
 
AGENDA 

PARKS & RECREATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Tuesday, September 6th, 2016 

CBJ Assembly Chambers  –  6:00 p.m.  
 

Time Agenda Item Presenter Action 
Requested 

6:00 pm 1. Call to Order  Chair, C. Mertl  

 2. Agenda Changes   

 3. Public Participation of Non-Agenda Items   

 4. Approval of Meeting Minutes from August 2nd, 2016 
[Page 3-8] 

 Motion to 
approve 

 5. New Business 
 

 

 
 

 6. Director’s Report 
 

K. Duncan  

 7. Unfinished Business 
• Fireworks in CBJ Parkland 

o Staff Report [Page 9-21] 
 Board Member Supplemental 

[Page 22-35] 
 Public Submitted Emails  

[Page 36-117] 
 Public Submitted Information  

[Page 118-251] 
o Public Comment/Testimony 
o PRAC Discussion/Motion 

  

 

 8. Committee, Liaison, and Board Member Reports 
• Chair Report  
• Liaison to the Assembly Report  

• Liaisons: 
a) YAB  
b) Aquatic Facilities 
c) Jensen-Olson 
d) Lands 
e) 1% for art  
f) Treadwell 

 
• Other Partners: 

a) JNU Urban Forestry 
b) Eaglecrest 
c) TrailMix 
d) Park Foundation 

• Other Member Business 

 

C. Mertl 
M. Gladziszewski 
 
 

T. Rutecki 
T. Rutecki 
E. Ouderkirk 
C. Mertl 
J. Anderson 
C. Mertl 
 

C. Mertl 
O. Brudie 
B. Farrell 
C. Mertl 

 

 

7:30 9. Adjournment   
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AGENDA SYNOPSIS  
PARKS & RECREATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Tuesday, September 6th, 2016 
CBJ Assembly Chambers  –  6:00 p.m.  

 

 

This meeting is envisioned to be a single issue meeting having to do with the use of fireworks in 
CBJ parks and lands managed by the Parks & Recreation Department. Public comment on 
fireworks will be taken under Unfinished Business. The public can comment on non-fireworks 
related topics under the Public Participation of Non-Agenda items  

The meeting will be called to order, a roll call will determine if a quorum exists. Assuming a 
quorum exists, the Chair will ask for any agenda changes, ask if any member of the public 
wishes to participate on non-agenda items, the committee will vote to approve the August 2, 
2016 minutes. The Chair will ask for any new business and then open the fireworks topic 
beginning with a staff report on page 9. 

The public will be asked to present any information they wish to make public concerning the use 
of fireworks in parks. The Chair may place a time limit on individual presentations (two or three 
minutes for each person depending on the number of people who wish to testify). 

The chair will close public participation once everyone has been allowed to testify. The 
committee may put a motion forward, the committee will debate the motion and either vote to 
make a recommendation to the Assembly or take no action. 
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DRAFT MINUTES 

PARKS & RECREATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Tuesday, August 2nd, 2016 

CBJ Assembly Chambers – 6 p.m. 

  

I. Call to Order at 6:00 p.m. – C. Mertl, Chair 

Present: J. Anderson; O. Brudie; B. Farrell; T. Gilmour; C. Mertl; E. Ouderkirk; C. Prussing; T. Rutecki  
Absent: F. Dowd 
Staff Present:  Kirk Duncan, P&R Director; Lauren Verrelli, Staff Liaison  
Guests Present: Skye Stekoll, Engineering Project Manager 

 
II. Agenda Changes – None.  

 
III. Public Participation of Non-Agenda Items – None. 

 
IV. Approval of Meeting Minutes from March 1

st
, 2016 & May 3

rd
, 2016 –  

March 1
st

, 2016: Motion by T. Gilmour to approve, no objection. Minutes adopted. 
May 3

rd
, 2016: Motion by T. Rutecki to make an addition under New Business, Fireworks Policy in Parks. 

Power Point presentation by C. Prussing, want to add the title of her presentation “Proposing fireworks 
being prohibited in parks”. Motion by T. Rutecki to approve, no objection. Minutes adopted.  

 
V. New Business 

A. Introduction to new PRAC members:  

 

C. Mertl: Welcome to Brett Farrell and Chris Prussing, our two newest PRAC members.  
B. Farrell: I have been in Juneau about 15 years and I’m a retired coast guard. My interests are area 
wide with all things parks. They’re a great asset to this community and I hope I can play a part in 
making them even better.  
C. Prussing: I’m a member of the Thane Neighborhood Association Board. My main interest here is 
discussing a park out Thane near the new Tlingit Haida Cultural Center (old Ore House). We have 
been discussing with them about attaching a few more pieces of shoreline with the existing city 
property there in order to enhance the whole cultural center concept.  
 

B. Lena Loop Land Disposal: 

 
K. Duncan: Referencing photo on P.14 in the packet. This piece of property is not accessible by land, 
only by sea. There is a private road that comes down to give access to all those properties but we do 
not have any right on that road. The two adjoining neighbors at some point in time would like to 
purchase this land and I have no objection. First this has to go through the appraisal process and 
then the PRAC recommends whether to dispose it or not and then it goes to the assembly.  
T. Gilmour: Is it going to go up for bid? What does it have to do with Parks land? 
K. Duncan: It’s not a buildable lot. It’s our piece of land, we control it.  
E. Ouderkirk: What happens to the funds that get generated from the sale? 
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K. Duncan: Traditionally they would go into the lands fund.  
C. Mertl: Odin, Josh and I went through and looked at different parcels that might be considered for 
disposal. I would rather avoid spot disposal of parkland. Mr. Duncan, do you have pressure to make a 
decision on this immediately? 
K. Duncan: Absolutely not. This is an information item that will come out of the Master Planning 
process.  
 

C. September PRAC meeting date change: 
 
C. Mertl: Mr. Duncan will not be here for the first Tuesday of September. I’m not available for the 

second week. What does everyone’s schedule look like for September?  
O. Brudie: I will be out of town for the whole month of September but can make myself available by 
phone. 
E. Ouderkirk: I have a work commitment the week of the 12th  
C. Mertl: I think it is important that if we do get into fireworks in September that the Director is here.  
K. Duncan: The managers have become involved in the fireworks discussion, please be aware that 
Fireworks may become a non-agenda item come September. The mangers office would like to take 
this to the Committee of the Whole on August 15th and have a discussion amongst themselves but 
there will be no public testimony at that time. They would draft an ordinance at some point of time or 
not depending on what they decide to do. So we may be planning a September meeting that might 
not happen. If that’s the case, there is nothing wrong with me not being here for the Sept. 6th PRAC 
meeting.  
 

D. Discussion about handling fireworks in the September meeting/Introduction to PlaceSpeak: 

 
L. Verrelli: Played introduction video from PlaceSpeak. PlaceSpeak is our new community outreach 
platform that anyone can join and their privacy is guaranteed. The only requirement is for people to 
register with their address so we can observe which neighborhoods are leaning towards one subject 
or another in our discussions and polls. Users are able to easily navigate the site, educating 
themselves on the topic at hand, voicing their concerns in the discussions and participating in our 
polls. Currently we’re working on launching our Fireworks in Parks topic which is separate from our 
Master Planning topic. We will promote PlaceSpeak on our website and our Facebook page. 
K. Duncan: It has been pointed out that missiles are not allowed in parks. Is a missile a firework? That 
is an issue; it would have been easier if they had said aerial fireworks but they didn’t. One of the 
issues with fireworks is that police cannot issues tickets unless they see someone lighting the fuse. 
We need to talk about procession of fireworks in parks and work on changing the ordinance.  
C. Mertl: The Assembly will be having their preliminary discussion on fireworks where they will decide 
how they want to move forward. They may tell us that our services are not needed and they will deal 
with everything at the Assembly level. We can’t ban fireworks on managed park lands without the 
approval of the Assembly. Is that correct Mr. Duncan? 
K. Duncan: Correct.  
C. Mertl: Mr. Duncan has let the Assembly know that we would be a willing vehicle, if so directed, to 
host a forum for discussion on fireworks. It’s already being discussed at a higher level than the PRAC 

and let’s see what happens. 
T. Rutecki: I was in contact with the City Manager and he told me the Assembly has asked for an 
ordinance for consideration. If we’re going to regulate fireworks, it would be by date, time, type, and 
location. They will draft an ordinance, sometime in the next month and if PRAC wanted to continue 
the discussion about fireworks in parks that would be fine. It could be complementary or we could 
wait and see what the Assembly does.  
C. Mertl: I think it may be premature for us to start talking about fireworks in the September meeting. 
If Mr. Duncan is out of town at the same time, we might want to push it to October meeting when we 
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have full participation. I think we should wait until we get activated by the COW, if we get activated at 
all. But we will let them know we’re willing to assist if we’re needed. 
C. Prussing: If the Assembly decides to take it up at the mid-September meeting that could leave us 
without a position if we wait. If they want input from Kirk and the PRAC, then I think we should be 
prepared and not stall around with public input.  
B. Farrell: I assume the way this committee works is that we come up with ideas, we provide advice 
to Kirk and in this case it could be something like we advise you to write a letter to the Assembly 
recommending that fireworks be prohibited in parks. We put that on agenda if that motion pass, the 
public knows what we will be talking about at the next meeting and they can attend.  
T. Rutecki: I think we should be prepared to go forward with this in September based on what 
happens in the COW meeting because we already have started this conversation. The City Manager 
did say that if the PRAC wanted to continue with the discussion that would be fine.  
C. Mertl: Do we just wait till the 16th and see what the COW asks of us, if anything?  
O. Brudie: I would suggest us to keep it on the agenda for now and as it always can be pulled.  
E. Ouderkirk: If on the 16th we hear from the Assembly, yes they do want to move forward with some 
sort of ordinance and they have a draft of what that ordinance is, that will be much easier to respond. 
I think the question is if we want to make it a public testimony item or hear what the Assembly says, 
so the PRAC is adequately informed with what the Assembly is thinking because ultimately the 
Assembly makes the decision. Put it on the agenda as an agenda topic.  
C. Prussing: I don’t see the value of public input in general to the PRAC on fireworks if the Assembly 
is drafting an ordinance. The Assembly of course is where people should be directing their opinions 
on fireworks use in the borough. In the meantime, if we have PlaceSpeak up and running we can tell 
the public that if they have opinions on fireworks in parks, that this is the way they can add their input 
so they don’t have to attend a PRAC meeting. It could be an informational item on the agenda with 
the public directed to PlaceSpeak to voice their opinions.  
K. Duncan: PlaceSpeak is ready to go and will be launched on Tuesday, August 9th. We can simply 
state the PRAC may be taking comment at the September meeting and we will make that 
determination after the COW has met. Then it will be determined if they want to take it on or if they 
would want a recommendation from us. If they want to take it on, we can hand over the information 
we have gathered.  

 
VI. Director’s Report – K. Duncan 

A. P&R Master Planning update:  

K. Duncan: On page 15 you have a statement about the Master Planning process. On PlaceSpeak 
we’re planning on talking about each one of our facilities and services, give people information with 
what we do. There will be a series of 10 or 12 geographically oriented public meetings in October with 
PRAC being one. We plan on taping a public meeting (KTOO) and put that on our website for people 
who do not want to attend our public meetings. We will distill all the information we get from the public 
meetings, PlaceSpeak, from our phone survey and present our preliminary plan to the PRAC in April 
2017. A final plan which will be presented to the Planning Commission and Assembly the Spring of 
2018. Our concept is what do we want to look like in 10 years?  
 

B. Commercial Use Permit: 

K. Duncan: Currently we do commercial use permits every two years which doesn’t seem very user 

friendly. I think we should be doing commercial use permits every year. We’re going to be working on 

cleaning up and making suggestions for all of the P&R ordinances between now and December.  
E. Ouderkirk: Would you create a priority for those permit holders who have had permits in the past? 
K. Duncan: We would give priority to the group that has done it before and look to see if there is 
capacity for another group to do it as well. I would suggest that a group who comes in with a business 
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plan and files for a commercial use permit that meets our criteria has the possibility of having the 
permit for 5 years. Another information item, currently no action is needed at this time. 
 

C. ADA motorized mobility devices on P&R land: 

K. Duncan: We have to allow motorized devices on our trails but can specify certain criteria, for 
example, we do not want any vehicle going over 5mph.This is currently under review and we’re trying 

to figure how we’re best going to address it.  
Discussion about Kax trail from pervious PRAC meeting. 

  

D. CIP Six-year Plan: 

K. Duncan: This is something that will be coming out of the Master Planning process.  This 6-year 
plan is to let you see what has been proposed at this point of time. Only the current year (FY17) has 
been funded, everything else has not been approved yet. The other years provide some direction of 
where the department is going. Currently do not need any input from PRAC.  
 

E. Trees at Treadwell 

K. Duncan: The Treadwell Historical district received $150,000 from CBJ to put a new roof on the old 
office building. They want to protect the old office building and remove about 20 cottonwood trees 
around it. There is some communication from an individual that is not fond of losing those trees 
included in the packet. I do not have a lot of issue with removing these trees, only that when we take 
them down, they need to go out. The Treadwell Historic Society has been in contact with Gold Rush 
Days and they’re interested in this timber. Discussion on buffer trees. We marked the trees letting the 
public know that we’re taking them down.  
C. Mertl: I have no objection with cutting down these cottonwoods. Cottonwoods are the highest likely 
tree to become a hazard.  

 
VII. Unfinished Business 

A. Update on fill project underway at Gold Creek & Bridge Park:  

S. Stekoll: Presents PowerPoint provided in packet about the Seawalk from Bridge Park to Gold 

Creek. We split the project up into three separate phases. Phase 1 is completed and went smoothly, 
which is called the bulk fill portion of the project, cost about $2.5 million. It included fill around the 
whale area and the fill for the island. Currently we have done the foundation for the whale and done 
the piping for the pool. References slideshow. We started Phase 2, which is the pile drive and 
Seawalk portion. Phase 3 will be bid shortly and that is the finishing touches which includes the park, 
concrete, pool and all the plantings. The whale will be delivered in a couple weeks and will be up in 
place mid-August. To clarify the whale was donated and sales tax is paying for the whale related 
infrastructure and the marine passenger fee is paying for the rest of the project.  
C. Mertl: Has the city engineering and the whale committee worked on a strategy for this intricate 
water feature and how it will be operated/maintained? We just have some concerns on the funding for 
the maintenance of the facility seeing as we’re the number one department for getting budget cuts. 
S. Stekoll: That discussion has begun; most of those details will get worked out when we get into the 
pump room and the control system for that. We do have all the funding to finish this project, from the 
bridge to Gold Creek.  

 
B. Adair Kennedy Master Plan:  

S. Stekoll: Presents PowerPoint provided in packet about Adair Kennedy designs. We have been 
working on a Master Plan for Adair Kennedy. We settled on Adair being the place where we would 
have turf fields. We had Jensen Yorba Lott come up with a few designs for us. We have been 
sending around the designs to the user groups and hoping to get more comments back in the next 
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month or so to finalize the master plan. Getting adequate signage of the park is very important and 
we plan on cutting down trees to help eliminate needles on the turf field and keeping the fields from 
staying frozen longer. Other plans include a covered play area, potential dog park, changing room for 
teams, play area, and sledding hill. The parking lot will be redesigned heavily so it works best for 
Floyd Dryden and Adair Kennedy.  
 

C. Gunakadeit Park: S. Stekoll has no update on Gunakadeit Park.  
C. Mertl: Does the PRAC have any questions on Gunakadeit Park?  
O. Brudie: Is it possible to do some conceptual planning for a park there?  
K. Duncan: We just planted some vegetation this week and we’re going to complete the fencing 

around the transformer.  
C. Mertl: Even if we just move the chain-link fence to the Parks & Rec boundary and just put it as 
gravel and allow venders to be there. Make it usable but we don’t necessarily have to plan any 

features in it and just let it be a temporary open space.  
Discussion on original reason park was removed. 

J. Anderson: I motion that the Parks & Rec director moves the fence to the park boundary and 
develop a low budget conceptual plan for temporary use of the park during transition. Motion 

passes.  
 

D. [Addition] Dimond Park Restroom/Concession Update:  
S. Stekoll: North Specific, the project manager, had some supply issues. The first was some 
mechanical component which added a 4 week delay that held up a lot of work. We took down the 
drinking fountain to tie in the water and that was predated to the delay. The other delay was with the 
steel fabrication. The original completion date was September 2nd which is pretty optimistic; my guess 
would be that we’re looking towards the end of September.  

 
VIII. Committee, Liaison, and Board Member Reports 

A. Chair Report— None 
B. Liaison to the Assembly Report—None  

C. Liaison Reports—  

YAAB – T. Rutecki: None 
Aquatics – T. Rutecki: We just had the 1 year anniversary for the board. We lost Greg Williams on the board but 
took on Charlie Williams. The new point of sales system has been implemented. Soon you will be able to find a 
food service at DPAC. There are some negotiations going on with vendors for packaged sandwiches. We just 
finished the Gaguine Foundation for a Youth in the Pool summer program where 150 kids were given 
scholarships to swim in the pools.  The ASAA high school championship swim meet is going to be here at the 
beginning of November.  
Jensen-Olson Arboretum—E. Ouderkirk: None 
Lands – C. Mertl: Been focusing a lot on housing for Jackie Drive. They targeted all the priorities for housing 
opportunities throughout the borough and working with Parks & Rec land was one of there targeted priorities. 
1% for Art— J. Anderson: None 
Treadwell – K. Duncan: Treadwell submitted there annual report and it was well received by the Assembly. 
Revenue was up 5%, labor cost was down 5%. Very successful season, up a 67% cost recovery. Ice is going in 
as we speak.  
Urban Forestry – C. Mertl: None 
Eaglecrest – O. Brudie: None 
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TrailMix—C. Mertl: G. Laundry is no longer with us who used to cover TrailMix and State Parks. Who wants to 
cover TrailMix? B. Farrell offers to take over, removing State Parks.  
[New Addition] Park Foundation—C. Mertl: They had their elections and Ian Fisk is the chair. They signed their 
memorandum of understanding with the Juneau Community Foundation. The park foundation is now legal, under 
the community foundation as a 501C3.  
 

D. Other Member Business –  

 C. Mertl: Board training is coming up, please sign up.  

Adjournment – 8:49 p.m.  Having no other business before the board.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Respectfully submitted by Lauren Verrelli, P&R Administrative Assistant II, 8/24/2016 
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Staff Report on Fireworks 
PARKS & RECREATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

 
The Parks and Recreation Advisory Committee (PRAC) and CBJ Parks & Recreation staff were approached to 
restrict/ban all fireworks year round in the areas managed by the Parks & Recreation Department. CBJ Parks 
& Rec staff initiated a new software package entitled PlaceSpeak. The public was asked to comment on five 
different proposals related to fireworks use on CBJ Parkland. 
 
The options were:  #1 – Allow unrestricted use of fireworks in CBJ Parks 
   #2 – Completely ban possession of  fireworks in CBJ Parks 
   #3 – Partial ban – Restrict fireworks over a certain size 
   #4 – Partial ban – Restrict fireworks a specific holidays and before a specific time 
   #5 – Partial ban – A combination of #3 and #4 
 
As of August 23rd, 2016, 30% favored #1, 2% favored #2, 3% favored #3, 16% favored #4 and 30% favored #5.  
937 people have visited the site, 106 people have connected and taken the poll and 45 comments have been 
submitted. It is important to note that people can only vote once by using PlaceSpeak unless people get very 
creative. 30% favor the status quo and 70% would like some action concerning fireworks. It is up to the PRAC 
to recommend to the Assembly what action PRAC would like to see taken in regards to fireworks in CBJ parks. 
 
The Police Chief, Bryce Johnson, testified to the PRAC at the March 1, 2016 meeting. At that meeting, he 
stated that it is nearly impossible to cite someone for fireworks violation in regards to the noise ordinance as 
the possession of fireworks are not currently illegal. To have any enforcement capabilities, possession of 
fireworks in the parks would need to be made illegal in conjunction to whatever act the PRAC wishes to take, if 
the PRAC decides on some level of restriction of fireworks in parkland. Such an ordinance would need to be 
developed at the Assembly level . 
 
The PRAC can craft whatever recommendation to the Assembly the PRAC wishes in regards to use of 
fireworks in the parks and P&R Department managed lands. The CBJ Assembly will be taking up the 
discussion of fireworks in the near future for Borough wide action on fireworks.  
 
The following motion was drafted for consideration: 

The PRAC requests that the CBJ Assembly make CBJ parks fireworks-free areas, consistent with state and federal 
parks practice.  This could either be a simple modification of section 67.01.090 of our municipal regulations to include 
fireworks in the category of hazardous missiles prohibited in parks, or as part of an ordinance modification specifically 
targeted to the management of fireworks use borough-wide.  Public input about consumer fireworks use in the borough 
has led us to suggest this as a proactive measure to prevent noise disturbances from parks affecting nearby 
residential areas, as well as concerns for public safety 

The PRAC can make a recommendation to the Assembly or take no action. The Parks & Recreation Director 
will be out of town and the Superintendent of Park Maintenance, Building Maintenance and Landscaping will 
be attending the meeting. 
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Polls      

Fireworks in Parks

Should CBJ ban fireworks in city-owned parks? - Total responses: 105

Choice Number of responses

5. Partial ban - Combination of options 3 and 4 32

4. Partial ban - Restrict fireworks to specific holidays and

before a specific time
17

3. Partial ban - Restrict fireworks over a certain size 3

2. Yes - Completely ban posession of fireworks in CBJ parks 21

1. No - Allow unrestricted use of fireworks in CBJ parks 32

as of 8/24/2016
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Polls      

Fireworks in Parks

Should CBJ ban fireworks in city-owned parks? - Total responses: 109

Choice Number of responses

5. Partial ban - Combination of options 3 and 4 33

4. Partial ban - Restrict fireworks to specific holidays and

before a specific time
18

3. Partial ban - Restrict fireworks over a certain size 3

2. Yes - Completely ban posession of fireworks in CBJ parks 22

1. No - Allow unrestricted use of fireworks in CBJ parks 33

as of 9/6/2016
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Topic Connections on PlaceSpeak as of 8/24/2016 
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Topic Connections on PlaceSpeak as of 9/6/2016 

 

 

Page 13 of 251

lauren_verrelli
Stamp



Discussions and Noticeboard                                      

Fireworks in Parks

Discussions

Should the CBJ restrict the use of fireworks in parks?

Should the CBJ ban, partially ban, or allow the use of fireworks in city parks?

Groove hard - Thane

Uprated: 2 | Downrated: 1

Beware the vocal minority. Those who do not take to expressing an opinion or poll should be interpreted as leaving the laws as

they are now. The more laws you make, the more criminals you produce.

Joann Flora - East Valley

Uprated: 2 | Downrated: 0

Yes. But in the interest of compromise I would be happy if fireworks were made available as public displays run by trained,

permitted individuals and limited to NY Eve and July 4th only, between set hours. Have one event in town and another out

toward Auk Bay. Small, traditional fireworks might be ok in the neighborhoods. However, bottle rockets and other flaming, flying

explosive devices should be banned completely except for professionally managed shows over the water. While we do live in a

damp climate, fires can start when the weather dries out. In my neighborhood, rockets are shot over the houses. Completely

unacceptable. Right now, fireworks are exploded for weeks before and after the two main holidays, and at any time someone

feels the urge. Friday, August 19th, 8:45 pm, we had a barrage of explosions in my neighborhood. I've heard them as early at 3

pm. It's bad enough they sound like they hit the house, but I worry the living room windows will break from the percussion if not

an errant flying object. And in Juneau, there's no place to get away. I've tried. Even the motels at the airport are too close to the

explosions. When will it be enough? Is it not enough that people with autism and PTSD suffer through these events? Is it not

enough that those with long term illnesses suffer from the stress of explosions around them? Is it not enough that small

children, the elderly, and household pets are traumatized by the bombing? There's no place to go to get away. I spend each of

those holidays trying to drug my dog senseless and sit on the bathroom floor with her trying to help her feel secure. These

events cause me vet bills, dog meds, thunder coats, motel rooms, stress, and I never, EVER get to enjoy the holidays myself.

Isn't that enough? Fireworks have gotten completely out of hand in size, volume and duration and it's time to make it stop.

What is particularly unfortunate is the number of people who won't speak up because they fear retribution by the firebugs. We

take all manner of verbal abuse over this issue. So they suffer in silence except among others like them with terrified pets,

frightened family members, and locked in the their homes hoping it will end soon. It never does. This July 4th, the explosions

were so bad that whenever I leave the house, my dog hides in the bathtub. You never know when the next one will hit. Not

acceptable.

Jason Seifert - North Douglas

Uprated: 1 | Downrated: 3

Keep them unrestricted. The noise ordinance should be able to address those who are launching fireworks outside of normal

hours. If the noise ordinance doesn't have enough teeth, revisit the noise ordinance.

Joann Flora - East Valley

Uprated: 1 | Downrated: 0

The noise ordinance is completely unsuccessful in addressing the problem. There are too few police to manage the number

of complaints and they have to catch a person actually lighting them off in order to fine them. It's a big FAIL.

Chris Prussing - Thane

Uprated: 2 | Downrated: 6

Option 3 is somewhat misleading. Size is important, but a loud report and hazardous missiles are more an effect of whether the

fireworks are aerial types rather than ground fireworks. Mortars and rockets and cakes that boom and sound like like gunfire

Vs. fountains and crackers and small roman candles that pop and crackle. Both are fire and burn hazards, of course.
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Alexandra Pierce (Administrator) - Juneau

Uprated: 0 | Downrated: 0

Thank you for your feedback. The intent of the question is whether we should limit fireworks based on specific

characteristics (i.e. power, ground vs. aerial, noise). There are a number of considerations in this area, but we tried to keep

it simple to avoid having a poll with so many options that it distills the value of the results.

Chris Prussing - Thane

Uprated: 0 | Downrated: 3

A few members of our Assembly and Parks & Recreation Advisory Board have expressed this sentiment: "We cannot ban

fireworks in parks, because then fireworks will be used in neighborhoods. Fireworks users will have nowhere to go." Douglas is

a neighborhood already notorious for residential fireworks use. A Douglas resident recently offered large fireworks for sale at

the Facebook group Juneau Buy Sell Trade, perhaps in ignorance of the 2011 ordinance prohibiting sale of fireworks in

Juneau. And those who've read our compilation of Empire articles will recollect the one in the picture below, plus these

comments from the online survey we did earlier this year: "They shoot them off from their houses. They land on my roof, in my

yard etc. The police will need to enforce no residential." "It's gone way beyond ridiculous in Douglas, I can just imagine what it's

like out in the Valley. What makes people think it's ok to explode large firework shells above their neighbor's home, at all hours

and on and off for days." "I live in Douglas and am tired of JPD never doing anything about the drunks who come stumbling out

of Louie's and light fireworks off in the Gas station parking lot." In Douglas of course there is plenty of beach and tidelands

where people naturally think to go if a next-door neighbor requests that they lay off the fireworks in their yard: "We get fireworks

every year but unlike some of our friends that shoot them off in their neighborhoods pissing off all those around them in their

densely populated downtown Douglas area we shoot them off at the beach." So it is likely that those who think the major

source of fireworks noise is parks are in fact imagining Savikko Park. Savikko, of course, is adjacent to Sandy Beach, is within

walking distance of much of Douglas, but has plenty of parking for those who want to drive there. It’s also a popular spot from

which to view the midnight public fireworks show from the barge in the channel. What they do not have in their mental picture is

the Valley, where parks are embedded within residential areas, and there is no beach. The shoreline of Mendenhall Lake,

especially near Skater's Cabin, seems to be an occasional spot for non-neighborhood fireworks, despite the fact that it is Forest

Service land and fireworks are not permitted. Campground hosts are the only staff on hand, the rangers evidently working 9-5

M-F, not during evenings and weekends, the times when fireworks are of course used. Nonetheless, despite the availability –

even if illegal - of Forest Service land, the majority of Valley fireworks use is in yards, driveways, and streets out front of

homes. Valley parks are not seen as an alternative place for fireworks, due to the entirely accurate view that their close

proximity to residences makes them pretty much the same as a backyard or street. We do have one account of the ball fields at

Lena being used for fireworks (from someone who picked up bags of trash and litter the next day), despite the comparatively

low residential population density in that area. Nonetheless, some residents bordering Lena cove likely also shoot off fireworks

from the convenience of their shoreline properties, as well as (illegally) from the Forest Service portion of the Lena beach - we

have an account of a bottle rocket sailing out of the trees there and exploding near poor grandma's head. In sum, very few

fireworks users are taking themselves away from the convenience of their own decks, yards, and driveways, and see nothing

wrong with shelling their neighbors with booming noise and flaming debris. Almost no one is using parks unless a shoreline

(ocean or lake) is within a convenient distance and shooting fireworks off over the water seems like more fun. The question

arises, “Why should park visitors be subjected to the hazards and noise of fireworks any more than residential neighbors?”

Parks users cannot retreat into their homes to sit out a fireworks barrage.

Chris Prussing - Thane

Uprated: 0 | Downrated: 2

Campbell is reasonably confident, however, that JPD would be able to better enforce a fireworks ban in city parks if one were

to be issued. Because such a ban could prohibit people from possessing fireworks in a public park, Campbell said that police

officers could ask people with fireworks to leave parks or seize the fireworks if need be. JPD has no such authority when it

comes to the noise ordinance because it’s the use, not possession of fireworks, that is illegal.

http://juneauempire.com/local/2016-07-03/will-be-last-fourth-july-fireworks-are-allowed-city-parks

Joleen Langel - East Valley

Uprated: 1 | Downrated: 2 

I support fireworks use in public parks. Opponents of fireworks will say, "What about disturbing the people who live there?!" 

More often than not, people who live near parks bought their homes AFTER the park was built - buyer beware, so to speak. 

Those of us who live near parks (like me) are well aware of the pro and cons that come with living near a public park or facility. 

Every time the JD Bears score during a football game, I can hear the cannon go off. That's part of living in the heart of the 

valley. I can see the lights from Thunder Mountain's turf at night. That's part of living in the heart of the valley. Sitting on my 

deck enjoying my morning coffee, I can hear the Hank Harmon Rifle Range. That's part of living in the heart of the valley. When 

I bought my house, I knew that with there would be noise, light pollution, and traffic. It's called being tolerant; clearly a foreign 

concept for some. The occasional impromptu firework display doesn't bother me, veteran husband, kids, or three dogs. There
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aren't as nearly many people disturbed by fireworks as the anti-firework crowd would like the CBJ to think. I am for continuing

to allow fireworks use in public parks.

Lorraine Murray - East Valley

Uprated: 1 | Downrated: 2

Today's fireworks came after the CBJ building codes were adopted and CBJ building codes were not developed to keep the

level of noise made by these fireworks out of our homes. And every property owner should be able to use their property as

intended per zoning law - even on holidays. Our residential areas and Parks are supposed to safe places for families.

There are many public safety and welfare concerns with allowing explosive devices in Parks and in residential areas. A few

assembly members are either unaware or simply willing to ignore these safety issues and put people in harm’s way. The

people having problems with the fireworks are deserving of informed comprehensive thoughtful non-discriminating analysis

of this problem. In 2012 the assembly had a chance to fix this problem and didn’t. Now we have an opportunity. Other

communities in Alaska are protecting their residents from these fireworks and Juneau residents are deserving of the same

protections. CBJ staff ( Admin, JPD, CCFR, Law) are all on board and want this addressed. They recognize the public

safety and welfare concerns but not all of the assembly members are on board. (edited this until I get clarification). As far

as living in the Valley. JD Bears actually lowered the noise made by that cannon because of complaints and the gun range

is about a mile away and on higher ground so the noise from the gun range pales in comparison to the explosions made by

the fireworks. When we bought home in the Valley we did not expect to have explosives going off in our neighborhood or

near my home. In fact there were no fireworks until around 2010. The explosions are unreasonable, they prevent me and

many other people from being able to safely use our neighborhood, property and the explosion prevent us from being able

to enjoy the holidays in our home.

Cynthia Dau - East Valley

Uprated: 2 | Downrated: 1

Yes, buyer beware. For those that have sensitive children or even sensitive pets. Those that have different schedules and

can't even abide a rooster living down the street, buyer beware. But there is no disclosure required re this topic, nor are

there records readily available if one were to even think of looking into such disturbances prior to purchase or signing a

rental agreement. Maybe this is something we can work on and those that may find this activity disturbing can rethink their

choice of location.

Joleen Langel - East Valley

Uprated: 2 | Downrated: 1

Call an audiologist or a sound engineer and ask how sound waves work. They dissipate over distance travelled... Good

effort, Loraine. Close but no cigar! If a person lives near the airport, those sound levels are "violated" every day. If you live

near a road that a Harley drives down, those dBs are out the window. Guess what?! Motorcycles and airplanes are more

prevelent than fireworks! So are loud car stereos and barking dogs. In the past two months, I've heard fireworks MAYBE

twice. It's not an everyday occurrence. It's rare. You're just an overly sensitive whiner. Sorry to say it but it's true.

Lorraine Murray - East Valley

Uprated: 1 | Downrated: 0

Hi Joleen - I would just point out that there is a huge difference between impulsive type noise and noise that you can hear

coming like with a motorcycle. You can hear the motorcycle coming from way down the street. Explosions are jolting,

abrupt, high intensity and intermittent. If you look at studies impulsive noises are judged to be the most problematic type of

noise for people. If I am not mistaken airport noise is regulated by the FAA. And our city does regulate noise from car

stereos and barking dogs. If you look at the noise ordinance it specifically states that if you can hear noise emanating from

a car at 30' - its illegal. The noise level from fireworks begins at 145 dB. No family should ever be subjected to this level of

noise.

Joleen Langel - East Valley

Uprated: 1 | Downrated: 1

Lorraine - your logic is flawed. Building code today does not require homes to be sound proof or even reduce sound below

a specified decibel. Where do you get that idea from? People who violate the no rooster ordinance are more of a public

nuisance than fireworks. Roosters crow every single day. Fireworks aren't lit in your neighborhood every single day.

Chicken coops are more of a health and welfare concern than fireworks - they attract bears. People wrecklessly burning in

their backyards cause more damage to person and property than fireworks have. There just aren't stats to back up your

version of the "facts". Sorry, fireworks just aren't are disruptive and dangerous as you contend.

Lorraine Murray - East Valley

Uprated: 1 | Downrated: 3 

Guidelines regarding noise can be researched online. For example, Google healthy noise levels. I just did that and this was
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the first thing that came up: "Harmful Noise Levels-Topic Overview - WebMD

www.webmd.com/brain/tc/harmful-noise-levels-topic-overview WebMD Normal conversation is about 60 dB, a lawn mower

is about 90 dB, and a loud rock concert is about 120 dB. In general, sounds above 85 are harmful.." "Dangerous Decibels »

Noise- Induced Hearing Loss http://dangerousdecibels.org/education/information-center/noise-induced-hearing-loss/ " If a

sound reaches 85 dB or stronger, it can cause permanent damage to your hearing." The reason we have building codes is

to safeguard public health, safety, and general welfare. I am not finding any recent changes to our building codes that

would mitigate the impacts of this new noise source - explosions from fireworks used near our homes Our city adopted the

International Residential Codes which states: An acceptable indoor noise level limit for residential areas is 45 dB.

Guidelines for noise in residential areas established to protect our health: The limit for noise in outdoor areas with human

activity is ideally 55 dB; daytime noise should not exceed 73 dB, because noise above 73 dB puts our hearing at risk.

Nighttime noise levels should not exceed 55 dB. Fireworks start at 145 dB which is extremely unhealthy for humans and

surrounding wildlife. 145 dB is roughly 10,000,000 times more powerful than 73 dB. Our community regulates noise via the

Disturbing the Peace Ordinance. Noise from fireworks “disturbs the peace”, inside and outside our homes and in Parks.

Our noise ordinance states that if you can hear music emanating from a vehicle at 30’ it is in violation of our noise

ordinance. A CBJ goal is to keep Juneau families safe and reduce conflicts between residents, fireworks are in direct

conflict with these two stated goals. Residents should be able to safely use their property, neighborhoods, and Parks even

on holidays.

Joann Flora - East Valley

Uprated: 0 | Downrated: 0

When I bought my home in the valley, several blocks from a park, I had no reason to expect July 4th & NY Eve would

sound like a war zone, and that the explosions would go on for weeks before and after the holidays. I've never experienced

anything like what goes on here. These are not the traditional backyard fireworks, they are bigger, louder, and have more

percussive impact with each holiday. It has reached a completely unacceptable limit. It's about more than "disturbing"

people. It's about terrified children, traumatized household pets, and negative effects on those with PTSD, autism, and

other illnesses that goes on for weeks and weeks. It's out of control.

Cynthia Dau - East Valley

Uprated: 2 | Downrated: 1

Our parks have language banning many activities. One of the activities banned is 'missiles'. What is P&R's(or CBJ's)

interpretation of a missile? Does it have to do with the 'charge' or that inability to control the direction once launched in a public

place and/or near homes and property? Please explain.

Joleen Langel - East Valley

Uprated: 0 | Downrated: 0

Lorraine - your logic is flawed. Building code today does not require homes to be sound proof or even reduce sound below

a specified decibel. Where do you get that idea from? People who violate the no rooster ordinance are more of a public

nuisance than fireworks. Roosters crow every single day. Fireworks aren't lit in your neighborhood every single day.

Chicken coops are more of a health and welfare concern than fireworks - they attract bears. People wrecklessly burning in

their backyards cause more damage to person and property than fireworks have. There just aren't stats to back up your

version of the "facts". Sorry, fireworks just aren't are disruptive and dangerous as you contend.

Cynthia Dau - East Valley

Uprated: 0 | Downrated: 0 

I didn’t make the comment on building code so I won’t address that. But Jolene, consider this for a moment. There’s been 

fox farming, gardens of fish fertilizer, chickens and rabbits in Juneau far longer than there have been fireworks here. And 

yes, bears come with the territory. If a family wishes to supplement their food source and protect their hens with a rooster, 

let them do it. Isn’t one of the biggest arguments, ‘it’s my property’? But no, the limit is 6 chickens. And no roosters. ‘Farm’ 

animals are also controlled. Interestingly, there are rules for that. When it comes to open burns, you can call the fire 

department and complain, and they roll right out to address the concern. They check for the responsible party, permits 

(come with education), and proper burn technique. If one of those items is missing, the fire is extinguished. There are rules 

for that. I am going to refrain from slighting your opinion. Mine (ours) is on record. We HAVE incurred damage and we have 

witnessed a horrific personal injury on two different occasions, both while visiting Sandy Beach. And we came extremely 

close to an awful event occurring with my beautiful, involved, Juneau born, elderly mother when she felt up to a picnic at 

Lena. She and her new eyes (cataract surgery) were very close to someone’s bottle-rocket when pop/BANGED close to 

her face. We thought we’d be good if we stayed away from Sandy Beach. Nope. And there are rules for that. I’ll refrain from 

speaking to our neighborhoods and homes too much. I prefer the professional show. This year’s was spectacular aside 

from the personal use fireworks being shot up and exploding at our level. It was intense and it was not enjoyable for any of 

us. We have also had ‘neighbors’ set off fireworks with a memorable dud that came right at our homes and exploded, at
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gutter level, between us and our closest neighbor. A few feet one way or the other would have been a window. We have a

dog, once strong and steady, that ‘broke’ because of this neighbor. She now wants to run hearing any firework, no matter

what size. My heart also goes out to a neighbor with a special needs child that is terrified by fireworks. Especially now that

they’ve moved and the fireworks now explode in front of her window. But there are no rules for that? I won’t continue on the

homes/neighborhoods issue here. The bottom line, in my humble opinion, is that we should be safe in our parks. There’s

already a ‘no missiles’ policy. Children, pets, my family, anyone, EVERYONE deserves protection from this kind of hazard. I

don’t know what kind of ‘stats’ you might be looking for but it is our fervent hope that our leaders provide the protections we

all deserve.

Alexandra Pierce (Administrator) - Juneau

Uprated: 0 | Downrated: 0

The interpretation of a 'missile' is up to JPD. Under the current regulations, in order for JPD to cite someone for lighting off

something construed as a missile in a park, they would need to witness the individual setting it off.

Lorraine Murray - East Valley

Uprated: 4 | Downrated: 3

Sad to see members in our community, who are not seriously impacted by the use of fireworks because of where they live (out

past Cohen drive and out N. Douglas) poo-pooing the problems many people are having with fireworks. I don’t mean to be

disrespectful. I agree we are all entitled to voice our opinions. But we are not entitled to hurt other people and these fireworks

are hurting people in our community in ways that some people may not realize. There are no parks in Juneau where families

would not be impacted by the explosions. All parks are surrounded by homes.

Lorraine Murray - East Valley

Uprated: 1 | Downrated: 1

The only agenda I have had for the last 4 years regarding fireworks is to protect my family Rick. My family has not been

able to look forward to and enjoy the holidays for years, now the abuse that I have lived through in my neighborhood is

overflowing into our public Parks. If CBJ is going to use public input to create a fireworks policy then I would like for CBJ to

know where people live that are pushing for unrestricted use of fireworks. This seems like a fair and reasonable request to

me. I do apologize though if I have offended you. I am just sticking up for my rights not to be bombarded by explosives for

hours and days at a time. I do edit a lot and I hope that all my edits are not going into everyone's■ inboxes. If they are I

apologize for that as well. Off for now, bye.

Rick Driscoll - Glacier Hwy past Cohen

Uprated: 3 | Downrated: 3

So sad to see people disenfranchise other people based on where they live. I'm a member of this community, just like

everyone else and I'm entitled to my opinion. Despite what you may believe, there are plenty of fireworks out the road. And

I have a dog that is terribly afraid of loud noises. So I understand the issue. I just feel there a lot of bigger issues in this

town that our police force should be focusing their attention on, real crime, than to have them involved in petty disputes with

their neighbors about fireworks. This is a seasonal issue, not one that necessitates changing simple law. If you want to curb

the use of fireworks in your neighborhood, call a community meeting. Talk about the issue. Get to know them. Problem

solve. Don't rely on the police or city to do it for you. People want to just complain to someone else rather then

communicate directly with the people that cause the problem. Kill them with kindness, be the better person, earn their

respect, most will come around when they know how it affects you. Or move. You can expect a rational headed person who

will attempt to work with you if you came to my neighborhood. We don't need new laws to solve simple problems.

Lorraine Murray - East Valley

Uprated: 1 | Downrated: 2 

How many neighbors do you have out the road Rick? I am a member of this community too, and my family has been 

disenfranchised from being able to participate in our common holidays and community activities because of the loud 

explosive fireworks in my neighborhood, which has well over 1000 homes. So where you live does matter and I will add that 

not everyone has approachable neighbors. There is no worse use of our limited resources than having an ambiguous 

fireworks policy. *****Residents deserve a policy that protects their families from hazardous noise levels, from explosions, 

and from unguided exploding projectile devices. *****And restricting fireworks would make JPD's job a whole lot easier 

because most residents are law abiding citizens, JPD should be able to handle the few among us that would intentionally 

break a firework law. Note a comment from COW 2012 meeting on fireworks: "Ms. Crane suggested that if there was a law 

banning fireworks, the majority of people would comply and it might cut down on the number of complaints. She asked if 

such a law would be helpful for enforcement. Asst. Chief Decker said yes". JPD can't control what's going on now, imagine 

what it will be like in a year or two, not only for residents but for JPD & CBJ. The other part of this is why is CBJ allowing an 

activity in our residential areas and Parks that is so incredibly hazardous if they can't control it? It makes no good sense■ 

and it puts people in harms way. The fact is hazardous noise levels from explosions, and unguided exploding projectiles do
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not belong in our Parks or residential areas. If CBJ wants to create a Pyro Park at Eaglecrest or somewhere away from

people - then great. This gives people a place to go and set off their fireworks and it allows the people that need to avoid

fireworks - avoid them. Hazardous products should not be forced on people. Fireworks have been restricted in most other

communities because fireworks are hazardous, Juneau residents are also deserving of protection. CBJ policy should not

put the public in harms way or work to exclude residents from CBJ Parks or from being able to participate in the holidays

with their families. We all matter. This is about fairness, equal rights, and human rights. We all have a right to be free from

fear in our community■, neighborhoods, and homes and we all have a right not to be subjected to hazardous noise levels,

explosions, or unguided exploding projectile devices. CBJ please consider where people live when reviewing their■

comments. I don't think it is fair to allow fireworks in Parks when the Park is surrounded■ by homes. And I don't think its fair

for the people who are not seriously impacted by the fireworks to say - let it rip CBJ.

Lorraine Murray - East Valley

Uprated: 1 | Downrated: 1

I need to fix this. I should not have edited my comment. I did so because I appeared to have offended someone and I did

not want to re-offend so I tried to soften it up and clarify it. Ugh. But I realize now I should have just left it alone. Good

reminder and lesson. So I will post my original comment and along with the edited version. Honestly, I would rewrite the

whole thing if I could but will just leave it alone. My apologies. Original comment: Sad to see members in our community

who are not seriously impacted by the use of fireworks because of where they live (past Cohen drive and out N. Douglas)

are pushing them on people who are seriously impacted by fireworks. You folks get a big frowny face :( There are no parks

in Juneau where families would not be impacted by the explosions. All parks are surrounded by homes. Edited comment:

Sad to see members in our community, who are not seriously impacted by the use of fireworks because of where they live

(out past Cohen drive and out N. Douglas) poo-pooing the problems many people are having with fireworks. I don’t mean to

be disrespectful. I agree we are all entitled to voice our opinions. But we are not entitled to hurt other people and these

fireworks are hurting people in our community in ways that some people may not realize. There are no parks in Juneau

where families would not be impacted by the explosions. All parks are surrounded by homes.

Rick Driscoll - Glacier Hwy past Cohen

Uprated: 3 | Downrated: 3

You keep editing your posts to fit your agenda and as a means to misconstrue my comments. As a result, I have no interest

in debating you anymore on this issue. I will say this, my opinion is as valid as yours, and your attempts to invalidate mine

based on my location, taking it as far as asking CBJ to "please consider where people live when reviewing their■

comments" is shameful. Goodbye.

Timothy Harris - West Valley

Uprated: 0 | Downrated: 1

I do not use fireworks but I do enjoy watching them. Understanding everyone's concerns is a amicable but not practical. I am a

citizen who has to work and agrees that prolonged celebration into wee hours of the night can be a bit taxing when you have to

go to work in the morning. The size of the fireworks I do believe has caused some normally laid back opinions to become a bit

more practical toward safety concerns. In order to be fair and practical I believe that trying to meet everyone's concerns in the

middle might show some improvement on the situation. Allowing fireworks on certain days and times would keep this from

being a impossible situation for JPD to monitor when the holidays can already be a busy time. Thus giving them a couple of

days to deal with more pressing issues. Once the holiday is over this can allow JPD more time to try and enforce the

ordinances in place. It would not be practical to ask JPD to monitor firework use on or day before or after. We all know they do

not have time or the man power. Now the other side of this would be JPD needs to find some time or resources to restrict the

use of all fireworks outside the designated dates and times. This crap of I have to see it is absurd. You can go off of a

witnesses word in all other criminal cases so another option would be to take what we already have in place and find a way to

make it work. I think tweak it would be appropriate. No need to make something so difficult. Allow fireworks on holidays within

an acceptable time frame maybe a day before and a day after. Untie the JPD hands and let them give out some fines and let

them do their job. BTW.... I do not find it acceptable to be shooting off mortars in public parks where there is children present.

Just my thoughts!

Klay Strand - West Valley

Uprated: 1 | Downrated: 1

I feel that using fireworks only on the holidays is a good guideline. People want to celebrate and have fun and thats fine. But

what happems when get people using them on a regular night mid week, interupting peoples sleep, causing fear and worry for

people, a lot of people dont take others into consideration (some do but most dont) at least during say new years and the 4th

people expect and are prepared for fireworks. And if you can use whatever fireworks during any time of the year there is

always a liability issue in todays world with regards to lawsuits etc, id rather not have my city sales taxes go towards legal

battles because someone wasnt safe and felt that the city should have had stricter laws and guidlines.
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Chris sperry - East Valley

Uprated: 4 | Downrated: 2

JPD has much bigger problems to deal with! The poll show that that majority of people are OK with fireworks in Parks. Let JPD

do their jobs and focus on real problems.

Joann Flora - East Valley

Uprated: 0 | Downrated: 0

This is a real problem. It costs people time, money, peace, sleep, and it's worse with each holiday. Why are we being

subjected to explosion on August 19th? That's not a holiday. Fireworks have gotten completely out of hand.

Lorraine Murray - East Valley

Uprated: 2 | Downrated: 4

This is also about future persons. We have a duty to preserve the quality of life in our Parks and in our residential areas for

future generations. The policies we create today should not undermine future person’s opportunity or their right to experience

our Parks and residential areas free of hazardous noise levels and exploding projectiles – even during the holidays.

Joleen Langel - East Valley

Uprated: 0 | Downrated: 1

You're right. The policies we create today shouldn't limit future persons opportunities to enjoy parks. Maybe future people

want to enjoy parks with fireworks - why are you trying to limit their enjoyment with your policies?

Chris McDowell - East Valley

Uprated: 4 | Downrated: 2

I do not support a fireworks ban in city parks. Enforcement of such a ban would fall to JPD, which already has sufficient

discretion and authority under 'disturbing the peace' ordinances to deal with any problem use of fireworks.

Lorraine Murray - East Valley

Uprated: 0 | Downrated: 2

Explosions disturb the peace. Think of OSHA guidelines for noise. Residential areas and Parks also have guidelines for

noise levels to protect people and that guideline is no louder than 73dB. Fireworks start at 145 dB which is around

1,000,000 times more powerful than 73 dB. People should not have to wear SWAT gear to protect themselves when they

go to CBJ parks and they should not have to where SWAT gear at home or in their■ neighborhoods.

Chris Prussing - Thane

Uprated: 1 | Downrated: 3

Alas, Chris, JPD statistics don't bear that out. In the past two years since the noise disturbing the peace ordinance was

adopted, about two dozen citations have been issued for barking dogs and noisy mufflers; yet, out of ten times as many

fireworks noise calls to Dispatch, no tickets were successfully issued. So, one must conclude that there is a problem

implementing the ordinance with regard to fireworks.

Chris sperry - East Valley

Uprated: 2 | Downrated: 0

JPD has much bigger problems to deal with than fireworks...

Lorraine Murray - East Valley

Uprated: 1 | Downrated: 4

CBJ - Don't do it. Don't take our community down this path, we don't need explosives to celebrate. Today's fireworks are

exploding projectiles. The explosions begin at 145 dB, they are not yesterday's popper type firework. Today's fireworks do not

belong in our public Parks or in our residential areas. These things are so problematic for people that people are already pitted

against each other. We don't need one more problem in our community. Today's fireworks are too loud and dangerous to be

used near people. Our city needs to firmly reject the use of explosive devices in our community and promote the ideals of

civility and respect for others. I can hardly believe what I am asking… CBJ please don't encourage the use of explosive

devices, please don't allow the use of explosives to take hold in our community. Just Say No.

Rick Driscoll - Glacier Hwy past Cohen

Uprated: 4 | Downrated: 3

A few rotten apples shouldn't spoil the bunch. Keep fireworks unrestricted. The police have more important things to do with

their time.

Rusty Grapple - Glacier Hwy past Cohen

Uprated: 7 | Downrated: 3 

Keep fireworks use legal in CBJ parks. Does JPD seriously have so much spare time now days that they can respond to
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'fireworks in the park' calls?? If that is the case, I need to know why they didn't feel the need to respond to my stolen bike or my

car broken into? If they cant be bothered with real crime, why would they be bothered with harmless fireworks??

Chris Prussing - Thane

Uprated: 0 | Downrated: 3

Today's fireworks can hardly be called "harmless." We're 'way past weenie little bottle rockets and Black Cats.

Chris Prussing - Thane

Uprated: 0 | Downrated: 1

BTW, Brian, is that you? "Rusty Grapple?" C'mon! LOL!

Joann Flora - East Valley

Uprated: 0 | Downrated: 1

There's nothing harmless about the degree of fireworks we're seeing. They rattle walls and windows, traumatize household

pets, small children, the sick, and elderly. When a child loses an eye or a few fingers, will that be serious enough for JPD to

get involved? Right now, they're ineffective through no fault of their own. When a bottle rocket goes through someone's

window, will that be serious enough? How much do I have to spend drugging my dog, taking her to motels, buying coats

purported to calm her before it becomes serious? When she collapses from a cardiac arrest because we're being bombed

from three directions will that do it? This is serious for many of us, even if it is not for you. I haven't been able to enjoy one

single NY Eve of July 4th since moving to Juneau because of the extreme noise that goes on for weeks and weeks. What

will take to get some people to understand this is already serious.

Eric Cole - Juneau

Uprated: 6 | Downrated: 3

I absolutely support the right of the public to use legal fireworks within CBJ parks, especially around the New Year's and 4th of

July holidays. For kids who may live in apartments or condos, etc- the local park may be the only nearby area they have to use.

Fireworks are an American tradition on these holidays. If a family cannot celebrate the 4th of July in a public park with the

historic tradition of lighting a few fireworks, then why do we even have parks??

Chris Prussing - Thane

Uprated: 2 | Downrated: 4

It's not "a few fireworks" anymore, Eric. It's hours of booming mortar rounds. In the case of Savikko park, the explosions

occur at the level of residents' windows. Bombing the neighborhood is hardly "an American tradition."

Chris sperry - East Valley

Uprated: 1 | Downrated: 0

I agree! I absolutely support the right of the pubic to use fireworks in CBJ parks around holidays. Maybe we can get sales

of fireworks in Juneau to benefit community groups? Washington State allows the sale of fireworks. Many churches and

local charities sell fireworks in Washington to benefit the community.

Noticeboard
Resources - None

Uprated: 0 | Downrated: 0

Juneau Community Collective Recent Poll Results

The JCC on Facebook recently conducted a poll on fireworks and attached are their results.
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We are requesting a recommendation from PRAC to you as Director of Parks & 
Recreation to request the Assembly consider a prohibition of consumer fireworks in CBJ 
parks.  There seem to be two methods for the Assembly to enable such a prohibition: 
 
1) Modification of the existing Municipal Code for Parks & Recreation under 67.01.090 - 
Prohibited uses – to include fireworks as prohibited missiles. 
 
2) As part of a more comprehensive ordinance for more effective management of 
fireworks Borough-wide.  As you know, our group is advocating a ban of fireworks in 
neighborhoods as well as parks, if a return to the former Borough-wide ban seems 
infeasible to the Assembly. 
 
Hence we have stated our PRAC request to include the second option for enabling a 
ban of fireworks in parks thus: 
 

 We ask the Parks & Recreation Advisory Committee to recommend that our 
Parks & Recreation Director communicate to the Assembly a request to prohibit 
fireworks in CBJ parks, possibly either via modification of the existing code to 
include fireworks in the types of missiles already banned in parks, or as part of a 
more comprehensive ordinance to better manage fireworks throughout the 
Borough. 
 

After discussion among our members about the issue of a parks fireworks ban on the 
3rd & 4th of July, the consensus is that these days be included in, and not excepted from, 
the prohibition. 
  
Our reasoning is based upon the safety issue involved.  Fireworks are not only 
hazardous as burning missiles and dangerous litter (duds, hot debris), but as a potential 
cause of hearing loss in young children in infants as well. There is also the danger of 
panic-stricken dogs bolting and running off, to the distress of their owners. The safety 
aspect is especially relevant on the 4th of July, when residents typically crowd parks to 
celebrate the holiday with barbecues and picnics and to watch the public fireworks 
display.  If consumer fireworks are deemed unsafe on other days of the years, they are 
likely to be even more of a hazard on holidays. 
  
Apart from safety, many residents do not have the luxury of living in a building with an 
attached yard, and so congregate in our neighborhood parks in order to enjoy some 
outdoors recreation with their kids and pets.  Celebrating holidays in parks with 
hazardous and noisy fireworks is no more appropriate than drunken disorderly parties, 
and an affront and deterrent to other park users.  
  
“Celebration,” in other words, is not an excuse for a hazard to public safety and 
disorderly conduct, both of which we all agree are not appropriate for public parks and 
neighborhoods. 
 
Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks, June 24, 2016 
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State of Alaska 
Department of Natural Resources 
Division of Parks & Outdoor Recreation 
Juneau Area Office 
P.O. Box 111071 
Juneau, AK 99811-1071 

Alaska State Parks in Juneau fully supports the idea of the City of Juneau prohibiting fireworks in city 
parks. By having the city parks regulations consistent with both the State and Federal parks it would 
be less confusing to the public and create a safer and more peaceful environment in the city parks for 
the public to recreate. 

Fireworks are prohibited in Alaska State Parks under: 

11 AAC 12.197. Fireworks 

A person may not discharge a firework in a state park, except as authorized by the director under 11 AAC 
18.010. 

Thanks for consideration in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Ke~y /11 ~_,,.--
Chief Ranger 

Michael W. berhardt 
Park Superintendent 



From: k.capp@yahoo.com
To: Parks Rec
Subject: Fireworks Ban
Date: Monday, May 09, 2016 7:55:14 AM

Please support a ban of fireworks in the C&B of Juneau in all
our parks and residential areas - no exceptions.

With the fireworks show that the C&B provides on the 4th, there
is no reason private residents need to terrorize any
neighborhood on that holiday or any other holiday, including
birthdays, wedding, and other celebrations.

Karen Capp
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From: Michael Dau
To: Parks Rec
Cc: "Firework Juneau"
Subject: Parks & Rec Advisory Committee Meeting May 3, 2016/Fireworks
Date: Monday, May 09, 2016 2:29:29 PM

Thank you to the committee for hearing our concerns regarding the general use of fireworks in our
neighborhoods and parks. I do hope we were able to convey concerns as posted on neighborhood
sites, the Juneau Community Concern Facebook page and a group of us tied together via email
regarding this topic. There doesn’t appear to be many middle-of-the-roaders when it comes to this
issue. And if you’re not affected by fireworks over your home yet, I consider you lucky.
It was clear how uncomfortable I am with speaking in public, no matter how much practice time I
force on myself. This is a topic of personal importance and, if needed, I’ll speak again. We have
been severely impacted by the choices of others and their personal use of explosives. Something has
to change. We’re not the only ones with these stories of shattered glass, a severe injury witnessed,
and I remind you, on different occasions. And we’re not the only ones with lives disrupted on any
given night simply because someone a house over is seized by the fantastic idea of lighting up the
sky. This just can’t be ok. I’m also troubled by the appearance of ‘waiving off’ of concern and of the
NFPA by our Fire Chief. It’s interesting that the CCFR Mission and Vision appear to take exactly
these matters into account. That protections are an inherent part of what they do;

Our Mission: We serve and protect our community from life-and property-threatening
emergencies in a competent, professional and proactive manner.

Our Vision: Our vision is to provide fire, rescue and emergency medical services at the
highest level of excellence, professionalism and commitment to the community. Proud of
our past and embracing our future, the members of Capital City Fire/Rescue will work as an
effective and integrated, team, dedicated to continuous improvement and maintaining a
positive environment.

We would like to see proactivity.
At the risk of being repetitive, how did a loophole in code become a free-for-all for pyrotechnics.
And what is ‘saleable’ fireworks, especially in light of fireworks sales not being allowed in Juneau.
And where are these coming from. Ferry? Illegal. Plane? Let’s not consider this.
Fireworks are severely disruptive.
Fireworks are inherently dangerous.
And litter? We can’t have glass on the beach, but fireworks? And what about that one little shell that
gets left behind. Whose child is going to find that? Or that unlucky person/child/pet/property that
just happens to be in the way of an errant or dud shell.
And no oversight. Gorrilla Fireworks has more information on safety and surroundings than cbj.
But we have over-site and guidelines for people with firepits?
Even duck hunters are required to undergo training and must be away from the public to discharge
their shotguns.
We are two of Juneau’s residents that want personal use fireworks banned. If that can’t be the case,
let’s work toward a license of sorts, a permit where someone of authority knows the who, what and
where of usage. Someone that can be held accountable. A permit may also require proof of how the
materials came to Juneau. A permit should show where, away from homes and property, is an
appropriate place for igniting pyrotechnic displays. Maybe certain parks during certain windows of
time. Sobriety would be required. Clean up would be required. And maybe most importantly, safety
training should be provided to the accountable party.
Please. Let’s start here. Your own mission statement says:
To enhance the quality of life in Juneau, the Parks and Recreation Department will deliver a high
level of guest service with cost effective operations provided by highly engaged employees.
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Personal use fireworks don’t fit.
Thank you again for your time and the work that you do.
Cindy Dau
And Mike Dau
2335 Meadow Lane
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From: Chris Prussing
To: Parks Rec
Cc: Firework Juneau
Subject: Fireworks in Parks, Savikko 11pm closure
Date: Monday, May 09, 2016 3:22:13 PM

Thank you, Kirk, and the Parks & Rec Advisory Committee members for your attention to our
presentation at the May 3 meeting. I am obliged to remind those who attended that the
presentation was the result of a group effort by the Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks.
I was merely the presenter.

I understand there was some procedural snarl-up in the PRAC vote to close Savikko Park at
11pm instead of midnight. Please re-consider this earlier closure, as the JPD data on fireworks
complaints in Douglas show most of the obnoxious activity beginning after 11pm. Hence we
suggested an even earlier 10pm closure of Savikko for group activities, as these are the most
likely to produce raucous noise and involve fireworks. Parks users not engaged in group
activities could continue to walk dogs and enjoy the shoreline scenery until midnight. JPD
patrols would likely be more efficient if an officer could oversee park closure at 10 or 11pm,
rather than waiting for midnight, a time when other disturbance calls are more likely to come
in and officers not as readily available for park complaints.

Allow me to reiterate the difficulties of establishing an effective neighborhood watch, as well
as its punishing-the-victims aspect. The Douglas Advisory Board seems to be overly
optimistic expecting that simply posting a neighborhood watch sign will encourage residents
of the boat harbor to call JPD when noise disturbances occur in Savikko. "Unrealistic" might
be an even better word.

While I can understand allowing fireworks in Savikko and along the Douglas beach during the
3rd and 4th of July, a prohibition at all other times seems to be the most prudent approach to
protecting public safety and preventing disturbances to the peace.
Hence I would encourage the PRAC to forward to the Assembly a letter requesting the
prohibition of consumer fireworks in Juneau's parks.

Best regards,
Chris Prussing
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From: Brett Farrell
To: Parks Rec
Cc: Kirk Duncan
Subject: For PRAC: Fireworks in CBJ Parks
Date: Monday, May 09, 2016 4:53:42 PM

Greetings,
I suspect most of you remember me from previous testimony in front of the PRAC involving
excessive noise/disturbances originating from Savikko Park. Although the issue of fireworks use in
Savikko Park was never a key component of either of my appearances before the PRAC, you may
recall that I did address it, and it was discussed between PRAC members during one of those
meetings. In fact, I recall one of the PRAC members specifically expressing frustration that “fireworks
are legal to use” in CBJ, so not much could be done about it. Like then, I disagree that nothing can be
done about this – or any other use of CBJ parks that disturbs others.
I am writing this in full support of the recent initiative to ban the use of fireworks in CBJ parks (except
on very specific holidays), or at a minimum in CBJ parks located in close proximity to residential
areas. You may recall from previous agenda items regarding changing park hours, a frequent opinion
was that it’s a shame to punish responsible park users for the actions of a few irresponsible users.
Although I still support changing park hours, there is one clear difference between the use of the
park for barbeques, parties, walking dogs, etc. and the use of the park as a launch facility for
fireworks: It is possible to hold a responsible barbeque, party, or responsibly walk a dog. But it is
impossible to responsibly engage in the act of exploding fireworks in proximity to other park users
and/or surrounding neighborhoods. Regardless of the time of day or the safety component, there is
simply no way to launch and explode what is recently better defined as “ordinance” than
“fireworks”, without disturbing a large number of people either using the park or those of us
unfortunate enough to live near the park. I find it ironic that one of the most cited excuses for not
changing park hours was because “a lot of people enjoy walking their dogs on the park late at night.”
The irony of this is that many of those dog-owners would tell you that their dogs are terrorized by
fireworks! It seems that supporting those who want to walk their dogs on the beach at night by
keeping the park open later is in direct conflict with any concern for a park user’s “right” to use the
park for launching fireworks.
In reading recent comments submitted during a survey of Juneau residents regarding the use of
fireworks I was particularly troubled by one response, which I feel the PRAC should be aware of: A
Douglas resident opposed any initiative to control the use of fireworks using the “opinion” I mention
above (that a few irresponsible people shouldn’t impact the majority of responsible people). In fact,
this person claimed to be a “responsible” fireworks user because they don’t use fireworks in their
neighborhood, instead they “shoot them off at the beach.” I suspect the “beach” being referred to in
this comment was Sandy Beach/Savikko Park. If I’m correct, then this “responsible” fireworks user
chose to not disturb his/her neighbors (which is commendable), but sees nothing wrong with
disturbing other park users or those that live in the neighborhood and boat harbor immediately
adjacent to the “beach.” Unfortunately this mentality doesn’t surprise me. It’s a very common
perception is that almost any behavior, even behavior that would be unacceptable or irresponsible
in someone’s neighborhood, is perfectly acceptable when it takes place in a public park.
Those of us who feel that irresponsible behavior and/or misuse of public parks should not only be
considered unacceptable, but should be rigorously deterred and prevented remind the PRAC that
you are “our voice.” We are counting on you to support changes/initiatives to improve the park

Page 28 of 251

mailto:brettfarrell@mxak.org
mailto:Parks.Rec@juneau.org
mailto:Kirk.Duncan@juneau.org


experience for the majority of their users (not the few irresponsible users), and certainly to prevent
parks from becoming a nuisance to their neighbors.
Brett Farrell
504 St. Ann’s Ave
Douglas, AK 99824
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From: Lorraine Murray
To: Parks Rec
Subject: Re: Fireworks in Parks and residential areas
Date: Tuesday, May 10, 2016 11:58:38 AM

May 10, 2016

Dear Parks & Rec Advisory Committee:

Re: Fireworks in Parks and residential areas

As a 54 year resident of Juneau I can tell you that our community has two serious problems on its
hands. The first problem is the growing use of fireworks in our community, and the second problem
is the lack of willingness from city officials to take this problem seriously. So I really appreciate that
this committee is taking steps to address this problem.

Should we allow people to use fireworks in our parks and residential areas? Of course not!
Consumer Fireworks are explosive devices and they displace people from the very places “people”
are supposed to be. We want people to be in our parks and in our residential areas and we want
people to feel safe and to be safe in these areas.

Users of fireworks do not have 100% control over where their fireworks end up exploding. The
wind or the smallest slip-up can send a firework right into someone’s face, yard, or home. Fireworks
have landed in my yard and hit my home a number of times. Not to mention the hours of terror the
loud explosions have caused me and my pets.

The noise level of consumer fireworks registers at 140 db. There are standards for healthy noise
levels, so why is our city ignoring that information? Exposure to noise above 80 db is harmful to
people and to ignore this information puts people in harm’s way. Guidelines for daytime noise levels
in residential areas is 73 db and nighttime is 53 db. Fireworks register 140 db which is 10,000,000
times more powerful than 73 db. Noise from fireworks displaces people, pets, and wildlife within a
1/4 mile radius of the explosion and will cause hearing loss, and acute stress responses in people,
pets and wildlife.

Guns, Fireworks / Single Use areas. Fireworks are loud and dangerous enough that they should be
restricted to single use areas, similar to how guns are restricted to gun ranges. Gun fire also
produces noise at 140 db, which is why people at the gun range use protective hearing devices so
they don’t suffer hearing loss. Most people avoid gun ranges because of the loud noise. We don’t
want people avoiding our parks or residential areas or to feel like they have to put on protective
hearing devices in these areas. Fireworks are also a product that some people purchase to use but
this product should not be forced on other people. Non-users of fireworks can’t get far enough away
from fireworks when they are being set off in our parks or in our residential areas, not too be,
seriously impacted by the explosions.

Public Safety. I firmly believe that our city should issue a moratorium on the use of fireworks in our
community pending a thorough review on the use of fireworks in our community. On top of the list
of concerns that need to be addressed are the impacts fireworks are having on the public (not just
buildings). For our city officials to ignore this request is a reckless disregard for the public’s safety
and our well-being.

Thank you for reading my letter,

Lorraine Murray

Box 210192

Auke Bay, Ak 99821
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From: Helen Unruh
To: Parks Rec
Subject: Re: Fireworks Prohibition on Parks
Date: Tuesday, May 10, 2016 2:38:09 PM

To Whom It May Concern:

I am in favor of prohibiting fireworks in Juneau Parks and everywhere else in the Borough.  I enjoy fireworks as
much as anyone & I understand the “fun” of setting them off….. however, I also realize it may not be “fun” for my
neighbors.

The city puts on an excellent display for all to enjoy on the 4th of July!  It is far better than any individual can do!

Those who set off “explosives” in the parks or their neighborhoods are often not responsible in regards to litter &
safety.  It is not uncommon that setting off fireworks goes with beer …… let alone it is disrespectful &
inconsiderate.   If they own a private island and are not disturbing anyone else ….. fine…. but if one lives in an
urban setting then yes, individuals cannot do anything they want…… what about the freedom of others not to listen
to loud noises or be concerned their house may be set on fire?  Freedom is a two -way street.

Please think about all the residents in the Borough and prohibit all fireworks…. in reality it is all or nothing…. If it
is ok at certain times…. no restrictions?  seems it could get even more out of hand.  Where do you draw the line? 
What if they start a fire?  or damage property? or leave litter? no to mention animals, people….. who have serious
reactions to these “explosive” noises…..

Please don’t be intimidated by those who feel their freedoms are being taken away!  If you give them freedom to do
as they please, what about the freedoms of everyone else?

Thank you!

Helen Unruh
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From: Patricia O"Brien
To: Parks Rec
Cc: "Firework Juneau"
Subject: No Personal Use Fireworks
Date: Friday, May 13, 2016 10:00:18 AM
Attachments: FireworksSafetyTips.pdf

Hello,
I am writing to let you know I support professionally handled fireworks, and no fireworks in the hands of
others. Period.
The 'I can do anything' attitude prevalent in Alaska has its strong points, but not at the expense of others,
including animals and our natural surroundings.
If the National Fire Protection Association advises no fireworks, except as handled by professionals (see
attached), why aren't our Juneau representatives acting to pass a responsible and reasonable ordinance?
The noise ordinance doesn't cut it. Expecting residents to approach neighbors late at night to request
they stop shooting off fireworks doesn't cut it.
I enjoy the fireworks downtown at midnight on the 3rd of July as much as anyone, but not the persons
nearby who are shooting off their personal fireworks every which way and filling homes on the Douglas
beach side with noxious smoke. In addition my own negative experiences from fireworks include
· Waiting several years for reforestation on a favorite walk on the inside trail at the Mendenhall Glacier

Campground, following a fire started by personal use fireworks;
· Handling terrorized pets from fireworks explosions in my neighborhood, not only on or near the 4th of

July;
· Wondering whether the nearby repeated late night explosion is a shotgun or fireworks;
· Being concerned about the terrorizing effects on wildlife and fire from fireworks.
Please work to create an ordinance that will free our homes, parks, and surrounding ecosystem from
personal use fireworks. That would improve and clarify responsibility for both fire and police authorities.
Follow the advice of the experts in the National Fire Protection Association and prohibit personal use
fireworks.
Thank you for considering these comments.
Patricia OBrien, An Alaskan for 48 years, 45 in Juneau.
(907) 789-9405
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NFPA Public Education Division • 1 Batterymarch Park, Quincy, MA  02169
Your Source for SAFETY Information


www.nfpa.org/education 
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Fireworks are often used to mark special events and holidays. However, 
they are not safe in the hands of consumers. Fireworks cause thousands 
of burns and eye injuries each year. People can enjoy fireworks safely if 
they follow a few simple safety tips:


FACTS
•	Fireworks cause an average of 


almost 20,000 reported fires per 
year.


	•	
In 2013, sparklers caused 41%


	 of fireworks injuries.
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BE CAREFUL!


KKK	 Be safe. If you want to see fireworks, go to a public 
show put on by experts.


KKK	 Do not use consumer fireworks.


KKK	 Keep a close eye on children at events
	 where fireworks are used.
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From: Karla Hart
To: Parks Rec
Subject: Fireworks
Date: Friday, May 13, 2016 11:08:12 AM

I am one of many in the community who are unhappy with fireworks in neighborhoods. Over the past decade plus I
have made plans to be away from my home on New Years and 4th of July because of the noise when I can. The
randomness and intensity is disturbing. Sleeping is not possible on these holidays as fireworks explosions jar me
awake at random intervals until late in the night.

There is lots of science that shows noise causes an increase in stress hormones and is detrimental to health.

I support a complete ban on private fireworks in Juneau all year. If we must allow on particular holidays designate
an area - though where is unknown to me as the noise disturbance to people, pets and wildlife is untenable.

Regards,

Karla Hart
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From: Brett Farrell
To: Parks Rec
Cc: Kirk Duncan
Subject: For PRAC: Additional Support of Fireworks Restriction
Date: Monday, May 16, 2016 4:59:58 PM

PRAC-
This is in follow-up to my previous email in which I offered support for restrictions on fireworks in
CBJ parks. Below is an excerpt from the EXISTING ordinance governing the use of CBJ recreation
areas. Please note that the majority of the fireworks being used on a regular basis in Savikko Park (I
can’t speak as to what’s happening in other parks) are “aerial” fireworks, meaning they are launched
and fly through the air – which is the definition of “missile.” I think any reasonable person would
agree that the ordinance below already prohibits these types of fireworks in any CBJ recreation area
(assuming Parks & Rec hasn’t designated specific “aerial firework areas” within its parks). This
ordinance clearly restricts the launching of golf balls, stones, and other “missiles.” There should be
no debate as to whether or not “aerial” fireworks should be considered “missiles.” In fact, I
encourage you to do a quick search of any online fireworks dealer and you will find even the
manufacturers and retailers categorize and market these products as “missiles.” If a golf ball or
stone is considered a missile, certainly a projectile launched by the explosion of gunpowder
compressed into a tube, intended to create a secondary explosion upon flying a certain distance is
considered a missile. I’d enjoy hearing the reasoning of anyone who would debate otherwise.
67.01.090 - Prohibited uses.
67.01.090(c): Firearms and other missiles prohibited. No person shall carry or discharge an air rifle,
firearm or slingshot or throw stones or other missiles within the limits of any area designated in
section 67.01.030, and no person shall hit a golf ball or launch other missiles within such areas other
than in areas designated by the director.
As I stated in my previous email, I fully support not only additional restrictions on “non-aerial”
fireworks in CBJ parks, I ask the PRAC to formally recognize that “aerial” fireworks are already
prohibited in CBJ parks and make appropriate recommendations to the Assembly, Parks & Rec
Department, and JPD to clarify the existing ordinance, expand the existing ordinance to include
restrictions on “non-aerial” fireworks-which do nothing except disturb/scare other park users and
nearby residents (i.e. they aren’t even “pretty” to look at)- and to enhance the enforcement of all
existing (and future) provisions of this ordinance.
Mr. Duncan and his staff have recently taken positive measures to control the noise disturbances
originating from CBJ parks (Savikko Park in particular), and these efforts are very much appreciated,
but physically closing picnic shelters and installing cameras will have little impact on what could be
argued is the most disturbing noise coming from these parks. Until CBJ takes definitive action to
control the use of consumer fireworks in its parks, areas like Savikko Park will continue to be the
source of disturbances to other park users and nearby residents. As a user and a nearby resident, I
am counting on the PRAC to help tame the use of these parks and make them enjoyable for the
majority of their users, not for the minority of the users who are basically playing with matches and
celebrating nothing more than a good night’s drinking.
Best regards,
Brett Farrell
504 St. Anns Ave
Douglas, AK 99824
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From: Chris Prussing
To: Lindsey Daniel
Subject: Something for the P&R Advisory Committee re Mayor Koelsch
Date: Wednesday, June 01, 2016 9:14:19 AM

http://www.kinyradio.com/news/news-of-the-north/mayor-ken-koelsch-advises-citizens-to-go-easy-on-the-fireworks/

Juneau Mayor Ken Koelsch advises citizens to go easy on the fireworks this summer:
"I would ask the citizenry to lay off the fireworks. We have a time, it's called the Fourth of July, and I don't think
anybody gets too bent out of shape if fireworks are on Fourth of July or the third of July. When they go off now, it
sounds like gunfire and we're a little bit cautious and leery. Pets go scattering all over the place. We will definitely
want to follow up. It's illegal. Don't do it. Please! Have a little respect for people that live in your neighborhood."
Juneau Mayor Ken Koelsch was a guest on Action Line Friday.
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From: Chris Day
To: Kirk Duncan; Amanda Lovejoy
Subject: FW: Comments on Proposal to close Savikko Part at 11pm
Date: Tuesday, March 01, 2016 8:26:46 AM

Here is the second comment submitted.
Chris Day
Administrative Assistant 1
Parks & Recreation
(907) 586-5226
chris.day@juneau.org
From: Kyle Hebert [mailto:kylehebert8@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 01, 2016 7:50 AM
To: Parks Rec
Subject: Comments on Proposal to close Savikko Part at 11pm
To Members of the Parks & Recreation Advisory Committee:
I am in support of the proposal to change the closing time of Savikko Park from midnight to
11pm. I am a homeowner on Saint Anns Avenue, and my house is located directly above the
ball field adjacent to the parking lot.
From my house, I routinely hear loud noise coming from the park area late at night, which is
disruptive and wakes me up at times. Noise I hear includes explosions (I assume from
fireworks), loud music, roaring engines, and people yelling. I live on the uphill side of St.
Anns Ave and hear plenty, but I know those who live on the downhill side really suffer, as
their houses are situated perfectly to catch all the noise that comes from below.
Changing the park closing time one hour earlier is a reasonable step toward helping to address
the problem. Although a one hour change should not be a major inconvenience to park users, it
could make a very big difference to help those who live in the area. I urge you to accept the
proposal and change the closing time to 11pm.
Thank you for your consideration.
Kyle Hebert
509 St. Anns Avenue
Douglas
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From: Chris Day
To: Kirk Duncan; Amanda Lovejoy
Subject: FW: Savikko Park
Date: Tuesday, March 01, 2016 8:26:17 AM

Here is an email from our parks.rec email for the PRAC meeting.
Chris Day
Administrative Assistant 1
Parks & Recreation
(907) 586-5226
chris.day@juneau.org
From: Shirley Dean [mailto:srdean007@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, February 29, 2016 2:36 PM
To: Parks Rec
Subject: Savikko Park
I would like my comments submitted as part of the Parks & Recreation Advisory Committee
(PRAC) 
public comments on the Proposed Change in Park Hours.

I support this change. I have lived in Douglas over Sandy Beach on St Anns for 30 years. Last
night
is an example. At 11:05 p.m. fireworks were being shot off either in the parking lot, or the
beach. 
It is very loud and disruptive to the neighborhood as well as terror for many of the animals
who live 
in the neighborhood. Also, during the summer months not only is there constant fireworks,
but 
many parties that go on until the wee hours of the morning.

I think closing the Park at 11 p.m. is a good compromise for both the residents and the people
using
the park. I fully support this measure.

Thank You all for the hard work you do on behalf of the Juneau citizens.

Shirley Dean/505 St. Anns/ Douglas, AK 99824
907-364-3581
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From: Brett Farrell
To: Kirk Duncan
Subject: RE: Thanks
Date: Monday, March 07, 2016 5:05:12 PM

Wow.
So if only 5 members show up for a meeting it would result in a quorum, but all 5 would have to vote
the same way for the action to pass. I’m not a lawyer, but does that sound like it meets the intent of
a “public process” when you consider that almost HALF of the committee never would hear the
discussion/testimony that led to the vote? It seems unfair to both the public and the PRAC members
to even hold a vote unless they are ALL present the way CBJ’s rules are currently
written/interpreted. A vote should never have to be unanimous to pass. And the concerns of a
committee member who fails to appear for the discussion and voting should not be taken into
account when tallying the votes of those members who did hear the discussion and cast a vote
(which again, is why a quorum is required to begin with – so that a present minority will never
represent an absent majority). This is simply wrong. It’s also contrary to Roberts Rules of Order,
which intends for the majority of those VOTING to pass the action as long as a quorum is met- and
which makes perfect sense. As far as I’m concerned, this decision just disenfranchised the votes of 4
PRAC members (and I’d be rather irritated if I was one of them), and awarded the 2 in the minority a
“win” because these rules assume the 3 members who didn’t show up would have voted “nay.” Why
is it not more logical to assume that the 3 missing members would have voted with the majority of
the members who DID vote? Better yet, why write voting rules that assume anything? If you vote,
your vote is counted. If you miss the vote, the majority of those who showed up get to make the
decision in your absence. Don’t like that? SHOW UP and vote. Common sense.
I’ll let you know what my next steps/plans are, if anything. I need to let my blood pressure settle out.
At this point, I’d almost rather take on the assembly than try to sway a few people who don’t
represent anyone who’s actually affected by this issue (unless they have a lot of friends who like
misusing your park late at night, of course). I pay property taxes to CBJ, not DIB.
The bottom line in all this, until some kind of positive action is taken to control the behavior in your
park this problem isn’t going to go away (nor is the squeaky wheel at 504 St. Anns Ave). We hoped
that the common-sense option of adjusting the park hours by 1-hour would help the JPD close the
park a little more reliably. If this initiative fails, which appears likely, the City still has a problem to
deal with. The one thing every group of “interested parties” seems to agree on is the need for better
enforcement of the existing rules/ordinances. If JPD can’t do that at midnight (or later), then
someone else needs to. This remains a CBJ responsibility, not mine.
Brett
Brett Farrell
Desk: (907) 463-4640
Cell: (907) 957-0692
Email: BrettFarrell@mxak.org

From: Kirk Duncan [mailto:Kirk.Duncan@juneau.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 07, 2016 12:44 PM
To: Brett Farrell 
Subject: FW: Thanks
Hi Brett – An answer from the Law Department

From: Amy Mead 
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Sent: Monday, March 07, 2016 12:27 PM
To: Laurie Sica; Kirk Duncan
Subject: RE: Thanks
Actually, I think it’s Charter section 3.16 that would technically answer the question, but it’s same
answer Laurie gave:
Section 3.16 of Charter provides for the establishment of advisory (and other types of) boards, and
specifies that “the prevailing vote of a majority of members shall be required for official action” (but
allows that number to be reduced in the event of a conflict). The last paragraph of 3.16(e) states “A
quorum of a board shall consist of a majority of the full membership.”

If only six members were present, the PRAC would still need a vote of 5 to take any action. If five
members were present, the vote would need to be unanimous. If four members were present, the
only action that could be taken would be to adjourn to a later date.
---
Amy Mead
CBJ Municipal Attorney
(907) 586-5340

From: Laurie Sica 
Sent: Monday, March 07, 2016 12:13 PM
To: Kirk Duncan
Cc: Amy Mead
Subject: RE: Thanks
Hello,
Resolution 2646 repealed the PRAC’s bylaws and replaced them with the following statement:
(Resolution 2646) Section 4. Procedure. The Committee's procedure shall be governed by Roberts
Rules of Order except where superseded by the Advisory Board Rules of Procedure and the
Assembly's Rules of Procedure, as such may be amended from time to time.
In Resolution 2550, the Assembly’s Rules of Procedure, it outlines in Rule 5, section E, that a majority
of the membership is a quorum, so 5 is a quorum of a nine member group. The section on voting
says in Section F says that the minimum vote is the same as the quorum, so an affirmative vote of 5
members of the PRAC is needed to take action.
E. Quorum of Committees. For the Committee of the Whole and the Finance Committee, a majority
of the membership shall constitute a quorum. For committees with seven or eight members, four of
the membership shall constitute a quorum, for committees with five or six members, three of the
membership shall constitute a quorum. For committees with four or fewer members, two of the
membership shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of business.
F. Voting. The minimum vote required to take official action shall be the same as that constituting a
quorum; provided, however, that in the case of a tie vote, the action fails.
I believe that the Assembly’s Rules of procedure supersedes Roberts in this case. We have always
interpreted the rules to mean that a vote by the majority of a committee is not needed, not a
majority of those present. I will copy Amy to make sure she concurs.
Let me know if you have other questions.
Laurie Sica , MMC
Municipal Clerk
City and Borough of Juneau
155 S Seward St.
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Juneau, AK 99801
(907) 586-0216 phone
(907) 586-4552 fax
www.juneau.org
Find CBJ on Facebook
https://www.facebook.com/CBJAK

From: Kirk Duncan 
Sent: Monday, March 07, 2016 11:33 AM
To: Laurie Sica
Subject: FW: Thanks
Importance: High
Here you go

From: Brett Farrell [mailto:brettfarrell@mxak.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 07, 2016 10:39 AM
To: Kirk Duncan
Subject: RE: Thanks
Importance: High
Me gain Kirk. I think someone is pulling your leg.
“Before a meeting can conduct business it requires a quorum--the minimum number of members
who must be present at the meeting before business can be legally transacted. The requirement of a
quorum is a protection against unrepresentative action in the name of the association by an unduly
small number of people.”
The by-laws of an association should specify the number of members that constitute the quorum.
Ideally, that number should be the largest number that can be depended on to attend any meeting
except in very bad weather or other extremely unfavorable conditions.
Robert's rules state that if the by-laws do not specify what the quorum shall be, it is a majority of
the members of the association. In some organizations, however, it is often not possible to obtain
the attendance of a majority of the membership at a meeting. Most associations should therefore
have a provision in their by-laws for a relatively small quorum. An actual number can be listed, or a
percentage of the membership can be specified. No single number or percentage will be suitable for
all associations. A quorum should be a small enough number to permit the business of the association
to proceed, but large enough to prevent a small minority from abusing the right of the majority of the
members by passing motions that do not represent the thinking of the majority.”
On 6/3/13, the Assembly repealed the PRAC’s bylaws and replaced them with the attached
resolution in order “to simplify” the PRAC’s processes. Note that this resolution, which appears to be
the current equivalent to the PRAC’s bylaws, does not state the minimum number of committee
members that must be present for a quorum. Since it doesn’t explicitly state this number, Roberts
Rules states that the minimum number for a quorum is the majority of the members present. There
were 6 members present the other night, and the committee has 9 members total. They HAD a
quorum, and a the entire idea behind a quorum is that they had enough to “conduct” business on
behalf of the entire committee. At this point, unless I’m missing something, I think it’s safe to say the
PRAC has “spoken” and they are advising you to close Savikko Park at 11:00p for 1 year until it can
be determined if this had any positive effect on the disturbances arising from the after-hours misuse
of Savikko Park. At this point, my neighbors and I should be the ones threatening to go to the
Assembly and/or the City Manager if the hours aren’t changed, not the people who lost the “vote”
the other night (if that’s what’s happening, or if that’s what the fear is).
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Back at ya, what do you think?
Brett
Brett Farrell
Desk: (907) 463-4640
Cell: (907) 957-0692
Email: BrettFarrell@mxak.org

From: Brett Farrell 
Sent: Monday, March 07, 2016 10:02 AM
To: 'Kirk Duncan' <Kirk.Duncan@juneau.org>
Subject: RE: Thanks
Geez. Can you send me a copy of the letter from DAB that was submitted as part of the record the
other night?
Seems to me their biggest beef was the gate idea, even though the public notice they were
responding to had no mention of the gate. I suppose there’s a chance I could convince this all-
powerful “board” of people I didn’t know existed until last week (and none of whom live near
Savikko Park) to at least ease up on their opposition to a 1-yr trial period of an earlier closing time.
The ONE thing everyone has been in agreement of since the beginning is that the enforcement of
park hours needs to be enhanced. The Chief of Police sat in that room the other night and testified
that he feels it would be easier and more effective to enforce an 11:00p closing vs a 12:00a closing
because there aren’t as many competing issues at 11:00p as there generally are at 12:00a.
I assume if I can get these DAB folks to support this, then it needs to be voted on again by the PRAC
(this time maybe with more of them present)?
I still say you have a fairly strong precedent in place with Cope Park’s current closing time of 10:00p
(that the Assembly apparently has no problem with). This was obviously done at some point in the
past due to the same concerns my neighbors and I have with Savikko Park, and likely never even
went through a “public process.” I wonder if a prior Parks & Rec Director or member of the Assembly
happened to live next to Cope Park when that time change was made? Maybe I need to attend the
next PRAC and voice my concern over not being able to walk my dog, play tennis, or shoot off my
fireworks after 10:00p in Cope Park and see how they’d vote on changing those hours back to
midnight to align with Savikko?
Brett
Brett Farrell
Desk: (907) 463-4640
Cell: (907) 957-0692
Email: BrettFarrell@mxak.org

From: Kirk Duncan [mailto:Kirk.Duncan@juneau.org] 
Sent: Sunday, March 06, 2016 10:54 AM
To: Brett Farrell <brettfarrell@mxak.org>
Subject: RE: Thanks
HI Brett
We are not out of the woods yet
The motion that was passed needed 5 votes to make the recommendation official; a majority of the
committee not just a majority of those voting. A rule that I did not understand from Roberts Rule of
Order
I am also concerned that the Douglas Advisory Board is against the motion, that does not look good
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from an Assembly perspective. I believe that you need to attend a DAB meeting to see if you can
reason with them and get them to adopt the one year change
Unfortunately, public process is not easy and I don’t want to be in a position where a
recommendation is overruled at the assembly level as the assembly does not like being put in that
position
Thoughts or questions?
Kirk

From: Brett Farrell [mailto:brettfarrell@mxak.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 04, 2016 10:54 AM
To: Kirk Duncan
Subject: Thanks
Hello Kirk-
Thanks again for the opportunity and assistance you’ve provided me since the beginning of my
efforts to tame Savikko Park. I was a little disappointed with some of the conversation the other
night (especially the blindside opposition from Douglas Island Advisory Cmte, which many of my
Douglas Island neighbors didn’t even know existed- including me). Had I known about this group, I
would have engaged with them from the beginning and likely would have been able to get them on
the “right” side of this issue.
After hearing Chief Johnson’s comments I’m still convinced this simple time change will pay rather
large dividends, especially when combined with the work I see your folks doing to close/lock the big
shelter at closing time. None of this will obviously have an effect on the tailgate parties that erupt
shortly after the local bar closing times, but that’s the ONE clear violation of the noise ordinance that
isn’t based on a “reasonable person” standard – regardless of what time it takes place. If I hear the
music from a vehicle in that parking lot, it far exceeds the 30ft distance clearly specified in the
ordinance. I guess that issue will continue to be between those of us affected and the JPD.
The only slight shame in all this is that I suppose I’ll need to re-engage next year when this new
closing time “sunsets” to convince the PRAC that it worked. But I’m certainly willing to do that, and
I’m also certainly willing to report that it DIDN’T work if that ends up being the case. I remain
optimistic though…
Lastly- I’m not in a position to apologize for what anyone else said in the meeting the other night,
but I can tell you that I think Parks & Rec (and the PRAC) do pretty good job around Juneau. I
understand your department has many other responsibilities other than Savikko Park, limited
employees, and a limited budget. Keep up the good work (and good luck with those ballfields!)
Cheers,
Brett
Brett Farrell
Desk: (907) 463-4640
Cell: (907) 957-0692
Email: BrettFarrell@mxak.org
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From: Chris Prussing
To: Kirk Duncan
Subject: Parks and Fireworks
Date: Wednesday, April 20, 2016 7:04:28 PM
Attachments: FireworksPresentation3EnforcementBrief.pdf

FireworksJanuary29.pdf
FireworksLetterNeighborhoods.pdf

Hello Kirk -

For the past few months I've been working as communications coordinator or a group that
has formed for those concerned about consumer fireworks abuse in Juneau.
I'm a member of the Thane Neighborhood Association, and became interested in the
fireworks issue when a neighbor complained at length about a seal bomb barrage she
endured last summer that caused her dog to run off into the woods. Dogs that run away into
the forest in Thane stand a 50-50 chance of getting eaten by coyotes or wolves, by my
informal tally of past incidents. So this woman was quite upset [fortunately the dog turned
up several hours later on a neighbor's porch]. It seemed that fireworks was something that
perhaps our Board might need to pay attention to.

The fireworks group is planning to do a brief slide presentation to the upcoming May 3
Parks & Recreation Advisory Committee meeting, as a number our members are Douglas
residents and are concerned about fireworks noise and hazardous behavior problems in
Savikko Park.

Attached please find PDFs summarizing what we've learned so far about:

JPD response to fireworks complaints since implementation of our noise ordinance two
years ago, based upon statistics provided from requests to JPD's data department
A gripping Facebook saga of a six-hour January 29th fireworks incident in the Valley
that resulted in an arrest
Response from our Attorney General as to why the arrest was not prosecuted, and his
opinion on the importance of the noise ordinance
A survey letter we sent to Juneau's neighborhood associations earlier this year, to
Mayor Koelsch when he was an election candidate, and also posted to the Juneau
Community Concern page on Facebook
[https://www.facebook.com/groups/JuneauCommunity/permalink/1192825814091212/],
and currently online [http://www.thepetitionsite.com/613/446/284/where-do-you-
stand-on-the-juneau-fireworks-problem/]

Well, that's probably enough reading....

Best regards,
Chris Prussing
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Juneau’s Noise Ordinance 


42.20.095 Disturbing the peace. 


(a) Policy. The purpose of this ordinance is to protect the health, welfare and safety of the City 
and Borough's residents by regulating the time, place, and manner of unreasonable noise. It 
is the intent of this section to secure the health, safety, comfort, convenience, and peaceful 
enjoyment of all public places, such as public streets and public parks, as well as the City and 
Borough's residents' homes, by prohibiting unreasonable noise. 


(b) General.  


(1) It is unlawful for any person to make or continue, or cause or permit to be made or 
continued, any unreasonable noise 


(2) As used in this section, "unreasonable noise" means  


noise that unreasonably annoys, disturbs, injures, or 
endangers the comfort, health, peace, or safety of a 
reasonable person of ordinary sensibilities in the vicinity. 
 


The factors which will be considered in determining whether a noise is unreasonable will 
include, but not be limited to, the following: 


noise that unreasonably annoys, disturbs, injures, or 
endangers the comfort, health, peace, or safety of a 
reasonable person of ordinary sensibilities in the vicinity. 







Noise Ordinance 13 Points 


42.20.095 Disturbing the peace. 


(A) The volume of noise;  


(B) The intensity of the noise;  


(C) Whether the nature of the noise is usual or unusual;  


(D) Whether the origin of the noise is natural or unnatural;  


(E) The volume and intensity of the background noise, if any;  


(F) The proximity of the noise to residential sleeping facilities;  


(G) The nature and zoning of the area within which the noise emanates;   


(H) The density of the inhabitation of the area within which the noise 
emanates;   


(I) The time of the day or night the noise occurs;   


(J) The duration of the noise;   


(K) Whether the noise is recurrent, intermittent or constant;  


(L) Whether the noise is produced by a commercial or noncommercial 
activity; and  


(M)Whether the noise contains pure tones. 







Consumer Fireworks are allowed 
under the Fire Code. 


Disturbing the Peace Is NOT 


It does not deal with  
Malicious Mischief, Reckless 


Endangerment, or Disturbing the Peace  


The Fire Code addresses safety hazards 
such as flammability,  


explosiveness, shrapnel. 







Consumer Fireworks are allowed 
under the Fire Code. 


Disturbing the Peace Is NOT 


Consumer Fireworks Qualify as 
Disturbing the Peace  


Under 11 of the  
13 Noise Ordinance Points 







241 Fireworks Complaints, 
Zero Fireworks Citations 


Statistics requests to JPD for noise disturbing the peace citations  
since the Jan 2014 Noise Ordinance 


Bad muffler? 


Barking dog? 


Fireworks? 
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4th of July and New year’s spikes,  
episodes for Memorial Day  and Christmas  in 2014, January 2016,  


extended use Aug-Sep of 2014. 


• 140 responses in 2014, 
• 100 in 2015, 
• 26 through mid-March 2016 


266 responses – 241 incidents + 25 multiple response categories 
such as “Information Only, Officer Advised” 







Information Only


Officer Advised


Unable to Locate


Gone On Arrival


Service Rendered


Verbal Warning 


No Action Poss/Necc


Left On Request


No Data


Peace Restored


Call Cancelled


Arrest Made


• Two-thirds of data indicates inability to respond, circumstances that prevent action.  
• “Service rendered” can duplicate other responses (“Service Rendered, Information Only”) 


• No citations issued, 1 arrest; verbal warning seems to be likeliest enforcement action. 


• “Information Only” Response 
“Information Only” likely means 
that officers are on priority calls and 
the person being dispatched just 
wants the address and other 
specifics kept somewhat handy if 
there are additional calls or  the 
same area becomes an on-going 
problem.  Information Only usually 
creates a paper trail for later use, 
even if officers are on something 
else at the time of the call. 
  
• “Officer Advised” Response 
Officer Advised means that 
Dispatch advised an 
officer.  Sometimes the officer 
thinks they may make it by but if 
calls keep coming in and hours pass, 
dispatch may clear the call from the 
screen without the officer coding 
it.  It is also possible officers were 
on other calls and it’s a place like a 
beach, where a paper trail is not 
particularly helpful. 







The Facebook thread at Juneau Community 
Concern documents, as it was happening, 
the neighborhood reaction to fireworks 
disturbance to the peace at a drunken party. 


What About That January 29 Incident? 







@&$%ing fireworks!!! I really wish these 
folks that enjoy lighting these bomb 
like fireworks off could see what they are 
putting my dogs through. Sure do wish they 
stuck to the July 4th ONLY 😟😟 


What About That January 29 Incident? 


It started with this post: 







What About That January 29 Incident? 


• Disturbance starts hours before 1O pm 
• Over 15 people call JPD Dispatch 
• Residents home in on Trafalgar & Threadneedle 


as the source  
• Multiple JPD visits 
• An arrest after midnight 
• Fireworks still ongoing until 1 a.m. 







What About That January 29 Incident? 


“Basically the cops come, they leave, 
they shoot another firework off, the cops 
come, someone arrested, cops leave, 
shoot another firework off... It's a crappy 
cycle that we are stuck in. And now my 
4y/o is awake.”  12:43 am. 







What About That January 29 Incident? 


“at what point do you sit idly by and 
allow one house to disrupt and entire 
neighborhood? How long do you let your 
child cry in fear over and over, or the 
spouse with ptsd who's deployed too 
many times tense and flinch at every 
single firework that goes off.” 







What About That January 29 Incident? 


Why was there no prosecution after the arrest? 


“The decline in oil prices has caused a funding crisis in State 
government. This means that … I have been forced to cut my staff in half, 
and prosecute far fewer cases. 
As a result, for the first time in my career, we have no choice but to 
marshal our limited resources on only our strongest and most serious 
cases.  
 
This is a great source of personal and professional frustration for me:  I am 
a career prosecutor, and strongly subscribe to the theory that the 
enforcement of seemingly minor offenses pays dividends in preventing 
more serious offenses. 
 
In my experience noise violations are exactly the kind of crime that needs 
to be prosecuted.” 







What About That January 29 Incident? 


Why was there no prosecution after the arrest? 


“In this particular case, the hostess of the party where the fireworks were 
being discharged was arrested – placed in handcuffs, taken into custody, 
booked and released.  Frankly I was a little surprised by that- most B 
misdemeanors are charged by citation, particularly when committed by a 
woman in her forties with no criminal record.  I think the arrest was 
appropriate but absolutely see it creating juror sympathy issues.  Moreover 
(at least based upon the police reports we were provided) she was charged 
despite the fact that she may not have been the one actually discharging 
the fireworks.  There are very few circumstances in the criminal law where 
one can be vicariously liable for the acts of another.   
In short, given the information we were provided and the resources 
required in charging and trying the case, we declined it.”  --James T. Scott, 
District Attorney 







1. Difficulty in locating the occurrence? – Those who call Dispatch with a complaint often do not know 
the address of the household setting off fireworks, or even which street. Fireworks often do not go on 
for hours, and may have stopped before an officer can arrive. 
 


2. Difficulty in locating the perpetrators?– People often scatter at the approach of JPD 
 


3. Difficulty in identifying the perpetrator? - Who, when a patrol officer arrives at  a  party group, is likely 
to step up and admit to being the one responsible for actually setting off the fireworks? 
 


4. Reluctance to issue a $300 ticket? – This is a pretty stiff fine, and officers may not wish to be perceived 
as persecutors of those who are just trying to have fun (police have feelings, too) 
 


5. Confusing fireworks allowed under Fire Code as also allowing the noise to disturb the peace? - It is 
reasonable to be disturbed by neighborhood fireworks explosions, but Dispatch has responded to 
noise complaints, “But fireworks are legal!” (which is irrelevant). 
 


6. Lack of a history as to which offenses have already received a verbal warning? – Are repeat offenders 
not ticketed because an officer is unaware of a prior warning and Dispatch cannot provide this info? 
 


7. Responses required for more serious calls? – Noise complaints must be sidelined as available officers 
must respond to domestic violence, theft, traffic accidents, assault, etc. 


Why Isn’t JPD Writing Tickets?  







A. Educate Dispatch & officers about our noise ordinance - Fireworks in a neighborhood is a noise 
violation as well as a public safety hazard to children, property, and pets.  It’s not just little bottle 
rockets and crackers – people are also using big, whistling rockets and mortar shells.  Use can last for 
half an hour, many hours, and at random non-holiday occasions. 
 


B. Educate the public that the noise ordinance can be invoked to control disturbing fireworks abuse  –
Residents might be reluctant to call  JPD, unaware that they can call JPD, or believe that a call to JPD is 
futile. 
 


C. Officers get ruthless in handing out disturbing the peace tickets, no more verbal warnings?  If a 
complaint has been received, one gets a ticket just as if one had been caught doing 95mph on Egan 
 


D. Enable Dispatch to identify locations that have received prior complaints and/or warnings? 
 


E. Community Service follow-up in problem locations?  Coordination with neighborhood organizations? 
 


F.  Establish a permitting system, similar to open burning permits, in order to identify location and 
responsible person when complaints are received? 
 


G. Request Assembly to ban fireworks in residential zones and parks? 


Why Isn’t JPD Writing Tickets? How to Fix? 








The Facebook thread at Juneau Community 
Concern documents, as it was happening, 
the neighborhood reaction to fireworks 
disturbance to the peace at a drunken party. 


What About That January 29 Incident? 







@&$%ing fireworks!!! I really wish these 
folks that enjoy lighting these bomb 
like fireworks off could see what they are 
putting my dogs through. Sure do wish they 
stuck to the July 4th ONLY 😟😟 


What About That January 29 Incident? 


It started with this post: 
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Over a 
mile away 
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8 Half mile away 
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“Vigilantism” 
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This person does 
not understand 
the concept of a 


police force 
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Currently, “Reviewing options to address noise from fireworks” is #31 - the very bottom - on a list of 


goals created during a strategic planning session held by the CBJ and the Assembly on December 14, 


2015. But because this noise disturbance is a serious problem for many Juneau residents, we think this 


issue should be moved up.  We would like to see a Fireworks Ordinance in place before July 4, 2016.  


  


We believe that it is one thing for fireworks to be enjoyed as public displays during holidays, quite 


another for a residential neighborhood to be made to feel as if it’s under an artillery barrage during a 


firefight by private fireworks use.  No one should be forced to endure explosions near their homes.  


Combat veterans can testify to the health implications affecting various body systems and psychological 


well-being following exposure to loud explosions.  Also well-known is the extreme fright that loud noises 


cause to dogs; no pet owner should be forced to have to deal with a terrorized pet any more than they 


would have to put up with someone beating or kicking their dog.  


For serious reasons we already have ordinances controlling loud and disturbing daytime noises such as 
gravel pit detonations, barking dogs, gunfire, subwoofers on boom cars, and noise exceeding daytime 
decibel levels for residential neighborhoods. 


 
However, existing noise and disturbing the peace ordinances seem inadequate to address the problems 
many residents are having with the use of fireworks near their homes, and are complicated for the 
police to enforce.  We believe it is time to develop a specific Fireworks Ordinance to enable efficient and 
fair enforcement and to eliminate this disturbance to our peace. 
 
We plan to request that the Assembly and the CBJ abandon the status quo approach and cease 
sidelining this issue, as private fireworks use in the Borough increases every year. We need an 
enforceable Fireworks Ordinance in place before a situation develops resulting in personal injury, 
property damage, or neighborhood altercation.  Possible options for such an ordinance: 
 


 
 


If you would like to join us in requesting Assembly action on this issue, please contact: 
Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks 
juneaufireworks@gmail.com 







From: Bryce Johnson
To: Kirk Duncan
Subject: FW: May 3 Presentation About Fireworks In Parks
Date: Monday, April 25, 2016 9:31:29 AM
Attachments: FireworksPresentation3EnforcementBrief.pdf

FireworksJanuary29.pdf
FireworksPresentation2.pdf

Kirk,
Are fireworks coming up as an issue at your PRAC in the near future? Anything you may need from
me?
Thanks, Bryce
From: Chris Prussing [mailto:beadiste@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 22, 2016 4:37 PM
To: Bryce Johnson
Cc: David Campbell; Kris Sell
Subject: May 3 Presentation About Fireworks In Parks
Hello Chief Johnson -
You may perhaps remember me as a member of the Thane Neighborhood Association Board.
Last summer a neighbor complained to me at length about someone who set off 9 seal bombs
fifty feet offshore from her house. Her dog was terrified, and ran off into the woods - not a
good place for a Thane dog, as our forest is patrolled by coyotes and wolves. Fortunately, after
several hours the dog was found hiding on a neighbor's porch.
The incident, and a note to the Juneau Empire from Brad Fluetsch about a neighbor setting off
seal bombs, made me wonder if perhaps seal bombs and fireworks were something for which
Thane Neighborhood Association needed to stay abreast, so if we got any further complaints
we would have some advice ready. Lt. Campbell was helpful in answering my questions, but
the situation still seemed uncertain.
So I established contact with a group concerned about fireworks abuse in Juneau, and over the
past months we have been gathering information. At the May 3 Parks & Recreation Advisory
Committee meeting we will be doing a short slide presentation on some of the difficulties
fireworks are currently causing in Juneau. Residents above Savikko Park have complained of
unacceptable noise, and fireworks was listed as one of the sources by those who petitioned the
Committee. The Douglas Advisory Board has made some suggestions, but personally,
considering my and my neighbors' experiences with the difficulties of Neighborhood Watch
and signage, these suggestions are naive and impractical.
Reading the Assembly minutes with respect to fireworks for the past few years, as well as the
relevant minutes for the Parks & Recreation Advisory Committee, it seems apparent that the
solution everyone seems to rally around is to point to JPD to fix things. It always seems to get
tossed onto JPD's plate. When we contacted Ken Koelsch during his campaign for his opinion
on fireworks abuse, his response seems to reflect this assumption that it's JPD's responsibility:
"I [discussed] this with police officers that are working in the field. Their advice is that
existing noise ordinances need to be enforced. Their feeling is that it is a matter of priority of
the department. While our neighborhood in town has not experienced artillery barrages, no
neighborhood should - pet, kids, adults. My brother was a Vietnam veteran and had visible
reactions to loud noises all his life."
The statistics your data department supplied, and Lt. Sell's explanation of the response codes,
are attached in the slides on the "Enforcement" presentation. While 241 fireworks noise
complaints in the past two years might seem like quite a few, your data officer explained to me
that the number is almost insignificant compared to 50,000 total yearly calls for service - less
than a quarter of 1%. So assigning police resources to this problem is an issue, especially
when deadly crime in Juneau appears to be on the increase. This makes it even more
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Juneau’s Noise Ordinance 


42.20.095 Disturbing the peace. 


(a) Policy. The purpose of this ordinance is to protect the health, welfare and safety of the City 
and Borough's residents by regulating the time, place, and manner of unreasonable noise. It 
is the intent of this section to secure the health, safety, comfort, convenience, and peaceful 
enjoyment of all public places, such as public streets and public parks, as well as the City and 
Borough's residents' homes, by prohibiting unreasonable noise. 


(b) General.  


(1) It is unlawful for any person to make or continue, or cause or permit to be made or 
continued, any unreasonable noise 


(2) As used in this section, "unreasonable noise" means  


noise that unreasonably annoys, disturbs, injures, or 
endangers the comfort, health, peace, or safety of a 
reasonable person of ordinary sensibilities in the vicinity. 
 


The factors which will be considered in determining whether a noise is unreasonable will 
include, but not be limited to, the following: 


noise that unreasonably annoys, disturbs, injures, or 
endangers the comfort, health, peace, or safety of a 
reasonable person of ordinary sensibilities in the vicinity. 







Noise Ordinance 13 Points 


42.20.095 Disturbing the peace. 


(A) The volume of noise;  


(B) The intensity of the noise;  


(C) Whether the nature of the noise is usual or unusual;  


(D) Whether the origin of the noise is natural or unnatural;  


(E) The volume and intensity of the background noise, if any;  


(F) The proximity of the noise to residential sleeping facilities;  


(G) The nature and zoning of the area within which the noise emanates;   


(H) The density of the inhabitation of the area within which the noise 
emanates;   


(I) The time of the day or night the noise occurs;   


(J) The duration of the noise;   


(K) Whether the noise is recurrent, intermittent or constant;  


(L) Whether the noise is produced by a commercial or noncommercial 
activity; and  


(M)Whether the noise contains pure tones. 







Consumer Fireworks are allowed 
under the Fire Code. 


Disturbing the Peace Is NOT 


It does not deal with  
Malicious Mischief, Reckless 


Endangerment, or Disturbing the Peace  


The Fire Code addresses safety hazards 
such as flammability,  


explosiveness, shrapnel. 







241 Fireworks Complaints, 
Zero Fireworks Citations 


Statistics requests to JPD for noise disturbing the peace citations  
since the Jan 2014 Noise Ordinance 


Bad muffler? 


Barking dog? 


Fireworks? 
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4th of July and New year’s spikes,  
episodes for Memorial Day  and Christmas  in 2014, January 2016,  


extended use Aug-Sep of 2014. 


• 140 responses in 2014, 
• 100 in 2015, 
• 26 through mid-March 2016 


266 responses – 241 incidents + 25 multiple response categories 
such as “Information Only, Officer Advised” 







• Two-thirds of data indicates inability to respond, circumstances that prevent action.  
• “Service rendered” can duplicate other responses (“Service Rendered, Information Only”) 
• No citations issued, 1 arrest; verbal warning seems to be likeliest enforcement action. 


• “Information Only” Response 
“Information Only” likely means 
that officers are on priority calls and 
the person being dispatched just 
wants the address and other 
specifics kept somewhat handy if 
there are additional calls or  the 
same area becomes an on-going 
problem.  Information Only usually 
creates a paper trail for later use, 
even if officers are on something 
else at the time of the call. 
  
• “Officer Advised” Response 
Officer Advised means that 
Dispatch advised an 
officer.  Sometimes the officer 
thinks they may make it by but if 
calls keep coming in and hours pass, 
dispatch may clear the call from the 
screen without the officer coding 
it.  It is also possible officers were 
on other calls and it’s a place like a 
beach, where a paper trail is not 
particularly helpful. 


Information Only


Officer Advised


Unable to Locate


Gone On Arrival


Service Rendered


Verbal Warning 


No Action
Poss/Necc
Left On Request


No Data


Peace Restored


Call Cancelled


Arrest Made







The Facebook thread at Juneau Community 
Concern documents, as it was happening, 
the neighborhood reaction to fireworks 
disturbance to the peace at a drunken party. 


What About That January 29 Incident? 







What About That January 29 Incident? 


• Disturbance lasted 6 hours, from 7pm to 1am 
• Over 15 people called JPD Dispatch 
• Residents compared notes on Facebook to 


home in on the source of the blasts 
• Explosions heard over a mile away 
• Multiple JPD visits 
• An arrest after midnight 
• Fireworks still ongoing until 1 a.m. 







What About That January 29 Incident? 


“at what point do you sit idly by and 
allow one house to disrupt and entire 
neighborhood? How long do you let your 
child cry in fear over and over, or the 
spouse with ptsd who's deployed too 
many times tense and flinch at every 
single firework that goes off.” 







What About That January 29 Incident? 


“Basically the cops come, they leave, 
they shoot another firework off, the 
cops come, someone arrested, cops 
leave, shoot another firework off... 
It's a crappy cycle that we are stuck 
in. And now my 4y/o is awake.”  
12:43 am. 







What About That January 29 Incident? 


Why was there no prosecution after the arrest? 


“The decline in oil prices has caused a funding crisis in State 
government. This means that … I have been forced to cut my staff in half, 
and prosecute far fewer cases. 
As a result, for the first time in my career, we have no choice but to 
marshal our limited resources on only our strongest and most serious 
cases.  
 
This is a great source of personal and professional frustration for me:  I am 
a career prosecutor, and strongly subscribe to the theory that the 
enforcement of seemingly minor offenses pays dividends in preventing 
more serious offenses. 
 
In my experience noise violations are exactly the kind of crime that needs 
to be prosecuted.” 







What About That January 29 Incident? 


Why was there no prosecution after the arrest? 


“In this particular case, the hostess of the party where the fireworks were 
being discharged was arrested – placed in handcuffs, taken into custody, 
booked and released.  Frankly I was a little surprised by that - most B 
misdemeanors are charged by citation, particularly when committed by a 
woman in her forties with no criminal record.  I think the arrest was 
appropriate but absolutely see it creating juror sympathy issues.  Moreover 
(at least based upon the police reports we were provided) she was charged 
despite the fact that she may not have been the one actually discharging 
the fireworks.  There are very few circumstances in the criminal law where 
one can be vicariously liable for the acts of another.   
In short, given the information we were provided and the resources 
required in charging and trying the case, we declined it.”  
 --James T. Scott, District Attorney 







1. Difficulty in locating the occurrence? – Those who call Dispatch with a complaint often do not know 
the address of the household setting off fireworks, or even which street. Fireworks often do not go on 
for hours, and may have stopped before an officer can arrive. 
 


2. Difficulty in locating the perpetrators?– People often scatter at the approach of JPD 
 


3. Difficulty in identifying the perpetrator? - Who, when a patrol officer arrives at  a  party group, is likely 
to step up and admit to being the one responsible for actually setting off the fireworks? 
 


4. Reluctance to issue a $300 ticket? – This is a pretty stiff fine, and officers may not wish to be perceived 
as persecutors of those who are just trying to have fun (police have feelings, too) 
 


5. Confusing fireworks allowed under Fire Code as also allowing the noise to disturb the peace? - It is 
reasonable to be disturbed by neighborhood fireworks explosions, but Dispatch has responded to 
noise complaints, “But fireworks are legal!” (which is irrelevant). 
 


6. Lack of a history as to which offenses have already received a verbal warning? – Are repeat offenders 
not ticketed because an officer is unaware of a prior warning and Dispatch cannot provide this info? 
 


7. Responses required for more serious calls? – Noise complaints must be sidelined as available officers 
must respond to domestic violence, theft, traffic accidents, assault, etc. 


Why Isn’t JPD Writing Tickets?  







A. Educate Dispatch & officers about our noise ordinance - Fireworks in a neighborhood is a noise 
violation as well as a public safety hazard to children, property, and pets.  It’s not just little bottle 
rockets and crackers – people are also using big, whistling rockets and mortar shells.  Use can last for 
half an hour, many hours, and at random non-holiday occasions. 
 


B. Educate the public that the noise ordinance can be invoked to control disturbing fireworks abuse  –
Residents might be reluctant to call  JPD, unaware that they can call JPD, or believe that a call to JPD is 
futile. 
 


C. Officers get ruthless in handing out disturbing the peace tickets, no more verbal warnings?  If a 
complaint has been received, one gets a ticket just as if one had been caught doing 95mph on Egan 
 


D. Enable Dispatch to identify locations that have received prior complaints and/or warnings? 
 


E. Community Service follow-up in problem locations?  Coordination with neighborhood organizations? 
 


F.  Establish a permitting system, similar to open burning permits, in order to identify location and 
responsible person when complaints are received? 
 


G. Request Assembly to ban fireworks in residential zones and parks? 


Why Isn’t JPD Writing Tickets? How to Fix? 








The Facebook thread at Juneau Community 
Concern documents, as it was happening, 
the neighborhood reaction to fireworks 
disturbance to the peace at a drunken party. 


What About That January 29 Incident? 







@&$%ing fireworks!!! I really wish these 
folks that enjoy lighting these bomb 
like fireworks off could see what they are 
putting my dogs through. Sure do wish they 
stuck to the July 4th ONLY 😟😟 


What About That January 29 Incident? 


It started with this post: 
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Over a 
mile away 
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8 Half mile away 
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“Vigilantism” 







12 


This person does 
not understand 
the concept of a 


police force 
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Are Fireworks 
Appropriate 


In Our 
CBJ Parks? 







Maybe Not. 


“What an errant shell did to our vehicle. It blew out windows. Embedded grass 
and dirt into the paint. Thank goodness it didn’t roll near the gas tank. Thank 
goodness the dog wasn’t inside. Thank goodness we didn’t fully lose our hearing. 
It was an intense shock. “ 







Hazardous Behavior 


Fireworks Duel 
“There are no photos of the 
 man with his head smoking, then 
pulling off a clump of hair.”  







“I would rather not be walking with my kids and 
spouse in public spaces to be caught off guard 
by some idiots fireworks zipping by my head.” 
--Facebook comment 


“I've been personally burned by irresponsible 
people lighting off Fireworks in public spaces. My 
daughter was under a year old when a bottle rocket 
flew between her and I, right into my lap.”  
--Facebook comment 


Last Fourth of July weekend a Douglas party-goer fired Roman candle at a 
photographer standing on a public beach. 
The individual was photographed running at the photographer, streaming 
fireworks flashing by the photographers head multiple times.  
–Klas Stolpe, Juneau Empire 







Then There’s the Noise… 


“It's gone way beyond ridiculous in 
Douglas, I can just imagine  
what it’s like out in the Valley. 
 
What makes people think it's OK to  
explode large firework shells …  
at all hours and on and off for days?” 
--Online survey comment 







Distress to Children & Pets 


@&$%ing fireworks!!! I really wish these 
folks that enjoy lighting these bomb like 
fireworks off could see what they are 
putting my dogs through. Sure do wish 
they stuck to the July 4th ONLY 😟😟 
--Facebook comment 


 
 My two year old daughter struggles with 
them. They absolutely terrify her. 
--Facebook comment 







It’s Not Merely 
 Small Fireworks 
Like Crackers &  


Little Bottle Rockets 







“These are my favorite of all the 
Artillery Shells. 
 Well crafted, brilliant effects, and 
a REALLY big bang...  
the kind you feel in your chest.” 


WARNING 


SHOOTS FLAMING BALLS 







12” Mortar canister  
for 2” diameter 
 60 gram shells. 


 
Black Cat “Yellow 


Rose” Bottle Rocket 
 


 “large size bottle 
rocket that is a high 
flyer and ends with 


a good BANG” 







The “vast majority” of Juneau 
households are already in compliance 
with disturbing the peace laws, and 


are content to celebrate holidays such 
as the 4th of July with barbecues, 


beer, and bonfires, and watching the 
public fireworks display. 


Most Juneau residents do not use 
consumer fireworks 







Most of us enjoy fireworks. 
 


Nonetheless, most people do not view 
enjoyment as an excuse to use 
fireworks anytime, anywhere. 


 
Cruelty to animals is an issue for many 


dog owners. 


Most Juneau residents do not use 
consumer fireworks 







Most residents don’t want 
hazardous toys around  


kids and pets,  
nor do they think it’s fun to 


disturb neighbors with noise from 
explosions. 


Most Juneau residents do not use 
consumer fireworks 







For every consumer fireworks user 
there are likely to be  


many people nearby who are 
annoyed, disturbed, or put at risk by 


the hazard to property, pets, and 
personal safety. 


Most Juneau residents do not use 
consumer fireworks 







Juneau’s Noise Ordinance 


42.20.095 Disturbing the peace. 


(a) Policy. The purpose of this ordinance is to protect the health, welfare and safety of the City 
and Borough's residents by regulating the time, place, and manner of unreasonable noise. It 
is the intent of this section to secure the health, safety, comfort, convenience, and peaceful 
enjoyment of all public places, such as public streets and public parks, as well as the City and 
Borough's residents' homes, by prohibiting unreasonable noise. 


(b) General.  


(1) It is unlawful for any person to make or continue, or cause or permit to be made or 
continued, any unreasonable noise 


(2) As used in this section, "unreasonable noise" means  


noise that unreasonably annoys, disturbs, injures, or 
endangers the comfort, health, peace, or safety of a 
reasonable person of ordinary sensibilities in the vicinity. 
 


The factors which will be considered in determining whether a noise is unreasonable will 
include, but not be limited to, the following: 


noise that unreasonably annoys, disturbs, injures, or 
endangers the comfort, health, peace, or safety of a 
reasonable person of ordinary sensibilities in the vicinity. 







Noise Ordinance 13 Points 


42.20.095 Disturbing the peace. 


(A) The volume of noise;  


(B) The intensity of the noise;  


(C) Whether the nature of the noise is usual or unusual;  


(D) Whether the origin of the noise is natural or unnatural;  


(E) The volume and intensity of the background noise, if any;  


(F) The proximity of the noise to residential sleeping facilities;  


(G) The nature and zoning of the area within which the noise emanates;   


(H) The density of the inhabitation of the area within which the noise 
emanates;   


(I) The time of the day or night the noise occurs;   


(J) The duration of the noise;   


(K) Whether the noise is recurrent, intermittent or constant;  


(L) Whether the noise is produced by a commercial or noncommercial 
activity; and  


(M)Whether the noise contains pure tones. 







Consumer Fireworks are allowed 
under the Fire Code. 


Disturbing the Peace Is NOT 


It does not deal with  
Malicious Mischief, Reckless 


Endangerment, or Disturbing the Peace  


The Fire Code addresses safety hazards 
such as flammability,  


explosiveness, shrapnel. 







Consumer Fireworks are allowed 
under the Fire Code. 


Disturbing the Peace Is NOT 


Consumer Fireworks Qualify as 
Disturbing the Peace  


Under 11 of the  
13 Noise Ordinance Points 







At 140 -190 decibels,  
fireworks generate a noise level 


higher than the noise from gunshots 
and low-level flying jets 


Consumer Fireworks are allowed 
under the Fire Code. 


Disturbing the Peace Is NOT 







Any occurrence of disturbing noise 
from consumer fireworks  


should be considered  
cause for a citation. 


Consumer Fireworks are allowed 
under the Fire Code. 


Disturbing the Peace Is NOT 







Anyone who complains about private fireworks 
in parks or neighborhoods is a  


REASONABLE PERSON 


No One in a Park or Residential Area Should Have to Produce: 
 
Medical report from audiologist or physician 
Animal control or veterinary report for runaway or injured pet 
Veterans Hospital Administration PTSD diagnosis 
Evidence of property or vehicle damage from explosions and 
flammable litter 
A decibel meter reading 
Anything at all – 


 a complaint to JPD dispatch should be sufficient 







UN-REASONABLE PEOPLE ARE 
RUINING THINGS 
FOR EVERYBODY 


 by disturbing the peace  
with fireworks  


in our parks and neighborhoods 


Anyone who complains about private fireworks  
noise in parks or neighborhoods is a  


REASONABLE PERSON 







 If Your Neighbors Tell You 
It’s Causing Problems When 
You Shoot Off Fireworks... 







Is This How You 
View Them? 







Is This Your Reaction? 


• Why?  Why? 
• What does it hurt? 
• I think it’s fun 
• You’re just old killjoy 


soreheads 
• You‘re not the boss 


of me 
• S**** you, I’m going 


to do what I want 







“Why the hell do you insist on screwing EVERYONE 
else because of one or two jerks?” --Facebook post 
  


“EVERYONE else” does not use fireworks. 
 Most people consider them hazardous. 


Most Juneau residents do not use 
consumer fireworks 







“I understand that there are people/animals that 
get upset. But throwing a hissy fit and ruining the 
fun for the other 90% of the population is a pretty 
sucky thing to do.”  --Facebook post 


 
The “other 90%” does not use  fireworks.  
Actually, make that the other 99.9% 


Most Juneau residents do not use 
consumer fireworks 







“I hope you all can resolve it peacefully 
without imposing on everyone else's right to 
light them off. ” --Facebook post 
 
“Everyone else” thinks they have a right to 
be safe from hazardous explosives and 
alarming noise. 


Most Juneau residents do not use 
consumer fireworks 







Fireworks Are Prohibited in State Parks 
and U.S. Forest Service Land 


Eagle Beach State Park Tongass National Forest, 
Auke Rec 







Fireworks Are Prohibited in State Parks 
and U.S. Forest Service Land 


What happens if someone  
ignores park rules? 


 
They get a citation from a park ranger. 


 







Fireworks Are Prohibited in State Parks 
and U.S. Forest Service Land 


No “neighborhood watches” 
 
Nearby residents are not required to be amateur police  
and approach violators to discover such things as  
vehicle make, license number, physical descriptions.  
 
Such a situation often results in belligerence and abuse, 
beyond the pay grade of the average citizen. 







Fireworks Are Prohibited in State Parks 
and U.S. Forest Service Land 


Signage is often ineffective. 
 
Users show up planning to do something, 
ignore the sign stating an activity is prohibited, 
then do whatever they planned to do, 
presuming that they will not be caught.  







Are Fireworks 
Appropriate 


In Our 
CBJ Parks? 







Maybe It’s Time to Say “No” 


“It's gone way beyond ridiculous … 
 
What makes people think it's OK to  
explode large firework shells …  
at all hours and on and off for days?” 
--Online survey comment 







From: Chris Prussing
To: Rich Etheridge
Cc: Sven Pearson; Dan Jager; Kirk Duncan
Subject: Re: Parks & Recreation Advisory Committee presentation on fireworks
Date: Thursday, May 05, 2016 8:14:49 AM
Attachments: FireworksBackyardBombings.jpg

Thank you Chief Etheridge for your thoughtful response.

I would question one preconception, however:

This is a very heated topic between the people pro-fireworks and anti-fireworks. There are
large numbers of people on both sides of the argument. 

It is not a contention between pro- and anti-fireworks. Most of us love fireworks, and find
them exciting, beautiful, and fun.

Where the contention lies is between fireworks lovers in general, and the few users of
consumer fireworks who insist on setting them off in residential areas.

Disturbing? What else does one call loud booming noises at 11PM? 
Reckless? How else to describe shooting roman candles at one another? Flaming debris
landing on a neighbor's property?
Malicious? Is there a better word for retaliation by a neighbor who has been requested to
desist? 

We of course have ordinances addressing those three obnoxious behaviors, and JPD is ready
and willing to deal with them. However, most of us in the public don't want to have to
organize neighborhood watch informant systems, run out in our pajamas at midnight to see
which knucklehead down the block is causing the ruckus, or rat out our neighbors to JPD.
What we want is for the underlying setup to be adjusted so that the problem behaviors are
discouraged from even getting started.

WE SUPPORT FIREWORKS DISPLAYS! NOT BACKYARD BOMBINGS!

Thus, it seems worthwhile for our fire marshal to support our existing ordinance prohibiting
the sale of fireworks in Juneau, lest an incident such as this occur:
[$3,000 worth of fireworks blew up in the 2 car garage of a man who wears American flag
bandanas. His brother in law was apparently the guy who set the whole thing off.]

http://www.ranker.com/list/the-13-most-horrible-firework-accidents/robert-wabash?
format=SLIDESHOW&page=4

Best regards,
Chris
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​

​

On Wed, May 4, 2016 at 12:53 PM, Rich Etheridge <Rich.Etheridge@juneau.org> wrote:

Thank you for sending us a copy of your presentation. This is a very heated topic between the
people pro-fireworks and anti-fireworks. There are large numbers of people on both sides of the
argument. From the fire department aspect, we are impartial. Whatever ordinances are passed by
the assembly is what we will enforce.

You are correct that NFPA has an anti-fireworks campaign. They are a standard written that the
International Fire Codes references for certain parts of their codes. NFPA in its self is not a law
unless it is specifically adopted as such. I empathize with the annoyance of inconsiderate people
that lite them off at all hours. My own neighborhood is not exempt from this issue either.

There are legal ways to purchase fireworks from out of town and have them barged in or brought
in on a private boat. The specific fire code laws that are currently on the books are the only thing
we can enforce. The fire marshals do follow up when they get tips of activity that violates the fire
code. We have conducted presentations to the assembly several times based on the local data we
have access to on the public safety aspects of fireworks. We simply don’t have data to show they
have caused some of the public safety problems that people complain about.
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We have had one fire approximately 6 years ago that may or may not have been caused by
fireworks. We did not find any definitive proof of the cause and fireworks could not be ruled out
along with a couple of other causes. We have found one EMS incident from a firework injury that
occurred on the Taku River. Our Ambulances and the ER staff have not been seeing fireworks
injuries in the last few years. That is not saying they don’t occur, they just have not risen to the
levels that we would be called. We also have not been called to any emotionally disturbed patients
suffering from PTSD due to fireworks.

We have not had the data to support a public safety argument for CCFR jumping in to this debate
on whose rights win in this argument. In my opinion it is a noise complaint issue.

I will bring this up with Kirk and the rest of the CBJ management team so they are aware of the
issue that is pending in the community as this is a much larger issue than just one department. I am
not sure yet which department will take the lead on this issue for the CBJ.

Rich Etheridge

Fire Chief

From: Chris Prussing [mailto:beadiste@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 04, 2016 12:06 PM
To: Rich Etheridge; Sven Pearson; Dan Jager
Subject: Parks & Recreation Advisory Committee presentation on fireworks

Chief Etheridge -

At last night's committee meeting, our Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks group did
a slide presentation + resident's statement addressing fireworks in parks, as the committee
has been working to resolve a petition complaint from St. Ann's residents about noise from
Savikko park.

One of the questions from the committee was about the "legality" of fireworks. I explained
that it seemed to originate in a building fire code change several years ago, which classified
certain varieties of fireworks as consumer products. However, the National Fire Protection
Association is adamantly opposed to consumer fireworks, as they see the statistics. That our
CBJ ordinance prohibiting sale of fireworks thus originated with the fire marshal's concern
about public safety. That this prohibition wasn't stopping illicit sales of fireworks on Juneau,
just last week someone in Douglas was soliciting on our local Craig's List, seeking to
purchase "$20,000" worth of fireworks [until the ad was pulled by the list as a prohibited
type of post].

Kirk Duncan will be contacting the Fire Marshal's office for more info, so if I was mistaken
in anything I related, I would greatly appreciate any correction your office can provide.

Attached is a PDF of the slide show.

Best regards,

Chris Prussing

"Communications Coordinator"
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From: Michael Dau
To: Parks Rec
Cc: "Firework Juneau"
Subject: Parks & Rec Advisory Committee Meeting May 3, 2016/Fireworks
Date: Monday, May 09, 2016 2:29:29 PM

Thank you to the committee for hearing our concerns regarding the general use of fireworks in our
neighborhoods and parks. I do hope we were able to convey concerns as posted on neighborhood
sites, the Juneau Community Concern Facebook page and a group of us tied together via email
regarding this topic. There doesn’t appear to be many middle-of-the-roaders when it comes to this
issue. And if you’re not affected by fireworks over your home yet, I consider you lucky.
It was clear how uncomfortable I am with speaking in public, no matter how much practice time I
force on myself. This is a topic of personal importance and, if needed, I’ll speak again. We have
been severely impacted by the choices of others and their personal use of explosives. Something has
to change. We’re not the only ones with these stories of shattered glass, a severe injury witnessed,
and I remind you, on different occasions. And we’re not the only ones with lives disrupted on any
given night simply because someone a house over is seized by the fantastic idea of lighting up the
sky. This just can’t be ok. I’m also troubled by the appearance of ‘waiving off’ of concern and of the
NFPA by our Fire Chief. It’s interesting that the CCFR Mission and Vision appear to take exactly
these matters into account. That protections are an inherent part of what they do;

Our Mission: We serve and protect our community from life-and property-threatening
emergencies in a competent, professional and proactive manner.

Our Vision: Our vision is to provide fire, rescue and emergency medical services at the
highest level of excellence, professionalism and commitment to the community. Proud of
our past and embracing our future, the members of Capital City Fire/Rescue will work as an
effective and integrated, team, dedicated to continuous improvement and maintaining a
positive environment.

We would like to see proactivity.
At the risk of being repetitive, how did a loophole in code become a free-for-all for pyrotechnics.
And what is ‘saleable’ fireworks, especially in light of fireworks sales not being allowed in Juneau.
And where are these coming from. Ferry? Illegal. Plane? Let’s not consider this.
Fireworks are severely disruptive.
Fireworks are inherently dangerous.
And litter? We can’t have glass on the beach, but fireworks? And what about that one little shell that
gets left behind. Whose child is going to find that? Or that unlucky person/child/pet/property that
just happens to be in the way of an errant or dud shell.
And no oversight. Gorrilla Fireworks has more information on safety and surroundings than cbj.
But we have over-site and guidelines for people with firepits?
Even duck hunters are required to undergo training and must be away from the public to discharge
their shotguns.
We are two of Juneau’s residents that want personal use fireworks banned. If that can’t be the case,
let’s work toward a license of sorts, a permit where someone of authority knows the who, what and
where of usage. Someone that can be held accountable. A permit may also require proof of how the
materials came to Juneau. A permit should show where, away from homes and property, is an
appropriate place for igniting pyrotechnic displays. Maybe certain parks during certain windows of
time. Sobriety would be required. Clean up would be required. And maybe most importantly, safety
training should be provided to the accountable party.
Please. Let’s start here. Your own mission statement says:
To enhance the quality of life in Juneau, the Parks and Recreation Department will deliver a high
level of guest service with cost effective operations provided by highly engaged employees.
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Personal use fireworks don’t fit.
Thank you again for your time and the work that you do.
Cindy Dau
And Mike Dau
2335 Meadow Lane
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From: Fireworks Juneau
To: Rorie Watt
Cc: Kirk Duncan; Susan Phillips
Subject: Meeting recap
Date: Friday, May 20, 2016 8:59:11 AM
Attachments: PRACSlide32.jpg

DouglasBeatFireworksComplaints.jpg

Hello Rorie -

To recap our meeting on Wednesday, allow me to emphasize that we are not merely interested in starting the public process to
resolve the increase in fireworks disturbances.

The public process is already started - dealing with fireworks noise is already the list of Assembly list of strategic goals.

What we want is less process and more action. Specifically, let's start with a ban on fireworks in our CBJ parks.

This should be no major inconvenience to most people - Auke Rec, Mendenhall, and Eagle Beach parks already prohibit
fireworks, and residents seem able to enjoy themselves just fine without fireworks noise and burn hazards.

Fireworks-free parks might at least give residents who want to picnic and camp outdoors with their families a refuge from the
jerks in residential neighborhoods who ruin yard parties for a mile around with their fireworks barrages. And we do mean
"jerks" - how else to describe someone who thinks it's OK to disturb and annoy neighbors, frighten small kids and send pets
running?

Having reviewed the Savikko Park noise complaints to Parks & Rec from Douglas residents, you will no doubt recollect that
fireworks noise was mentioned in a number of letters. Missing from the draft slide presentation that accompanied the Parks &
Rec Advisory Committee minutes is the one attached, which was part of the actual presentation. The slide with JPD statistics
for fireworks noise complaints for the Douglas beat was also shown to the committee. Even the small data set represented
nonetheless seems to indicate that curtailing fireworks in Savikko would likely significantly reduce noise complaints.

Today the parks, tomorrow residential zones. Let's solve this problem, not just keep sidelining it.

Best regards,
Chris Prussing, Karen Capp, and all the other Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks
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From: Chris Prussing
To: Lindsey Daniel; Kirk Duncan; Rorie Watt
Subject: Re: May 3 PRAC slide presentation
Date: Tuesday, May 24, 2016 10:00:51 AM

Thank you Lindsey.

If I recollect correctly, my answer to Chris Mertl's question wherein I expressed uneasiness
about banning fireworks on the 4th of July and New Year's Eve was followed by the
observation that the growing incidence of fireworks causing disturbances on non-holiday
occasions was becoming a problem. I used the example of a family picnicking on a beach,
only to have their day ruined if someone further down the beach shot off fireworks that
frightened the family dog into running away and being lost. That rather changes the tenor of
the response, does it not?

I also recollect speaking at length in a response to another committee member about the
difficulties of neighborhood watches, based upon my own neighborhood organization's
experiences. That a watch requires a close communication network so that members can pass
word along quickly; close coordination with JPD is also required. Most of us do not actually
want to have to form an informant network and rat out our neighbors to the police; what we
want is not to be further punished as victims, but to have the underlying situation changed so
the problem behaviors do not get started to begin with.

I believe it was Odin who asked about current CBJ ordinances with respect to fireworks, and I
replied that it was a fire code change several years ago that allowed the possession of a certain
amount of consumer fireworks. That the fire marshal at the time got enacted an ordinance to
prevent the sale of fireworks in Juneau, following the recommendations of the National Fire
Protection Association. That the noise from fireworks could certainly be considered a
disturbance of the peace and ticketed as a violation of the noise ordinance we enacted two
years ago. Likely I did not phrase my answer so succinctly, but that is the gist of what I would
have tried to say.

Will this email be forwarded to the PRAC members so that someone can move to modify the
draft minutes to better reflect what was actually said?
This is the sort of thing that gets pointed to by those cynical about the public process as an
example of bureaucratic obfuscation and obstruction. As a former CBJ employee I know that
is not the case, that those who work for our CBJ offices and committees are well-intentioned
and do their best to resolve problems brought to their attention. Mistakes sometimes are
simply made. Nonetheless, as I am functioning as a spokesperson for the Juneau Residents for
Action on Fireworks group, more eyes than mine will be reading those minutes, especially
with regard to our request for a letter from the PRAC to our Assembly requesting the
prohibition of fireworks in CBJ parks. Thus it seems prudent to have the minutes more
accurately reflect public testimony.

Cynthia Dau spells her name D-a-u, by the way.

On Mon, May 23, 2016 at 11:36 AM, Lindsey Daniel <Lindsey.Daniel@juneau.org> wrote:

Hi Chris,
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One more update. I just double checked the proper way to go about changing the minutes with the
Clerk’s Office, and because the minutes were already released, a PRAC member will have to
motion to add the omitted detail at the June PRAC Meeting when the motion to approve the
meeting minutes comes up. I have emailed the PRAC member who expressed concern about the
missing minute details about the protocol necessary to update the minutes.

Thanks,

Lindsey D.

From: Lindsey Daniel 
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2016 11:12 AM
To: 'Chris Prussing'
Subject: RE: May 3 PRAC slide presentation

Thanks Chris,

A PRAC member brought up the same issue with the minutes and I am working to change them.

Lindsey D.

From: Chris Prussing [mailto:beadiste@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2016 11:10 AM
To: Lindsey Daniel
Subject: May 3 PRAC slide presentation

Hello Lindsey -

Attached please find a PDF of the fireworks in parks slide presentation to the May 3 PRAC
meeting. Two slides were presented that were not in the PDF sent to you prior to the
meeting. These are slides 32, and the data from JPD regarding fireworks noise complaints in
Douglas (last slide).

Also, I find it a bit odd that of my answers to committee member questions, only my
uneasiness about banning fireworks on certain holidays is quoted. Among other things, I
recollect speaking of the difficulties with neighborhood watches, which seems pertinent with
respect the the Douglas Advisory Committee's letter suggesting the establishment of a
neighborhood watch for the Savikko area.

Best regards,

Chris Prussing
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From: Rich Etheridge
To: Rorie Watt; Mila Cosgrove; Bryce Johnson; Rob Steedle; Kirk Duncan
Subject: RE: My Turn submission for Friday, June 3 - "No Backyard Barrages"
Date: Friday, May 27, 2016 8:37:19 AM

Copy, I don’t anticipate any future fire code changes to allow firework sales. Anytime we receive
calls about the ordinances we remain neutral. We enforce the codes and ordinances on the books
regardless of our personal feelings on the issue.
If the Fire Marshals need to start preparing any information on fireworks for the assembly, let me
know and they will get on it. I think they have retired the public safety argument for now since we
don’t have the local data to support that specific argument. We will stand by and see what direction
this issue takes.
Rich Etheridge
Fire Chief

From: Rorie Watt 
Sent: Friday, May 27, 2016 8:23 AM
To: Mila Cosgrove; Bryce Johnson; Rich Etheridge; Rob Steedle; Kirk Duncan
Subject: FW: My Turn submission for Friday, June 3 - "No Backyard Barrages"
FYI, upcoming my turn from the Fireworks Committee.
From: Chris Prussing [mailto:beadiste@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 26, 2016 2:15 PM
To: Rorie Watt
Subject: Fwd: My Turn submission for Friday, June 3 - "No Backyard Barrages"
Just a FYI. Some changes were made to the previous draft.
--Chris
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Emily Russo Miller <emily.miller@juneauempire.com>
Date: Thu, May 26, 2016 at 2:05 PM
Subject: Re: My Turn submission for Friday, June 3 - "No Backyard Barrages"
To: Chris Prussing <beadiste@gmail.com>, editor@juneauempire.com

Received, thank you

On 5/26/16, 2:04 PM, "Chris Prussing" <MailScanner has detected a possible fraud attempt from
"beadiste@gmail.com" claiming to be beadiste@gmail.com> wrote:

Please consider the attached My Turn opinion piece for your Friday, June 3 issue.

The writing was a collaboration by the signed members. Other members of the Juneau
Residents for Action on Fireworks provided criticism and input as well, but did not add
their names due to a variety of privacy concerns.

Thank you.

Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks

Cynthia Dau, Juneau
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Mary Jennings, Juneau
Karla Hart, Juneau
Lorraine Murray, Juneau, 790-3951
Chris Prussing, 4655 Thane Road, Juneau, 463-2587
------------------------------------------------------------------------

NO BACKYARD BARRAGES
Discussions about fireworks noise in neighborhoods and parks often feature comments such as
this:

“This is a very heated topic between the people pro-fireworks and anti-fireworks. There are large
numbers of people on both sides of the argument”. 

That sounds nice and even-handed doesn’t it? But it is completely wrong! The contention is not
between pro- and anti-fireworks. Most of us love fireworks, and find them exciting, beautiful, and
fun. 

The contention is between us fireworks lovers in general, and the few users of consumer fireworks
who insist on setting them off in residential areas and public parks.
· Disturbing? What else does one call loud booming noises resembling gunfire and artillery cannon
blasts at any time, any day? How is it not disturbing to have a terrified pet pee all over one’s carpet
and cower and shiver for hours? To have kids awakened and frightened an hour after you finally
got them to sleep? Have your own sleep disrupted by explosions?
· Reckless? How else to describe shooting roman candles at one another? Letting little kids hold
fireworks? Drinking while handling explosives? Shooting bottle rockets into a crowd? Firing mortar
rounds over neighbors’ rooftops and dropping flaming debris onto their properties? Starting a big
undergrowth burn alongside a popular trail?
· Malicious? Is there a better word for retaliation with verbal abuse and petty vandalism by a
neighbor who has been requested to desist? 
We of course have ordinances addressing those three obnoxious behaviors, and JPD is ready and
willing to deal with them: disturbing the peace, reckless endangerment, and malicious mischief.
Ownership of certain types of consumer fireworks may be allowed under the fire code, but using
them to disturb the peace is not. Common sense suggests that better management of where
consumer fireworks may be used would likely simplify JPD enforcement efforts for violations
involving fireworks.

Many residents are not only disturbed by neighborhood bombardments, but are now wary of visiting
our public parks because they do not want their small children and pets subjected to frightening
noise and burning missiles.

Most of us in the public don't want to have to organize neighborhood watch informant systems, run
out in our pajamas at midnight to see which juvenile jerk down the block is causing the ruckus, rat
out our neighbors to JPD, or avoid using our parks for fear of injury or a lost runaway pet. What we
want is for the underlying setup to be adjusted so that the problem behaviors are discouraged from
even getting started.

WE SUPPORT FIREWORKS DISPLAYS! NOT BACKYARD BARRAGES!

We want our fire marshal to continue to follow the safety advice of the National Fire Safety
Association and support our existing ordinance prohibiting the sale of fireworks in Juneau.

We further want the CBJ to prohibit consumer fireworks in parks and residential neighborhoods,
and restrict their use in other locations to the 3rd and 4th of July only. 

If our CBJ decides there is a need for an area where fireworks with loud reports and aerial lift can
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be used, we suggest Eaglecrest as a venue that can be booked for parties and fireworks displays.

Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks
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imperative that misdemeanor citations be prompt and effective, so police time is not wasted.
Nonetheless, the attached saga of the January 29th 6-hour fireworks barrage seems to illustrate
pretty well that enforcement officers need to be equipped to do more than issue a verbal
warning. It's hard not to read through the account and wonder if a verbal warning not only
does not stop the misbehavior, it in fact might embolden the perpetrators - "OK, the cops are
gone, let's go crazy!"
As our group is interested in solutions, not complaints, if you and your lieutenants could take
some time to review the attached PDFs, and suggest some action recommendations to us,
perhaps we can succeed in enabling the Assembly to address this issue in a manner that
actually assists JPD enforcement, instead of simply passing the problem along for JPD alone
to solve.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.
Best regards,
Chris Prussing
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From: k.capp@yahoo.com
To: Parks Rec
Subject: Fireworks Ban
Date: Monday, May 09, 2016 7:55:14 AM

Please support a ban of fireworks in the C&B of Juneau in all
our parks and residential areas - no exceptions.

With the fireworks show that the C&B provides on the 4th, there
is no reason private residents need to terrorize any
neighborhood on that holiday or any other holiday, including
birthdays, wedding, and other celebrations.

Karen Capp
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From: Chris Prussing
To: Parks Rec
Cc: Firework Juneau
Subject: Fireworks in Parks, Savikko 11pm closure
Date: Monday, May 09, 2016 3:22:13 PM

Thank you, Kirk, and the Parks & Rec Advisory Committee members for your attention to our
presentation at the May 3 meeting. I am obliged to remind those who attended that the
presentation was the result of a group effort by the Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks.
I was merely the presenter.

I understand there was some procedural snarl-up in the PRAC vote to close Savikko Park at
11pm instead of midnight. Please re-consider this earlier closure, as the JPD data on fireworks
complaints in Douglas show most of the obnoxious activity beginning after 11pm. Hence we
suggested an even earlier 10pm closure of Savikko for group activities, as these are the most
likely to produce raucous noise and involve fireworks. Parks users not engaged in group
activities could continue to walk dogs and enjoy the shoreline scenery until midnight. JPD
patrols would likely be more efficient if an officer could oversee park closure at 10 or 11pm,
rather than waiting for midnight, a time when other disturbance calls are more likely to come
in and officers not as readily available for park complaints.

Allow me to reiterate the difficulties of establishing an effective neighborhood watch, as well
as its punishing-the-victims aspect. The Douglas Advisory Board seems to be overly
optimistic expecting that simply posting a neighborhood watch sign will encourage residents
of the boat harbor to call JPD when noise disturbances occur in Savikko. "Unrealistic" might
be an even better word.

While I can understand allowing fireworks in Savikko and along the Douglas beach during the
3rd and 4th of July, a prohibition at all other times seems to be the most prudent approach to
protecting public safety and preventing disturbances to the peace.
Hence I would encourage the PRAC to forward to the Assembly a letter requesting the
prohibition of consumer fireworks in Juneau's parks.

Best regards,
Chris Prussing
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From: Brett Farrell
To: Parks Rec
Cc: Kirk Duncan
Subject: For PRAC: Fireworks in CBJ Parks
Date: Monday, May 09, 2016 4:53:42 PM

Greetings,
I suspect most of you remember me from previous testimony in front of the PRAC involving
excessive noise/disturbances originating from Savikko Park. Although the issue of fireworks use in
Savikko Park was never a key component of either of my appearances before the PRAC, you may
recall that I did address it, and it was discussed between PRAC members during one of those
meetings. In fact, I recall one of the PRAC members specifically expressing frustration that “fireworks
are legal to use” in CBJ, so not much could be done about it. Like then, I disagree that nothing can be
done about this – or any other use of CBJ parks that disturbs others.
I am writing this in full support of the recent initiative to ban the use of fireworks in CBJ parks (except
on very specific holidays), or at a minimum in CBJ parks located in close proximity to residential
areas. You may recall from previous agenda items regarding changing park hours, a frequent opinion
was that it’s a shame to punish responsible park users for the actions of a few irresponsible users.
Although I still support changing park hours, there is one clear difference between the use of the
park for barbeques, parties, walking dogs, etc. and the use of the park as a launch facility for
fireworks: It is possible to hold a responsible barbeque, party, or responsibly walk a dog. But it is
impossible to responsibly engage in the act of exploding fireworks in proximity to other park users
and/or surrounding neighborhoods. Regardless of the time of day or the safety component, there is
simply no way to launch and explode what is recently better defined as “ordinance” than
“fireworks”, without disturbing a large number of people either using the park or those of us
unfortunate enough to live near the park. I find it ironic that one of the most cited excuses for not
changing park hours was because “a lot of people enjoy walking their dogs on the park late at night.”
The irony of this is that many of those dog-owners would tell you that their dogs are terrorized by
fireworks! It seems that supporting those who want to walk their dogs on the beach at night by
keeping the park open later is in direct conflict with any concern for a park user’s “right” to use the
park for launching fireworks.
In reading recent comments submitted during a survey of Juneau residents regarding the use of
fireworks I was particularly troubled by one response, which I feel the PRAC should be aware of: A
Douglas resident opposed any initiative to control the use of fireworks using the “opinion” I mention
above (that a few irresponsible people shouldn’t impact the majority of responsible people). In fact,
this person claimed to be a “responsible” fireworks user because they don’t use fireworks in their
neighborhood, instead they “shoot them off at the beach.” I suspect the “beach” being referred to in
this comment was Sandy Beach/Savikko Park. If I’m correct, then this “responsible” fireworks user
chose to not disturb his/her neighbors (which is commendable), but sees nothing wrong with
disturbing other park users or those that live in the neighborhood and boat harbor immediately
adjacent to the “beach.” Unfortunately this mentality doesn’t surprise me. It’s a very common
perception is that almost any behavior, even behavior that would be unacceptable or irresponsible
in someone’s neighborhood, is perfectly acceptable when it takes place in a public park.
Those of us who feel that irresponsible behavior and/or misuse of public parks should not only be
considered unacceptable, but should be rigorously deterred and prevented remind the PRAC that
you are “our voice.” We are counting on you to support changes/initiatives to improve the park
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experience for the majority of their users (not the few irresponsible users), and certainly to prevent
parks from becoming a nuisance to their neighbors.
Brett Farrell
504 St. Ann’s Ave
Douglas, AK 99824
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From: Brett Farrell
To: Parks Rec
Cc: Kirk Duncan
Subject: For PRAC: Additional Support of Fireworks Restriction
Date: Monday, May 16, 2016 4:59:58 PM

PRAC-
This is in follow-up to my previous email in which I offered support for restrictions on fireworks in
CBJ parks. Below is an excerpt from the EXISTING ordinance governing the use of CBJ recreation
areas. Please note that the majority of the fireworks being used on a regular basis in Savikko Park (I
can’t speak as to what’s happening in other parks) are “aerial” fireworks, meaning they are launched
and fly through the air – which is the definition of “missile.” I think any reasonable person would
agree that the ordinance below already prohibits these types of fireworks in any CBJ recreation area
(assuming Parks & Rec hasn’t designated specific “aerial firework areas” within its parks). This
ordinance clearly restricts the launching of golf balls, stones, and other “missiles.” There should be
no debate as to whether or not “aerial” fireworks should be considered “missiles.” In fact, I
encourage you to do a quick search of any online fireworks dealer and you will find even the
manufacturers and retailers categorize and market these products as “missiles.” If a golf ball or
stone is considered a missile, certainly a projectile launched by the explosion of gunpowder
compressed into a tube, intended to create a secondary explosion upon flying a certain distance is
considered a missile. I’d enjoy hearing the reasoning of anyone who would debate otherwise.
67.01.090 - Prohibited uses.
67.01.090(c): Firearms and other missiles prohibited. No person shall carry or discharge an air rifle,
firearm or slingshot or throw stones or other missiles within the limits of any area designated in
section 67.01.030, and no person shall hit a golf ball or launch other missiles within such areas other
than in areas designated by the director.
As I stated in my previous email, I fully support not only additional restrictions on “non-aerial”
fireworks in CBJ parks, I ask the PRAC to formally recognize that “aerial” fireworks are already
prohibited in CBJ parks and make appropriate recommendations to the Assembly, Parks & Rec
Department, and JPD to clarify the existing ordinance, expand the existing ordinance to include
restrictions on “non-aerial” fireworks-which do nothing except disturb/scare other park users and
nearby residents (i.e. they aren’t even “pretty” to look at)- and to enhance the enforcement of all
existing (and future) provisions of this ordinance.
Mr. Duncan and his staff have recently taken positive measures to control the noise disturbances
originating from CBJ parks (Savikko Park in particular), and these efforts are very much appreciated,
but physically closing picnic shelters and installing cameras will have little impact on what could be
argued is the most disturbing noise coming from these parks. Until CBJ takes definitive action to
control the use of consumer fireworks in its parks, areas like Savikko Park will continue to be the
source of disturbances to other park users and nearby residents. As a user and a nearby resident, I
am counting on the PRAC to help tame the use of these parks and make them enjoyable for the
majority of their users, not for the minority of the users who are basically playing with matches and
celebrating nothing more than a good night’s drinking.
Best regards,
Brett Farrell
504 St. Anns Ave
Douglas, AK 99824
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From: Chris Prussing
To: Lindsey Daniel
Subject: Tonight"s PRAC meeting.
Date: Tuesday, June 07, 2016 12:32:02 PM
Attachments: FireworksEmpire.pdf

FireworksEmpire6June2016.pdf

Hello LIndsey -

Just by way of submitting more evidence of public concern on the fireworks issue, attached
please find yesterday's Empire letter from Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks, as well
as a PDF summary of 3 past Empire publications & comments from 2014-2016.

Best regards,
Chris Prussing
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of om· not-so-neighborly neighbors decided it 11v10uld be a good idea. to cel,eb:rat,e the holida b 

setting off high-pm ·ei•,e,d fir,ev,rorks about 150 fe,et frmu our back door. 

l\s the night , . ";ent on it b ecan1e painfully obvious that this m an had no int,ei1tions of l,et:ting us 

celebrate our holiday in a 1111.anner of our cbo o ing. Inst,ea.d be ma.de tbe decision to force us to 

celebrate in a manne · of his. 

For the next fi e and a half hour this misguid,ed individual proceeded to set off his arsenal of high­

pm ·ei•,ed ,explosiv,es ,eve,ry f,e11 ·mi1mt,es until neady 1 a.m. It seems that I need to r ,e:mind certain 

people (as if this isn't c01ilnnon sense) that yom· neighbors do not want to heai· ,explosions outsid,e 

tbeir home for tbe ,e:nti1~e ,e -ening. 

It is c1i1ui:nal in my opinion that this man, ·as able to distm·b the peace of om· neighborhood (.ai1d 

yes it is distm·bing the pea,ce) with no tear of being ,cited f,or distm·bing tbe pea,ce. 'Why doe,s the City 

a nd Borough of Juneau and Juneau Police Depa11:me:11t tm~n a blind ,eye to this hug,e pro bl,e:m? Wl1at 

is it going to tab, for somebody to ,, ·ake up? 

At: the same time I ,can hav,e a cel,ebrat:im1 in my bome tonight and if I play 1uy nmsic loud om· 

neighbor ean ,call the police and I can be ,cited for viola.ting a CBJ ordinance. 

I 11 ·ould Ii~ to ask.all of the 11 ""Dnde:iful people on our .Asse:mbl_· if this maloo:s a ny sense to tbe:m 

,, rhatso e · ei·? 

Happy e,\r Y,ear! 

lau Martiu, 

Jtmeau 
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Brad Fluetsch 01/ 10/ 16 - 07:34 am 

Quiet Enjoy1nent 

The CBJ fails to entorce this basic covenant of veal estat,e. Alau.dlord could be 
held aooountabl,e in court for failing to provid,e quiet enjoyment to their te:nau.t. 
\\Thy is ther,e no re1uedy for land O\'\Tiers who's neighbors nnpair the quiet 
,enj oyn.1e 1t of their property? 

It is an ,easy fix, yet it still ,e ad A.sse1nbly's attention. 

btw Iau., I hav,e au. idiot neighbor vd10 sets off seal bombs. 

l orraine .·· [ mTa, 01/ 19/ 16- 08:3oa.m 

Turning a blind eye 

Brad is right. 

8 - ,p 

Ther,e ar,e solutions to this proble1u. This problem has been allovred to beoon1e 
the monstrous probleiu it is today because of the lack of action by our ,city 
manag,er, the assern1.bly, JP D, and the Fir,e Department. They have all turned a 
blind ,eye and a deaf ear and put the public iI1 hanns way. i~.n.d ther,e has been no 
aooountability for hmv this ,drnle nil.ess has mlfolded .... No aooom1tability for 
hmv a tewCBJ ,employees at JPD & Fire, ~nt rogue and began telling the public 
that fu,e, 'Orks vrere legal iI1 Juneau. 

This is nitat happened to 1ne: 

Afewy,ears ago \'\'hen firm'\'Orks started arom1d my honie I called JPD. I was told 
by dispatch that a la, · had ,changed 1-1.mch legal.raed fire, 'Orks iJ1 Juneau , but 
dispatch couldn't tell 1ue "\'\mch law. So, I aslred to speak to the supervisor and 
the supervisor (a police officer) told me the same thiI1g but he added that if he 
had to work nights and then try to sl,eep, iten people were out mowing their 
lawns dmii1!! the dav. then I should be able to out uo with fu,evrnrks. 
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'LI' J .& .& .& 'LI' 

lavrns duru.11.g the day, then I should be abl,e to put up ,o;,ith fir,e,,rorks. 
Yikes, right. Y,es he r,eally did say that to nm. Can. you iiuagine talking to a 
custo1uer lilre. that vi,ner,e you \'\"Ork? I did ,call ba,ckand spo~ ,,\ith his supervisor 
but he was not able to t,ell 1ue \!\nat law chang,ed ,either. 

So, then I caUed the law Dept at CBJ and they told 1ne that no law had ,changed, 
that fir,e\'\"O:rks were still 11iUegal11 in Juneau ,eXJoept tor the public display 
downtown on the 4th. So I '.went back.and '.forth ,,\ith JPD ai11.d CBJ trying to find 
out \\nat \!\a.S going on. Then CBJ Law went to talk to JP D to find out what \\a.S 

up ...... it turned out to bean 11uninten.ded ,oonsequerrne11 ofCBJ1s buildiJ.1gcod,e 
overhaul that 11SORT OF11 legalraed the use of fir,e\Jvorks. When Titlie 19 ,.,,as 
overhaul,ed, Title 19 cod,es wer,e :merged l'lrith the states ai1.d National codes and 
it just so happened that after the 1uerge there is one tiny littlie sentence that 
r,eads: 11pernrits ar,e not r,equir,ed tor 1.4G dass wevmrks11 • That's it. 

So a tewCBJ ,en1ployees ran ,,ith that one littlie sent,enoo l\ithout going through 
nonual pr,ooedur,es ~ ,checking ,.,,ith their boss, or their boss ,checking ,.,,ith the 
law dept. or \!\"O\'V how ab out CBJ checlci.ng ,,ith the public via our public pro oess. 
Nope none of the stuff that is supposed to happen happened. There ,,as rm 
public notice, no public hearings, no opportunity for the public to give 
input ... no deinocracy in Juneau. 

So that is \!\ny people can now set off explosiv,es in your neighborhood next to 
your hmue and cause you hann, traun1afue you, your fainily ai1d your pets .... Its 
just ai11. mnnt,ended oonsequenoe. 

What happened \ '\a.S Wf\ong an.d it needs to be fix,ed. We should not be having 
,explosiv,es used in our neighborhoods, next to our hmnes. 

We can't pr,ev,ent ,e,very nrist~ that happens, nustakes are bound to happen but 
,,nats r,eaUy im.portant is \'\nat we do \\nen m.istakes happen. W,e have to cmue 
dean and be as trai11.Spar,ent as possible ai11.d ther,e has to be ,consequences. 1\nd 
,,se hav,e to l,earn fron!I. the nristakes so they don1t happen again. This is part of 
the real trag,edy here because as this ,o;,nol,e thing has played out in plain view no 
one ov,er at CBJ called it, ai1.d no one has stood up to stop it or ,change ,oourse ... 
they ar,e all just letting this go too far ai1d 4th of July is right a.f\om11.d the corner. 
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Lorrain · Mur1a 01/ 19/ 16 - 09:31 am. 

Loud n1usic · riolates the noise ordiuanoe but not firevvorks? 

.Belovr is from. Juneau Police Mo bile site / .. hl a Dispat,cher / Category Noise : 
11:Dear Juneau R,esid,eut 
Tho.Sie of us living near n1ain roads shar,e your pain. The CBJ ordinance that can 
be applied to this situation is 42.20.095 (,c) and has a $300 fine. The n~striction 
JPD officers face is the violation has to happen betirveen 10 p.111. aud 9 a.1111 .. 
Officers have to hear the n11usic or other noise 3 o fieet a-\'ray frout the v,ehicle 
b etireen those hours. A citation ca1t also be ·written if a cit:raen ,,ill provide 
infionuation that he or she l\itnessed the violation and \!\ill testify in plaoe of the 
officer. The officer still has to do enough inv,estigation to ,confin.111. to a 
r,easonable degr,ee that the violation happened. 
It is a pf\esmnption under the ordinance that the o, ?ner of the vehide is 
r,esponsible for the noise and is on the hook ,e en if a t,eeuager is driving' 

I posted that because it shmrs hm Tineffectiv,e our Noise Ordinance is in general. 

We ,ean cut through all the norne ordinance BS by ,creating an ordinance that 
spells out vrhat ,can and cannot be done l\ith fire, 1Jrks in our oonununity ... l\nd 
this is ,exactly what is up o ed to happen. 

Juneau is one of the only ,conuuunities in .. i!\laska, p ob ably the country that 
do not have a Fir1e\!\1Jrks Ordinance to r,egulate the use of fire\! 1Jrks. I think the 
1uaj ority of ,conuumriti in .. i!\laska restrict the use of fire\!\1:lrks to public display 
which is \ nat \!Ve should do her,e. 

Tho.Sie of us that gr,ewup her,e gr,e, Tup fieeliug that our city ca.f\ed about hm T 
,each one of us \\a.S doing and I still , ~ant that tor 1ny ,con11umrity. W,e should all 
1ca.I"1e ab out how ,each other is doing. It is not right to ignor,e the nupacts th e 
11high pm :-er11 explosives are having on our neighbors. Its not right. 
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Empir1e Editorial: Firework use sh1ould 
come down to respect 
Posted: Janua,y 7, 2015- :0Oam 

JUNEAU EM:PIRE 

There's been fuss lately about the use of firev,;.orks in Juneau. Upon completion of the holiday 

season the Empire r ,ecei ed a fe,~r lette:rs from r,esidents asking for the City and Borough of Juneau 

Assembly to ,consid,e,r pursuing an ordinance on fo·evttork use,. 

Vile sympathize; it ,,1rouldn't be, pleasant to put a Christmas celebration on hold due to an impmmptu 

fo·eworks ,extl·avaganza next door. And lv'e agi1ee that "no one should be for,ced to ,endm•,e hours of 

random blasts from fo·e, ,orks next to thefr hom es." Some suffe1· from health issues that ,could be 

further aggravated by loud booms, e,specially unexpect,ed ones. Plus , ce all knm1nvhat can happen to 

pets, men fir,e,, 1Urks go off. Finding tllem shuddering under the, bed is a likely scenario but n ot tlle 

, 1Urst for ,ceitain. 

For longtime, I-e,side,nts tl1is issue is notl1ing ne,,~r. Every tlu•,ee, to fom· years fo•,ework use picks up 

especially around Ne, • Year's Eve and tlie Fourtl1 of July. Then tlle cornplaints rnll in . • ~n 011dinance 

in CBJ city code prnhibits tl1e sale of fire, ,orks witl1in city limits but possession of sparklers Rmnan 

candl,es and tl1,e li~ is legal and the11e's n o law against setting tllem off. Hm cever it is illegal to set off 

fo1el1.,orks on tederal land such as witl1in tl1,e, Tongass National Fm1e t . 

\• e tl1inkit all come dm 1n to r,espect. As conmmnity members lv'e must ,emploJ civilicy and courtes 

, rhen it ,comes to tli,e, tl·e.atme:nt of om :neighbors. This is ,e,spe.cially true, 1J.1e11 de,aling, ri.th 

explosives ,eve,n if tlley a11e bright and beautiful to many. 

Firev,mrks don't need to be banned ,completely in Juneau; not like, tlley are in otller Alaskan dtie like 

Anchorage for instance. There an one violating tlle ban faces a $.500 fine.\ ,e enjoy tlle testi ,e light 

tl1ey bring to an oth,en iise dark night. They ar,e e.xl1ila1·ating and ,exdting. 

1 Bans ,vill be put in place hm ,ever ifr,e:side11ts don't exe11cise I'espect. If tl1e problem continues and 

complaints don't reced,e tl1e ,city m ay be force,d to act. Ite:sidents as a '"·hole likelJ won't be pleased 

, iitl1 tlle outoorne. At: tl1e ery least it,, rill be r,e,strictiv,e - m011e so than they ab1eady ar,e. 

How do es the old adag,e, go? Abuse a privilege; lose a privilege. 



Page 69 of 251

Lon-aine l'.•im'.1·ay 01/ rJ7 / 1.5 - 12 :57 pm 

.Actually ] l,\lOuld like to 

Actually, I ,,·ould like to point out that as long as I can remember fireworks were 
treated as illegal in our community under our "Disturbing the Peace Ordinairne". 
Howev,er, around 2008, CBJ ( actually JPD) began telling residents (that called 
to "oorn.plain11 about fire11rnrks going off near thier h01nes) that a law had 
recently chai1ged and fireworks 'Were novir legal. But that information was not 
really the ,,.irnle truth. 

What had actually happened was ai1 "wrintended oonseque110011 of a major 
overhaul of our building codes. Our city, state and national codes were all 
merged. So now, if you look at Title 19 under fireworks there is one sentence 
that basically states - permits ar,e not r,equired for 1.4g fireworks. City 
employees ran ,,ith this and started telling the public that a la,,. had changed and 
fireworks a:rie 110\'ll legal. 
So here we a:rie today, having to basically try and 11put the cat back in it:s bag 11 

because meworks should not be used iI1 residential a:rieas ai1d they should not be 
forned on people because they a.fie too 1oud and very dangerous. 

Fireworks totally chang,e the ,character of our neighborhoods. Over the years 
residents of Jw1eau have ov,en-d1ehniI1gly said that preserving the character of 
their neighborhoods is very important to them. Fir,evmrks go against every 
guideline established for healthy communities. The noise level guidefuie for 
residential areas is arow1d 70 db. Decibels are Logarithmic so the if the noise is 
73 db that's twice as 1oud as 70 db. 80 db is ten tin1es as loud as 70 db. This is 
serious because 10 tunes 80 db is 90 db and 90 db is 100 tunes louder than 70 

db. We should not allow an activity in our residential areas that produces noise 
at these levels - ,especially impulsive :noise ,~irich is much more harmful than a 
steady long durational noise like - mowing. 'W,e all hear it oomiI1g and going it is 
totally d.iftere:nt than nnpu.lsive noise. 

Also, one of the fundamental principles of this oommwrity is the right of the 
public to giv,e input on decisions that nnpact our r,esidential areas - not only did 
the public not give input on the use of fir,eworks near our homes - this right is 
nov,; being blocked by CBJ and the .~mbly. They are not allowing this topic to 
be discussed. We will lose this right if we don't speak up about it. 
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Juneau is headed in the ,,Tong direction regarding firevl'orks. Random blasting 
for hours near our homes is just l\TOng. Yes there are people that ,enjoy the loud 
noise but many people don't ... And the noise is loud ,enough that not only is it 
harmful to the public and pets, but it is preventing many people from being able 
to enjoy the holidays or ,ev,en use their yard. This is not a noise sensitivity issue, 
it is a public safety issue that is being allowed to get worse. Being exposed to 145 
db - 180 db whil,e in our yard is harmful to our health and wellbeing. 

MY hearing vras damaged by my neighbor's firewurks a couple years ago . .As I 
v11al~d ov,er to their house to talk to them about vdi.at they ,,tire doing their 
mev,..-orks went off. I vvas standing in the street at the time about 150' avray. I 
didn't realize at the t:i:i.ue vd1at had happened to me but I knov1· nmv just hovf 
dangerous it is for CBJ to be allovdng these things to be set off near our homes. 

Our residential areas are expected to get even more cr,mvded. We have a serious 
problem with fir,eworks now but it is going to get much worse, as each year more 
people are setting off fireworks in their back yards, around fire pits as they 
drink alcohol and , ... ith their little kids around. 

Our residential areas are supposed to be safe places. We should all be able to 
safely use our yards. People and families should be able to ~ vralks ,,ith their 
children and pets on the sidevralks in their neighborhoods- especially during the 
holidays. 
But all it t~es is one misguided fir,evrnrk to cause injury, or just one loud blast 
to fright,en a child or a pet off the sidel\alk into the str,eet as a car is passing 
by ..... just one. 

Some folks say firevrnrks should be allowed because they are a sign of 
patriotism, or because they are part of our culture or because they think 
meworks are pretty etc .. This reminds of the saying: You can put lipstick on a 
pig but it's still a pig. Fir,evrnrks are and ,,ill always be dangerous explosive 
devices. 

I think the only place resid,e:nts should be able to use fire·works is in designated 
areas . . Fi:re,rnrks are a product and they should not be forced on people that are 
saying they arie being hanued by the fireworks .. .As a community we listen to 
people when they ar,e saying that they are being hanued, it is ti.me for CBJ to 
start listening to all the people saying that they are being harmed by the use of 
fireworks near their homes. 

We designate areas for dangerous activities all the time, ,,-e have smoking areas, 
gun ranges, dog free trails etc. 
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El a Bonn ag,er 01/ 07 / 15 - 12: 12 pm 11 4 9 

July 4th Fireworks over the Water OK 

I think CBJ setting off fir,e, :"Orks mrne a y,ear is sou!l.ething, ·:-e can liv,e l'i.ith. Other 
than then, though I think thel'\e should be a designated place a\'ray fro1u. 
residences for any fire\'rorks other than sparklers. Our pets and vulnerable 
people suffer fron:11. the blasts an.d it isn't a pl,easant thing to see. 

Eagl,eerest comes to mind as a destination. :M'ayb ea bus, like those put in.to use 
at ski season, could haul r,ev,elers to the iuouutaiu for a happy party at Ne, · 
Y,ear's. I think it could become a fun. y~arly tradition. 

Flag for review Ignore user 

Y,eJ. rag ,Aksiep 01/ 07 / 15 - 01: 25 pm 

Assembly members please pay attention. l 
We elect you to address issues~ the i:rr,esponsibl,e use of explosi ,es in Juneau. 
Pl,ease do it! One vmuld hav,e to be compl,et,ely deaf not to know this is a problem 
i:nJuueau. 

Garr,ey ·p,eska 
Juneau, i\laska 

Flag for revie,,· Ignore user 
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Janice Murphy 01/CT1/1S-OS:OJ pm 

Quote from abmnd editorial 

"We enjoy the festive light they bring to an otherwise dark night. They are 
exhilarating and exciting." 

Obviously, this disgusting noise is not offensive to you, whoever you are writing 
the editorial. Maybe you don't have to deal with it. Whatever the case, you are 
definitely in the minority. 

The official firelVOrks should be plenty for everyone. Actually, Ive noticed that 
my firelVOrks obsessed neighbor doesn't go to the official display, no he just 
wants to listen to his O'Wll noise. He will actually go out whenever he feels like it 
and set off these things with no holiday in sight. 

The people who set the noise off in my neighborhood are only looking for noise. 
They are PIPE BOMBS, get it!!! N otbing but noise, no "festive light" at all. They 
have no consideration for anyone but themselves. 

It appears that the Assembly is too cowardly to address this problem or their 
allegiance is not to the public. 
I 

Flag for review Ignore user 
~-----------------------------., 
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Dot Wilson 01/oB/15-11:11 am. 

_[ beco • •• We are mn1g too sensrtwe 

to anything someone else does \\le don,t like. There are people vmo don,t like the 
noise children make in a neighborhood. So, will the next move be for the 
assembly to have neighborhoods vmere children canl be heard? What about the 
people vmo do not like any animals .around? Can the~bly set up a no-dog, 
cat, aquarium neighborhood? Part of the charm of Alaska is the ability to adjust 
to vmat is going on around us. All one has to do is watch the traffic on July 3 
going to watch fi.re'W'Orks to know that there are many, many vmo do. What are 
their rights? Years and years ago {July 3) \\le \vellt to a picnic with about ,so 
people young and older to Auke Bay. All the "boys11 \vere shooting of star burst 
or vmatever they \vere called. We \vere on the beach and the fire'W'Orks \vere shot 
toward the water. Just as my son joined the fun {it was about 8 p.m.), some 
person from around the comer {on the beach camping) came up and pointed his 
finger at the 12 year old and vo\ved to have him arrested. He was a certifiable 
jerk and lucky that no one in the group rose to the anger bait he exhibited. He 
was also a coward. He waited until my son shot off {only 1) before he stepped 
forward and pointed his finger and yelled. I am sorry if your animal is sensitive 
to the noise, but the animal will get over it, why don,t you? Admittedly a time 
limit 'W'Ould be nice, but that should be neighbors being courteous to neighbors. 
Ask courteously if they will set a time limit. Maybe a courteous, not a shaking 
finger, request will be all it takes. Let our Assembly spend time dP.aling the 
outrageous financial situation Juneau is in. 
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El a Bontrag,er 01/ 08/ 15- 10:57 pm 

Can't They\\ alk & Che\v Gmn at the San1e Tin1e? 

The fiu.ancial situation Jm1e au is in is a separate subject ,e:ntir,ely. S etti.ng 
b om1daries on fue, ~rks is not an ,expensiv,e proposition. 

Y,es, our pets ,.,.ill get ov,er the fright, but vdiy put the1u through it? .,A.s for 
vulnerabl,e peopl,e I f\e1ue ub er an old lady I l'\aS caring for, ·:a.king from. her slieep 
tr,ern1.bling. She held 1uy hand tightly m1til nmst of the booming had ended. 
l\ga.in, , ily put the1u twough it? 

l Flag for 1·eview Ignore user 

Dot '\1 • ilson 01/ 09/ 15- 11:27 am 

I like ·the idea of 

designated firel'rorks ar,eas. If smueone is a\\«Y fron1 a neighborhood (i\uke ·Bay) 
shooting fir,e, ~rks I 1eaI11t see that ,can be offensi ,e. I ha . ,e no knmdedge of the 
db l,evels that person l\aS dis,cussing, Most of us have sat in f\estaurau.ts, her,e 
the db l,ev,els ar,e VERY high. On the other hau.d, f\estaurants ofte 1 build the1u to 
be noisy so they ~mm1d busy. Truth is vre all live together. I don1t shoot weworks 
but I do wat,ch the1u on the 4th of July and y,ears ago ( 0 1s) som.e friends shot off 
cannons (3 cannons, one tim.e ,each}at midnight on July ,3. For several years it 
l'\aS not a pro bl,e1u but then the sensitive people ,cmuplained. P,erwnally I could 
do ,dthout firevmrks the rest of the tilne but I ruu not the only person in 1u~ 
neighborhood and if I am. the only perwn \'\TIO car,es I l'\ill get ,ear plugs. '\iVith 
the m.usic we all listen to being so loud, ·"e 1nay not be bothef\ed by ru1y noise in a 
few years ailY\ «y. '\i ,e will all be deaf. Ha ,e a Happy New Year noise ru1d all. 

l 
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Loi rain,e M::m ra · 01/ 10/ 1.5 - 01: 19 pm 

Firevvorks strut arow1d 140 

Fmnvorks start around 140 db. 

****·* N O\!V this might blo, T your mind but 140 db is 10, o o o, o o o tnues 1uor,e 
pmverful than 70 db. National guidelines for resid,ential af\eas is o db during 
the day and around 60 db for nighttnne. (this is why \!'re hav,e 11r ,esidential zones1 

- to protect people - and if you look at our I residential zones11 blasting activities 
ar,e not allowed in these 2iones)******* So to ay this is just a I noise .sensitivity 
issue1 is iC1oni1.pletely hogwash. 

The fire, ~rks used near 1ny hou.se cau.se a sharp pan1 iu n1y ,ears , ½rile I an1 
insid,e 1uy hou.se. Our hou1es wel'\e not built to , ithstand these noise l,ev,els and 
our ,ears ha ,e not ,evol ,ed to l\ithsta.u.d these noise l,e ,els, nor has our 
cardiovascular syste1u ,etc. \i\Te provide prot,ective barriers fro1u noise tor 
vdldfile a11d ,•,te should certainly to do this tor peopl,e. 

I would ne ,er ask ou1eoue to put in ear plugs just .so m.y fa11rily ,could ha . ,e fun. 

For y,ears novr, ·--e hav,e not been able to u.se our y,ard tor days ,around the 4th of 
July b eeau.se of fir,eworks. Y,ears ago, , --e v,?ere abl,e to have fa1nily a11d friends 
o . ,er during the 4th of July tor a picnic on our deck. No, TI ,ea111t ,e en l,ea ,e m.y 
nindo, · open b eeau.se of ra.ndo1n firev;.~rks going off let alone sit out on the 
deck, ith fanril~ , friends and pets. This is not ho\!v lite 01 our neighborhoods is 
supposed to be. W,e all pay pl'loperty ta.x:ies and, ·ce should all be able to saiely USie 
our property- eve 1 du.ring the holidays. :Aly fanrily should be able to ,enjoy the 
holidays too. 
Five\!'imrks are prev,entmg urn.any people from. being abl,e to ,enjoy the holidays 
and fron1 being able to a.tel~ u.se their property and people should not be afraid 
in their hou1 ,, ·;re should be abl,e l,eave our\! i.udo,,\ open and have picnics 
outside in our yai~ds. 



Page 76 of 251

:iElElEl•People should also be able to leave their dogs safely outside in their yards 
vmile at vrork My beloved dog Gypsy .... lvas traumatized by the use of firevrorks 
near my house. I didn't know it at the time but my neighbors "Were setting off 
firevrorks near my house vmile I \vas at vrork and my poor Gypsy \vas outside in 
our fenced backyard. This caused some very serious heartbreaking post­
traumatic stress disorders that she never ever got over. 
These are things that users of firevrorks need to know and this is why 'We need a 
public discu.ssi.on about the impacts firevrorks are having on people in our 
neighborhoods. :iEiEiE• 

I \vas really proud vmen our city took action and helped the people having 
problems "With the bright light emanating from the cell to"Wers. The lights from 
the to"Wers did not impact me but I didn't think it \vas right to ignore the 
problems people "Were having. Now its time for our city to stop ignoring the 
problems people are having "With the use of explosives near their homes. 

Our city put a moratorium on cell to"Wers until they "Were able to put together a 
plan - this is exactly vmat our city should do about firevrorks. 

F'rrevrorks are explosive devices and 'We do not have a firevrorks ordinance/ 
policy. 

I have also heard that some people have lots of firevrorks stored in their 
garages. This poses a serious threat to first responders and to surrounding 
neighbors. Residents have a right to know that explosives are being stored next 
to their homes and first responders should also have this information. 
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Juneau needs an ·mproved fireworks 
-po1cy 

My Turn: Juneau needs an ·mproved fir,eworks pol'cy 
P,o sted: June 29, 2014 - 12: 1Jam 

By LORR}\lNE~[URR.AY 

FOR THE JlJNEA.U fil,\fPIRE 

Juneau needs a fir,e, ilOI"ks policy and designat,ed a1•,ea( ) fol' thie public to go and atel · et off theil· 

fi1,ev,.;orks during the holiday: . 

Fir,el ·orks arie hazardous ,explo i e devices the noise is hazardous and o is tbe fallout. U e · of 

fi1,eworks ha e litde ,cm1tml o er , ~ ,e ,e a fi1,e,,1,,urk go · a nd tbe averag,e decibel le el of a fir,elvo1·k is 

Jl.45 dB. This l,e ,el of noise is haza1·dous and people should be giv,en an1pl,e, .":arniug befor,e being 

,expo ed to it o they can protect the n el . their fan1ily and pets. 

1\•\r,e also ha e peopl,e in our cmnmunity with erious 1n edi,cal problien:is aggra at,ed b . loud ,explosi ,e 

noise ranging fron:1 PTSD to a1ious be.art ,co:nditim1s. In addition ther,e .ai,e fa1nili,e , rith 1n e1ub er 

and pets, mo al'te being t ramnamed by the loud ,explosions o this makes ,enjo~,:r:nient of these 

holiday: ,ery difficult for then:1. o one hould be forced to ,endur,e hours of randon1 blasts fron:1 

fi1,e, ,orks :next to their home: but thi is happening in Juneau. 

ational guidelines tat,e that fir,el i\c:n·ks should not be used in r,eside 1tial ,ai·,eas near peopl,e childr,en 

pets or homes because '11 1be11 fi1,e,1 ilOrks .ai·,e et off in our r,esideutial dist1icts it is too ha1,d f,or people 

to get fa1· ,enough a, ·ay uot to be in1paict,ed by the u . Ther,e a1•,e Hl at\ ; publi,c satety a nd health 

prot · ·onal tha ,varn a~aiu.st the public using any type of fir,ev1,1,ork; rathe · the · ,encourage fan:1ili,es 

to attiend public fir,ewoI"ks displa~ inst,ead. 
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Our conuuu nity designa ,es a.1·,eas tm.• baza.1 dons activiti, all th,e ti1u,e. 1\ :' ,e do this tor atety r,e,iasons 

and out of ,cons.id,e1 atio:n tor otl1,e . Think of tlie gun 1 ang,e or dog-fa ee tI ails or u.11.oking a.1 eas. 

· 10 . oth,ei ool[U[11.uniti,e in .._1\laska ha e de ,e1ojped their oYm fi1 ,e, i\Orks jpoli,cy to 1neet the :needs of 

their r ,esid,ents but Juneau bas :not. 1 · nf:ortunat,el oine of OU[" ,city officials including fi. · ,e Asse nbL 

11neinbe1 ha-. ,e actuall~ blod~.ed att,e1npts linade b~ the publi,c to ,cr,eat,e a fir,e~ i\Orks jpoli,cy tor our 

t ,mvn o ·. ei· tb,e last fie, T •. ,ea.1 • 

The b ott,mn line is the public bas a 1igbt to bmw 1 ·b,e:n and , d1,er,e fir,e'i'rm: ks Yrill be used o that the · 

can a · oid thein ,as need,ed. The publi,c also bas a 1igbt to bmr robat 1isks fii-,e, i\01 ks actuall~ do ]PO e 

to th,eil· fa1nil~. It is also tbe public1 right to be prut of tbe ]Poli,cy nialing pro,c · ,, '11,e11 it frnpacts 

tbeh· li es. This did :not hap JP en \1vi1ien CBJ decided on tlmir ,m m 1i;,.itl1out p:[ oviding an .· notice or 

opp mtunity tor tlie publfo to gi ,e input to lift ou1 t,m i'.n long- tanding ban on pri ate fi1,e,, ·urk 

displa . R,ega1 di, · of · ou[· . ance o:n tl1is pal"ti,cular :issue ~ 1e hould ,all do ,, d1a 1 ~ ,canto p1 ot,ect 

our :Iight to gi e input o:n publfo jpoli,cy decision that iurn.JPa,ct ou1· Ii , · . If, -~ don , -~ 1vill lo e tl1at 

1igbt. 

i\s a co:rnrm.unity , •i'e lmuld al o do , d1a , ;-e ,can to 1nake su[·,e tl1a ,e .· eryone has a ,chance to 

pa.1-ticipat,e and ,e:njo~ tbe holida~ · . • I. lmp is that jpeopl,e yr:ill ,choo e to r,efrain fomu etting off 

tl1,eir fi1 e,,vorks in 1 esidential a1ieas tl1is July 4 and inst,ead ,contact CBJ and 1ne:rnb e1· of tl1,e ~ • e nbly 

to let tl1,e· u brnrthat ou, :ant . o ee a ffoe, i\Orks jpoli,cy and d,esignat,e.d ru ea( ) tm fi1 ewoiks in 

Juneau. lt is tl1,e 1ight thing to do tor ou1· ,comrnuunity . 

• , Lm1 aine Mui 1 a · is a Juneau 1 esident. 
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.· e 

5,59 
PO . . 

55,·3•. ·9··1 ·, . . · .. . . · .· 

ro: 

Tiu1 •fiUer 06/ 29/ 14 - 11:35 am 10 3 9 

ls tlns a sign of relief 

Is this a sign of r,elief ahead? 

Janice [urph~ 06/ 29/ 14- oi:44 pm 

I so agree \'\1th this 

Hffw long ave so 1uany people, children and pets suppo.sied to be subjected to the 
iimm.lSid,eratiou of .sio fe\!v. I per.sionally can1t iiuagine .sietting those things off in 
1uy neighborhood knm\i.ng ho, .Tup.sietting it is to n1y neighbors. I kirn,,Tthat ,even 
i\nchorage has a policy against this practice. 
If the i\sse1nbly people are afraid to addr,ess the issue , -e 1nay need to veplace 
then1 , ith tho.sie , no ave not afraid. 
The follo\'\i.I1g is au e~oerpt fron1 the Municipality of Anchorage , ~bsit,e. 

Can I use fu,eworks and parklers in ... i!\uchorag,e? 

.,All fire\'rorks, including parklers and bottle ro c~ts, ar,e iUegal in the 
Municipality of ... i!\uchorage and the use of fir,e,•;torks is punishable , :ith a fine of 
up to $500..00. .... i!\.nchorage Municipal Code 8.75.040 states: 
Fiveworks. 



Page 80 of 251

The following is an excerpt from the :Municipality of Anchorage -website. 

Can I use fire\lf/Orks and sparklers in Anchorage? 

All fire\lf/Orks, including sparklers and bottle rockets, are illegal in the 
Municipality of Anchorage and the use of fire\lf/Orks is punishable with a fine of 
up to $500.00. Anchorage :Municipal Code 8. 75.040 states: 
Yire\lf/Orks. 

A Itisunlavdulforanyperson to knowingly sell, possess, or use any explosive 
fire\lf/Orks or stench bomb to which fuses are attached or which are capable of 
ignition by matches or percussion, without permission of that municipal official 
charged with issuing permits for such activities. This section does not apply to 
sale, possession, or use of high'Na}' or other warning flares, or of ammunition 
for firearms, unless used for other than their intended purposes. 

B. It is unlavdul for any person to advertise for sale any explosive fire\lf/Orks or 
stench bomb to which fuses are attached or which are capable of ignition by 
matches or percussion without a specific declaration in the advertising stating: 
"it is unlawful for any person to sell, possess or use fire\lf/Orks within the 
Municipality of Anchorage. AMC 8.05.270 A" 
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J..Drrame Murray Ob/ J0/14 - 07:49 am 

J 
, Hi Miranda -As a 

Hi Miranda -As a community, I do not believe bad situations should be viewed 
as a green light to create more of them. 

In addition, our residential areas are not zoned for firework activity but I 
believe the dump is zoned industrial. 

Flag for review Ignore user 

J Inconsiderate Neighbors 

"Unfortunately, some of our city officials, including five Assembly members, 
have actually blocked attempts made by the public to create a fireworks policy 
for our tovm. over the last fewyears." 

Since JPD cannot do anything about our inconsiderate neighbors blowing off 
loud firecrackers/ fireworks the vmole 4th of July weekend, at all hours of the 
day and night, can we call to complain about excessive noise to JPD? 

How about we have the Assembly's phone numbers posted and we give them a 
call?:) 
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Letter: No backyard] ]barrages 
P,o sted: June 16, 2016 - 12: Dam 

Discussions ab out fir,e'\l r,cn.·ks noise in 

neighborhoods and parks oft,eu teatm.·,e c011l:11ue:nts such as this: "This is a veB. heated topi,c betyy,e,en. 

the people pB.io-fi:r,e,i ,orks and an ti-fi:1,e'\l ,orks. Ther,e a1ie larg,e n.m.u.ber of pe.opl,e on. both sides of the 

argum.eu . 

That sounds ni,ce and ,e · e· 1-handed do esu. it? But it is con.1pl,et,el , i1'ong. The ,conten tion is not 

b en ,een pro- and anti-fi:1·,e'\l i\Orks. fo t of us lo · , fi:1•,e'\l i\Orks and find th,e:m ,exciting beautiful and fun. 

Th,e cont,e:ntio:n is b en i\€,en us fi1,e, ·orks lo · eB. s in g,e 1eB.·,al and the f,ev1,1• usei s of ,consumer fi:1 e'\l ·m·ks 

y,..f10 insist on etting thenil. off in r ,esidential ar,eas and publfo pa1·ks. 

Distm.·bing? Vi/hat ,else do,es one call loud booming noises [iesembling gm.dir,e and artillery cannon 

blasts at au~ ti111:rn a ny da~ ? Hmvis it not distuI"bing to have a t,e Tifi,ed pet pee all ov,er one' carpet 

and ,cm\o--;er and hi · er for hom ? To have kid a'\! ·~n.ed and fright,e 1ed an hour aft,er you fi:nall got 

the:m to sl,eep? To ha ,e · our own l,eep disrupt,ed by ,e,xplosion ? 

R,ecld, ? Hm · ,else to describe hooting roman candles at one a nother? Letting little ki,ds hold 

fiI",e, ,orks? Diiuking vvnil,e handling explo i es? Shooting bottl,e ro,c:•!oo:ts into a ,crmvd? Firing nrnrtal' 

rounds o ,er neighbor I ooftops and dmppiug fla1111ing debds onto their pmperti, · ? Starting a b 'g 

und,erg1im ·tti bm.~n .alongside a popular t rail? 

1:ali,cious? Is theB.·,e a bett,er ,, i\Otd for 1 etaliation. '\! rith ,erbal abuse and petty andalis:111.1 b a neighbor 

,, 1flo has beeB.1 r,equest,ed to desist? 

V ,e of ,cour e ha em dinance· add1iessing tho e tlu·,ee obnoxious behavim s and th,e Juneau Poli,ce 

Depaitment is r,ead and willing to deal ,,.,,.ith them: disturbing th,e peace r,ecld, · •eB.1da11germeB.1t .a11d 

m alicious mischief . 
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1Ch 11.mr · hip of ,oe ta.in typ • of ,oonsunrnr fir,e\1\i'Urks 1n a be aUm r,Sd u nder th,e fir,e ,co d,e but using 

th,e:n:11 to disturb th,e pea,oe is not. Cmunmn en~e sugges. that b ettier :manag,e1uent of "ilvher,e 

,oo:nsuniei· firieworks 111:rn.y be wed, ,ould likel· iiuplify J PD ,e:ntor,oe1uent ,efforts f;or violations 

involviug fi1 eworks. 

[an · r,esidents ar,e not o:nl di turb ed by :neigbb or boo d b mnbm·d1ue:nts but ar,e 1rn, T wary of visitin.g 

ou[· publiic parks becawe the · do :not \I :ant tbe:ir su1all ,cbildr,e JI. and pets subj,ect,ed to frigbt,e ling 

noise a nd burning 1ui ii · . 

· [:o t of us ill the public don't \I .:ant to have to m: ganiz,e neigbb orbood \I :atcb. inf;onu ant teius run 

out in our paj aI"nas at 1uidnigbt o ee ,, .rbiicb ju enilie Jerk dmvn tb,e block is ,causing the rucku rat out 

our neigbb m . o J P D or a · oid using ou[· pad~ :for f;eaI· of iujury or a lo t runa,\i:ay pet. \ ·· bat Vil?e \ 1\rant 

isfrn· tbeunde:dying etupto beadjust,ed o tbattbeprobl,ern beba ·.·or a[•,edisoom·ag,e.dfomu ,e ,en 

g,etting a[t ,ed . 

. ,e support fi:r,e\1\<'Ud~ di pla · not b.ack1a1 d ban·ag,es. 

\r:· ,e Y1:ant om· fi:[ e 1u aisbal o ,continue to f;oum Tthe af:ety advice of the Nation al File Saf:ety 

~45:sociation and uppmt ou[· ,e..~sting m. dinanoe p ·ohibiting the ale of fi:[ e,1.rarks in Juneau. 

· \ ,e fmthei· , ·an the Ci and Bm ougb of Juneau to p1 obibit ,oonsu11rn · fir,e\i Torks iu pai·ks and 

[ e· "denti.al ne:igbborlmods and r, bid th,eir we in othei· locations to tlJJ.,e Jul~ 3-4 onl~ . 

If CBJ decid th,er ,e is a need tor an ar,ea \I dle •,e fir,e, rorks \I ~tlJJ. loud r,ep orts and aeri.al lift can be 

wed \I ~ sugg,e t Eagl,ecr, · t ,as a, eiJJ.ue tl1at can be b ooke.d tor pai-ti, · and fi:[ eworks displa . 

C}4lthia Dau, l la.1J J,ennings, Ka.I·la H:ai-t, Loll.Taine ~bnTa} an d. 1Ch :ds P111.1Ssing 

J11.1r0ieau Resid,ents t o1· Action o n Fn ·,e,1;orks 
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:10:14 , 
Pm .S 

Jolu1 Taylor 06/ 06/ 16- 07:16 am 

At the risk of incurring the 

.. ol\t the risk.of i.i!lcurri:ng the \\Tath of those, no feel othen\ise, 1et :me politely 
sugg,est that we refrain fronil. the use of personal firev"'Orks this Fourth of July, 
both for the salre of our honrnowners insurance rates and the safety of those 
around us. 
I know, I know: \\That about the rockets1 r,ed gla.r,e? The bo:mbs bursting in air? 
Dudes, there \'l.a.S a r,ea.son Francis Scott Ke,y included ,explosives in his 1814 
po en1, "Defence of Fort :McHenry," on \'lmch our national anthe1n is based: The 
British Royal Navy was shelling the heck out of Fort McHenry on Chesapeake 
Bay during the '\i\T,a.r of 1812. 
Did he really need to add the disclaimer, "Don1t try this at hmne?" 

Flag for review Ignore user 

Patricia. OBri,en 06/ 06/ 16 - 02:30 pm 

o firewarks in residential neighborhoods, please 

Being awakened late at night on sev,eral occasions in the la.st year, as not 
pleasant. I was nev,er sure it \!\a.S indeed firevrnrks, as some neighbors tell 1ue, or 
a shotgun. I shouldn't have to n1ake my best gu,ess as to the house the noise is 
coming from and then polit,ely go over and ask then1 to stop. Fi.r,eworks don't 
belong in neighborhoods. They don't belong in parks. Please shmvoourtesy to 
others and our pets and \'l.ildlife. 

Cel,ebratory fire,•rnrks at the stroke of nndnight on the forth of July .are enjoyed 
by most of us. They .are handled by pro:tessionals. Personal fireworks are 
dang,erous, ca.using a beach side seat to watch incr,easingly risky. If the National 
Fi.re Preventi.onlll.ssociati.on opposes personal use of fire\!rnrks, why doesn't 
Juneau have an ordinance opposing their use? 

Patricia OBrien 
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IIIOu@I 
578 
POINTS 

Fireworks. There are people new 

rrre\VOrks. 
There a.re people that don't appear to have respect for their neighbors and 
continue to set fire\VOrks off anytime anywhere they please. This problem is 
complicated by the fact that our homes a.re really dose together. No amount of 
revenue could be collected by CBJ to offset all the troubles caused by allowing 
:firew'Orks in residential areas. Juneau has a long standing tradition, it's the 
public display downtown on the 3rd {Vieather permitting) that only lasts one 
hour. 

Flag for review Ignore user 

Ted Ytle o6/ a,/16 - 09:48 am 

COllSUJile1" fi.reworlm. I am new 

consumer fire\VOrks. I am realizing that the letter makes an excellent point 
about consumer fire\VOrks in Juneau. "rrre\VOrks may be allowed under the fire 
code (state law), but using them to disturb the peace is not (local ordiuauee). 
Unless I am mistaken local trumps state. 

Flag for review Ignore user 



From: Chris Prussing [mailto:beadiste@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 21, 2016 12:41 PM
To: Kirk Duncan
Cc: Rorie Watt; Ken Koelsch; Bryce Johnson; Amy Mead; Maria Gladziszewski
Subject: Meeting yesterday on prohibition of fireworks in CBJ parks
We discussed:

· The origin of the technical fire code change that had the unforeseen consequence of leading JPD to
conclude that fireworks were now "legal" in the Borough.

· In 2011, when the CBJ was alerted to this unforeseen consequence, an ordinance banning sales of
fireworks was enacted very swiftly.

· That while the 2014 noise ordinance can be interpreted to allow ticketing of fireworks explosions as a
disturbance of the peace, JPD is unhappy with this and would prefer either blanket use permission or an
outright ban.

· We want the Parks & Recreation Advisory Committee to consider the submission of a letter to the
Assembly requesting a prohibition of fireworks in CBJ parks, either via modification of an existing
ordinance including fireworks in the type of missiles already banned in parks, or as part of a more
comprehensive ordinance to manage fireworks throughout the Borough.

· Prohibiting fireworks in CBJ parks would encourage public awareness that there are problems with these
devices, as well as possibly lessening the number of enforcement incidents to be dealt with by state and
USFS rangers in a time of budget restrictions [mentioned letter that our State ranger is preparing
supporting a ban of fireworks in CBJ parks]

· We see the parks ban as an initial step in public awareness as well as a public safety issue, with our goal
being the prohibition of fireworks in residential areas as well as parks, if a return to the former
Borough-wide ban is not feasible.

· Briefly discussed the difficulties faced by a "pyro park" proposal, such as at False Outer Point on Douglas
Island. Kirk pointed out liability difficulties that the Law Dept. would likely quickly bring up. We
agreed that working out the details was above our group's pay grade, but that we were interested in
problem solving for fireworks users as well as abusers, and that the "But where will we go?" issue needs
to be dealt with.

· Of concern are incidences of what might be homebrew fireworks explosions occurring in the Borough,
based upon sound levels noticeably above that for consumer fireworks or such controlled explosives as
seal bombs and bird screamers.

· That there are a number of public misapprehensions on fireworks issues that need to be addressed,
including indifference to other peoples' problems, anxiety about restriction of opportunities for fun, and
fear of "regulation." We will be continuing our outreach and publicity efforts. In an effort to gather
sufficient public notice, attention, and response, Parks & Rec will provide PSAs (Public Service
Announcements) prior to the September Parks & Rec Advisory Committee meeting in September, with
fireworks being postponed on the PRAC agenda until then, due to difficulties during the summer with
the committee reaching a quorum.

Best regards,
Chris Prussing, "communications coordinator"
Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks
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In order to adopt the 2003 edition of the international fire code, the state fire marshal created a statewide committee 
to assist in developing a set of regulations that were in accordance with Alaska state statutes and administrative 
code.  Fireworks permitting was changed from local to being the responsibility of the State Fire Marshal.   
For reasons unknown, no permit was required for up to 250 pounds of consumer fireworks. 
The code was adopted October 2004 by the Assembly as Ordinance2004-31c 
 
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2004/2004-10-11/2004-09-
09_Purves_memo_summary_changes_due_to_SFM_adoption.PDF 
 
http://www.juneau.org/cddftp/Codes/Title%2019%202003.pdf 
 
The 2006 changes merely used the specific fireworks classifications instead of generic terms (i.e., replacing "salable" 
with "1.4G"), and were apparently adopted in 2009 after 2 and a half years of departmental vetting. 
 
There thus appears to have been widespread agency review, and ordinances presented for public debate.   
Nonetheless, this was a technical code change of interest only to specialists, completely off the radar of the average 
member of the public.  CBJ’s Building Code Advisory Committee consists of “5 members representing to the extent 
possible: Architects, Electrical Engineers, Civil Engineers, Mechanical Engineers, and Contractors.” 
 
February 2011 this technical code change affecting the legality of fireworks in Juneau was pointed out to the Planning 
Commission by Senior Planner Ben Lyman during the debate about land uses under a proposed noise ordinance. 
 
July 2011 an ordinance was swiftly enacted prohibiting the sale of fireworks in the borough. 
 
Last major Assembly discussion of fireworks was November 2012, the Assembly deciding that there was insufficient 
public outcry for them to address the issue with any ordinance proposals or changes. 
 
Effective February 2014 a noise disturbing the peace ordinance was adopted, under which unreasonable fireworks 
noise can be ticketed as a violation with a fine of $300.  According to JPD, there can be Reckless Endangerment and 
Malicious Mischief issues with fireworks as well. 
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This is the section of the 2003 International Fire Code that was 
replaced by the State Fire Marshal to match Alaska state code 


http://publicecodes.cyberregs.com/icod/ifc/2003/icod_ifc_2003_33_sec001.htm 
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http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-09-21/2009-09-21_Assembly_Index.php 
 
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf 
 
 
VIII. PUBLIC HEARING 
A. Ordinance 2009-16(b) 
An Ordinance Repealing And Reenacting The Building Regulations, And Amending The Fire Code Fine Schedule And The Building Code 
Fine Schedule. 
 
This ordinance would repeal CBJ Title 19, the Building Regulations Code, and reenact Title 19 based on the 2006 model codes, with 
modifications recommended by the Building Code Advisory Committee (BCAC). The model codes include the 2006 International 
Building Code, Fire Code, Fuel Gas Code, Property Maintenance Code, Existing Building Code, Residential Code, Mechanical Code, the 
2006 Uniform Plumbing Code, and the 2008 National Electrical Code. The ordinance would also modify the Building Code Fine 
Schedule and the Fire Code Fine Schedule. 
 
The BCAC, CBJ Building Code Official, and the CBJ Fire Marshal met over the past 2.5 years and carefully reviewed each of the codes. 
They incorporated the State Fire Marshal’s modifications and the local modifications, and they recommend approval. 
 
At its meeting on June 22, 2009, the Public Works and Facilities Committee (PWFC) recommended an ordinance be prepared for the 
Assembly’s consideration. With this ordinance, the CBJ would be on the same edition of the codes as currently adopted by the State of 
Alaska, which would greatly assist designers, contractors, and CBJ staff. 
 
Version (b) incorporates changes recommended by the Law Department and reviewed by Deb Purves, Building Code Official. Most of 
the changes in version (b) are housekeeping corrections; no changes were made to the intent of proposed changes reviewed by the 
BCAC and what was presented to the PWFC at its June 22 meeting. 
 
I recommend this ordinance be adopted. 


ASSEMBLY AGENDA/MANAGER’S REPORT 
THE CITY AND BOROUGH OF JUNEAU, ALASKA 
Monday September 21, 2009, 7 p.m. 
Assembly Chambers – Municipal Building 
Regular Meeting No. 2009-19 



http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-09-21/2009-09-21_Assembly_Index.php

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-09-21/2009-09-21_Assembly_Index.php

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-09-21/2009-09-21_Assembly_Index.php

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-09-21/2009-09-21_Assembly_Index.php

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-09-21/2009-09-21_Assembly_Index.php

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-09-21/2009-09-21_Assembly_Index.php

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-09-21/2009-09-21_Assembly_Index.php

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-09-21/2009-09-21_Assembly_Index.php

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-09-21/2009-09-21_Assembly_Index.php

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-09-21/2009-09-21_Assembly_Index.php

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf





http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf 
 



http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf





h
ttp


s://w
w


w
.go


o
gle.co


m
/u


rl?q
=


h
ttp


://w
w


w
.ju


n
eau


.o
rg/cd


d
ftp


/d
o


cu
m


en
ts/0


2
0


8
1


1
.d


o
c&


sa=U
&


ved
=0


ah
U


K
Ew


i9
7


viw
8


Lb
N


A
h


V
IV


W
M


K
H


SSJC
X


s4
C


h
A


W
C


B
gw


C
A


&
clien


t=in
tern


al-u
d


s-
cse&


u
sg=A


FQ
jC


N
H


K
0


SD
0


4
b


gQ
w


5
Y7


7
H


E9
N


G
4


7
3


ixo
cg 


 



https://www.google.com/url?q=http://www.juneau.org/cddftp/documents/020811.doc&sa=U&ved=0ahUKEwi97viw8LbNAhVIVWMKHSSJCXs4ChAWCBgwCA&client=internal-uds-cse&usg=AFQjCNHK0SD04bgQw5Y77HE9NG473ixocg

https://www.google.com/url?q=http://www.juneau.org/cddftp/documents/020811.doc&sa=U&ved=0ahUKEwi97viw8LbNAhVIVWMKHSSJCXs4ChAWCBgwCA&client=internal-uds-cse&usg=AFQjCNHK0SD04bgQw5Y77HE9NG473ixocg

https://www.google.com/url?q=http://www.juneau.org/cddftp/documents/020811.doc&sa=U&ved=0ahUKEwi97viw8LbNAhVIVWMKHSSJCXs4ChAWCBgwCA&client=internal-uds-cse&usg=AFQjCNHK0SD04bgQw5Y77HE9NG473ixocg

https://www.google.com/url?q=http://www.juneau.org/cddftp/documents/020811.doc&sa=U&ved=0ahUKEwi97viw8LbNAhVIVWMKHSSJCXs4ChAWCBgwCA&client=internal-uds-cse&usg=AFQjCNHK0SD04bgQw5Y77HE9NG473ixocg

https://www.google.com/url?q=http://www.juneau.org/cddftp/documents/020811.doc&sa=U&ved=0ahUKEwi97viw8LbNAhVIVWMKHSSJCXs4ChAWCBgwCA&client=internal-uds-cse&usg=AFQjCNHK0SD04bgQw5Y77HE9NG473ixocg

https://www.google.com/url?q=http://www.juneau.org/cddftp/documents/020811.doc&sa=U&ved=0ahUKEwi97viw8LbNAhVIVWMKHSSJCXs4ChAWCBgwCA&client=internal-uds-cse&usg=AFQjCNHK0SD04bgQw5Y77HE9NG473ixocg

https://www.google.com/url?q=http://www.juneau.org/cddftp/documents/020811.doc&sa=U&ved=0ahUKEwi97viw8LbNAhVIVWMKHSSJCXs4ChAWCBgwCA&client=internal-uds-cse&usg=AFQjCNHK0SD04bgQw5Y77HE9NG473ixocg





Ben Lyman, Senior Planner, July 2011 report to Planning Commission on proposed noise ordinance 
http://www.juneau.org/plancom/pdfs/20110610113415.pdf 
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Juneau sales prohibition 
http://www.juneau.org/clerk/Notices/documents/Ord2011-16-Final_Fireworks_Sales.pdf 
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2011 Juneau fireworks sales prohibition 
http://www.juneau.org/clerk/Notices/documents/Ord2011-16-
Final_Fireworks_Sales.pdf 
 
2012 - Last major Assembly discussion of fireworks 
http://www.juneau.org/clerk/documents/2012-11-19-COW_Minutes.pdf 
 
2014 Noise ordinance – violations are infractions ($300 fine, no jail time) 
http://www.juneau.org/clerk/notices/documents/Ord2013-14c-
Final_Disturbing_the_Peace.pdf 
 
Consumer 1.4G fireworks 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fireworks#Current_explosives_classes 
 
Alaska statute 2015 – Municipal Regulation of salable fireworks, 1.4G class as defined by 
the National Fire Protection Association and further limited by state code 
http://www.legis.state.ak.us/basis/statutes.asp#18.72.040 
 
Municode for Juneau fireworks permitting – the fire code now merely states that up to 
250 pounds of Consumer 1.4G fireworks does not need a permit 
https://www2.municode.com/library/ak/juneau/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=PT
IICOOR_TIT19BURE_CH19.10FICO_19.10.3308.2FIDIPEAP 
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fireworks 
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disturb the peace 



http://www.gorillafireworks.com/artillery.html#large

http://www.gorillafireworks.com/artillery.html#large





0


5


10


4 


1 


3 


9 


1 


10 


1 


29 Douglas Area Calls (out of 241 Borough-wide) 


0


1


2


3


4


5


Jan Feb Mar April May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec


Year 2014 year 2015 Year 2016


4 


1 1 


3 


1 1 1 


3 


2 


2 


0


1


2


3


4


5
Time of Day 


Savikko


Douglas Calls


“Savikko” refers to the harbor. 
Savikko Park is part of downtown Douglas.  
Closing park to fireworks could possibly 
eliminate a high percentage of complaints. 











about 200’ radius 


Half a mile away at  
very low tide is still 
insufficient noise 
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From: Kirk Duncan
To: Lauren Verrelli
Subject: FW: Letter from State Parks Ranger Kevin Murphy for September PRAC meeting
Date: Monday, July 18, 2016 4:21:41 PM
Attachments: KevinMurphyDNRAlaskaStateParks.pdf

Will this be the last Fourth of July fireworks are allowed in city parks.pdf
Fireworks1.4G.pdf

From: Chris Prussing [mailto:beadiste@gmail.com] 
Sent: Sunday, July 03, 2016 6:49 AM
To: Kirk Duncan
Cc: Lindsey Daniel
Subject: Letter from State Parks Ranger Kevin Murphy for September PRAC meeting
Hello Kirk -
Kevin no doubt sent you a copy of this, but just to be sure it makes it into the packet I'm
forwarding it as well.
Sam DeGrave did a nice job in today's Empire article, eh? Have also attached a copy of it for
the PRAC meeting packet, as well as the graphic previously sent to you about mortar
fireworks.
http://juneauempire.com/local/2016-07-03/will-be-last-fourth-july-fireworks-are-allowed-city-
parks
Best regards,
Chris
Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks

Page 87 of 251
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Will this be the last Fourth of July fireworks are allowed in city parks? 


Parks and Rec to hear firework-prohibition proposal in September 


Posted: July 3, 2016 - 12:03am 


By SAM DeGRAVE 


JUNEAU EMPIRE 


Come tonight, bottle rockets, mortars, roman candles and fireworks of other forms and fashions will 


light the sky above Savikko Park in Douglas, one of the most popular spots for Juneau residents to 


scratch their pyrotechnic itch. The whizzes and screams of firecrackers, punctuated by loud bangs and 


showers of sparks will likely be observable in other parks throughout the city, too. 


But this may not be the case come next Fourth of July if one group of Juneau residents has its way. 


Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks, a group of about 100 people fed up with the use of fireworks 


in public parks, is requesting a prohibition of fireworks from all city-owned parks. 


“This is an effort to prevent the spread of fireworks abuse from neighborhoods into parks,” said Chris 


Prussing, a Thane Road resident and the unofficial spokesperson for the group. 


Fireworks are currently permitted on all city land, a fact that Prussing said didn’t become problematic 


until about five years ago when, due to a change in regulations, fireworks that used to be off-limits to 


most people became legal to possess and discharge. These fireworks — previously reserved exclusively 


for professional displays — include mortars, which pack a much larger punch than the average bottle 


rocket. 


Prussing’s group is not “anti-fireworks,” she said. In fact, she plans to shoot off some fireworks of her 


own in celebration of Independence Day. It’s the larger, formerly display-grade fireworks that she and 


the other members of Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks said crossed the line. 


“A lot of these things are dangerous if misused,” Prussing said. “Sure, they’re appealing. They’re the 


ones with the big loud bangs and the colors, but they’re designed to be loud, and people with pets and 


PTSD are being driven crazy.” 


The way she and her peers see it, an outright ban on fireworks in city parks is the best way to reign in 


what they see as an increasingly out-of-control fireworks use. 


The group has reached out to the city’s Parks and Recreation Director Kirk Duncan about the matter, 


requesting a year-round prohibition that includes July 3 and 4. 


“Celebrating holidays in parks with hazardous and noisy fireworks is no more appropriate than drunken 


disorderly parties, and an affront and deterrent to other park users,” the group wrote to the Parks and 


Recreation Advisory Committee in a letter dated June 24. 



http://juneauempire.com/authors/sam-degrave





Parks and Rec Director, Kirk Duncan said he will be the person who ultimately has to decide whether to 


impose the requested ban. He’ll be taking public comment from all interested parties at the PRAC’s 


September meeting, which will likely be on Sept. 13. The meeting was originally supposed to take place 


tomorrow, but Duncan moved it back a couple months to make sure that anybody who might want to 


attend had enough notice. 


“If we’re going to do this, I really want to do this well,” Duncan told the Empire. “I don’t want people to 


think that we’re trying to steamroll them here. I want to make sure we have good public input, good 


public process.” 


Fireworks are already prohibited in state and federal parks, and Juneau Residents for Action on 


Fireworks would like to see city parks adopt similar rules. Kevin Murphy, chief ranger for Southeast Area 


State Parks, said he thought such a ban would be a good idea, although he recognized he’s not in a place 


to make that call. 


“I just think it would be good if the three organizations had similar regulations on fireworks,” he said. 


“People seem to think that parks are a safe haven for fireworks, and I don’t know why. It’d certainly be a 


lot easier if we’re all sending the same message: Fireworks are not welcome in our parks.” 


Murphy said that state parks prohibit fireworks because they are loud, dangerous and a fire hazard — 


although that’s more applicable to drier regions of the state than rainy Southeast, he said. 


Though fireworks are illegal in state and federal parks, Murphy said they are still commonly used at 


places like Eagle Beach. Regulation of the fireworks ban is not easy. 


“It’s hard to enforce, particularly for us because of staffing,” he said. “But that doesn’t make fireworks 


acceptable.” 


The Juneau Police Department, too, has struggled with enforcement when it comes to fireworks, 


according to JPD spokesperson Lt. David Campbell. The city may not have laws pertaining to where 


fireworks can be set off, but it does restrict when they can be discharged. 


The city’s noise ordinance, which was enacted in 2014, prohibits residents from making “any loud, 


unnecessary or unusual noise” that annoys their neighbors or makes it difficult to sleep. 


Under the ordinance, setting off fireworks within earshot of people who don’t want to hear them after 


10 p.m. on weekdays and 9 p.m. on weekends is against the law and could result in a citation. 


“It sounded like a good idea at the time,” Prussing said of the ordinance. “Unfortunately, the practicality 


of it is turning out to be a problem.” 


That’s because, Campbell said, that police officers “almost need to catch the person in the act” in order 


to cite somebody for violating the noise ordinance, which isn’t easy when it comes to fireworks. 


“When the officer gets to the place, it’s typically over,” Campbell said. “Being able to isolate where it’s 


coming from and who did it, from an investigation point of view, is a difficult thing to do.” 







Since the noise ordinance was enacted two years ago, the police department has issued about 25 noise-


violation citations, according to Prussing who recently requested the data from JPD. None of those 


citations were for fireworks, even though the department received more than 250 fireworks-related 


complaints during that time. JPD was unable to provide the data to the Empire by press time, but police 


spokesperson Erann Kalwara was able to confirm the number of fireworks-related complaints. 


Campbell is reasonably confident, however, that JPD would be able to better enforce a fireworks ban in 


city parks if one were to be issued. Because such a ban could prohibit people from possessing fireworks 


in a public park, Campbell said that police officers could ask people with fireworks to leave parks or seize 


the fireworks if need be. JPD has no such authority when it comes to the noise ordinance because it’s 


the use, not possession of fireworks, that is illegal. 


Prussing said that complaining about fireworks in Juneau doesn’t typically make people popular. In fact, 


historically complaints about fireworks — and especially attempts to ban them — have been met with 


explosive opposition, “a torrent of resentment,” she called it. 


She hopes this won’t be the case at the September PRAC meeting, and she has reason to believe that it 


won’t be. So far, the sentiment seems to be running 80 percent in favor of the ban and 20 percent 


against it, she said. 


“The people who are complaining about fireworks are actually reasonable people,” she said. “We’re 


your neighbors, and we’re nice people.” 


• Contact reporter Sam DeGrave at 523-2279 or sam.degrave@juneauempire.com. 
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WHEN DID TOY CRACKERS & SNAKES  
TURN INTO MORTAR SHELLS? 


WHY ARE BIG DISPLAY FIREWORKS NOW 
SOLD TO THE PUBLIC? 







THEY USED TO BE CLASSIFIED DIFFERENTLY 


WHY ARE BIG DISPLAY FIREWORKS NOW 
SOLD TO THE PUBLIC? 


Class B explosives included low 
explosives such as "display 


fireworks" which were the larger 
and more powerful fireworks 
used at most public displays. 


Class C explosives included other 
low explosives such as igniters, fuses 


and "common fireworks", which 
were the smaller and less powerful 
fireworks available for sale to and 


use by the general public. 


“SALABLE” “DANGEROUS” 







WHY ARE BIG DISPLAY FIREWORKS NOW 
SOLD TO THE PUBLIC? 


Hazardous fireworks previously regulated as Class B are now Shipping Class 1.4  
if their packaging method confines any explosion to the package.  


As Shipping Class 1.4, they can now be sold to the general public and are 
unregulated by the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, & Firearms. 


NOW THEY’RE CLASSIFIED NOT BY USE HAZARD, 
BUT BY SHIPPING HAZARD 







https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fireworks 


Class 1.4G (Minor Explosion Hazard Confined To Package: Pyrotechnics) UN0336 Fireworks (Consumer or 
Common Fireworks) Most popular consumer fireworks sold in the US. 


 
Reloadable aerial shells 1.75" or less sold in a box with not more than 12 shells and one launching tube 


 
Single-shot aerial tubes 


Bottle rockets 
Skyrockets and missiles 


Ground spinners, pinwheels and helicopters 
Flares & fountains 


Roman candles 
Smoke and novelty items 


 
Multi-shot aerial devices, or "cakes“ 


 
Firecracker packs. Although some firecracker items may be called "M-80's", "M-1000's", "Cherry bombs" or 
"Silver Salutes" by the manufacturer, they must contain less than 50 milligrams of flash or other explosive 


powder in order to be legally sold to consumers in the United States. 
Sparklers 


Catherine wheel 
Black snakes and strobes 


Mines 


The change in classification was adopted into the Fire Code by the  
Juneau Assembly in August 2009 
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State of Alaska 
Department of Natural Resources 
Division of Parks & Outdoor Recreation 
Juneau Area Office 
P.O. Box 111071 
Juneau, AK 99811-1071 

Alaska State Parks in Juneau fully supports the idea of the City of Juneau prohibiting fireworks in city 
parks. By having the city parks regulations consistent with both the State and Federal parks it would 
be less confusing to the public and create a safer and more peaceful environment in the city parks for 
the public to recreate. 

Fireworks are prohibited in Alaska State Parks under: 

11 AAC 12.197. Fireworks 

A person may not discharge a firework in a state park, except as authorized by the director under 11 AAC 
18.010. 

Thanks for consideration in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Ke~y /11 ~_,,.--
Chief Ranger 

Michael W. berhardt 
Park Superintendent 



Will this be the last Fourth of July fireworks are allowed in city parks? 

Parks and Rec to hear firework-prohibition proposal in September 

Posted: July 3, 2016 - 12:03am 

By SAM DeGRAVE 

JUNEAU EMPIRE 

Come tonight, bottle rockets, mortars, roman candles and fireworks of other forms and fashions will 

light the sky above Savikko Park in Douglas, one of the most popular spots for Juneau residents to 

scratch their pyrotechnic itch. The whizzes and screams of firecrackers, punctuated by loud bangs and 

showers of sparks will likely be observable in other parks throughout the city, too. 

But this may not be the case come next Fourth of July if one group of Juneau residents has its way. 

Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks, a group of about 100 people fed up with the use of fireworks 

in public parks, is requesting a prohibition of fireworks from all city-owned parks. 

“This is an effort to prevent the spread of fireworks abuse from neighborhoods into parks,” said Chris 

Prussing, a Thane Road resident and the unofficial spokesperson for the group. 

Fireworks are currently permitted on all city land, a fact that Prussing said didn’t become problematic 

until about five years ago when, due to a change in regulations, fireworks that used to be off-limits to 

most people became legal to possess and discharge. These fireworks — previously reserved exclusively 

for professional displays — include mortars, which pack a much larger punch than the average bottle 

rocket. 

Prussing’s group is not “anti-fireworks,” she said. In fact, she plans to shoot off some fireworks of her 

own in celebration of Independence Day. It’s the larger, formerly display-grade fireworks that she and 

the other members of Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks said crossed the line. 

“A lot of these things are dangerous if misused,” Prussing said. “Sure, they’re appealing. They’re the 

ones with the big loud bangs and the colors, but they’re designed to be loud, and people with pets and 

PTSD are being driven crazy.” 

The way she and her peers see it, an outright ban on fireworks in city parks is the best way to reign in 

what they see as an increasingly out-of-control fireworks use. 

The group has reached out to the city’s Parks and Recreation Director Kirk Duncan about the matter, 

requesting a year-round prohibition that includes July 3 and 4. 

“Celebrating holidays in parks with hazardous and noisy fireworks is no more appropriate than drunken 

disorderly parties, and an affront and deterrent to other park users,” the group wrote to the Parks and 

Recreation Advisory Committee in a letter dated June 24. 

Letter from State Parks Ranger Kevin Murphy for September PRAC Meeting Attachment: 
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Parks and Rec Director, Kirk Duncan said he will be the person who ultimately has to decide whether to 

impose the requested ban. He’ll be taking public comment from all interested parties at the PRAC’s 

September meeting, which will likely be on Sept. 13. The meeting was originally supposed to take place 

tomorrow, but Duncan moved it back a couple months to make sure that anybody who might want to 

attend had enough notice. 

“If we’re going to do this, I really want to do this well,” Duncan told the Empire. “I don’t want people to 

think that we’re trying to steamroll them here. I want to make sure we have good public input, good 

public process.” 

Fireworks are already prohibited in state and federal parks, and Juneau Residents for Action on 

Fireworks would like to see city parks adopt similar rules. Kevin Murphy, chief ranger for Southeast Area 

State Parks, said he thought such a ban would be a good idea, although he recognized he’s not in a place 

to make that call. 

“I just think it would be good if the three organizations had similar regulations on fireworks,” he said. 

“People seem to think that parks are a safe haven for fireworks, and I don’t know why. It’d certainly be a 

lot easier if we’re all sending the same message: Fireworks are not welcome in our parks.” 

Murphy said that state parks prohibit fireworks because they are loud, dangerous and a fire hazard — 

although that’s more applicable to drier regions of the state than rainy Southeast, he said. 

Though fireworks are illegal in state and federal parks, Murphy said they are still commonly used at 

places like Eagle Beach. Regulation of the fireworks ban is not easy. 

“It’s hard to enforce, particularly for us because of staffing,” he said. “But that doesn’t make fireworks 

acceptable.” 

The Juneau Police Department, too, has struggled with enforcement when it comes to fireworks, 

according to JPD spokesperson Lt. David Campbell. The city may not have laws pertaining to where 

fireworks can be set off, but it does restrict when they can be discharged. 

The city’s noise ordinance, which was enacted in 2014, prohibits residents from making “any loud, 

unnecessary or unusual noise” that annoys their neighbors or makes it difficult to sleep. 

Under the ordinance, setting off fireworks within earshot of people who don’t want to hear them after 

10 p.m. on weekdays and 9 p.m. on weekends is against the law and could result in a citation. 

“It sounded like a good idea at the time,” Prussing said of the ordinance. “Unfortunately, the practicality 

of it is turning out to be a problem.” 

That’s because, Campbell said, that police officers “almost need to catch the person in the act” in order 

to cite somebody for violating the noise ordinance, which isn’t easy when it comes to fireworks. 

“When the officer gets to the place, it’s typically over,” Campbell said. “Being able to isolate where it’s 

coming from and who did it, from an investigation point of view, is a difficult thing to do.” 

Page 90 of 251



Since the noise ordinance was enacted two years ago, the police department has issued about 25 noise-

violation citations, according to Prussing who recently requested the data from JPD. None of those 

citations were for fireworks, even though the department received more than 250 fireworks-related 

complaints during that time. JPD was unable to provide the data to the Empire by press time, but police 

spokesperson Erann Kalwara was able to confirm the number of fireworks-related complaints. 

Campbell is reasonably confident, however, that JPD would be able to better enforce a fireworks ban in 

city parks if one were to be issued. Because such a ban could prohibit people from possessing fireworks 

in a public park, Campbell said that police officers could ask people with fireworks to leave parks or seize 

the fireworks if need be. JPD has no such authority when it comes to the noise ordinance because it’s 

the use, not possession of fireworks, that is illegal. 

Prussing said that complaining about fireworks in Juneau doesn’t typically make people popular. In fact, 

historically complaints about fireworks — and especially attempts to ban them — have been met with 

explosive opposition, “a torrent of resentment,” she called it. 

She hopes this won’t be the case at the September PRAC meeting, and she has reason to believe that it 

won’t be. So far, the sentiment seems to be running 80 percent in favor of the ban and 20 percent 

against it, she said. 

“The people who are complaining about fireworks are actually reasonable people,” she said. “We’re 

your neighbors, and we’re nice people.” 

• Contact reporter Sam DeGrave at 523-2279 or sam.degrave@juneauempire.com.
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From: Pritchett, Barbara A (DOA)
To: Parks Rec
Cc: Pritchett, Barbara A (DOA); "juneaufireworks@gmail.com"; "Kim Tribo"
Subject: fireworks-free CBJ parks
Date: Tuesday, July 05, 2016 11:33:49 AM

To: Juneau Parks & Recreation Advisory Committee Members
I am in support of keeping the CBJ parks fireworks-free areas. This would be consistent
with the state and federal parks’ practice.
I live near and hike Aant’iyeik Park. That park is used quite often for fireworks. As my
contribution to the park, I help keep the park clean by picking up trash during my park
hikes. I normally visit the park at least 3 times a week. Especially after holidays such as the
4th of July and New Year’s Eve, I will pick up at the minimum 2 plastic grocery bags of
exploded fireworks and empty boxes. In addition, I am amazed that the buildings and forest
have not caught on fire due to the close vicinity of where the users fire their fireworks.
In addition, I have a dog that panics during the explosions. I hate sedating him; but I wish I
would have the last 2 nights as the explosions sounded like mortar bombs going off. I was
at the park Sunday, July 3, 2016 from 9:15 am until 1:30pm; and assorted people drove up
to the park to just shoot off fireworks and leave. Sunday night, folks shot the fireworks from
7:00pm until 11:50pm. Last night, July 4, 2016 they shot the fireworks from 9:00pm until
10:00pm. They were relentless both Sunday and Monday nights.
I do enjoy a good fireworks show; but not at or near my home.
Thank you for requesting the CBJ Assembly to make the CBJ parks fireworks-free areas.
Barbara Pritchett
P.O. Box 211192
Auke Bay, Alaska 99821
Daytime phone: 907-465-2222
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From: Lindsey Daniel
To: Lauren Verrelli
Subject: FW: Fireworks in Parks - Missiles?
Date: Tuesday, July 05, 2016 3:10:10 PM
Attachments: Missiles And ArtilleryShells.jpg

From: Chris Prussing [mailto:beadiste@gmail.com] 
Sent: Saturday, June 11, 2016 10:32 AM
To: Lindsey Daniel; Kirk Duncan
Subject: Fireworks in Parks - Missiles?
Hello Kirk -
As you of course know, Juneau's Code of Ordinances contains this section for Parks:
"Firearms and other missiles prohibited. No person shall carry or discharge an air rifle,
firearm or slingshot or throw stones or other missiles within the limits of any area designated
in section 67.01.030, and no person shall hit a golf ball or launch other missiles within such
areas other than in areas designated by the director."
Are fireworks missiles? Sellers seem to think so.
Best regards,
Chris Prussing

Page 93 of 251

mailto:/O=CBJ/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=86500675324B42CEAF996534943E3A61-LINDSEY DANIEL
mailto:Lauren.Verrelli@juneau.org






From: Kirk Duncan
To: Lauren Verrelli
Subject: FW: PRAC and PSAs
Date: Thursday, July 07, 2016 4:10:57 PM

From: Fireworks Juneau [mailto:juneaufireworks@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 20, 2016 4:53 PM
To: Kirk Duncan
Subject: PRAC and PSAs
Thank you, Kirk, for meeting with Lorraine and me this morning.
As "communications coordinator" for the Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks, I'd like to
ask for your clarification of a few things before I send a recap of our meeting on to the group.
After the group vetting, the recap will then be sent to you, Rorie Watt, Ken Koelsch, Maria
Gladziszewski, and Bryce Johnson, so I'd like to be clear and consistent.
What will be considered at the September PRAC meeting is our group's request that Parks &
Recreation support a letter to the Assembly for a prohibition of fireworks in CBJ parks, as
consistent with state and US Forest Service parks; this prohibition to take the form of a
modification of existing CBJ Parks & Rec code to include fireworks as hazardous missiles
banned in parks, or as part of an ordinance addressing a more comprehensive city-wide
management of fireworks use. Is that correct?
The postponement of this issue until September is to ensure that a PRAC quorum assembles,
and to produce sufficient public service announcements prior to the meeting to ensure
sufficient public notice, attention, and engagement. Is that a correct understanding?
Your department will be responsible for the requisite PSAs, with PRAC members doing the
actual appearances on radio forums in addition to the formal meeting announcements in the
Empire and radio?
Members of our group can be included in any radio discussion such as Action Line?
Will PRAC members be responsible for publicity of the September meeting only, or will they
be allowed to express their personal opinion on the proposed ban on parks fireworks, either
pro or con? This latter seems to me to be hazardous turf - a PRAC member might be mistaken
to be relaying departmental policy or decision before the issue has even been voted upon - so
it would be useful to know exactly what a typical PSA might say.
Will there be PSAs throughout July and August, or just one in August prior to the September
meeting?
At least two of our group members have turned in applications for the PRAC. The City Clerk
believes that selection decisions will likely occur at the upcoming July 11 Human Resources
Committee meeting.
Best regards,
Chris Prussing
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From: Michael Dau
To: "Fireworks Juneau"
Cc: Ken Koelsch; Parks Rec; Bryce Johnson
Subject: Routine?
Date: Friday, July 08, 2016 11:36:37 PM

This is how routine the constant attempt to dodge other people’s fun has become. It’s been a long
day and I put the ‘startle’ behind me.
We took Mom for a picnic at Lena Beach today. We were getting set up, and by that I mean I found a
hot spot on the beach and set about taking care of that so the dog, or children wouldn’t step in or
near it. I gathered the trash (beer cans and bottles), to take home and carried still hot wood up to
our fire ring. Mike was building the fire, mom on the bench and I unpacking the bucket so I could go
get water (to douse said hot spot on the beach). Less than two feet from where Mike stood, and
maybe 5 feet from us, a startling BANG! Somebody’s bottle rocket. There was nobody that we could
see and had two choices; stay and hope we’re going to be ok, or pack up, get mom back to the car
and cancel the outing.
We stayed. There were no further intrusions but Mike and I had our eye out the entire time. Yah.
THAT was fun. Happy to say Mom did enjoy our picnic and we’re so glad nothing else happened. But
really Juneau?
~Cindy Dau
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From: Brett Farrell
To: Kirk Duncan
Subject: RE: Tell it to City Hall Form:Complaint
Date: Wednesday, July 08, 2015 2:15:21 PM

Great. And just so you know up front: I’m not one of these chronic complainers that show up at City
Hall on a regular basis, attend every assembly meeting just to complain about something, and/or
write editorials as a hobby. My original email may have sounded a little like that, but it was purely
the residual effect of yet another long night of listening to fireworks & loud partying while trying
(unsuccessfully) to get some sleep. As long as there’s a park in our backyard I know we will have to
deal with inconsiderate people from time to time, but I honestly think there are some fairly simple
(and inexpensive) steps that can be taken to prevent a lot of what we deal with every summer. As
I’ve said, I’ve had many years of practice coming up with ideas…
See you tomorrow!
Brett
From: Kirk Duncan [mailto:Kirk.Duncan@juneau.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 08, 2015 2:05 PM
To: Brett Farrell
Subject: RE: Tell it to City Hall Form:Complaint
Excellent, see you then
From: Brett Farrell [mailto:brettfarrell@mxak.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 08, 2015 1:25 PM
To: Kirk Duncan
Subject: RE: Tell it to City Hall Form:Complaint
That’ll work great Kirk. I have a meeting at 10:00a her in the office on Thursday, but should easily
be done by noon. Shall we say 12:00?
Thanks again-
Brett
From: Kirk Duncan [mailto:Kirk.Duncan@juneau.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 08, 2015 12:53 PM
To: Brett Farrell
Subject: RE: Tell it to City Hall Form:Complaint
Brett -
How about anytime on Thursday between 11 and 1
My office is in City Hall, 2 nd floor
I look forward to your thoughts and ideas
Thanks
Kirk
From: Brett Farrell [mailto:brettfarrell@mxak.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 08, 2015 10:20 AM
To: Kirk Duncan
Subject: RE: Tell it to City Hall Form:Complaint
Thank you very much for the prompt reply Kirk. I do work normal hours, but I work downtown and
can break away for a meeting with you whenever it’s convenient for you – even on short notice. Any
time this week would work for me.
Best regards,
Brett
907-957-0692
From: Kirk Duncan [mailto:Kirk.Duncan@juneau.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 08, 2015 9:46 AM
To: Brett Farrell
Subject: RE: Tell it to City Hall Form:Complaint
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Brett – I would be happy to meet with you when we both can find the time.
Do you work normal business hours and do you work downtown or elsewhere?
Thanks
Kirk
From: brettfarrell@mxak.org [mailto:brettfarrell@mxak.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 07, 2015 11:57 AM
To: Kirk Duncan
Subject: Tell it to City Hall Form:Complaint

Complaint
Date: 
Time: 
Location: Savikko Park/Sandy Beach

Contact Information
Name: Brett Farrell
Telephone: 907-957-0692
Email: brettfarrell@mxak.org
Address: 504 St. Anns Ave
City: Douglas
Zip Code: 99824

Department Involved: Parks_and_Recreation Person Notified: Kirk.Duncan@juneau.org

I have resided on St. Anns Ave in Douglas, immediately above Savikko Park since 2006, and my most
bothersome "neighbor! " is CBJ. Specifically, the problem neighbor is Savikko Park/Sandy Beach. One of the
byproducts of living in this area of Douglas is that we're the only goup of people in Juneau (that I'm aware
of), that dread nice, summer weather and look forward to rainy evenings. The reason for this is that nice
evenings lead to loud parties, fireworks, and other disturbing behavior by people using CBJ's property, and
this behavior is completely ignored day after day, year after year by CBJ. Just to be clear, I understand that
recreational parks come with the sounds of people recreating. God only knows why the current ordinance
would stipulate a 12:00am 'closing time" for this park (because the only thing this park is used for after 9 or
10pm is drinking and raising hell), but I assure you this published closing time is not being adhered to by the
users, nor is there any attempt by CBJ to enforce this ordinace (nor does there appear to be ANY effort by
CBJ to enforce the noise ordin! ace that goes into effect an hour before the park's closing time). I'm confident
that if I allowed this activity to occur on my property, CBJ would hold me responsible for the nuisance it
creates. Yet CBJ appears to take absolutely no responsibility for the nuisance routinely created by the misuse
(and abuse) of Savikko Park & Sandy Beach. I am hoping to meet with the Parks & Rec Director to provide
an overview of my observations over the past 9-10 yrs, and to formally voice my concerns. I would also be
absolutely willing to offer suggestions as to how this situation could be addressed, and feel that (at a
minimum) a task force should be developed to address this issue. I suspect Savikko Park is not the only CBJ
park with similar problems (Cope Park comes to mind), so perhaps a task force could address these problems
system-wide.
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From: Kirk Duncan
To: Lauren Verrelli
Subject: FW: "Quiet" Fireworks
Date: Monday, July 18, 2016 4:21:07 PM
Attachments: FireworksNoiseless.pdf

From: Chris Prussing [mailto:beadiste@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 12, 2016 2:03 PM
To: Kirk Duncan
Subject: Re: "Quiet" Fireworks
Hi Kirk -
Here's the PDF. I wrote this to try to elicit some public opinion on what might be "reasonable"
fireworks use on the 4th. Personally, fireworks in residential areas and unsupervised parks
seems to me to be a guarantee of an eventual disaster of some sort - house fire, burn injury or
maiming - but the notion of 4th of July holiday fireworks being the public display only seems
to have been antiquated by events.
Facebook can get tedious in very short order, but it seems to be superior to the Empire as a
means of gauging public opinion. A realtor acquaintance affirms that her company now allots
the major part of their advertising budget to Facebook now, with results far superior to
anything an Empire ad achieves. It definitely seems to reach a younger audience - many of the
members of the Juneau Fireworks group on Facebook seem to be savvy young
women/mothers.
Staying tuned,
Chris
On Tue, Jul 12, 2016 at 1:44 PM, Kirk Duncan <Kirk.Duncan@juneau.org> wrote:
Hi Chris
I am one of those people who don’t do Facebook and I look forward to seeing the information in
some other form
Thanks
Kirk
From: Chris Prussing [mailto:beadiste@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 12, 2016 10:59 AM
To: Kirk Duncan
Subject: "Quiet" Fireworks
Hello Kirk -
Just a FYI -
https://www.facebook.com/groups/1624667477853184/permalink/1649895575330374/
Best regards,
Chris
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It's obvious from public commentary on Facebook that even many of those who felt disturbed and 


threatened by the fireworks barrages over last weekend still make a knee-jerk exception for the 4th of 


July, so firmly established in our minds of the connection between this holiday and fireworks.  To 


propose a ban of fireworks on this holiday immediately brands you as "unreasonable."    


There are, however, reasonable concerns regarding fireworks use in neighborhoods and adjacent parks: 


  Personal and residential structure safety  


o close proximity to hazardous levels of noise 


o  hot flaming missiles 


o  litter and exploded debris 


 Increased potential for injury and disturbing the peace incidents in parks because they are 


especially crowded on holidays 


 Neighbors who use fireworks on non-holidays and at any hour of the day or night 


Nonetheless, the attitude of those who do not find the booming noise from mortars and rockets 


bothersome (who, in fact, consider the noise a desirable feature) is that everyone else should just wear 


earplugs or rifle range earmuffs.  Too bad about the terrified pets? 


Further, there is the notion that if fireworks are prohibited in CBJ parks, people will have nowhere to go 


to light them off.  This is contradicted by actual demonstrated use of fireworks in residential yards, 


driveways, and streets – not parks.  Some ballfields see fireworks; however, the major share of fireworks 


use is connected to residential homes.  Now obvious to all after the recent 4th of July weekend should be 


the recent subjection of practically every neighborhood in the Borough to hours-long artillery and rocket 


barrages, parks or no parks.  When it was suggested in a Facebook thread that people go to isolated 


beaches away from populated areas to light off booming fireworks, a respondent indignantly replied 


that having a $300,000 mortgage entitled them to use fireworks on their property and not have to drive 


30 miles away. To hell with their neighbors who might object? 


There are relatively noiseless non-aerial fireworks. Giant 200-500 gram "fountain" fireworks are 


certainly in this category.  These have spectacular tall fiery displays lasting a couple of minutes, as 


opposed to the few seconds for the shower of sparks from a booming mortar shell.  Most cycle through 


about a half dozen different spark patterns. Nonetheless, obvious to anyone not in a coma or blind, they 


are also a property fire danger and a burn hazard to small children who might wander too close.  And 


some can be rather noisy, sounding like crackling 22 shots, or featuring piercing whistles. 


The demo videos typically appear in a parking lot or field. So perhaps these non-aerial fireworks are the 


sort of thing that could be permitted under controlled circumstances with proper safety procedures in 


place - a designated neighborhood area in a nearby ballfield or park, for example, where people can 


gather to show off their “noiseless” fireworks, roped off to prevent kids from getting too close to the 







sparks. Nonetheless, the fire hazard from the tall sprays of sparks seems to eliminate them completely 


from private residential use neighborhoods with wooden homes. Do you really want a fireworks fire 


from sparks hitting your careless neighbor’s deck or garage to spread to your home as well? 


Thoughts?  Comments? 


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=g6h0qRAA9HY 


http://www.caseysfireworks.com/store/4571671596 


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=BL1p_atEBUM  


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=FAmkGFLlgxo 


http://keystonefireworks.com/shop/blockbuster-fountain/ 


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=qW-z7M6E9oA 


A beautiful 500-gram fountain, complete with ogre cover art: 


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ndxeYZdJlxw 


A frog with glowing eyes and mouth: 


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=cf641vzEhhY 


A “cake” firework – somewhat noisy, but nowhere near a mortar round 


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=eLKmoxs7xfI 
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It's obvious from public commentary on Facebook that even many of those who felt disturbed and 

threatened by the fireworks barrages over last weekend still make a knee-jerk exception for the 4th of 

July, so firmly established in our minds of the connection between this holiday and fireworks.  To 

propose a ban of fireworks on this holiday immediately brands you as "unreasonable."    

There are, however, reasonable concerns regarding fireworks use in neighborhoods and adjacent parks: 

 Personal and residential structure safety

o close proximity to hazardous levels of noise

o hot flaming missiles

o litter and exploded debris

 Increased potential for injury and disturbing the peace incidents in parks because they are

especially crowded on holidays

 Neighbors who use fireworks on non-holidays and at any hour of the day or night

Nonetheless, the attitude of those who do not find the booming noise from mortars and rockets 

bothersome (who, in fact, consider the noise a desirable feature) is that everyone else should just wear 

earplugs or rifle range earmuffs.  Too bad about the terrified pets? 

Further, there is the notion that if fireworks are prohibited in CBJ parks, people will have nowhere to go 

to light them off.  This is contradicted by actual demonstrated use of fireworks in residential yards, 

driveways, and streets – not parks.  Some ballfields see fireworks; however, the major share of fireworks 

use is connected to residential homes.  Now obvious to all after the recent 4th of July weekend should be 

the recent subjection of practically every neighborhood in the Borough to hours-long artillery and rocket 

barrages, parks or no parks.  When it was suggested in a Facebook thread that people go to isolated 

beaches away from populated areas to light off booming fireworks, a respondent indignantly replied 

that having a $300,000 mortgage entitled them to use fireworks on their property and not have to drive 

30 miles away. To hell with their neighbors who might object? 

There are relatively noiseless non-aerial fireworks. Giant 200-500 gram "fountain" fireworks are 

certainly in this category.  These have spectacular tall fiery displays lasting a couple of minutes, as 

opposed to the few seconds for the shower of sparks from a booming mortar shell.  Most cycle through 

about a half dozen different spark patterns. Nonetheless, obvious to anyone not in a coma or blind, they 

are also a property fire danger and a burn hazard to small children who might wander too close.  And 

some can be rather noisy, sounding like crackling 22 shots, or featuring piercing whistles. 

The demo videos typically appear in a parking lot or field. So perhaps these non-aerial fireworks are the 

sort of thing that could be permitted under controlled circumstances with proper safety procedures in 

place - a designated neighborhood area in a nearby ballfield or park, for example, where people can 

gather to show off their “noiseless” fireworks, roped off to prevent kids from getting too close to the 

FW: "Quiet" Fireworks Attachment 
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sparks. Nonetheless, the fire hazard from the tall sprays of sparks seems to eliminate them completely 

from private residential use neighborhoods with wooden homes. Do you really want a fireworks fire 

from sparks hitting your careless neighbor’s deck or garage to spread to your home as well? 

Thoughts?  Comments? 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=g6h0qRAA9HY 

http://www.caseysfireworks.com/store/4571671596 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=BL1p_atEBUM  

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=FAmkGFLlgxo 

http://keystonefireworks.com/shop/blockbuster-fountain/ 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=qW-z7M6E9oA 

A beautiful 500-gram fountain, complete with ogre cover art: 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ndxeYZdJlxw 

A frog with glowing eyes and mouth: 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=cf641vzEhhY 

A “cake” firework – somewhat noisy, but nowhere near a mortar round 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=eLKmoxs7xfI 

FW: "Quiet" Fireworks Attachment
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From: Kirk Duncan
To: Lauren Verrelli
Subject: FW: Parks & Rec Advisory Committee questions
Date: Monday, July 18, 2016 4:20:18 PM

From: Chris Prussing [mailto:beadiste@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 18, 2016 9:42 AM
To: Kirk Duncan
Subject: Fwd: Parks & Rec Advisory Committee questions
Hello Kirk -
A look into the world of consumer fireworks products and shows.
Regards,
Chris
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Fireworks Juneau <juneaufireworks@gmail.com>
Date: Mon, Jul 18, 2016 at 9:22 AM
Subject: Parks & Rec Advisory Committee questions
To: Fireworks Juneau <Juneaufireworks@gmail.com>

From the May 3 minutes:

C. Mertl: I think we need to have this go through the public process before we take any
action. I think allowing the community to weigh in before we write a letter is important.
T. Gilmour: This is great information but I would like to talk about our feelings and
what we feel, as well as getting more information from the public. It needs to be on the
agenda and really be fleshed out before we move further.
O. Brudie: I agree with T. Gilmour. I have some questions, for example, regarding
limiting the size of fireworks. Maybe there’s a gradation of the products we are talking
about what is limited in parks.
C. Mertl: K. Duncan can you make that happen, please?
K. Duncan: Consider it done. Discussion.
C.Mertl: have we had any discussion with law about whether we have the ability to
manage the use of fireworks within CBJ parkland?
K. Duncan: We can certainly craft an ordinance for that. The Assembly has to pass the
ordinance. If we don’t have a couple of Assembly Members who are going to drive the
bus on this thing this conversation will just go around and around. Anyone that wants to
get anything done in this town needs to start talking to Assembly Members and start
convincing them that we a have a viable and enforceable plan.
C. Mertl: I am going to ask F. Dowd and T. Rutecki to begin crafting some language
you would like us to chew on.

We can now check off a number of these points with respect to public outreach, Assembly
outreach.
With regard to the varieties and size limitation on fireworks, it seems pretty clear a major
source of the noise pollution is from mortar fireworks. People are lining mortars up in
multiples in the streets outside their homes, according to at least one eyewitness account from
the 3rd. They're cheap - this Facebook post illustrates the decision process of someone who
both ignorant of the fact that a disturbing the peace ticket is $300, but likely wouldn't care
anyway:

You can't outlaw them they will always find a way in. You give a person a small ticket
for a noise violation but you gotta realize that box of mortars was $70 and the $15 ticket
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is worth it to them.

What that quote illustrates is how JPD's inability to enforce our noise ordinance with respect
to fireworks diminishes the deterrence effect to zero. We need a fireworks ordinance that
enables a simple ticket for possession, and does not require the observation of use.
At any rate, I did a YouTube hunt for something that would demonstrate the difference
between "cake" fireworks & roman candles vs mortars, rockets, & mines, as well as showing
what the land space requirement might be for a safe backyard or park neighborhood show. If
you don't want to be as bored silly as I was, I've put some time markers in the videos so you
can get right to the money shots.
The takeaway, however, is that $500 of consumer fireworks, can produce about a 10-minute
choreographed show using mostly cakes and candles - if one has invested in the appropriate
computer controllers and set up procedures and time. Having a couple of acres of mowed field
off in the farmlands of New Hampshire no doubt helped as well [you can see the rolling
forested hillside in the background in some of the shots - this is not a suburban residential
area].
200-gram cakes are pretty cheap, and the ones listed as "mines" are noisy -
http://www.bigfireworks.com/Products/200-GRAM-AERIAL-REPEATERS/1965-
CRACKLING-MINE.html
The bigger 500 cakes are not so cheap, btw - here's the page from Big Fireworks, complete
with videos. The beautiful "Multiplicity" cake cost $189 (before shipping) and lasts 1 minute.
The "Duplicity" case only lasts 40 seconds.
http://www.bigfireworks.com/Products/500-Gram-Zipper-Repeaters/2539-
MULTIPLICITY.html
Compared with a beautiful $20 fountain that lasts over 2 1/2 minutes [eyeroll-alert at name of
product]
http://www.bigfireworks.com/Products/500-GRAM-FOUNTAINS/2351-ENORMOUS-
ERUPTION.html
So you can see the appeal of mortars as to price and attention-getting boom, as well as the
potential of fountains for "quieter" displays. However, distinguishing between the types of
fireworks as to noise-potential and prohibition of "noisy" ones is not easy. The Fire Code
writers obviously threw up their hands and just lumped it all in under "Consumer" products, so
it is extremely doubtful our CCF/R and Assembly staff would be up to the daunting task of
crafting a more specific ordinance, or that JPD could enforce it. So the answer to Odin's query
about the gradation of fireworks is that it would be complicated, with completely ineffective
enforcement likely. THEY'RE ALL TOO NOISY FOR RESIDENTIAL
NEIGHBORHOODS.
Video bore-athon that I'm trying somehow to compress into a 3-minute presentation suitable
for a committee meeting:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=tSz0h5yf0vE [SKIP TO 12:00 TO SEE THE FINAL
HAUL AND DESCRIPTIONS. WARNING: SHOPPING TRIP HAS BLAIR-WITCH
QUALITY TO HANDHELD VIDEO, AND WILL MAKE YOUR EYES BLEED]
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=q6CdZ9ehr9k [How to set up the show, an interesting if
tedious how-to]
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=E0nj3EXrPU0 [The show - observe the two little
fountains at the start, and the banging mines at the end - minimal use of mortar shells]
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=QVDDD1tX3EY [a much bigger show, including some
professional products, with large cakes, and a mortar rack for 24 shells - again, watching the
tour of the set-up will likely make you dizzy, and mute the annoying soundtrack once the
show get started]
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Gluttons for punishment can view all sorts of stuff in this 13-minute show, with a frosting of
inane chit-chat. Product names are mentioned - Atom Bomb, Neutron Bomb, Hydrogen Bomb,
etc - my favorite is Gold Dust at the 5:30 mark.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=D-eib-WiL5w
Collection of bombs mentioned in the 50th anniversary video:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yWPtF03QM0Q
The mother lode of fireworks demo videos, Spirit of 76 fireworks in Missouri:
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCIgl7L8F3VwGnES_kEZrqHA
Hurricane Georgia, one of the products mentioned in the 50th anniversary show:
http://www.petersunclesamsfireworks.com/proddetail.php?prod=00281

This cake sets off car alarms. I lit the wick on new years eve 2011, the loudness
scared the bejesus out of me at first, and all I could think of was for it to hurry and
end before the neighbors would come out, too late, they did.
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From: Kirk Duncan
To: Lauren Verrelli
Subject: FW: Aerial vs Ground fireworks
Date: Tuesday, August 02, 2016 8:25:55 AM

From: Chris Prussing [mailto:beadiste@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 02, 2016 6:43 AM
To: Rorie Watt; Ken Koelsch; Bryce Johnson; Amy Mead; Kirk Duncan; Kate Troll; Jamie Bursell; Borough
Assembly; Maria Gladziszewski; Rich Etheridge
Subject: Aerial vs Ground fireworks
Today on Facebook:

So you want to celebrate the 4th by lighting up some fireworks in your driveway. Today's fireworks
can basically be sorted into two varieties - aerial shots that can go as high as 300 feet, and
ground fireworks that reach up to around 15 feet. The aerial shots require gunpowder loads
similar to shotguns, rifles, and small cannons; thus, they produce a loud report that reverberates
off our mountainsides and water. The noise level can be hazardous - rifle range earmuffs are
recommended for those close to the action, especially if multiple rounds are being fired. Kids need
to keep even farther away. These sounds terrify many pets and small children, and are difficult to
deal with for people with autism or PTSD or heart problems for which a loud noise triggers an
intense stress response.

For a lot of users, however, the booming noise is an exciting feature. So exciting that you feel you
must defy your neighbors' complaints and tell them to suck it? Well, that of course is childish. And
you're not a teenager anymore.

So what do you do? An alternative is "quiet" fountain fireworks. These can have some spectacular
fiery displays, some featuring whistles, pops, and crackles. So they can make a fair amount of fun
noise, just not echoing booms. The House On Fire from Brothers Fireworks is a good example.
similar products and videos can be seen at Spirit of 76 Fireworks.
What's your opinion? Would these be an acceptable alternative to noisy mortar rounds if you
didn't want to drive 30 miles to set off fireworks on a beach far from residential areas?
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=heT0_tyCIP8

https://www.facebook.com/permalink.php?story_fbid=852844454853139&id=817169875087264

Chris Prussing

Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks
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From: Chris Prussing [mailto:beadiste@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, August 08, 2016 8:18 AM
To: Rorie Watt; Ken Koelsch; Bryce Johnson; Kate Troll; Jamie Bursell; Kirk Duncan; Rich Etheridge; 
Maria Gladziszewski; Borough Assembly; Loren Jones; Amy Mead
Subject: Ad hominem attacks
Re-reading various Facebook threads on fireworks in Juneau, I was struck by the consistently 
rabid tone of those affronted by any suggestion of ending the current unrestricted use of 
fireworks in Juneau, despite the fact that many residents are clearly seriously bothered, and that 
the noise ordinance has proven to be ineffective for curbing fireworks disturbances to the 
peace.
80% of the Juneau Community Collective survey respondents want restriction on fireworks 
use, with 1 in 4 of those people so upset they want fireworks banned altogether in 
neighborhoods and parks.
Nonetheless, a constant theme was ad hominem attacks on anyone suggesting a ban on 
residential fireworks. Rather than take a closer look at why a noise situation could be so bad 
that those affected were driven to espouse a complete ban, the effort was to demean, denigrate, 
and dismiss the victims. The focus was upon forcing those defending the proposal of a 
residential ban to “compromise” and say that fireworks use is OK on holidays, as if this were 
the simple magical solution to the problem. Completely ignored was the fact that if something 
is intolerable, it is going to be intolerable no matter what the day. Distress is likely even more 
intense if it prevents someone from enjoying a favorite holiday. But refusal to back down and 
"compromise" on an intolerable situation resulted in a torrent of abuse. "Agree with us, or 
else!" It didn't quite reach "Burn the witch!" level, but the trend was clear.
Policy solutions to a problem are often difficult to devise, and not subject to easy fixes. But If 
80% of residents are in agreement that something must be done to minimize fireworks 
disturbances, why the rampant hostility and refusal to even look at underlying causes, resorting 
to victim blaming and shaming instead?
The words used in the balloons in the attached PDF cartoon are directly quoted from Facebook 
posts and an email sent to the Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks group. If this is the 
sort of abuse Assembly members and CBJ departments routinely receive from the public, you 
have my condolences.
Chris Prussing
Thane Road, Juneau
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What Is an “Ad Hominem” 


Attack? 


Ad hominem (Latin for "to the man" or "to the 
person“) short for argumentum ad hominem,  


 


is a logical fallacy in which an argument is rebutted 
by attacking the character, motive, or other 
attribute of the person making the argument, or 
persons associated with the argument, rather than 
attacking the substance of the argument itself. 







Dislike fireworks 


Anti fireworks 


Nagging 


Whining 


DRAMA 


Have a lead deficiency 


Jerks 


Be serious 


Characters 


Agenda 


Idiots 


Self-aggrandizing 


Offensive 


Drama queens 


Nut jobs 


Stick up your ass 


Pretty sad 


Dictator 


Not rational 


Selfishness 


Ignore 


Freak 


Dramatic 


Little people 


Small issues 


NONSENSE 


Selfish 


Scared 


Crap 


Move or get over it 


Fake 


Asinine 


Get help 


Insulting 







RIDICULOUS 


Minority 


Complaints 


Waste of time 


Typical 


Stupid 


Zzzzzz… 


Makes no sense 


Just want to get your own way 


The reality is… 


Fantasy land 


Fireworks are annoying & nothing more 


Fail 


Crying 


Get a friggin clue 


Government micromanaging 


Wake up  


Be a big girl 


Just like to complain 


Petty 


Silly 


Naïve 


Annoyance 


Blowhard 


Move away from Juneau 







I bet she gets mad at all her coworkers for 


wearing deodorant. 


--DK 


You are a bunch of liberal tree hugging assholes.  


 


I'd bet most of your supporters feel the bern and 


want to limit celebrations to hand clapping and 


banging pots & pans . 


 


It's funny how censorship works with libs. In order 


to comment I have to "like" your post, well go fuck 


yourselves with a lit stick of dynamite up each 


other's asses. 


--NH 


nancies 







Will this be the last Fourth of July fireworks are allowed in city parks? 

Parks and Rec to hear firework-prohibition proposal in September 

Posted: July 3, 2016 - 12:03am 

By SAM DeGRAVE 

JUNEAU EMPIRE 

Come tonight, bottle rockets, mortars, roman candles and fireworks of other forms and fashions will 

light the sky above Savikko Park in Douglas, one of the most popular spots for Juneau residents to 

scratch their pyrotechnic itch. The whizzes and screams of firecrackers, punctuated by loud bangs and 

showers of sparks will likely be observable in other parks throughout the city, too. 

But this may not be the case come next Fourth of July if one group of Juneau residents has its way. 

Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks, a group of about 100 people fed up with the use of fireworks 

in public parks, is requesting a prohibition of fireworks from all city-owned parks. 

“This is an effort to prevent the spread of fireworks abuse from neighborhoods into parks,” said Chris 

Prussing, a Thane Road resident and the unofficial spokesperson for the group. 

Fireworks are currently permitted on all city land, a fact that Prussing said didn’t become problematic 

until about five years ago when, due to a change in regulations, fireworks that used to be off-limits to 

most people became legal to possess and discharge. These fireworks — previously reserved exclusively 

for professional displays — include mortars, which pack a much larger punch than the average bottle 

rocket. 

Prussing’s group is not “anti-fireworks,” she said. In fact, she plans to shoot off some fireworks of her 

own in celebration of Independence Day. It’s the larger, formerly display-grade fireworks that she and 

the other members of Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks said crossed the line. 

“A lot of these things are dangerous if misused,” Prussing said. “Sure, they’re appealing. They’re the 

ones with the big loud bangs and the colors, but they’re designed to be loud, and people with pets and 

PTSD are being driven crazy.” 

The way she and her peers see it, an outright ban on fireworks in city parks is the best way to reign in 

what they see as an increasingly out-of-control fireworks use. 

The group has reached out to the city’s Parks and Recreation Director Kirk Duncan about the matter, 

requesting a year-round prohibition that includes July 3 and 4. 

“Celebrating holidays in parks with hazardous and noisy fireworks is no more appropriate than drunken 

disorderly parties, and an affront and deterrent to other park users,” the group wrote to the Parks and 

Recreation Advisory Committee in a letter dated June 24. 
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Parks and Rec Director, Kirk Duncan said he will be the person who ultimately has to decide whether to 

impose the requested ban. He’ll be taking public comment from all interested parties at the PRAC’s 

September meeting, which will likely be on Sept. 13. The meeting was originally supposed to take place 

tomorrow, but Duncan moved it back a couple months to make sure that anybody who might want to 

attend had enough notice. 

“If we’re going to do this, I really want to do this well,” Duncan told the Empire. “I don’t want people to 

think that we’re trying to steamroll them here. I want to make sure we have good public input, good 

public process.” 

Fireworks are already prohibited in state and federal parks, and Juneau Residents for Action on 

Fireworks would like to see city parks adopt similar rules. Kevin Murphy, chief ranger for Southeast Area 

State Parks, said he thought such a ban would be a good idea, although he recognized he’s not in a place 

to make that call. 

“I just think it would be good if the three organizations had similar regulations on fireworks,” he said. 

“People seem to think that parks are a safe haven for fireworks, and I don’t know why. It’d certainly be a 

lot easier if we’re all sending the same message: Fireworks are not welcome in our parks.” 

Murphy said that state parks prohibit fireworks because they are loud, dangerous and a fire hazard — 

although that’s more applicable to drier regions of the state than rainy Southeast, he said. 

Though fireworks are illegal in state and federal parks, Murphy said they are still commonly used at 

places like Eagle Beach. Regulation of the fireworks ban is not easy. 

“It’s hard to enforce, particularly for us because of staffing,” he said. “But that doesn’t make fireworks 

acceptable.” 

The Juneau Police Department, too, has struggled with enforcement when it comes to fireworks, 

according to JPD spokesperson Lt. David Campbell. The city may not have laws pertaining to where 

fireworks can be set off, but it does restrict when they can be discharged. 

The city’s noise ordinance, which was enacted in 2014, prohibits residents from making “any loud, 

unnecessary or unusual noise” that annoys their neighbors or makes it difficult to sleep. 

Under the ordinance, setting off fireworks within earshot of people who don’t want to hear them after 

10 p.m. on weekdays and 9 p.m. on weekends is against the law and could result in a citation. 

“It sounded like a good idea at the time,” Prussing said of the ordinance. “Unfortunately, the practicality 

of it is turning out to be a problem.” 

That’s because, Campbell said, that police officers “almost need to catch the person in the act” in order 

to cite somebody for violating the noise ordinance, which isn’t easy when it comes to fireworks. 

“When the officer gets to the place, it’s typically over,” Campbell said. “Being able to isolate where it’s 

coming from and who did it, from an investigation point of view, is a difficult thing to do.” 
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Since the noise ordinance was enacted two years ago, the police department has issued about 25 noise-

violation citations, according to Prussing who recently requested the data from JPD. None of those 

citations were for fireworks, even though the department received more than 250 fireworks-related 

complaints during that time. JPD was unable to provide the data to the Empire by press time, but police 

spokesperson Erann Kalwara was able to confirm the number of fireworks-related complaints. 

Campbell is reasonably confident, however, that JPD would be able to better enforce a fireworks ban in 

city parks if one were to be issued. Because such a ban could prohibit people from possessing fireworks 

in a public park, Campbell said that police officers could ask people with fireworks to leave parks or seize 

the fireworks if need be. JPD has no such authority when it comes to the noise ordinance because it’s 

the use, not possession of fireworks, that is illegal. 

Prussing said that complaining about fireworks in Juneau doesn’t typically make people popular. In fact, 

historically complaints about fireworks — and especially attempts to ban them — have been met with 

explosive opposition, “a torrent of resentment,” she called it. 

She hopes this won’t be the case at the September PRAC meeting, and she has reason to believe that it 

won’t be. So far, the sentiment seems to be running 80 percent in favor of the ban and 20 percent 

against it, she said. 

“The people who are complaining about fireworks are actually reasonable people,” she said. “We’re 

your neighbors, and we’re nice people.” 

• Contact reporter Sam DeGrave at 523-2279 or sam.degrave@juneauempire.com. 
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What Is an “Ad Hominem” 

Attack? 

Ad hominem (Latin for "to the man" or "to the 
person“) short for argumentum ad hominem,  

is a logical fallacy in which an argument is rebutted 
by attacking the character, motive, or other 
attribute of the person making the argument, or 
persons associated with the argument, rather than 
attacking the substance of the argument itself. 
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Dislike fireworks 

Anti fireworks 

Nagging 

Whining 

DRAMA 

Have a lead deficiency 

Jerks 

Be serious 

Characters 

Agenda 

Idiots 

Self-aggrandizing 

Offensive 

Drama queens 

Nut jobs 

Stick up your ass 

Pretty sad 

Dictator 

Not rational 

Selfishness 

Ignore 

Freak 

Dramatic 

Little people 

Small issues 

NONSENSE 

Selfish 

Scared 

Crap 

Move or get over it 

Fake 

Asinine 

Get help 

Insulting 
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RIDICULOUS 

Minority 

Complaints 

Waste of time 

Typical 

Stupid 

Zzzzzz… 

Makes no sense 

Just want to get your own way 

The reality is… 

Fantasy land 

Fireworks are annoying & nothing more 

Fail 

Crying 

Get a friggin clue 

Government micromanaging 

Wake up  

Be a big girl 

Just like to complain 

Petty 

Silly 

Naïve 

Annoyance 

Blowhard 

Move away from Juneau 
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I bet she gets mad at all her coworkers for 

wearing deodorant. 

--DK 

You are a bunch of liberal tree hugging assholes.  

 

I'd bet most of your supporters feel the bern and 

want to limit celebrations to hand clapping and 

banging pots & pans . 

 

It's funny how censorship works with libs. In order 

to comment I have to "like" your post, well go fuck 

yourselves with a lit stick of dynamite up each 

other's asses. 

--NH 

nancies 
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From: Kirk Duncan
To: Lauren Verrelli
Subject: FW: Policy discussion on fireworks and the rule of thumb fireworks policy used in other communities
Date: Wednesday, August 10, 2016 12:02:17 PM

From: Lorraine Murray [mailto:lfm@alaska.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 10, 2016 11:49 AM
To: Ken Koelsch; Rorie Watt; Bryce Johnson; Rich Etheridge; Kirk Duncan; Amy Mead; Borough
Assembly
Subject: Re: Policy discussion on fireworks and the rule of thumb fireworks policy used in other
communities
August 10, 2016
Good morning -
Re: Policy discussion on fireworks
I have tried every avenue available to me over for the last 4 years to fix the problem my family
is having with the use of fireworks near our home during the 4th of July and New Year’s. I have
appeared before the assembly several times. (My testimony is on record.) I have
communicated with JPD and CCFR. I have written letters. I have spoken to my neighbors and I
gathered over one hundred signatures on a petition that requested CBJ to ban fireworks in
residential areas and presented it to the assembly. But nothing has worked. And now there
are many Juneau families that no longer look forward to these holidays because they too are
completely surrounded by explosions for hours at a time. Those families also know that if we
were truly a comm-“unity” then their family would be able to participate and enjoy these
holidays and that our city officials would not be creating policy that works to exclude their
families.
The status-quo policy that was put in place regarding fireworks during the last COW meeting
in 2012 works to excluded more families every year from being able to participate and enjoy
the 4th of July and New Years.
Can we do something? Yes:
Numerous communities across the country use this rule of thumb fireworks policy: if it leaves
the ground and explodes it is NOT legal. Those communities do allow for the popper type
fireworks, the ones that can be purchased at Fred Meyers. And a few of those communities do
allow for the explosive type firework but restrict use to a designated area. Please Google:
anything that leaves the ground and explodes is illegal.
If we can’t control the use of a hazardous product then we should not allow the product to
be used near people because it puts people in harm’s way.
Products should never be forced on people and forcing families to endure hours of explosions
is not only unhealthy, it is un-American. Manufactures of cigarettes used to market their
product saying that if you smoke our cigarettes it means you are patriotic. Similar to how
some people are equating fireworks with being American or they say, “It’s our culture”, deal
with it.
But respecting other people is our culture and respecting others is the core of what it means
to be an American. Let’s not let our ideals slip through our fingers. Relaxing our ideals allows
for bad behaviors to take root in communities. There are people in Juneau tinkering with their
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fireworks to make them louder than their neighbors. What about kids? Do we really want to
add tinkering with explosives to our growing list of problems in Juneau? If CBJ thinks they can’t
deal with this problem now for lack of resources, imagine what it will be like in a year or two.
We need to firmly reject the use of explosives devices in our community and promote the
ideals of civility and respect for others. I can hardly believe what I am asking… Please don’t
allow the use of explosive to take hold in our community.
Sincerely,
Lorraine Murray
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From: Chris Prussing [mailto:beadiste@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 10, 2016 7:06 AM
To: Ken Koelsch; Borough Assembly; Jamie Bursell; Rorie Watt; Kate Troll; Bryce Johnson; Kirk Duncan; 
Maria Gladziszewski; Rich Etheridge; Amy Mead; Loren Jones
Subject: Do We Need a Fireworks Ordinance?
A common attitude from those who oppose any restriction on fireworks in residential zones 
and parks is that Juneau police will not be able to enforce such an ordinance and police time 
will be wasted when it could be better used to deal with theft and drug abuse.
What is ignored is the reality that police are dependent upon community attitude for effective 
enforcement. People need to feel that if they call in a complaint, the police will be ready and 
able to deal with it. With community support, officers can track repeat offenses, determine 
patterns of criminal behavior, and devise efficient enforcement efforts. However, if an attitude 
of community hopelessness sets in, police are viewed as incompetent at best and enemies at 
worst, and no one will call them for assistance because expectations are low. Without an 
underlying community support network, an attitude of community disrespect and disorder 
spreads and crime deterrence becomes far more difficult.
So how does something as frivolous as fireworks fit into a community attitude scenario? The 
most frequent comment regarding the fireworks situation in our neighborhoods is that the 
noise is turning them into “war zones.” Mortar bombardments and the sounds of gunfire are 
very disturbing, and convey an overall impression of disorder and lawlessness. When the 
police cannot even write out a simple infraction ticket, the community attitude becomes one of 
skepticism about law enforcement in general.
The notion that small offenses can create an atmosphere that allows the entry of more serious 
crime is the “Broken Windows” theory of law enforcement. Our Juneau District Attorney 
James T. Scott says,

I am a career prosecutor, and strongly subscribe to the theory that the enforcement of
seemingly minor offenses pays dividends in preventing more serious offenses.

Thus, taking a position that devising an ordinance to manage fireworks noise in our residential
neighborhoods and parks is a trivial waste of time is, in effect, weakening the ability of our
police to deal with criminal offenses. A discouraged community is a weak community. It is
important to convey a strong signal that response to complaints will be prompt and effective.
Right now the fireworks situation is one of confusion, due to enforcement depending upon a
very general noise ordinance that applies to a variety of situations, not just fireworks.
Residents are often unaware that unacceptable fireworks noise is an infraction that they can
report. Or, if they do report fireworks noise, police inability to write a ticket conveys the
impression that making a complaint is hopeless. Thus a specific ordinance dealing with
fireworks management would be an important tool for effective police response to “war zone”
level noise offenses. Police need to be able to write out a ticket for unacceptable fireworks
noise as promptly as they can for a speeding offense on Egan.
For those responsible for local government to take a hands-off approach and merely exhort
residents to be courteous, respectful, and police themselves is to deny residents the very tools
they need to maintain community order. We need clear ordinances that are easily understood.
If we all know the rules, we'll report offenders who disregard the rules. Our police depend
upon community support, and our Assembly must provide the rules for behavior – ordinances.
Thank you for your consideration.

Chris Prussing
Thane Road, Juneau Page 115 of 251
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From: Laurie Sica 
Sent: Wednesday, August 10, 2016 8:32 AM
To: Kirk Duncan
Subject: FW: Fireworks
From: Mara Jennings [mailto:maratjennings@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 10, 2016 7:36 AM
To: Borough Assembly
Subject: RE: Fireworks

Dear Assembly,

Below you will find my letter I wrote on July 3rd. I had meant it to be forwarded and it is still
relevant for the issue at hand.

I will include my personal view of the solution after the letter:

> Dear Leaders of our Beloved Community,
>
> I have loved fireworks deeply for years. My brother and I would make a "show" each year
on our farm in WA. We would plan it all and and carefully select our pieces and arrange them
on the "shoot site". When I moved to Petersburg I would head to the beach/ballfield early to
get the closest seat.
>
> When I visited Seattle pregnant I got the closest seats possible on the top deck of a boat and
felt my daughter dance away to the beat of the gutteral booms and I was full of joy. In more
recent years I have been an assistant to the pro shoots both in Petersburg and in Juneau. I
LOVE to blow stuff up. I love Fireworks!!
>
> Juneau has ruined this joy. As I prepared to pack up my family to seek solitude for us and
our three dogs who destroy property everytime there is a big boom. I suddenly understood
how my favourite holiday has been stolen from me. The special has been stolen. The
anticipation. The wait. People dont wait for it anymore. We have fireworks most every night.
Last night sounded like it WAS the fourth. Many other nights have as well.
>
> I wouldn't like Thanksgiving much if it was turkey every single night for a month.
>
> Or St. Patricks if I had Corned Beef every single lunch for weeks on end.
>
> I don't want fireworks gone. I don't want to take them away on the fourth. I like blowing
things up. I have just used common sense when I did. Because there were rules to guide me.
People meet expectations and they must be clearly laid out. Some will still break those rules,
but they will be much fewer than our current bombadeers.
>
> Thanksgiving wouldn't be the same without turkey, St. Patty's without my yummy corned
beef! I just dont want them everyday for a month.
>
> Thank you,
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>
> Mara T Jennings
> 907-518-9140

Since that day the fireworks in my neighborhood continue at ridiculous times throughout the
week.

My suggested ordinance be:

No consumer fireworks except for December 31st from 11pm to January 1st at 1am and July
4th from 8pm to July 5th at 1am.

No arial fireworks within 500' of a residential structure.

Thank you,

Mara Jennings
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Are Fireworks 
Appropriate 

In Our 
CBJ Parks? 
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Maybe Not. 

“What an errant shell did to our vehicle. It blew out windows. Embedded grass 
and dirt into the paint. Thank goodness it didn’t roll near the gas tank. Thank 
goodness the dog wasn’t inside. Thank goodness we didn’t fully lose our hearing. 
It was an intense shock. “ 
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Hazardous Behavior 

Fireworks Duel 
“There are no photos of the 
 man with his head smoking, then 
pulling off a clump of hair.”  
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“I would rather not be walking with my kids and 
spouse in public spaces to be caught off guard 
by some idiots fireworks zipping by my head.” 
--Facebook comment 

“I've been personally burned by irresponsible 
people lighting off Fireworks in public spaces. My 
daughter was under a year old when a bottle rocket 
flew between her and I, right into my lap.”  
--Facebook comment 

Last Fourth of July weekend a Douglas party-goer fired Roman candle at a 
photographer standing on a public beach. 
The individual was photographed running at the photographer, streaming 
fireworks flashing by the photographers head multiple times.  
–Klas Stolpe, Juneau Empire 
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Then There’s the Noise… 

“It's gone way beyond ridiculous in 
Douglas, I can just imagine  
what it’s like out in the Valley. 
 
What makes people think it's OK to  
explode large firework shells …  
at all hours and on and off for days?” 
--Online survey comment 
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Distress to Children & Pets 

@&$%ing fireworks!!! I really wish these 
folks that enjoy lighting these bomb like 
fireworks off could see what they are 
putting my dogs through. Sure do wish 
they stuck to the July 4th ONLY 😟😟 
--Facebook comment 

 
 My two year old daughter struggles with 
them. They absolutely terrify her. 
--Facebook comment 
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It’s Not Merely 
 Small Fireworks 
Like Crackers &  

Little Bottle Rockets 
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“These are my favorite of all the 
Artillery Shells. 
 Well crafted, brilliant effects, and 
a REALLY big bang...  
the kind you feel in your chest.” 

WARNING 

SHOOTS FLAMING BALLS 
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12” Mortar canister  
for 2” diameter 
 60 gram shells. 

 
Black Cat “Yellow 

Rose” Bottle Rocket 
 

 “large size bottle 
rocket that is a high 
flyer and ends with 

a good BANG” 
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The “vast majority” of Juneau 
households are already in compliance 
with disturbing the peace laws, and 

are content to celebrate holidays such 
as the 4th of July with barbecues, 

beer, and bonfires, and watching the 
public fireworks display. 

Most Juneau residents do not use 
consumer fireworks 
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Most of us enjoy fireworks. 
 

Nonetheless, most people do not view 
enjoyment as an excuse to use 
fireworks anytime, anywhere. 

 
Cruelty to animals is an issue for many 

dog owners. 

Most Juneau residents do not use 
consumer fireworks 
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Most residents don’t want 
hazardous toys around  

kids and pets,  
nor do they think it’s fun to 

disturb neighbors with noise from 
explosions. 

Most Juneau residents do not use 
consumer fireworks 
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For every consumer fireworks user 
there are likely to be  

many people nearby who are 
annoyed, disturbed, or put at risk by 

the hazard to property, pets, and 
personal safety. 

Most Juneau residents do not use 
consumer fireworks 

Page 130 of 251

.... •··············· 

( 



Juneau’s Noise Ordinance 

42.20.095 Disturbing the peace. 

(a) Policy. The purpose of this ordinance is to protect the health, welfare and safety of the City 
and Borough's residents by regulating the time, place, and manner of unreasonable noise. It 
is the intent of this section to secure the health, safety, comfort, convenience, and peaceful 
enjoyment of all public places, such as public streets and public parks, as well as the City and 
Borough's residents' homes, by prohibiting unreasonable noise. 

(b) General.  

(1) It is unlawful for any person to make or continue, or cause or permit to be made or 
continued, any unreasonable noise 

(2) As used in this section, "unreasonable noise" means  

noise that unreasonably annoys, disturbs, injures, or 
endangers the comfort, health, peace, or safety of a 
reasonable person of ordinary sensibilities in the vicinity. 
 

The factors which will be considered in determining whether a noise is unreasonable will 
include, but not be limited to, the following: 

noise that unreasonably annoys, disturbs, injures, or 
endangers the comfort, health, peace, or safety of a 
reasonable person of ordinary sensibilities in the vicinity. 
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Noise Ordinance 13 Points 

42.20.095 Disturbing the peace. 

(A) The volume of noise;  

(B) The intensity of the noise;  

(C) Whether the nature of the noise is usual or unusual;  

(D) Whether the origin of the noise is natural or unnatural;  

(E) The volume and intensity of the background noise, if any;  

(F) The proximity of the noise to residential sleeping facilities;  

(G) The nature and zoning of the area within which the noise emanates;   

(H) The density of the inhabitation of the area within which the noise 
emanates;   

(I) The time of the day or night the noise occurs;   

(J) The duration of the noise;   

(K) Whether the noise is recurrent, intermittent or constant;  

(L) Whether the noise is produced by a commercial or noncommercial 
activity; and  

(M)Whether the noise contains pure tones. 
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Consumer Fireworks are allowed 
under the Fire Code. 

Disturbing the Peace Is NOT 

It does not deal with  
Malicious Mischief, Reckless 

Endangerment, or Disturbing the Peace  

The Fire Code addresses safety hazards 
such as flammability,  

explosiveness, shrapnel. 
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Consumer Fireworks are allowed 
under the Fire Code. 

Disturbing the Peace Is NOT 

Consumer Fireworks Qualify as 
Disturbing the Peace  

Under 11 of the  
13 Noise Ordinance Points 
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At 140 -190 decibels,  
fireworks generate a noise level 

higher than the noise from gunshots 
and low-level flying jets 

Consumer Fireworks are allowed 
under the Fire Code. 

Disturbing the Peace Is NOT 
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Any occurrence of disturbing noise 
from consumer fireworks  

should be considered  
cause for a citation. 

Consumer Fireworks are allowed 
under the Fire Code. 

Disturbing the Peace Is NOT 
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Anyone who complains about private fireworks 
in parks or neighborhoods is a  

REASONABLE PERSON 

No One in a Park or Residential Area Should Have to Produce: 
 
Medical report from audiologist or physician 
Animal control or veterinary report for runaway or injured pet 
Veterans Hospital Administration PTSD diagnosis 
Evidence of property or vehicle damage from explosions and 
flammable litter 
A decibel meter reading 
Anything at all – 

 a complaint to JPD dispatch should be sufficient 
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IT’S EASY TO FEEL TOLERANT & 
UNCONCERNED … 

  
SO LONG AS YOU’RE 

CONVENIENTLY NOT ONE OF  
THE STATISTICS 

Anyone who complains about private fireworks  
noise in parks or neighborhoods is a  

REASONABLE PERSON 
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 If Your Neighbors Tell You 
It’s Causing Problems When 
You Shoot Off Fireworks... 
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Is This How You 
View Them? 
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Is This Your Reaction? 

• Why?  Why? 
• What does it hurt? 
• I think it’s fun 
• You’re just old killjoy 

soreheads 
• You‘re not the boss 

of me 
• S**** you, I’m going 

to do what I want 
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“Why the hell do you insist on screwing EVERYONE 
else because of one or two jerks?” --Facebook post 
  

“EVERYONE else” does not use fireworks. 
 Most people consider them hazardous. 

Most Juneau residents do not use 
consumer fireworks 
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“I understand that there are people/animals that 
get upset. But throwing a hissy fit and ruining the 
fun for the other 90% of the population is a pretty 
sucky thing to do.”  --Facebook post 

 
The “other 90%” does not use  fireworks.  
Actually, make that the other 99.9% 

Most Juneau residents do not use 
consumer fireworks 
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“I hope you all can resolve it peacefully 
without imposing on everyone else's right to 
light them off. ” --Facebook post 
 
“Everyone else” thinks they have a right to 
be safe from hazardous explosives and 
alarming noise. 

Most Juneau residents do not use 
consumer fireworks 

Page 144 of 251



Fireworks Are Prohibited in State Parks 
and U.S. Forest Service Land 

Eagle Beach State Park Tongass National Forest, 
Auke Rec 
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[ __________________ ] 
Patk Rules 

• Disturbing or damaging natural obJects 1s 
prohibited 

• Permits are required for groups of more than 
20 persons 

Park Tips 
• Be prepared for rain and soft, wet ground 

• Boil or treat water before drinking, or bring your 
own drinking water 

• Bear encounters are common, make noise and 
give them space 

• Pack out your trash 

• Please help protect shorebirds by keeping dogs 
under control at all times; do not allow dogs to 
disturb or chase birds or other wildlife 

( _-_l 

····---------------------

Forest Service ttome About the 

!Fireworks reminder 

Release Dat e: J11.1n 26 , 2015 Ketch ikan, Alaska 

Contact( s): "fliiistaiin IFlluh.arty 

KETCHIKAN, Alaska- As the Fornth of July holiday approaches, residents, 
~ 

visitors, and campers are reminded that all fireworks, including sparklers, 
are prohibited on the Tongass National Forest. 

" People assume the restrictions apply just to developed recreations areas 
managed by the Forest Service, including campgrounds, picnic areas, and 
day use areas," said Forest Fire Management Officer 11-istan Fluharty, "but 
no fireworks or pyrotechnic device of any kind may be discharged 
anywhere within the National Forests, regardless of weather condit ions or 
holidays. We do not want to spoil anyone's holiday, but we want the holiday 
to be enjoyable and safe for all forest visitors." 



Fireworks Are Prohibited in State Parks 
and U.S. Forest Service Land 

What happens if someone  
ignores park rules? 

 
They get a citation from a park ranger. 
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Fireworks Are Prohibited in State Parks 
and U.S. Forest Service Land 

No “neighborhood watches” 
 
Nearby residents are not required to be amateur police  
and approach violators to discover such things as  
vehicle make, license number, physical descriptions.  
 
Such a situation often results in belligerence and abuse, 
beyond the pay grade of the average citizen. 
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Fireworks Are Prohibited in State Parks 
and U.S. Forest Service Land 

Signage is often ineffective. 
 
Users show up planning to do something, 
ignore the sign stating an activity is prohibited, 
then do whatever they planned to do, 
presuming that they will not be caught.  
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Are Fireworks 
Appropriate 

In Our 
CBJ Parks? 
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Why Wait for More Trouble? 
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Time to Say “No” 

“It's gone way beyond ridiculous … 
 
What makes people think it's OK to  
explode large firework shells …  
at all hours and on and off for days?” 
--Online survey comment 

Page 151 of 251

............ ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... •······ .. / 



Page 152 of 251

Currently, "Reviewing options to address noise from fireworks" is #31- the very bottom - on a list of 

goals created during a strategic planning session held by the CBJ and the Assembly on December 14, 

2015. But because this noise disturbance is a serious problem for many Juneau residents, we think this 

issue should be moved up. We would like to see a Fireworks Ordinance in place before July 4, 2016. 

We believe that it is one thing for fireworks to be enjoyed as public displays during holidays, quite 

another for a residential neighborhood to be made to feel as if it's under an artillery barrage during a 

firefight by private fireworks use. No one should be forced to endure explosions near their homes. 

Combat veterans can testify to the health implications affecting various body systems and psychological 

well-being following exposure to loud explosions. Also well-known is the extreme fright that loud noises 

cause to dogs; no pet owner should be forced to have to deal with a terrorized pet any more than they 

would have to put up with someone beating or kicking their dog. 

For serious reasons we already have ordinances controlling loud and disturbing daytime noises such as 

gravel pit detonations, barking dogs, gunfire, subwoofers on boom cars, and noise exceeding daytime 

decibel levels for residential neighborhoods. 

However, existing noise and disturbing the peace ordinances seem inadequate to address the problems 

many residents are having with the use of fireworks near their homes, and are complicated for the 

police to enforce. We believe it is time to develop a specific Fireworks Ordinance to enable efficient and 

fair enforcement and to eliminate this disturbance to our peace. 

We plan to request that the Assembly and the CBJ abandon the status quo approach and cease 

sidelining this issue, as private fireworks use in the Borough increases every year. We need an 

enforceable Fireworks Ordinance in place before a situation develops resulting in personal injury, 

property damage, or neighborhood altercation. Possible options for such an ordinance: 

W&IERE DO YOU STAND ON THIS ISSUE? 

~ 2 3 4 

Private Private Private Private Private 

Fireworks Fireworks Fireworks Fireworks Fireworks 

Legal, Legal, Subject Prohibited in Permitted Only Prohibited 

Subject to to Disturbing Residential on Certain Throughout 

Existing the Peace Zones Holidays and in City 

Disturbing Ordinance Designated 

the Peace Designed Public Areas 

Ordinances Specifically for 

(status quo) Fireworks 

Survey available online at: 

http:ljwww.thepetitionsite.com/613/446/284/where-do-you-stand-on-the-juneau-fireworks-problem/ 

If you would like to join us in requesting Assembly action on this issue, please contact: 

Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks juneaufireworks@gmail.com 
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Survey Responses from Douglas Residents 

#4 works for me. I live in Douglas and am tired of JPD never doing anything about the drunks who 

come stumbling out of Louie's and light fireworks off in the Gas station parking lot. 

It's gone way beyond ridiculous in Douglas, I can just imagine what it's like out in the Valley. What 

makes people think it's ok to explode large firework shells above their neighbor's home, at all hours 

and on and off for days. 

#1 for me. We get fireworks every year but unlike some of our friends that shoot them off in their 

neighborhoods pissing off all those around them in their densely populated downtown Douglas area 

we shoot them off at the beach. I can see both sides of the coin but I don't think more regulating is a 

great choice. 

Even though I know they are fireworks, it still sends my heart into an irregular rhythm ... not a good 

feeling. Hard enough to sleep without that bullshit. 

We'd be happy to show you what an errant shell did to the rear windows of our vehicle. Why should 

we have to keep our heads down and hope that the fireworks are 'safe', that the person(s) setting 

them off are sober. in safety gear and are aware of 'safe distances'? This last January, a shell came 

down before it exploded between our roof lines. Who is going to come forward with insurance if 

something happens? We don't want to be forced to celebrate a holiday the way our neighbors 

choose to celebrate. Neither do our pets. Fireworks do not belong in residential neighborhoods. 

PRAC May 3 2016 

• Fi reworksoffensesocn.- after 10.00PM i nto early morn~ hours. Controlh~ 

f i reworkswou d Jee,, ha-.·e astgn ficant effect on reduc•~ nose comp a·rr..s 

• Pol1ceresponse ·s 11m ted S1mpfylocat·nganof!ense sd1ff1Cu . Verbalwarn ~ s 

the h ke•1en•orcement responseto'ireworkscompla nts, andonty 'or 1 in 6calls 

Only bark1re dog and bad mu"'ler notse c .. a: ons have been ssued dur ~ the 2 

years s nee adoption of ourdtSturblngthepeacenoiseord nance. 

• Signage s hke'ytobe ,gnored. possblyvanda zed 

• Expecting"'ne ghborhoodwatch .. actrvityto reduceo•enses,sna,vew thout close 

coo rd , nation v. 1h JPD and a dedicated ne ghbo·hood contact network to share 

informat on Peop e d slkecalingpoltCe. ObsefVefSWtllbehampered bydifftCUity 

in getti,e c oseeooughto pro: deanadequatedescript,ontoJPO even of 

somethi~ ass mpteasa icenseplatenumber. Api:roach1re o~endefs isusua01an 

·nt m dat1~ andharrom~ experience. 'orw h tChthe averageperson suntra1ned. 

• SUGGESTION: C oseSav kkotogroup activity after 10 pm to m1nim1zeno·se. 

a ow ng nd. dua.sorcoup esofdog-wa kersandmoon~a::ers. ContactJPDto 

est al:> sh spec ' ic o• ,cers as contact persons tor a ne.ghborhood watch network. 

• REQUEST:A letter from PRACtoAssernbty reques:1ngf reworksproh bition i nparks. 
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GRATEFUL DOGS OF JUNEAU FIREWORKS QUESTIONNAIRE 

gd-info@gratefuldogsofjuneau.org 

How Should CBJ Regulate Fireworks in Juneau? 

Ban ALL fireworks in Juneau 
--
-- Allow authorized public displays of fireworks but ban personal use of fireworks 

__ limit the time, place, and seasons where personal fireworks can be used 

__ No regulation of fireworks 

__ Other opinion or no opinion 

Are members of your family or your pets adversely affected by fireworks? 

NO 

YES If yes, slightly __ ; moderately __ _,· significantly __ _,· severely __ _ 

FIREWORKS QUESTIONNAIRE 

How Should CBJ Regulate Fireworks in Juneau? 

Ban ALL fireworks in Juneau 
--
-- Allow authorized public displays of fireworks but ban personal use of fireworks 

__ Limit the time, place, and seasons where personal fireworks can be used 

__ No regulation of fireworks 

__ Other opinion or no opinion 

Are members of your family or your pets adversely affected by fireworks? 

NO 

_ YES If yes, slightly __ ; moderately __ _,· significantly __ _,· severely __ _ 



WHEN DID TOY CRACKERS & SNAKES  
TURN INTO MORTAR SHELLS? 

WHY ARE BIG DISPLAY FIREWORKS NOW 
SOLD TO THE PUBLIC? 
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"These are my favorite of all the 
Artillery Shells. 
Well crafted, brilliant effects, and 

a REALLY big bang ... 
the kind you feel in your chest." 

WARNING 
SHOOTS FLAMING BALLS 



THEY USED TO BE CLASSIFIED DIFFERENTLY 

WHY ARE BIG DISPLAY FIREWORKS NOW 
SOLD TO THE PUBLIC? 

Class B explosives included low 
explosives such as "display 

fireworks" which were the larger 
and more powerful fireworks 
used at most public displays. 

Class C explosives included other 
low explosives such as igniters, fuses 

and "common fireworks", which 
were the smaller and less powerful 
fireworks available for sale to and 

use by the general public. 

“SALABLE” “DANGEROUS” 
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I 
I 
I "These are my favorite af all the 

I 
Artillery Shells. 
Well crafted, brilliant effects, and 

I a REALLY big bang ... 
the kind you feel in your chest." 

I 
I WARNING 

SHOOTS FLAMING • AU.S 

I 
I 
I 

0 0 r I 
0 I 

I 

I h I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



WHY ARE BIG DISPLAY FIREWORKS NOW 
SOLD TO THE PUBLIC? 

Hazardous fireworks previously regulated as Class B are now Shipping Class 1.4  
if their packaging method confines any explosion to the package.  

As Shipping Class 1.4, they can now be sold to the general public and are 
unregulated by the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, & Firearms. 

NOW THEY’RE CLASSIFIED NOT BY USE HAZARD, 
BUT BY SHIPPING HAZARD 
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"These are my favorite of all the 
Artillery Shells. 
Well crafted, brilliant effects, and 

a REALLY big bang ... 
the kind you feel in your chest." 

WARNING 
SHOOTS FLAMING BALLS 



https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fireworks 

Class 1.4G (Minor Explosion Hazard Confined To Package: Pyrotechnics) UN0336 Fireworks (Consumer or 
Common Fireworks) Most popular consumer fireworks sold in the US. 

 
Reloadable aerial shells 1.75" or less sold in a box with not more than 12 shells and one launching tube 

 
Single-shot aerial tubes 

Bottle rockets 
Skyrockets and missiles 

Ground spinners, pinwheels and helicopters 
Flares & fountains 

Roman candles 
Smoke and novelty items 

 
Multi-shot aerial devices, or "cakes“ 

 
Firecracker packs. Although some firecracker items may be called "M-80's", "M-1000's", "Cherry bombs" or 
"Silver Salutes" by the manufacturer, they must contain less than 50 milligrams of flash or other explosive 

powder in order to be legally sold to consumers in the United States. 
Sparklers 

Catherine wheel 
Black snakes and strobes 

Mines 

The change in classification was adopted into the Fire Code by the  
Juneau Assembly in August 2009 Page 158 of 251

ch n 



In order to adopt the 2003 edition of the international fire code, the state fire marshal created a statewide committee 
to assist in developing a set of regulations that were in accordance with Alaska state statutes and administrative 
code.  Fireworks permitting was changed from local to being the responsibility of the State Fire Marshal.   
For reasons unknown, no permit was required for up to 250 pounds of consumer fireworks. 
The code was adopted October 2004 by the Assembly as Ordinance2004-31c 
 
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2004/2004-10-11/2004-09-
09_Purves_memo_summary_changes_due_to_SFM_adoption.PDF 
 
http://www.juneau.org/cddftp/Codes/Title%2019%202003.pdf 
 
The 2006 changes merely used the specific fireworks classifications instead of generic terms (i.e., replacing "salable" 
with "1.4G"), and were apparently adopted in 2009 after 2 and a half years of departmental vetting. 
 
There thus appears to have been widespread agency review, and ordinances presented for public debate.   
Nonetheless, this was a technical code change of interest only to specialists, completely off the radar of the average 
member of the public.  CBJ’s Building Code Advisory Committee consists of “5 members representing to the extent 
possible: Architects, Electrical Engineers, Civil Engineers, Mechanical Engineers, and Contractors.” 
 
February 2011 this technical code change affecting the legality of fireworks in Juneau was pointed out to the Planning 
Commission by Senior Planner Ben Lyman during the debate about land uses under a proposed noise ordinance. 
 
July 2011 an ordinance was swiftly enacted prohibiting the sale of fireworks in the borough. 
 
Last major Assembly discussion of fireworks was November 2012, the Assembly deciding that there was insufficient 
public outcry for them to address the issue with any ordinance proposals or changes. 
 
Effective February 2014 a noise disturbing the peace ordinance was adopted, under which unreasonable fireworks 
noise can be ticketed as a violation with a fine of $300.  According to JPD, there can be Reckless Endangerment and 
Malicious Mischief issues with fireworks as well. 
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MEMORAN,DUM CITY /BOROUGH OF JUNEAU 
155 South Seward Street,. Juneau, Allaska 99801 

DATE: 

TO: 

THRO . 

FRO 

September 7, 2004 

Mayor Bruce Botelho and Bor,ough Assemb y 

- ~ Da]e Pemula, Director 4p1 
ommunity Devdopment Department 

11
/) 

Debbie Purves, Building Official ~ r~ 
Community De1,1 ,e[opment Department -

SUBJECT: Tit]e 19 Building Code Adopti0ill Additional hanges as R,esult of State ire 
MarshaiJI. Adoption - Ordi anc,e 2004-3 1 

The Alaska Statutes (AS 18..70.080) gi ,e the State Fire Marsha] the authority to adop the state 
building, mechanical and fire codes. as well as to regulate the adoption of those codes by ]ocal 
jurisdictions such as the City and Borough of Juneau. A]aska Admini -trative Code 
] JAA.C50.075 requires that in order for the local jurisdiction to adopt these -codes it must adopt 
a bui.Jding fire safety insp -ction p11ogram that meets or exc eds the.State program. 

During the preparation of State regulation changes to adopt th.e 2003 ed.itions of the codes, the 
State •ire arsha: created a statewide committee to assist in development of a set of regulations 
that ere acceptable statewide .. The Juneau bu.Ldiug official · a.s a member of thait com.mittee. 
Upon oompletion. the State Fire .arshal had the draft regulations posted to the State web site. 
That s -t ofregufations was used to ,deve op the Juneau draft of Title 19. l e State F"re Marshal 
.regu]ation.s were en to the tate Department of Law for their rev·ew last year and finally sent to 
the Lieutenant Governors office in Ju1y of th 's year with no notification. to CDD of any changes .. 

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2004/2004-10-11/2004-09-09_Purves_memo_summary_changes_due_to_SFM_adoption.PDF
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In late July, CDD staff noticed that a new draft of the state regulations had been posted to the 
State fir,e -arsrnd's web sit,e and detemtined that it should be checked for consistency with the 
draft Junea had used in the Tide 19 preparation. D e to vacations and workload, the second 
review was just completed on. September 2, 2004. The following are the changes to Title 19 that 
the Cll.lITent and fonner building officials believe are necessary to meet the intent of tbe State Fire 
Marshal's regulations, so that Juneau w·n adopt cod. s that will meet ore •ceed those of th State 
of Alaska. as required by la"w. 

In addition minor editorial type chan,ges to Tit] 19 as shown on the attached 2-page table have 
been sent to Law Dept.. to incorporate into Ordinance 2004~3 1. These minor change:s and the 
changes as foJlow ha.ve been sent to, Eric Mohrmann, · ire Chief, and to the building code 
ad isory committee. All are on board with the pro:posed changes ... 

1. The State Fire Marshal has chang d the definition of an Existing Building to c,o,rrespo:nd w'th 
the ffect ive date of the adoption of the new tate regulattons. In order for th.is date to be 
consistent throughout the codes~ the new definition n eds to be added to Title I 9 as fo[]ows : 

CITY/B0ROUCH Of JUNIEAU * Al.A.SKAS CAPITAL Cl:TY 

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2004/2004-10-11/2004-09-09_Purves_memo_summary_changes_due_to_SFM_adoption.PDF
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This is the section of the 2003 International Fire Code that was 
replaced by the State Fire Marshal to match Alaska state code 

http://publicecodes.cyberregs.com/icod/ifc/2003/icod_ifc_2003_33_sec001.htm 
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3308, l General. 
3308.2 Permit a lication. 
3308,3 Approved displays . 
3308.4 Clearance . 
3308,5 Storage of fi reworks at display site . 
3308,6 Insta llation of mortars . 
3308, 7 Handling, 
3308,8 Display supervision . 
3308.9 Post-display inspection . 
3308.10 Disposa l. 
3308.11 Reta il display and sale. 
3308, l General. 
3308,2 Permit application , 
3308, 3 Approved displays, 
3308.4 Clearance. 
3308.5 Storage of fireworks at display site . 

3308,6 Insta llation of mortars , •--------------------------------------- .. 
3308,7 Handling. I I 
3308,8 Display supervision . 
3308,9 Post-display inspection . 

3308.10 Disposa l. .. -------------------------------------• 3308,11 Reta il display and sale. 

is Top rl' Previous Section 9:l- Next Section To view the next subsection please select the Next Section option, 

3308.2 Permit applicat ion. 

Pri or to issuing pem1its fo r fi reworks display, plans fo r the display, inspections of the display site, and demonstrations of the display operations shall be approved. 

is Top rl' Previous Section 9:l- Next Section To view the next subsection please select the Next Section option, 

http://publicecodes.cyberregs.com/icod/ifc/2003/icod_ifc_2003_33_sec001.htm
http://publicecodes.cyberregs.com/icod/ifc/2003/icod_ifc_2003_33_sec001.htm
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10. Another revision in the tate fire Marshal's regulation of fueworks requires mi Alaska tate 
permit rather than a permit from a ~ocal fire department. Since tlle requirements for the State 
permit are contained in the tate regulation, it is not nece,ssary to repeat them in 'fide 19. 

19.10.3308.2 Fir,eworks display ; permit .applicatioa. 

D le:te and add the foliowi.ng: 

"Pe:nnit application. A license or perm·t must be obtained from the State Fire Marshal.'s 
office to conduct fireworks activities including: 

(1) a. Wnolesaler's L"cense, as de-scribed in AS 18.72., to seU, or possess or 
traru.l)ort for sale,. salable or dangerous fif.eworks at wholesale· 

(2) a Retailer' s Pennit, as described in AS 18.72, for each location where the 
applicant intends to seU, or possess. or transport for sale, sa]able fireworks at retail; 

(3) a Pyrotechnic Operator's .P'e:rmit to conduct a fireworks display or non-routine 
testing of dangerous fireworks, or to possess or transport fireworks for display or nun­
rou.tine testing of dangerous. fireworks; 

(4) a Fireworks Event Permit fur each event involving public or private display of 
any amount of dangerous fireworks or 250 gross pounds (113.4 kg) of salab]e fireworks; 
or 

( 5) rui Annual Penn· t for routine testing of dan,gerous fireworks .. 

A permit under (5) of this subsection may be obtained from the State Fire Marshal's 
office or,. on a form approved by the State Fire Marshal, from the fire chief. 

Mayor Bruce BotehJ.o and Borough Assembly 
TtJe 19 uilding Code Adoption Additional Change - Ordinance 2004-31 
September 7, 2004 
Page 7 of7 

An applicant for a Fireworks Event Permit under item (4) ,ofthis subsectfon or for testing 
under item (5) of this subsection must ho,ld a valid Pyrotechnic Operators Pennit u der 
item (3) of this subsectioi ." (SFM, partial), 

cc: Rod S ope) City anager 
onna Pierce;, Deputy City Manager 

J,ohn Hartle, City Attorney. 
Eric Mohnnann~ Ffre Chief, Capital Cfry Fir-el ,escue 

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2004/2004-10-11/2004-09-09_Purves_memo_summary_changes_due_to_SFM_adoption.PDF
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2004/2004-10-11/2004-09-09_Purves_memo_summary_changes_due_to_SFM_adoption.PDF
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2004/2004-10-11/2004-09-09_Purves_memo_summary_changes_due_to_SFM_adoption.PDF
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2004/2004-10-11/2004-09-09_Purves_memo_summary_changes_due_to_SFM_adoption.PDF
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2004/2004-10-11/2004-09-09_Purves_memo_summary_changes_due_to_SFM_adoption.PDF
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2004/2004-10-11/2004-09-09_Purves_memo_summary_changes_due_to_SFM_adoption.PDF
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2004/2004-10-11/2004-09-09_Purves_memo_summary_changes_due_to_SFM_adoption.PDF
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2004/2004-10-11/2004-09-09_Purves_memo_summary_changes_due_to_SFM_adoption.PDF
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2004/2004-10-11/2004-09-09_Purves_memo_summary_changes_due_to_SFM_adoption.PDF
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2004/2004-10-11/2004-09-09_Purves_memo_summary_changes_due_to_SFM_adoption.PDF


 
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-09-21/2009-09-21_Assembly_Index.php 
 
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf 
 
 
VIII. PUBLIC HEARING 
A. Ordinance 2009-16(b) 
An Ordinance Repealing And Reenacting The Building Regulations, And Amending The Fire Code Fine Schedule And The Building Code 
Fine Schedule. 
 
This ordinance would repeal CBJ Title 19, the Building Regulations Code, and reenact Title 19 based on the 2006 model codes, with 
modifications recommended by the Building Code Advisory Committee (BCAC). The model codes include the 2006 International 
Building Code, Fire Code, Fuel Gas Code, Property Maintenance Code, Existing Building Code, Residential Code, Mechanical Code, the 
2006 Uniform Plumbing Code, and the 2008 National Electrical Code. The ordinance would also modify the Building Code Fine 
Schedule and the Fire Code Fine Schedule. 
 
The BCAC, CBJ Building Code Official, and the CBJ Fire Marshal met over the past 2.5 years and carefully reviewed each of the codes. 
They incorporated the State Fire Marshal’s modifications and the local modifications, and they recommend approval. 
 
At its meeting on June 22, 2009, the Public Works and Facilities Committee (PWFC) recommended an ordinance be prepared for the 
Assembly’s consideration. With this ordinance, the CBJ would be on the same edition of the codes as currently adopted by the State of 
Alaska, which would greatly assist designers, contractors, and CBJ staff. 
 
Version (b) incorporates changes recommended by the Law Department and reviewed by Deb Purves, Building Code Official. Most of 
the changes in version (b) are housekeeping corrections; no changes were made to the intent of proposed changes reviewed by the 
BCAC and what was presented to the PWFC at its June 22 meeting. 
 
I recommend this ordinance be adopted. 

ASSEMBLY AGENDA/MANAGER’S REPORT 
THE CITY AND BOROUGH OF JUNEAU, ALASKA 
Monday September 21, 2009, 7 p.m. 
Assembly Chambers – Municipal Building 
Regular Meeting No. 2009-19 
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1'Permitapplication. A lkens or permit mu t be obtained from th Slat fi 
ars'hal1 office to conduct fif . work acth,Hi s a. de r:ibed in ec ion I05.6 o: 

the IFC incl dling: 

( 1 a Wholesaler' Li en. e, as de ribed in ] 8. 72 to ll or po , s or 
ha11sport or sale 1.4G or 1.3G salable m dangerous [fre"orls at\ ho]esal.e~ 

2 a Re ail r' Permit as de ribed ~n S l8.72, or each loca ion., h re lh 
applicanl in.lends Lo ell o pos ess c'>r mtn:!!port for al 1 .. 4'G salable ft.re\ mk al retail · 

(3 a PyrOlechnt Op rator'. Pe mit lo cond1.1cl a fire, orl dt la or non-
rnutin le lingo ] .3G danoerowi fire, orks, or Lo pos ess or transport firework or 
di pla or non-routine testing o 1.3G danaernus fir . , orks· 

a Fireworlks E enl Penn~L or each nt in ol· ing pub i or pri at 
di pla of an amoU1.nt of 1 .3G chl:ngerott3 fire\.\rork or 250 , os. po1.1nds I ~3.4 kg of 
sa~able ft.re, orks~ or 

5 an Annual :? nniL for ro1.1tine le m of 1.3G cfa:ngerott3 fire\1,rork . 

A permit llind r (5) ofthi sU1.b ction ma b obtain , from lhe Stai1.e Fire 
Mars'hal1 office or on a form appro ed b the tale Fire Moc h~, from the fire 
chief. 

An ap licant for a Fire\: orls E enl Penn~t 11nder item oflhi ub ec ion or or 
le tin 1.1:nder it m (5) ofthi sU1.bsec ion m1.1st. hold a aWid Pyrot hnic Operator' 
Permit under iL m (3 of LhL 1.1bs 

19. 0.3-308,.2.J , F."n orks di ·p~la • ptrmit application· ddi en of fil'lt orks. 

Add a ne, uh ectio:n as foWlow · 

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/2009/2009-08-24/documents/14-19.10_Fire_Code.pdf
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1\IINUTES 

PL.1\l""'fflING COl\li.\flSSIO 
OTY Al"ND BOROUGH OF JUNEAU 

Maria Gladzi:szewski., Chair 

REGULAR ~1EETING 
February 8, 201 l 

L CALLED TO ORDER 

Charir Gladzis2ewski calle,d the regular meeting of the City and Borongh of Jnnean (CBJ) 
Planning Com.mission (Pq, held m the Assembly Chambers of the Milllicipal Bndding, to ord,er 
at 7:00 p.m. 

Commissioners present: 

Commissioner absent 

A quorum wa,s present 

Sta.ff present 

ath.an Bi:shop, Marsha Bennett, Dennis Watson, ic.ole Grew,e, 
Benj.amin Hari.gbt, Dan Miller, Frank Rne, ~ Gladzi:sze'i ·ski 

Michael Satre 

Dale Peml!lla, COD Director; Beth McKibben, Benjamin Lyman, 
COD Planners 

Ouistmuiing material to be provid,ed to the PC 
He said he still has to research the wst of permits, which he will pro\ i.de to the PC at a 
rubseqnent meeting. 

He said a new issue that just came up is a complaint from a v, oman ,,. ho resides m the 
fendenball Valley regarding frreworks going off in the area after the Super Bowl last Sunday. 

He said she called the JPD regarding this, and was told by dispatch and t'i\O police officers that 
,reworks ar,e legal in Juneau, so there was nothing they could do about it, but they suggested that 

e talk to him to ensure that regulating fireworks is included m the proposed noise ordinance. 
erefore, he spoke to the City Attorney who was also unaware that frreworks were illegal in 

i.T uneau, and he said he thought that perhaps a r,egulation in the Fire Code had possibly been 
hanged without hun noticing. He forwarded on this information to the woman that complained, 

but she said she already spoke to the Fire rvlarshall and he said fireworks are illegal so JPD 
ould have done something about this vio ation, and therefore he said fireworks mi t be an 
ect the PC mi t have to review in terms of the o osed noise ordinance. 

https://www.google.com/url?q=http://www.juneau.org/cddftp/documents/020811.doc&sa=U&ved=0ahUKEwi97viw8LbNAhVIVWMKHSSJCXs4ChAWCBgwCA&client=internal-uds-cse&usg=AFQjCNHK0SD04bgQw5Y77HE9NG473ixocg
https://www.google.com/url?q=http://www.juneau.org/cddftp/documents/020811.doc&sa=U&ved=0ahUKEwi97viw8LbNAhVIVWMKHSSJCXs4ChAWCBgwCA&client=internal-uds-cse&usg=AFQjCNHK0SD04bgQw5Y77HE9NG473ixocg
https://www.google.com/url?q=http://www.juneau.org/cddftp/documents/020811.doc&sa=U&ved=0ahUKEwi97viw8LbNAhVIVWMKHSSJCXs4ChAWCBgwCA&client=internal-uds-cse&usg=AFQjCNHK0SD04bgQw5Y77HE9NG473ixocg
https://www.google.com/url?q=http://www.juneau.org/cddftp/documents/020811.doc&sa=U&ved=0ahUKEwi97viw8LbNAhVIVWMKHSSJCXs4ChAWCBgwCA&client=internal-uds-cse&usg=AFQjCNHK0SD04bgQw5Y77HE9NG473ixocg
https://www.google.com/url?q=http://www.juneau.org/cddftp/documents/020811.doc&sa=U&ved=0ahUKEwi97viw8LbNAhVIVWMKHSSJCXs4ChAWCBgwCA&client=internal-uds-cse&usg=AFQjCNHK0SD04bgQw5Y77HE9NG473ixocg
https://www.google.com/url?q=http://www.juneau.org/cddftp/documents/020811.doc&sa=U&ved=0ahUKEwi97viw8LbNAhVIVWMKHSSJCXs4ChAWCBgwCA&client=internal-uds-cse&usg=AFQjCNHK0SD04bgQw5Y77HE9NG473ixocg
https://www.google.com/url?q=http://www.juneau.org/cddftp/documents/020811.doc&sa=U&ved=0ahUKEwi97viw8LbNAhVIVWMKHSSJCXs4ChAWCBgwCA&client=internal-uds-cse&usg=AFQjCNHK0SD04bgQw5Y77HE9NG473ixocg


Ben Lyman, Senior Planner, July 2011 report to Planning Commission on proposed noise ordinance 
http://www.juneau.org/plancom/pdfs/20110610113415.pdf 
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http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/documents/2011-06-06-Assembly_Minutes_DRAFT.pdf 
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A:ssemllly of ttie City a.ncl Borougti of Juneau 

ASS EM BLY AGEN DNMANAGEH ' S REPORT 
TH E CllliY AN D BOROUGH OF JUNEA U, ALASKA 

Monday, June 6, 20 H , 7 p.m. 

I. H AG SALUTE 

II. ROLL CAU.. 

Assembly Cham bers - Municipa l 13u il ding 
Regu lar Meeting No. 20 11 -15 

Ill. SP ECIAL OR O ER OF 13USI ESS 

A Discuss ion on [locks and Harbors Plan 16b3, Regard ing Access through Marine Park. 

IV: APPROVAL. OF MINUTES 

13 . May 23, 20 11 - Regu lar Assemb ly Meeting 2011-14 

V MANAGER'S REQUEST FOR AGE DA CHANGES 

VI. PUBU C PARTICIPATION O O -AGENDA liTElMS. 
ot to exoeed a total of 20 minutes nor more than 5 minutes tor any individual). 

VII. CONSENT AGENIJA 

A. Pub li c Requ est,s, for Consent Agenda Chan,ges, other Than Ord inances tor Introduction 

13,. Ass embly Request,s, tor Co11sent Age nda Charnges 

C. Ass emb ly Action 

1. Ordirn anoes tor l11troductio111 

a. Ord inance 20 11-16 
An Orclinance Re lating To Fireworks And Providing For A Pe11alty. 

ll'n is ordinance would proh ibit selli n,g, or olierin,g for sale, all fi reworks , as defi ned by state law, 
throu,ghouttl1e City and Boroug l1. Vio lation of this provisiorn wou ld be a Class 13, misdem eano r. 

I recomm end this ordinance be introduced and set tor pub li c hea ring at Urn next reg ular t eeti ng 

L Ord inanoe . :for hrt.trociu hon 

a. Ordinanoe 20 11-16 
An Ordinanrie Refating To, !filir,e'ftiorks And Pt1oviding: For A P,enalty. 

Admin-Jraf e R port: At1aclhed. The manager reoommended Qill"dlna.nce 20 10- 16, b, 
lntroduoed and .et for pubrc h,, r1n at tlle n ,xt regular m , eting. 

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/documents/2011-06-06-Assembly_Minutes_DRAFT.pdf
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/documents/2011-06-06-Assembly_Minutes_DRAFT.pdf
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http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/documents/2011-06-06-Assembly_Minutes_DRAFT.pdf
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/documents/2011-06-06-Assembly_Minutes_DRAFT.pdf
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/documents/2011-06-06-Assembly_Minutes_DRAFT.pdf
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/documents/2011-06-06-Assembly_Minutes_DRAFT.pdf
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http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/documents/2011-07-11_Assembly_Minutes.pdf 
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B. Ordinance 2011- ] 6 
An Ordjnan.ce Relating To Firieworks And Prio idi.ng For A P,enaUy. 

Admi.n1strati e Report: Attached. The man.ag r reoomm nd d Ordinance 20 11- 16 be adopted. 

Pu.bhc Comm nt: Non . 

I Assembly Mee~lng o. 20 I I~ 17 July 11, 20,11 I 

A_ · mbiy AcHon: 

Mr_ D rbdahl. a _ked hm fire or, s ar transport d into Juneau. a or Botelho -~aid that CBJ 
d , not r gula the importation offi.re\ orks. Chi. fHheridoe said that firev orks ar 
transported on the barg lfa _ s imi1 ar to dyoom ite as hazardous cargo. H did not b li v the 
ferry allo ed th ir transport. 

Hearing no objection., Ordinance 201 1-16, adopted. 

http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/documents/2011-07-11_Assembly_Minutes.pdf
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/documents/2011-07-11_Assembly_Minutes.pdf
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/documents/2011-07-11_Assembly_Minutes.pdf
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/documents/2011-07-11_Assembly_Minutes.pdf
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/documents/2011-07-11_Assembly_Minutes.pdf
http://www.juneau.org/assembly/agendas/documents/2011-07-11_Assembly_Minutes.pdf


Juneau sales prohibition 
http://www.juneau.org/clerk/Notices/documents/Ord2011-16-Final_Fireworks_Sales.pdf 
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0 TH ITY ANDBORO 

erial o. 2011-16 

Presented by: The fan ger 
lntroduced: 06/0612011 
Draft~d b ; J .W. Hartl 

HOF JU 

n O dinan R lat·n Fir work and Providing Penalt . 

BE IT E (:J'ED BY THE KA; 

e ion 1. la ifi a ion. Thi ordin nee · of a en ral and p rmanent nature 
and hall become a part of th ity nd Borough od . 

ion 2. Am ndm nt of Section. BJ 19.10. 301. 1.3 Explosives and 
firework ; n r 1- fir work is amended to read: 

19.10.3301.1.3 xplo i es and firework~ ; general; firework . 

Delete Section 3301.1.3 Fire ork . 

Replace with he follo in en n e: 

'No wi h tan din any other provi ion of the BJ ode the ale , r offer£ r al , 
o fir work , a d ined in a ka tatut 1 . 2. 100 a i may b mended from time 
o time. i prohibited; violation of hi tion i a 'la B mi d meanor." 

ec ion 3. Effe i Da . Thi Ord.inane hall b efl ctive 30 day af er 
1 adoption. 

dopted this 11th da of uJ , 20 1. IJ 
~//~~ -~ 

http://www.juneau.org/clerk/Notices/documents/Ord2011-16-Final_Fireworks_Sales.pdf
http://www.juneau.org/clerk/Notices/documents/Ord2011-16-Final_Fireworks_Sales.pdf
http://www.juneau.org/clerk/Notices/documents/Ord2011-16-Final_Fireworks_Sales.pdf
http://www.juneau.org/clerk/Notices/documents/Ord2011-16-Final_Fireworks_Sales.pdf
http://www.juneau.org/clerk/Notices/documents/Ord2011-16-Final_Fireworks_Sales.pdf


2011 Juneau fireworks sales prohibition 
http://www.juneau.org/clerk/Notices/documents/Ord2011-16-
Final_Fireworks_Sales.pdf 
 
2012 - Last major Assembly discussion of fireworks 
http://www.juneau.org/clerk/documents/2012-11-19-COW_Minutes.pdf 
 
2014 Noise ordinance – violations are infractions ($300 fine, no jail time) 
http://www.juneau.org/clerk/notices/documents/Ord2013-14c-
Final_Disturbing_the_Peace.pdf 
 
Consumer 1.4G fireworks 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fireworks#Current_explosives_classes 
 
Alaska statute 2015 – Municipal Regulation of salable fireworks, 1.4G class as defined by 
the National Fire Protection Association and further limited by state code 
http://www.legis.state.ak.us/basis/statutes.asp#18.72.040 
 
Municode for Juneau fireworks permitting – the fire code now merely states that up to 
250 pounds of Consumer 1.4G fireworks does not need a permit 
https://www2.municode.com/library/ak/juneau/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=PT
IICOOR_TIT19BURE_CH19.10FICO_19.10.3308.2FIDIPEAP Page 171 of 251
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http://www.gorillafireworks.com/artillery.html#large “Excals” 

Typical mortar 
fireworks 

guaranteed to 
disturb the peace 

Page 172 of 251

* Excalibur 

24 Giant Shells Shoot over 200' in the air and 
explode in a dazzling array of color and brilliant stars. 
Each kit contains 24 different canister shells with four 
HOPE mortar tubes! TOTALLY AWESOME! 

This is it . You've found it! The 1 selling art illery 
shell of all time! The Excalibur has been wowing 
fireworks enthusiasts of all ages for the last decade and will continue to wow them for years to 
come. The Excalibur comes with 24 of the best quality canister shells on the market and bundled 
with high-density polye hylene (HOPE) tubes. 
The shells included in the E~ 1e public, hands down. 
These high quality canis rs break over 250 feet high, and over 200 feet wide. ey are 
unsurpassed by any other cor~~~;i,WeaJII~. ____________ _ 

24 Unique Shells Including the Following Effects: 
Jumbo red dahlia 
Green glittering with crackles 
Red and silver peony 
Jumbo crackling 
Silver crackling palm 
Jumbo silver chrysanthemum 
Silver palm with crackling 
Jumbo brocade crown 
Golden willow with crackling 
Jumbo green chrysanthemum 
Brocade silver to green whirlwind 
Jumbo crackling 
Dragon eggs 
Purple and green peony 
Brocade silver to blue whirlwind 
Multicolor peony blue whirlwind 

ulticolor peony 
Silver wave to red whirlwind 

http://www.gorillafireworks.com/artillery.html#large
http://www.gorillafireworks.com/artillery.html#large
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Savikko

Douglas Calls

“Savikko” refers to the harbor. 
Savikko Park is part of downtown Douglas.  
Closing park to fireworks could possibly 
eliminate a high percentage of complaints. 
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West Juneau 
District 02 Beat 06 

Douglas 

e Forest Edge 
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Gastineau Elementary School 

Douglas 0 
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about 200’ radius 

Half a mile away at  
very low tide is still 
insufficient noise 
mitigation 
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about 200’ radius 
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Cove at False 
Outer Point 

Boat Launch Dock 
Homes 
within  
1 mile 

   False Outer Point, 
   Douglas Island 
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The Facebook thread at Juneau Community 
Concern documents, as it was happening, 
the neighborhood reaction to fireworks 
disturbance to the peace at a drunken party. 

What About That January 29 Incident? 

Pub
lic

 S
ub

miss
ion
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@&$%ing fireworks!!! I really wish these 
folks that enjoy lighting these bomb 
like fireworks off could see what they are 
putting my dogs through. Sure do wish they 
stuck to the July 4th ONLY 😟😟 

What About That January 29 Incident? 

It started with this post: 

Pub
lic

 S
ub

miss
ion
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Over a 
mile away 

Pub
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Shannara Valley Blvd? A .. L1h l1 .. well known ne ighbor sets tl'lle r off air ost 
weekly. 

M"chelle Walsh Anderson Somewl1ere in the vall ey .... Those mountains adcl 
the enjoyab le amp lifi cation of sollnd 

l ike · {:J .2 · January 29 at 10:02pm 

Ash ey Roberts Big booms near Aspen 

Kimber ee Wear My two yea r old daL1,ghter strn,g,gle.s with them. They 
ab.so llltely terrify he r. 

M"chelle Walsh Anderson opefll lly yoll r little one i.s .s leep in,g! 

l ike - January 29 at 10:06pm 

Kimber ee Wear We're downtown. 

l ike · January 29 at 10:12pm 

Amy Myers If it's a nown ne igl11 bo r can JPD do .something abollt it? 

l ike · 6 1 · January 29 at 10:06pm 

Kirsten B ck e When we lived on Vall ey 191vcl we comp lained abollt the 
fi reworks . A lot. We were told a.s long a.s they weren violatin,g U1e no ise 
,gll ide li ne.s (not a11ter Opm, not before 7) then they coll ldn't do anytl1ing . 

1 · January 29 at 10:06pm 

Amy Myers We are hearirn,g it too in Montana Creek area 

l ike · January 29 at 10:06pm 

Jerry Ann Gray First I have ever heard fi rewor :s ,go in,g of, 1 .2 , 3 4, 5, 6 7. 
Before that, 1, 2, 3. 

like · {:J 1 · January 29 at 10:09pm 

Jess·ca Goff It's dowrn the road from ll.S we e ca ll ed the cops 
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Jess·ca Goff It s do vrn the road from us ...... we e ca ll ed the cops 

Li ke -6 3 - January 29 at 10:09pm 

Kevin He scher Jerry thats what I thou,ght probab ly someorne shootirng arn 
AR 

Ja·1m11e K.eHy ZeHh ber l hey are on the corner o , or close to it, hread111eed le 
arn d l rafalga r~ Carn see them fro , my l'r1ouse. My kids are up arnd y dog is 
comp letely pa111 icked ! 

Li ke - 3 - January 29 at 10:11 pm 
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Jamm,e Kelty Zell · ber They are 0111 the comer o or close to it, hreadneeclle 
a111d Trafalgar~ Carn see the from y house. My ids are up a111d , y dog is 
co pletely pa111 ic ed~ 

Like -6 3 - January 29 at 10:11 pm 

Kathi Col um li3 eern there do111e tl1at. Our lab did111"t n irnd ther .rhe111 he vas a 
pup but as l1e got older they upset hi ,greatly. We have 111e ighbor's .rho I 
swear light them o i' every time orne o the ir ids gets a go ld star. The last ew 
years ith our pup were pa irn ful because he wou ld get so scared a111d 
a,gitated a111d 111othi111g we cou ld do but ju.st try to co fort hi . Its all we cou ld 
do. I just visl·1 people who live i111 popu lated 111e ighborhoods understood l·1ow 
i111co111siderate it ca111 be to 111e igl·1bors who have pets a111 cl kids that do111 
tolerate U1er, ell. 

Like -

Ja·m,e Kelly z,eH ber A111d 1110 v that it is Owe will hopefully get sor , e peace 

Like - January 29 at 10:12pm 

J,ess·ca Goff . ot li ke ly they are outside a,ga i111 

Like - January 29 at 10:12pm 

J,ess·ca Goff It s the opposite side o l l1read111eed le a111 cl they are 111ot givirng a 
era : about it. 
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Jannessa ar"e Luerra I m on Glaclstorne rnea r trafalgar arnd they are 
defi rn itely loud booms~ 

ike - {:} 1 - January 29 at 10:13pm 

Brooke Parker Katasse rm 0111 Gladsto111e too ... It's so an111oyi111,gm 

IL ike -6 2 - January 29 at 1 O: Opm 

Jannessa Ma(e Luerra Are you 11ea r garnet or 011 the Gladsto11e 
tl'nat s ow glacier spur? 

Li ke - '3 1 - January 29 at 10:49pm 

Brooke Parker Katasse I always forget there is two sides!. Im orn the 
Glacier Sp~ r 011e. 

IL ike -6 1 -January 30 at 9:31 am 
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James Harper I went outside to fi nd ollt a111d .s een the blast j ll.st over the 
trees. Com ing from l rafalger arollnd Ul e tollr way .stop . 

Like - (:J 1 - Janua 29 at 10:15 m 

Tanya Holey Perhaps complai111 t.s and a petition to the Assemb ly? And are 
very large fi reworks legal? 

like - January 29 at 10:17pm 

Vanessa Duran Good question 

like -6 1 -January 29 at 10:20pm 

Shatem Carr,era They are lega l 

like - January 30 at 4:28am 

Vanessa Duran It's i ll.st comp lete inconsiderate. I'm trying to .s leep & can't. 
PILis my pup is having a fll ll on attack of anxiety. 

Like -6 1 -January 29 at 10:18pm 

pm 

Vanessa Duran Yoll better watch it, .!lllan, I know where yoll work -• 

like - January 29 at 10:19pm 

Jerome Dennis Its after ten everybody call now they'll have to do .s omethin,g 

Sarah Elisabeth Whis,enant I j ll.st had .s ome right 0L1tside my window on 
menden fl all blvd 

Like - (:J 1 - January 29 at 10:20pm 

Jessica Goff Cops j L1 .st left from the plaoe with fi reworks , hopetll lly it'll .stop 
now. 

Like - (:J 1 0 - January 29 at 10:30pm 

Michene Walsh Anderson Yay!! Yoll ro ck Jessica = 
Like -6 3 - January 29 at 10:33pm 
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Michelle Wa lsh Anderson Yay!!I Yo1.1 rock Jessica 

Like · r!J 3 · January 29 at 10:33pm 

J,ess ·ca Goff I ll ave zero issues be ing that assho le w l10 ca lls the 
cops atter so many are li t off. One or two maybe but atter how many I 
can't take it. I have a sma ll ch ild tryin,g to s leep , a dog loos ing her 
mind and a trnsband who's been deployed three times. I don't l1ave 
time for that bs , and I don't ca re if rm class ifi ed as the cran ky ne ighbor 
for ca lli ng 0 
like · 9 · January 29 at 10:36pm • Aran C evemnd You ,got me at 'husband dep loyed 3 times. ' 

I otten wonder about tt1e sournds of he li copters fly ing over tl1e g lacier 
how it migt, t effect someone w ith Pl SD? 

Like · 6 2 · January 30 at 6:30am 

Jess·ca Goff Wasri't just me, damn riear the whole street ca lled them iri . 
Dispatch sa id they have 15+ ca lls about it 011 01.1r street. 

pm 

M·cheite Wa lsh Anderson Good ! 

li ke · January 29 at 10:41 pm 

Heth any Thorsteinson Was this on Merndenhall Blvd? 

like · January 30 at 10:55am 

Jess ica Goff It was tt1e cross ofThreadneedle and l rafalgar Ave off 
of mendenha ll Blvd. 

like · January 30 at 1 :12pm 

SK Harmon Tile vet gave me some doggy sedatives . They also make more 
natura l drops if you don't want to ,give them a pill. I hate fi reworks for that 
exact reason . Poor pups ... 

Li ke · 6 2 · January 29 at 10:54pm 

J,ess ica Goff lhey work great if you know in advanced, we use them 
for New Years and -4th of Ju ly. 

like · January 29 at 11 :04pm 
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Jess·ca Goff Oh for the love oU*%K! I'm tired of comp letely disrespecttll l 
peop le! 

like · 6 4 · January 29 at 11 :04pm 

Jolene Smith Goodrness. Whatever happerned to stepp ing 0L1tside and 
yelli rn,g at the rno isemakers that yoll're ,go irng to make a phorne ca ll , rather tharn 
immediately go in,g to socia med ia to comp lain Q So pass ive a,g,gress ive and 
po intless . 

like · 3 · January 29 at 11 :22pm 

M"cheHe Walsh Anderson I didn know where it was com irng from. lhose that 
knew the exact location did talk to those shootin,g them o and did ca ll JPD 
when they continlled passed the set rno ise ord irnarnce . Not po irntless , rather, a 
commun ity concern . 

Like · iJ 9 · January 29 at 11 :26pm · Edited 

Jess·ca Goff Jolene Smith the nie ighbors rnear those who set tl1e fi reworks 
offi did attempt to ask that they stop , llowever they chose not to. So JPD was 
involved as it had past tl'IJ e opporturn ity to reso lve withollt tl'IJ e po li ce 
i nte rve n i 111 g. 

pm 

Jolene Smith Okay I'm ,glad !I I llope it lfas reso lved . 

like · January 29 at 11 :28pm 

Jess·ca Goff .r1fortunately no it seems as soo11 as tile po li ce leave 
they shoot more off. If it was on 4th of Jll ly or New Years we woll ld all 
u111dersta11d bl!t it is rnot arnd most of this rne ighborllood is fat ili es 
with kiddos and dogs. 

Vanessa Duran Come 011 e1110L1,gh already witll the fireworks. Some 
of us want to sleep ~ 

like · 6 1 · January 29 at 11 :33pm 
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Joel Brownlow H :32, they jl!lst lit o two back to back. 
I earn hear them clear as clay over orn vall ey bol!l levard , Ii e they"re rig ht 
ol!ltside my window. 

Li ke - January 29 at 11 :33pm 

Ash ey Roberts And a,ga in v,rt 

l.ike - January 29 at 11 :34pm 

Joel Brown low l\re heard 5 or 6 irn Ui e last 2 mirnutes . 

Li ke - January 29 at 11 :35pm 

Michele Wa lsh Anderson l hose that live where thl is is 11lappern i111,g ca ll JI PD 
a,ga i111 , they Ii ave bee111 wamed, now time for a citatio111 and fi ne!! 

l.ike -6 4 - January 29 at 11 :35pm 

J,ess ·ca Goff We have, ifthe cops don't do somethin,g it's dar n li ke ly 
my hU1sba111cl will. .. 

Li ke -6 3 - January 29 at 11 :37pm 

Paul Duran Dam 

l.. ike -6 1 -January 29 at 11 :35pm 

Ash ey Roberts I ca ll ed it in. It's almost midn ight and this needs to stop ! I am 
all for fi reworks 0111 the -4th arnd ew Years bl!lt mot every weekend! 

Li ke -6 4 - January 29 at 11 :38pm 

Jess·ca Goff It's ol!lt of corntro l at this po irn t there are sma ll ch il dren mrnrn irn,g 
arol!lncl v~rhil e they are li ghtirn,g tli em off. A few peop le Ii ave walke d down to 
talk to tl, em and they don seem to ca re . 

b Ult veterans v1itl11 PTSO! Pe op I e 
shou ld defi antly be mo re corns iclerate of others.:..!l 

pm 

Joel Brownlow 2:1 O jl!lst heard another. 

Like - January 30 at 12:1 Oam 
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Joel Brown ow 2:1 0 j ust heard anotl1er. 

l ike - January 30 at 12:1 0am 

Pa I Duran Me too dam 

l ike - {!J 1 - January 30 at 12:11 am 

Vanessa Duran For fl.!lck sakes !I I had j l.!lst fall en as leep ! Th is is getting ollt oi 
l11 and . Please stop shooting offthe fireworks ... pretty please 

l ike -6 1 -January 30 at 12:13am - Edited 

Jessica Goff Good lllck with the begg in,g the who le street has been 
and tl~ey dorni care . 

l ike - January 30 at 12:13am 

Vanessa Duran Thanks, Jessica Goff, for tryin,g to ,get them to stop . 
Apparently the cop visit didn do arnythin,g to deter it. Sucks becallse 
I'm so very tired !.! 

l ike - January 30 at 12:15am 

Jessica Goff They are getting arrested now!!! 

Li ke - {!J 2 - January 30 at 12:15am 

Vanessa Duran Hopefll lly, now we earn all ,get some much 111eeded 
rest. 

l ike - January 30 at 12:17am 

Jess·ca Goff Yeah tl'lley just let another one off waiti111,g on cops roL1111d three ... 
8L1t 1110w tl'lley are figl'llti111,g ar 0111,gst eacl1 other 

l ike - {!J 3 - January 30 at 12:12am 

Joel Brown ow Good, let them beat tl'lle f1ell ollt oi each other, maybe 
they'll l1ey distracted and foriget they have tl"lose fllckin,g fireworks . 

l ike - {!J 1 - January 30 at 12:13am 

Jess·ca Goff Woohoo! Cop bllsted one as they lit that last orne offl! 

l ike -6 3 - January 30 at 12:15am 

Vanessa Duran Well that was a sho rt reprieve ... 
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Joel Brownlow .24 mirrntes by my cou nt 

Li ke - r!J 1 - January 30 at 12:34am 

Vanessa Duran You are correct 

Li ke - January 30 at 12:35am 

Joel Brown ow You'd thil"lk a1lter one of them be ing busted, they 
might stop 

Like - January 30 at 12:35am - Edited 

Vanessa Duran You wou ld think! !B ut I guess they rea lly don't give a 
crap 

Li ke - January 30 at 12:36am 

Jaime Kelly Zellhuber Unfortunately, I t11ink they are to i111 toxicated to 
care . 

Li ke - r!J 1 - January 30 at 12:40am 

Jessica Goff Basica lly the cops come, they leave, t11ey shoot anot11er 
firework o , t11e cops come, som eo l"l e arrested , co ps leave, shoot a111other 
fi rework o ... It's a crappy cycle that we are stuck il"I . An d l'IOW my 4yfo is 

Joel Brown ow So il'I theory, we cou ld keep ca lli rng them i111 until 
everyol'l e is taken in. 

Like -6 1 - January 30 at 12:44am 

Jess·ca Goff Pretty much, that's my plan. Tlrny woke my kid up rm 
beyol'ld livid pissed off. I was irritated before but mow rm ca llin,g until 
t11ey all eit11er stop or ,go away il"I l"l ew brace lets. 

Like -6 1 -January 30 at 12:415am 

Joel Brownlow rm su rprised this hasn't happerned yet, I hear these 
fi reworks a coup le times every week, always com irng from the same 
area. 
How t, as 111othi111g been done yet? 

l..ike - January 30 at 12:46am 

Jessica Goff Not sure this is the fi rst its been this bad 11ot om a 
ho li day. 

l..ike - January 30 at 12:50am 
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Ja m,e s ship ey J LI.St curio LIS , a rn cl rn ot .s u,g,g e.sti rn,g ti, at Ii g hti n,g off fi reworks 
this late i.s acceptab le but wornderirn,g l1ovi marny of you who woLl ld per.sorna lly 
,go over armed to confront and kidrnap .someorne over a no ise comp laint? 
BecaL1.se t111at'.s what yoll're a.ski111,g .someorne to do on yoLlr beha lf. I'm rrnt jL1.st 
talkirn,g abollt takin,g tl1e persona l risk of do in,g .so bL1t who actL1a lly cons iders 
that a mora l .so lL1tiorn to the prob lem? 

like - 2 - January 30 at 12:46am 

Joel Brownlow It i.sn kid111app i111,g, its a leg itimate comp laint. 

l.ike -6 3 - January 30 at 12:47am 

Jessica Goff We e tried to be po lite and they are be irn,g a.s.sho le.s . If 
ti, ar.s what it ta ke.s the rn fi ne they've bee rn given warn i rn,g.s and refL1.s e 
to comp ly arncl mortar roL1rnd.s the .s ize they are L1.s i111,g are illega l. l he 
po li ce l1ave evern triecl to be po lite arnd ,give a verba l vtamirn,g .so how 
mLlch i.s too mLlch before yoLI have to go the 111ar.sh route to make 
those co , ply with the law. 

Like -6 4! - Janua 30 at 12:50am 

James Sh ip ey I thirnk yoLl're mi.s.s irn,g my po i mt. If yo LI per.sorna lly wernt 
over and did what yo LI want JP• to do, nar 1ely for a few ,gL1y.s to ,go 
over armed and tell the peop le to .stop .shootin,g off fi reworks and 
them to forcibly take them away arnd lock them up if they refL1.se , what 
WOLl ld YOLI ca ll tl, at? --------• 

like -6 1 -January 30 at 12:52am 

Joe I Brown low I'd ca 11 it e nfo rci 111,g u, e I aw.s we have .set d owrn . 
l he fi reworks they're L1.s in,g are illega lly large, and fi reworks irn 
, ernera l are barm ed witl1 the exce tiorn of a COLI le da .s a ear. 
l hat, arnd it .soL1rn d.s li ke a damn .45 ,go irn,g o 0L1t.s ide my windovt 
every 15 minutes rnobody warnt.s to 111ear that. 

like - 4! - January 30 at 12:53am 

Jess-ca Goff Doirn,g what needs to be dome, I under.starnd v,rl1at you 
are tryirn,g to .say but at what po int do you .s it idly by and all ow one 
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J ,ess·ca Goff [rl oirn,g what rneeds to be dorne I L!lnderstand what yoL!I 
are tryin,g to say but at what po i mt do you sit idly by arnd all ow orne 
house to disrnpt arnd entire rne ighborhood? : ow lorn,g do yoL!I let yollr 
chil d cry irn fear over arnd over or Urn spouse with ptsd who's 
dep loyed too many tit es ternse and fli nch at every sirn,gle fi reworl< 
that ,goes off. rm sorry that's unacceptab le I was fi ne with a few 
before 1 Opm bllt this is beyornd oL!lt of contro l. Di el I mention they are 
drurnk arnd fi ghtirn,g arnd playin,g witl1 explos ives! 

am 

Joel Bro'Wll owlhis isn j L!lst orne rne ighborhood. r , irn vall ey 
bou levard arnd r y friend irn Morntarna creek hears them as well. 
l hey ecl10 qll ite far ofHhe moL1rntains . 

Jarrn,es Ship ey lf yoL!I woll ld fee l persona lly j L1stifi ed irn do in,g what 
you're askin,g others to do for yo LI then more power to yo LI arnd I 
app lalld yollr moral cons istency. If lockin,g someorne L!IP woL!l ld fee l 
too extre r e a persona l so llltiorn to yo LI bllt yoL!I fee l it's di ere mt 
somehow if ottrnrs act 0111 your beha lf, maybe don ask others to do 
what yoL!I voll ld fee l is ~rorn,g yoL!lrse lt ope the fi reworks stop soon 
arnd everyone ,gets some rest ttrnU1,gh . 

Li ke · 1 · January 30 at 1 :05am 

J ,ess·ca Goff If I he ld a badge arnd was a po li ce office of arny kirnd yes 
I WOLi id do this withoL!lt a second thoL1,ght. I WOL!l ld do this if I WOLi id mot 
be arrested for kid rm pp i rn,g by b ri n,g i rn,g them i rnto cL1sto dy. I wo LI Id not 
ask arn offi cer to do somethirn,g if I did not abso lL!l tely fee l it was 
rneces.sary. I also attempted to do tl1is witl10L1t arnyorne be irn,g detai111ed 
to start with they choose to li ght a fi rework off irn fro mt of the po li ce 
arnd co111ti111L1e to be a dismption to everyo111e . I'm also one of ma111y 
who have ca ll ed them in. It didn even have to come to peop le be in,g 
arrested , they made a cho ice atter a verba l wamin,g to corntirnlle arnd 
they are ad LI its they I mow the risk they chose to take by mot head irng 
the warn irn,gs. 
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Jaim1e Ke~ · ZeH uber a mes ~ou ld you ee l secure or cm ortab le 
ith a group o ery irntoxicated peop le shootirng fl am rnab le materials 

o er your house1 whil e they are also fi ghting ith each other i111 the 
street? 
I agree this is a sigrn ifi ca111t aste of po li oe resources but 111ot by the 
fam ili es asl i111g or re li e I they tolerated the rno ise a111d disruptio111 or 
hours before ca lli ng PD. The blame here li es i111 the peop le urn ~illi 111,g 
to oll o ~ the la ~s= requ iri111g JPD to come out ti e di ere mt tir es. V hy 
shou ld a 111e ighborhood ee l he ld hostage a111d sit bac arnd do 
rn oth i rng? 
I ou ldI11 e er go ar 1ed to . id map arnyorne . ~irst of all I m 111ot iI11 la 
ern orceme111( seco111d 1 Jl?llJ ga e mu ltiple ~amirngs before arresti111g 
any i111d i idua ls. 
It see s comp letely reasornab le to expect law e111force ernt offi cers to 
em ·orce the laws. I d app laude the 1 to111 ight. Whe111 I sa peop le 
outside rny house I stepped outside a111d cou ld hear the fou l oiJthed 

ay the offi cers ere be i111g treated . 
Im ter s o the perso111a l risk askirng la ern orcememt or ass istarnce 
when tall.i 111g didI11 or see s to be the sa est solution . 1111 terms o 
the ora l solution = rne ighbors tried to tall to tl1em a111d J l?llJ tried to 
tall< to the issued ~amirngs. The o'lfternders krnew exactly ~hat 

ou ld happern i ·they chose to corntirnue . I see rnothirng i mora l about 
expectirng peop le to oll o ~ the la s. V\ hil e the peop le a ected are111 
ictiI 1s in that they fere mot as-S au lted 1 anid you may not ha e , eant 

to sournd this wa . bl!lt our co , ernt does co e acros-S to me as 
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Susan Wa lker James Shipley Arrest. For breakin,g the law. 

Like - January 31 at 9:17am 

- Twyla Ey re Two back to back just now ... l his is gettin,g OL[H 

like - i:J 1 -January 30 at 12:47am 

Jan Mays Cops just werit down n readneed le. Hope this sh it stops! 

Li ke - l:J 2 - January 30 at 12:48am 

Vanessa Ou ran I hope so too , Jari ':! 

Li ke - January 30 at 12:50am - Edited 

Jan Mays Sh it startled me arid keeps waking up my ,grandson .. 

Like - Janua 30 at 12:51 am 

Jessica Goff 3 po li ce vel1 icles and 6 offi cers are there ! Sleep w ill be 
on the way. 

Like -6 2 - January 30 at 1 :14am 

Joel Brown ow Just ca lled them irn aga iri . 
The nice dispatch lady sa id they've see ri them, and they're tryin,g to ,get as 
many ma mes and phone numb ers as Ul ey cari so it ,goes furtfl er Urnn a 'hey, 
knock it off" 

like - 6 2 -January 30 at 12:51 am 

M.egan N·co e Hawkins Well. .. it keeps making my cl11 il d(2 ) get up and go to 
the w indow ... after I get him in bed because he doesni und erstand w l1at is 
go ing on . Wf1ich means my ,8 months pregnant sel l1as to ,get up out o bed 
atter gettiri,g comfortab le (imposs ible ) to bring my ch il d back to bed , as well 
as listen to my dog whine because they scare l1im .. how ab out peop le learn 
to be cons iderate. I expect them iri Ju ly but not damn near Februa ry. 

Like - 3 - January 30 at 12:51 am 

Jess ·ca Goff Everyon e ca ll in!! It's the cross oH lu eadn eed le and Trafalgar 
Avem 

like - i:J 3 - January 30 at 12:53am 

etore saw own 11 e s re e . 1 1s 1 as 

1 - January 30 at 12:56am 
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Tia Jo San M·guel DistL1rb ir11<1J the pea ce also lmovm as breach of the peace 
is a cri mi rm I offe r11s e th at o CCLI rs wtrn r11 a p e rs o r11 e r11,g a,g es i r11 some form of 
diso rderly corn d LI ct, such as fi g hti rn,g or th re ate rn i rn,g to fi g ht in pub Ii c, ca LIS i rn,g 
excess ively loud no ise , by shoLltin,g, playing loLld mLls ic or evern all owing a 
dog to bark for pro Io n,g e d periods ofti me. When a person's v,o rds or corn d LI ct 
jeopard izes others right to peace arid tra rn qLl ili . he or she may be clrn r,ged 
with cl istmb i ri,g the pea oe . 

Distmbin,g the pea ce laws are covered by state or loca l ord inances. While 
distL1rb in,g the peace is not cons idered a serioL1s crimina l offense, it is am 
offense pL111 isl'ilable by jail time monetary fi ne or both. 

What Co rnstitL1 tes D istl!I rb i rn,g the Pe ace? 

rnstmb i rn,g the pea oe I aws vary fro m state to state. Ge rn era I ly, disturb i n,g the 
peace refers to words or corn dLlct that compromises the safe , hea lth, mora ls 
or overa ll peace and qu iet of the pub li c. 

rnstmbin,g the peace char,ge.s cover a variety of con cll!lct and oflen falls l!ln cler 
the broader 'catch-all ' category of diso rderly condl!l ct. 

Some exa 1 p I e.s of cl i.s o rel e rly corn du ct i rn cl u cl e: 

Fig hti n,g or ch a 11 e rn,g i n,g .someone to fi g ht in a p LI b Ii c p I ace 
1 .s in,g offens ive words in a pl!lb li c place li ke ly to incite violence 
Sh o l!lti n,g in a pub Ii c p I ace i rite rn di ri,g to i ri cite vi o I en oe or l!I rn I av l!I I activity 
Bl!l llyirn,g a stL1de11t or11 or 11ea r .schoo l ,groL1r11cl.s 
l<n o cki n,g Io l!I d ly on h ote I cl o o r.s of .s I e e pi n,g ,g l!I e.sts with tll e p LI rp o.s e of 
anr11oyin,g them 
, oldiri,g an l!lrn la ul pub li c assembly 
Shol!ltir11,g profar11 ities ol!lt of a ca r wir11 dow i11 fror11t of a per.sor11'.s trnme over ar11 
extended period ofti me 
Allowin,g excess ive dog barking in a residential area and 
lntentior11a lly playin,g lol!ld mu.s ic cll!l rin,g the nigli t that continL1es , ever11 afler a 
fair wamin,g. 
I r11 most .states , the per.so r11'.s conduct t ust have been o r11 p u rp o.s e (wi I lfl!I I) or 
with bad intent (ma li ciol!l.s ). It i.s r11o t er11ol!J,gh that a per.sor11 eriga,ged i111 cor11 dl!lct 

11w1 IN A FA I¥ A0 0 OYA cl lw FA 5 5 A cl PF A 00 b AFFA 5 5 A cl A0 o!h AF PA F5 P 0 ltv P h!i 0fl 
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lia Jo San ·g . el Disturbing the peace 
is a criminal o em e that occurs ~hen a ~ 

In most states , tl1e person's coriduct must have been om purpose (will ul) or 
with bad imtent (ma li cious). It is mot enough tl1at a persom emgaged in conduct 
tllat merely ammoyed, lla rassed , or embarrass ed anot11er persom. lffi ghting 
was imvo lved, it must lrnve been unlawful, and mot im sel~defemse or to 
protect someone. 

To determine ,gu ilt, a cou rt will loo l< at t11e pa rticu lar circumstances o each 
case . Some oftl1e factors a judge may consider include t11e locatiori , time, 
pla ce , words, actions, and t11e person spoken to or touched (for example, a 
poli ce offi ce r, teacher, stude rnt, relative or passe rby)_ 

Common actiorns Urnt do riot constitute disturbi ri g tl1e pea ce may include: 

En,gag in,g in horsep lay; 
Simply er 1barrass in,g someone; 
Mere ly arn noying someone; 
Accidentally bumpiri,g into someone; 
Givirig someone a gesture sucl1 as the middle fi nger, (sometimes even 
against a poli ce officer). 
However, if a persorn's norn-violent actions are li ke ly to irncite violernce or 
pub li c disorder, cri miria l li ability may app ly. 

Purpose o t11e Law 

Disturbing the peaoe is a law against pub li c diso rder and chaos . Laws 
against diso rderly co nd uct, such as disturb ing u,e peace , exist to prevent 
people frot 1 disturbin,g the peace of ot11ers while they are tending to their 
daily business amd persorn al affairs. 

Disturbing the peace may be cl1arged as pa rt 0Hl1e broader catch-a ll cri me o 
diso rderly com duct, wl1icl1 iricludes many other types of pub li c disturbances 
or it may be cl1arged separately, based on the factors listed above and the 
laws o the pa rticular state. 

Penalties arnd Punishment 

Disturbi rng the peaoe is a misdemearno r cri minal oftense. A persorn cha r,ged 
witl1 disturbing the peaoe may faoe jail time o up to 90 days, tim es up to $400, 
or botl1. In many instances , disturbing the pea ce is a first criminal oftense 
and, if so , a person may avoid jail time altoget11er if convicted. 
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lia Jo San ·g . el Disturb ing the peace 
is a crimina l o em e that occurs ~hen a ~ 

Your Rigl1ts as a Victim 

If you, or so t eone you know, be li eve that you are tt1e victim o diso rderly 
conduct or loud and excess ive no ise or disruption , it is important to know 
wlrnt you can do to minimize or stop the lrnrm your are experiencing. 

What Can You Do? 

Ask ll1em to Stop the El el1avior 
If the perpetrator is a ne ighbor or person you know and you do not fee l 
physica lly threatened or irn potential harm, you might explain t11at their 
conduct is proble matic and ask him or l1er to stop the behavior. Should tt1e 
situati on esca late, you should re move yourse l immed iately. 

Corntact the Poli oe 
If the harm continues or if there is immir1e 11t danger (such as fighting ) you 
may want to contact the poli ce and explain the situation to them. A persorn 
wl10 disrupts the peaoe is oliten given a fair warn ing by poli oe . In most cases, 
poli oe involvement t ay stop the disruptive behavior altogether. 

Contact a l aviryer 
lrirna lly, if none o the above actions l1elp your situation , it may be rnecessa ry 
to contact an attorney. In add ition to violatirng criminal laws aga inst disturbing 
tt1e peace, disruptive bel1avior may violate rnu isanoe laws, in wl1icl1 case , 
fi li ng a lawsu it a,ga inst tt1e perpetrator migl1t he lp brin,g an end the disruptive 
behavior. 

- See more at: http:/lcriminal.fi ndlaw.comf. . .fdisturbing-the-peace.html. .. 

Disturbing the Peace - Find.Lav,; 

Disturbing the pea oe , also known as brea cl1 oft11e pea oe , is a cri mina l 
offense that occurs when a person engages in .so t e form of disorderly 
conduct, such as fightirng 

CRIMINAL.FIN DLAW COM 

like - l:J 3 - January 30 at 12:56am 

James Shipfey 



17 

Pub
lic

 S
ub

miss
ion

Page 198 of 251

,i 'I:' If SOMEONE DotS THIS lff CllENDAR THIIGH 
I SIPP ORT PffllNG TIIEM IN I CAGl CUlBRffl 

fflEmDM TODAY. IDT TOM OB BOW TIU LAW'S THI LAW. 

30 a 3.07am 

Hilary Rehfield-Green Prepare yourselves or 2 ... I'm sure there ill be 
many ,re or s during Super Bow l. 

Lie iJ 1 
Jessica Goff I'm all or a little celebrating but this i ent rom about 

30pm to am. nd I'm prepared or the Super Bo rl ,re , or s . they 
don usually last r ore than an hour .rhich doesn bother me. It as 
the amount o ti e and lac o disregard or the the .rho le 
neighborhood. Many tried to peace ully as them to stop and they not 
so peacefully told them rhere to sho re it. 

Randy Bro Freedom is the worst. 

Li e anua 
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Jimbo Hannon An d it appears this fi re rnrk,s .se,s.s iorn leacl to .someone lo.s i111,g 
tl1e ir freedom .. . teehee. 

. -- --·-·---
----------

like -6 1 O - January 30 at 7:16pm 

Rhyan Nydam Tl1ere'.s a cu rfew for how loud you cam be by a ce rta in time ... 
.. i.sn"t there? IHhey're do in,g it pa.st midn ight, and are ignorin,g any wamin,g 

,given ... then ye.s . I .say lock em up for the nigl1t. Tl1ey're wamed talked to 
comp lained about be caL1.se well. .. it's pa.st rnidrn ight) ... and continlle it. Ifs mot 
j u.st li ke 'omg. 3 fi reworks went off at its 1 Opm ' ... .. . ifs 'omg this l1a.s been 
,go in,g rno11.stop for a ,good 3 l10L1r.s and they're be irn,g a-ho les abollt it arn cl are 
evern ignorirn,g the po li ce '. S'o ye.s . I d .say lock em up. 

am 



NEIGHBORHOOD 
WILDLIFE 

Get out the binoculars and see how many critters you can spot nearby.   
Or sometimes you can tell by their calls. 

A series of comments about fireworks in residential neighborhoods,  
featuring (with 1 exception) actual Facebook posts from Juneau residents. 
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Nllell•OIIIIOOD WllDt1,1 
----------------················· .......................... __ _ 

Get out the binoculars and see how many critters you can spot nearby. 
Or sometimes you can tell by their calls. 

····----------······················································································------------------

"I understand that there are 
people/animals that get upset. 
But throwing a hissy fit and 
ruining the fun for the other 
90% of the population is a 
pretty sucky thing to do." 

[The other 90% does not use 
consumer fireworks. Actually, 
make that the other 99.9%] 

"Why the hell do you 
insist on screwing 
EVERYONE else because of 
one or two jerks?" 

[EVERYONE else does not 
use fireworks. Most 
people consider them 
hazardous. 
And speaking of jerks ... ] 

"What about others and 
their needs? What if they 
have a mental illness that 
can only be relieved by 
blowing up a firework here 
or there?!" 

[Yes, putting fire and 
gunpowder into the hands of 
the mentally ill is deemed 
excellent therapy -
we should probably give 
them assault rifles and 
ammo for stress relief, too.] 
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Nllell•OIIIIOOD WllDt1,1 
............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ , 

Get out the binoculars and see how many critters you can spot nearby. 
Or sometimes you can tell by their calls. 
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,,~::~---. 
.. / ~...:: ~~ 

"Your dog is shaking because you .· ll > . '? ~ 
didn't expose it to enough loud ~:· · "'~~ 
noises when it was growing up." 

[You seem to be deficient in 
empathy. Maybe your parents 
didn't raise you right.] 

"Were you physically harmed? Was there damage to your property? 
Was the fireworks (mild class explosives) after 10pm and lasting more than 20 mins?" 

[Where did you pull those " rules" from? 

• Actually, it was my little kid who got burned. But those National Fire Protection 
Association people are really just a bunch of scaredy-cats about their statistics. 

• The burned siding near the gutter where the bottle rocket got stuck will only cost 
about $1500 to repair, and we didn't lose the house, so it's all good. 

• Does it ever occur to you that you don't know what you're talking about?] 

·~ "(_· ~ .. ·>: 
( \.:?'' 

'.{) 
... !} 
''1,•", 

't•.•J 
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Nll~ll•OltllOOD WllDllSI 
Get out the binoculars and see how many critters you can spot nearby. 

Or sometimes you can tell by their calls. 

"Damn, y'all have a stick 
somewhere deep where it 
doesn't belong." 

[Yep, if anyone doesn't like 
the same things you like, 
there must be something 
wrong with them, and so 
you can feel free to be 
boorish and insulting.] 

• •• -

"It's my property, I can 
do what I want on it." 

[Can I use that excuse for 
my meth lab? 

Fireworks noise and 
burning debris cross 
property lines. If your 
property were enclosed 
in a gigantic Plexiglas 
cube, thus preventing 
noise and debris from 
your fireworks impinging 
on neighboring 
properties, your excuse 
would of course make 
perfect sense.] 
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Nll~ll•OltllOOD WllDllSI 
Get out the binoculars and see how many critters you can spot nearby. 

Or sometimes you can tell by their calls. 

"I hope you all can resolve it 
peacefully without imposing 
on everyone else's right to 
light them off. 11 

[Everyone else actually thinks 
they have a right to be safe 
from hazardous explosives 
and alarming noise.] 

"Pretty soon there won't be 
anything left for anyone to 
do. No one can go out and 
have fun. No wonder 
everyone stays in their 
house and shoots up 
heroin." 

[Juneau is indeed the 
equivalent of an inner city 
slum hellhole when it comes 
to opportunities for outdoor 
recreation, cultural pursuits, 
education, and volunteerism. 
If one cannot use fireworks, 
the only alternative is, of 
course, heroin. Because oxy 
is harder to get nowadays.] 
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NllellltOIIIIOOD WllDt1,1 
Get out the binoculars and see how many critters you can spot nearby. 

Ordinance 42.20.095 

Disturbing the peace 

Or sometimes you can tell by their calls. 

"Specifically because of the word 'unreasonable' 
being used. That allows the noise complaint to be 
open to debate and interpretation. As what YOU 
consider unreasonable vs what I consider 
unreasonable could differ greatly." 

[Anyone who thinks it's "reasonable" to frighten little 
kids, awaken everyone within a mile around, torment 
dogs, and send flaming debris onto someone else's 
property is not exactly an example of good judgment 
and responsible citizenship ... or even common 
courtesy. No matter how rational they imagine 
themselves to be. 

Your Reasonable Meter appears to need re-calibration, 
you might want to get it checked right away.] 
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N11g11•0IIIIOOD WllDt1,1 
------····························································------- ---···········································---

Get out the binoculars and see how many critters you can spot nearby. 
Or sometimes you can tell by their calls. 

----------························································---- --··········································----------

"Maybe homes in which include individuals with special needs 
can prove the conditions with paperwork to the city to get their 
area labeled as a "quiet neighborhood" of some sort." 

[Our current disturbing peace ordinance includes conditions under 
which noise would disturb "a reasonable person." Not a disabled 
person. Not someone with "special needs." Just an ordinary, 
everyday, reasonable person. 

No one should have to prove medical disability in order to obtain 
ordinary public protection from disturbance and nuisance. 

"Reasonable people" are not the ones setting off fireworks and 
disturbing the peace. Rationalizing excuses for discourteous 
behavior is not the same thing as being reasonable.] 
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Nll~llltOltllOOD WllDllSI 
Get out the binoculars and see how many critters you can spot nearby. 

Or sometimes you can tell by their calls. 

Vets with PTSD, No. 1 in a Series of 3 
[Featuring actual Facebook posts] 

,,PTSD sufferers should just get treatment and try to live with 
discourteous neighbors." 

[Yes indeed, it makes a lot of sense for those suffering from 
PTSD to spend large amounts of money and time getting 
treatment and therapy to provide relief. 
How stupid of them to not have already done that. Tch! 

So much more sensible and practical than simply taking your 
fireworks toys elsewhere to set them off. 

After all, it isn't up to society to make adjustments to lessen the 
impacts of disabilities upon the unfortunate, even if they were 
wounded defending the rest of us.] 
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Nll~ll•OltllOOD WllDllSI 
Get out the binoculars and see how many critters you can spot nearby. 

Or sometimes you can tell by their calls. 

Vets with PTSD, No. 2 in a Series of 3 
[Featuring actual Facebook posts] 

"This subject has come up many times. And I've never seen 
a vet complain about it. Only those hiding behind a vet 
while shouting PTSD. Each vet that I've seen comment 
about it has told us to hang on to our freedoms because 
they didn't become a vet to see them taken away for us." 

[Has only one veteran acquaintance, actually. Statisticians 
refer to this as "sampling error." 

There are, of course, many veterans who believe in freedom 
and don't complain about their PTSD but for whom fireworks 
barrages are difficult to endure.] 
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Nll~ll•OltllOOD WllDllSI 
Get out the binoculars and see how many critters you can spot nearby. 

Or sometimes you can tell by their calls. 

Vets with PTSD, No. 3 in a Series of 3 
[Featuring actual Facebook posts] 

"My neighbor is a veteran and he struggles when our 
neighbors shoot off large fireworks and guns. He deals with it 
on the 4th and New Years but when it happens randomly, and 
goes on for a length of time, they tried asking the neighbors to 
limit it and were told to screw off." 

''At what point do you sit idly by and allow one house to 
disrupt an entire neighborhood? How long do you let your 
child cry in fear over and over, or the spouse with PTSD who's 
deployed too many times tense and flinch at every single 
firework that goes off?" 
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NIICll9011IIOOD WllDt1,1 
Get out the binoculars and see how many critters you can spot nearby. 

Or sometimes you can tell by their calls. 

"Will be celebrating the 4th of July with 
fireworks on [local cul de sac]. I've 
noticed the signs asking me to be 
courteous. Please accept this 
announcement as my courtesy." 

[Well that's nice. But why are your 
fireworks toys so darned important that 
you antagonize your neighbors and ruin 
their holiday by forcing them to 
participate in your noisy "celebration" 
whether they want to or not? Too much 
effort to pack up the family & take the 
show elsewhere, or buy quieter fireworks 
for celebrating the 4th at home? 
Inconceivable to simply not shoot off loud 
mortar rounds & rockets in a residential 
neighborhood at llpm?] 

Please Be * 
Courteous with 

FireUJorks 
WWW.MILITARYWITHPTSD.ORG 

I 
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Nll~llltOltllOOD WllDllSI 
Get out the binoculars and see how many critters you can spot nearby. 

Or sometimes you can tell by their calls. 

"Why don't you folks go and talk collectively to that one problem neighbor?" 
Or hook up your garden hoses and drag them over to Neighbor Bob's to put out his fireworks. 
Go in numbers! Have enough backbone to stand up and protect yourselves. 
If Neighbor Bob is confrontational, pack guns, as is your right. So when he confronts your trespass 
upon his property with his shotgun and rock salt, you can fire back. 
[Sure, you can borrow my hose. I need to go make some popcorn and get out my lawn chair. .. ] 

Note: Based upon actual quotes, we did not make this up. 
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Nlle11•0•1100D WllDllSI 
Get out the binoculars and see how many critters you can spot nearby. 

Or sometimes you can tell by their calls. 

"Fireworks are legal. You'll just have to suck it up." 

[Just who do you think you are to dictate to me? Nobody died and left you boss. 
What makes you think it's OK to alarm and disturb everyone for a mile around with 
the sounds of gunfire and explosions? 
Possession of consumer fireworks is allowed by the fire code, but noise disturbing 
the peace is a violation and will earn you a $300 ticket. So suck on that.] 
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Nll~ll•OltllOOD WllDllSI 
Get out the binoculars and see how many critters you can spot nearby. 

Or sometimes you can tell by their calls. 

"Simply saying that by comparison of where we used to live it 
doesn't seem much to me. 
I agree they are a nuisance and it is always bad to have upset 
dogs and babies. I had/have both so I can relate." 

[So what? Are you implying that other people should be more 
tolerant, like you, an example to us all? Have you considered 
that others prefer the quiet enjoyment of their property and 
homes, and don't want their neighborhood to deteriorate into 
the kind of place you used to live?] 

"Unfortunately even with signs saying not to do something, 
there are people who's mindset is 'you can't tell me what to do' 
or 'you aren't the boss of me.'" 

[True. Signs don't work. This is a $300 citation. Cash only.] 
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Nllell•OIIIIOOD WllDt1,1 
:·····----------·························································----·························································································---

Get out the binoculars and see how many critters you can spot nearby. 
Or sometimes you can tell by their calls. 

------------····································----------------------

"Calling JPD is absolutely pointless, they have much more 
important things to be doing than dealing with your 
complaint about a couple fireworks." 

[That's why we have no disturbing the peace, malicious 
mischief, litter laws, or animal ordinances. 

Now that we've agreed that petty violations are an imposition 
on our overworked police, I know you won't call in a complaint 
about my dog barking for hours whenever I have to put him 
outside. And I'll be sure to dump a pickup load of trash and 
grass cuttings and a mattress over a road embankment near 
you, now that I know you won't call the cops. ] 

"The Assembly has more 
important things to address." 

[Good to know you think that 
ongoing disturbances in my 
neighborhood are trivial and 
unimportant. 

Now I know whom not to vote 
for in the next election.] 
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Nll~IIIIOIIIIOOD WllDllSI 
Get out the binoculars and see how many critters you can spot nearby. 

Or sometimes you can tell by their calls . 
......................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................................................. .. .................................................... 

"Confounded humans! Don't they know how to be quiet?" 

[Your human neighbors aren't the only ones who think you're 
disturbing the peace with your fireworks . Fortunately these 
human neighbors also have phones & know how to use them: 
call JPD 586-0600 to file a noise complaint.] 



FIREWORKS IN JUNEAU 

Prohibited in CBJ parks Status Quo New Ordinance for Managed Use 

Noise 

Safety – missiles, burns 

To prevent spread of current 
fireworks disturbances from 
neighborhoods to parks 

Coordination with state and Forest 
Service no-fireworks policy 

Fireworks disturbances should not 
be allowed to deter park users 

Less expensive than managed use 

Parks are surrounded by residential 
neighborhoods 

Where?  Non-residential?  

When? 

Type of fireworks? 

Loud aerial mortar shells & rockets? 

Only quieter low-aerial fireworks such as  certain 
fountains & cakes, choreographed displays? 

Permitting system?  JPD or CCF/R enforcement? 

Who ensures safety  procedures & litter cleanup? 

4th of July only? 

Specific Hours? 

Receptions and parties? 

Hours & duration? 

Specific other holiday(s) 

Budget? 

Liability? 

Increasing public outrage: 
No barking Dogs? 
No bad Mufflers? 
No boom cars & loud music? 
But booming fireworks 
disturbances lasting for 
hours are  somehow OK? 

Modification of the existing 
Municipal Code for Parks & 
Recreation under 67.01.090 - 
Prohibited uses – to include 
fireworks as prohibited missiles.  

Enforcement 
impractical 
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Juneau’s Noise Ordinance 

42.20.095 Disturbing the peace. 

(a) Policy. The purpose of this ordinance is to protect the health, welfare and safety of the City 
and Borough's residents by regulating the time, place, and manner of unreasonable noise. It 
is the intent of this section to secure the health, safety, comfort, convenience, and peaceful 
enjoyment of all public places, such as public streets and public parks, as well as the City and 
Borough's residents' homes, by prohibiting unreasonable noise. 

(b) General.  

(1) It is unlawful for any person to make or continue, or cause or permit to be made or 
continued, any unreasonable noise 

(2) As used in this section, "unreasonable noise" means  

noise that unreasonably annoys, disturbs, injures, or 
endangers the comfort, health, peace, or safety of a 
reasonable person of ordinary sensibilities in the vicinity. 
 

The factors which will be considered in determining whether a noise is unreasonable will 
include, but not be limited to, the following: 

noise that unreasonably annoys, disturbs, injures, or 
endangers the comfort, health, peace, or safety of a 
reasonable person of ordinary sensibilities in the vicinity. 
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Noise Ordinance 13 Points 

42.20.095 Disturbing the peace. 

(A) The volume of noise;  

(B) The intensity of the noise;  

(C) Whether the nature of the noise is usual or unusual;  

(D) Whether the origin of the noise is natural or unnatural;  

(E) The volume and intensity of the background noise, if any;  

(F) The proximity of the noise to residential sleeping facilities;  

(G) The nature and zoning of the area within which the noise emanates;   

(H) The density of the inhabitation of the area within which the noise 
emanates;   

(I) The time of the day or night the noise occurs;   

(J) The duration of the noise;   

(K) Whether the noise is recurrent, intermittent or constant;  

(L) Whether the noise is produced by a commercial or noncommercial 
activity; and  

(M)Whether the noise contains pure tones. 
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Consumer Fireworks are allowed 
under the Fire Code. 

Disturbing the Peace Is NOT 

It does not deal with  
Malicious Mischief, Reckless 

Endangerment, or Disturbing the Peace  

The Fire Code addresses safety hazards 
such as flammability,  

explosiveness, shrapnel. 
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241 Fireworks Complaints, 
Zero Fireworks Citations 

Statistics requests to JPD for noise disturbing the peace citations  
since the Jan 2014 Noise Ordinance 

Bad muffler? 

Barking dog? 

Fireworks? 
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4th of July and New year’s spikes,  
episodes for Memorial Day  and Christmas  in 2014, January 2016,  

extended use Aug-Sep of 2014. 

• 140 responses in 2014, 
• 100 in 2015, 
• 26 through mid-March 2016 

266 responses – 241 incidents + 25 multiple response categories 
such as “Information Only, Officer Advised” 
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• Two-thirds of data indicates inability to respond, circumstances that prevent action.  
• “Service rendered” can duplicate other responses (“Service Rendered, Information Only”) 
• No citations issued, 1 arrest; verbal warning seems to be likeliest enforcement action. 

• “Information Only” Response 
“Information Only” likely means 
that officers are on priority calls and 
the person being dispatched just 
wants the address and other 
specifics kept somewhat handy if 
there are additional calls or  the 
same area becomes an on-going 
problem.  Information Only usually 
creates a paper trail for later use, 
even if officers are on something 
else at the time of the call. 
  
• “Officer Advised” Response 
Officer Advised means that 
Dispatch advised an 
officer.  Sometimes the officer 
thinks they may make it by but if 
calls keep coming in and hours pass, 
dispatch may clear the call from the 
screen without the officer coding 
it.  It is also possible officers were 
on other calls and it’s a place like a 
beach, where a paper trail is not 
particularly helpful. 

Information Only

Officer Advised

Unable to Locate

Gone On Arrival

Service Rendered

Verbal Warning 

No Action
Poss/Necc
Left On Request

No Data

Peace Restored

Call Cancelled

Arrest Made
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The Facebook thread at Juneau Community 
Concern documents, as it was happening, 
the neighborhood reaction to fireworks 
disturbance to the peace at a drunken party. 

What About That January 29 Incident? 
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What About That January 29 Incident? 

• Disturbance lasted 6 hours, from 7pm to 1am 
• Over 15 people called JPD Dispatch 
• Residents compared notes on Facebook to 

home in on the source of the blasts 
• Explosions heard over a mile away 
• Multiple JPD visits 
• An arrest after midnight 
• Fireworks still ongoing until 1 a.m. 

Page 224 of 251

// 
/ 



What About That January 29 Incident? 

“at what point do you sit idly by and 
allow one house to disrupt and entire 
neighborhood? How long do you let your 
child cry in fear over and over, or the 
spouse with ptsd who's deployed too 
many times tense and flinch at every 
single firework that goes off.” 
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What About That January 29 Incident? 

“Basically the cops come, they leave, 
they shoot another firework off, the 
cops come, someone arrested, cops 
leave, shoot another firework off... 
It's a crappy cycle that we are stuck 
in. And now my 4y/o is awake.”  
12:43 am. 
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What About That January 29 Incident? 

Why was there no prosecution after the arrest? 

“The decline in oil prices has caused a funding crisis in State 
government. This means that … I have been forced to cut my staff in half, 
and prosecute far fewer cases. 
As a result, for the first time in my career, we have no choice but to 
marshal our limited resources on only our strongest and most serious 
cases.  
 
This is a great source of personal and professional frustration for me:  I am 
a career prosecutor, and strongly subscribe to the theory that the 
enforcement of seemingly minor offenses pays dividends in preventing 
more serious offenses. 
 
In my experience noise violations are exactly the kind of crime that needs 
to be prosecuted.” 
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What About That January 29 Incident? 

Why was there no prosecution after the arrest? 

“In this particular case, the hostess of the party where the fireworks were 
being discharged was arrested – placed in handcuffs, taken into custody, 
booked and released.  Frankly I was a little surprised by that - most B 
misdemeanors are charged by citation, particularly when committed by a 
woman in her forties with no criminal record.  I think the arrest was 
appropriate but absolutely see it creating juror sympathy issues.  Moreover 
(at least based upon the police reports we were provided) she was charged 
despite the fact that she may not have been the one actually discharging 
the fireworks.  There are very few circumstances in the criminal law where 
one can be vicariously liable for the acts of another.   
In short, given the information we were provided and the resources 
required in charging and trying the case, we declined it.”  
 --James T. Scott, District Attorney 

Page 228 of 251

[ ] 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------



1. Difficulty in locating the occurrence? – Those who call Dispatch with a complaint often do not know 
the address of the household setting off fireworks, or even which street. Fireworks often do not go on 
for hours, and may have stopped before an officer can arrive. 
 

2. Difficulty in locating the perpetrators?– People often scatter at the approach of JPD 
 

3. Difficulty in identifying the perpetrator? - Who, when a patrol officer arrives at  a  party group, is likely 
to step up and admit to being the one responsible for actually setting off the fireworks? 
 

4. Reluctance to issue a $300 ticket? – This is a pretty stiff fine, and officers may not wish to be perceived 
as persecutors of those who are just trying to have fun (police have feelings, too) 
 

5. Confusing fireworks allowed under Fire Code as also allowing the noise to disturb the peace? - It is 
reasonable to be disturbed by neighborhood fireworks explosions, but Dispatch has responded to 
noise complaints, “But fireworks are legal!” (which is irrelevant). 
 

6. Lack of a history as to which offenses have already received a verbal warning? – Are repeat offenders 
not ticketed because an officer is unaware of a prior warning and Dispatch cannot provide this info? 
 

7. Responses required for more serious calls? – Noise complaints must be sidelined as available officers 
must respond to domestic violence, theft, traffic accidents, assault, etc. 

Why Isn’t JPD Writing Tickets?  
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A. Educate Dispatch & officers about our noise ordinance - Fireworks in a neighborhood is a noise 
violation as well as a public safety hazard to children, property, and pets.  It’s not just little bottle 
rockets and crackers – people are also using big, whistling rockets and mortar shells.  Use can last for 
half an hour, many hours, and at random non-holiday occasions. 
 

B. Educate the public that the noise ordinance can be invoked to control disturbing fireworks abuse  –
Residents might be reluctant to call  JPD, unaware that they can call JPD, or believe that a call to JPD is 
futile. 
 

C. Officers get ruthless in handing out disturbing the peace tickets, no more verbal warnings?  If a 
complaint has been received, one gets a ticket just as if one had been caught doing 95mph on Egan 
 

D. Enable Dispatch to identify locations that have received prior complaints and/or warnings? 
 

E. Community Service follow-up in problem locations?  Coordination with neighborhood organizations? 
 

F.  Establish a permitting system, similar to open burning permits, in order to identify location and 
responsible person when complaints are received? 
 

G. Request Assembly to ban fireworks in residential zones and parks? 

Why Isn’t JPD Writing Tickets? How to Fix? 
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Will this be the last Fourth of July fireworks are allowed in city parks? 

Parks and Rec to hear firework-prohibition proposal in September 

Posted: July 3, 2016 - 12:03am 

By SAM DeGRAVE 

JUNEAU EMPIRE 

Come tonight, bottle rockets, mortars, roman candles and fireworks of other forms and fashions will 

light the sky above Savikko Park in Douglas, one of the most popular spots for Juneau residents to 

scratch their pyrotechnic itch. The whizzes and screams of firecrackers, punctuated by loud bangs and 

showers of sparks will likely be observable in other parks throughout the city, too. 

But this may not be the case come next Fourth of July if one group of Juneau residents has its way. 

Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks, a group of about 100 people fed up with the use of fireworks 

in public parks, is requesting a prohibition of fireworks from all city-owned parks. 

“This is an effort to prevent the spread of fireworks abuse from neighborhoods into parks,” said Chris 

Prussing, a Thane Road resident and the unofficial spokesperson for the group. 

Fireworks are currently permitted on all city land, a fact that Prussing said didn’t become problematic 

until about five years ago when, due to a change in regulations, fireworks that used to be off-limits to 

most people became legal to possess and discharge. These fireworks — previously reserved exclusively 

for professional displays — include mortars, which pack a much larger punch than the average bottle 

rocket. 

Prussing’s group is not “anti-fireworks,” she said. In fact, she plans to shoot off some fireworks of her 

own in celebration of Independence Day. It’s the larger, formerly display-grade fireworks that she and 

the other members of Juneau Residents for Action on Fireworks said crossed the line. 

“A lot of these things are dangerous if misused,” Prussing said. “Sure, they’re appealing. They’re the 

ones with the big loud bangs and the colors, but they’re designed to be loud, and people with pets and 

PTSD are being driven crazy.” 

The way she and her peers see it, an outright ban on fireworks in city parks is the best way to reign in 

what they see as an increasingly out-of-control fireworks use. 

The group has reached out to the city’s Parks and Recreation Director Kirk Duncan about the matter, 

requesting a year-round prohibition that includes July 3 and 4. 

“Celebrating holidays in parks with hazardous and noisy fireworks is no more appropriate than drunken 

disorderly parties, and an affront and deterrent to other park users,” the group wrote to the Parks and 

Recreation Advisory Committee in a letter dated June 24. 
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Parks and Rec Director, Kirk Duncan said he will be the person who ultimately has to decide whether to 

impose the requested ban. He’ll be taking public comment from all interested parties at the PRAC’s 

September meeting, which will likely be on Sept. 13. The meeting was originally supposed to take place 

tomorrow, but Duncan moved it back a couple months to make sure that anybody who might want to 

attend had enough notice. 

“If we’re going to do this, I really want to do this well,” Duncan told the Empire. “I don’t want people to 

think that we’re trying to steamroll them here. I want to make sure we have good public input, good 

public process.” 

Fireworks are already prohibited in state and federal parks, and Juneau Residents for Action on 

Fireworks would like to see city parks adopt similar rules. Kevin Murphy, chief ranger for Southeast Area 

State Parks, said he thought such a ban would be a good idea, although he recognized he’s not in a place 

to make that call. 

“I just think it would be good if the three organizations had similar regulations on fireworks,” he said. 

“People seem to think that parks are a safe haven for fireworks, and I don’t know why. It’d certainly be a 

lot easier if we’re all sending the same message: Fireworks are not welcome in our parks.” 

Murphy said that state parks prohibit fireworks because they are loud, dangerous and a fire hazard — 

although that’s more applicable to drier regions of the state than rainy Southeast, he said. 

Though fireworks are illegal in state and federal parks, Murphy said they are still commonly used at 

places like Eagle Beach. Regulation of the fireworks ban is not easy. 

“It’s hard to enforce, particularly for us because of staffing,” he said. “But that doesn’t make fireworks 

acceptable.” 

The Juneau Police Department, too, has struggled with enforcement when it comes to fireworks, 

according to JPD spokesperson Lt. David Campbell. The city may not have laws pertaining to where 

fireworks can be set off, but it does restrict when they can be discharged. 

The city’s noise ordinance, which was enacted in 2014, prohibits residents from making “any loud, 

unnecessary or unusual noise” that annoys their neighbors or makes it difficult to sleep. 

Under the ordinance, setting off fireworks within earshot of people who don’t want to hear them after 

10 p.m. on weekdays and 9 p.m. on weekends is against the law and could result in a citation. 

“It sounded like a good idea at the time,” Prussing said of the ordinance. “Unfortunately, the practicality 

of it is turning out to be a problem.” 

That’s because, Campbell said, that police officers “almost need to catch the person in the act” in order 

to cite somebody for violating the noise ordinance, which isn’t easy when it comes to fireworks. 

“When the officer gets to the place, it’s typically over,” Campbell said. “Being able to isolate where it’s 

coming from and who did it, from an investigation point of view, is a difficult thing to do.” 
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Since the noise ordinance was enacted two years ago, the police department has issued about 25 noise-

violation citations, according to Prussing who recently requested the data from JPD. None of those 

citations were for fireworks, even though the department received more than 250 fireworks-related 

complaints during that time. JPD was unable to provide the data to the Empire by press time, but police 

spokesperson Erann Kalwara was able to confirm the number of fireworks-related complaints. 

Campbell is reasonably confident, however, that JPD would be able to better enforce a fireworks ban in 

city parks if one were to be issued. Because such a ban could prohibit people from possessing fireworks 

in a public park, Campbell said that police officers could ask people with fireworks to leave parks or seize 

the fireworks if need be. JPD has no such authority when it comes to the noise ordinance because it’s 

the use, not possession of fireworks, that is illegal. 

Prussing said that complaining about fireworks in Juneau doesn’t typically make people popular. In fact, 

historically complaints about fireworks — and especially attempts to ban them — have been met with 

explosive opposition, “a torrent of resentment,” she called it. 

She hopes this won’t be the case at the September PRAC meeting, and she has reason to believe that it 

won’t be. So far, the sentiment seems to be running 80 percent in favor of the ban and 20 percent 

against it, she said. 

“The people who are complaining about fireworks are actually reasonable people,” she said. “We’re 

your neighbors, and we’re nice people.” 

• Contact reporter Sam DeGrave at 523-2279 or sam.degrave@juneauempire.com. 
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This is so wrong. Instead of looking at my "right to uninterrupted 
enjoyment of my home," I'm having to put up with a barrage of insane 
fireworks noise night after night, day after day.  
 
The 3rd of July the idiots started at 10:30AM - no. that's not a mistake, it 
was 10:30AM, and went till 1:30 AM of the 4th of July.  
 
My dog refuses to go outside now, because it continues even now.  
Not a continuous barrage, but sporadic, insane one here, five there, and 
let's do another three here just for the hell of it. 
  
That's what has happened to her, and me -- this is wrong, wrong, wrong.  
NO ONE SHOULD HAVE TO LIVE THIS WAY.  
 
And, my dog was medicated. 
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I live in North Douglas waterside. The fireworks barge is parked in view of our home so 
we our used to a certain level of preparations and noise as the crew organizes and fired 
off practice shots. 
 
However, This was THE WORST year ever in re non CBJ fireworks. Commercial grade 
fireworks blasting off in private yards and places up and down both sides of the channel. 
Also frightening were the paper Japanese lanterns launched with open flames sailing over 
cedar homes and into the forest. Not to mention intense smoke and extreme noise 
starting about 5:30 PM until nearly 12:45 AM. We were barricaded in our home! Could 
not go out to the beach- too much smoke, noise, and overhead fireworks. It all seemed 
unusually dangerous as many of the fireworks equaled the CBJ fireworks. 
 
Usually I go down to beach and watch CBJ fireworks. I could not even hear the city 
fireworks this year as it was so loud around us. 
 
Also there are tons of spent fireworks at Savikko park. Why does the city even bother to 
spend all that money on fireworks when it is becoming dangerous to attend since 
unregulated fireworks and bombs are going off everywhere. 
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They should be illegal except for the shows conducted by permit.  
 
Traumatizing pets, veterans with PTSD, and autistic people is not my idea of a good 
time. In the Flats, 99% of us don't want them going off, but we have a few rude jerks 
who persist in annoying everyone else. I would like to see them banned in residential 
areas and city parks, and I don't care if they are not legal anywhere. 
 
I want to be able to get someone cited for disturbing the peace if they are keeping 
the neighborhood awake "celebrating" whether it's fireworks, loud music, or cars 
without mufflers. 
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Actually from what I understand one of them is a narc for the cops and could set 
them off without them doing a thing. And that's not just speculation but general 
city knowledge, everyone who knows him knows it. One of the other ones would 
do it in front of JPD and laugh about it. The other one I know for sure would take 
pictures and video and brag all over social media about it.  
 
So while I respect our officers in general and know of a number really amazing 
ones. I also know that yes, a number of the idiots who set them off for hours on 
end in front of everyone could be caught.  
I'm sure there are reasons why they are not being pursued. Perhaps as someone 
else said, they are stretched thin and they're busy saving lives, you know, doing 
that thing that probably drove them to join in the first place.  
 
But that doesn't stop the fact that they set them off for weeks on end so no one 
in the neighborhood can sleep, the fact that walls rattle, or the fact that I know 
about 30 people in the neighborhood who have complained about those 3 people 
without even a single citation being written. 
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We have a right to live in peace and quiet and not be subjected to BOMBS going off 
and making our neighborhood feel like a war zone!!  
It's bad enough this happens on the 3rd and 4th, and New Year's Eve, but it happens 
way before and way after!!  
I work damn hard at my job and when I come home I expect to be able to relax and 
de-stress in my own home! Not be jumping out of my skin because someone wanted 
to set off a f****ing bomb!  
JPD doesn't do a damn thing about protecting MY rights, so yeah, I'm pissed off 
because people can do whatever the hell they want, make all the noise they want 
and nothing happens to them.  
Yeah sure, I'd take a "chill pill" if I thought it would help, but this complete disregard 
for those of us that do NOT enjoy firebombs and telling us to stop whining and deal 
with it, or put ear plugs in, is not right!  
WE have a right to peace and quiet in our own homes. Yes, YOU have a right to 
shoot off firebombs, just take it somewhere where we aren't subjected to the 
obnoxiously loud noises. Regular fireworks are one thing but damn, those firebombs 
are NOT necessary!  
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I am going to tell you that while we tried to enjoy the professional fireworks 
show last evening, and it was a beautiful one, the folks on the beach below 
were in fine form.  
I know we could have moved…but … parking.  
 
And we really did see these personal use fireworks as these folks’ celebration. 
It’s the 4th, right?  
 
But what they DON’T know from down there is that those things were 
exploding at street level or just above.  
 
That was last night. I STILL feel like I’ve had my ears boxed. 
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Seriously, the fireworks in the valley need to stop.  
 
People have jobs to go to early in the mornings, dogs who are deathly afraid 
of them, and it's just plain rude!!  
 
It's almost 11 pm on the 5th and fireworks are being lit off repetitively.  
 
Needs to stop. 
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FIREWORKS? WHAT’S THE PROBLEM? 

You’re probably thinking of 
little crackers & bottle rockets 
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Possibly you have not been shelled by 
big mortar rounds & screamers 

FIREWORKS? WHAT’S THE PROBLEM? 
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"These are my favorite of all the 
Artillery Shells. 
Well crafted, brilliant effects, and 

a REALLY big bang ... 
the kind you feel in your chest." 

WARNING 
SHOOTS FLAMING BALLS 



• What else do you call loud booming noises 
resembling gunfire and artillery cannon blasts 
at any time, any day?   

• How is it not disturbing to have a terrified pet 
pee all over the carpet and cower and shiver in 
a corner for hours?   

• To have kids awakened and frightened an hour 
after you finally got them to sleep?   

• Have your own sleep disrupted by explosions? 
• Twitch from PTSD every time you hear a blast? 
 

DISTURBING? 
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• How else to describe shooting roman 
candles at one another?   

• Letting little kids hold fireworks?   
• Drinking while handling explosives?  
• Shooting bottle rockets into a crowd?   
• Firing mortar rounds over neighbors’ 

rooftops and dropping flaming debris 
onto their properties?  

• Starting a big undergrowth burn alongside 
a popular trail? 

 

RECKLESS? 
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Is there a better word for  
retaliation with  

verbal abuse and  
vandalism by a  

neighbor who has been  
requested to desist?  

MALICIOUS? 
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Disturbing the Peace 
Reckless Endangerment 

Malicious Mischief 

TERMS USED BY OUR 
ORDINANCES & JPD 
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MAYBE INSTEAD OF 
SAYING “FIREWORKS” 

WE SHOULD SAY 
“BACKYARD BARRAGES” 
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What Is an “Ad Hominem” 

Attack? 

Ad hominem (Latin for "to the man" or "to the 
person“) short for argumentum ad hominem,  

 

is a logical fallacy in which an argument is rebutted 
by attacking the character, motive, or other 
attribute of the person making the argument, or 
persons associated with the argument, rather than 
attacking the substance of the argument itself. 
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Dislike fireworks 

Anti fireworks 

Nagging 

Whining 

DRAMA 

Have a lead deficiency 

Jerks 

Be serious 

Characters 

Agenda 

Idiots 

Self-aggrandizing 

Offensive 

Drama queens 

Nut jobs 

Stick up your ass 

Pretty sad 

Dictator 

Not rational 

Selfishness 

Ignore 

Freak 

Dramatic 

Little people 

Small issues 

NONSENSE 

Selfish 

Scared 

Crap 

Move or get over it 

Fake 

Asinine 

Get help 

Insulting 
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RIDICULOUS 

Minority 

Complaints 

Waste of time 

Typical 

Stupid 

Zzzzzz… 

Makes no sense 

Just want to get your own way 

The reality is… 

Fantasy land 

Fireworks are annoying & nothing more 

Fail 

Crying 

Get a friggin clue 

Government micromanaging 

Wake up  

Be a big girl 

Just like to complain 

Petty 

Silly 

Naïve 

Annoyance 

Blowhard 

Move away from Juneau 
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I bet she gets mad at all her coworkers for 

wearing deodorant. 

--DK 

You are a bunch of liberal tree hugging assholes.  

 

I'd bet most of your supporters feel the bern and 

want to limit celebrations to hand clapping and 

banging pots & pans . 

 

It's funny how censorship works with libs. In order 

to comment I have to "like" your post, well go fuck 

yourselves with a lit stick of dynamite up each 

other's asses. 

--NH 

nancies 
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