
Broyles, Randi 

From: 
Sent:· 
To: 
Subject: 

Attachments: 

Blankenship, Johni 
Tuesday, February 2, 2021 9:28 AM 
Broyles, Randi 
FW: <EXTERNAL-SENDER>KPB Planning Commission Decision to Vacate Essick Remote 
ROW 
Caribou Island ROW 2.1.2921 .odt; 2021 Notice of Public Hearing.pdf; Kenai Borough 
Planning Commission Notice of Decision !2521 .pdf 

From: Ernie Alvarez <easkilak@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 1, 2021 3:26 PM 
To: Hibbert, Brent <bhibbert@kpb.l)s>; Derkevorkian, Richard <rderkevorkian@kpb.us>; Bjorkman, Jesse 
<JBjorkman@kpb.us>; ysoncox@kpb.us; Elam, Bill <belam@kpb.us>; Carpenter, Kenn <KCarpenter@kpb.us>; Johnson, 
Brent <bjohnson@kpb.us>; ichesley@kpb.us; Dunne, Willy <WDunne@kpb.us>; Blankenship, Johni 

<JBlankenship@kpb.us> 
Subject: <EXTERNAL-SENDER>KPB Plann ing Commission Decision to Vacate Essick Remote ROW 

CAUTION:This email originated from outside of the KPB system. Please use caution when responding or providing 
information . Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender, know the content is safe and 
were expecting the communication. 

TO KPB Assembly Members, 
Attached is my letter opposing the KPB Planning Commissions decision to vacate Essick Remote 100 ft ROW on Caribou 

Island in Skilak Lake. Also find the KPB Notice of Public Hearing of 1/25/2021 and the KPB Notice of Decision regarding 

that hearing. 
Thank You 

Ernie Alvarez 
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To The Kenai Borough Assembly Members (KBA), February 1, 2021 

As a property owner on the South East side of Caribou Island, I respectfully request that Assembly 
Members reject KPB Planning Commission's decision to vacate the Essick Remote NW 100 ft. Right 
of Way (ROW). 

This Right of Way (ROW) has been used by Caribou Island property owners for over 60 years. The 
two most used and accessable ROW's on Caribou Island is the Essick South East 100 ROW and the 
opposite 100 ft. ROW on the NW side of Caribou. Other RO W's referred to in the Petition are seldom, 
if ever used and inaccessible due to terrain (marshland, rocks , boulders) and cannot be approached by 
boats in moderate to high winds. Additional reasons I oppose this decision to vacate Essick 100 ft. 
ROW are as follows: 

1. I believe the Petitioner's request can be addressed without requiring the 100 ft ROW be vacated. 
Erosion of the lake shoreline is due to wave action that all lake shore owners experience. A small 
portion of Petitioner's particular problem on Lot 1 Block 6 is due to an interior property owner 
parking their barge (10' x 20') on and off for the past ten years on the east end of the Petitioner's lot. 
This could have been terminated at the petitioners request. In addition I believe the barge owner would 
gladly assist as would I and other property owners to repair any damage that may have occurred due to 
the barge or any other reason. Lot 1 Block 6 is a uniquely pie shaped lot with the east side adjacent to 
the present 100 ft. easement and is where the barge has been parked , impacting a small area of the 
Petitioner's lot . Vacating an established 60+ year 100 ft of ROW in exchange for an undeveloped 30 
ft. ROW(resulting in a loss of 70 ft. oflake shore access) on the Petitioner's furthest east side of their 
other Lot 7 Block 3 is an excessively unreasonable remedy and inequitable to other property owners. 

2. The proposed 30 ft. ROW on Lot 7 Block 3 is undeveloped, difficult to access due to its 
shallowness, rocks, boulders, and moderate to high winds make it impossible to beach a boat in that 
area. In addition, this proposed ROW goes up a steep hill making it difficult to drive an ATV with 
building materials or supplies on a trailer. 

3. The decision to vacate the 100 ft. ROW in exchange for a 30 ft. ROW effects ALL Caribou Island 
property owners directly or indirectly . Only 5 to 6 property owners were notified of the Public 
Hearing held on January 25, 2021. I believe all Caribou Island property owners should have been 
notified and given a chance to give their approval or disapproval before resorting to such a drastic 
decision that affects present and future access to island properties. This decision to vacate the current 
ROW may have an impact on future building sites and ownership due to the difficulty of access and 
may affect land values. 

I respectfully request that this decision to vacate Essick Remote NW ROW be denied by KPB 
Assembly Members. I also request to be notified of any other opportunities to address this matter with 
ASSEMBLY MEMBERS in the future. I may be contacted at 907-830-8507 or email: 
easkilak@gmail.com 

Ernie Alvarez 



SEWARO JOIJR!f\lAl 

Charlie Pietce 
6omugh Mayor 

K£NA1 PENHNSULA !BOROUGH PLAN N1NG COMMJ:SSJON 

NOTJC£ OF PUBLIC HEARtNG 
Public non.ce · s lher,eby 9lve~ that ,:1 petition was rec.e}ved OA 1~/'lB/2£20 to vac-a!:e ,a p\ilbuc rigM-oJ-way m 
.the Seward Raoordi g District,, i&e.inote .ar:e.a. Ar.ea under oons1!Jeranon is described ~ fo1Jow-s: 

A. Locat1on .and req1Jest: V.acate Esskk Rerll\latce NW right d Wil'J ·so.ultb of i:mtersection with Gene 
Smart Remote INIW as decii'cated oo CaA"'bou lslarnd Amended, Plat SW-37. The right-cf-w.J¥ being 
lia@ted .rs 100 feet m wj(ffth,. unconstruct-ed, .an:d ]:created within t ile No:rt'h l/2 -of Secti.o.rn 25, 
Town.ship 4 North, Ramge 7 We:s:t. SEWard Mer.idian, Alaska, within the ~enai Peninsula '.Borough. 
iKPB file 2020-154V. 

'PsUf(;?o.se as 'S!tated in petition: o.~r r.-easorn fur r~uesting to w.acate. a portion ;of fue 10.0' WJde 
access Tight '°1f way is to .rooa:im baok :a rad r.e_pair ·the dam:aged :er.od4:ng 1ake b.an'k .cf it:bat pomoo 
(50' or more} of our pr.operfy that is mlstakedly u5ed as the "'assumed loca:tio.n"' of he lOir ,Jgbl: 
,of way .by past .and present ~roperty owners. We would !lik,e to vacate title tremai11iing .are.a aoo 
~ft.er .an .alt-emate 30' right -of way on the east bou.nda.'1}1 of o.ur 1ot 1 bJocK 3 Caribou islam~, p1:at 
.SW-31 There ;ar:e Ao '60' right of ways that have been p.latt.ed or ,dedicated so we would like t o 
match fue 2 other -~ trig}1t of ways to tlre .east. Mostly tholilgh. we o.p.e :to leave enoi,gn :sq1.1ane 
·footage to b.w7d .a cabin mr family .and ftl'iern:<!ls..(fr a 60' :ri,!Jh:t way s d:edic.ate:d,, then add 2-20' 
ibmJding setbacks as per rode M .3U240{1ij. ~ .a.dd a SO' anadramo:us habitat protection :as per 
,c.ode 203029.D. ·fujs w.ou1d not ieav.e m\ildh '.left'We howev.er. wiJJ have lo .do the same iWl:le.o we 
hav.e the fiin:a\ p1:at but wol!l'ld h.av-e more foota,ge by just dedicating ·a JO'.) 
And the final reason we want to dedicate only .a 3ff wi:dth ,a'l:her d'lan a 60' vi dtn, is that J10 

1\1.ehiides other th.an four--wh-eeJe5 will e>:1€1' be used on 'the tr'ight :of w_.1ys and on .our :south s'.i:lie o1 
the ii.sJanct tniere ar.e 2--30" nght of way5 and 2-1(00' lf.i,ght oi wa'/5, fue 1atter being a11 :aJT str.ip 
:r.e-se.rvatioA :that amongst the property iowner-s., w:il :never be constru.cted as the po_pu]ar trav:el 
method is by airplane and boat. 1be rig.bl ro1 ways all lile <SOUth tla'Jf of the. sand h ave 5 acmss 
poo-,ts lha-Jil the oorth <Side of 11:he 1~ whim fuere 15 ,o:n'ly i aoces5 point 
The fool: 'traffic, boat&, barge parking and llhe 1oadi gfunlo.ad1n9 of material]; has detef.iorate.o the 
bal"J'k a11d fore.st floor of ou.r property. mostly on ~he south '.boundary of Jot !blod< 6, which we 
wou1cl 1:ik,e to ~.alr alild reg.r\ow as pant of oor cornbini111.9 th.e foyts wjth th.e fin~ p lat. 
Cu.r.renl "rear widths tlmi>ughou:t tb e :nghts of way vary from a fftkmg trail to a If.our-wheeler size 
width. Amtmgst most of the iµr:,qperty owner-son ~e island agm.e,, there its oo ref' need to .develop 
the ,fight of ways any ~der, ev.eryorn~ enjoys hlking :and oo c_casio-n 4-wheeJ. 
We have owned pro,perty he.re si:r,rce Z004 and ave acguir.ed c1djomin.g lots thr.oogho.lrt the years, 
we pla t o ir-etire alil.d ha~-e the property for c1tur fami!), to enjoy for generations. 
A5 of oday, we have a rota1 of 5 ilots w.1.th 3 lnt-s adjoining the tl)(Y aracil 3.0' :n9ht d ways. 
We have a good personal :re.lafionshi.p with many of the pr<0perty town,e:r.s withln .tile <entire isl.and 
aoo -~th our nearby neighbor.;. W..e ihave spokeo t.o a few of ttiem ab.out our v.acafion ":cilea. 

--( 
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SEW.ARO JOIJJRNAt 

Oianie Pierce 
Borough Mayor 

KENAI PEN,NSUlA BOROUGiH PlANNtNG COMMJSSJON 

NOTlCE Of PUBLIC HEARl:NG 
iP.ubl1c no1ice is 1her,eby giveJ\l tb:at ;a pet'itiora was r,eoeilied on tU1'8/2'D2D 't-0 vacat,e ;a publk il'ilg'At~of--way ,n 
the Seward IR.eco.rding IDistrfot, R'OO'lote area. Area under c-0nsioor:aoon is rlescrib.ed ~ fu!Jows: 

A. LQcation and remsest- V,acate Essid< Remote 'NW ri9tat of way souilh of intersection with Gene 
Smart 'Remote !NW as dedicated on Can"'bou isla:rnd .Amended, Plat SW-.37. 1he right-of-way being 
vacated is 100 feet ·n width,. unmnstrucred, and localed within tbe :North 1/2 .of S:e.otio.n 25, 
'Towraship 4 Ne>rtl\ Rang:e 7 West, S-eward Meridian, A1aska, witnin he :Kenai PentnS!illa :Baroygh. 
K'PB fj]e 2020-154\f. 

\8, :P,u:r.po.se .as :s!tated an ,petition: Our reason for r-equestmg to vacate a portion of 'fue 100' WJde 
acce-ss n.9:ht of way ls to :r-edaim back and .r,epair the damaged eroding fake hM'k of fu:at p_ortion 
{'50' or more) of our p.mpetfy that :is mlslaken1y used as tihe ~assumed oca:tion" of he 101'.f right 
,Qf way !by p.ast and pres-ent property owners. We would ~ik-e t-0 vacate the :reroaifiling .area and 
off.er ,an .aJt.e:rnat,e 30' ,right •of way on the east bounda'.l'Y ,of our lot 7 bJock 3 Co:ribo.u 1s'land, ,plat 
SW-37. Thar£ :ar;e Au W' right of ways ti\lat have been platted or -dedicated so w.e w,0J.!le Wke t.o 

JTrtatdi the 2 ,other 30' iright of ways to the east. Mostly thol!lgh, we op:e to !eave enough square 
footage to build .a .cab:in far family :and f.r'iMrls..~ ,a 00' iright way is dedicated, :then add 2-20' 
building setbacks as per -rode 20.3G240!At d1l,en ,add a SD' an:adromo:us habitat p,rotectio.n as per 
mde 20.3029.0. this would Jilo'.t aeav.e mlildl left.'We however, wW have to ido the same when we 
have the fiina, plat, 'but woulo have more foota9·e by just dedicating a 3'0'.) 
And the final reasoo we want ito dedkat,e only a 30' width irc1ther than a 60' vi dtb, ~s that nc 
wehlides othrer than our-Mlh.eeLers will ev€I be :used on 'l'he iig'ht of w:ays arm :on ow ·s.Clluth -s,:de of 
.tbe islanq, fhe:r,e .are 2-30' ri.gbt of ways aorl 2-'UID' trig'ht o ways, 't'hle iatter beiBg an air str;ip 
r-esel\.tatiom that amongst ithe property own:e:rs, will neve.r be oonstJucted .as the popular traye1 
method is by airp1ane .arnd bo:at. Jbe righl of ways om 1'.he S:OOth ha:1f of the. island h ave 5 acceis 
ppjnts tlia.l'l the orth ~de of fue k'lan.d which t't:rera is on1y t ac,cess point 
The :fool traflic;, ibG'~ barge 1p.aoon.9 aru3 Ehle loadir}g/>uriiloading of materia1s lha5 .deterior,at,eo the 
ibal')'k and forest floor of our property, mostly on the south lboundaiy ,of lot 1 block 5, wh1dl we 
woo1d lik-e to ~air .and rregnow acs p.ari of our rombinin:g the ots wJ h ~ final p.lat 
G!Jr,rent '"mar widths tnr{}ugbout the rights of way vary f r.om :a h"lkin.9 'tr.aiJ to a four-whae1er 51:z;e 

'Wid:th. Amor.i.gst most of tthe <properfy owner.son ~ island agree, there is oo real need to develop 
the right Df ways any ~.ider, e:ve:ryone enjoys hilin9 :an:d on oc_casion 4--wh:eet 
We !nave owned propeity he.fie !Si:n;ce 2004 and ave acquired 'adjoining fots thro ghout tbe years, 
we pla to irefire and ha~e the property for l0>:t:1r family ·.to enj~y for generations. 
As of today, we :have a tota1 of 5 ol:s witih 3 Jots :adjoining the 100' ancl :JO' right of ways. 
We have .a goad per-so:n:a1 :r.elaoonsrup wnh many of the pr.aperty owners within tile entir.e 1sil.and 
arid with our :eaiiby neig'.hbor.s. We nave spoken to a few of them about our v<CJ.c;ation Jdea. 
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Street, Solrloma, Ali:llska 99669 • f907} 714-2200 • {937» JM-2378 IFax 

We have prepared (and r.av,ersed it -easi!y by fo.ur-v.,ibeel.er) 

011a1JJ,ie :PNerc-e 
8orougih Mayor 

the are.a for the . ew 30" iigbt of way for D:and owner5 to JJJ5e mst:e,ad if c1pproved. 

P,eti;.tioner(s): '.Mkllael ill <Jtements an.d Peggy O em.ents of Sterfrra.g , AK. 

PU'blk he.a,ring will be held lby tbe Kenai P,erons'l!l'f-a iB:oro.u:gh Pilaranimg Co:mmissii.oo on Monday, January 
.25~ 2021, oomme ·ng at 7;30 p.m,,. or ·as soon thereafter as busmess p:ermilt.S.. . 

Pte-a.s-e b,e .awa::e that due to .the re.GMt COVH}-11 :9 pa. demic and based 0.111 OX: ,gmde.l~ es, title meetin9 
wJJJ not be phy:skal!_y open to r e public. llStm-c'tfons :a r:e a-s f.oUows: 

fihe me-etiing wm cernain open to ~ e p:.ubli:c. Tilile IPJ:a.n • ng Commissio ers., .a,orog w.irth staff mem'ber:-s., will 
be attemil.ing w:a Bl~-onfer-oocing. The pl!! te ,m be .alJ e to listen or participate wi'tlltl the $ame me .ods. 
The m eet:in_g -will be held 1iromugh Zoom. lo join the meeti g h's0m a iro-mputer visit 
ihUps-//lo.om.eJ~(j/2,084259541. T-o .a'.ttend itll:e Zoom meeti11:9 by iel.ephone ca I !oJJ free 1-888-788-0099 or 
1-877-853-5247. 'When ca!Ting i y.ou wm need .th~ Meefi g D of 2t08 425 95,41.. 8f yoo connect ow 
c.omputer an:d oo ol have :sp.ea~r:s or .a micro~one. if 'Wishin9 to «:Qmment. ·co.nml!t o fone .and tllen 
select pho e for audio.. A ibax wiU .. mrne up witlil ·olJ free number:S, reg\!lesting loo Meeting m. -a d yr:1ur 
partiicipant umber. IDe;tajJed i.nsltf.uctions wTIJ be posted 011 e :Planning Gommis~ion s webpag·e pruo.r to 

e meeting; https://www.:kpb.u-sJpl.anraing-ilept/plarming-commi-ssion.. 

Jf you hav,e qu:estiGl')5 ((j)f -ex,pen.enGe temnocal diffiru1ties, please cont.act the Plaramng Dep.artm.eflt at (:907} 
7M-2WO, 

Me.et, _g :m.ateria'ls may b.e n.1.md at 11rt1;ps:1/www.kp'b.us/plannjni:g-depVplan ·n,g-:c:o.mmissfon .as weJI as 
If 1Jpd.ate:s to meeting procedures. 

Myrme wjshmg ,to testify, lbu:t .ca:rmo:t attend th:e z.oom meeting_, m.ay -come to the above meetmg \to give 
restiliJilcmy o r may submit a w!iitteo statement o the attention of J,w&e Hindman, Kenai Penu11151.da Borough 
rJ.antlin9 Oepa.rttme~t, U-4 ~ Bim'.lcley Str-e_et 'Soldoma,. .Alaska 9966'.9. 'fihie P~- · ·,,.g D-e:Pt3~nt 
rerommends that wiiil:tM romments ib.e rec-ei~.erit by 1_00 PM, Friday, ,January 2:2., 20.2-1.. [Wirtten 
oom.r,r\\ents may als-o !b.e :sent by em.ai'I to tliie .aodre-sse.s he ow or by falC t o 9U7-7U--2378! 

:JI tne Planning Comr:rus:sioJil appuwes the vac-al!ion, e Boroug .As.se.m.bly has thirty days from that 
deois.ion ii:rn IWhi.dh they may- veto ttJrne Plan · n_g Comrni~C!Hl appr<Wcl'.1.. D.enial of cl Yacation pefr-fi o.ri is -a final 
.act for wh,ch no fturtller con:si:deration :shall be g·IW'em b!,' the 'K!elil.a1 !Peninsufa Borough. 

for adaWona; information contact Jul'ie IHir!dmcHil (n'hin:dlman@ikpb.usj, IAlanni.ng Department,, 714-,2200 fl· 
800-47:8-4441 o l free wif.hi Kenai P-e .. ns:ula 'B.or:ougj'rn) or email plaJDn'in:0@iklPb.us. 
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.. -~ · Planning Department 
~ 

144 N. Binkley Street, Soldotna, Alaska 99669 • (907) 714-2200 • (907) 714-2378 Fax 

January 26, 2021 

KENAI PENINSULA BOROUGH PLANNING COMMISSION 
NOTICE OF DECISION 

MEETING OF JANUARY 25, 2021 

Charlie Pierce 

Borough Mayor 

RE: _ ~ Vacate Essick Remote NV'{ right of way south of intersection with Gene Smar:t Remote NW as-
dedicated on Caribou Island Amended, Plat SW-37. The right-of-way being vacated is 100 feet in 
width, unconstructed, and located within the North 1/2 of Section 25, Township 4 North, Range 7 
West, Seward Meridian, Alaska, with in the Kenai Peninsula Borough. KPB File 2020-154V. Petitioner: 
Michael R. Clements and Peggy Clements of Sterling, AK. 

During their regularly scheduled meeting of January 25, 2021, the Kenai Peninsula Borough Planning 
Commission granted approval of the referenced right of way vacation based on the means of evaluating 
public necessity established by KPB 20.70. 

In accordance with AS 29.40.140, no vacation of a Borough right-of-way and/or easement may be made 
without the consent of the Borough Assembly. The proposed vacation will be forwarded to the Borough 
Assembly. The Assembly shall have 30 calendar days from the date of approval January 25, 2021 in which 
to veto the Planning Commission decision. If the Planning Director receives no veto within the specified 
period, the Assembly shall be considered to have given consent to the vacation. 

The approval is subject to: 
1. Providing a 30 foot wide right of way dedication on the east side of Lot 7 to provide a lake access 

to Gene Smart right of way and continuing to Essick right of way. 
2. Consent by KPB Assembly. 
3. Compliance with the requirements for preliminary plats per Chapter 20 of the KPB Code. 
4. Grant utility easements requested by the utility providers. 
5. Submittal of a final plat within a timeframe such that the plat can be recorded within one yea~ of 

vacation consent (KPB 20.70.130). 

Please contact the Borough Clerk's office (907-714-2160 or 1-800-478-4441 toll-free within the borough) 
for additional information. 

Please contact the Kenai Peninsula Borough's Planning Department at (907) 714-2200 if you have any 
questions. 



Broyles, Randi 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Blankenship, Johni 
Monday, February 1, 2021 8:34 AM 
Broyles, Randi 

Subject: Fwd: <EXTERNAL-SENDER>KPB 20-70-130, Planning Board - Caribou Island Subd 
image001 .png; image0jpeg Attachments: 

Is this vacation on tomorrow's agenda? 

Johni 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Hindman, Julie" <jhindman@kpb.us> 
Date: February 1, 2021 at 8:32:29 AM AKST 
To: "Blankenship, Johni" <JBlankenship@kpb.us> 
Subject: FW: <EXTERNAL-SENDER>KPB 20-70-130, Planning Board - Caribou Island 
Subd 

I received this today along with Assembly members. 

J~ tl~ 
Platting Specialist 
Ph : (907) 714-2210 
Fx: (907) 714-2378 

X 

From: Nancy DiNapoli [mailto :nan3d@yahoo.com] 

Sent: Monday, February 1, 2021 8:30 AM 
To: Hindman, Julie <jhindman@kpb.us> 
Cc: Derkevorkian, Richard <rderkevorkian@kpb.us>; Bjorkman, Jesse <JBjorkman@kpb.us>; 

ysoncox@kpb.us; Elam, Bill <belam@kpb.us>; Carpenter, Kenn <KCarpenter@kpb.us>; Johnson, Brent 
<bjohnson@kpb.us>; Chesley, Lane <lchesley@kpb.us>; Dunne, Willy <WDunne@kpb .us> 
Subject: <EXTERNAL-SENDER>KPB 20-70-130, Planning Board - Caribou Island Subd 

CAUTION:This email originated from outside of the KPB system. Please use caution when responding or providing 
information. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender, know the content is safe and 
were expecting the communication. 

To the Kenai Peninsula Borough Assembly and the Kenai Borough Mayor, 

Regarding KPB Planning Board recommendation on Caribou Island - Skilak Lake, the exchange of platted 100' 
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ROW for new 30' ROW. 

Skilak lake is subject to strong storm winds. The original Caribou Island plat reserved only two wind-sheltered boat 
landings for use by all the island's owners. This existing 100' ROW is the only wind sheltered public beach on the 
south shore. Additionally, the existing 100' ROW is improved in that an eight foot wide tractor trail with a packed 
gravel surface has been in place for about ten years. 
On Google Maps the existing protected beach is clearly shown with boats up on the gravel and scuffed gravel from 
human use. Also visible is the tractor trail. My graphic illustrates the proposed 30 ' wind exposed beach with a long 
shallow approach. I have needed to haul my boat up on the existing ROW and walk back to my cabin. 
If the petitioners need more land, the other property owners could agree to give up a portion of the existing ROW, 
but the wind sheltered beach landing should be preserved for public use. It's a matter of public safety. 

I thank you for this belated consideration, 
Nancy DiNapoli 
Owner, Caribou Island Subdivision 
Bk 2, L1 and Bk 1, L12,13,14 
~ ----·--·--------------·-

*** 
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Broyles, Randi 

From: Blankenship, Johni 

Sent: 
To: 

Friday, February 5, 2021 10:35 AM 
Broyles, Randi 

Subject: FW: <EXTERNAL-SENDER> Vacation for Essick REM Caribou Island 

From: Dean Denlinger <dnrdenlinger2@gmail.com> 

Sent: Thursday, February 4, 2021 7:20 PM 
To: G_Notify_AssemblyClerk <G_Notify_AssemblyClerk@kpb.us> 

Subject: <EXTERNAL-SENDER>Vacation for Essick REM Caribou Island 

CAUTION:This email originated from outside of the KPB system. Please use caution when responding or provid ing 
information. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender, know the content is safe and 

were expecting the communication . 

To whom it may concern , 

This email is in regards to the proposed right-of-way vacation for Essick REM Caribou Island. I believe it will be of great benefit 
for the integrity of the island . The current 100 foot easement goes across an environmentally sensitive area. With that wide of 
an easement for anyone to use, it could cause damage and riparian concerns. On the other hand, a 30 foot easement with a 
well marked out trail would greatly help to reduce those issues. 

As the island becomes more popular and more people will need access to their properties, I believe the 30 foot right of way will 
be crucial. 

Thank you for considering my thoughts, 

Dean Denlinger 
Property owner on the island 
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Greetings Assembly Members 

My name is Daniel Moose. My family is (and has been) building a cabin on Section 3 Lot 2 on Caribou 

Island, 500' from the existing ROW. I was one of the few cabin owners notified (there are 18 active 

cabin owners on the island) regarding the Planning Commission's hearing to consider vacating the 100' 

foot right-of way. This ROW I use and rely on for the ongoing construction of my cabin and as a safe 

harbor for myself and family when the Skilak Lake winds pick up (Winds, as the assembly knows, that 

without safe harbor can have tragic consequences). 

I am requesting that the Assembly step in and reject the Planning Commission's vote to approve 

vacating a crucial 100' publicly owned Right-of-Way and re-locating it to a useless and reduced (now 
30') ROW and giving the newly created premium lot and 70' of shoreline to the petitioners, one of 

whom is a Planning Commission employee. 

I attended the meeting and was given one brief opportunity to express my opposition to the proposal. 

My comments echoed those of the 2 other neighbors (who were not contacted by the Planning 

Commission) but were fortunate to have found out about the meeting and were able to comment All 

were in unanimity in opposition to the proposal and none were in support and all made these same 

factual points: 

1. Safety: The existing location provides safe harbor for landing when the wind comes up off the 

glacier. Which it can do rapidly. The 100' right-of-way allows fo r several boats to land and 

maneuver at all seasonal lake levels. The proposed 30' offers no cover from the winds, nor 

space to land or anchor more than a single boat, nor adequate depth of water for any loaded 

boat. It is a gravel bed leading to a steep incline. 

2. Logistics: The existing location provides a safe landing for dropping off necessary supplies while 

offering an adequate staging area for multiple uses including transferring needed construction 

materials. The combination of: protection from the wind, adequate water depth, wide and flat 

area for staging, mitigates the chance of capsizing while loading and unloading. The proposed 

30' area does not provide any of these advantages. For us on the southeast shore of the island, 

the 30' provides what we already have: a shallow, rocky wind-swept shoreline leading to a hill. 

3. The existing location offers a perfect gradual slope for transferring loads to either Gene Smart 
or Essick Rights-of-way. The proposed 30' right-of-way is nothing more than a steep rocky trail 

leading down to a gravel bar and a spit. The Planning Commissions flat plot does not reveal 

these things. 

A review of any topological map with the necessary resolution would clearly demonstrate that the 

gravel bed off lot 7 makes the 30' ROW useless for landing ... the fact of the existence of the gravel bed is 

a contributing factor that helps make the existing ROW the safe landing and loading area that it is. 

A review of the topography would also point out the gradual slope from waterline to the Essick and 
Gene Smart ROWs intersection. This contrasts greatly to the proposed 30'ROW which is steep and 

impractical. Yes, a 4-wheeler can transverse it but not a LOADED one, or one trying to tow materials. 

A review of the topography would also show that the island is divided by terrain. Marsh land to the 

west, ridge and valley to the east. The Southern shoreline paralleling the Gene Smart ROW is low and 
exposed. Materials coming int o the Southeast shoreline have only the 100' ROW that can be used 



safely and reliably. No other alternative works. There is a 30' ROW 100' from my property that is 

useless ... used by no-one ... exposed to the winds and dangerously shoal for landing. 

The Assembly need also consider other aspects of any Planning Commissions vote: 

Fairness and Precedence 

The Planning Commission has voted to take away from every taxpayer on the island, every person in the 

Borough, an access that has always provided a safe alternate landing spot and a useful and much 

needed utility area and have voted to give it to a single petitioner for their private use ... this over the 

unanimous objection of all who were fortunate enough to speak. The Commission voted to take 

mutually owned, prime waterfront property, equal in area to 70% of the average lot size owned on the 

island, and has given it away for free to a petitioner. This clearly is wrong. When I purchased my lot, I 

also purchased my right to use this ROW. 

The ROW I am using to build my cabin is in the process of being given away to a single petitioner right in 

the middle of my construction. This is wrong. Mine and all others' property rights have been abridged 
not for the public good but for the sole benefit of one family. 

The ROW that I and my family, and all other's use for safe harbor and landing when the Skilak Lake wind 

rises is being given to a single petitioner. That is wrong. Mine and all others' safety is compromised, not 
for the public good but for the sole benefit of one family. 

Not notifying everyone on the Island was wrong ... it may have been within the Planning Commissions' 

guidelines but that does not make it in anyway right, it is an ISLAND after all ... the whole community 

deserved notification, not just 6 lot holders. 

It was also wrong after testifying, that I was not sent the Letter of Decision as at least one other 

attendee did . The Letter of Decision was important since it included appeal information. Strange not to 

have received one. 

During the Planning Commission hearing in which I was permitted to listen but make no further 

comment, several of the Commission members seemed to be fishing for a justification to approve. 

Trespassing seemed to be the foundation for their common cause to vote approval. Transcripts of the 
hearing will make that clear. 

Instead of recommending the petitioner's put up a sign and properly demark their boundary, the 

Commission decided to deprive all Property Owners on the island access to property they already 

mutually owned ... it was hard to listen to how even the people who built the road and landing of the 

ROW did not know where the ROW is ... insulting ... as an excuse to take it away from them. The Planning 
Commission seemed to take the view that we on the island were to ignorant to find a 100' ROW we've 

been using for years ... but are smart enough to find a new 30' one. Strange logic. 

When I bought my property I, like all others on the island, purchased not only my lot but also the 

right to access and use this and all ROWS on the island. I now ask the assembly to restore my own and 
every Borough citizens' right of access to the existing 100' ROW. Please do not lock up the Southeast 
shore of the island. Thanks. 
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SEWARD JOURNAL • 

NING COMMISSION 

EARING 
Public notice is hereby given that a petition was received on 12/18/2020 to vacate a public right-of-way in 
the Seward Recording District, Remote area. Area under consideration is described as follows: 

A. Location and request: Vacate Essick Remote NW right of way south of intersection with Gene 
Smart Remote NW as dedicated on Caribou Island Amended, Plat SW-37. The right-of-way being 
vacated is 100 feet in width, unconstructed, and located within the North 1/2 of Section 25, 
Township 4 North, Range 7 West, Seward Meridian, Alaska, within the Kenai Peninsula Borough. 
KPB File 2020-154V. 

B. Purpose as stated in petition: Our reason for requesting to vacate a portion of the 100' wide 
access right of way is to reclaim back and repair the damaged eroding lake bank of that portion 
(50' or more) of our property that is mistakenly used as the "assumed location" of the 100' right 
of way by past and present property owners. We would like to vacate the remaining area and 
offer an alternate 30' right of way on the east boundary of our lot 7 block 3 Caribou Island, plat 
SW-37. There are no 60' right of ways that r.ave been platted or dedicated so we would like to 
match the 2 other 30' right of ways to the ,east. Mostly though, we hope to leave enough square 
footage to build a cabin for family and friends. If a 60' right way is dedicated, then add 2-20' 
building setbacks as per code 20.30.240(A), then add a SO' anadromous habitat protection as per 
code 20.30.290, this would not leave much left. We however, will have to do the same when we 
have the final plat, but wou ld have more footage by just dedicating a 30'. 
And the final reason we want to dedicate only a 30' width rather than a 60' width, is that no 
vehicles other than four-wheelers will ever be used on the right of ways and on our south side of 
the island, there are 2-30' right of ways and 2-1 00' right of ways, the latter being an air strip 
reservation that amongst the property owners, will never be constructed as the popular t ravel 
method is by airplane and boat. The right of ways on the south half of the island have 5 access 
points than the north side of the island which there is only 1 access point. 
The foot traffic, boats, barge parking and the loading/unloading of materials has deteriorated the 
bank and forest floor of our property, mostly on the south boundary of lot 1 block 6, which we 
would like to repair and regrow as part of our combining the lots with the final plat. 
Current "real" widths throughout the rights of way vary from a hiking trail to a four-wheeler size 
width. Amongst most of the property owners on the island agree, there is no real need to develop 
the right of ways any wider, everyone enjoys hiking and on occasion 4-wheel. 
We have owned property here since 2004 and have acquired adjoining lots throughout the years, 
we plan to retire and have the property for our family to enjoy for generations. 
As of today, we have a total of 5 lots with 3 lots adj oining the 100' and 30' right of ways. 
We have a good personal relationship with many of the property owners within the entire island 
and with our nearby neighbors. We have spoken to a few of them about our vacation idea. 
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We have prepared (and traversed it easily by four-wheeler) 

Charlie Pierce 

Borough Mayor 

the area for the new 30' right of way for land owners to use instead if approved. 

Petitioner(s): Michael R. Clements and Peggy Clements of Sterling, AK. 

Public hearing will be held by the Kenai Peninsula Borough Planning Commission on Monday, January 
25, 2021 , commencing at 7:30 p.m., or as soon thereafter as business permits .. 

Please be aware that due to the recent COVID-19 pandemic and based on CDC guidelines, the meeting 
will not be physically open to the public. Instructions are as fol lows: 

The meeting will remain open to the publ ic. The Planning Commissioners, along with staff members, wil l 
be attending via teleconferencing. The public will be able to listen or participate with the same methods. 
The meeting will be held through Zoom. To join the meeting from a computer visit 
https://zoom.us/j/2084259541 . To attend the Zoom meeting by telephone ca ll toll free 1-888-788-0099 or 
1-877-853 -5247. When calling in you wil l need the Meeting ID of 208 425 9541 . If you connect by 
computer and do not have speakers or a microphone, if wishing to comment, connect online and then 
select phone fo r audio. A box will ·cof"!1e up with toll free numbers, requesting the Meeting ID, and your 
participant number. Detailed instructions will be posted on the Planning Commission's webpage prior to 
the meeting: https://www.kpb.us/planning-dept/planning-commission. 

If you have questions or experience technical difficulties, please contact the Planning Department at (907) 
714-2200. 

Meeting materials may be found at https://www.kpb.us/planning-dept/planning -commission as wel l as 
any updates to meeting procedures. 

Anyone wishing to testify, but cannot attend the zoom meeting, may come to the above meeting to give 
testimony or may submit a written statement to the attention of Julie Hindman, Kenai Peninsula Borough 
Planning Department, 144 N. Binkley Street, Soldotna, Alaska 99669. The Planning Department 
recommends that written comments be received by 1:00 PM, Friday, January 22, 2021. [Written 
comments may also be sent by email to the addresses below or by Fax to 907-714-2378]. 

If the Planning Commission approves the vacation, the Borough Assembly has thirty days from that 
decision in which they may veto the Planning Commission approval. Denial of a vacation petition is a fina l 
act for which no further consideration sha ll be given by the Kenai Peninsula Borough. 

For addit ional information contact Julie Hindman Ohindman@kpb.us), Planning Department, 714-2200 (1-
800-478-4441 toll free within Kena i Peninsula Borough) or email planning@kpb.us. 
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January 26, 2021 

KENAI PENINSULA BOROUGH PLANNING COMMISSION 
NOTICE OF DECISION 

MEETING OF JANUARY 25, 2021 

Charlie Pierce 
Borough Mayor 

RE: Vacate Essick Remote NW right of way south of intersection with Gene Smart Remote NW as 
dedicated on Caribou Island Amended, Plat SW-37. The right-of-way being vacated Is 100 feet in 
width, unconstructed, and located within the North 1/2 of Section 25, Township 4 North, Range 7 
West, Seward Meridian, Alaska, with in the Kenai Peninsula Borough. KPB File 2020-154V. Petitioner: 
Michael R. Clements and Peggy Clements of Sterling, AK. 

During their regularly scheduled meeting of January 25, 2021, the Kenai Peninsula Borough Planning 
Commission granted approval of the referenced right of way vacation based on the means of evaluating 
public necessity established by KPB 20.70. 

In accordance with AS 29.40.140, no vacation of a Borough right-of-way and/or easement may be made 
without the consent of the Borough Assembly. The proposed vacation will be forwarded to the Borough 
Assembly. The Assembly shall have 30 calendar days from the date of approval January 25, 2021 in which 
to veto the Planning Commission decision. If the Planning Director receives no veto within the specified 
period, the Assembly shall be considered to have given consent to the vacation. 

The approval is subject to: 
1. Providing a 30 foot wide right of way dedication on the east side of Lot 7 to provide a lake access 

to Gene Smart right of way and continuing to Essick right of way. 
2. Consent by KPB Assembly. 
3. Compliance with the requirements for preliminary plats per Chapter 20 of the KPB Code. 
4. Grant utility easements requested by the utility providers. 
5. Submittal of a final plat within a tirneframe such that the plat can be recorded within one year of 

vacation consent (KPB 20.70.130). 

Please contact the Borough Clerk's office (907-714-2160 or 1-800-478-4441 toll-free within the borough) 
for additional information. 

Please contact the Kenai Peninsula Borough's Planning Department at (907) 714-2200 if you have any 
questions. 



Broyles, Randi 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Blankenship, Johni 

Thursday, February 4, 2021 7:02 AM 

Broyles, Randi 
Subject: Fwd: < EXTERNAL-SENDER>Caribou Island Easement Vacation request by Michael R. 

Clements and Peggy Clements 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: kmsb@gci.net 
Date: February 3, 2021 at 11 :30:46 PM AK.ST 
To: "Blankenship, Johni" <JBlankenship@kpb.us> 
Cc: "Bjorkman, Jesse" <JBjorkman@kpb.us>, "Cox, Tyson" <tysoncox@kpb.us>, "Elam, Bill" 
<belam@kpb.us>, "Carpenter, Kenn" <KCarpenter@kpb.us>, "Hibbert, Brent" 
<bhibbert@kpb.us>, "Derkevorkian, Richard" <rderkevorkian@kpb.us>, "Johnson, Brent" 
<bjohnson@kpb.us>, "Chesley, Lane" <lchesley@kpb .us>, "Dunne, Willy" <WDunne@kpb.us> 
Subject: <EXTERNAL-SENDER>Caribou Island Easement Vacation request by Michael 
R. Clements and Peggy Clements 

CAUTION:This email originated from outside of the KPB system. Please use caution when 
responding or providing information. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender, know the content is safe and were expecting the communication. 

Please enter the following into Public Comments 

To: Kenai Peninsula Borough Assembly Members 

This letter is written to voice my objection to the Caribou Island Easement Vacation 
approved by the Planning Commission on January 25, 2021.This decision appears to 
have been made by the Planning Commission with very limited notification and input 
from the majority of landowners who will be impacted. Many of us learned about this 
action only by word of mouth after the commission approved it; if all Caribou Island 
landowners had been notified, there would have certainly been more response and 
objections voiced . The Assembly should reverse this decision. 

The 100' easement on either side of Caribou Island is the main approach to interior lots. 
There are special considerations that require larger easements and this is one. 
Easement access is imperative for everyday access and personal use, including boat 
mooring, transporting materials, food & water--all necessities for living must travel 
through these easements. If you review the plat and look at the number of interior lots, a 
100' easement on both sides of the island along with the additional 30' easements is 
both realistic and reasonable. Boats require significant space to moor- easements 
represent the only space for interior lot owners to moor. This easement vacation 
benefits only the petitioners; it will make reaching interior lots difficult for many. Can you 
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imagine moving beams and other building materials over a rocky, steep and 
undeveloped access, then being required to make two 90 degree turns before 
reconnecting to the 100 foot easement up the hill? Property owners hiking in and 
carrying their belongings would also find this change difficult. It should be noted that the 
petitioners have only asked for the access point to be vacated, not the entire easement; 
again, this appears to be a way to add to and connect their personal property rather 
than a benefit to islanders as a whole. If encroachment onto their property at the access 
point is an issue, simply marking their corners and asking people to use the actual 
easement is an easy solution. Islanders are respectful of one another's property. 

I have owned property on Caribou Island since 1978--to my knowledge the plat has not 
changed during this time. We all knew when we purchased our lots where our property 
lines were and where the easements were--the lines have been there for decades. My 
family has also purchased additional lots over the years and ours will be passed to 
future generations. We built an addition to our cabin, but we planned and kept it within 
our lot lines respecting the required setbacks. High water, waves and erosion have 
taken land from all of us on the waterfront; this does not mean we should be able to 
claim easements as our own. We do not have the right to make decisions this important 
and impactful for present and future interior lot owners. All of us use easements on the 
island at some point. This approval sets a dangerous precedence and must be 
reversed. 

Caribou Island is a unique property and decisions regarding easements cannot be 
treated as they would be in the city or even most rural areas. Easements are vital 
access and connection points. The desires of the petitioners should not outweigh the 
needs of many present and future property owners. As Assembly Members, you can 
and should correct this action by not allowing the Planning Commission's decision to 
stand . 

Sincerely, 
Sandra K. Bowen 
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Broyles, Randi 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Blankenship, Johni 

Sunday, February 7, 2021 3:07 PM 

Broyles, Randi 

Subject: Fwd: <EXTERNAL-SENDER>Caribou Island easement change 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Nile Ersland <nileersland@gmail.com> 
Date: February 7, 2021 at 12:13 :49 PM AKST 
To: "Blankenship, Johni" <JBlankenship@kpb.us> 
Subject: <EXTERNAL-SENDER>Caribou Island easement change 

CAUTION:This email originated from outside of the KPB system. Please use caution when 
responding or providing information. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender, know the content is safe and were expecting the communication. 

Dear assembly members. 
My name is Nile Erslsand. My wife Chris and I have been property owners on Caribou Island 
for 40 years. 
We are both very opposed to any easement change on the island. 
This particular change would be very harmful to any land owner of the interior lots. 
The proposed easement would make boat landing and moorage dangerous for both boats and 
especially people. Anyone who has actually seen this location will know that it is very shallow 
and rocky. Access from there to the interior of the island would be up a very steep 
grade. Likely unusable by 4 wheelers . Transporting material inland would be extremely 
difficult, and again dangerous. 
It is definitely in the best interest and safety of island property owners to dismiss this easement 
change. 
Regards, Nile Ersland 

Nile Er s l and , DD S 

1 



---------- Forwarded message --------
From: Curt Smith <arncas@gmail.com> 
Date: Tue, Feb 2, 2021 at 1 :54 PM 
Subject: Vacated Easement on Caribou Island, Skilak Lake 
To: <assembly@kpb.us> 
I am forwarding this to the above address so it can be a part of the public record .. 

Curt Smith 

Distinguished Planning Board members; 

I hesitate to stick my nose into this affair given that the Clements are great folks and 
have been kind to me but unfortunately I do not agree with the proposed change as it 
will adversely affect many landowners on Caribou Island. 

At first glance the proposal to relocate the existing 100' easement and reduce it to 30' 
wide seems somewhat reasonable other than trading 30' of beach front for 100' of 
beach front. I understand the owners desire to unite their two lots and add 70' of 
contiguous shoreline in exchange for 30 ' of shoreline to their property BUT the proposal 
is missing a key piece of information not apparent from the idealized platt map 
submitted. 

Over 1/2 of the shoreline on Caribou Island Skilak Lake is too rocky for boats or float 
planes to safely come and go. The proposed new location besides being very narrow is 
in a place where a boat or float plane cannot safely land. Given that it is not allowed by 
the Kenai River authority to dredge the lake bottom or remove any rocks there is no way 
to make the proposed site suitable even if it were 100' wide like the current easement. 



ill 

A shallow boulder strewn shelf extends over 100' out from the mean high water line (see 
photo and map). It is unsafe to land a boat or float plane along this shore which is why 
the current easement was placed where it is now located. 

The shoreline cabin owners in this area seldom land a boat in front of their lots ... they 
cannot. Only at very high water is it possible. Even then there are many large boulders 
under the water and many unsuspecting boaters have their lower units to these 
boulders. 



At best high water is from July 15 to September 1st. Some years less. Most of the 
season the beachfront owners also use the easement not to mention all of the interior 
lot owners who have no other way to access their cabins except through the 100' 
easement Moving the easement from its current location to the proposed unusable 
location and reducing its width will cut off access to their property for a great number of 
people and benefit only the owners requesting the change. 

I wish I could offer an alternative suggestion . I know the shoreline quite well. I walk it 
daily when the water is low. There just is not a better place for it than where it is already 
located. 

With respect, 

Curt Smith 
Caribou Island LLC 
2297 4 Andy Anderson Way 
Caribou Island, Skilak Lake 



Broyles, Randi 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Blankenship, Johni 
Saturday, February 6, 2021 6:19 PM 
Broyles, Randi 

Subject: Fwd: <EXTERNAL-SENDER>FW: Protest to vacation of 100 foot easement on Caribou 
Island, Skilak Lake 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message : 

From: Russell Nogg <rnogg@gci .net> 
Date: February 6, 2021 at 12:33 :49 PM AKST 
To: "Blankenship, Johni" <JBlankenship@kpb.us> 
Subject: <EXTERNAL-SENDER>FW: Protest to vacation of 100 foot easement on Caribou Island, Skilak 
Lake 

CAUTION:This email originated from outside of the KPB system. Please use caution when 
responding or providing information. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender, know the content is safe and were expecting the communication. 

From: Russell Nogg [mailto:rnogg@gci.net) 
Sent: Monday, February 1, 2021 7:55 PM 
To: 'tysoncox@kpb.us' 
Subject: FW: Protest to vacation of 100 foot easement on Caribou Island, Skilak Lake 

From: Russell Nogg [mailto:rnogg@gci.net] 
Sent: Monday, February 1, 2021 5:49 PM 
To: 'bhibbert@kpb.us'; 'rderkevorkian@kpb.us'; 'jbjorkman@kpb.us'; 'ysoncox@kpb.us'; 
'belam@kpb.us'; 'kcarpenter@kpb.us'; 'bjohnson@kpb.us'; 'lchesley@kpb.us'; 'wdunne@kpb.us' 
Subject: Protest to vacation of 100 foot easement on Caribou Island, Skilak Lake 

Dear Assembly: 

My wife, Jean Nogg, and I are over 41 year owners of land and cabins on Caribou Island, Skilak Lake. 

We are respectfully requesting you veto the Borough Planning Commission's 1/25/21 decision granting 
the vacation of a portion of a 100 foot easement abutting the Lake's shore and replacing it with a 30' 
easement at the far east side of a lot situated east of the current right of way. 

1 



The current right of way historically has been used by Islanders like me and my wife as 1 of the 2 -100' 
easements in order to safely land a boat in rough weather, to tie up a boat in order to visit 
neighbors, to start a recreational hike or walk, or to use an ATV and/ or trailer for hauling items. 

The proposed 30' easement is 70' narrower than the current 100' easement and provides space for only 
3 boats at most, with a beach that can't be safely accessed unlike the current easement. 

The proposed 30' easement is steep and dangerous to ATV riding, unlike the current easement. In the 
event of the need to evacuate someone from that part of the Island, it would in my opinion, put the 
evacuee and responders in 
greater 

peril. 

A number of we Islanders are senior citizens and rely on safe access and egress. 

I would like to suggest that this matter could be revisited after many of us are able to travel to the 
Island this period of Covid (and which is currently not possible because the Lake is not passable). We 
are unable to take pictures for the Planning Commission of the current easement and proposed 
easement until spring or when access by snow machine is safely possible. In any event it is unjust and 
inequitable to replace a 100' easement with a 30' easement that has inferior landing area and safe 
access. 

The value of various lots because of marginal accessibility could adversely affect land values and 
Borough tax revenue and set a dangerous precedence. 

A number of us just found out about the petition and hearing and therefore were not able 
to meaningfully participate to voice our concerns and objections. 

Again we are respectfully requesting your veto of the Planning Commission's decision of 1/25/21. 

Russell A. Nogg 
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Broyles, Randi 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Blankenship, Johni 

Saturday, February 6, 2021 6:18 PM 

Broyles, Randi 

Subject: Fwd: <EXTERNAL-SENDER>Caribou Island Vacate of ROW 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Robert Klotz <taterskilak@gmail.com> 
Date: February 6, 2021 at 12:13:57 PM AKST 
To: "Blankenship, Johni" <JBlankenship@kpb.us> 
Subject: <EXTERNAL-SENDER>Caribou Island Vacate of ROW 

CAUTION:This email originated from outside of the KPB system. Please use caution when 
responding or providing information. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender, know the content is safe and were expecting the communication. 

Dear Assembly Members, 

I am a property owner on Caribou Island. I strongly object to the Planning 
Commission's decision to vacate a 100' easement and replace it with a 30' 
easement in a much less desirable place. My first reason is the new 30' easement 
is not large enough to accommodate the amount of boat parking. 3 boats 
maximum could be parked at one time. The easement provides access to dozens 
of lots. Secondly the quality of the beach is horrible for parking a boat unless the 
Kenai River is at almost flood stage. Thirdly the 30' easement goes up a very 
steep hill impossible for an ATV to navigate. Finally trading 100' of easement for 
30' at face value seems unfair to the other property owners. How about giving us 
the original 100 '? 

Robert "Tater" Klotz Jr. 

I own Lot 1, Block 12. 

Additional information about this vacation. A new trail will have to be built on the new 
easement. I am not sure you can build a trail there. I know the lot well I sold Lot 7 Blk 3 to the 
current owners. The current trail was built by myself and one other person. We have put 
hundreds of man hours in developing this easement to assure there is plenty of room for people 
to park their 4-wheelers and have a turn around trail so that hauling supplies is easier. 

1 



Broyles, Randi 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Blankenship, Johni 

Monday, February 8, 2021 7:31 AM 

Broyles, Randi 

Subject: Fwd: <EXTERNAL-SENDER>Proposed Easement Changes Caribou lsland-Skilak Lake 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: jimbo@alaska.net 
Date: February 8, 2021 at 6:31 :14 AM AKST 
To: G _Notify_ AssemblyClerk <G _Notify_ AssemblyClerk@kpb.us> 
Subject: <EXTERNAL-SENDER>Proposed Easement Changes Caribou Island-Skilak 
Lake 

CAUTION:This email originated from outside of the KPB system. Please use caution when 
responding or providing information. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender, know the content is safe and were expecting the communication. 

Good Morning , 
We, James and Lorraine Jones, own property immediately adjacent to easement 
changes proposed on Caribou Island by property owners Mike and Peggy 
Clements. We purchased our property five years ago and spent the majority of 
the 2019 and 2020 summer seasons on the island using boat moorings 
established by the previous owner along with moorings we personally 
installed. In that timeframe, we have not witnessed other property owners using 
said moorings nor observed freight and gear hauling activities along the existing 
easement. The scenic view frequently brings individuals walking the existing trails 
and shoreline (beach) during periods of low water. This area is situated on the 
windward side of the island affording no protection from heavy winds therefore, 
we do not feel easement location changes will bring increased traffic to the 
immediate area. We feel we would experience no negative impact should the 
KPB approve easement changes. Thank you. 

James and Lorraine Jones 



Dear Borough Assembly, 

We have been res idents of Caribou Island since 2004. 

We are asking that you veto the Planning Commission decision made on January 25 regarding the below 

petition from Michael R. Clements and Peggy Clements: 

The Planning commission made the following decision : 

DuMo 

Our reasons for asking you to veto are the following: 

1. The Clements state in their petition they want to move the right-of-way because residents of 

the island 'mistakenly use' part of their property when they use the right-of-way. This is 

something that happens all over the island, and other property owners have simply erected 

barriers that keep it from happening, rather than asking for property lines to change. 

2. The Clements own several lots on the island . It appears they want to move the right-of-way so 

all their lots are together; this isn' t a legitimate reason to do something that w ill affect everyone 

who accesses that right-of-way. 

3. If the right-of-way is moved, who is go ing to be responsible to cut down trees and lessen the 

steep grade of the new trail to make it accessible? 

4. The area of the beach of the proposed right-of-way is very shallow and rocky, making it 

impossible to anchor boats. 

5. The Clements claim they have talked t o other people on the island regarding their petition, but 

no one I've talked to had heard anything about th is petition . We were not sent any notice of this 

before the Planning Commission met on 1/25. 

6. The Clements want to vacate a 100-foot right-of-way between two of their lots, and move it to 

the other side of one of their lots, but only make it a 30-foot right-of-way, which means they 

gain 70 feet of lake front property and pay nothing for it. They even say in their petition that 

they want to leave enough room to build another cabin for family and friends. 

7. The Clements claim there are five right-of-ways on the south side of the island . There are 

actually only 3 on the south side, and the one they want to move is the only right-of-way with 

established tra ils . There are a total of six right-of-ways on the island, but only two with 



established trails, one on the north and the one in question on the south . Without established 

trails, island residents cannot move their gear from their boats to their cabins by four-wheeler. 

8. The lots we own are in the middle of the island and we access our lots from the right-of-way on 

the north side, so this doesn't really affect us, but if the Planning Commission's decision stands, 

they have now set a precedent that says island residents can petition to change right-of-ways to 

benefit only themselves, and more residents will start petitioning to do so. 

Again, we would ask you to veto the Planning Commission's decision to grant the Clements' petition . 

I think it's also important that you know that the residents of the island are aware that Peggy Clement 

actually works FOR the Planning Department as Platting Technician, which seems to us a drastic confl ict 

of interest. I called the Planning Commission office and was transferred TO Peggy. I' m not going to talk 

to her about her own petition. That's very bad public relations on the part of the Planning Department. 

If you would like to further discuss this, you can reach us at 805-801-8055. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Gary and Jill Leiter 



Mike Clements 
38260 Panoramic Drive 
Sterling, AK 99672 

Owner/Petitioner Essick REM Right of Way Vacation 
Lots 1,2,3 Block 6, Lot 7 Block 3 and Lot 12 Block 4, Caribou Island Sub Amended 
SW-37. 

Dear Assembly; 

I'd like to start by thanking the assembly for listening to my concerns and proposals for 
the vacation. 
I have attached our record of survey, please look at the record of survey that we have 
provided for you. Notice on our west line between lots one and two we have lost 92.25 
feet, due to natural and man-made erosion. 
On the East End of our property we have lost 89.65 feet of length do mainly to the 
misconception of where the easement actually is, plus if you add the 50 foot habitat 
protection zone that starts at the open hight water (OHW) that even decreases the 
allowable area for building to almost a point where we can't. 
If you look at the picture that we supplied, you'll see that the easement which it's hard 
to see the orange surveyors tape that I have placed on the easement boundaries, and 
that the shoreline is inaccessible due to a vertical step up of 2 feet. So that makes the 
people using the easement want to come around to the area that has been destroyed 
on my property and utilize that due to convenience. 
I've had many instances where people are trespassing on the entire length of my 
property and two instances stand out Mr. Moose who has recently purchased lake front 
property to the east of us and is five parcels down the lake from me. Dan Moose had 
instructed some of his guests to moor their boat on my moorings and trespass through 
my property on multiple occasions without my notification or permission. 
My neighbor next to me confronted them and told them that they were on private 
property and private moorings. 
They said they were instructed to do so by Mr. Moose. I contacted Mr. Moose and told 
him, I didn't appreciate people that I don't know parking their boat and moving through 
my property. 
His response too that was, "he considered them trustworthy". 
So the next thing I asked Mr. Moose was, what if I come in on my boat and they're on 
my moorings preventing me from a safe landing? 
His response to me was, "well just walk on down to my property get someone and 
we'll move our boat". 
That was not the answer I was looking for, I think what he should've said was, I'm sorry 
and it won't happen again. 
Another instance that happened a realtor came and installed a for sale sign in the 
center of our lot three on the west end, that sign was screwed to one of our manicured 
trees and they could clearly see that the area has been cleaned up, grass mowed and 
visible to be private property. 



The Donald E. Gillman River Center prohibits the use of permanent private property 
signage in the habitat protection zone to establish where our property corners are. 
When you look at that picture of the barge, you'll see that it's pulled up to our back 
property line and our property boundaries encompass the entire barge which I do not 
own. 
The barge sits there all year long and sometimes cannot be moved until late in July 
when the water is high enough for it to float again, people have a misconception of 
where the easement is. 
I'd also like to add that I am an Alaska State Certified Erosion and Sediment Control 
Lead for nine years and I see what kind of damage can happen when we have erosion 
and sediment discharges into United States Waters. 
It is my duty to try and install the best management practices to stop this from 
happening, this is why we payed particular attention to where our proposed area would 
be and the best solution for access, so not to cause additional erosion and sediment 
discharges. 
I discussed it extensively with our neighbor, Jim and Lori Jones, were the proposed 30 
foot easement was going to be located adjacent to their property and they both agreed 
that was the best possible solution. 
There is no step up in the embankment, it has a smooth gravel transition into the 
vegetative area and a trail is already established there. 
In conclusion I would like to say that I wish the people of the island if they were 
concerned about what was going on, they should've contacted me, and I would've 
been happy to produce my record of survey and show them exactly where those 
property lines are so it becomes clear that everybody is trespassing. 
And causing extensive damage to my property that will surely cost a lot in labor to 
rebuild. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Mike Clements 
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Peggy Clements 
38260 Panoramic Drive 
Sterling, AK 99672 

Owner/Petitioner Essick REM Right of Way Vacation 
Lots 1,2,3 Block 6, Lot 7 Block 3 and Lot 12 Block 4, Caribou Island Sub Amended 
SW-37. 

Dear Assembly; 

Thank you for your time and opportunity to comment in regards to our vacation 
request. 

We had received approval from the Planning Commission on their January 25, 2021 
meeting, 8 yahs and 3 nays. 
The commission asked questions of us as well as the two land owners that were 
present (both owners of lakefront lots and next to a 30' right of way). I feel the 
commissioners were very thorough in the 45 minutes the meeting lasted. 

Our comment to you for approving the Planning Commissions decision as follows; 

Before we decided to petition for this right of way vacation, we discussed it for months 
as well as walking our property for the best location for a better dedicated right of way 
area for public to use. 
We contacted our nearest neighbors and discussed with them what we have planned. 
We are not wanting to disrupt their normal ways of accessing their lots (and it was 
understood that this will prevent future interior property owners from trampling our 
private property shoreline and creating further erosion). We requested The Donald E. 
Gilman River Center to prepare a letter (attached hereto) so we know of the restoration 
process and if anyone wants to develop the newly dedicated 30' right of way any 
further, that we could inform them of this information so not to destroy the habitat 
protection area, as well for our own knowledge as we do want to develop the right of 
way more at the north boundary (not within the habitat protection area, but more to 
widen the sloping area there. 
We did not contact the entire island as we felt the majority lot owners have access to 
their lakefront lots as well as 3 100' right of ways and 2 30' right of ways and would not 
be concerned with our reroute plans. 
We determined our lot 7 block 3 was perfect. We cleaned up the area and see that the 
whole 30' we want to dedicate is cleared and easily accessible for others wanting to 
use it. We have rode our ATV all the way to connect with Gene Smart REM NW. We 
plan on this spring 0f not veto'd) to develop the right of way more at the north 
boundary of our lot 7 so that if hauling a trailer, a turn onto Gene Smart REM NW 
would be an easy maneuver. 
We have been made aware from other lot owners that they have been called and asked 
to go against our plans as we only want to obtain the remaining vacated right away so 
we can build on this and sell it for financial gain. 



This was surprising to us, why would lakefront lot owners that have access to their lots 
and that have never used the Essick REM NW right away have negative comments? 
They never called us to ask for our thoughts before making a rash decision assuming 
we are greedy individuals. 
To point out to the assembly, we have not heard from anyone making negative 
comments that live in the interior of the island. 
We have owned here since 2004 and to hear untrue comments from lakefront owners is 
truly disheartening and ask, how would the vacation affect them? 
We feel they have no concern of the habitat protection area or our private property 
being destroyed and the need to restore and prevent further erosion and misuse. 
We love our property and never plan to sell it, in fact we enjoy seeing the moose swim 
over to the island every May to birth calves, watch the rock nesting birds as well as 
waterfowl, we have seen seals in the lake chasing the salmon that come up the Kenai 
River to spawn here. We want these properties to stay with our family for generations 
to inherent and enjoy. 
To answer the question for safe haven, we will never deny anyone safe haven but with 
that said, Skilak Lake and the glacier there creates its own weather pattern and storms 
can kick up at any moment and the winds can blow from any direction. We have had to 
seek safe haven and moved our boat to the west side of the island for safety from the 
shallow area creating waves in front of our property when the wind blows. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Peggy Clements 



514 Funny River Road, Soldotna, Alaska 99669 • (907) 714-2460 • (907) 260-5992 Fax 

February 4, 2021 

Michael and Peggy Clements 
PO Box 4133 
Soldotna, AK 99669 

A Division of the Planning Department 

RE: Lots 1 & 2 Block 6, and Lot 7 Block 3 Caribou Island Subdivision Amended 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Clements: 

Charlie Pierce 

Borough Mayor 

The River Center was asked to provide comment regarding permitting requirements for 
proposed bank restoration projects on the above-referenced parcels, located on Caribou Island. 
Caribou Island is located in Skilak Lake, which lies within the flowing waters of the Kenai River. 
These waters are managed and permitted through several agencies at the River Center: Kenai 
Peninsula Borough (KPB), Alaska Division of Natural Resources (DNR), and the Alaska 
Department of Fish and Game (ADFG). 

KPB Chapter 21 .18 regulates certain activities on all lands within 50 feet of Ordinary High Water 
(OHW), which is determined by measuring landward from the existing vegetation line. This area 
is referred to as the Habitat Protection District (HPD), and this letter outlines requirements within 
the HPD. 

General Requirements: 

KPB 21 . 18.065(A): Natural vegetation on land abutting lakes and streams protects scenic 
beauty, controls erosion, provides fish and wildlife habitat, moderates temperature , stabilizes 
the banks, and reduces the flow of effluents and nutrients from the shoreland into the water. 
Vegetation removal and land disturbing activities within the HPD are prohibited . 

• Activities within the HPD not requiring a permit include: routine maintenance of prior 
existing ornamental landscape features, pruning , weeding , planting of native vegetation, 
removal of downed trees, pruning up to 25% of the living grown of trees and woody 
shrub. 

• A Minor Vegetation Permit (MVP) is required for the removal of any tree within the HPD. 
Property owners are required to plant two (2) native trees/shrubs within the HPD for 
every one (1) tree removed. 

• A Multi-Agency Permit (MAP) is required for the placement of any material (gravel) and 
or structures (platforms) within the HPD. 
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Proposed Development Requirements: 

Lot 1 Block 6 - KPB Parcel #135-042-14 
• No permit would be required to restore a prior-existing access pathway that has eroded 

along the shoreline. 

Lot 7, Block 3- KPB Parcel #135-055-01 
• A MAP would be required to widen the existing access path or install a new access path 

along the proposed easement, and an MVP would be required for the removal of any 
trees. 

Existing 100-foot platted easement (Essick Rem.) 
• A MAP would be required to create an access path through the existing easement 

between Lots 1 and 7, and an MVP would be required for the removal of any trees. 

Please contact the River Center if you have any questions regarding these requirements. I can 
be reached at (907) 714-2468 or slopez@kpb.us. 

Sincerely, 

Samantha Lopez, CFM 
Acting River Center Manager 
Donald E. Gilman River Center 
Kenai Peninsula Borough 
907-714-2468 
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Broyles, Randi 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

-----Original Message-----

Blankenship, Johni 
Monday, February 8, 2021 1 :22 PM 
Broyles, Randi 
FW: <EXTERNAL-SENDER>2-8-21 KPB Public Record and Assembly Members"Vacated 
Easement on Caribou Island, Skilak Lake 2521" - VETO 

From: bigwavedave@alaska .net <bigwavedave@alaska .net> 
Sent: Monday, February 8, 20211:01 PM 
To: Blankenship, Johni <JBlankenship@kpb.us>; G_Notify_AssemblyClerk <G_Notify_AssemblyClerk@kpb.us> 
Cc: David Merrigan <bigwavedave@alaska.net> 
Subject: <EXTERNAL-SENDER>2-8-21 KPB Public Record and Assembly Members"Vacated Easement on Caribou Island, 
Skilak Lake 2521" - VETO 

CAUTION:This email originated from outside of the KPB system. Please use caution when responding or providing 
information . Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender, know the content is safe and 
were expecting the communication. 

To be submitted to the KPB Public Record and each and all KPB Assembly Members. 

Please read the two updated documents below as they both contain separate and important details and information 
pertaining to KPB Planning Commission's Decision to "Vacated Easement on Caribou Island, Skilak Lake 2521 " 

1st note ! 
Dear Assembly Member 
VETO "Vacated Easement on Caribou Island, Skilak Lake 2521" 
> 
> I am a 20 year plus property owner on Caribou Island on Skilak Lake. 
> I am very disappointed to here of the Planning Commission's decision to vacate a The Traditional 100' easement and 
replace it with a 30' easement in a questionable location . 
> I also question the fairness of having 100 ft of easement land taken away from all land owners and only 30 ft replaced 
as fair compensation for the interests of one land owner. 
> I am very familiar with the areas in question. 
> The new Proposed 30 ft site, simply put, is not safely approachable by boat . It is shallow and has many large rocks 
making access near impossible. The proposed new 30 ft easement will traverse thru a muddy low lying area terminating 
at the base of a steep embankment leading abruptly up 10-15 ft in elevation to the required easement currently carved 
precariously into the hillside above. The hillside then continues sharply up and into private property above the projected 
easements intersection. This may make for an extremely difficult transition to transport goods and materials, especially 
to those with lower physical capabilities and the elderly. 
> While the proposed 30 ft site may seem in close proximity to the existing Traditional 100 ft Easement on Caribou 
Island, given the potential severity of weather and varying lake bottom terrain, even a mere 20 ft of distance on the 
waterfront can make a drastic difference in the ability and safety of land owners to navigate a boat to the shoreline on 
much of Caribou Island. 
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> All Caribou Island land owners share in the ownership of all the island easements, this is extremely important when 

you consider that these easements are vital to all landowners and their FUTURE GENERATIONS capability to safely 
access the island and easily transport goods, materials, families and friends to their properties safely. 

> The existing Traditional 100 ft Easement assures us as landowners that we and our future generations will have these 
same capabilities. 

> As all easements are communal properties of all Caribou Island property owners we all own an interest this easement 

property, putting all island property owners inside the boroughs required contact boundary regions for this action, 

however I am aware of only six attempts to contact all of the easement property owners. 

> This may explain why islands property owners I have been contacted by have expressed the feeling of being 

blindsided. 

> The reality of our situation is that back in the day (1960) this undeveloped island was plated out with paper and pencil 
on some remote desktop without the benefit of being onsite or the knowledge of the true lay of the land. 

> Of all their platted easements leading to the lake for intended boat access, only both ends of this Traditional 100 ft 
Easement in question would in reality prove to provide the safe access for all land owners and emergency services which 

may be required to safely access the island with a boat. 
> Unfortunately the lay of the land and lake bottom prohibit the other dedicated lake access easements from from 

functioning as intended . 
I am sure this was not their intention, but it is the result we must live with on Caribou Island . 

> 
This proposal has come to our attention only after the planning committee had already approved it and with less than 
the 30 day time limit remaining, for the possibility of a veto . 

> Given the severe restrictions that Covid has put on all of us (especially the elderly owners) along with the the fact that 
the Skilak Lake is not passable this time of year, prohibits prudent on site inspection of the situation . 

> For the health and safety of the land owners of Caribou Islands young, old and future generations, I am forced to ask 

you to VETO this action. 

> 
> We should revisit this situation in the early summer with Mike and Peggy Clements of Sterling AK, giving them an 

opportunity to voice their concerns, when we can truly see the ground in question in advance of any action taken, an 

opportunity which was not afforded the countless families which will be impacted by this action if not vetoed by you in a 

timely fashion . 

Please contact me if I can help you in any way. 

> 
> I truly believe there is a better solution, VETO this action and give 

> all impacted the chance to walk our ground to review this situation . 

> 
> Thank you 
> David Merrigan 

> 907 382 0007 

> bigwavedave@alaska .net 

2nd note, new information ! 
Dear Assemble Member 

> VETO - Vacated Easement on Caribou Island, Skilak Lake 2521 

> 
> I took it upon myself to initiate contact with Mike and Peggy Clements. 

> I felt compelled to try and end the unhealthy lack of communication surrounding this proposal process. 

> 
> I reached out to Mike and he did phone me back. 

> I ask him to explain what the proposal to vacate the 100 ft easement was all about. 
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> I listened to him carefully for over 40 minutes and I ask many questions. 
> In the end I felt we had a friendly conversation which is is exactly what I expected from the Mike Clements I have come 

to know and like over the years. 
Mike told me that the 100 ft easement was on his property and that he has lost land . 
I could not grasp were Mike was trying to explain this 100 ft easement encroachment on his property has taken place. 
> Mike spoke of a high water marker he has installed and about vegetation growing up through the lake in front of his 
properties. Mike also made referenced to some spot on the back of one of the lots. 
He said he was unhappy about a new open moose hunting season bringing boats and hunters to the far shore of the lake 
across from his properties and the increased lake traffic in general. 
Mike also told me of an indecent in which a crew, working on a cabin east of him tied up to his boat mooring in the lake 
in front of his cabin, a lot or two west of the 100 ft easement with out his consent then used his property to access to 
the island . 
Mike also told me he has already given verbal consent to {Mike Kerr) the the owner of an 8 ft . Wide barge, presently 
parked partially in front of the 100 ft easement, and partially in front of Lot 1 Block 6 owned by Mike and Peggy 
Clements, permission to remain parked in perpetuity, after Mike and Peggy acquire the 100 ft easement. 
Mike told me he is prepared to put this agreement in a written document for Mr. Kerr after their Vacate Proposal passes 
approval and they acquire the area . 
Mike also told me that he has offered a similar proposal of continued usage to (Jim Jones) the owner of the property {Lot 
6 Block 3) adjoining the east side of the proposed new 30 ft easement. 

I must admit that I came away from our conversation with no true understanding of where the easement could actually 
be on his property or just how it has caused land loss. 

> 
> I had knowledge of a land survey which was done by the previous owner and Mike and Peggy Clements when the 
Clements purchased the parcel of land (Lot 7 Block 3) containing the proposed 30 ft section and I believe the survey 
included the Traditional 100 ft Easement at the location in question . 
> I phoned the previous land owner. He said he was on site at the time the actual survey took place and the easement 
was fine . 
> I phoned him after talking to Mike and made sure my reckoning was correct. 

> 
> I know the area very well having used the 100 ft easement at this location many times {hundreds and more through 
out the years before and during my 20 years of ownership) to visit the previous owner at his cabin on one of his three 
waterfront lots, one abutting the east boundary of the 100 ft easement and two continuing east along the waterfront 
{all 3 lots are low, wet and muddy through out the year) . 
> Many times I walked gingerly through the exact lot containing the proposed 30 ft area to access his cabin, because 
boat access to the beaches in front of this area east of the 100 ft easement was not a viable option. 
> With all this experience in mind I racked my brain into a restless sleep in an attempt to decipher what may have been 
happening to Mike and Peggy's land . 

> 
> The next day after more contemplation, it hit me like a ton of bricks. 
I believe Mike was referring to some land (now under water) shown on the original plat map (1 Aug 1960) of Caribou 
Island in front of his properties and in front of the 100 ft easement, which the Lake and Mother Nature have reclaimed 
over these many years. Leaving only rocks and sparse vegetation remaining, partially under water along the shoreline of 

the lake. 
The date on the original plat map is difficult to read and a lot of time has pasted since then .-1 Aug 1960 -. 

> 
I also own shoreline on the lake which varies from that shown on the original plat map, as does every other waterfront 

landowner on the Island that I have ever talked to . 
If this is the issue with Mike and Peggy, all Caribou Island waterfront owners share their frustration of this naturally 

accruing situation. 
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> While it may not be a positive part of waterfront ownership, it should be accepted with grace and humility, as it is the 
potential price we all must pay for living on Alaska's Amazing Wild Waters. 

> 
> Traditionally this location on the 100 ft easement has provided Island owners with abilities to safely bring their 
families, goods and the building materials necessary to sustain life and safety to their island. 
> It is certainly is not fair to expect All Landowners to sacrifice their interests in this Traditional 100 ft Easement, in 
exchange for a much narrower 30 ft of unproven ground and shoreline, for the expressed interests of only one land 
owner, because they may be unable to accept what Mother Nature has been doing, and will continue to do, since the 
beginning of time. 

> 
> This is not the first time I have witnessed this frustration lead to unreasonable expectations. 
> Usually when given time and understanding, acceptance of this reality is achieved . 

> 
> Please VETO Vacated Easement on Caribou Island, Skilak Lake 2521 

> 
> Thank you 
> David Merrigan 
> bigwavedave@alaska.net 
> 907 382 0007 
> Please feel free to contact me if I can provide any further clarity or information. 
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