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Kenai Peninsula Borough

Board of Adjustment Hearing Minutes
March 15, 2007 Borough Administration Building

CALL TO ORDER

The Kenai Peninsula Borough Board of Adjustment convened on March 15, 2007, in the Assembly
Chambers of the Borough Administration Building in Soldotna, Alaska.  Board Chair Betty Glick
called the meeting to order at 10:00 a.m.

ROLL CALL

There were present:

Betty Glick
Kathleen Haywood
Marilyn Kebschull

Michelle Medley
Patrick Cowan, Alternate

comprising a quorum of the Board.

Also in attendance were:

Jim Butler, Board Attorney
Sherry Biggs, Borough Clerk
Johni Blankenship, Deputy Clerk

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

MOTION: Kebshcull moved to approve the January 19,
2007 Board of Adjustment Hearing Minutes.

SECOND: Haywood.

MOTION PASSED: Unanimous.

Chair Glick reviewed the Board of Adjustment procedures.

[Clerk’s Note: Marilee Koszewski submitted her “Reply Argument” to all parties of
record except the Borough Clerk, therefore, it was not included in the record before
the Board of Adjustment.]

(10:08:22)

STAFF OVERVIEW - EXPLANATION OF PROCEEDINGS

Mary Toll, Kenai Peninsula Borough Platting Officer, presented a staff overview of the proposed
subdivision replat.  She stated it replatted two lots and finalized a right-of-way vacation of a portion
of Washington Street into a new lot containing approximately 21,000 square feet.  She stated the
platting action was part of a project by the National Park Service (NPS) to construct a multi-agency
facility within the City of Seward near the SeaLife Center.  She said the vacation of approximately
70 linear feet of Washington Street on the south side and 100 feet on the north side from the alley
between Fourth and Fifth Avenues to Fifth Avenue was a component of the project.  She stated
approval of the vacation was recommended by the Kenai Peninsula Borough Planning Commission
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to the City of Seward on November 28, 2005.  The Seward City Council consented to the vacation
on December 20, 2005 and that title to the vacated street would be conveyed to the NPS upon
recordation of the final plat.

She indicated the Plat Committee reviewed the preliminary plat of the Mary Lowell Center Replat
on August 28, 2006, and heard public testimony.  The Plat Committee’s motion to approve the plat
failed in a tie vote, thereby denying approval.  The Plat Committee provided findings of fact to
support their denial; 1) The public did not attend the November Planning Commission meeting
because the weather was poor and they did not have staff vehicles to attend the meeting, 2) There
was no appeal process available for the approval of the vacation.

She stated on September 8, 2006, Jeff Mow, Park Superintendent, Kenai Fjords National Park, and
Clark Corbridge, City Manager, City of Seward, submitted a request for reconsideration of the denial
to the KPB Planning Commission.  She said the Planning Commission reconsidered the plat at its
October 23, 2006 meeting and approved the preliminary plat including staff’s recommendations,
findings, and conditions referenced on pages 280-282 of the record.

Ms. Toll stated Carol Griswold timely filed an appeal of the preliminary plat on behalf of the
members of “Washington’s Army,” on November 14, 2006.  She stated staff had addressed the
points on appeal and referenced pages 615-626 of the record.

She stated the construction of a multi-agency facility in downtown Seward was an important concern
to the City of Seward and its residents.  She reiterated the Borough’s role in the matter was to
determine whether the proposed plat, which was a step in the development of this multi-agency
facility, was consistent with the standards in the Borough Code.  She stated the Planning Department
believed those standards were met by the Mary Lowell Center Replat.

In conclusion, she urged the Board of Adjustment to uphold the decision of the Planning
Commission based on the twenty-eight findings on pages 615-626 of the record.

Board Member Kebschull asked if the plat, as presented, met all the conditions of the Kenai
Peninsula Borough Code.  Ms. Toll stated it did, with conditions requiring some modifications to
the access and noted some exceptions were allowed.

(10:13:13)

APPELLANT

Carol Griswold, P. O. Box 1342, Seward, representing members of Washington’s Army, a group
a concerned citizens, stated her wish to dedicate the important citizen effort to her dear friend, Pat
Williams.  Ms. Griswold stated she served on the Seward Planning and Zoning Commission from
1998 to 2006.  She said she was serving on the Seward Planning and Zoning Commission when the
Washington Street vacation came before them.  She was one of the three dissenting votes.  Ms.
Griswold said it did not come as a surprise when she was not reappointed to the Commission by the
Seward City Council in 2006.  She stated Washington’s Army believed the approval of the vacation
was an extremely important component of the preliminary plat approval.  The preliminary approval
of the vacation was not final until the preliminary plat was approved as per KPB 20.28.120 and once
the preliminary plat was approved, ownership of the vacated right-of-way would transfer to the
applicant when the plat was recorded.  She argued Washington Street was still being used by the
public and the vacation was not final until the plat was signed, thus, the issue of the vacation process
was very much a part of the preliminary plat procedure. 
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Ms. Griswold believed the preliminary plat, as submitted, was incapable of meeting the standards
as set forth in KPB 20.28 and KPB 21.20 and should be denied.  She further requested the Board of
Adjustment to remand the preliminary plat to the Planning Commission in accordance with KPB
21.29.330 for the following reasons: 1) change in circumstances, specifically the 2007 Tsunami
Evacuation Route and Inundation Map, the 2007 Final Conference Center Feasibility Study, the 2007
Traffic Study, 2007 Conditional Land Use Permit which had not yet been applied for, and the
pending case before the Alaska Supreme Court; 2) findings of fact which were deleted from the
Seward Planning and Zoning Commission’s August 15, 2003 and October 7, 2005 meetings as well
as the KPB Planning Commission meeting on November 28, 2005; 3) remand with specific
instructions for the Planning Commission to require additional evidence, hearings, and findings to
show that the plat satisfied the Code in that: 1) compliance with the 2020 Seward Comprehensive
Plan; 2) provide for equal or superior access in exchange for the vacation of Washington Street; 3)
the alternate tsunami evacuation route should provide equal or superior access subject to the
Tsunami Evacuation Route and Inundation Map to be completed by University of Alaska, Fairbanks;
4) the vacation of Washington Street and approval of the preliminary plat was necessary for the
construction of a multi-agency facility in downtown Seward; and 5) an accurate vehicular and
pedestrian traffic plan and off-site parking plan, including accessible parking, had been developed
through the conditional use permit process.

She further requested the final plat approval be subject to a recorded document requiring reversion
of the vacated Washington Street to the City of Seward as a public right-of-way in the event the
multi-agency facility was not developed as planned.

Ms. Griswold indicated the November 28, 2005 Planning Commission meeting transcripts and
minutes were missing from the Board of Adjustment record and believed pertinent information was
excluded.  She outlined 14 initial staff findings which were not provided and stated the deleted
crucial findings represented a history of concerns starting with the Seward Planning and Zoning
Commission’s preliminary review and approval of the August 15, 2003 Portico Seward Waterfront
Study concept, where the necessity of a traffic study was stressed before even considering the
vacation of a functional street.  She also indicated the record should have included the minutes and
transcripts of the October 6-7, 2005 Seward Planning and Zoning Commission meeting where the
same misinformation was presented and persuaded at least one commissioner to vote for the vacation
and referenced Lynn Hohl’s letter on page 585 of the record.

Ms. Griswold stated the Seward Planning and Zoning Commission assumed or recommended the
following items would be provided when the vacation was finalized during the platting process: 1)
equal or superior access to replace Washington Street; 2) an equal or superior alternate tsunami
escape route; 3) equal or superior pedestrian access; 4) pedestrian and traffic study during the
conditional use process; 5) reversion of the right-of-way back to the city if the multi-agency facility
was not built on the site.  She referenced KPB Resolution 1978-06 which stated, “when a plat was
within a city, the recommendations of the City Advisory Planning and Zoning Commission shall be
incorporated” and indicated they had not been incorporated in the subject plat.

In conclusion, she urged the Board of Adjustment to deny the plat, because the plat was incapable
of meeting code requirements, or remand it back to the Planning Commission with an order to make
corrections of errors and omissions, and to make adequate findings and conclusions based on
accurate and complete studies and reports in support of Borough Code.
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QUESTION BY THE BOARD

Board Member Medley referenced page 451 of the record and asked if Washington Street
continued around to Railway Avenue, and if so, would Railway Avenue provide an adequate tsunami
escape route.  Ms. Griswold stated Railway Avenue did merge with Washington Street, however,
the vacation would block Washington Street, restricting evacuation.

PERSONS FILING ENTRIES OF APPEARANCE SUPPORTING APPELLANT

[Clerk’s Note: Shar Anderson, Bill Hearn, Konstantinos Kanaras, Lynn Hohl and
Marilee Koszewski, parties who had filed entries of appearance, did not appear at
the Board of Adjustment hearing.]

(10:36:55) 
Iris A. Darling, on behalf of Hugh and Iris Darling, P. O. Box 149, Seward, emphatically stated her
opposition to the vacation of Washington Street.  She believed the replat and development of the
multi-agency facility would destroy the historical significance of Seward.  She said the City of
Seward already suffered from lack of tsunami preparedness and closing Washington Street would
only further the poor condition.  She referenced the alternate building site and indicated it had
already been approved as a viable site for the multi-agency facility.  She indicated Fifth Avenue, the
alternate tsunami evacuation route, paralleled the shoreline and would not be a safer route than
Washington Street.  She made reference to Railway Street and stated it traveled downhill, closer to
the shoreline and would not be considered a better route than Washington Street.  She urged the
Board of Adjustment to deny the replat.

(10:44:00) 
Debra Hafemeister, P. O. Box 312, Seward, stated she had been a resident of Seward for over 20
years.  She referenced an article which appeared in the Anchorage Daily News and stated the article
summarized the history of the vacation of Washington Street.  She stated the citizens who had
worked to stop the vacation of Washington Street had come up against many road blocks.  She
wanted to know why the citizens of Seward had not had an opportunity to vote on the question of
vacating Washington Street.  She indicated Washington’s Army had not been allowed to appeal the
approved vacation of the Seward City Council.  She stated the members of Washington’s Army were
a group of concerned citizens who loved their community and wanted to preserve the history and the
safety of their downtown and had no financial interest.

(10:49:30) 
Robert Linville, P. O. Box 1753, Seward, stated he had been participating from the very beginning
of the process.  He believed if the street being vacated were in the cities of Soldotna, Kenai or
Homer, the citizens of the those communities would also want the right to vote on the matter.  He
stated he had been managing the legal front for Washington’s Army.  He stated the Seward City
Clerk denied a referendum petition request and referred the group to the Supreme Court.  He
indicated time had not been allowed for the court to function in the normal time frame required for
the legal process.  He stated the suit was filed against the City of Seward and Washington’s Army
was unable to get an injunction prior to July 6, 2006, which moved the replat to the Kenai Peninsula
Borough.  He stated the case in Supreme Court was now awaiting Cheryl Brooking’s reply brief,
which had been granted a 30 day extension and was now due on March 28, 2007.  He said Judge
Brown had denied the request for an injunction by agreeing with the City that a street vacation was
a transfer of land.  He stated a street vacation was not the same as a property transfer, and should not
be confused as such, in order to stifle a referendum vote.  Prior case law established transfers of land
as appropriations with the associated prohibition on referendum vote.  He believed the process did
not comply with Seward Code Provision 7.2.  He believed the acceptance of the lack of action by
the Seward City Council as consent was not within the spirit of KPB 20.28.100.  He stated the whole
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chapter was meant to deal with unnecessary rights-of-way.  He stated the only streets which had ever
been vacated in Seward where undeveloped or impossible to develop.  

Board Member Kebschull asked who owned the property adjacent to the vacation.  Mr. Linville
stated the adjacent land was owned by the National Park Service.

(10:58:58) 
Kerry T. Martin, P. O. Box 816, Seward, stated his primary goal was to save Washington Street
and noted he was not in opposition to the development of the Mary Lowell Center, however, he
hoped it would be built at the alternate site.  He stated there were over 500 documented members
of Washington’s Army.  He referenced Finding 2 of the KPB Plat Committee which stated, “there
was no appeal process for the approval of the vacation.”  He stated the case currently before the
Alaska Supreme Court would determine whether or not a right-of-way was an appropriation, and if
it was or was not subject to referendum.  He contended the right-of-way was not owned by the City,
thus not an appropriation of publicly owned land, and therefore was subject to referendum.  He
further indicated, right-of-ways within the original town site of Seward, were dedicated to the public.
He stated, should the court rule in favor of Washington’s Army, he hoped the Seward citizens would
be allowed to vote on whether the right-of-way should be vacated.  Mr. Martin argued there was
never a public hearing before the Seward City Council on the disposal of the right-of-way.  There
had never been a resolution of the City to dispose of the property and the preliminary plat that was
before the Board of Adjustment never went before the Seward City Council as required by the City
Charter.  He agreed the vacation had been approved, however, there was nothing to prevent the
partners of the Mary Lowell Center from altering their site.  He further indicated, if the plat was not
signed, the vacation approval was deemed void.  He stated KPB staff had determined the National
Park Service had one year from December 20, 2005, the date Seward City Council was considered
to have consented through inaction, to submit a final plat for review, otherwise the vacation was
considered void.  He assumed a new time line would be established based on the decision of the
Board of Adjustment and urged the Board to consider granting an extension such as that allowed for
by KPB Planning Commission Resolution 1989-27, referenced on page 180 of the record.

(11:04:39) 
Sharyl Seese, P. O. Box 337, Seward, stated she was a member of the Seward Chamber of
Commerce and did not agree when the Chamber supported the vacation of Washington Street.  She
noted she had since decided not to renew her Chamber membership.  She referenced the referendum
which had been denied by the Seward City Clerk.  She urged the Board to either deny the plat or
remand it to the KPB Planning Commission.  She referenced an article in the Seward Phoenix Log
and read several quotes from individuals interviewed by the paper.  She indicated the main vein of
the article was support for a vote on the issue.

(11:09:50) 
APPELLEE

Jeff Mow, Superintendent of the Kenai Fjords National Park, U.S. Department of the Interior,
National Park Service, P. O. Box 1727, Seward, stated the Mary Lowell Center was a partnership
project of three public agencies; the National Park Service, the City of Seward, and the United States
Forest Service.  Secondary partners included the Alaska State Parks and the National Marine
Fisheries Service.  He said the partners envisioned a project much like that of the Islands and Ocean
Visitors Center in Homer which provided a logical first stop for residents and visitors seeking access
to public lands.  He said the National Park Service would not be pursuing the finalization of a plat,
which included the vacation of Washington Street, if it were solely a federal project.  Mr. Mow
indicated the development of the facility had been done with a great deal of community participation
and support.  He stated the partners had measured that support by the enthusiasm of the City of
Seward.  He said the vacation of Washington Street was necessary to ensure the maximum benefit
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to the public and local community.  He understood there was a loss to the community from having
access to a 100 foot section of Washington Street, however, he advocated the Mary Lowell Center
would be a significant enhancement to the downtown area.  He said the approved plat under appeal
was the result of an extensive public planning and design process which sought to maximize the
benefit to the three public agencies and the community of Seward.  He stated the National Park
Service strictly complied with the procedures set forth by the City of Seward and the Kenai Peninsula
Borough regarding the vacation of Washington Street.  He acknowledged the public’s frustration
with regards to their options once the vacation had been approved by the Planning Commission.  He
stated the partners had reached out to the community in over 51 public hearings, meetings, work
shops, open houses and public presentation, since May of 2003.  He stated the project did not have
construction funding in hand, however, design and development funds had been available for several
years.  With that in mind, he requested a delay in recording the plat until construction funds had been
secured.  He reiterated, the issue at hand, was the approval of the plat as submitted and modified.
He stated the plat had received unanimous approval from both the Seward Planning and Zoning
Commission and the Kenai Peninsula Borough Planning Commission.  He stated the National Park
Service and the rest of the Mary Lowell Center partners were in agreement with the Kenai Peninsula
Borough’s conclusion that the Mary Lowell Center replat was consistent with Borough Code and the
plat approval should be upheld.

Finally, he referenced page 12 of the record which clearly illustrated the tsunami evacuation route
and page 310 of the record which was an aerial view of the subject property.

Board Member Kebschull asked for verification if the secured funds were federal funds and if so,
had a Section 106 review been completed on the project.  Mr. Mow said the funds were federal and
a Section 106 review had been done, as well as other required reviews.

Board Chair Glick asked if they had originally looked at other building sites.  Mr.  Mow stated the
partners had acquired four of the six parcels under consideration by 2005.  Five alternative design
plans were developed with a preferred alternative design plan selected.

Board Member Medley asked how many building sites had been purchased.  Mr. Mow referenced
pages 424 and 425 of the record and summarized the selection process based on the highest and best
use of the four parcels acquired.  

PERSONS FILING ENTRIES OF APPEARANCE SUPPORTING APPELLEE

[Clerk’s Note: John Eavis, a party who had filed an entry of appearance, did not
appear at the Board of Adjustment hearing.]

(11:22:20) 

Cheryl Brooking, 900 West 5  Avenue #600, Anchorage, Attorney for the City of Seward, urgedth

the Board to uphold the decision of the KPB Planning Commission.  She encouraged the Board to
focus on the task in front of them, which was to look at whether the preliminary plat, as approved
by the KPB Planning Commission, was in accord with the KPB Code and did the Planning
Commission make findings based on substantial evidence within the record.  If that was the case,
the Board’s role would be to approve the decision of the Planning Commission.  She reiterated the
decision to vacate Washington Street had already been decided and became final over a year ago.
She stated the KPB Plat Committee originally denied the replat and referenced page 24 of the record,
which showed the Plat Committee was swayed by the sympathies of the appellant.  She stated the
Plat Committee was not able to identify findings to support their first decision and upon
reconsideration, approved the replat.  She indicated the appellee followed all required procedures
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and worked very meticulously along the way to ensure all concerns were addressed and all
alternatives were discussed.  She addressed the tsunami route and access concerns raised by the
appellant, stating, “Washington Street would not end in a dead end and would not be totally
vacated.”  Ms. Brooking said identifying tsunami access routes was an administrative function of the
City of Seward and not a platting decision of the Kenai Peninsula Borough.  She also reiterated the
authority to vacate a city street fell to the City of Seward and that by City Code, by State Law, and
by Constitution, that decision was final.  She agreed the Seward City Council’s inaction was deemed
to be consent.  She stated her legal opinion that the City Council’s inaction could not be referred as
there was no precedence to refer inaction, alternatively, if the inaction was deemed to be an
appropriation, which was what the court found, then it was an appropriation, not subject to
referendum.  Nor was it subject to appeal under Borough Code, State Law or Constitution.  She
noted appropriations were solely under the realm of City Council.  She reminded the Board of
Adjustment to focus on the plat question and stated the City of Seward had found nothing wrong
with the plat as it had been submitted and she urged the Board to uphold the Planning Commission’s
decision.

Board Member Cowan asked if there was legal action pending.  Ms. Brooking stated the Superior
Court had ruled and that was the law that now stood.  She said the ruling had been appealed and
there was a ruling at the Supreme Court to issue a stay of the lower court’s decision pending appeal
and the Supreme Court later denied it stating their entire case was based on, “a strange interpretation
of the law.”  Board Member Cowan asked if the plat was approved and then the court ruled against
the City, what would happen.  Ms. Brooking presumed if the court ruled against the City, then the
issue would be open for a vote.  

Board Chair Glick referenced the Seward City Council vote of three to three, which essentially was
deemed to be inaction by the Council and asked for clarification.  Ms. Brooking stated that was
correct because it would take a majority of four to take action and she explained the question before
the Council was whether or not to veto the action of the KPB Planning Commission.  Ms. Brooking
stated there had been two votes and both of them failed to veto the action of the KPB Planning
Commission.  

(11:32:45) 
Randy Schrank, Chugach National Forest, 3301 C Street #300, Anchorage, stated he was a
professional land surveyor, licensed within the State of Alaska, and the subject plat was
recommended under his direction, guidance and review.  He identified plat revisions which had been
allowed by the City of Seward and recommended by the KPB Planning Commission and referenced
page 278 of the record.  He stated revisions had also been made to the plat in order to comply with
KPB 20.12.  In conclusion, he emphasized the plat was preliminary and changes could still be made
if necessary. 

Board Member Kebschull referenced page 117 of the record and asked for clarification on one of
the identified revisions.   Mr. Schrank used a visual aid and pointed out the changes.

Board Member Cowan asked how he should weigh the additional information regarding the plat
revisions, if they were not included in the record.  Board Attorney Jim Butter stated the Board could
consider the information in the packet as well as the testimony provided at the hearing.

(11:42:15) 
Paul Schrooten, National Park Service, 12233 Woodward Drive, Anchorage, Landscape Architect
and Project Manager for the Mary Lowell Center, stated he was in full agreement with the findings
of the KPB Planning Commission.  He stated the partners of the Center fully intended to work with
the community of Seward to design and develop the facility.  He concurred with the finding that the
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appellant had failed to raise pertinent issues as part of the appeal.  He said the facility would be
revised due to the replat process and adjustments would be required as they completed the final
phases of design.  He stated, on behalf of all the partners, he looked forward to completing the task
by concluding the development agreement with the City, which included; resolution of traffic and
parking issues; development of a Washington Street right-of-way appropriate to maintaining proper
access and public safety; and implementation of the required setbacks and pedestrian easements.  He
considered their record of public participation to be outstanding.  He asked the Board to deny the
appeal and uphold the decision of the KPB Planning Commission.

Board Member Cowan asked how many public hearings had been held since the vacation of
Washington Street.  Mr. Schrooten stated 25 meetings had been held since the vacation was
approved, in which, the public had the opportunity to be heard.

(11:45:59) 
David Squires, Fire Chief, City of Seward, P. O. Box 167, Seward, referenced page 308 of the
record and summarized the proposed tsunami route as developed by City of Seward staff and in
conjunction with the National Weather Service.  He stated the route had evolved according to
development and would continue to evolve based on future growth and development within the City.
He clarified the tsunami route had not been tested, however, he had very little support to shut down
businesses and test the route.  He stated the vacation of Washington Street would not negatively
impact the evacuation of people.  He said Fourth and Fifth Avenues were good alternatives for
routing people up to Adams Street and then up to higher ground.  He stated Jefferson Street was not
on the evacuation map as it would be used by emergency vehicles and heavy equipment.  He stated
the use of vehicles during the tsunami was not likely as Seward was a small community and people
would most likely evacuate on foot.  

Board Member Kebschull asked Chief Squires if he had any concerns regarding the vacation of
Washington Street.  Chief Squires said he had no concerns with the vacation of the street nor any
potential impact on the tsunami evacuation route.

Board Member Cowan asked Chief Squires when he anticipated the new tsunami evacuation route
would be approved.  Chief Squires indicated the process had been ongoing for over five years and
he honestly did not know when the route would be completed.

(11:57:54) 
Kirsten K. Vesel, Assistant City Manager, City of Seward, P. O. Box 167, Seward, stated she had
been working with the partners of the Mary Lowell Center.  She stated the Center was part of an
effort to revitalize the downtown area in Seward.  She said the City of Seward had worked diligently
to hear any and all concerns from the public.  She requested the Board uphold the decision of the
KPB Planning Commission and welcomed the opportunity to address any concerns.  She indicated
that several members of Washington’s Army did run for City Council at the last election and were
not successful.  In summary, she stated the issue at hand was the replat.
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(12:13:08) 
APPELLANT’S REBUTTAL

Carol Griswold, stated she had found great dissatisfaction with the public process.  She indicated the
developers were unaware of the right-of-way when they developed their design.  She reiterated the fact
that the building could be constructed on the alternate site.  She stated the vacation of the street was
not in compliance with the Seward Comprehensive Plan.  She referenced pages 402-405 of the record
where she addressed the traffic congestion issue.  Finally, she invited the Board to review the active
case in Supreme Court. 

(12:22:32) 
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT EXAMINATION OF STAFF

Board Member Kebschull asked for a summary of the vacation process and how the plat would
finalize that process.  Mr. Best stated the petition process for vacation started with the application, then
notification was sent out to the adjoining properties, public hearings were held, KPB Plat Committee
identified findings of necessity, the preliminary plat was submitted to the KPB Planning Commission
and would be finalized upon signature of the replat.  Ms. Toll stated petitioners would normally have
one year from time of final plat, however, the subject plat was given a two year preliminary plat
approval.  Ms. Montague referenced KPB 21.20 which indicated the clock would not start ticking on
the preliminary plat until the Board of Adjustment rendered its final decision. 

Board Member Cowan asked what the Planning Department would be expected to consider upon
review of a vacation and replat, for example, traffic studies, tsunami routes, and conditional use permit
issuance.  Ms. Toll stated those issues were not considered during the replat process, however, they
were considered by the city.  KPB Code required that prior to plat approval, the Borough had to have
a letter from the city stating an installation agreement was either in place or not needed.  

Board Member Kebschull asked if the Borough normally considered proposed development on land
when reviewing plats.  Ms. Toll stated the Borough did not consider future developments.

Board Chair Glick referenced page 282 of the record and asked for clarification on whether or not
the final plat would be required as this time.  Ms. Montague stated it would not be required as this time
and sited KPB 21.20.260 for further clarification.

(12:29:20) 
DELIBERATIONS

MOTION: Kebschull moved to recess and deliberate in
adjudicative session and to include the Board’s
Attorney and the Borough Clerk.

SECOND: Haywood.

MOTION PASSED: Unanimous.

ADJOURNMENT 

With no further business to come before the board, Chairperson Glick adjourned the hearing at 12:31
p.m.
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I certify the above represents accurate minutes of the Kenai Peninsula Borough Board of Adjustment
meeting of March 15, 2007.

Sherry Biggs, Borough Clerk

Approved by Board of Adjustment: 
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