Renninger Subdivision 

DATE: May 10, 2016 

Renninger Subdivision Lot Allocation Options 

The Lands Division received four letters of interest concerning housing development proposals 

in the Renninger Subdivision. In alphabetical order by proposer’s name: 

• Alaska Housing Development Corporation 

• JDHS and UAS Educational House Build Program 

• Pacific Development Group (PDG) 

• Prama Home Inc. 

These letters are available in the Land’s Committee Packet from April 25 2016. 

http://packet.cbjak.org/MeetingView.aspx?MeetingID=435&MinutesMeetingID=446&doctype= 

Agenda 

At the May 25 2016 Lands Committee meeting, staff was directed to proceed with developing a 

draft purchase arrangement with Alaska Development Corporation for Lots 6 and 7, totaling 

$266,000 to be deposited into the Lands Fund 

Unfortunately the other three proposers’ requests for property overlap. The Lands Committee 

requested that the other groups attempt to reach an agreement that would satisfy all parties. 

At the time this memo was being drafted, an agreement that suited all parties had not been 

reached. 

At the May 25, 2016 Lands Committee, it was determined that the Prama proposal was not 

sufficiently refined to be ready for consideration. However, Prama was offered the courtesy of 

being considered for a property request if they were able to come back to the Committee with 

an appropriate proposal by the next Lands Committee meeting. An updated proposal from 

Prama has not been received at the time this memo was written but it may be available at the 

Lands Committee meeting. It seems likely that any distribution of lots 

~ CITY/BOROUGH OF JUNEAU A * ALASKA'S CAPITAL CITY 

http://packet.cbjak.org/MeetingView.aspx?MeetingID=435&MinutesMeetingID=446&doctype=Agenda
http://packet.cbjak.org/MeetingView.aspx?MeetingID=435&MinutesMeetingID=446&doctype=Agenda
mailto:greg.chaney@juneau.org
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that included Prama would preclude Pacific Development Corporation’s proposal. 

Below are three options for lot allocation between Pacific Development Group and the Home 

Build Project with a brief discussion of each option. Diagrams depicting each option are 

attached to this memo: 

Option A: 

Lots 2,3 & 4 – Pacific Development Group 

Lot 5 - Home Build Program 

Provide Pacific Development Group with their preferred request to utilize Lots 2, 3 and 4 for 

development of 90 units of multifamily housing. The Educational Home Build Program would 

receive Lot 5. 

• This option would be most efficient for PDG and minimize project costs. 

• The significant aspect of this proposal is that the CBJ would be providing the property at 

no cost for the project. The Appraised value for these properties represents a $806,000 

loss in revenue for the Lands Fund as a commitment to the PDG project. 

• The Educational Home Build Program has indicated verbally that Lot 5 would pose 

significant challenges for their program but it would be workable if the lot could be made 

available for the same price as Lot 3. The Home Build Program had hoped that Lot 3 

would be provided for half price or less ($190,000 x .05 = $95,000). If Lot 5, appraised for 

$382,000, was provided for $95,000, it would represent an additional $287,000 

allocation of Lands Fund resources to the Home Build Program ($382,000 – $95,000 = 

$287,000). The Home Build Program may request additional CBJ assistance to develop 

this site including fill provided at a significantly reduced price. 

• Altogether this option would cost the Lands Fund $1,093,000. 

Option B: 

Lots 2, 4 & 5 – Pacific Development Group 

Lot 3 - Home Build Program. 

• This option would be most efficient for Educational Home Build Program and would 

minimize their project costs. 

• The Home Build Program had hoped that Lot 3 would be provided for half price or less 

($190,000 x .05 = $95,000). This option would represent a $95,000 contribution from 

the Lands Fund to the Home Build program. 

• The PDG has indicated verbally that if they were required to utilize Lot 5, it would 

significantly reduce efficiency for developing 90 units because the project would not be 

contiguous, but it could be done. They acknowledged that it would increase overall 

project construction costs but they were not able to provide specific estimates at this 

time. Since the CBJ would be financing the project, the increase in PGD’s costs are a 



Packet Page 8 of 31 

significant factor. Since Lot 5 has a higher appraised value, this option would represent 

an increase to the Land Fund’s contribution for PDG’s proposal of $192,000 ($382,000 -

$190,000 = $192,000). The Home Build Program would need less CBJ assistance to 

develop this site because Lot 3 does not contain mapped wetlands. 

• Altogether this option would cost the Lands Fund $1,093,000. 

Option C: 

Lots 3, 4 & 5 – Pacific Development Group 

Lot 2 - Home Build Program. 

• This option would not be particularly efficient for either the Home Build Program or PDG, 

however it would represent a feasible compromise. The Home Build Program is 

concerned that wetlands on Lot 2 would increase project costs. PDG stated that the road 

alignment between Lots 4 and 5 would increase project costs for their proposal, but since 

Lots 3 and 4 are contiguous, it would be more efficient than Option B. 

• The Home Build Program had hoped that Lot 3 would be provided for half price or less 

($190,000 x .05 = $95,000). If this offer was extended to Lot 2, it would represent a 

$109,000 contribution from the Lands Fund to the Home Build program ($204,000 -

$95,000 = $109,000). 

• The Home Build Program would have increased development options since Renninger 

Street borders the western edge of Lot 2 and the lot is a little larger than Lot 3. However 

representatives from the Home Build Program did not perceive these advantages 

outweighing the disadvantages posed by wetlands on the site. 

• Altogether this option would cost the Lands Fund $1,093,000. 

All of the options above would result in transferring significant value from the Lands Fund to 

specific project proposals. This would erode the Lands Division’s ability to develop other CBJ 

property for residential uses. 

A report by CBJ staff discussing a financial analysis of the Pacific Development Group’s proposal 

is scheduled to be presented at the May 11th Finance Committee meeting. The item is also on 

the Committee of the Whole agenda for discussion, which will follow the May 16th Lands 

Committee meeting. 

Detailed information about individual lots in the Renninger Subdivision is available at the Lands 

Website: 

http://www.juneau.org/lands/Request.php 

Discussion: 
All of the options above would result in transferring significant value from the Lands Fund to 

specific project proposals. If the Pacific Development Group proposal remains viable, then 

http://www.juneau.org/lands/Request.php
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Option A would be the most efficient use of resources. Option A provides PDG with a 

contiguous site that would increase efficiency and save costs for that project. Since the CBJ 

would ultimately be funding PDG’s project, this represents a savings for the CBJ as well. 

The CBJ could help reduce development costs for the Educational Home Build Project on Lot 5 by 

making the lot available for the same price as Lot 3 ($95,000) and contributing fill. In addition, 

the CBJ could investigate other methods of helping the Home Build Project reduce costs 

resulting from relatively poor soils. On the positive side, Lot 5 is a large property and would 

provide the Home Build Project with a land resource base that would extend into the 

foreseeable future. 

Staff Recommendation: 
If the CBJ agrees to enter into a partnership with the Pacific Development Group, then Option 

A would be the most efficient use of resources. 

If the CBJ determines that the Pacific Development Group’s proposal is not appropriate, then 

allocation of lots within Renninger Subdivision should be reconsidered. 
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Community Development 

City & Borough of Juneau • Community Development 

155 S. Seward Street • Juneau, AK 99801 

(907) 586-0715 Phone • (907) 586-4529 Fax 

DATE: May 9, 2016 

TO: Assembly Lands Committee 

FROM: Teri Camery, Senior Planner 

Community Development Department 

SUBJECT: AME20150014 

2016 Juneau Wetlands Management Plan 

Final Consultant Presentations 

Information item only; no action required 

Introduction 

CDD has received the final contract draft of the 2016 Juneau Wetlands Management 

Plan from Bosworth Botanical Consulting (BBC). The first draft of the plan was presented 

to the Planning Commission, Lands Committee, Wetlands Review Board, and other 

entities for comment in September and October 2015. The current draft incorporates 

these comments and major revisions requested by staff. 

The plan is offered to the Lands Committee as an information item with no action 

needed, though comments are welcome. The draft includes Volume I, 58 pages, and 

Volume II, 450 pages. We have provided only the Table of Contents for both documents, 

to provide a general overview. The consultant will give a presentation to the Committee 

to explain the plan and the major revisions made since last fall. Consultant 

presentations on the draft are the final requirements of the BBC contract and the final 

requirements of the federal grant that has funded the project. The grant expires on June 

1, 2016. 

The initial, preliminary draft of the plan was presented to the Lands Committee at the 

September 28, 2015 regular meeting. CDD staff returned to the Lands Committee at the 

November 23, 2015 regular meeting with an update on CDD’s requested revisions to the 

consultant for the next draft. The Lands Committee moved to support three key 

elements for revision that CDD staff highlighted, which included: 1) a new 

implementation chapter with Goals and Objectives; 2) a new section on fish habitat 

scores; and 3) information regarding the “scientific lifespan” of the document. 
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CDD staff will continue to revise the document internally after the contract expires, and 

will return to the Lands Committee in approximately two-three months with a detailed 

review, request for plan approval, and complete color copies of both volumes. We are 

aware that edits need to be made to Commissioner and Assembly Member names in the 

Acknowledgment Sections, as well as other revisions. 

Volume One includes, in part, the following: 

• an Executive Summary; 

• an explanation of the purpose of the study; 

• an explanation of the research methods used for the study; 

• an explanation of the project area; 

• a detailed explanation of how implementation options and how the wetland 

assessments may be used in their current form; 

• policies and implementation actions for future development of the plan; 

• an appendix with extensive background information. 

Volume Two includes: 

• An introduction with an explanation on how to interpret the maps 

• Wetland maps, LiDAR, and wetland assessment scores for 360 wetland units 

• A parcel code number chart 

Major revisions to the document from the September/October 2015 version include, in 

part: 

• An Executive Summary (Volume One, page 4) 

• A new section on anadromous fish habitat scores (Volume One, Section 3.3) 

• A section addressing the limitations of the research and the “scientific lifespan” 

of the data (Volume One, Section 2.3.6) 

• A new Implementation Chapter with: 

o an explanation of how to interpret the wetland scores; 

o a new section on wetland policies and implementing actions, including 

the intention to develop wetland categories; 

o a detailed explanation of different options for developing wetland 

categories; 

o a goals and objectives section (Volume One, Section 4) 

• Supplemental research moved to the Appendix 

• A new section on how to interpret the maps (Volume Two, Chapter One) 

• Substantial revisions to the clarity of the maps 

Background 

The initial stage of CDD efforts on the 2016 Plan began in 2009. In 2009 the Planning 
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Commission and Assembly re-evaluated CBJ’s former goal of developing a wetland 

mitigation bank to lower wetland mitigation costs within the borough. The Commission 

and Assembly concluded that an update to the existing Juneau Wetlands Management 

Plan was a better option. This is because an update to the plan could provide advance 

planning information to identify low-value wetlands and upland areas suitable for 

development, as well as higher value wetlands that could be suitable for wetland 

mitigation. 

Following this determination, CDD staff sought grant funds to the support the update. In 

2012, CBJ was awarded a $1.6 million grant for the CBJ Habitat Mapping and Analysis 

Project. The wetland plan is the largest element of the 3.5 year project, which is funded 

through the federal Coastal Impact Assistance Program (CIAP). In addition to the 

wetland plan, the project included acquisition of new LiDAR and imagery (completed in 

2013), peer-reviewed revision of the WESPAK-SE wetland methodology for adaptation 

to Southeast Alaska conditions (completed in 2013), and development of new stream 

maps (completed in 2015). 

The CBJ Lands Division has already been actively using the assessment information for 

subdivision planning. For example, the Renninger Major Subdivision used the wetland 

assessment information to determine areas most suitable for development and for 

wetland mitigation. CBJ Lands has also used the information in the plan for 

development of the Pederson Hill subdivision. This information has already saved the 

CBJ Lands Division tens of thousands of dollars. Similarly, the private property 

assessments in the Plan potentially save individual property owners thousands of dollars 

by providing assessment information in advance and identifying non-wetland (upland) 

areas to focus development. This information also shortens permitting time when 

wetland permits are required. 

The goal of the 2016 JWMP is to develop a long-range planning document that will assist 

public land managers and interested private landholders with practical management of 

their properties. The update identifies wetland areas within designated priority areas 

and applies the WESPAK-SE wetland assessment method to these areas to produce 

assessment scores, maps, and supplementary documentation. Priority areas are based 

on large vacant public and private parcels in areas within the CBJ that are likely to be 

developed within 20 years. 

At a most basic level, the plan provides information to public and private land owners so 

they may determine if additional wetland review and delineation is needed when a 

specific project is proposed. If wetlands have been identified on a property, the plan 

provides wetland assessment using a consistent, standard scientific method, so land 

owners have advance information on high scoring wetlands (which may be suitable for 

mitigation) and low scoring wetlands (which may be suitable for development). 

Original Juneau Wetlands Management Plan. The CBJ has a long history of local 
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involvement in wetland management. In the 1980s the CBJ conducted wetlands studies 

in the developing area of the Borough, and commissioned wetland evaluation based on 

the Adamus Wetlands Evaluation Technique (WET method). This resulted in adoption of 

the 1992 Juneau Wetlands Management Plan, which classified wetlands into five 

categories (A, B, C, D, and EP, Enhancement Potential) with supporting regulations and 

extensive appendices and documentation. The Plan identified approximately 160 

wetland units and provided maps, descriptions, and functional analysis corresponding to 

each unit. The assessment method applied only to freshwater wetlands, therefore large 

areas of estuarine wetlands were not evaluated. In the original JWMP, wetlands 

comprised 54 percent of the study area. 

The JWMP has been updated several times since 1992. (The most recent is dated 

February 2008.) However, these revisions changed the text and formatting only, to 

address the requirements of the former Alaska Coastal Management Program. The 

wetland units, functional assessments, and policies from the 1992 Plan remain 

unchanged. Though the Plan was nationally recognized when it was first completed, it is 

now outdated and in some cases inaccurate. The currently approved version of the 

JWMP (2008) is largely based on analysis of aerial imagery from the late 80s. 

The 2016 JWMP Update provides wetland assessments for both freshwater and 

estuarine wetlands. While the old Plan was based primarily on imagery with minimal 

“ground-truthing,” the new plan has utilized the new 2013 LiDAR and aerial imagery as 

well as extensive on-site analysis of each wetland area. 



Packet Page 17 of 31 



Packet Page 18 of 31 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 

City and Borough of Juneau 
Rorie Watt, City Manager 

Assembly 
Mary Becker, Mayor 

Jesse Kiehl, Deputy Mayor 

Loren Jones 

Barbara Sheinberg 
Jamie Bursell 
Kate Troll 

Maria Gladziszewski 
Debbie White 
Jerry Nankervis 

Wetlands Review Board 
Andrew Campbell, Chair 

Brenda Wright, Vice-Chair 

Hal Geiger 
Lisa Hoferkamp 

Nina Horne 
Amy Sumner 

Irene Gallion 

Percy Frisby 
Ben Haight 

Planning Commission 
Ben Haight, Chair 
Paul Voelckers, Vice Chair 

Bill Peters 
Percy Frisby 
Michael LeVine 

Matthew Bell 
Nathaniel Dye 

Paul Greene 

Community Development Department 

Mila Cosgrove, Deputy City Manager 

Rob Steedle, Director 

Beth McKibben, Planning Manager 

Teri Camery, Senior Planner, Project Manager 

Quinn Tracy, Cartographer 

Gary Vetesy, GIS Technician 

Additional thanks to the Habitat Mapping Working Group; former Wetlands Review Board members Dan Miller and Jerry 

Medina; John Hudson and Neil Stichert of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; Linda Shaw and Cindy Hartmann of the National 

Oceanic and Atmospheric Association; Dave D' Amore, United States Forest Service; the Southeast Alaska Land Trust; Kim Kiefer, 

former CBJ Manager; Bruce Simonson, former CBJ GIS Manager; and many others who contributed their time and expertise to 

this plan. 

Bosworth Botanical Consulting (BBC} 

Koren Bosworth, Project Manager 

Dr. Paul Adamus, Ada mus Resource Assessment Inc. (ARA) 

Richard Carstensen, Discovery Southeast 

Catherine Pohl, Catherine Pohl Biological Consulting 

Ecological Land Services, Inc. (ELS) 

A detailed review of individual consultant responsibilities in plan development is provided in Section 6.0, Contributions. 

This project was funded by the Coastal Impact Assistance Program through the Alaska Department of Commerce, Community 

and Economic Development as part of Grant #10-CIAP-0009, "Habitat Mapping and Analysis Project." 

Juneau Wetlands Management Plan Volume One, 2016 Page 2 



Packet Page 19 of 31 

CONTENTS 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY ......................................................................................................................................................... 4 

1.0 INTRODUCTION ............................................................................................................................................................. 5 

1.1 STUDY PURPOSE ................................................................................................................................................ 5 

1.2 SCOPE ................................................................................................................................................................ 5 

1.3 HISTORY ................................................................................................. ............................................................ 6 

1.4 PROJECT AREA ................................................................................................................................................... 9 

1.5 WETLAND FUNCTIONS AND VALUES ................................................................................................................ 10 

2.0 METHODS .............................................................................................................................................. ...................... 12 

2.1 MAPPING WETLAND BOUNDARIES .................................................................................................................. 12 

2.2 MAPPING WETLAND ASSESSMENT AREAS ....................................................................................................... 12 

2.3 ASSESSING WETLAND FUNCTIONS AND VALUES .............................................................................................. 13 

3.0 INVENTORY OVERVIEW ............................................................................................................................................... 20 

3.1 ACREAGES, WETLAND DISTRIBUTIONS ........................................................................................................... 20 

3.2 WETLAND CATEGORIES FOR PLAN IMPLEMENTATION ..................................................................................... 21 

3.3 ANADROMOUS FISH HABITAT AND WESPAK-SE .............................................................................................. 28 

4.0 IMPLEMENTATION ....................................................................................................................................................... 31 

4.1 SITE-SPECIFIC RESOURCE, PLANNING AND EDUCATION TOOL--CURRENT USES OF THE 2016 JWMP ................ 31 

4.2 IMPLEMENTATION DISCUSSION ....................................................................................................................... 33 

4.3 DEVELOPING WETLAND CATEGORIES .............................................................................................................. 34 

4.4 GENERAL PERMIT ............................................................................................................................................. 35 

4.5 SUMMARY ...................................................................................................................................................... 36 

4.6 WETLAND POLICIES AND IMPLEMENTING ACTIONS ......................................................................................... 36 

5.0 LITERATURE CITED ....................................................................................................................................................... 39 

6.0 CONTRIBUTIONS .......................................................................................................................................................... 41 

7.0 APPENDIX .................................................................................................................................................................... 42 

7.1 SCORE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR FUNCTIONS FOR 332 NON-TIDAL WETLANDS ....................................................... 42 

7.2 SCORE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR VALUESl FOR 332 NON-TIDAL WETLANDS ........... ................................................ 45 

7.3 TIDAL SITES FUNCTION SCORE HISTOGRAMS ................................................................................................... 49 

7.4 TIDAL SITES VALUE SCORE HISTOGRAMS ......................................................................................................... 50 

7.5 ACRONYMS ...................................................................................................................................................... 54 

7.6 SUMMARY OF THE 2008 FEDERAL RULE AND STATUS OF WETLAND MITIGATION IN SOUTHEAST ALASKA ...... 55 

7.7 ALASKA REGIONAL EXAMPLES OF WETLAND MANAGEMENT PLANS, AND DESCRIPTION OF PRIOR CBJ ARMY 

CORPS GENERAL PERMIT ....................................................................................................................................... 57 

2012 MATANUSKA-SUSITNA (MAT-SU) BOROUGH'S (MSB) WETLANDS MANAGEMENT PLAN (MSBWMP, HDR, 

2012) ....... ..................................................................................... ............. .... ............. ... ....... ................................. 57 

Juneau Wetlands Management Plan Volume One, 2016 Page 3 



Packet Page 20 of 31 

List of Tables 
TABLE 1: COMPARISON: 1992, 1997, AND 2008 JWMP VS. 2016 JWMP 

TABLE 2:THE DEFINITONS AND VALUES OF THE WETLAND FUNCTIONS ASSESSED IN THIS STUDY 

TABLE 3: OFFSITE UNITS AND ACREAGES BY WETLAND TYPE 

TABLE 4: FUNCTION, VALUE, AND RATING SCORES FOR "ANADROMOUS FISH HABITAT" FOR EIGHT AAs 

TABLE 5: AAs HAVING DIFFERENT COMBINATIONS OF FUNCTION AND VALIE RATINGS FOR "ANADROMOUS FISH HABITAT" 

TABLE 6: NORMALIZED FUNCTION SCORES AND RATINGS FOR FOUR STUDY AREA WETLANDS WITH RESULTS OF SIX OPTIONS FOR 

CALCULATING AN OVERALL SCORE FOR EACH WETLAND 

TABLE 7: THRESHOLDS OF NORMALIZED SCORES USED TO DETERMINE RATING OF EACH FUNCTION OR VALUE IN EACH NON-TIDAL AA 

TABLE 8: THRESHOLDS OF NORMALIZED SCORES USED TO DETERMINE RATING OF EACH FUNCTION OR VALUE IN EACH TIDAL AA 

TABLE 9: ASSESSMENT AREA UNITS AND WETLAND ACREAGE PER MAP PAGE 

TABLE 10: WETLAND TYPE DEFINITIONS 

List of Photos 
PHOTO 1: COWEE CREEK 
PHOTO 2: TIDAL WETLAND ON NORTH DOUGLAS ISLAND 

PHOTO 3: FEN MARSH NEAR AMALGA HARBOR 

PHOTO 4: FISH CREEK ON WEST DOUGLAS ISLAND 

PHOTO 5: BEAVER INFLUENCED WETLAND ON WEST DOUGLAS ISALND 

PHOTO 6: COWEE CREEK SIDE CHANNEL 

PHOTO 7: AUKE BAY MARINA 
PHOTO 8: EAGLE CREST SKI AREA 

Juneau Wetlands Management Plan Volume One, 2016 Page 3 



Packet Page 21 of 31 



Packet Page 22 of 31 

CONTENTS 
1.0 INTRODUCTION ............................................................................................................ 3 

MAP 1: OVERVIE\V OF MAP PAGES ... ................... ............................................. ..... ................. .................................... 3 

MAP 2: OVERVIEW OF !'As COMPLETED, PAs SURVEYED AND WETLANDS MAPPED ........................... 4 

MAP 3: OFF-SITE MAPPING OVERVIE\V .................................................... ............................................................. .. 5 

TABLE 1: WETLAND TYPE BY COLOR ....................................................................................................................... 7 

2.0 SCORES BY AA: NON-TIDAL WETLANDS ............................................................ 8 

TABLE 2: DEFINITIONS OF \VETLAND TYPES .. .. ............. ............ ............. ....... ....... ..... ... ....... ...... ................... ..... ... 9 

0lEC UNITS ......................................................................................................................................................................... 10 

MAP 4: OVERVIE\V OF EC MAP PAGE ....................................................................................................................... 10 

02ER UNITS ................................................................ ........................................................... ... ..... .. ................. ................... 66 

MAP 5: OVERVIE\V OF ER MAP PAGE ....................................................................................................................... 66 

03LP UNITS ................................................................................. ....... ...... .............................. ...... ............... ..................... .. 123 

MAP 6: OVERVIEW OF LP MAP PAGE .. .................................................. .... .......... ....................................... ............ 123 

04AB UNITS ..................................................................................................................... ......................... ......................... 113 

MAP 7: OVERVIEW OF AB MAP PAGE ............................................................................ .... .... ... .............................. 133 

05NV UNJTS ..................................................................................................... .... .............................................................. 15I 

MAP 8: OVERVIEW OF NV NORTH MAP PAGE ....... .............................................. ............................................... 151 

MAP 9: OVERVIE\V OF NV SOUTH MAP PAGE .......................................................................... ........................... 152 

06SV UNITS ........................................................................................................................................................................ 185 

MAP 10: OVERVIEW OF SV MAP PAGE ................................................................................................................... 185 

07LC UNITS ............................................................................. .................. ........................... ....... ...................................... 229 

MAP 11: OVERVIE\V OF LC MAP PAGE ................................................... ................................................................ 229 

08ND UNITS ............................ ... ..... .......... ....... .. ........ ............ .... .. ................................................................................. ..... 242 

MAP 12: OVERVIE\V OF ND MAP PAGE .................................................................................................................. 242 

09\VJ UNITS ............... ... ... .................................................................................................................................................. 313 

MAP 13: OVERVIE\V OF\VJ MAP PAGE ................................................................. ............ ........... ...... ...... ........ ...... 313 

llWD UNITS .................................. ......................................... .............................................. ... ....................................... .. . 330 

MAP 14: OVERVIEW OF COASTAL PORTION OF WD MAP PAGE ................................................ ...... ........... 330 

MAP 15: ov~~RVIEW OF EAGLE C REST PORTION OF WI} MAP PAGE ......................................... ............... 331 

3.0 SCORES BY AA: TIDAL WETLANDS .................................................................... 387 

MAP 16: TIDAL \\IETLANDS OVERVIE\V .. .. ............ ................ ...... ....................................... ........ .. ......................... 387 

4.0 SCORES BY AA: OFF-SITE MAPPING ................................................................. 397 

MAP 17: OFF-SITE MAPPING OVERVIEW ...................................... ....................................................................... 397 

5.0 PARCEL CODE NUMBER CHART ........................................................................ 447 

6.0 ACRONYMS ................................................................................................................. 451 

Cover: View northwest over Peterson Creek parkland to Amalga Harbor, September, 2015. Eagle 

River delta in left distance. 

This contract was funded by the Coastal Impact Assistance Program through the Alaska Depart­
ment of Commerce, Community and Economic Development as part of Grant #10-CIAP-0009, 

"Habitat Mapping and Analysis Project." 

Juneau Wetlands Management Plan Volume Two, 2016 2 



Packet Page 23 of 31 

MEMORANDUM CITY/BOROUGH OF JUNEAU 

Lands and Resources Office 
155 S. Seward St., Juneau, Alaska 99801 

Dan.Bleidorn@juneau.org 
Voice (907) 586-5252 

TO: The Assembly Lands Committee  

FROM: Dan Bleidorn, Deputy Land Manager 

SUBJECT: Alaska Power & Telephone Lena Loop Road Property Line Adjustment 

DATE: May 6th, 2016 

In February 2016, Lands and Parks & Recreation Staff met with Bruce Messerschmidt from the 
Alaska Power & Telephone Company regarding a request for a utility easement through a portion 
of the CBJ park property located at Lena Point.  

The easement would have provided a connection for a fiber optic cable running under Favorite 
Channel from the north and connecting to the Juneau internet network.  The Parks property has 
existing easements through the property to provide similar utility connections  

After meeting with Staff to discuss the easement, Alaska Power & Telephone went another route 
and purchased the property adjacent to the park land in order to use private property to connect to 
the Juneau internet network.  Unfortunately, the previous owner of the property encroached on CBJ 
park property.  The applicant has requested to purchase the encroached property from the City 
through a lot line adjustment in order to maintain the existing deck, fence and garden as well as 
provide an efficient location for a utility easement for the fiber optic cable..   

If the Lands Committee makes a motion of support for this proposal, the next steps will be for staff 
to evaluate this application with the PRAC and the Planning Commission, and then request 
authorization to negotiate from the Assembly.  Title 53.09.260 - Negotiated sales, leases, and 
exchanges states that: 

Upon application, approval by the manager, and payment of a $500.00 fee a 
person or business entity, may submit a written proposal to lease, purchase, 
exchange, or otherwise acquire City and Borough land for a specified 
purpose. The proposal shall be reviewed by the assembly for a determination 
of whether the proposal should be further considered and, if so, whether by 
direct negotiation with the original proposer or by competition after an 
invitation for further proposals. Upon direction of the assembly by motion, 
the manager may commence negotiations for the lease, sale, exchange, or 
other disposal of City and Borough land. 

Lands staff requests a motion of support to the Assembly for further consideration of this 
application by direct negotiations with the original proposer 

CITY/BOROUGH OF JUNEAU * ALASKA'S CAPITAL CITY 

mailto:Dan.Bleidorn@juneau.org
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APPLICATION TO USE LANDS OWNED BY 
THE CITY AND BOROUGH OF JUNEAU 

Application No. ,..__ _______ __. 

Assesor's No. 

Type of use 
(Lease, Easement, Use Permit, Purchase) 

Legal name of applicant(s) !Alaska Power and Telephone Wireless 

Mailing address 134195 Juneau Alaska, 99803 

l. Legal description of property (attach map): 

Lot 22A USS 3055 

2. Existing parcel size 
Square feet:I ~ ¼_tJ_7_J_t_ .. ~JI Acres: I 

J ,..__ __ ~ 

3. Existing utilities 
Water: On Site D Public ~ 

Sewer: On Site [K] Public D 

4- Access: !Point Lena Loop Rd 

5. Proposed term of usage: I._P_er_m_in_a_nt __________________ ___. 

6. Development plan (attach background materials in triplicate) 

A. Purpose: 
c;£T r-u; JV--f-t t .v..K.... -'-'<;'-???~ r.,u,-Jcvs 0-C,(//UA. /<;,k-G 

~c.< 1 C/YI~ 'L--ni17r~~ UY7 C l!,-r LtA.,vO ,_. To,-kT C6f'RP5'-J.J'IJJ.J ~ 
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B. Use, value, and nature of proposed improvements to the land: 
7o /4¼c,J.,u__ £.G--~)y M.£~ Vo --rYl..e,L,h,~i,,i ~e,,fo,~(.-+r J ~ 
~ v i!t. I c.u_ oJl frb~ . 

C. The proposed type of construction: 

~ ' 

D. Date construction would begin:I ~ _AS~ ff~--------~ 

E. Date construction would be completed: ~----------~ 

7. Comprehensive plan designation for property: 

8. Zoning designation: 

l HEREBY CERTIFY THAT all of the statements made in this application and its incorporated 
incorporated attachments are true and correct. 

t ee- dAfs-u sch ___,.,.., ~ 
Name and Title (Please Print) 

~ ?- ~---!--
Signature 

RECEIPT of the above application and attachments together with filing fee (non-refundable) in the 
amount of is hereby acknowledged. 

For the City Clerk: Date:._I _______ _, By: 



P
acket P

age 27 of 31 

G£Nlrf?AL NOTES 
I nit ·'""'° tJIA 41,t.aU /CJ ltff AS• l tar .rv.n1Y U IHC ,-vr U .,,.,ti\ 

¥lM: 11.,&t Ml '1-11. .14.0.. 
.l. Mt .U.r,rr;;::t .fir 1#;.'( J."1J ,ut NtAltO 10 II< MS"f Of ,t,d,h\ fl!CWN ,...,.. 
J. llfAK l{COhl ~ -'"' t'CililU'l (tt•~m '" t.UMltO} o,,,r;, UGIJ .IC'iU,.lf 

rrn.o MA.!~H ~4/W C"OW"Ulf-' .ffllll"n't c~. h •r U-C:irC'1 e.ra n 
P.QN l'I (',1/dlfJHflO .,f4l lh( •:::~t t.lJ.i '1 .SI~ MIIOl/7 TltJIINIJ~ 

"" t..at llliO ~ " "''.,,.." ttGHtl Al«' e,.r, ~ M at. U:Ut re, t,JM1r1'1(~ 
ur.1,ug,-.i.c ~ ,. ,r,.c, uwn • 

.i. W tl.JIIIIH/ -..r [J1.-,aL,CO '"' fHtl su:,,01 ~ J....«' .Yi'Ott,C. 

.. ML U$"l",li11UJ. JN:,,i)I UflCH. dl W cu .. !VIIUY ru, h/0 6./0".X.IC N '1(n, 
1,0,tt.n"ffll rctn'.l.t..ul'T1. 

7 . Jh'l..f .stllYfT j{(t'ff M ftermf INC JUl lfl< Sf,11ff ~!V~"V ~ tS' CF ,,.,.,.,_ 
.. IHI ltJJ.Dir OOITI-U lOC,IJ,Cf(J 441" AN~r ... rt... t :tll ,nru Wfl&l .-tow lttC 

o:..,nu ,.,,,, .u n.ir lltl QI P.t iv~ 
I. fN:I IJ•IW.t J:'.thff w,r fa/'CJ t1CO IJl )(.,'&11:, C-~ tvr,n-,~,-; lf:'ffi:,Cf 

kr1H .f ~ MXJl Dtlt JUl,0,,, ~, A l i.tvtU" S•1 A'YNl'C ,,. .. , sum"t 
UJHi !w.e.tl'O 1.1.UA' ,:r(,4.WC IJH<;,.,.,,., ~S. 

,a '"' n.,o "'"t' v,_f l'f'UT~vrr, un,,,,, ~ ,,, JJ illl , ,. 1,11a. 
,,, ms S&li"trr ecr, w, a111Snrvrt A .J~l1'.l'J '( 1J l'f'W At.S. ,a.,.s. 

,, 

GUrT£11 
G 

CO•>tsFlllJT. 

Pfr;Pc,s,;t? ,'1Jt.,,_ r 
L£,(:_ I~ 7",'<,f! 

'-''---\ 

~\ 
ia.,· 

,i.,·"' "' ,} 

(fTP} ~ ' 
16.8' 

1 
J].0~ 

~ ~ /
~. 

' ,.,-, 
s-srORr ""°" 
TRAIi( 891CK 
GCS/JJCNCC 

\ ,. 

OITA/l NOT TO SCAif 

AAA A.Iv, 

\.AA t CNA CO~t' ..,...AJ,,.,. 
AA.A. ., ... _,_,,._ 

1' Jf 5 
FRO/IJ.,"lt 1AI \ '\ 

t>. , ..,_ 
":,. ,. ~-

-&-... ; ,. 

"1'1IC r,MIK 
1$ AJXJ 
rANO!IU 

-.-.-~ \;:;-:i 
LOT 2/A- 1 
USS JOSS 

r~ 
~ 
I 

\. ,.'{>, 

J
.;, ! 

1 
W'dDO • - sro.,A,r 

_j;,;, ~~SHiW' .. <:•_. :.t 
ha•:,•,!::. '•;. 0 !~,.;.~ 
,,• . · .. . . -·· . \. ... 

:::_._.-:·.·. t : .. ·::·: 

. :!~~~~~ 
i·\7 l~f#j, 
·· .. -, ,?;.>_::;,\t 

r.J.H' 
IJ!""t.JLt8 -W 

re oPCr.,ro~ 
:mr:: UCTCII 

' ;R Pett WIIH 
,CHOW 

sc.,u• ''" rcrr 
VICIMIY w.F 

SOP\"!t OIi WAHJ>·t; 

,,- ~DO 

® 
© 

LCGCNIJ 

U.0 , A.'IU4f llu.t.NDn / t trJtHU'Ut) 

n~•r ~'"'' pcu.tA.tO) 

r-c•u ,r;..c 
~ lllr~lli:.)h' 

• - - - •I.GC • ~~~1> IUCl~C. IN( 

-o<•--- ~111ur1..e u.r 
--- OiJN.A·, trNU 

1-- ~~I) lf'.al'l",f t...:c' 

to( ..,,,r, tJUT 

~ n;~ ICU t:.H ,t,-;O .1fltll4? 

~ r;;,on( SUM'l" 

<111' 

-, ~ 
t,1-

ca.1~nollllW r,c 

,5,IULHI S,tlltlf. U.C 

«cOitADYf"WKl'S 

( · .~✓-- -;• :. ~· (. _; ._. -" .. ' ·. . .. 

LOr 22A 
USS JOSS 
40,726.8 so. 
:t:0.9.J AC. 

· . r ,/1<" CIIP 
~ 

_ .. ____ I 
t"'v Uh?I ARCA r"'\J SfJ6".ll'<l'II' ~ 

.. 'G, > l 
.r¢s .. ,e: ·•· ~ 

'·•,----.:::::---... --p:;;;~;;'.,'!"k') 
~ ~ 51.lo' 

,.,o-s :.:,_J_uo.o· 

-\· ...... ,, ,,,.L< 
~.- -5.. ====i. 

~ l'RAC'T /.A• I P{)IIIT trHA V.(ll' 
• ..SU!1IIOOSIIIH. f/0. •• 2...--­

USS Jsog 

SURV£YOR'S CCRT1rlCA7C 

, """111' cnmrr nu , , ,n,, 
nwuv a:aarwD NO UUJCUO ,o W.Cf>:C V"~ S&,lt!"((n,; rt K 
su.rr ,;v '"u... ~ 1>11r ~ 
.u:-... u S&l.l,11" W.taUJS ~ 
JJMlf'f ,.,,er 
JI..CO,~tifo,tl'cf 

~n:-0,f~~~~,;', 
AS ~'1. MD J>Ut at • 
~JNID .,,_..M'A,'U ! »c efW't'(t. 

Q.ltC: o , -=o-.:11;lt & 

ltN AS- OVllT SUilYCY 
or 

lOf 2V., U.S.S, 110. JOS!i 
17:175 P0IJIT UNI\ 1.001' NOAO 

\'f11/UH 
JUHUU. At.A!it<A 

JUNtAV # llCOltOll"O 01;T1ttcr 

= mt~.:. ~~~ ...... ,-"6J &."#JW"' I~ 
,._, .~ •t ·- '-f<M AlUU fNl'I 

~.,,,., ,,,. ._,l\U. .... ,,.,,,,,,, 
~Mf,-,)'lf"t ,,m f ... , 
~~~&,=.Jt EN,J:!~r~';!11N~.._~. 



Packet Page 28 of 31 

~ ,I t'I ~~ 

L~ ~ ~ £ 
~~ \ 

V'"\ .3:. ;-,'\ ~ 

l 
sJr 
"1 0 ~ 

,.::, -z_ .,, K; 
~ f' -1 - ~ \Joi 
,J; ' ,._ 

VI 
c; 

6 

~ 
~ 

·"' ;,\ 

\,N 
.L 
l0 

I SiS - .,, ... 
G kl i: 

~ 

..., c,, 

. "' 
!;) .., 
:-

.:I 

• I •. •• 

- . 

I 
... · .. 

.. . . 

. ~ . ... . ... 
. : . ·: : 

•• : •• , • 1 ··: . .. 

' . ,. ! .. .. . ... 

-:z--



P
acket P

age 29 of 31 

CATV C 

TtlCO C .. , 
FIELD SIDE 

l 

+f rf 
ROAD SIDE 

-L....--

EX. M.H. 

.... 
~ 

~ ~ 0 
:J < a 

~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 
~~ w ~ w ~ ~ 

- wA:-.,.i,2+13·t3•·+2s·--1 

H+-... I /DRl'.t:WAY~ 

12' X 20'_/ 

CUL '.t:RT ,uD( IX2- 4") 

Pfil97 

""=R= 
~ 

i I I I 
1 

100 

241 

,. 

it :jN 
.)(ii, ~~vi ~ 

;.~: i!i ~ ... 
250 

----250 ...J. 

lOj 

P.11591 
A'M'. e 2• • 

R2-10=70' 
UOH4 

81173=100' :- ~~ 

NOTE: 
R&R AS REQUIRED 

1 i 
i I - ~ ~ ~ 
it l ~ ~ ~ 

70 ,,. 
1 ., ,,. 

I 
2 I , 

_2._ ....J. 70 ,~ _ill_ 

U024 
nn(1X2 ~ S EE DETAIL "A" 

~ .... 
·~~;~ 

s 
u.s.s. 3055 
~HA , 

+100 l--"-..,....- tt,,J-' I 6' t-

,20 25' 41•-

I I P.11597 , 
, ATI. e 24 

'1 40 ~ 
NOTES: 
1 ) STA. 0+00 TO STA. I 1+03 

ATIACH 1 • BELOW TELCO 
2) ALL CONSTRUCTION 1f1LL 

BE ROAD SIDE 

"' -' "' I ~ 
' :,a 

I I® r-H-rm 
SEE SHT. 2 

L-
OF 4 

i I I I I I I I II };. I~~:~ 
'24 

l Li 

P.11598 
ATT. 8 22' 

CO. ALASKA POWER 
AND TELEPHONE 

EXCH. LENA POINT 
SERV. AREA 
ROUTE 
CONlRACT 
J.O. NO. AP&T-JS1451 
SHEET 1 Of 4 
COOST. SH!. OF 
MAP REF. 

P.11 596 .... c_ou_N_TY~--~ 13+44 I 
. ThP !RAN !SEC 

11+03 
P.11597 

10+47 
P.11598 

7 

TAX DIST. 
TAX CODES 

CITY 1co 
ST _ThP 
NOTES: 

AS BUILT DATE I 
-.:!~ I 
-"j'-

AP&li 
.J .J~ n ...,omr 01-04 
J.J.J [l'lqll'lffr: R.G. 

Orottr. MDA\'IDSOH ..lj.J lo• t Ac«uect 02/11/16 
Tlrnr. 11:~i AM 

SUB. INFO . 



Packet Page 30 of 31 

J U N E A U P O L I C E D E P A R T M E N T 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Rachel Friedlander 

FROM: Bob Dilley 

DATE: May 5, 2016 

RE: 2015-2016 Wood smoke enforcement 

The following is a brief summary of the enforcement efforts of the Community Service 

Officers for the 2015-2016 season. 

23 Warnings 

0 Citations 

20 Regular hours on patrol 

4 Overtime hours on patrol 

Enforcement this year went well for the most part. All of the emergencies except for one 

were very short in duration. I had a conversation with a local seller of woodstoves and 

asked that he please quit telling his customers that the soapstone stoves he is selling are 

exempt from the emergencies. They do not meet the criteria of a masonry stove and not 

exempt from enforcement. He indicated he would cease telling his customers they are. 

For the most part the citizens were compliant with the air emergencies. 

Page 1 of 1 
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MEMORANDUM CITY/BOROUGH OF JUNEAU 

Lands and Resources Office 
155 S. Seward St., Juneau, Alaska 99801 

Rachel.Friedlander@juneau.org 

Voice: (907) 586-0617 

TO: The Lands Committee 

FROM: Rachel Friedlander, Lands and Resources Specialist 

SUBJECT: Final remarks regarding the 2015-16 CBJ Air Quality Monitoring Program 

DATE: May 11, 2016 

From October 1st , 2015 until April 30th , 2016, Lands staff monitored the Valley’s air quality on a 24/7 

basis. Monitoring is necessary due to the region’s susceptibility to air inversions, which trap the fine 

particulate matter generated by wood-burning stoves. It is this particulate matter that can significantly 

affect the health of children, the elderly, and people with asthma. 

The Valley experienced 4 air emergencies this season, and in total there were 7 days where woodstoves 

could not be used. 

The total cost to run the program was $2, 965.64, which included radio advertising costs, contractor fees 

to change the air emergency signs, and material costs. 

Example of Alaska DEC wood smoke commercial New CBJ air emergency signs 

Not included in the total cost is $23,000 worth of state funding to assist in local advertising through the 

Empire and Capital City Weekly. Lands staff also went on Juneau Afternoon to share information about 

the City’s Air Quality program. The more noticeable burn ban signs provided by the City Streets Division 

have made a difference in notifying the public. Monitoring the Valley’s air quality would not be possible 

without the collaboration and support of the Department of Environmental Conservation, Division of Air 

Quality team and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, Juneau Forecast Office, all who 

collect and interpret the data. Additional partnerships are with the Juneau Police Department, who 

enforce the air emergencies and burn bans, and the CBJ Clerks Office, which has posted to the City 

Facebook when air emergencies are in effect or cancelled. 

~ .... , ... ,. 
• t\\ 

O! ' '-...,,_ .. ~ 
tip• on buming wisely, 

ise.alaska. 

ALASKA'S CAPITAL CITY 
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