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April 25,2006 

Dan Hjggins & Carol Brown 

Mcytrs Chuck, AK 99903 
Harbor Point 

Local Boundmy Commission 
550 West Scvmth Avcnuc, Suite 1770 
A ~ c ~ I o ~ c ,  AK 99501-3510 

Re: Ketchikan Borough Annexation Proposal 

We have recently pur- property and moved to Meyers Chuck after many years of 
visiting the cornmuniy and getting to h o w  other residents. We have reviewed the 
annexation petition prepared by the Ketchikan Borough and recommend that tht 
Boundary Commission vote against the proposal as submitted for the following rrasons: 

0 Thc proposal fiiils to recognize the economic and wial oomposition of the 
c o m ~ t y -  This is reflected in the fact that the proposal does not idcntitjl 
any mds  of Meyers Chrick cammiinity that m11ld hr; met hy annexation into 
the urban borow I nio is most cleoriy dernonstrateci in me m.matay rolel 
of thc borough as described in Scctionl4 - Barough Powers M F d o n s  

Education - School budgets, location of W i n g s ,  constractjon and 
repairs: "here are no school age children in the communiry mi all of the 
land, bddmgs and improvcmcats of the former schooi owned and 
operated by the Southeast Tsland School bistrict have been sold. The 
WSD board elected to sell th& facilities after they concluded tbat there 
would be no need for educational sewices in the foreseeable future. 

Taxes - Propem, sak and t d m t  occupancy tax&: 'I'hem am no 
transient accommodations in the community, and bnty one small art 
cooperative providing little ecoriomic renun. Property taxation would 
place a severe impact on the residents who haw no job qqmhdties in 
the community. 

l and  IT*: 7 ,n ine  and sihdivisinns i8r(: not. iwim mrtinent to the 
community at this time or in the foreseeable hturc The community ic 
comprised of less than 50 developed parcds, all rosidmtid in nature. 
They arc conncctcd by footpaths or are water accessible only. There are 
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no vehicles, no need for mads, bridges, bus scrvice or airports, 
Furthermore, there are no proposed industrid, agricultural, high rise, hi& 
density, retail, or other developments that could necessitate any form of 
land use planning 

The proposal goes on to state that the Borough anticipates that if and when 
commuuity Scniccs such as dock mhtcmxx , solid waste disposal, 
wasftvlrgtcr ireaheat and disposal, ox water tnatmwlt and disnibution should 
be needed, the cormnunity will orgauk and pay for such services m l v c s .  
Onc must wondcr what indccd is the n d  for the borough or the just5cation 
fot taxation if no services will be provided under the proposal. 

At this time, Wmgell is dcvtlaping an dkmtiivr: annexation proposal. 
Some mmbers of tbc Mcyers Chuck community have met with 
rcpnstlrtatives of Wranpll and preliminarily it appears that hmrporation 
into this new borough would be more cansistcnt with the Constitdona1 
reqdmenr rhar a hrough embrace an area and populsdon whh wmmon 
interests. The I(etchikan proposal addresses this coxrccnx in that they have 
elected to hold in abeyance annexation of the only othcr community within 
their madei baunday, IIyder. Similarly, Meycrs Chuck is pligyi&l~ itl~~&, 
has limited social or ecoaomic ties to Ketchikan, and has no more need for 
sorVi& fimn tho Ketohikan Borough than any othcr wmmuni% in Benrea. 
We kl it wodd he: B eterm; dimwirR: tn M e y m  Chuck as well as Wrangell if 
the Commission approvm anmation of Meyen Chuck hb thc Kctchikatr 
Borough without fist considering the Wmngcll proposal, whbh you will. be 
receiving shortly. 
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